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Application: 04-0384 
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Subject: A continued public bearing to consider application 04-0384; a proposal to increase the enrollment 
at an existing school from 125 students to 250 students, and construct associated improvements. 

Members of the Commission: 

During the 3/28/07 public hearing for this item, revised condition language was submitted by the applicant. 
Members of the public also made requests for specific restrictions to be placed on the school operations. Some 
additional changes were suggested by your Commission, and corrections to the conditions were announced by staff. 
After hearing public testimony, and discussing the application, the item was continued for staff to prepare revised 
conditions and to allow an opportunity for all five Districts to be represented on the Commission for this item. 

Revised conditions (Exhibit 1A) have been prepared which continue to place reasonable requirements on the school 
to reduce impacts to the surrounding neighborhood, while addressing many of the school’s concerns regarding costs 
and implementation. Due to minor changes to condition language, revised mitigations (Exhibit 1B) have been 
prepared as well. 

Recommendation 

Based on the revised mitigations and conditions, Planning Department staff recommends that your Commission take 
the following actions: 

1) Certification of the Mitigated Negative Declaration (with revised mitigations - Exhibit 1B) per the 
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act. 

2) Approval of Application 04-0384, based on the attached findings and revised conditions 
(Exhibit 1A). 

Sincerely, 6.- 
Randall Adams 
Project Planner 
Development Review 

Reviewed By: 

Exhibits: 
1A. Revised Conditions 
1B. Revised Mitigations 
IC. Findings 
1D. Staff Report to the Planning Commission, 3/28/07, with Exhibits 
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

Revised Conditions of Approval (4/25/07 PC) 

Exhibit A: Project plans "Salesian Sisters School", 10 sheets, prepared by Ifland Engineers, 
dated 3/28/05 & 10/14/05. 

I. This permit authorizes the continued operation of an existing school, summer camp, and 
associated uses within allowed limits as described in further detail below. This permit 
amends and replaces Commercial Development Permits 75-600-U, 77-557-U, 78-323-U, 
78-1 539-U, and 88-1 105. All conditions of the prior permits are replaced by the 
conditions for this permit. The uses at the school facility shall continue to be subject to 
the Second Amended Compliance Agreement throuph 7/1/07. at which time these permit 
conditions retiace such ameement. Except as herein stated, prior to exercising any rights 
granted by this permit @ 
the applicantlowner shall: 

. .  . 

A. Sign, date, and return to the Planning Department one copy of the approval to 
indicate acceptance and agreement with the conditions thereof. 

B. Pay the required fee to the Clerk of the Board of the County of Santa Cruz for 
posting the Negative Declaration as required by the Califomia Department of Fish 
and Game mitigation fees program. 

C. Prior to any construction or site disturbance, the applicantlowner shall: 

I .  Obtain a Grading Permit from the Santa Cruz County Planning 
Department. 

2. Obtain a Building Permit from the Santa Cruz County Building Official, if 
required, for retaining walls and site improvements. 

3. Obtain an Encroachment Permit from the Department of Public Works for 
all off-site work performed in the County road right-of-way. 

11. Prior to issuance of a Grading and/or Building Permit the applicantlowner shall: 

A. Submit proof that these conditions have been recorded in the official records of 
the County of Santa. Cruz (Office of the County Recorder). Conditions must be 
recorded within 30 davs following the effective date of h s  permit. 

B. Submit final engineering plans for review and approval by the Planning 
Department, The final plans shall be in substantial compliance with the plans 
marked Exhibit "A" on file with the Planning Department. Any changes from the 
approved Exhibit "A" for this development permit on the plans submitted for the 
Grading and/or Building Permit must be clearly called out and labeled by standard 
architectural methods to indicate such changes. Any changes that are not properly 
called out and labeled will not be authorized by any Grading and/or Building 
Permit that is issued for the proposed development. The final plans shall include 
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

the following additional information: 

1. Engineered improvement plans for all on-site and off-site improvements 
prepared, wet-stamped, and signed by a licensed civil engineer. All off- 
site improvements are subiect to County Code section 18.10.240(d). 

a. The access roadway shall be widened to a minimum width of 18 
feet between Hames road and the school entrance. 

b. Road bumps shall be installed on the lower portion of Enos Lane 
(between Hames Road and station 17+00). Road bumps shall be 
designed to limit vehicle speed to 15 MPH along h s  section of 
Enos Lane. A minimum of three road bumps are required in order 
to limit speeds to 15 MPH. 

c. A pedestrian pathway, a minimum of 3 feet in width, shall be 
installed on the east side of the lower portion of Enos Lane 
(between Hames Road and station 17+75). The path shall be 
separated from the roadway a solid white line (or landscaping, if 
separated from the roadway by over 3 feet) and surfaced with 
decomposed granite or other aggregate material. The school must 
take all reasonable measures to work with the neighborhood to 
design a pathway acceptable to the neighborhood and adiacent 
propertv owners. Deletion of the pathway requirement due to lack 
of available right of way or easement will require an amendment to 
this permit with a public hearing before the Planning Commission. 

d. Provide a survey with the accurate location of the vehicular right of 
way of Enos Lane relative to existing and proposed site 
improvements and adjacent property boundaries. The survey shall 
be limited to the lower portion of Enos Lane where the location of 
the vehicular right of way is formally disputed by the adjacent 
property owner(s) in writinp. 

e. Delete the proposed crosswalk across Hames Road at the 
intersection with Enos Lane. 

f. Delete the two Proposed stop signs at the intersection with the 
private driveways at station 18+00 and install a stop s im on the 
one southbound driveway per the recommendations of the proiect 
traffic engineer. 

2. Grading, drainage, and erosion control plans, that are prepared, wet- 
stamped, and signed by a licensed civil engineer. Grading and drainage 
plans must include estimated earthwork, cross sections through all 
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571 -01 

improvements, existing and proposed cut and fill areas, existing and 
proposed walls, drainage facilities, and details of devices such as back 
drains, culverts, energy dissipaters, detention pipes, etc. 

a. Air Quality: In order to ensure that the one hour air quality 
threshold for the pollutant acrolein is not exceeded during grading 
and paving, prior to the issuance of the grading permit, the 
applicant shall modify the grading plans to include notes 
incorporating the construction conditions given by the Monterey 
Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as follows: 

i All pre- 1994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA 
certified diesel oxidation catalysts or all such equipment 
shall be fueled with B99 diesel fuel; 

.. 
11 Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or 

b99 diesel fuel until completion of the project; 

iii Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and 
equipment throughout the project. 

iv Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk 
assessment to the MBAPCD for review and approval. Any 
recommendations and requirements of the MBAPCD will 
become conditions of constructing the project. 

3. A parking plan, showing all existing and proposed parking on the subject 
property. 

a. Standard parking spaces must be 8.5 feet wide by 18 feet long and 
must be located entirely outside vehicular rights-of way. 

b. All applicable accessibility requirements must be met in the 
existing and proposed parking areas. 

4. Details showing compliance with fire department requirements, including 
all requirements of the Urban Wildland Intermix Code, if applicable. 

a. The access roadway shall be widened to a minimum width of 18 
feet for vehicular and emergency vehicle access. 

b. The loop roadway around the existing school facility shall be 
marked as a fire lane, clearly marked as a no parking area to allow 
free movement of fire equipment around the school buildings. 

5.  Groundwater Recharge: In order to ensure that loss of area for 
groundwater recharge is less than significant, the applicant shall submit a 
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571 -01 

detailed groundwater recharge plan for review and approval by the 
Department of Public Works drainage staff and Planning staff. The plan 
shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, of runoff fiom the new 
paved parking area (after it has passed through a silt and grease filter) am4 

-. The plan shall show infrastructure for directing and 
spreading runoff and measures to prevent erosion at outlets, and shall 
include calculations quantifjmg the expected runoff and demonstrating 
that there is no net loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking 
surfacing. The plan shall be accompanied by a letter of approval by the 
project soil engineer. The plan shall also indicate where excess fill is being 
placed in order to prevent conflicts with recharge goals. 

6. Show replacement trees to be located at a 3:l ratio for all trees removed 
due to road widening, construction of the parking lot, and other 
improvements. 

7. A master site plan showing all of the existing buildings on the school 
campus must be provided which clearly indicates the total number and 
location of existing residential facilities (including bedrooms and food 
preparation facilities). 

C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G.  

Submit four copies of the approved Discretionary Permit with the Conditions of 
Approval attached. The Conditions of Approval shall be recorded prior to 
submittal, if applicable. 

Meet all requirements of and pay Zone 7 drainage fees to the County Department 
of Public Works, Drainage. Drainage fees will be assessed on the net increase in 
impervious area. 

Obtain an Environmental Health Clearance for this project from the County 
Department of Environmental Health Services. 

1. 
The existinp septic system must be pumped 

on a regular basis (at least one time every 3 years) with pumper's reports 
forwarded to the County Department of Environmental Health Services to 
ensure proper functioning of the septic system. 

Meet all requirements and pay any applicable plan check fee of the California 
Department of ForestryKounty Fire. 

Submit 3 copies of a plan review letter prepared and stamped by a licensed 
Geotechnical Engineer. 

111. All construction shall be performed according to the approved plans for the Grading 
Permit and/or Building Permit. The applicant/owner must meet the following conditions 
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

during construction of the project: 

A. lmprovements must be installed within the following timeframes: 

1. Road bumps and stoD sign must be installed within 90 days from the 
effective date of this permit. 

2. Road widening must occur within 24 6 months from the effective date of 
this permit. 

3. The , pedestrian pathway, and all other required 
improvements must be installed within 3 4- years from the effective date of 
this permit. 

B. All work adjacent to or within a County road shall be subject to the provisions of 
Chapter 9.70 of the County Code, including obtaining an encroachment permit 
where required. Where feasible, all improvements adjacent to or affecting a 
County road shall be coordinated with any planned County-sponsored 
construction on that road. Obtain an Encroachment Permit from the Department 
of Public Works for any work performed in the public right of way. All work 
shall be consistent with the Department of Public Works Design Criteria unless 
otherwise specifically excepted by these conditions of approval. 

C. No land clearing, grading or excavating shall take place between October 15 and 
April 15 unless the Planning Director approves a separate winter erosion-control 
plan that may or may not be granted. 

D. To minimize noise, dust and nuisance impacts to surrounding properties during 
construction, the owner/applicant shall or shall have the project contractor, 
comply with the following measures during all construction work: 

1 .  Limit all construction to the time between 8:OO am and 5:OO pm weekdays 
unless a temporary exception to this time restriction is approved in 
advance by the Santa Cruz County Planning Department to address an 
emergency situation; and 

2. Each day it does not rain, wet all exposed soil frequently enough to 
prevent significant amounts of dust from leaving the site. 

3. The applicant shall designate a disturbance coordinator and a 24-hour 
contact number shall be conspicuously posted on the job site. The 
disturbance coordinator shall record the name, phone number, and nature 
of all complaints received regarding the construction site. The disturbance 
coordinator shall investigate complaints and take remedial action, if 
necessary, within 24 hours of receipt of the complaint or inquiry. 

E. Water Oualitv: To prevent project drainage discharges from carrying silt, grease, 
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

and other contaminants, the applicant shall install silt and grease traps according 
to the approved plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners according to 
the following monitoring and maintenance schedule: 

1. The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning or repair 
prior to October 15 each year, at a minimum interval of once per year; 

2. A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the 
conclusion of each October inspection and submitted to the Drainage 
Section of the Department of Public Works within 5 days of inspection. 
This monitoring report shall specify any repairs that have been done or that 
are needed to allow the trap to function adequately. 

F. Prior to final inspection, the applicantlowner must meet the following conditions: 

1. All site improvements shown on the final approved Grading Permit and/or 
Building Permit plans shall be installed. 

2. All inspections required by the Grading and/or Building permit shall be 
completed to the satisfaction of the County Building Official and Planning 
Department staff. 

3. The project must comply with all recommendations of the approved soils 
reports. 

G. Pursuant to Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.100 of the County Code, if at any time 
during site preparation, excavation, or other ground disturbance associated with 
this development, any artifact or other evidence of an historic archaeological 
resource or a Native American cultural site is discovered, the responsible persons 
shall immediately cease and desist from all further site excavation and notify the 
Sheriff-Coroner if the discovery contains human remains, or the Planning Director 
if the discovery contains no human remains. The procedures established in 
Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.100, shall be observed. 

N. Operational Conditions 

A. Master Occupancy Program (School): Given the location of the project with 
respect to existing residential uses, any change of use request will require an 
amendment to this permit. Only the uses listed below are allowed at the school 
facility: 

Private School: A private school (Kindergarten through 8th grade years only) 
with an enrollment level based on the performance standards listed below 
(Condition N.B) is authorized by this permit. Class instruction at the school may 
not begin before 7:50 8 AM 
e. Any change in the scheduling of the school which 
causes instruction to begin prior to 7:50 8 AM is not authorized by this permit. 

. .  
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

School Related Meetings and Events: Are allowed in conjunction with the private 
school use. Parent meetings, parent teacher conferences, back to school night, 
plays, and other events which occur while classes are not in session are allowed 
without a restriction on total number of vehicle trips. Carpooling is recommended 
for individuals attending these school related meetings and events. 

School related events that occur during regular school hours (grandparents day, 
parents breakfast, kinder promotion, etc.) are allowed, at a maximum of 8 events 
per year, without a restriction on total number of vehicle trips. No more than 8 
school related events that occur during regular school hours are allowed during 
any one regular school year. 

No sporting events (other than regular practice by Salesian school students) are 
allowed at the school facility. 

Prior to the start of each regular school year, the school must submit to the Santa 
Cruz County Planning Department a calendar that indicates the dates and times of 
each of the planned school related events. 

Summer Camp & Remedial Classes: A s m e r  camp and remedial classes 
(summer school) outside of the regular school year are authorized based on the 
following limitations: The total number of campers (both day and overnight) is 
limited to no more than 90 campers at the school facility at any one time. The 
total number of day campers and/or remedial class students is limited to no more 
than 60 total (day campers and/or remedial class students). Carpooling or busing 
is required for day campers and/or remedial class students to reduce traffic, with a 
maximum of 45 school related vehicle trips in and out (90 total trips) of the 
school facility during any continuous two hour period between 7:30 AM and 5:30 
PM. 

Retreats: Up to four weekend retreats for a maximum of 60 people at each retreat 
are authorized by this permit for each one year period. Up to eight one day 
retreats (occurring only on weekend days) for a maximum of 90 people at each 
retreat are authorized by this permit for each one year period. Carpooling or 
busing is recommended for individuals and groups attending the retreats. 

Communitv Meetings: Community meetings are allowed at the school facilities 
outside of regular school hours. The use of the school facilities for community 
meetings does not include the renting of the facilities for conferences or other 
commercial activities. 

Religious Services and Prayer Groups: Religious services are allowed at the 
school facility. Carpooling is recommended for individuals attending religious 
services and prayer groups. 

Residents: The use of the school facility for residential purposes is allowed with 
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

all of the residents living as a family unit (sharing cooking facilities and common 
areas). The construction of additional independent residential units is not 
authorized by this permit. 

Novitiate: The use of the school facility as a novitiate is authorized by this 
permit. The total number of novices residing on site will be limited by the 
residential facilities on the project site. 

The following additional restrictions apply to all uses: 

Parking: Parking must occur in approved spaces, and may not at any time block 
access to the structures or turn-around areas for emergency equipment. Parking 
for all events shall comply with the approved parking plan and the 
recommendations of the approved traffic studies. 

Scheduling: Uses (school, meetings, events, services, retreats, etc.) can not be 
scheduled in an overlapping manner which will result in a combined parking 
demand that can not be met on the project site. 

B. Enrollment: Enrollment at the existing school during the regular school year (not 
including summer remedial classes or summer camp) will be limited by the 
following: 

The initial maximum enrollment will begin at 200 students (for the 2007-2008 
school year) and will increase or decrease by 25 student increments, or remain 
constant, depending on compliance with the traffic performance criteria (as 
measured by independent random monitoring, at the school's expense, with review 
by the Planning Department) for each level of enrollment. Any potential 
enrollment increase w-deemw will begin in the thud (2009-2010) school year 
and will be determined by the Planning Department based on compliance with the 
traffic performance criteria through the middle of the second (2008-2009) school 
year, with reviews continuing at the middle of each following school year, throunh 
the fifth (201 1-201 2) school year. Significant lack of compliance with the traffic 
performance criteria will result in an enrollment decrease starting in the second 
(2008-2009) school year. 250 students is the maximum enrollment level that 
W $aJ be allowed at the school based on compliance with the traffic 
performance criteria. 

No enrollment increase over 200 students will be allowed until all required road 
improvements (speed bumps, road widening, stop sign, and pedestrian pathway) 
have been installed. 

Traffic Performance Criteria (the number of trips allowed at each enrollment level): 

Maximum Enrollment 
Up to 125 Students 

I Traffic Performance Criteria 
] 45 max. trips in and out (90 total trips) 

I I per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM 8 2-4 PM) 
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Students 
225 Students 

I 150, 175, or 200 1 50 max. trim in and out (100 total trims) - 1  
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM 
55 max. trips in and out (1 10 total trips) 

2-4 PM) 

250 Students 
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM &2-4 PM) 
60 max. trips in and out (120 total trips) 
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 

Compliance with Traffic Performance Criteria: Vehicles which transport children 
to and/or from the school will be counted during each two hour peak period (7-9 

-. Vehicles which do not transport children to and/or 
from the school (teachers, staff, school residents, deliveries, etc.) and vehicles 
originating from Enos Lane (above or below the school) will not be counted 
towards the maximum number of allowed trips. 

. .  AM & 2-4 PM) 

5th Year Review: At the midpoint of the fifth wgdt-w (201 1-2012) school year 
after approval of this permit, the final maximum enrollment for the school will be 
established at a noticed public hearin? before the Planning Commission. This will 
be based on a review of compliance with the performance criteria by the Santa 
Cruz County Planning Department. The maximum enrollment for the school will 
be based on the compliance with the performance criteria for the years leading up 
to this review. This review will be performed in addition to the annual reviews 
leading up to the fifth year. The results of the fifth year review will be heard 
before the Planning Commission on the consent agenda, and the final maximum 
enrollment will be determined by the Planning Commission at that time. Annual 
reporting of traffic counts (performed at the school's expense) will be required 
each year (per Condition IV.C) up to the fifth year review. Adherence to the 
performance criteria after the fifth year review is required, and reductions in 
enrollment will be required if compliance with the performance criteria can not be 
met. The schedule for continued independent traffic monitoring (performed at the 
school's expense) will be determined at the fifth year review by the Planning 
Commission. 

Enrollment List: Prior to the start of each regular school year, the school must 
submit to the Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
of students to be enrolled at the  school^ for the 
following school year. 

the number 

Failure to Comply: Failure to reduce enrollment when required, or to comply with 
the required performance criteria at the established level of enrollment, or to 
supply enrollment information or traffic reports, will be a violation of the terms of 
this permit. Operating the school at a higher level of enrollment than is 
authorized by these conditions, or at a higher volume of traffic than is allowed for 
the level of enrollment, is a violation of the terms of this permit. Any violation of 
the terms of this permit may result in permit revocation. 

C. Traffic Management & Reporting: A Traffic Management Plan is required for 
all enrollment levels for the school during the regular school year, subject to the 
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following requirements: 

1. Prior to the start of each school year, but after the enrollment level has 
been established, a carpoolbusing plan must be provided to the Santa 
Cruz County Planning Department which indicates the total number of 
vehicles and the number of children assigned to each vehcle. 

a. Carpools may not meet or be formed on Enos Lane or at the 
intersection of Hames Road and Enos Lane, unless the vehicles 
originate &om Enos Lane (or other roadways directly connected to 
Enos Lane north of the Hames Road intersection). 

2. Reporting of random traffic counts at regular intervals 

third party traffic consultant (overseen by a licensed traffic engineer) must 
be provided to the Santa Cruz County Planning Department on an annual 
basis for the first five (5) years. 

a. 

performed at the school's expense by an independent 

The school must agree to allow the County of Santa Cruz Planning 
Department to contract, at the school's expense, with an 
independent thrd party traffic consulting firm to perform random 
traffic counts at the school facility. 

i A positive at cost account balance with the County of Santa 
Cruz Planning Department must be maintained by the 
school, with sufficient funds to allow payments to the 
traffic consulting firm throughout the contract period and to 
account for Planning Department staff time. With an 
accounting of Planning Department expenses per standard 
County fiscal procedures. 

b. Random, unannounced traffic counts are required during the AM 
peak (7 AM to 9 AM) and PM peak (2 PM to 4 PM) periods 
throughout the regular school year. 

c. Traffic counts must occur on a minimum of one +we days per full 
month that the school is in regular session (with a minimum of 6 
counts total per each school year) up to the fifth year review. The 
schedule and frequency of continued monitoring (after the fifth 
year) will be determined at the fifth year review bv the Planning 
Commission and may be modified at a later date. 

1 Dates will be selected by Planning Department staff and 
provided to the independent third party traffic consulting 
firm, who will perform the traffic counts. 

d. Reports must be submitted by the independent third party traffic 
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e. 

f. 

g. 

consultant directly to the Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
at the midpoint of each regular school year, with copies of all 
reports provided to the school by the consultant. 

After the fifth year, additional traffic counts and associated reports 
as may be required 

specified by the Planning Commission at the school's expense, €& 
f in order to ensure 
compliance with permit conditions. 

- 

. .  . . 

Compliance with the performance criteria specified under 
Condition IV.A (Operational Conditions - Enrollment) will be 
determined based on the traffic counts in the reports submitted and 
not on other sources of information provided by the school 
administration or the general public. 

Failure to p w d e  allow adequate and accurate traffic counts 
performed by an independent third party traffic consultant will be 
considered as a lack of compliance with the conditions of this 
permit and non-compliance for the performance criteria specified 
under Condition IV.A (Operational Conditions - Enrollment). 

3. School Related Vehicle Trips: Vehicles which cany chldren to and/or 
fiom the school facility are considered as school related vehcle trips, with 
the exception of Enos Lane resident vehicles. 

a. Enos Lane Residents: Vehicles with children originating from 
Enos Lane (or other roadways directly cunnected to Enos Lane 
north of the Hames Road intersection) will not be counted towards 
the maximum number of allowed trips. These vehicles must be 
clearly designated as vehicles of Enos Lane origin and each student 
traveling in an Enos Lane vehicle must be accounted for in the 
enrollment list and carpoolhusing plan for each school year. 

4. Non-Peak and Non-School Related Vehicle Trips: Due to the common 
occurrence of illness, doctor's appointments, and other unforeseen 
circumstances, children which need to be driven to and fiom school 
between peak hours are not subject to carpool requirements. Dropping off 
children prior to the AM peak is not allowed (unless arriving in a vehicle 
of a teacher or staff person who does not reside at the school facility) 
except in extraordinary circumstances (such as Darents who have very 
early work schedules) which have been conveyed to the Santa Cruz 

a. Residents of the school facility (sisters, novices, etc.) may leave 
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V. 

VI. 

VII. 

and enter the facility without being counted as school related 
vehicle trips, unless these vehicles are transporting children to 
andor from the school facility. 

b. Delivery and service vehicles may leave and enter the facility 
without being counted as school related vehicle trips, unless these 
vehicles are transporting children to andor from the school facility. 

D. Neighborhood Committee: The school shall form a standing committee of school 
representatives to address neighborhood concerns and issues that arise as a result 
of school activities and oDerations (including the carpool program). This standing 
committee shall meet with interested members of the surrounding neighborhood 
on a regular basis, as necessary, to hear and respond to neighborhood concerns. 

Road Maintenance: If a road maintenance association (or agreement) is formed, the 
school will be obligated to participate in the road maintenance 
-- 

In the event that future County inspections of the subject property disclose 
noncompliance with any Conditions of t h s  approval or any violation of the County Code, 
the owner shall pay to the County the full cost of such County inspections, including any 
follow-up inspections and/or necessary enforcement actions, up to and including permit 
revocation. 

As a condition of this development approval, the holder of this development approval 
(“Development Approval Holder”), is required to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless 
the COUNTY, its officers, employees, 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 
amendment of this development approval which is requested by the Development 
Approval Holder. 

A. COUNTY shall promptly notify the Development Approval Holder of any claim, 
action, or proceeding against which the COUNTY seeks to be defended, 
indemnified, or held harmless. COUNTY shall cooperate fully in such defense. If 
COUNTY fails to notify the Development Approval Holder within sixty (60) days 
of any such claim, action, or proceeding, or fails to cooperate fully in the defense 
thereof, the Development Approval Holder shall not thereafter be responsible to 
defend, indemnify, or hold harmless the COUNTY if such failure to notify or 
cooperate was significantly prejudicial to the Development Approval Holder. 

B. Notlung contained herein shall prohibit the COUNTY from participating in the 
defense of any claim, action, or proceeding if both of the following occur: 

1 .  COUNTY bears its own attorney’s fees and costs; and 

2. COUNTY defends the action in good faith. 
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C. Settlement. The Development Approval Holder shall not be required to pay or 
perform any settlement unless such Development Approval Holder has approved 
the settlement. When representing the County, the Development Approval Holder 
shall not enter into any stipulation or settlement modi@ing or affecting the 
interpretation or validity of any of the terms or conditions of the development 
approval without the prior written consent of the County. 

D. Successors Bound. “Development Approval Holder” shall include the applicant 
and the successor7(s) in interest, transferee(s), and assign(s) of the applicant. 

VIII. Mitigation Monitoring Program 

The mitigation measures listed under this heading have been incorporated into the conditions of 
approval for this project in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment. As 
required by Section 21 08 1.6 of the California Public Resources Code, a monitoring and reporting 
program for the above mitigations is hereby adopted as a condition of approval for this project. 
This monitoring program is specifically described following each mitigation measure listed 
below. The purpose of this monitoring is to ensure compliance with the environmental 
mitigations during project implementation and operation. Failure to comply with the conditions 
of approval, including the terms of the adopted monitoring program, may result in permit 
revocation pursuant to Section 1 8.10.462 of the Santa Cruz County Code. 

A. Mitigation Measure: Groundwater Recharge (Condition IJ.B.5) 

Monitoring Program: In order to ensure that loss of area for groundwater recharge 
is less than significant, the applicant shall submit a detailed groundwater recharge 
plan for review and approval by the Department of Public Works drainage staff 
and Planning staff. The plan shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, 
of runoff fiom the new paved parking area (after it  has passed through a silt and 
grease filter) fi 
-. The plan shall show infrastructure for directing and 
spreading runoff and measures to prevent erosion at outlets, and shall include 
calculations quantifjmg the expected runoff and demonstrating that there is no net 
loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking surfacing. The plan shall be 
accompanied by a letter of approval by the project soil engineer. The plan shall 
also indicate where excess fill is being placed in order to prevent conflicts with 
recharge goals. 

B. Mitigation Measure: Water Oualitv (Condition I1I.E) 

Monitoring Program: To prevent project drainage discharges fiom carrying silt, 
grease, and other contaminants, the applicant shall install silt and grease traps 
according to the approved plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners 
according to the following monitoring and maintenance schedule: 

1. The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning or repair 
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prior to October 15 each year, at a minimum interval of once per year; 

2. A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the 
conclusion of each October inspection and submitted to the Drainage 
Section of the Department of Public Works within 5 days of inspection. 
This monitoring report shall specify any repairs that have been done or that 
are needed to allow the trap to function adequately. 

C. Mitigation Measure: Traffic Safety (Conditions 1I.B. 1 ,  IV.A 8z IV.C) 

Monitoring Program: To prevent traffic from creating and/or exacerbating traffic 
hazards to vehicles and pedestrians: 

1 .  The school administrators shall submit a transportation management plan, 
which will effectively limit the total number of vehicles going in and out 
during the morning and afternoon peak periods to the baseline amount, 45 
- 60 cars representing a total of 90 - 120 trips during the peak times. This 
management may be accomplished by carpooling, staggering class and 
assembly times, vanpooling, busing, rnulti modal transport, managing 
enrollment, etc. The plan shall include monitoring that incorporates 
periodic unannounced traffic counts by the project traffic engineer to 
verify that the goal is being met. 

2. In addition to implementing the proposed widening of Enos Lane, the 
applicant shall submit for review and approval a road plan prepared by the 
project traffic engineer that shows the following: installation of speed 
bumps that are designed and spaced to limit traffic to 15 MPH, a stop sign 
and warning sign at the curve at station 18+00 as recommended in the 
letter of Higgins Associates, December 15,2005, and a defined walking 
path on the east side of Enos Lane between Hames and station 17+75 
(Ifland Engineers, sheets C2 and C4). The walking path shall be three feet 
wide, separated from the roadway by a solid white line and surfaced with 
decomposed granite or other aggregate material. The road plan shall be 
implemented prior to final approval of any of the other physical 
improvements and prior to any increase in enrollment above 200 students. 

D. Mitigation Measure: Air Oualitv (Condition II.B.2.a) 

Monitoring Program: In order to ensure that the one hour air quality threshold for 
the pollutant acrolein is not exceeded during grading and paving, prior to the 
issuance of the grading permit, the applicant shall modify the grading plans to 
include notes incorporating the construction conditions given by the Monterey 
Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as follows: 

I .  All pre- 1994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA certified 
diesel oxidation catalysts or all such equipment shall be heled with B99 
diesel fuel; 
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2. Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or b99 diesel fuel 
until completion of the project; 

3. Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and equipment 
throughout the project. 

4. Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk assessment to the 
MBAPCD for review and approval. Any recommendations and 
requirements of the MBAPCD will become conditions of constructing the 
project . 

Minor variations to h s  permit 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 18.10 of the County Code. 

Please note: This permit expires on the expiration date listed below unless you obtain the 
required permits and commence construction. 

Approval Date: 

Effective Date: 

Expiration Date: 

Mark Deming Randall Adams 
Assistant Director Project Planner 

Appeals: Any property owner, or other person aggrieved, or any other person whose interests are adversely affected 
by any act or determination of the Planning Commission, may appeal the act or determination to the Board of 

Supervisors in accordance with chapter 18.10 of the Santa Cruz County Code. 
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2. 

3. 

NAME: Strategic Construction for Daughters of Mary Help for Christians 
APPLICATION : 04-0384 

A.P.N: 105-571 -01 
DATE: 

REVISED NEGATIVE DECLARATION MITIGATIONS /4/25/07 PC) 

In order to ensure that loss of area for groundwater recharge is less than significant, prior 
to scheduling the public hearing the applicant shall submit a detailed groundwater 
recharge plan for review and approval by the Department of Public Works drainage staff 
and Planning staff. The plan shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, of runoff 
from the new paved parking area (after it has passed through a silt and grease filter) a+=& 

The plan shall show infrastructure for directing and spreading runoff and measures to 
prevent erosion at outlets, and shall include calculations quantifying the expected runoff 
and demonstrating that there is no net loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking 
surfacing. The plan shall be accompanied by a letter of approval by the project soil 
engineer. The plan shall also indicate where excess fill is being placed in order to 
prevent conflicts with recharge goals. 

To prevent project drainage discharges from carrying silt, grease, and other 
contaminants, the applicant shall install a silt and grease traps according to the approved 
plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners according to the following monitoring 
and maintenance schedule: 

a. The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning or repair prior to 
October 15 each year, at a minimum interval of once per year; 

b. A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the conclusion of 
each October inspection and submitted to the Drainage Section of the 
Department of Public Works within 5 days of inspection. This monitoring report 
shall specify any repairs that have been done or that are needed to allow the trap 
to function adequately. 

To prevent traffic from creating and/or exacerbating traffic hazards to vehicles and 
pedestrians: 

a. The school administrators shall submit a transportation management plan for 
review and approval prior to public hearing, which will effectively limit the total 
number of vehicles going in and out during the morning and afternoon peak 
periods to the baseline amount, 45 - 60 cars representing a total of 90 -120 trips 
during the peak times. This management may be accomplished by carpooling, 
staggering class and assembly times, vanpooling, busing, multi modal transport, 
managing enrollment, etc. The plan shall include monitoring that incorporates 
periodic unannounced traffic counts by the project traffic engineer to verify that 
the goal is being met. 

b. In addition to implementing the proposed widening of Enos Lane, prior to public 
hearing, the applicant shall submit for review and approval a road plan prepared 
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by the project traffic engineer that shows the following: installation of speed 
bumps that are designed and spaced to limit traffic to 15 MPH, a stop sign and 
warning sign at the curve at station 18+00 as recommended in the letter of 
Higgins Associates, December 15, 2005, and a defined walking path on the east 
side of Enos Lane between Hames and station 17+75 (lfland Engineers, sheets 
C2 and C4). The walking path shall be three feet wide, separated from the 
roadway by a solid white line and surfaced with decomposed granite or other 
aggregate material. The road plan shall be implemented prior to final approval of 
any of the other physical improvements and prior to any increase in enrollment 
above 200 students. 

4. In order to ensure that the one hour air quality threshold for the pollutant acrolein is not 
exceeded during grading and paving, prior to the issuance of the grading permit, the 
applicant shall modify the grading plans to include notes incorporating the construction 
conditions given by the Monterey Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as follows: 

a. All pre-I 994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA certified diesel 
oxidation catalysts or all such equipment shall be fueled with B99 diesel fuel; 

b. Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or b99 diesel fuel until 
completion of the project; 

c. Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and equipment throughout the 
project. 

Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk assessment to the MBAPCD for 
review and approval. Any recommendations and requirements of the MBAPCD will 
become conditions of constructing the project. 
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Development Permit Findings 

1. That the proposed location of the project and the conditions under which it would be 
operated or maintained will not be detrimental to the health, safety, or welfare of persons 
residing or working in the neighborhood or the general public, and will not result in 
inefficient or wasteful use of energy, and will not be materially injurious to properties or 
improvements in the vicinity. 

This finding can be made, in that the project is located in an area designated for residential uses 
and the existing school is an allowed use within the zone district. Construction will comply with 
prevailing building technology, the Uniform Building Code, and the County Building and 
Grading ordinances to insure the optimum in safety and the conservation of energy and resources. 
Traffic improvements will be installed which will reduce vehicle speed and improve traffic safety 
on the access roadway, Enos Lane. 

2. That the proposed location of the project and the conditions under which it would be 
operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent County ordinances and the 
purpose of the zone district in which the site is located. 

This finding can be made, in that the proposed location of the school and the conditions under 
which it would be operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent County ordinances 
and the purpose of the SU (Special Use) zone district in that the primary use of the property is an 
existing school, which is an allowed use within the SU zone district when located within a 
residential General Plan designation. 

3 .  That the proposed use is consistent with all elements of the County General Plan and with 
any specific plan which has been adopted for the area. 

This finding can be made, in that the existing school is an allowed use within the SU (Special 
Use) zone district, consistent with the use requirements specified for the Mountain Residential 
(R-M) land use designation in the County General Plan. 

The proposal is conditioned to limit traffic volumes and speeds w i b n  the rural residential Enos 
Lane neighborhood as specified in Policy 3,113.1 (Limiting Traffic Volumes), in that the 
required traffic management plan and traffic safety improvements will reduce overall traffic 
volumes associated with the school and will improve traffic safety on Enos Lane. 

A specific plan has not been adopted for t h s  portion of the County. 

4. That the proposed use will not overload utilities and will not generate more than the 
acceptable level of traffic on the streets in the vicinity. 

This finding can be made, in that the traffic associated with the increased enrollment at the 
existing school will be subject to a traffic management plan which will limit the number of peak 
trips to and from the school on Enos Lane. 

5.  That the proposed project will complement and harmonize with the existing and proposed 
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land uses in the vicinity and will be compatible with the physical design aspects, land use 
intensities, and dwelling unit densities of the neighborhood. 

This finding can be made, in that the school is located within a rural residential neighborhood 
and has been in existence for over two decades. The existing school is a part of the rural 
residential neighborhood and the required traffic management plan will allow the existing school 
to operate in a compatible manner with the existing rural residential uses on Enos Lane by . 
establishing limits for the intensity and volume of traffic generated by the existing school. 

6. The proposed development project is consistent with the Design Standards and 
Guidelines (sections 13. I I .070 through 13.1 1.076), and any other applicable 
requirements of this chapter. 

Ths finding can be made, in that the proposed improvements will not alter the visual appearance 
of the existing school and will not reduce or visually impact available open space in the 
surrounding area. 
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Staff Report to the 
Planning Commission Application Number: 04-0384 

Applicant: Strategic Construction Management Agenda Date: 3/28/07 
Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians Agenda Item #: /O 
APN: 107-571-01 Time: After 9:OO a.m. 

Project Description: Proposal to increase the enrollment at an existing school from 125 
students to 250 students, to widen Enos Lane in several locations from the intersection of Hames 
Road to the entrance of the existing school, and to construct a new parking area northeast of the 
existing school. Requires an amendment to Commercial Development Permits 75-600-U, 77- 
557-U, 78-323-U, 78-1539-U, and 88-1 105. 

Location: Subject property located at 605 Enos Lane in Corralitos, with road widening proposed 
from the intersection of Enos Lane with Hames Road to the entrance of the existing school. 

Supervisoral District: 2nd District (District Supervisor: Ellen Pirie) 

Permits Required: Commercial Development Permit, Preliminary Grading Review, Soils 
Report Review, Archaeological Site Review 

Staff Recommendation: 

Certification of the Mitigated Negative Declaration per the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act. 

Approval of Application 04-0384, based on the attached findings and conditions. 

Exhibits 

A. Project plans 
B. Findings 
C. Conditions 
D. Mitigated Negative Declaration 

(CEQA Determination) with the 
following attached documents: 

(Attachment 2): Assessor's parcel map 
(Attachment 3): Zoning map 
(Attachment 4): General Plan map 
(Attachment 10): Traffic Study 
(Attachment 14): Listing of activities at the 

existing school 

E. Compliance Investigation Summary 
& Prior Use Permits 

F. Salesian Traffic Management Plan 
G.  Carpool Monitoring Results 
H. 1883 Viewer's Report 
I. Comments & Correspondence 

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

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

55.83 acres 
Salesian Sisters school 
Rural residential & agriculture 
Enos Lane 
Aptos Hills 
R-M (Mountain Residential) 
SU (Special Use) 
- Inside - X Outside 

Environmental Information 

An Initial Study has been prepared (Exhibit D) that addresses the environmental concerns 
associated with this application. 

Services Information 

UrbadRural Services Line: 
Water Supply: 
Sewage Disposal: 
Fire District: 
Drainage District: 

- Inside - X Outside 
City of Watsonville 
Septic 
California Department of Forestry/County Fire 
Zone 7 Flood Control District 

Project Setting 

The existing school is located on an approximately 56 acre parcel in a rural residential 
neighborhood in Corralitos accessed via Enos Lane. The subject property has been used as a 
retreat and for educational purposes since the 1970s and is developed with existing structures and 
improvements which are consistent with the institutional use. Much of the parcel is undeveloped 
and contains low shrubs, grass, and trees. Agricultural uses are located to the south and west of 
the subject property. 

Zoning & General Plan Consistency 

The subject property is located in the SU (Special Use) zone district. The uses allowed within 
the SU (Special Use) zone district are determined by the underlying General Plan land use 
designation. In this case, the SU (Special Use) zoning is residential in nature due to the (R-M) 
Mountain Residential General Plan designation. Schools are a conditionally allowed use within 
residential zone districts. 

History 

The existing school use was authorized as a result of a series of use permits and development 
permits issued in the mid to late 1970s. This followed two unsuccessful attempts to develop the 
property, first for 39 residential units (74-1 10-PUD) and later for 4 parcels (75-224-2). 
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The initial use permit issued for the existing educational facility was Use Permit 75-600-U, 
which authorized a novitiate and summer camp, with staff quarters and dormitories for up to 90 
girls. This approval was for three two-week long summer camp sessions, and one yearly retreat 
for up to 40 sisters. After the novitiate and summer camp were approved, a staff initiated 
Rezoning (75- 1001 -Z) was performed to rezone the property to the REC (Recreational) zone 
district to reflect the novitiate and summer camp use. The remaining orchard on the subject 
property was rezoned to the A- 10 (Agriculture - 10 acre minimum) zone district at that time. An 
accessory storage building was later approved, under Use Permit 77-557-U, for the novitiate 
facility. 

Following the approval for the novitiate and summer camp, an application for Use Permit 78- 
323-U was submitted to allow the operation of a school up to a maximum of 90 students (grades 
K-1 & 5-8) in the existing buildings. This application was approved with the requirement that 
the road be improved to a minimum width of 16 feet, that a busing or carpooling plan be 
submitted that would minimize school related traffic on Enos Lane, and that all requirements of 
the County Fire Marshall be met. This permit also required that the property be rezoned from the 
REC (Recreation) zone district to a more appropriate zone district prior to consideration of any 
further use permit. 

Shortly after the approval of the permit for the school, an application for Use Permit 78-1 539-U 
and Rezoning 78-935-2 was made to expand the school to 250 students (including all grades K-8 
and 9-12). Although this application was for 250 students (and included grades 9-12), it was 
ultimately approved for 125 students (and limited to grades K-8). As a result, the environmental 
documentation from the initial study, as well as a condition related to the septic clearance added 
by the Planning Commission, both contain language which was based on the 250 student 
proposal. The Board of Supervisors took final action on the proposal, resulting in an approval 
for a maximum of 125 students (grades K-8). 

Approximately ten years later, Commercial Development Permit 88- 1 105 authorized the 
construction of a 12 bedroom central living quarters for the Sisters who reside at the school. 
Prior to this time, the Sisters were residing in rooms scattered throughout the campus and the 
centralized living area was proposed for safety reasons and to create a sense of community. 

Copies of the permits described above and other associated information are included as Exhibit E 
to this report. 

Permit Compliance Issues 

Since the approval of Use Permit 78-1 539-U, which authorized a school of up to 125 students, 
the enrollment has increased to over 200 students. Complaints regarding the increased 
enrollment have been filed with the County, and Code Compliance action has been taken against 
the school. A settlement agreement has been reached whch is temporarily allowing the school to 
operate at the existing level of enrollment (205 students) while this amendment to the prior use 
permits is being processed. 
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Proposed Use Permit Amendment 

The proposed project includes a request to increase enrollment from 125 students to 250 
students. This increased enrollment is an intensification of the previously authorized use and 
will require an evaluation of the existing and proposed uses of the school facility and the 
preparation of revised conditions to limit the potential impacts that the uses may cause on the 
surrounding neighborhood and natural environment. 

In addition to the increased student enrollment, the proposed use permit amendment will 
formally recognize a number of ancillary uses that occur on the site. 

A summer camp is operated on the school grounds for four weeks each year, outside of the 
regular school year. A summer camp was authorized by prior Use Permit 75-600-U. The 
summer camp authorized by the prior permit (75-600-U) was for up to 90 girls for a 6 week 
duration. This original approval was for an overnight camp, with approximately half of the girls 
attending to be bused in from San Francisco. The summer camp is now for boys and girls and 
includes a day camp. The day campers are transported to and from the school each day. 

A summer school operates concurrently with the summer camp, offering remedial classes for 
students that need further improvement prior to the next school year. These students are 
transported to and from the school each day and some attend the day camp before and after the 
remedial classes. 

The school also serves as a location for periodic religious services, retreats, and community 
meetings. The number of each of these events are not currently set for any given year. In recent 
years, there have been 2 to 3 weekend retreats and 5 to 6 one day retreats at the school campus. 

Also associated with the school use are after school activities and sports, parent-teacher night(s), 
plays, performances, and other school related gatherings. Each of these uses can extend the 
duration of time that some of the students would be at the school and some of the uses would 
bring additional visitors to the school at various times of the day or evening. 

The program statement with a full listing of activities at the existing school facility is included in 
the Initial Study (Exhibit D - Attachment 14). 

Use Permit Amendment Issues 

As a result of the neighborhood complaints and staff analysis of the proposed use permit 
amendment, a number of critical issues have been identified. The resolution of these issues is 
necessary for the successful operation of the proposed use. These issues are discussed below. 

Neighborhood Compatibility & Traffic Generation 

The applicant has submitted traffic studies (Exhibit D - Attachment 10) which provide an 
analysis of the existing traffic on Enos Lane and of the traffic generated by the school. The 
studies include an assessment of the traffic generation associated with the existing enrollment 
and the proposed increase in enrollment at the school. The studies also identify existing 
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constraints along portions of Enos Lane (narrow 16 foot wide roadway sections with no 
shoulders for pedestrian traffic) and discuss the carpooling program currently used by the school. 
The studies conclude that the increase in traffic resulting from the proposed increase in 
enrollment will not significantly impact traffic operations at the intersection of Enos Lane and 
Hames Road. 

Regardless of the technical assessment of the Enos Lane and Hames Road intersection performed 
by the applicant's traffic engineer, the current and proposed increase in enrollment results in an 
urban level of traffic along Enos Lane which the neighbors state is not compatible with the 
character of the rural residential neighborhood. Even with the current carpooling program, there 
is a much larger volume of traffic along Enos Lane than would be if the school did not exist. 
There have been traffic-related safety concerns raised by the residents of the Enos Lane 
neighborhood and some traffic incidents have occurred which have validated the neighbors 
concerns. As a result, many of the neighbors have suggested that a further reduction in traffic 
along Enos Lane is necessary to prevent future traffic-related problems. Given the current level 
of carpooling at the school, it would be necessary to use larger vehicles (vans or buses) to reduce 
the traffic volumes to such a level. 

Road Widening & Improvements 

As a result of the proposed increase in enrollment, the applicants have been required by the local 
fire agency to widen Enos Lane to a minimum of 18 feet in width. This requirement by the fire 
agency will be applied to any application that would increase the number of students above 125 
or the number of vehicle trips above those associated with 125 students. In addition to the 18 
foot widening requirement of the local fire agency, the Department of Public Works staff have 
requested widening to a minimum of 24 feet in width for the first 40 feet of Enos Lane in order to 
allow vehicles to enter and exit Enos Lane without causing traffic congestion on Hames Road. 

The current width of Enos Lane is between 16 and 18 feet along the approximately 3,500 foot 
segment from Hames Road to the school entrance. The road widening along Enos Lane will 
involve the placement of additional paving along the existing road edge in areas where the road 
is currently less than 18 feet in width. Some excavation will be necessary to accommodate the 
new paved areas and retaining walls are proposed in some locations to prevent erosion of road 
cuts. 

There are existing road bumps along the lower portion of Enos Lane which were installed for 
drainage purposes. These drainage bumps have been removed and two standard road bumps 
have been installed. Road bumps will reduce vehicle speeds to 15 MPH and will help to 
alleviate safety concerns along Enos Lane. A stop sign is also required at the intersection of 
Enos Lane with private driveways, where the road turns from lower Enos Lane and heads up to 
the school. 

A pedestrian walkway was included (fi-om Hames Road to the school entrance) in earlier 
submittals. Based on input from the neighborhood regarding the proposed widening, the 
pedestrian walkway was removed from the project plans. As a result of safety concerns 
identified during the environmental review process, a pedestrian walkway on the lower portion of 
Enos Lane has been required as a mitigation to improve pedestrian safety. 
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Additionally, the applicants have proposed to install a parking area to allow for vehicles to 
properly exit Enos Lane when parents are dropping off and picking up children from the school 
and for adequate parking during group uses at the school facility. In addition to the 36 existing 
parking spaces, 54 parking spaces are proposed in the new parking area. No additional structures 
or improvements are currently proposed to serve the increased student enrollment. 

Right of Way 

Neighboring property owners on the south end of Enos Lane have questioned the legal right of 
the school to use Enos Lane to access their property. Their questions are in regards to the width 
and location of the vehicular right of way between Hames Road and the school property where it 
crosses certain individual parcels. In response to the neighbors' questions, County staff have 
reviewed the records on file with the County Recorder and Surveyor and the materials submitted. 

In review of these documents it is clear that the roadway (previously Rider Road but now known 
as Enos Lane) was created through the preparation of a Viewer's Report in 1883 (Exhbit H), and 
was approved by the County Board of Supervisors as a 40 foot wide private road at that time. 
The applicants have provided a deed and title report which indicates that the school property has 
right to use the 40 foot wide right of way (Enos Lane, aka Rider Road) to access Hames Road. 
This information has been the basis of the issuance of prior permits on the school property and is 
considered as satisfactory proof of vehicular access to the school. 

The question of the location of the vehicular right of way is not as clearly defined. Although a 40 
foot wide right of way is of adequate width for the proposed widening and associated 
improvements, it is not clear as to the exact location of the 40 foot right of way. Deeds provided 
by the neighbors indicate a right of way, but do not specifically indicate a location. From 
reviewing the deeds, it appears as though the right of way referenced in earlier deeds was later 
recorded to reflect the road as traveled in deeds beginning in 197 1 .  The neighboring property 
owners dispute the location of the right of way depicted on the project plans (Exhibit A), which 
display the centerline of the 40 foot right of way as the center of the currently traveled roadway. 
The area of concern is where the roadway is proposed to be widened to 24 feet in width, at the 
intersection of Enos Lane and Hames Road. The roadway in this area is already in compliance 
with the minimum (1 8 foot width) requirements of the fire department and the concern of the 
neighbors is that further widening (and the construction of the pedestrian pathway) would occur 
outside of the right of way and would require the acquisition of additional easements by the 
school in order to construct the required improvements. 

Emergency Plan 

The school has prepared an Emergency Preparedness & Evacuation Plan and submitted the plan 
to the Santa Cruz County Fire Marshall for review. The Fire Marshall has determined that the 
plan complies with the California Fire Code emergency plan requirements and Occupational 
Safety and Health Administration guidelines. The emergency plan relies upon the existing access 
road for evacuation purposes and no secondary access has been proposed by the school or 
required by the local fire agency. 
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Environmental Review 

Environmental review has been required for the proposed project per the requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The project was reviewed by the County’s 
Environmental Coordinator on 8/15/05 & 1/30/06. A preliminary determination to issue a 
Negative Declaration with Mitigations was made on 2/2/06. The mandatory public comment 
period expired on 2/27/06, with comments received fkom neighbors, outside agencies, and the 
applicant. Comments were reviewed and mitigations were amended to address the comments 
received. A revised preliminary Negative Declaration with Mitigations (Exhibit D) was issued 
on 10/23/06. 

The environmental review process focused on the potential impacts of the project in the areas of 
traffic and pedestrian safety. The environmental review process generated mitigation measures 
that will mitigate the potential impacts from the proposed development. These mitigation 
measures include the installation of speed bumps, a new stop sign, a pedestrian pathway, as well 
as limitations on the number of vehicular trips in and out of the school facility during peak hours. 
Project conditions, including the requirement of a traffic management / carpool plan have been 
included to implement the required mitigations. 

Discussion & Analysis 

This proposal requires an amendment to the prior use approvals described earlier in this report 
(Use Permits 75-600-U, 77-557-U, 78-323-U, 78-1 539-U, and Commercial Development Permit 
88-1 105). The proposed project is a request to increase enrollment fiom 125 students to 250 
students. Given the significant increase in proposed enrollment, and other changes from the 
previously approved uses, it is necessary to consider all of the activities on the subject property as 
a part of this review. 

In addition to the previous approval for a 125 student school, the existing uses include residential 
housing (for 10-15 of the faculty and staff), a novitiate (with up to 20 candidates added to the 
resident number), a summer camp (for up to 90 campers, including over-night and day use), a 
summer school (for 20-50 students, remedial classes only), periodic retreats (for between 20 and 
80 people, including overnight and day use), and school related events (including back-to school 
night, parent-teacher conferences, expos, plays, and commencement ceremonies). The school 
also serves as a location for periodic religious services and community meetings. 

Project conditions have been prepared which establish limitations for the above listed uses. The 
intent and goal of establishing these limitations is to reduce the overall traffic volume on Enos 
Lane and to preserve the rural character of the surrounding neighborhood. Any development 
permit and conditions approved under the current application will amend and replace all prior use 
and development permits issued on the subject property. 

Traffic Management Plan 

The primary concern related to increased enrollment is the associated increase in traffic on the 
existing access roadway, Enos Lane. In addition to establishing limitations on the ongoing uses 
at the existing school, a traffic management / carpool plan will be required to be maintained. 
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Maximum Enrollment 
Up to 125 Students 
150,175,200 Students 
225 Students 
250 Students 

Page 8 

Traffic Performance Criteria 
45 max. trips in and out per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 
50 max. trips in and out per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 
55 max. trips in and out per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 
60 max. trips in and out per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 

Under the existing compliance agreement, the school has prepared an aggressive carpool program 
which requires an average of between 4.24 and 4.49 students per car. A carpool program of this 
intensity may be difficult to maintain over an extended period. Random monitoring, performed 
by the school staff and by the project traffic engineer at the County's request, has occurred on up 
to four separate dates for each month of the current school year. The results of this monitoring 
show that the carpool program has been successfully implemented on the dates that the random 
monitoring has occurred. 

In order to mitigate any possible increase in traffic volumes, a restriction on the number of 
vehicular trips in and out of the school facility during peak hours has been developed as a project 
condition. The conditions related to traffic management are directly linked to the level of 
enrollment at the existing school. If the school and parents are able to effectively carpool within 
designated limits for a set period of time, then an increase in enrollment will be allowed for 
another set period. If the school and parents are not able to effectively carpool within designated 
limits over the same time period, then a decrease in enrollment will be required for the next set 
period of time. As a result, if the school is unable to maintain a carpool program within the 
established limits, it will be necessary for the school to use buses or vanpools in order to keep the 
number of trips within the designated limits, or the enrollment at the school will be required to 
decrease until the designated limits on vehicular trips can be maintained. 

The following chart details the number of trips allowed at each enrollment level: 

The initial maximum enrollment will begin at 200 students and will increase or decrease by 25 
student increments, or remain constant, depending on compliance with the traffic performance 
criteria (as measured by independent random monitoring at the applicants expense with review 
by the Planning Department) for each level of enrollment. Any potential enrollment increase or 
decrease will begin in the third year and will be determined based on performance through the 
middle of the second year, with reviews continuing at the middle of each following school year. 

Vehicles which transport children to andor from the school will be counted during each two 
hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 I'M) and no children may be dropped off before 7 AM unless 
arriving with a teacher or school staff. Vehicles which do not transport children to and/or from 
the school (teachers, staff, school residents, deliveries, etc.) and vehicles originating from Enos 
Lane (above or below the school) will not be counted towards the maximum number of allowed 
trips. 

After 5 years, the final maximum enrollment for the school will be established based on a review 
of compliance with the traffic performance criteria by the Planning Department. Independent 
traffic monitoring (performed at the school's expense) will continue for as long as the school is in 
operation. If the performance criteria can not be met for the final maximum enrollment (after the 
5th year review) enrollment will be required to decrease below the final maximum enrollment 
level until the performance criteria can be met. 
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Conclusion 

As proposed and conditioned, the project is consistent with all applicable codes and policies of 
the Zoning Ordinance and General P ldLCP.  Please see Exhibit "B" ("Findings") for a complete 
listing of findings and evidence related to the above discussion. 

Staff Recommendation 

e Certification of the Mitigated Negative Declaration per the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act. 

a APPROVAL of Application Number 04-0384, based on the attached findings and 
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: www.co.santa-cruz.ca.us yjz- 4 
Report Prepared By: 

Randall Adams 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor 
Santa Cruz CA 95060 
Phone Number: (831) 454-3218 
E-mail : randall. adamsaco. santa-cruz. c a m  

Report Reviewed By: 

/ Mark Deming 
Assistant Director 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

Development Permit Findings 

1. That the proposed location of the project and the conditions under which it would be 
operated or maintained will not be detrimental to the health, safety, or welfare of persons 
residing or working in the neighborhood or the general public, and will not result in 
inefficient or wasteful use of energy, and will not be materially injurious to properties or 
improvements in the vicinity. 

This finding can be made, in that the project is located in an area designated for residential uses 
and the existing school is an allowed use within the zone district. Construction will comply with 
prevailing building technology, the Uniform Building Code, and the County Building and 
Grading ordinances to insure the optimum in safety and the conservation of energy and resources. 
Traffic improvements will be installed which will reduce vehicle speed and improve traffic safety 
on the access roadway, Enos Lane. 

2. That the proposed location of the project and the conditions under which it would be 
operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent County ordinances and the 
purpose of the zone district in which the site is located. 

This finding can be made, in that the proposed location of the school and the conditions under 
which it would be operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent County ordinances 
and the purpose of the SU (Special Use) zone district in that the primary use of the property is an 
existing school, which is an allowed use within the SU zone district when located within a 
residential General Plan designation. 

3 .  That the proposed use is consistent with all elements of the County General Plan and with 
any specific plan which has been adopted for the area. 

This finding can be made, in that the existing school is an allowed use within the SU (Special 
Use) zone district, consistent with the use requirements specified for the Mountain Residential 
(R-M) land use designation in the County General Plan. 

The proposal is conditioned to limit traffic volumes and speeds within the rural residential Enos 
Lane neighborhood as specified in Policy 3.1 13.1 (Limiting Traffic Volumes), in that the 
required traffic management plan and traffic safety improvements will reduce overall traffic 
volumes associated with the school and will improve traffic safety on Enos Lane. 

A specific plan has not been adopted for this portion of the County. 

4. That the proposed use will not overload utilities and will not generate more than the 
acceptable level of traffic on the streets in the vicinity. 

This finding can be made, in that the traffic associated with the increased enrollment at the 
existing school will be subject to a traffic management plan which will limit the number of peak 
trips to and from the school on Enos Lane. 

5 .  That the proposed project will complement and harmonize with the existing and proposed 
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land uses in the vicinity and will be compatible with the physical design aspects, land use 
intensities, and dwelling unit densities of the neighborhood. 

This finding can be made, in that the school is located within a rural residential neighborhood 
and has been in existence for over two decades. The existing school is a part of the rural 
residential neighborhood and the required traffic management plan will allow the existing school 
to operate in a compatible manner with the existing rural residential uses on Enos Lane by 
establishing limits for the intensity and volume of traffic generated by the existing school. 

6. The proposed development project is consistent with the Design Standards and 
Guidelines (sections 13.1 1 -070 through 13.1 1.076), and any other applicable 
requirements of this chapter. 

This finding can be made, in that the proposed improvements will not alter the visual appearance 
of the existing school and will not reduce or visually impact available open space in the 
surrounding area. 
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Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

Conditions of Approval 

Exhibit A: Project plans I'Salesian Sisters School", 10 sheets, prepared by 
dated 3/28/05 & 10/14/05. 

fland Engineers, 

I. This permit authorizes the continued operation of an existing school, summer camp, and 
associated uses within allowed limits as described in further detail below. This permit 
amends and replaces Commercial Development Permits 75-600-U, 77-557-U, 78-323-U, 
78-1 539-U, and 88-1 105. All conditions of the prior permits are replaced by the 
conditions for this permit. Prior to exercising any rights granted by this permit including, 
without limitation, any construction or site disturbance, the applicantlowner shall: 

A. Sign, date, and return to the Planning Department one copy of the approval to 
indicate acceptance and agreement with the conditions thereof. 

B. Pay the required fee to the Clerk of the Board of the County of Santa Cruz for 
posting the Negative Declaration as required by the California Department of Fish 
and Game mitigation fees program. 

C. Obtain a Grading Permit from the Santa Cruz County Planning Department. 

D. Obtain a Building Permit from the Santa Cruz County Building Official, if 
required, for retaining walls and site improvements. 

E. Obtain an Encroachment Permit from the Department of Public Works for all off- 
site work performed in the County road right-of-way. 

11. Prior to issuance of a Grading andor Building Permit the applicant/owner shall: 

A. Submit proof that these conditions have been recorded in the official records of 
the County of Santa Cruz (Office of the County Recorder). 

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

1. Engineered improvement plans for all on-site and off-site improvements 
prepared, wet-stamped, and signed by a licensed civil engineer. 

a. The access roadway shall be widened to a minimum width of 18 
feet between Hames road and the school entrance. Enos Lane shall 
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be further widened to 24 feet in width for the first 40 feet fi-om the 
intersection with Hames Road. 

b. Road bumps shall be installed on the lower portion of Enos Lane 
(between Hames Road and station 17+00). Road bumps shall be 
be designed to limit vehicle speed to 15 MPH along this section of 
Enos Lane. A minimum of three road bumps are required in order 
to limit speeds to 15 MPH. 

c. A pedestrian pathway, a minimum of 3 feet in width, shall be 
installed on the east side of the lower portion of Enos Lane 
(between Hames Road and station 17+75). The path shall be 
separated from the roadway a solid white line (or landscaping, if 
separated from the roadway by over 3 feet) and surfaced with 
decomposed granite or other aggregate material. 

d. Provide a survey with the accurate location of the vehicular right of 
way of Enos Lane relative to existing and proposed site 
improvements and adjacent property boundaries. 

e. Delete the proposed crosswalk across Hames Road at the 
intersection with Enos Lane. 

2. Grading, drainage, and erosion control plans, that are prepared, wet- 
stamped, and signed by a licensed civil engineer. Grading and drainage 
plans must include estimated earthwork, cross sections through all 
improvements, existing and proposed cut and fill areas, existing and 
proposed walls, drainage facilities, and details of devices such as back 
drains, culverts, energy dissipaters, detention pipes, etc. 

a. Air Oualitv: In order to ensure that the one hour air quality 
threshold for the pollutant acrolein is not exceeded during grading 
and paving, prior to the issuance of the grading permit, the 
applicant shall modi@ the grading plans to include notes 
incorporating the construction conditions given by the Monterey 
Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as follows: 

1 All pre- 1994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA 
certified diesel oxidation catalysts or all such equipment 
shall be fueled with B99 diesel fuel; 

.. 
11 Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or 

b99 diesel fuel until completion of the project; 

iii Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and 
equipment throughout the project. 
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iv Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk 
assessment to the MBAPCD for review and approval. Any 
recommendations and requirements of the MBAPCD will 
become conditions of constructing the project. 

3. A parking plan, showing all existing and proposed parking on the subject 
property. 

a. Standard parking spaces must be 8.5 feet wide by 18 feet long and 
must be located entirely outside vehicular rights-of way. 

b. All applicable accessibility requirements must be met in the 
existing and proposed parking areas. 

4. Details showing compliance with fire department requirements, including 
all requirements of the Urban Wildland Intermix Code, if applicable. 

a. The access roadway shall be widened to a minimum width of 18 
feet for vehicular and emergency vehicle access. 

b. The loop roadway around the existing school facility shall be 
marked as a fire lane, clearly marked as a no parking area to allow 
free movement of fire equipment around the school buildings. 

5 .  Groundwater Recharge: In order to ensure that loss of area for 
groundwater recharge is less than significant, the applicant shall submit a 
detailed groundwater recharge plan for review and approval by the 
Department of Public Works drainage staff and Planning staff. The plan 
shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, of runoff from the new 
paved parking area (after it has passed through a silt and grease filter) and 
also runoff from the sections of Enos Lane that are widened, where the 
latter is feasible. The plan shall show infrastructure for directing and 
spreading runoff and measures to prevent erosion at outlets, and shall 
include calculations quantifylng the expected runoff and demonstrating 
that there is no net loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking 
surfacing. The plan shall be accompanied by a letter of approval by the 
project soil engineer. The plan shall also indicate where excess fill is being 
placed in order to prevent conflicts with recharge goals. 

6.  Show replacement trees to be located at a 3:l ratio for all trees removed 
due to road widening, construction of the parking lot, and other 
improvements. 

7.  A site plan showing all of the existing buildings on the school campus 
must be provided which clearly indicates the total number and location of 
existing residential facilities (including bedrooms and food preparation 
facilities). 
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C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G .  

Submit four copies of the approved Discretionary Permit with the Conditions of 
Approval attached. The Conditions of Approval shall be recorded prior to 
submittal, if applicable. 

Meet all requirements of and pay Zone 7 drainage fees to the County Department 
of Public Works, Drainage. Drainage fees will be assessed on the net increase in 
impervious area. 

Obtain an Environmental Health Clearance for this project from the County 
Department of Environmental Health Services. 

1. All required septic upgrades must be installed within 1 year from the 
effective date of this permit. 

Meet all requirements and pay any applicable plan check fee of the California 
Department of Forestry/County Fire. 

Submit 3 copies of a plan review letter prepared and stamped by a licensed 
Geotechnical Engineer. 

111. All construction shall be performed according to the approved plans for the Grading 
Permit and/or Building Permit. The applicant/owner must meet the following conditions 
during construction of the project: 

A. Improvements must be installed within the following timeframes: 

1. Road bumps must be installed within 90 days from the effective date of 
this permit. 

2. Road widening must occur within 6 months from the effective date of this 
permit . 

3. The new parking lot, the pedestrian pathway, and all other required 
improvements must be installed within 1 year from the effective date of 
this permit. 

B. All work adjacent to or within a County road shall be subject to the provisions of 
Chapter 9.70 of the County Code, including obtaining an encroachment permit 
where required. Where feasible, all improvements adjacent to or affecting a 
County road shall be coordinated with any planned County-sponsored 
construction on that road. Obtain an Encroachment Permit from the Department 
of Public Works for any work performed in the public right of way. All work 
shall be consistent with the Department of Public Works Design Criteria unless 
otherwise specifically excepted by these conditions of approval. 

C. No land clearing, grading or excavating shall take place between October 15 and 
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April 15 unless the Planning Director approves a separate winter erosion-control 
plan that may or may not be granted. 

D. To minimize noise, dust and nuisance impacts to surrounding properties during 
construction, the owner/applicant shall or shall have the project contractor, 
comply with the following measures during all construction work: 

1 .  Limit all construction to the time between 8:OO am and 5:OO pm weekdays 
unless a temporary exception to this time restriction is approved in 
advance by the Santa Cruz County Planning Department to address an 
emergency situation; and 

2. Each day it does not rain, wet all exposed soil fiequently enough to 
prevent significant amounts of dust from leaving the site. 

3. The applicant shall designate a disturbance coordinator and a 24-hour 
contact number shall be conspicuously posted on the job site. The 
disturbance coordinator shall record the name, phone number, and nature 
of all complaints received regarding the construction site. The disturbance 
coordinator shall investigate complaints and take remedial action, if 
necessary, within 24 hours of receipt of the complaint or inquiry. 

E. Water Oualitv: To prevent project drainage discharges from carrying silt, grease, 
and other contaminants, the applicant shall install silt and grease traps according 
to the approved plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners according to 
the following monitoring and maintenance schedule: 

1. The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning or repair 
prior to October 15 each year, at a minimum interval of once per year; 

2. A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the 
conclusion of each October inspection and submitted to the Drainage 
Section of the Department of Public Works within 5 days of inspection. 
This monitoring report shall specifjl any repairs that have been done or that 
are needed to allow the trap to function adequately. 

F. Prior to final inspection, the applicantlowner must meet the following conditions: 

1. All site improvements shown on the final approved Grading Permit andor 
Building Permit plans shall be installed. 

2. All inspections required by the Grading and/or Building permit shall be 
completed to the satisfaction of the County Building Official and Planning 
Department staff. 

3. The project must comply with all recommendations of the approved soils 
reports. 
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G .  Pursuant to Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.1 00 of the County Code, if at any time 
during site preparation, excavation, or other ground disturbance associated with 
this development, any artifact or other evidence of an historic archaeological 
resource or a Native American cultural site is discovered, the responsible persons 
shall immediately cease and desist from all further site excavation and notify the 
Sheriff-Coroner if the discovery contains human remains, or the Planning Director 
if the discovery contains no human remains. The procedures established in 
Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.100, shall be observed. 

IV. Operational Conditions 

A. Master Occupancy Program (School): Given the location of the project with 
respect to existing residential uses, any change of use request will require an 
amendment to this permit. Only the uses listed below are allowed at the school 
facility: 

Private School: A private school (Kindergarten through 8th grade years only) 
with an enrollment level based on the performance standards listed below 
(Condition W.B) is authorized by this permit. Instruction at the school may not 
begin before 8 AM and the drop off of students more than one hour before this 
time is not allowed. Any change in the scheduling of the school which causes 
instruction to begin prior to 8 AM is not authorized by this permit. 

School Related Meetings and Events: Are allowed in conjunction with the private 
school use. Parent meetings, parent teacher conferences, back to school night, 
plays, and other events which occur while classes are not in session are allowed 
without a restriction on total number of vehicle trips. Carpooling is recommended 
for individuals attending these school related meetings and events. 

School related events that occur during regular school hours (grandparents day, 
parents breakfast, kinder promotion, etc.) are allowed, at a maximum of 8 events 
per year, without a restriction on total number of vehicle trips. No more than 8 
school related events that occur during regular school hours are allowed during 
any one regular school year. 

No sporting events (other than regular practice by Salesian school students) are 
allowed at the school facility. 

Prior to the start of each regular school year, the school must submit to the Santa 
Cruz Planning Department a calendar that indicates the dates and times of each of 
the planned school related events. 

Summer Camp 8z Remedial Classes: A summer camp and remedial classes 
(summer school) outside of the regular school year are authorized based on the 
following limitations: The total number of campers (both day and overnight) is 
limited to no more than 90 campers at the school facility at any one time. The 
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total number of day campers and/or remedial class students is limited to no more 
than 60 total (day campers and/or remedial class students). Carpooling or busing 
is required for day campers and/or remedial class students to reduce traffic, with a 
maximum of 45 school related vehicle trips in and out (90 total trips) of the 
school facility during any continuous two hour period between 7:30 AM and 5:30 
PM. 

Retreats: Up to four weekend retreats for a maximum of 60 people at each retreat 
are authorized by this permit for each one year period. Up to eight one day 
retreats (occurring only on weekend days) for a maximum of 90 people at each 
retreat are authorized by this permit for each one year period. Carpooling or 
busing is recommended for individuals and groups attending the retreats. 

Community Meetings: Community meetings are allowed at the school facilities 
outside of regular school hours. The use of the school facilities for community 
meetings does not include the renting of the facilities for conferences or other 
commercial activities. 

Religous Services and Prayer Groups: Religious services are allowed at the 
school facility. Carpooling is recommended for individuals attending religious 
services and prayer groups. 

Residents: The use of the school facility for residential purposes is allowed with 
all of the residents living as a family unit (sharing cooking facilities and common 
areas). The construction of additional independent residential units is not 
authorized by this permit. 

Novitiate: The use of the school facility as a novitiate is authorized by this 
permit. The total number of novices residing on site will be limited by the 
residential facilities on the project site. 

The following additional restrictions apply to all uses: 

Parking: Parking must occur in approved spaces, and may not at any time block 
access to the structures or tum-around areas for emergency equipment. Parking 
for all events shall comply with the approved parking plan and the 
recommendations of the approved traffic studies. 

Scheduling: Uses (school, meetings, events, services, retreats, etc.) can not be 
scheduled in an overlapping manner which will result in a combined parking 
demand that can not be met on the project site. 

B. Enrollment: Enrollment at the existing school during the regular school year (not 
including summer remedial classes or s u m e r  camp) will be limited by the 
following: 

The initial maximum enrollment will begin at 200 students and will increase or 
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decrease by 25 student increments, or remain constant, depending on compliance 
with the traffic performance criteria (as measured by independent random 
monitoring, at the school's expense, with review by the Planning Department) for 
each level of enrollment. Any potential enrollment increase or decrease will begin 
in the third year and will be determined by the Planning Department based on 
compliance with the traffic performance criteria through the middle of the second 
year, with reviews continuing at the middle of each following school year. 250 
students is the maximum enrollment level that could be allowed at the school 
based on compliance with the traffic perfonnance criteria. 

Maximum Enrollment 
Up to 125 Students 

150, 175, or 200 
Students 
225 Students 

No enrollment increase will be allowed until all required road improvements 
(speed bumps, road widening, and pedestrian pathway) have been installed. 

Traffic Performance Criteria 
45 max. trips in and out (90 total trips) 
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 
50 max. trips in and out (100 total trips) 
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 
55 max. trips in and out (1 10 total trips) 

Traffic Performance Criteria (the number of trips allowed at each enrollment level): 

250 Students 
per each 2.hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 
60 max. trips in and out (120 total trips) 
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 

Compliance with Traffic Performance Criteria: Vehicles which transport children 
to and/or from the school will be counted during each two hour peak period (7-9 
AM & 2-4 PM) and no children may be dropped off before 7 AM unless arriving 
with a teacher or school staff. Vehicles which do not transport children to and/or 
from the school (teachers, staff, school residents, deliveries, etc.) and vehicles 
originating from Enos Lane (above or below the school) will not be counted 
towards the maximum number of allowed trips. 

5th Year Review: At the midpoint of the fifth regular school year after approval 
of this permit, the final maximum enrollment for the school will be established. 
This will be based on a review of compliance with the performance criteria by the 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department. The maximum enrollment for the 
school will be based on the compliance with the performance criteria for the years 
leading up to this review. This review will be performed in addition to the annual 
reviews leading up to the fifth year. The results of the fifth year review will be 
heard before the Planning Commission on the consent agenda, and the final 
maximum enrollment will be determined by the Planning Commission at that 
time. Annual reporting of traffic counts (performed at the school's expense) will 
be required each year (per Condition 1V.C) up to the fifth year review. Adherence 
to the performance criteria after the fifth year review is required, and reductions in 
enrollment will be required if compliance with the performance criteria can not be 
met. The schedule for continued independent traffic monitoring (performed at the 
school's expense) will be determined at the fifth year review. 
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Enrollment List: Prior to the start of each regular school year, the school must 
submit to the Santa Cruz Planning Department a list of all of the students to be 
enrolled at the school, and displays the total enrollment for the following school 
year. 

Failure to Comply: Failure to reduce enrollment when required, or to comply with 
the required performance criteria at the established level of enrollment, or to 
supply enrollment information or traffic reports, will be a violation of the terms of 
this permit. Operating the school at a higher level of enrollment than is 
authorized by these conditions, or at a higher volume of traffic than is allowed for 
the level of enrollment, is a violation of the terms of this permit. Any violation of 
the terms of this permit may result in permit revocation. 

Traffic Management & Reporting: A Traffic Management Plan is required for 
all enrollment levels for the school during the regular school year, subject to the 
following requirements: 

1. 

C. 

Prior to the start of each school year, but after the enrollment level has 
been established, a carpoolhusing plan must be provided to the Santa 
Cruz County Planning Department which indicates the total number of 
vehicles and the number of children assigned to each vehicle. 

a. Carpools may not meet or be formed on Enos Lane or at the 
intersection of Hames Road and Enos Lane, unless the vehicles 
originate from Enos Lane (or other roadways directly connected to 
Enos Lane north of the Hames Road intersection). 

2. Reporting of random traffic counts at regular intervals (at the midpoint of 
each school year) performed at the school's expense by an independent 
third party traffic consultant (overseen by a licensed traffic engineer) must 
be provided to the Santa Cruz County Planning Department on an annual 
basis. 

a. The school must agree to allow the County of Santa Cruz Planning 
Department to contract, at the school's expense, with an 
independent third party traffic consulting firm to perform random 
traffic counts at the school facility. 

i A positive at cost account balance with the County of Santa 
Cruz Planning Department must be maintained by the 
school, with sufficient funds to allow payments to the 
traffic consulting firm throughout the contract period and to 
account for Planning Department staff time. 

b. Random, unannounced traffic counts are required during the AM 
peak (7 AM to 9 AM) and PM peak (2 PM to 4 PM) periods 

- 3 0 -  EXHIBIT C 



Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

C. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g. 

throughout the regular school year. 

Traffic counts must occur on a minimum of two days per full 
month that the school is in regular session, up to the fifth year 
review. The schedule and frequency of continued monitoring (after 
the fifth year) will be determined at the fifth year review and may 
be modified at a later date. 

i Dates will be selected by Planning Department staff and 
provided to the independent third party traffic consulting 
firm, who will perform the traffic counts. 

Reports must be submitted by the independent third party traffic 
consultant directly to the Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
at the midpoint of each regular school year. 

Additional traffic counts and associated reports may be required by 
the Santa Cruz County Planning Department at the school's 
expense, for as long as the school facility is in operation, in order 
to ensure compliance with permit conditions. 

Compliance with the performance criteria specified under 
Condition IV.A (Operational Conditions - Enrollment) will be 
determined based on the traffic counts in the reports submitted and 
not on other sources of information provided by the school 
administration or the general public. 

Failure to provide adequate and accurate traffic counts performed 
by an independent third party traffic consultant will be considered 
as a lack of compliance with the conditions of this permit and non- 
compliance for the performance criteria specified under Condition 
IV.A (Operational Conditions - Enrollment). 

3. School Related Vehicle Trips: Vehicles which carry children to and/or 
from the school facility are considered as school related vehicle trips, with 
the exception of Enos Lane resident vehicles. 

a. Enos Lane Residents: Vehicles with chldren originating from 
Enos Lane (or other roadways directly connected to Enos Lane 
north of the Hames Road intersection) will not be counted towards 
the maximum number of allowed trips. These vehicles must be 
clearly designated as vehicles of Enos Lane origin and each student 
traveling in an Enos Lane vehicle must be accounted for in the 
enrollment list and carpoolhusing plan for each school year. 

4. Non-Peak and Non-School Related Vehicle Trips: Due to the common 
occurrence of illness, doctor's appointments, and other unforeseen 

- 3 1 -  EXHIBIT C 



Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

V. 

VI. 

VII. 

circumstances, children which need to be driven to and from school 
between peak hours are not subject to carpool requirements. Dropping off 
children prior to the AM peak is not allowed (unless arriving in a vehicle 
of a teacher or staff person who does not reside at the school facility). Any 
vehicles bringing children to the school prior to the AM peak will be 
counted towards the maximum number of trips for the AM peak. 

a. Residents of the school facility (sisters, novices, etc.) may leave 
and enter the facility without being counted as school related 
vehicle trips, unless these vehicles are transporting children to 
and/or fiom the school facility. 

b. Delivery and service vehicles may leave and enter the facility 
without being counted as school related vehicle trips, unless these 
vehicles are transporting children to andor from the school facility. 

Road Maintenance: If a road maintenance association (or agreement) is formed, the 
school will be obligated to participate in the road maintenance equal to extent of their 
usage of Enos Lane. 

In the event that future County inspections of the subject property disclose 
noncompliance 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, including any 
follow-up inspections and/or necessary enforcement actions, up to and including permit 
revocation. 

As a condition of this development approval, the holder of this development approval 
(“Development Approval Holder”), is required to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless 
the COUNTY, its officers, employees, and agents, fiom 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 
amendment of this development approval which is requested by the Development 
Approval Holder. 

A. COUNTY shall promptly notify the Development Approval Holder of any claim, 
action, or proceeding against which the COUNTY seeks to be defended, 
indemnified, or held harmless. COUNTY shall cooperate fully in such defense. If 
COUNTY fails to notify the Development Approval Holder within sixty (60) days 
of any such claim, action, or proceeding, or fails to cooperate fully in the defense 
thereof, the Development Approval Holder shall not thereafter be responsible to 
defend, indemnify, or hold harmless the COUNTY if such failure to notify or 
cooperate was significantly prejudicial to the Development Approval Holder. 

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

1. COUNTY bears its own attorney’s fees and costs; and 
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Application #: 04-0384 

Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

2. 

Settlement. The Development Approval Holder shall not be required to pay or 
perform any settlement unless such Development Approval Holder has approved 
the settlement. When representing the County, the Development Approval Holder 
shall not enter into any stipulation or settlement modifylng or affecting the 
interpretation or validity of any of the terms or conditions of the development 
approval without the prior written consent of the County. 

Successors Bound. “Development Approval Holder” shall include the applicant 
and the successof(s) in interest, transferee(s), and assign(s) of the applicant. 

COUNTY defends the action in good faith. 

. C. 

D. 

VIII. Mitigation Monitoring Program I 
The mitigation measures listed under this heading have been incorporated into the conditions of 
approval for this project in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment. As 
required by Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code, a monitoring and reporting 
program for the above mitigations is hereby adopted as a condition of approval for this project. 
This monitoring program is specifically described following each mitigation measure listed 
below. The purpose of this monitoring is to ensure compliance with the environmental 
mitigations during project implementation and operation. Failure to comply with the conditions 
of approval, including the terms of the adopted monitoring program, may result in permit 
revocation pursuant to Section 18.10.462 of the Santa Cruz County Code. 

A. Mitigation Measure: Groundwater Recharge (Condition II.B.5) 

Monitoring Program: In order to ensure that loss of area for groundwater recharge 
is less than significant, the applicant shall submit a detailed groundwater recharge 
plan for review and approval by the Department of Public Works drainage staff 
and Planning staff. The plan shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, 
of runoff from the new paved parking area (after it has passed through a silt and 
grease filter) and also runoff from the sections of Enos Lane that are widened, 
where the latter is feasible. The plan shall show infrastructure for directing and 
spreading runoff and measures to prevent erosion at outlets, and shall include 
calculations quantifylng the expected runoff and demonstrating that there is no net 
loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking surfacing. The plan shall be 
accompanied by a letter of approval by the project soil engineer. The plan shall 
also indicate where excess fill is being placed in order to prevent conflicts with 
recharge goals. 

B. Mitigation Measure: Water Oualitv (Condition 1II.E) 

Monitoring Program: To prevent project drainage discharges from carrying silt, 
grease, and other contaminants, the applicant shall install silt and grease traps 
according to the approved plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners 
according to the following monitoring and maintenance schedule: 
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Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
APN: 107-571-01 

1. The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning or repair 
prior to October 15 each year, at a minimum interval of once per year; 

2. A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the 
conclusion of each October inspection and submitted to the Drainage 
Section of the Department of Public Works within 5 days of inspection. 
This monitoring report shall specify any repairs that have been done or that 
are needed to allow the trap to function adequately. 

C. Mitigation Measure: Traffic Safety (Conditions 1I.B. 1, IV.A & 1V.C) 

Monitoring Program: To prevent traffic fiom creating and/or exacerbating traffic 
hazards to vehicles and pedestrians: 

1. The school administrators shall submit a transportation management plan, 
which will effectively limit the total number of vehicles going in and out 
during the morning and afternoon peak periods to the baseline amount, 45 
- 60 cars representing a total of 90 - 120 trips during the peak times. This 
management may be accomplished by carpooling, staggering class and 
assembly times, vanpooling, busing, multi modal transport, managing 
enrollment, etc. The plan shall include monitoring that incorporates 
periodic unannounced traffic counts by the project traffic engineer to 
verify that the goal is being met. 

2. In addition to implementing the proposed widening of Enos Lane, the 
applicant shall submit for review and approval a road plan prepared by the 
project traffic engineer that shows the following: installation of speed 
bumps that are designed and spaced to limit traffic to 15 MPH, a stop sign 
and warning sign at the curve at station 18+00 as recommended in the 
letter of Higgins Associates, December 15,2005, and a defined walking 
path on the east side of Enos Lane between Hames and station 17+75 
(Jfland Engineers, sheets C2 and C4). The walking path shall be three feet 
wide, separated fiom the roadway by a solid white line and surfaced with 
decomposed granite or other aggregate material. The road plan shall be 
implemented prior to final approval of any of the other physical 
improvements and prior to any increase in enrollment. 

D. Mitigation Measure: Air Quality (Condition II.B.2.a) 

Monitoring Program: In order to ensure that the one hour air quality threshold for 
the pollutant acrolein is not exceeded during grading and paving, prior to the 
issuance of the grading permit, the applicant shall modify the grading plans to 
include notes incorporating the construction conditions given by the Monterey 
Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as follows: 

1. All pre-1994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA certified 
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2. 

3. 

4. 

diesel oxidation catalysts or all such equipment shall be fueled with B99 
diesel fuel; 

Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or b99 diesel fuel 
until completion of the project; 

Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and equipment 
throughout the project. 

Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk assessment to the 
MBAPCD for review and approval. Any recommendations and 
requirements of the MBAPCD will become conditions of constructing the 
project. 

Minor variations to this permit 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 18.10 of the County Code. 

Please note: This permit expires on the expiration date listed below unless you obtain the 
required permits and commence construction. 

Approval Date: 

Effective Date: 

Expiration Date: 

Mark Deming Randall Adams 
Assistant Director Project Planner 

-~ ~ 

Appeals: Any property owner, or other person aggrieved, or any other person whose interests are adversely affected 
by any act or determination of the Planning Commission, may appeal the act or determination to the Board of 

Supervisors in accordance with chapter 18.10 of the Santa Cruz County Code. 
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Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(CEQA Determination) 

Application Number 04-0384 
Planning Commission Hearing 

3/28/07 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

(831) 454-2580 FAX. (831) 454-2131 TDD: (831) 454-2123 
701 OCEAN STREET, 4TH FLOOR, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060 

TOM BURNS, PLANNING DIRECTOR 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 

Application Number: 04-0384 Strategic Construction Management, for 
Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 

Proposal to increase the enrollment at an existing school from 125 students to 250 students, to widen Enos Lane 
in several locations from the intersection of Hames Road to the entrance of the existing school, and to construct a 
new parking area with 54 spaces northeast of the existing school. Enos Lane will be widened by one to three feet 
in discontinuous sections totaling 3,500 feet. Project includes approximately 2400 cubic yards of grading and 
requires an amendment to use permits 75-600-U, 77-557-U, 78-323-U, 78-1 539-U, and Commercial Development 
Permit 88-1 105, a Preliminary Grading Approval, Soils Report Review, exception to road width standards and an 
Archaeological Site Review. The subject property is located at 605 Enos Lane in Corralitos, California. 
APN: 107-571-01 
Zone District: SU (Special Use) 
ACTION: Negative Declaration with Mitigations 
REVIEW PERIOD ENDS: February 27,2006 
This project will be considered at a public hearing by the Planning Commission. The time, date and 
location have not been set. When scheduling does occur, these items will be included in all public bearing 
notices for the project. 

Randall Adams, Staff Planner 

Findinqs: 
This project, if conditioned to comply with required mitigation measures or conditions shown below, will not have 
significant effect on the environment. The expected environmental impacts of the project are documented in the 
Initial Study on this project attached to the original of this notice on file with the Planning Department, County of 
Santa Cruz, 701 Ocean Street, Santa Cruz, California. 

Rewired Mitiaation Measures or Conditions: 
None 

XX Are Attached 

Review Period Ends Februaw 27,2006 
'I 

Date Approved By Environmental Coordinator October23, 2006 3 
KEN HART 
Environmental Coordinator 
(831) 454-3127 

If this project is approved, complete and file this notice with the Clerk of the Board: 

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 

The Final Approval of This Project was Granted by 

on 

THE PROJECT WAS DETERMINED TO NOT HAVE SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT. 

. No EIR was prepared under CEQA. 

Date completed notice filed with Clerk of the Board:- 
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 

CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION 

De minimis Impact Finding 

Project TitlelLocation (Santa Cruz County): 

Application Number: 04-0384 Strategic Construction Management, for 
Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 

Proposal to increase the enrollment at an existing school from 125 students to 250 students, to 
widen Enos Lane in several locations from the intersection of Hames Road to the entrance of the 
existing school, and to construct a new parking area with 54 spaces northeast of the existing 
school. Enos Lane will be widened by one to three feet in discontinuous sections totaling 3,500 
feet. Project includes approximately 2400 cubic yards of grading and requires an amendment to 
use permits 75-600-U, 77-557-U, 78-323-U, 78-1 539-U, and Commercial Development Permit 
88-1 105, a Preliminary Grading Approval, Soils Report Review, exception to road width 
standards and an Archaeological Site Review. The subject property is located at 605 Enos Lane 
in Corralitos, California. 
APN: 107-571-01 
Zone District: SU (Special Use) 

Randall Adams, Staff Planner 

Findings of Exemption (attach as necessary): 

An Initial Study has been prepared for this project by the County Planning Department 
according to the provisions of CEQA. This analysis shows that the project will not 
create any potential for adverse environmental effects on wildlife resources. 

Certification: 

I hereby certify that the public agency has made the above finding and that the project 
will not individually or cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildlife resources, as 
defined in Section 71 1.2 of the Fish and Game Code. 

KEN HART 
Environmental Coordinator for 
Tom Burns, Planning Director 
County of Santa Cruz 

Date: lo / 3- 3  /o 6 



MEMORANDUM 

Date: February 7,2007 

To: 

From: Paia Levine 

Re: Measures. APP #04-0384 

As part of a group of mitigation measures intended to prevent traffic associated with this project 
from exacerbating traffic hazards pedestrians, Mitigation measure #3(b) required a cross walk at 
the intersection of Enos Lane and Hames Road. The purpose was to provide safe passage for 
children from the afternoon school bus stop on the far side of Hames Road to the walking path on 
Enos Lane. We have since determined that the crosswalk is both not necessary, and not 
feasible. 

In the morning the school bus picks up children at the base of Enos Lane, right where the 
walking path will end. In the afternoon, the bus crosses over so that elementary children are 
dropped off in the same location. The middle and high school children do have to cross Hames 
Road in the afternoon, however the bus stops, operates blinking lights and signs, and the driver 
acts as a crossing guard. Given these safeguards for the pedestrians, additional traffic does not 
represent a significant impact. 

In addition, a crosswalk at this location on a hill and a curve would create a traffic hazard and a 
false sense of security for pedestrians. The County Traffic engineer recommends against 
formalizing a crosswalk at this intersection. 
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NAME: Strategic Construction for Daughters of Mary Help for Christians 
APPLICATION: 04-0384 

A.P.N: 105-571 -01 
DATE: 

REVISED NEGATIVE DECLARATION MITIGATIONS 

1. In order to ensure that loss of area for groundwater recharge is less than significant, prior 
to scheduling the public hearing the applicant shall submit a detailed groundwater 
recharge plan for review and approval by the Department of Public Works drainage staff 
and Planning staff. The plan shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, of runoff 
from the new paved parking area (after it has passed through a silt and grease filter) and 
also runoff from the sections of Enos Lane that are widened, where the latter is feasible. 
The plan shall show infrastructure for directing and spreading runoff and measures to 
prevent erosion at outlets, and shall include calculations quantifying the expected runoff 
and demonstrating that there is no net loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking 
surfacing. The plan shall be accompanied by a letter of approval by the project soil 
engineer. The plan shall also indicate where excess fill is being placed in order to 
prevent conflicts with recharge goals. 

2. To prevent project drainage discharges from carrying silt, grease, and other 
contaminants, the applicant shall install a silt and grease traps according to the approved 
plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners according to the following monitoring 
and maintenance schedule: 

a. The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning or repair prior to 
October 15 each year, at a minimum interval of once per year; 

b. A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the conclusion of 
each October inspection and submitted to the Drainage Section of the 
Department of Public Works within 5 days of inspection. This monitoring report 
shall specify any repairs that have been done or that are needed to allow the trap 
to function adequately. 

3. To prevent traffic from creating and/or exacerbating traffic hazards to vehicles and 
pedestrians: 

a. The school administrators shall submit a transportation management plan for 
review and approval prior to public hearing, which will effectively limit the total 
number of vehicles going in and out during the morning and afternoon peak 
periods to the baseline amount, 45 - 60 cars representing a total of -90 -1 20 trips 
during the peak times. This management may be accomplished by carpooling, 
staggering class and assembly times, vanpooling, busing, multi modal transport, 
managing enrollment, etc. The plan shall include monitoring that incorporates 
periodic unannounced traffic counts by the project traffic engineer to verify that 
the goal is being met. 

b. In addition to implementing the proposed widening of Enos Lane, prior to public 
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hearing, the applicant shall submit for review and approval a road plan prepared 
by the project traffic engineer that shows the following: installation of speed 
bumps that are designed and spaced to limit traffic to 15 MPH, a stop sign and 
warning sign at the curve at station 18+00 as recommended in the letter of 
Higgins Associates, December 15, 2005, W 

*and a defined walking path on the east side of Enos Lane between Hames 
and station 17+75 (Ifland Engineers, sheets C2 and C4). The walking path shall 
be three feet wide, separated from the roadway by a solid white line and surfaced 
with decomposed granite or other aggregate material. The road plan shall be 
implemented prior to final approval of any of the other physical improvements and 
prior to any increase in enrollment. 

4. In order to ensure that the one hour air quality threshold for the pollutant acrolein is not 
exceeded during grading and paving, prior to the issuance of the grading permit, the 
applicant shall modify the grading plans to include notes incorporating the construction 
conditions given by the Monterey Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as follows: 

a. All pre-1994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA certified diesel 
oxidation catalysts or all such equipment shall be fueled with B99 diesel fuel; 

b. Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or b99 diesel fuel until 
completion of the project; 

c. Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and equipment throughout the 
project. 

Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk assessment to the MBAPCD for 
review and approval. Any recommendations and requirements of the MBAPCD will 
become conditions of constructing the project. 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

(831) 454-2580 FAX: (831) 454-2131 TDD (831) 454-2123 
701 OCEAN STREET, qT" FLOOR, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060 

TOM BURNS, PLANNING DIRECTOR 

NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PERIOD 

SANTA CRUZ COUNTY 

APPLICANT: Strateqic Construction Management, for Daughters of Maw Help of 
Christians 

APPLICATION NO.: 04-0384 

APN: 107-571-01 

The Environmental Coordinator has reviewed the Initial Study for your application and made the 
following preliminary determination: 

XX Negative Declaration 
(Your project will not have a significant impact on the environment.) 

xx Mitigations will be attached to the Negative Declaration. 

No mitigations will be attached. 

Environment a I I m pact Report 
(Your project may have a significant effect on the environment. An EIR must 
be prepared to address the potential impacts.) 

As part of the environmental review process required by the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA), this is your opportunity to respond to the preliminary determination before it is 
finalized. Please contact Paia Levine, Environmental Coordinator at (831) 454-31 78, if you wish 
to comment on the preliminary determination. Written comments will be received until 5:OO p.m. 
on the last day of the review period. 

Review Period Ends: February 27,2006 

Randall Adams 
Staff Planner 

Phone: 454-321 8 

Date: 1-31 -06 
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Environmental Review 
Initial Study Application Number: 04-0384 

Date: 10/16//06 Staff Planner: Randall Adams 
Revised from 01 /30/06 

1. OVERVIEW AND ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION 

APPLICANT: Strategic Construction APN: 107-571-01 
Management. 

OWNER: Daughters of Mary Help of 
Christians 
LOCATION: 

SUPERVISORAL DISTRICT: 2 

Subject property located at 605 Enos Lane in Corralitos, with road widening proposed from the 
intersection of Enos Lane with Hames Road to the entrance of the existing school. 

SUMMARY PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
Proposal to increase the enrollment at an existing school from 125 students to 250 students, to 
widen Enos Lane in several locations from the intersection of Hames Road to the entrance of 
the existing school, and to construct a new parking area with 54 spaces northeast of the existing 
school. Enos Lane will be widened by one to three feet in discontinuous sections totaling 3,466 
feet. The project includes consideration of an overall program statement describing the various 
uses at the school. Project requires an amendment to existing use permits, preliminary grading 
approval, soils report, and archaeological site review. 

ALL OF THE FOLLOWING POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ARE EVALUATED IN 
THIS INITIAL STUDY. CATEGORIES THAT ARE MARKED HAVE BEEN ANALYZED IN 
GREATER DETAIL BASED ON PROJECT SPECIFIC INFORMATION. 

X Geology/Soils Noise 

X HydrologyMlater SupplyMlater Quality Air Quality 

X Biological Resources X Public Services & Utilities 

Energy & Natural Resources X Land Use, Population & Housing 

Visual Resources & Aesthetics Cumulative Impacts 

X Cultural Resources Growth Inducement 

Hazards & Hazardous Materials Mandatory Findings of Significance 

X Transportation/Traffic 

County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor, Santa Cruz CA 95060 
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Environmental Review Initial Study 
Page 2 

DISCRETIONARY APPROVAL(S) BEING CONSIDERED 

General Plan Amendment X Grading Permit 

Land Division Riparian Exception 

Rezoning Other: 

X Development Permit 

Coastal Development Permit 

NON-LOCAL APPROVALS 
Other agencies that must issue permits or authorizations: 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW ACTION 
On the basis of this Initial Study and supporting documents: 

- I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

2.L I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because the attached 
mitigation measures have been added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 

- I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, 
and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

G - r  
Paia Levine 

For: Ken Hart 
Environmental Coordinator 

Date 
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Environmental Review Initial Study 
Page 3 

II. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS 
Parcel Size: 55.83 acres 
Existing Land Use: Salesian Sisters School 
Vegetation: Grasses and small shrubs 

Nearby Watercourses: Corralitos Creek (approx. 3,000 ft. from project site) 
Slope in area affected by project: X 0 - 30% - 31 - 100% 

Unnamed tributary of Corralitos Creek (approx. 1,000 ft. from project site) 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES AND CONSTRAINTS 
Groundwater Supply: Adequate 
Water Supply Watershed: None Mapped 

Groundwater Recharge: Mapped Primary 
Groundwater Recharge Area 
Timber or Mineral: None Mapped 
Agricultural Resource: None Mapped 

Biologically Sensitive Habitat: None Mapped 
Fire Hazard: Mapped Critical Fire Hazard Area - 
away from project site. 
Floodplain: None Mapped Solar Access: N/A 
Erosion: Low Potential Solar Orientation: N/A 
Landslide: None Mapped Hazardous Materials: None 

Liquefaction: Low Potential 
Fault Zone: Mapped County Fault 
Zone - away from project site. 
Scenic: None Mapped 

Historic: None Mapped 
Archaeology: Mapped 
Arc ha eo log ica I Resource 
Noise Constraint: None 
Electric Power Lines: None 

SERVICES 
Fire Protection: CDF/County Fire 
School District: Pajaro Valley 
Sewage Disposal: Septic 

Drainage District: Zone 7 
Project Access: Enos Lane 
Water Supply: City of Watsonville 

PLANNING POLICIES 
Zone District: SU (Special Use) 
General Plan: R-M (Mountain Residential) 
Urban Services Line: - Inside - X Outside 
Coastal Zone: - Inside Outside 

Special Designation: None 
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Environmental Review Initial Study 
Page 4 

PROJECT SETTING AND BACKGROUND: 

The subject property is located in a rural residential neighborhood and is accessed via 
Enos Lane in Corralitos. The property has been used as a private school since the 
1970s and is developed with existing structures and improvements which are consistent 
with the school use. Much of the approximately 56 acre parcel is not developed and 
contains low shrubs, grass, and trees. 

The school use was authorized by use permits 75-600-U, 77-557-U, 78-323-U, 78- 
1539-U, and Commercial Development Permit 88-1 105. The total number of students 
authorized by these permits is limited to 125 students as a condition of the original 
approvals. The school enrollment has been exceeding this limit for an unknown period 
of time. This application seeks to formalize the enrollment increase for up to 250 
students. The permit will also specify the extra curricular activities, summer and special 
events that happen in conjunction with the academic program. 

DETAILED PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

The proposed project includes a request to increase enrollment from 125 students to 
250 students. As a component of this proposal the applicants have been required by 
the local fire agency to widen the existing access roadway (Enos Lane - a private road) 
to a minimum of 18 feet in width. This requirement by the fire agency will be applied to 
any application that would increase the number of students above 125 or the number of 
car trips above those associated with 125 students. A total length of 3446 feet will be 
widened by between one to three feet. Additionally, the applicants have proposed to 
install a parking area to allow for vehicles to properly exit Enos Lane when parents are 
dropping off and picking up children from the school. Fifty four spaces are proposed to 
accommodate parking demand associated with daily school as well as extra curricular 
activities and special events as specified in the application. No additional structures or 
improvements are currently proposed to serve the increased student enrollment. 

The road widening along Enos Lane will involve the placement of additional paving 
along the existing road edge. Some excavation will be necessary to accommodate the 
new paved areas and retaining walls are proposed in some locations. Approximately 
144 cubic yards of earth are proposed to be removed for the road widening and two 
trees will be removed. Additional grading and paving will occur for the proposed parking 
area to the northeast of the existing school and one tree will be removed. 
Approximately 650 cubic yards of earth will be moved to create the parking lot site. 
Excess fill, approximately 210 cubic yards, will be spread on the gentle slope below the 
existing school. 

The existing school operates several extra-curricular activities including a novitiates 
program, a summer camp (both day and overnight), summer remedial classes, periodic 
retreats, periodic parent-teacher conferences, and school community events. The 
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school also serves as a location for periodic religious services, retreats, and community 
meetings. A full listing of these extra curricular activities is included as Attachment 14. 

This proposal requires an amendment to Commercial Development Permits 75-600-U, 
77-557-U, 78-323-U, 78-1 539-U, and 88-1 105, a Preliminary Grading Approval, a Soils 
Report Review, and an Archaeological Site Review. 
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111. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW CHECKLIST 

A. Geology and Soils 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Expose people or structures to 
potential adverse effects, including the 
risk of material loss, injury, or death 
involving: 

A. Rupture of a known earthquake 
fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or as 
identified by other substantial 
evidence? 

B. Seismic ground shaking? 

C. Seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? 

Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially witb Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

X 

X 

X 

D. Landslides? X 

All of Santa Cruz County is subject to some hazard from earthquakes. The subject 
property is located partially within a County mapped fault zone, but the existing school 
is located at least 300 feet away from the mapped fauit zone and no new structures 
(other than small retaining walls) are proposed as a component of this application. 

2. Subject people or improvements to 
damage from soil instability as a result 
of on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, to subsidence, liquefaction, 
or structural collapse? X 

A geotechnical investigation for the proposed project was performed by Bauldry 
Engineering, dated 7/04 (Attachment 7). The report evaluated the proposed road 
widening and parking lot improvements and concluded that geotechnical hazards can 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

be adequately mitigated through the removal of organic topsoil and areas of existing fill 
material, adequate compaction, placement of engineered fill, limitations on slope height 
and gradient, and adequate subsurface drainage. 

3. Develop land with a slope exceeding 
30%? X 

There are slopes that exceed 30% on the property. However, no improvements are 
proposed on slopes in excess of 30%. 

4. Result in soil erosion or the substantial 
loss of topsoil? X 

Some potential for erosion exists during the construction phase of the project, 
however, this potential is minimal because standard erosion controls are a required 
condition of the project. Prior to approval of a grading or building permit, the project 
must have an approved Erosion Control Plan, which will specify detailed erosion and 
sedimentation control measures. The plan will include provisions for disturbed areas to 
be planted with ground cover and to be maintained to minimize surface erosion. 
Further, the project will be conditioned to comply with measures to control fugitive dust, 
as specified in the comment letter of Jean Getchell, Monterey Bay Air Pollution Control 
District. Attachment 15, on file at the Planning Department. 

5. Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1 -B of the Uniform 
Building Code( 1994), creating 
substantial risks to property? X 

The geotechnical report for the project did not identify any elevated risk associated with 
expansive soils. 

6. Place sewage disposal systems in 
areas dependent upon soils incapable 
of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks, leach fields, or alternative 
waste water disposal systems? X 

The proposed project will use an onsite sewage disposal system, and County 
Environmental Health Services has determined that site conditions are appropriate to 
support such a system. The original septic approval was for a capacity of up to 250 
students. Future septic upgrades may require enhanced treatment facilities. 

7. Result in coastal cliff erosion? X 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

B. Hvdrologv, Water Supply and Water Quality 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Place development within a 100-year 
flood hazard area? X 

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) National Flood 
Insurance Rate Map, dated April 15, 1986, no portion of the project site lies within a 
100-year flood hazard area. 

2. Place development within the floodway 
resulting in impedance or redirection of 
flood flows? X 

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) National Flood 
Insurance Rate Map, dated April 15, 1986, no portion of the project site lies within a 
100-year flood hazard area. 

3. Be inundated by a seiche or tsunami? - X 

4. Deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that there 
would be a net deficit, or a significant 
contribution to an existing net deficit in 
available supply, or a significant 
lowering of the local groundwater 
table? X 

The project will obtain water from the City of Watsonville water district and will not rely 
on private well water. Although the project will incrementally increase water demand, 
the City of Watsonville has indicated that adequate supplies are available to serve the 
project (Attachment 9). The project will be required to include a drainage plan which 
will allow for recharge of storm water runoff from the new impervious surfaces. There is 
ample undeveloped space in which to accommodate recharge. 

5. Degrade a public or private water 
supply? (Including the contribution of 
urban contaminants, nutrient 
enrichments, or other agricultural 
chemicals or seawater intrusion). X 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

Runoff from this project may contain small amounts of chemicals and other household 
contaminants. No commercial or industrial activities are proposed that would 
contribute a significant amount of contaminants to a public or private water supply. 
Potential sedimentation from the proposed project will be mitigated through 
implementation of erosion control measures. Silt and grease traps in the proposed 
parking area and a plan for maintenance will be required to reduce this impact to a less 
than significant level. 

- 6. Degrade septic system functioning? X 

There is no indication that existing septic systems in the vicinity would be affected by 
the project. 

7. Alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including the alteration 
of the course of a stream or river, in a 
manner which could result in flooding, 
erosion, or siltation on or off-site? X 

The proposed project is not located near any watercourses, and will not alter the 
existing overall drainage pattern of the site. 

8. Create or contribute runoff which 
would exceed the capacity of existing 
or planned storm water drainage 
systems, or create additional source(s) 
of polluted runoff? X 

A drainage plan and storm water drainage improvements will be required to maximize 
groundwater recharge and therefore only limited amounts of increased runoff are 
expected. All runoff from the parking lot will be filtered prior to recharge. 

9. Contribute to flood levels or erosion in 
natural water courses by discharges of 
newly collected runoff? X 

See response B-8. 

I O .  Otherwise substantially degrade water 
supply or quality? X 

Silt and grease traps for the proposed parking area, and a plan for maintenance, will 
be required to minimize the effects of urban pollutants. 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impart Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

C. Biological Resources 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Have an adverse effect on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species, in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, 
or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game, or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? X 

According to the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB), maintained by the 
California Department of Fish and Game, there are no known special status plant or 
animal species in the site vicinity, and there were no special status species observed in 
the project area. 

2. Have an adverse effect on a sensitive 
biotic community (riparian corridor), 
wetland, native grassland, special 
forests, intertidal zone, etc.)? X 

There are no mapped or designated sensitive biotic communities on or adjacent to the 
project site. 

3. Interfere with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species, or with established 
native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native 
or migratoqt witdlife nursery sites? X 

The proposed project does not involve any activities that would interfere with the 
movements or migrations of fish or wildlife, or impede use of a known wildlife nursery 
site. The only physical changes proposed are a new parking lot and limited road 
widening. 

4. Produce nighttime lighting that will 
i I I u m i nate ani ma I habit at s? X 

5. Make a significant contribution to the 
reduction of the number of species of 
plants or animals? 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

6. Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources (such as the Significant 
Tree Protection Ordinance, Sensitive 
Habitat Ordinance, provisions of the 
Design Review ordinance protecting 
trees with trunk sizes of 6 inch 
diameters or greater)? X 

Three mature, native trees in excess of 6 inches in diameter are proposed for removal 
for the construction of the parking area and roadway improvements. These removals 
will not conflict with any local policies or ordinances. A project condition will require 
replacement with native species at 3:l on the property and a plan for maintenance. 

7. Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Biotic Conservation Easement, or 
other approved local, regional, or state 
habitat conservation plan? X 

D. Enerqy and Natural Resources 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Affect or be affected by land 
designated as "Timber Resources" by 
the General Plan? X 

The project is adjacent to land designated as Timber Resource. However, the project 
will not affect the resource or access to harvest the resource in the future. 

2. Affect or be affected by lands currently 
utilized for agriculture, or designated in 
the General Plan for agricultural use? 

3. Encourage activities that result in the 
use of large amounts of fuel, water, or 
energy, or use of these in a wasteful 
manner? 
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4. Have a substantial effect on the 
potential use, extraction, or depletion 
of a natural resource (i.e., minerals or 
e ne rg y resources)? 

Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporalion No Impact Applicable 

X 

E. Visual Resources and Aesthetics 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Have an adverse effect on a scenic 
resource, including visual obstruction 
of that resource? X 

2. Substantially damage scenic 
resources, within a designated scenic 
corridor or public view shed area 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings? X 

3. Degrade the existing visual character 
or quality of the site and its 
surroundings, including substantial 
change in topography or ground 
surface relief features, and/or 
development on a ridge line? X 

The physical changes consist of a new 54 car parking lot and limited road widening. 
The.topography of the project site will not be significantly altered and the project will 
not result in a significant impact to visual resources in the project area. 

4. Create a new source of light or glare 
which would adversely affect day or 

No new exterior lighting is proposed. 
lnighttime views in the area? X 

5. Destroy, cover, or modify any unique 
geologic or p h ysica I feature? 
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Less than Significant 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Jmpact Incorporation No Jmpact Applicable 

F. Cultural Resources 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Cause an adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as 
defined in CEQA Guidelines 15064.5? X 

2. Cause an adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to CEQA . 

Guidelines 15064.5? X 

According to the Santa Cruz County Archeological Society site assessment, dated 
9/15/04 (Attachment 8), there is no evidence of pre-historic cultural resources. 
However, pursuant to Section 16.40.040 of the Santa Cruz County Code, if 
archeological resources are uncovered during construction, the responsible persons 
shall immediately cease and desist from all further site excavation and comply with the 
notification procedures given in County Code Chapter 16.40.040. 

3.  Disturb any human remains, including 
those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? X 

Pursuant to Section 16.40.040 of the Santa Cruz County Code, if at any time during 
site preparation, excavation, or other ground disturbance associated with this project, 
human remains are discovered, the responsible persons shall immediately cease and 
desist from all further site excavation and notify the sheriff-coroner and the Planning 
Director. If the coroner determines that the remains are not of recent origin, a full 
archeological report shall be prepared and representatives of the local Native 
California Indian group shall be contacted. Disturbance shall not resume until the 
significance of the archeological resource is determined and appropriate mitigations to 
preserve the resource on the site are established. 

4. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site? X 

G. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Create a significant hazard to the X 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

public or the environment as a result of 
the routine transport, storage, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials, not 
including gasoline or other motor 
fuels? 

2. Be located on a site which is included 
on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government 
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant 
hazard to the public or the 
environment? X 

3. Create a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area 
as a result of dangers from aircraft 
using a public or private airport located 
within two miles of the project site? X 

4. Expose people to electro-magnetic 
fields associated with electrical 
transmission lines? X 

5. Create a potential fire hazard? X 

The project will not create a fire hazard. Note that an emergency response plan has 
been filed with, and accepted by, the local fire agency. The plan deals with emergency 
events including fire. See Attachment 13, letter of Loreen Borelli, Deputy Fire 
Mars ha I I. 

6. Release bio-engineered organisms or 
chemicals into the air outside of 
project buildings? X 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

H. TransportationlTraff ic 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Cause an increase in traffic that is 
substantial in relation to the existing 
traffic load and capacity of the street 
system (i.e., substantial increase in 
either the number of vehicle trips, the 
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or 
congestion at intersections)? X 

This question refers to the number of increased trips that are expected to be generated 
by the additional students and staff, and any extracurricular activities, relative to the 
amount of existing traffic and the capacity of the road system. According to the traffic 
studies performed by Higgins Associates, dated 8/6/04 & 12/2/04 (Attachment IO), the 
project, at 250 students, will not create an increase in traffic on nearby roads and 
intersections that will drop the Level of Service of any intersection below D, which is 
the minimally acceptable level identified in the County General Plan. This is the case 
regardless of the number of students in each car. 

However, for this project the most useful approach to understanding the impact of the 
additional trips is not the typical discussion about the capacity of the road network, 
which is measured in terms of level of service (LOS) at the affected intersection, 
Hames and Enos, or the performance of the intersection measured in wait time. This is 
because in the rural environment the overall amount of traffic on a small private road, 
especially averaged over a time period, does not describe the conditions on the road 
as they are experienced now or how the conditions may change with the additional 
trips. In this setting there is a fundamental tension between the school land use and 
the rural, very low density residential use. A relatively low absolute number of cars, 
particularly if they arriveldepart in a short period of time or if they drive quickly through 
the neighborhood, is a noticeable change in a slow paced, less car centered 
environment. 

It is important to note that the baseline condition for this analysis is the number of cars 
and trips generated by the school with an enrollment of 125 students, the current 
permitted number of students. That enrollment was achieved in 1979-1 980. No traffic 
counts exist to document the number of cars or trips 125 students and staff generated 
at that time and therefore there is no single, confirmed data point that accurately states 
the baseline number of vehicles or number of trips. It is possible however, to look at 
the available information about the car pooling goals for 1979 and typical car 
occupancy at that time, and approximate, within a range, a reasonable baseline. 

There is a car pool plan submitted by the church for 1979, which anticipated the 
students would arrive, on average, at 2.38 students per car. Assuming that plan was 
implemented, the number of vehicles associated with the morning drop off, the peak 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially witb Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

time for traffic, would have been approximately 52. Accounting for staff trips will 
increase this number. Accounting for more children in each vehicle will decrease this 
number. A reasonable range for the baseline, from the available information, is 45 to 
60 vehicles, which is the carpool goal with a margin of error of 15%. Traffic counts 
done in April 2004, when enrollment was approximately 205 students, indicate that 
each student generates .92 trips (in and outbound combined) during the AM peak 
period.’ This ratio of .92 includes staff. At .92 trips per student a student body of 205 
(current enrollment) corresponds to 94 vehicles. This is well above the baseline of 45 - 
60 vehicles. A student body of 250, which the application envisions, corresponds to 
11 5 vehicles, also well above the baseline. 

Excessive speed is currently a hazard at the 205 students level (94 vehicles) that 
would be expected to be aggravated with increased trips. An increase in trips will not 
increase the speed but will increase the potential for accidents if individual drivers 
continue to speed. There are places where the road is narrow enough that two way 
traffic is problematic if cars have not decreased their speed to pass and some 
driveways have limited sight distance which is worsened by excessive speed. In 
addition, there is a public school bus stop at Hames Road and Enos Lane. Residents 
report that safe access to the bus stop is compromised by the excessive speed of 
traffic on Enos Lane. 

These traffic conflicts are a significant environmental impact in the neighborhood. They 
are not caused solely by the number of cars, however the potential for conflicts is 
increased as the number of cars increase. The significant impact is initiated when the 
number of vehicles reaches a critical point, somewhere above 44 to 60, the baseline, 
and below 96, the number of cars measured during the morning peak period at 205 
students. 

This significant impact can be mitigated through implementing the following measures: 
reducing the number of cars on the road; installing speed bumps on Enos Lane to 
reduce observed speed to ‘1 5 MPH; localized widening of Enos Lane as proposed; 
installing a new stop sign and warning sign at the curve with two driveways at 
approximately station 18 + 00 (see letter of Higgins Associates, December 15, 2005, 
Attachment #12); creating a formal crosswalk at the base of Enos Lane to serve the 
school bus stop users; and by constructing a walking path where it can be 
accommodated alongside the road. 

This analysis recognizes that the school generates traffic at times other than weekday 
mornings during the academic year. There are, for example, day camp, residential 
camp, and remedial educational classes during the summer that generate traffic. This 

The traffic engineer identified the morning drop off time as the two hour period when the most cars use the road. 
This exceeds the number of cars that arrive for afternoon pick up, even when combined with returning resident 
traffic, as afternoon trips are slightly more distributed in time. Though proposed summer and extra cumcular 
activities generate traffic, the applicant’s description of those events indicates that the traffic will not exceed the 
weekday morning peak count. This is discussed more fully in the text. 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

lack of a seasonal break contributes to the perception that the school has major 
impacts on the rural nature of the Enos area.. There are academic year “special 
events”, such as Grandparent’s Day and Back to School night, that also contribute 
traffic to Enos Lane. A full listing of summer and special event activities that are 
proposed as part of the project is included as Attachment 14. 

To capture the traffic related impacts of the summer and special activities we have 
attempted to determine the amount of traffic associated with each of these events in 
order to ensure that the weekday morning peak time is indeed the ”worst case” number 
of cars associated with the school. However, for the summer camp and remedial 
summer class season there is no reliable daily traffic peak time. This is because of 
variations in the drop off/pick up times, staggered schedule, and overlap in the camper 
and remedial student population. Other extra curricular activities, such as once per 
year Back To School and two times per year Parent Teacher conferences, will not 
occur in combination with normal school drop offlpick up hours and are infrequent. The 
morning weekday drop off period has therefore been confirmed as the worst case 
scenario for the traffic analysis. 

2. Cause an increase in parking demand 
which cannot be accommodated by 
existing parking facilities? X 

The project meets the code requirements for the required number of parking spaces 
and therefore new parking demand will be accommodated on site. Fifty four new 
spaces, in addition to the 36 existing spaces, will be provided. The project will be 
conditioned such that extra curricular activities will be limited to using the formal 
parking spaces available in the lot and elsewhere. Informal parking will not be allowed 
to accommodate overflow cars. 

3. Increase hazards to motorists, 
bicyclists, or pedestrians? X 

There are existing hazards to motorists and bicyclists on Enos Lane that will be 
exacerbated by the increase in trips associated with more students. This is a significant 
impact that may be mitigated by reducing the number of trips on the road, widening the 
roadway to a minimum width of 18 feet, installing speed bumps to keep observed 
speeds to 15 MPH, installing a new stop sign and warning sign per the 
recommendations of the project traffic engineer, by providing formal crosswalk at the 
base of Enos Road to serve the school bus stop users, by constructing a walking path 
where it can be accommodated alongside the road, or a combination of these actions. 
Though the road will not be widened to a full 24 feet, which is the standard width for a 
rural road, this will not exacerbate the hazards. A 24 foot road would not necessarily 
provide shoulders and in fact might encourage higher observed speeds. See also H-1 . 
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4. Exceed, either individually (the project 
alone) or cumulatively (the project 
combined with other development), a 
level of service standard established 
by the county congestion management 
agency for designated intersections, 
roads or highways? 

Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

X 

See response H-I . 

I. Noise 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Generate a permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without 
the project? X 

Additional children on the project site will result in the generation of additional noise 
during school hours and extra curricular activities. This increase will be less than 
significant and similar in character to the existing noise environment. 

2. Expose people to noise levels in 
excess of standards established in the 
General Plan, or applicable standards 
of other agencies? X 

3. Generate a temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? X 

Noise generated during construction will increase the ambient noise levels for adjoining 
areas. Construction will be temporary, however, and given the limited duration of this 
impact it is considered to be less than significant. 

J. Air Quality 
Does the project have the potential to: 
(Where available, the significance criteria 
established by the MBUAPCD may be relied 
upon to make the following determinations). 
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Significant 
Or 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impart 

1. Violate any air quality standard or 
contribute substantially to an existing 
or projected air quality violation? 
Refer to J-3. 

Less than 
Significant Less than 

with Significant 
Mitigation Or Not 

lncorporation N o  Impact Applicable 

X 

2. Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of an adopted air 
quality plan? X 

3. Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations? X 

Use of diesel equipment during grading and paving operations could result in the one 
hour standard for acrolein, an air pollutant linked with health concerns, being 
exceeded. The Monterey Bay Air Pollution Control District has stated that the standard 
will not be exceeded if certain conditions regarding the type of equipment and fuel that 
is used are met. These conditions are given in the letter of Jean Getchell, dated March 
13, 2006 (Attachment 15). The applicant will be conditioned to incorporate these 
conditions into the grading and paving portions of the project, or alternatively, the 
applicant may contact the MBAPCD, perform a health risk assessment, and meet any 
conditions set by the District in response to that specific information to ensure that the 
standard for acrolein is not exceeded. 

4. Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? X 

K. Public Services and Utilities 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Result in the need for new or 
physically altered public facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service 
ratios, response times, or other 
performance objectives for any of the 
public services: 

a. Fire protection? X 
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b. Police protection? 

c. Schools? 

d. Parks or other recreational 
activities? 

Significaot Less than 
Or Significaot Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact lneorporation No Impact Applicable 

X 

X 

X 

e. Other public facilities; including 
the maintenance of roads? X 

While the project represents an incremental contribution to the need for services, the 
increase will be minimal. Moreover, the project meets all of the standards and 
requirements identified by the local fire agency or California Department of Forestry, as 
applicable, and fees to be paid by the applicant will be used to offset the incremental 
increase in demand for public roads. 

2. Result in the need for construction of 
new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? X 

See response B-8. 

3. Result in the need for construction of 
new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
effects? X 

The project will connect to an existing municipal water supply. The City of Watsonville 
has determined that adequate supplies are available to serve the project (Attachment 
9)- 

The project will be served by an on-site sewage disposal system, which will be 
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Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Incorporation No Impact Applicable 

adequate to accommodate the demands of the project. 

4. Cause a violation of wastewater 
treatment standards of the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board? X 

The project’s wastewater flows will not violate any wastewater treatment standards. 

5. Create a situation in which water 
supplies are inadequate to serve the 
project or provide fire protection? X 

The water mains serving the project site provide adequate flows and pressure for fire 
suppression. Additionally, the local fire agency or California Department of Forestry, 
as appropriate, has reviewed and approved the project plans, assuring conformity with 
fire protection standards that include minimum requirements for water supply for fire 
protection. 

6. Result in inadequate access for fire 
protection? X 

The access roadway will be widened to the minimum allowed width of 18 feet, per the 
requirements of the local fire agency, to allow access by emergency vehicles. 

One lane will remain open at all times during construction. Fire trucks, ambulances and 
other emergency vehicles will not be blocked from using the road at any time. 

The school has an approved emergency response plan which includes response to 
fire. See response G-5 and Attachment 13. 

7. Make a significant contribution to a 
cumulative reduction of landfill 
capacity or ability to properly dispose 
of refuse? X 

The project will make an incremental contribution to the reduced capacity of regional 
landfills. However, this contribution will be relatively small and will be of similar 
magnitude to that created by existing land uses around the project. 

8. Result in a breach of federal, state, 
and local statutes and regulations 
related to solid waste management? X 

- 6 3 -  



Environmental Review Initial Study 
Page 22 

Significant Less than 
Or Significant Less than 

Potentially with Significant 
Significant Mitigation Or Not 

Impact Jncorporation No Impact Applicable 

L. Land Use, Population, and Housing 
Does the project have the potential to: 

1. Conflict with any policy of the County 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? X 

The proposed project does not conflict with any policies adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. The size of the parking lot, 54 spaces, 
when combined with the 36 existing spaces, is adequate to provide parking for staff 
and vehicles that drop off students that may remain on site and for extra curricular 
activities and special events that are part of this application, but is not so large that it 
can accommodate vehicles associated with events larger than those that are proposed 
as part of this application. The volume of grading is not excessive. 

2. Conflict with any County Code 
regulation adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? X 

The proposed project does not conflict with any regulations adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. See also L-I. 

3. Physically divide an established 
co mm unity? X 

The project will not include any element that will physically divide an established 
community. 

4. Have a potentially significant growth 
inducing effect, either directly (for 
example, by proposing new homes 
and businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of roads 
or other infrastructure)? X 

The proposed project will not extend the road or increase its capacity or increase the 
capacity of any other utility infrastructure. 

5. Displace substantial numbers of 
people, or amount of existing housing, 
necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? X 
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, 
N. Mandatory Findings of Significance 

M. Non-Local Approvals 

Does the project require approval of federal, state, 
or regional agencies? Yes 

I. Does the project have the potential to 
degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce the number 
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered 
plant, animal, or natural community, or 
eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory? 

2. Does the project have the potential to 
achieve short term, to the disadvantage of 
long term environmental goals? (A short term 
impact on the environment is one which 
occurs in a relatively brief, definitive period of 
time while long term impacts endure well into 
the future) 

3. Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable (“cumulatively considerable” 
means that the incremental effects of a 
project are considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past projects, 
and the effects of reasonably foreseeable 
future projects which have entered the 
Environmental Review stage)? 

4. Does the project have environmental effects 
which will cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 

No X 

Yes No X 

Yes No X 

Yes No X 

Yes No X 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW CHECKLIST 

REQUJRED COMPLETED* NA 

Agricultural Policy Advisory Commission 
(APAC) Review 

Archaeological Review 

Biotic RepoNAssessment 

XXX 

Geologic Hazards Assessment (GHA) 

Geologic Report 

Geotechnical (Soils) Report XXX 

Riparian Pre-Site 

Septic Lot Check 

Other: 

Attachments: 

1. Vicinity Map 
2. Map of Zoning Districts 
3. 
4. Assessors Parcel Map 
5. Project Plans 
6. Geotechnical Review Letter prepared by Kent Edler, dated 8/31/04. 
7. Geotechnical Investigation (Conclusions and Recommendations) prepared by Bauldry 

Engineering, dated 7/04. 
8. Archeological Reconnaissance Survey Letter prepared by Elizabeth Hayward, dated 9/15/04. 
9. Letter from City of Watsonville water district, dated 1015/04. 
I O .  Traffic Studies (Conclusions and Recommendations) prepared by Higgins Associates, 

dated 8/6/04 & 12/2/04. 
1 I .  Discretionary Application Comments, dated 8/3/05. 
12. Letter of Higgins Associates, Traffic Engineers, dated December 15, 2005 
13. Letter of Jean Borelli, Deputy Fire Marshall, dated August 2006. 
14. Listing of proposed summer and extra curricular activities 
15. Comment letters received during the review period ending 2-27-06 (on file at the Planning 

Department). 

Map of General Plan Designations 
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County of Santa Cruz 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

701 OCEAN STREET, 4M FLOOR, SANTA CRUZ. CA 95060-4000 
(831) 454-2580 FAX (831) 454-2131 TDD. (831) 454-2123 

TOM BURNS, DIRECTOR 

August 31,2004 
Salesian Sisters School 
605 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA, 95076 

SUBJECT: Review of Geotechnical Investigation by Bauldry Engineering 
Dated: July 12, 2004; Project No. 0423-SZ974-J31 
APN: 107-571-01 et. at., Application No.: 04-0384 

Dear Applicant: 

Thank you for submitting the soil report for the parcel referenced above. The report was 
reviewed for conformance with County Guidelines for SoilslGeotechnical Reports and also for 
completeness regarding site-specific hazards and accompanying technical reports (e.g. 
geologic, hydrologic, etc.). The purpose of this letter is to inform you that the Planning 
Department has accepted the report and the following recommendations become permit 
conditions: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

All report recommendations must be followed. 

Final plans shall show the drainage system as detailed in the soils engineering report. 

Final plans shall reference the approved soils engineering report and state that all 
development shall conform to the report recommendations. 

Prior to permit issuance, the soil engineer must submit a brief building, grading and 
drainage plan review letter to Environmental Planning stating that the plans are in 
general compliance with the report recommendations. If, upon plan review, the engineer 
requires revisions or additions, the applicant shall submit to Environmental Planning two 
copies of revised plans and a final plan review letter stating that the plans, as revised, 
conform to the report recommendations. 

The soil engineer must inspect all foundation excavations and a letter of inspection must 
be submitted to Environmental Planning and your building inspector prior to placement 
of concrete. 

For all projects, the soil engineer must submit a final letter report to Environmental 
Planning and your building inspector regarding compliance with all technical 
recommendations of the soil report prior to final inspection. For all projects with 
engineered fills, the soil engineer must submit a final grading report (reference August 
1997 County Guidelines for Soils/Geotechnical Reports) to Environmental Planning and 
your building inspector regarding the compliance with all technical recommendations of 
the soil report prior to final inspection. 

Environmental Review InitalPltudy 
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Page 2 
APN: 107-571-01 et .  ai. 

The soil report acceptance  is only limited to  the  technical adequacy  of the  report. Other i ssues ,  
like planning, building, septic or sewer  approval, etc., may  still require resolution. 

T h e  Planning Department will check final development plans to verify project consistency with 
report recommendations and  permit conditions prior to building permit issuance.  If not already 
done ,  please submit two copies of the  approved soil report at the time of building permit 
application for attachment to your building plans. 

Please call 454-31 68 if w e  can  be of any  assis tance.  

Sincerely, 

,,-4?#%zLL Kent Edler 1. 

Associate Civil Engineer 

Cc: Randall Adams,  Project Planner 
Betty Cost,  Richard Beaie LUP 
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FOR 
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0423-SZ974- J31 
July 12, 2004 

Salesian Sisters 
605 Enos Lane 
Corralitos. California 95076 

Attention: Sr. Charlotte Greer FMA Principal 

Subject: Geotechnical Investigation 
Proposed Parking Lot and Road Widening Project 
Salesian Sisters School 
C orrali tos , California 

Dear Sr. Greer, 

In accordance with your authorization, we have performed a geotechnical investigation for 
the proposed road improvement and parking lot project, which is located in Corralitos, 
California. 

The accompanying report presents our conclusions and recornmendations as well as the 
results of the geotechnical investigation on which they are based. The conclusions and 
recommendations presented in this report are contingent upon our review of the plans 
during the design phase of the project, and our observation and testing during the 
construction phase of the project. 

If you have any questions concerning the data, conclusions, or recommendations 
presented in this report, please call our office. 

Engineering/Pro~ecls/0423 GI 6 
Copies: I to Salesian Sisters, Attn: Sr. Charlotte Greer A P P LI CAT 1 ON 

4 to Richard Beale Land Use Planning, Attn: Betty Cost 
I to Strategic Construction Management Attn: David Robison 
1 to lfland Engineers, Attn: Glen lfland 



GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION 

042 3-SZ974 - J3 1 
July 12. 2004 

PURPOSE OF INVESTIGATION 
The purpose of our investigation was to explore the subsurface conditions in the area of 
the proposed development, and based on our findings, provide geotechnical engineering 
recommendations for the design and construction of the proposed road improvements 
along Enos Lane, and for the proposed parking lot to the north of the Salesian Sisters 
School. 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 
This report describes the geotechnical investigation and presents results, including 
recommendations, for the proposed development. The conclusions and recommendations 
contained in this report must be reviewed and modified in writing i f  significant changes are 
proposed for the project. 

Our scope of services for the project as currently proposed has consisted of: 

I .  Discussions with Betty Cost of Richard Beale Land Use Planners, David 
Robison of Strategic Construction Management, and Glen lfland of lfland 
Engineers. 

2. Review of the following maps and reports: 
a. Topographic maps prepared by Gary lfland and Associates. 
b. Preliminary Parking Lot Site Plan prepared by lfland Engineers 

dated May 28, 2004. 
c. Original Site Grading Plans prepared by lfland Engineers dated 

October 14, 1975, for the Salesian Sisters School. 
d. Geologic Map of Santa Cruz County, California, Brabb, 1989. 
e. Preliminary Landslide Deposits in Santa Cruz County, 

California, Cooper-Clark, 1975. 
f. Map Showing Quaternary Geology and Liquefaction Potential 

of Santa Cruz County, California, Dupre, 1975. 
g. Faults and their Potential Hazards in Santa Cruz County, Hall, 

Sarna-Wojcicki, Dupre, 1974. 
h. USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps, Watsonville West and 

Loma Prieta Quadrangle. 

3. Field exploration including the drilling, sampling and logging of 11 test 
borings that range in depth from 11% to 16% feet below the ground 

- 8 6 -  

surf ace. 

4. Laboratory analysis of retrieved soil samples. 

5. Engineering analysis of the field and laboratory results. 
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6. Preparation of this report documenting our investigation and presenting 
recommendations for the design of the project. 

SITE DESCRIPTION 
Proposed Location and Development 
The portion of Enos Lane proposed to be improved extends north from Hames Road 
approximately % mile to the Salesian Sister School. The road improvements may include 
widening the road to 18 feet, adding drainage facilities, and the construction pedestrian 
walkways. The widening project may require retaining walls and/or cut and fill slopes along 
the middle section of the roadway. A parking lot with a 100 car capacity is proposed to be 
constructed on the terrace above the existing school buildings. 

Site Topography and Setting 
The section of Enos Lane proposed to be improved slopes gently in a general southward 
direction. The lower approximately 2,000 foot section of the roadway appears to have 
been constructed as a cut surface or at the same grade as the surrounding lots. The 
middle section of the road, which trends to the northwest, is formed as a compound cuUfill 
bench, with cut and fill slopes up to about 10 feet in height over central approximately 400 
foot section. Longitudinal cracks in the asphalt pavement were observed running parallel 
to, and about 4 feet from, the crest of the fill slope. These cracks indicate that fill 
settlement has occurred, and may continue to occur, in areas of previously placed fill. The 
upper segment of the roadway, which trends northeast as it passes the Salesian Sisters 
school buildings, is constructed with what appear to be cuts and fills up to about 2 to 4 feet 
in height. Significant asphalt cracks were not observed along the upper stretch of 
roadway. 

The proposed parking lot will be sited on the gently sloping terrace. The terrace surface is 
elevated approximately 25 feet above the Salesian Sisters School development. The cut 
slope, which separates the proposed parking lot from the school development, was 
constructed in the mid 1970's. This slope, which is 3:l (horizontal to vertical), is vegetated 
with mature pine trees and grasses. The terrace above the cut slope is vegetated with 
grasses, brush and small trees. 

Earth Materials 
The project site is mapped on the USGS Geologic Map of Santa Cruz County (Brabb 1989) 
as being underlain by Continental Deposits and Colluvial Deposits. We encountered silty 
sand and sand with silt in all of the test borings. The soil was generally loose in the upper 
5 to 10 feet. The soil became medium dense in several of the borings below a depth of 
approximately 8 feet, and dense below a depth of approximately 14 feet. The sand 
contained approximately 9% to 22% non-cohesive, or slightly cohesive fines. 

Groundwater 
Groundwater was not encountered to the maximum depth explored at 16% feet below the 
ground surface. It should be noted that the borings were open only for a few hours. This 
may not have been sufficient time for a stabilized water table to develop. 

Environmental Review lnital Stud)' 
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Zone 4 

Z = 0.4 

I 
I 
i 
1 -  
1 -  

Near Source Factor N, 

Near Source Factor N, 

Seismic coefficient C, 

i --  

I -  
I 

N, = 1.4 

N, = 1.9 

C,= 0.62 

I -- 

We have reported the groundwater conditions encountered during our subsurface 
investigation at the boring locations shown. The perched and regional groundwater tables 
can vary with rainfall, runoff, irrigation and other sources of subsurface water. 

DISCUSSION OF GEOTECHNICAL HAZARDS 
Seismic Shaking and UBC Design Parameters 
The site is located in a seismically active region. Mapped active or potentially active faults 
that may significantly affect the site are listed in the following table. The fault distances are 
based on a review of the document titled “Maps Of Known Active Faults Near-Source 
Zones In California And Adjacent Portions Of Nevada” prepared by the California 
Department of Conservation Division of Mines and Geology and published February 1998. 

Fault 

San Andreas 

Sargent 

Zayante 

Seismic Source 
TY Pe 

A 

A 

B 

(kilometers) 

3 

9 

The project should be designed assuming that significant seismic shaking will occur during 
the lifetime of the project. In general, seismic shaking will be more intense closer to 
earthquake epicenters, however, amplification and attenuation of seismic shaking can 
occur as a result of the topography of the site, and as a result of the geometry and density 
of the earth material underlying the site. Structures built in accordance with the latest 
edition of the Uniform Building Code for Seismic Zone 4 may be damaged during a large 
magnitude earthquake, but should not collapse. The following values for seismic design at 
the project site were derived or taken from the 1997 UBC. 

I Soil Profile Type I Stiff soil (so) I 

Seismic coefficient C, 1 c, = 1.22 I 

Liquefaction 
The site is mapped as having a moderately low potential for liquefaction (Map Showing 
Quaternary Geology and Liquefaction Potential of Santa Cruz County, California, Dupre, 
1975). 
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Liquefaction and lateral spreading tend to occur in loose, saturated granular soils generally 
including sands and non-cohesive silts. The site is underlain by silty sand that is generally 
medium dense to dense below a depth of about 14 feet below the ground surface. No free 
groundwater was encountered to the maximum depth explored at a depth of approximately 
16% feet below the ground surface. It is our opinion that there is a low potential for 
liquefaction to occur and significantly affect the roadway improvement and parking lot 
project. 

Slope Stability 
A quantitative analysis of the stability of the slopes on the site was not included in our 
scope of services for this project. We observed no evidence of slope failures and no 
landslide deposits are mapped on or in the direct vicinity of the site (Preliminary Map of 
Landslide Deposits in Santa Cruz County, California, Cooper-Clark Associates). 

The existing fill slopes along an approximately 500 foot section of Enos Lane show signs of 
settlement along the outboard edge. It is unlikely that the wedge of loose fill placed along 
the outboard edge of the roadway was adequately compacted or engineered during 
placement. This fill, however, is similar in relative density to the surrounding surface soil. I t  
is our opinion that this fill will continue to settle overtime. Additional maintenance may be 
required along outboard edge of the roadway to keep the pavements in good condition. 
We did not observe any failures of this fill slope. 

The existing cutslope along the approximately 500 foot section of the roadway is 
oversteepened to a gradient of about 1:l (horizontal to vertical) in many locations. It IS 

likely that this cut slopes will erode over time to form a more stable gradient of 1 X: 1 to 2.1 
(horizontal to vertical). Any new cut slopes constructed as part of the road widening should 
be constructed to a maximum gradient of 2:1 (horizontal to vertical). Retaining walls may 
be added to the project design if i t  is desired to minimize grading. 

The parking lot is proposed to be constructed near the crest of an approximately 25 fool 
high cutslope located north of the school buildings. The cutslope has a gradient of 3:l 
(horizontal to vertical). It is our opinion that the 3:l gradient is adequate for the long term 
stability of the existing cut slope. 

It is our opinion that there is a low potential for landsliding to impact the project, as 
currently proposed. 

Surface Ground Rupture from Faulting 
The investigation for the potential for ground surface rupture to affect the site was outside 
our scope of services for this project. The lower approximately 3,,000 foot stretch of Enos 
Lane is locate within the Zayanle Fault Zone, as indicated by our review of the map entitled 
Faults and their Potential Hazards in Santa Cruz County (Hall, Sarna-Wojcicki, Dupre, 
1974). The investigation of fault rupture related hazards is outside our scope of work for 
this project. If fault related hazards are required to be addressed for the proposed parking 
lot and road widening improvements, a Certified Engineering Geologist should address 
them. 

Environmental Review lnital St 
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July 12, 2004 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

PRIMARY GEOTECHNICAL ISSUES 
1. Site Viability 
The results of our investigation indicate that from a Geotechnical Engineering standpoint 
the property may be developed as proposed, provided our recommendations are 
incorporated into the design and construction of the project. 

2. Primary Geotechnical Constraints 
Based on our field and laboratory investigations, it  is our opinion that the primary 
geotechnical issues associated with the design and construction of the parking lot and 
roadway improvements along Enos Lane are the following: 

Loose Surface Soil. The upper 5 to 10 feet of fill and native soil underlying the 
roadway and parking lot area is generally loose, with some areas that are very loose 
and some areas that are medium dense. Loose subgrade soils may decrease the 
lifespan of the proposed roadway and parking lot pavement sections. 

We recommend that all new pavement sections be underlain by a minimum of 18 
inches of adequately compacted engineered fill of the on-site soil. 

Road Wideninb Along Existing CutlFill Section of Enos Lane. The majority of Enos 
Lane is formed as a cut and fill surface, with cuts and fills up to about I O  feet in height 
over the central segment. The fill is loose to very loose and settlement has occurred 
along segments of the outboard edge, as evidenced by longitudinal pavement cracks. 
It is likely that this fill, which does not appear to have been adequately engineered or 
compacted, will continue to settle over time. 

We recommend that the roadway be widened along the inboard edge, or cut side, of 
the existing pavement. The road may be widened to the outboard side i f  the existing 
fill is removed and replaced as an adequately compacted engineered fill. 

RECOMMENDED POST REPORT SERVICES 
3. Plan Review 
Bauldry Engineering should review the grading, drainage, and retaining wall plans during 
their preparation and prior to contract bidding to insure that the recommendations of this 
report have been included, and to provide additional recommendations, i f  needed. 

4. Construction Observation and Testing 
Bauldry Engineering must be retained to provide field observation and testing services 
during construction. This work provides us the opportunity: 1) to observe the condllions 
unearthed during construction to allow us to verify our assumptions regarding the 
subsurface conditions; 2) to provide additional recommendations, as needed; 3) to form an 
opinion regarding the adequacy of the site work; and 4) to determine if the work complies 
with our specifications and requirements. 

5 - 9 0 -  



0423-52974- J31 
July 12, 2004 

Geotechnical observation and testing should be provided for the following: 

a. Site preparation, including demolition, stripping and grading. 
b. Acceptance of native and import fill materials. 
c. Compaction of native and import f i l l  materials. 
d. Retaining wall construction. 
e. Surface, subsurface and retaining wall drainage construction. 

Any work related to retaining wall, drainage, earthwork construction, or grading performed 
without the full knowledge of, and not under the direct observation of Bauldry Engineering, 
the Geotechnical Engineer, will nullify the recommendations contained in this report. 

5. Notification and Preconstruction Meeting 
Bauldry Engineering should be notified at least four (4) working days prior to any site 
clearing and grading operations on the property in order to observe the stripping and 
disposal of unsuitable materials, and to coordinate this work with the grading contractor. 
During this period, a pre-construction meeting should be held on the site, with at least the 
owner’s representative, the grading contractor and one of our engineers present. At this 
time, the project specifications and the testing and construction observation requirements 
will be outlined and discussed. 

EARTHWORK AND GRADING RECOMMENDATIONS 
6. Demolition 
The site demolition will consist of the removal of trees as required, including rootballs and 
debris. Abandoned septic tanks and leaching lines found in the construction area must be 
completely removed. Tank demolition debris and deleterious soil, as designated by the 
Geotechnical Engineer in the field, must be removed from the site. Any voids created 
during the demolition procedures must be backfilled with properly compacted approved 
native soil or import fill. 

NOTE: Any abandoned wells encountered shall be capped in accordance with the 
requirements of the County Health Department. The strength of the cap shall be equal to 
the adjacent soil and shall not be located within 5 feet of a structural footing. 

7. Stripping 
Following the site demolition surface vegetation and organically contaminated topsoil 
should be stripped from the area to be graded. This organic rich soil may be stockpiled for 
future landscaping. The required depth of stripping will vary with the time of year and must 
be based upon visual observations of the Geotechnical Engineer. It is anticipated that the 
depth of stripping may be 2 to 4 inches. 

8. Fill Removal 
Sections of the roadway are constructed with a wedge of loose fill along the outboard 
shoulder. All existing non-engineered fill material should be removed from below the areas 
of the roadway where widening is proposed. It should be noted that existing areas of non- 
engineered fill, which are not proposed to be reconstructed as adequately compacted 
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engineered fills, may continue to settle. Areas of the roadway underlain by non-engineered 
fill sections may require increased maintenance with respect to other areas of the roadway. 

9. Subgrade Preparation 
Following the stripping and backfilling of voids, the exposed soils in the new roadway and 
parking lot areas should be removed to a minimum depth of 18 inches below existing grade 
or as designated by the Geotechnical Engineer. The earth materials exposed at the base 
of the excavation should be scarified, moisture conditioned and compacted. The excavated 
soil may then be placed in thin lifts. There should be a minimum of 18 inches of 
recompacted material below all new pavement sections. Recompacted sections should 
extend 5 feet beyond pavement areas, where possible. 

10. Compaction Requirements 
The minimum compaction requirements are outlined in the table below: 

Minimum Compaction Requirements 
I I 

Location Percent of Maximum 
Dry Density 

1) All aggregate base and subbase in pavement areas 
2) The upper 8 inches of subgrade in pavement areas 
3) All utility trench backfill in pavement areas 

All remaining native soil and fill material 

95% 

90% 

The maximum dry density will be obtained from a laboratory compaction curve run in 
accordance with ASTM Procedure #D1557. This test will also establish the optimum 
moisture content of the material. Field density testing will be in accordance with 
ASTM Test #D2922. 

11. Moisture Conditioning 
The moisture conditioning procedure should result in soil with a moisture content of 1 to 3 
percent over optimum at the time of compaction. If the soil is dry water may need to be 
added. If grading is performed during or soon after the rainy season, the native soil may 
require .a diligent and active drying andlor mixing operation to uniformly reduce the 
moisture content to the levels required to obtain adequate compaction. Additionally, the 
base of excavations may require stabilization treatments prior to placement of fill sections. 

i 2. Engineered Fill Material 
The native soil and/or imported fill may be used as engineered fill for the project as 
indicated below. Samples of any proposed imported fill planned for use on this project 
should be submitted to the Geotechnical Engineer for appropriate testing and approval not 
less than 4 working days before the anticipated jobsite delivery. 

Re-use of the native soil will require the following: 
a. segregation of expansive soil during excavation and removal of the expansive soil 

from the construction area under the observation of the Geotechnical Engineer; 

ATTACH M E NT 
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b. removal of organics, deleterious material, and cobbles larger than 2 inches in size; 
c. thorough mixing and moisture conditioning of approved native soil. 

All imported engineered fill material should meet the following criteria: 
a. granular, well graded, with sufficient binder to allow utility trenches to stand open; 
b. minimum Sand Equivalent of 20 and Resistance "R" Value of 30; 
c. free of deleterious material, organics and rocks larger than 2 inches in size; 
d. non-expansive with a Plasticity Index below 12. 

13. Cut and Fill Slope Height and Gradient 
Cut and fill slopes shall not exceed a 2 : l  (horizontal to vertical) gradient and a IO foot 
vertical height unless specifically reviewed by the Geotechnical Engineer. All fill slopes 
should be constructed with engineered f i l l  meeting the minimum density requirements of 
this report. Where the vertical height exceeds 15 feet, intermediate benches must be 
provided. These benches should be at least 6 feet wide and sloped to control surface 
drainage. A lined ditch should be used on the bench. The above recommended gradients 
do not preclude periodic maintenance of the slopes, as minor sloughing and erosion may 
take place. 

14. Fill Slope Keyways 
Fill slopes should be keyed into the native slopes with a 10 foot wide base keyway that is 
sloped negatively at least 2% into the bank. The depth of the keyways will vary, depending 
on the materials encountered. It is anticipated that the depth of the keyways may be 3 to 6 
feet, but at all locations shall be at least 2 feet into firm material. Subsequent keys may be 
required as the fill section progress upslope. The Geotechnical Engineer will designate 
keys in the field. See the Keyway Detail in Appendix A for general details. 

15. Subsurface Drainage 
Our recommended cut and fill slope gradients assume that the soil moisture is a result of 
precipitation penetrating the slope face, and not a result of subsurface seeps or springs, 
which can destabilize slopes with hydrostatic pressure. All groundwater seeps 
encountered during construction should be adequately drained to maintain stable slopes at 
the recommended gradients. Drainage facilities may include subdrains, gravel blankets, 
rock-filled surface trenches or horizontal drains. The Geotechnical Engineer will determine 
the drainage facilities required during the grading operations. 

RETAINING WALLS AND LATERAL PRESSURES 
16. Retaining Walls General 
Retaining walls may be required to support cuts along sections of Enos Lane, as needed 
for widening of the roadway. We recommend that retaining walls be constructed on the 
inboard, or cut side, of Enos Lane. We should be contacted to provide supplemental 
recommendations for retaining walls constructed on the outboard edge, or fill side, of Enos 
Lane i f  these walls are necessary for the design and construction of the project. The 
following recommendations should be incorporated into the retaining wall design. 

17. Retaining Wall Foundations - Inboard Side of Roadway 
Spread Footinqs: Retaining walls may b e  founded on a spread footing foundation system 
along the inboard side of Enos Lane. The base of all footings should extend a minimum of 
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0423-SZ974-J3 1 
July 12, 2004 

18 inches below design finish grade and should be located a minimum of 10 horizontal feel  
from the face of adjacent descending slopes. The footings should be bedded into firm 
native soil or engineered fill. 
Retaining wall footings in accord with the preceding conditions rnay be designed for the 
following allowable bearing capacities. Should the footing dimensions vary significantly 
from those provided below, supplemental design criteria should be provided. 

i -  
1- 
1 -  I 

Footing Width Embedment Depth 

3 feet 18 inches 

4 feet 18 inches 

5 feet 18 inches 

6 feet 18 inches 

I 

j_ 

i -  
Bearing Capacity 

2,400 psf 

2,800 psf 

3,200 psf 

3,600 psf 

i-- 
r- 

Design for a "coefficient of friction" of 0.35 between the base of the foundation and the soil 

Piers: Retaining walls may also be founded on piers designed for the following criteria: 

a. 

b. 

C. 

d. 
.~ - 

e. 

f. - 

9. 

h. 

- 

Minimum pier embedment should be 5 feet into the medium dense sand 
that underlies the upper loose sands. This will necessilate pier depths 
of about 14 feet below the existing roadway along the inboard edge of 
the road. Actual depths may be deeper and will depend on a lateral 
force analysis performed by your structural engineer. 

Minimum pier size should be 18 inches in diameter and all pier holes 
must be free of loose material on the bottom. 

Passive pressures of 325 psf/ft of depth can be developed, acting over a 
plane 1% times the pier diameter. Neglect passive pressure in the top 2 
feet of soil. 

The allowable end bearing capacity for a 14 foot pier is 6,000 psf, with a 
1/3rd increase for wind or seismic loading. 

II is possible that the piers will need to be cased during drilling and that 
the water will have to either be pumped before steel and concrete 
placement or the concrete placed through a tremie. 

If the casing is pulled during the concrete pour, it must be pulled slowly 
with a minimum of 4 feet of casing remaining embedded within the 
concrete at all times. 

If concrete is placed via a tremie, the end of the tube must remain 
embedded a minimum of 4 feet into the concrete at all times. 

A representative of Bauldry Engineering must observe all pier 
construction. Any piers constructed without the full knowledge and 

'9 
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continuous observation of Bauldry Engineering, will nullify the 
recommendations contained in this report. 

i. The piers should contain steel reinforcement as determined by the 
Project S t ruct u rat Engineer. 

18. Soldier Pile Retaining Walls 
Soldier pile retaining walls should be constructed with timber or concrete lagging spanning 
between steel H beams founded in cast-in-place concrete piers. The timber used as 
lagging should be preserved in accordance with CALTRANS Standard Specifications, 
Section 58. 

19. Lateral Pressures 
Retaining walls should be fully drained and designed using the following criteria: 

a. 

b. 

C .  

d. 

Active and At-Rest Earth Pressures 
When walls are free to yield an amount sufficient to develop the active earth 
pressure condition (about %YO of height), design for active earth pressures as 
listed below. When walls are restrained at the top design for at-rest pressures. 

Slope of Backfill Active Earth Pressure At-Rest Earth Pressure 

Horizontal 40 psf/ft of depth 55 psf/ft of depth 

2: l  (H:V) 55 psf/ft of depth 80 psf/ft of depth 

Should the slope behind the retaining walls be  other than those outlined above, 
the active earth or at-rest pressures for the particular slope angle may be 
obtained by interpolation. 

Passive Earth Pressures 
Retaining walls with shallow spread footings may be designed assuming 
passive earth pressure of 300 psf/ft of depth, neglecting passive pressures in 
the upper 12 inches of embedment. 

Retaining walls with pier foundations may be desicjned assuming passive 
pressures of 325 psf/ft. Passive pressures act over a plane 1% times the pier 
diameter. Neglect passive pressure in the top 2 feet of soil 

Surcharge Pressures 
For live or dead loads that transmit a force to the wall refer to the Surcharge 
Pressure Diagram included in Appendix A. 

Seismic Force 
Retaining walls should be designed for the lateral seismic forces listed in the 
following table. The resultant seismic force on the wall acts at a point 0 . 6 H  9 
from the base of the wall. H is the height of the retained soil in feet. Lateral 
seismic forces are based on the Mononobe-Okabe method of analysis. 

4 4  
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Restraint Condition 

I- 

Resultant Seismic 
Force (Ibs.) 

- 

.- 

I _. 

Free to Yield (active pressure condition) a HZ 

Non-Yielding (at-rest pressure condition) 1 24 H2 

20. Retaining Wail Drains 
The lateral pressures given above are based on fully drained conditions. We recommend 
the retaining wall drain be constructed incorporating the criteria numerated below, as 
shown on the Retaining Wall Drain Detail included in Appendix A. 

a. The permeable material should meet the State of California Standard 
Specification Section 68-1.025, Class 1, Type A. 

b. The permeable material should be a minimum of 12 inches in width and 
should extend to within 12 inches of the ground surface. 

c. Mirafi 140 filter fabric, or equivalent, should be placed horizontally over the 
top of the permeable material and then compacted native soil placed to the 
ground surface. 

d. A 4-inch diameter rigid perforated plastic or metal drainpipe should be 
placed 3 inches above the base of the permeable material. 

e. The drain line and should be discharged to an approved location away from 
the footing area. 

21. Surface Drainage Above Retaining Walls 
Water should not be allowed to flow over the top of retaining walls. A lined “V”-ditch should 
be constructed adjacent to and along the top of walls to collect surface runoff from the 
slope. The “V”-ditch should transport the collected water to a sold pipe that discharges into 
a natural drainage swale away from the wall and other structures. 

22. Compaction of Backfill 
The area behind the wall and permeable material should be compacted with approved sod 
to a minimum relative dry density of 90%. 

ATTACHMENT 
APPLICATION 

UTILITY TRENCHES 
23. Utility Trench Set Backs  
Utility trenches that are parallel to the sides of the retaining walls should be placed so that 
they do not extend below a line with a 2:l (horizontal to vertical) gradient extending from 
the bottom outside edge of all footings. 

24. Utility Trench Backfill 
Trenches may be backfilled with the native materials or approved import granular material 
with the soil compacted in thin lifts to a minimum of 95% of its maximum dry density in 

I? 
- 9 6 -  



I 

i -  

1 -  
1- 
i 
i 
1 -  
I-- 
! -  
I- 
! -  

1 -  
I 

I 
I 

r I 

I 

r- 

- 

0423-SZ974-J31 
July 12, 2004 

paved areas and 90% in other areas. 
considered as it may result in an unsatisfactory degree of compaction. 

Jetting of the trench backfill should be carefully 

25. Shoring 
Trenches must be shored as required by the local agency and the State of California 
Division of Industrial Safety construction safety orders. 

SURFACE DRAINAGE 
26. Surface Grades and Storm Water Runoff 
Water must not be allowed to pond on parking areas or adjacent to retaining wall 
foundations. Final grades should slope such that water is rapidly transported to drainage 
facilities. 

Concentrated surface water should be controlled using lined ditches, catch basins, and 
closed conduit piping, or other appropriate facilities, and should be discharged at an 
approved location away from structures and graded areas. Discharge locations should be a 
minimum of I O  feet from retaining wall foundations or fill slopes. Storm water must not be 
discharged on or adjacent to cut or fill slopes. 

27. Protection of Cut a n d  Fill Slopes 
Cut and fill slopes shall be constructed so that surface water will not be allowed to drain 
over the top of the slope face. This may require berms or curbs along the top of fill slopes 
and surface drainage ditches above cut slopes. 

28. Maintenance and Irrigation 
The surface drainage facilities must not be altered, and there should be no modifications of 
the finished grades at the project site without first .consulting Bauldry Engineering, the 
Project Geotechnical Engineer. 

Irrigation activities at the site should not be done in an uncontrolled or unreasonable 
manner. We recommend that landscaping be done with native and drought tolerant plants. 

29. Percolation Pits 
Percolation pits are acceptable for the disposal of storm water runoff at the project site. 
Percolation pits should be sited in native soils a minimum of 5 feet from edge of all 
pavements, and down-gradient of pavement areas. 

Care should be taken with the location of percolations pits such that the subsurface flow 
does not impact other developments outside the roadway easement area. 

Environmental Review lnital Study 
ATTACHMENT 

.A PP L I CAT I ON m’i PAVEMENT DESIGN 
30. Laboratory Testing Pavement Subgrade Soil 
The soils that will comprise the pavement subgrade will in all likelihood be the brown silty 
sand predominating on the site. The “R” Value results for this material were 63 and we 
have used this value for the design of the pavement sections noted below. This must be 
verified in the field and, if necessary, modifications made to these tentative sections. 

I ?  
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4 %  

2 inches Asphalt Concrete 

31. Recommended Pavement Sections 
For design purposes, the following traffic indices are suggested: 

5.0 6 %  

2 inches 2 inches 

a. Parking stalls 
b. Traffic aisles 
c. Truck usage areas 

Class 2 Aggregate Base, R=78 

a. 

b. 

C. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

6inches 6 inches 6 inches 

T.I. = 4 %  
T.I. = 5 
T.I. = 6%' 

'This value may be modified after we have information on the truck traffic that will use this facility 

Using CALTRANS Design Procedure and a 20 year design life, the following minimum 
pavement sections are suggested, however, design sections may be increased as 
necessary to meet regulatory agency requirements. 

I Material I Traffic Index 

32. General Pavement Recommendations 
To have the selected pavement sections perform to their greatest efficiency, it is very 
important that the following items be considered: 

Properly moisture condition the subgrade and compact it to a minimum 
of 95% of its maximum dry density, at a moisture content 1-3% over the 
optimum moisture content. 

Provide sufficient gradient to prevent ponding of water. 

Use only quality materials of the type and thickness (minimum) specified. 
All baserock must meet CALTRANS Standard Specifications for Class 2 
Aggregate Base, and be angular in shape. .. . 

Compact the base and subbase uniformly to a minimum of 95% of its 
maximum dry density. 

Place the asphaltic concrete only during periods of fair weather when the 
free air temperature is within prescribed limits. 

Maintenance should be undertaken on a routine basis. 

Environmental Revlew lnltal St 
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COUNTY OF _ _  _.  

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
- 1  - - -_  - - 

SANTA CRUZ 

101 OCEAN STREET, 4"' FLOOR, SANTA C R U Z ,  CA 95060 

TOM B U R N S ,  PLANNING DIRECTOR 
(831) 454-2580 FAX: (831) 454-2131 TDD: (831) 454-2123 

September 15, 2004 

Salesian Sisters School 
605 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

SUBJECT: Archaeological Reconnaissance Survey for APMs along Enos Lane 

To Whom It May Concern, 

The County's archaeological survey team has completed the Phase 1 archaeological 
reconnaissance for the parcel referenced above. The research t-13s concluded that pre- 
historical cultural resources were not evident at the site. A cop;. of the review 
documentation is attached for your records. No further archaeological review will be 
required for the proposed development. 

Please contact me at 831-454-3372 if you have any questions regarding this review. 

Sincerely, 
I 

Planning Technician 

Enclosure 

- 9 9 -  



EXHIBIT B 

SANTA CRUZ ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 
1305 EAST CLJFF DRIVE, SANTA CRUZ, (ZALIFOFWA 95062 

Preliminary Prehistoric Cultural Resource 
Recorizissance Report 

Nearest Recorded Prehistoilc Siie: @-sa - /% - ,?mJsE- 

On&9.3o,3004- (A) members of the Santa Cruz Archaeological Society spent a total 
of cg) hours o"n the above described parcel for the purposes of ascertaining the presence or 
absence of prehistoric cultural resources on the surface. Though the parcel was traversed on foot 
at regular intervals and diligently examined, the Society cannot guarantee. the surface absence of 
prehistoric cultural resources where soil was obscured by grass, underbrush or other obstacles. 
No core samples, test pits, or any subsurface analysis was made. A standard field form indicating 
survey methods used, type of terrain, soil visibility, closest freshwater source, and presence or 
absence of prehistoric andlor historic cultural evidence was completed and filed with this report at 
the Santa Cruz County Planning Department. 

The preliminary field reconnaissance did not reveal any evidence of prehistoric cultural 
resources on the parcel. The proposed project would therefore, have no direct impact on 
prehistoric resources. If subsurface evidence of such resources should be uncovered during 
construction the County Planning Department should be notified. 

Further details regarding this reconnaissance are available from +Ae Santa Cruz County 
Planning Department or from Rob Edwards, Director, Archaeological Technology Program, 
Cabrillo College, 6500 Soquel Drive, Aptos CA 95003, (83 1) 479-6294, or email redwards 
@Cabrillo.cc.ca.us. 
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October 5,2004 

Randall Adam 
Project PI anner - Development Review 
Co~inty of Santa CI-LIZ 
Plamiing Department 
701 Ocean Street - 4‘” floor 
Santa CIUZ, CA 95060 

Subject: Water Service for APN: 107-57 1-01 (Applica.:on # 04-0354) 

Dear Mr. Adanis: 

This letter is to inform you that City of Watsonville (City) water is cun-ently being 
supplied to the Mary Help of Christian School located at 605 Enos Lane, and that City 
water niay be provided to sene  the proposed expanded enrollment. The M a y  Help of 
Ch-istian School is currently served by a I ”  water meter; should additional ineters or an 
upgraded meter be required, additional fees payable to the City of Watsonville will be 
assessed. 

Please contact me at (831) 725-6127 if you have any questions or concems. 

Yours tnily, wd 
J M a d e i - ,  Assistant Engineer 
Comniunity Development Department Environmental Re iew  lnital Study 
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August 6,2004 

Ms. Betty Cost 
Richard Beale Land Use Planning 
100 DoyIe Street, Suite E 
Santa CNZ, CA 95062 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Expansion Traffic Impact Analysis, Santa Cnrz County, 
California 

DeuMs. Cost: 

This letter documents a traffic amlysis for the Salesian Sisters School located in Santa CNZ 
County, California. The existing school is located on the west side of Enos Lane about 0.7 miles 
north of Hames Road. The location of the school with respeci to the local road network is shown 
on Exhibit 1. 

The enrollment of the existing K-8 school is cm-em!y a b m t  200 students and m enro?Iment of 
250 students is proposed. The school’s existing use permit allows a maximum of 125 students. 
The school is proposing to construct a new pvking area to improve parking and on-site 
circulatioil before school and after school dismissal. Ln addition, the school wiII widen Enos 
Lane to 18 feet 2 s  required by the fire rnarshl. The widening will include additional width for 
pedestrians and bicyclists. A site plan of the project site showing the location and design of the 
new parking lot is shown on Exhibit 2. 

The schooI operates 180 days per year between August and May. Current enrollment is about 
200 students. The schooi faculty consists of 17 full-time and 5 part-time people. A c2mp is 
conducted over a 4-week period during the summer with vvying attendance each week vzries. 
Exhibit 3 provides a summary of the various existing uses at the project site. 

The traffic analysis documented in this letter includes an analysis of existing tra%c operations at 
the Hames Roamnos Lane and Enos Laneproject Driveway intersection, a calculation of the 
existing trip generation for the project site, an analysis of average vehicle occupancy required to 
meet various school trip generation objectives and a review of the parking requirements for the 
school. 

1300-B First Street. GiLroy, CaLifornia .95020-4738 . VOICEJ~OQ 848-3122 . F M J ~ O Q  848-2202 . ww,r.kbhiggins.com 
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EXISTING CONDITIONS 

Roadway Network 

The project site is accessed from a single driveway to Enos Lzne. Enos Lane is a two-lane 
private road that extends to the north from Hames Road and serves B rural-residential developed 
area. The width of Enos Lane varies along its length, with widths as narrow as 14 to 15 feet with 
no shoulders or pedestrianhicycle facilities. The cross section of Enos Lane immediately north 
of Hames Road is particularly constrained. This segment is 16 feet wide with no shoulders 
available for pedesrrian tr&ic. Hames Road is a two-lane road that extends between Freedom 
Boulevard and Browns Valley Road. 

Existing Entersection Operations 

The school day begins at S:OO Ah4 and ends at 245 PM School related t r f i c  generation is 
concentrated in the 7 3 0  AM to 8:OO AM period and the 2 3 0  PM to 3:OO PM period. 

Intersection turning movement counts were collected on Wednesday, A p d  28, 2004 2t the 
Hames Road./Enos Lane and the Enos LandSaiesian Schooi Driveway to estabiish existing 
trzffic volume conditions at these intersections. The counts were conducted from 7:09 AM to 
9:00 AA4 and from 2 :OO PM to 4:OO PX4 The pe& one-hour of traffic volume at the two study 
locations during the Ah4 peak period was determined to be between 7: 1 S AM and 8: 15 AM and 
the peak one-hour ti&c volume during the dlernoon peak period was determined to be between 
2:30 PM md 3 3 0  PM. The existing AM 2nd afknoon peak hour volumes iire shown on Er;hibit 
4. 

Trfiic operations were analyzed at the two study intersections using -technical procedures 
documented in the 2000 Highway Cupacity Mamal. Intersection operations are based upon the 
average vehicular delay at the intersection. The average delay is then correlated to a level of 
service. Level of service (LOS) is a qualitative description of an intersection's operation, ranging 
from LOS A, or fiee-flow conditions, to LOS F, or jammed conditions. Appendix A provides a 
description of the level of service categories for unsignalized inters-dons. 

The existing intersection levels of service are shown on Exhibit 4. Level of service calculations 
are included in Appendix 33. Both intersections currently operate at LOS A during the AM and 
afternoon peak hours. The Enos Lane approach to Hames Road operates at LOS B during the 
AM and afternoon peak hours and the school driveway approach to Enos Lane operates at LOS 
A during the A M  and PM peak hours. The study intersections currently operate at satisfactory 
levels of service during the Ax4 and afternoor, peak hours. Capacity related improvements and 
modifications to the existing traffic control at these intersections are not required for existing 
conditions. 

I:UOMUobs\O5 1-1 OO\iu7z\;-O72-lnZ.doc 
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Drop-OFf/liick-up Operations 

I - O I Y  r . u 4  t - l b ' Y  

Student drop-off and pick-up occurs in the parkins area located on the east side of the facility. In 
the morning, vehicles enter the site from Enos Lane and circulate on the perimeter circulation 
road in a clockwise direction around the campus buildings to the drop-off area where students 
exit the vehicle. School staff monitor drop-off operations, provide traffic control and assist 
student egess  as required. When observed on April 28, all student drop-offs occurred on the 
school site. No dropoEs occurred on Enos Lane. In addition, tr&c flow from Enos Lane onto 
the school site was continuous and vehicle queues did not exqend from the campus onto Enos 
Lane. 

In  the afrernoon, vehicles enter the site from Enos Lane and circulate clockwise around the 
campus buildings to the drop-off area where students are picked up. Vehicles queue on the 
circulation road that surrounds the school buildings prior to the dismissal of school. The 
circulation roadway is a one-lane road .ad the vehicle queue 011 this roadway eS-ktively blocks 
the roadway for other t r f i c .  Students remain in their classrooms and are called to the pick-up 
area when their parent or carpool arrives at the pick-up area. School stafY monitor pick-up 
operations, provide trdfic control and assist student to the vehicles as required. 'When observed 
on hprii 28. all student pick-ups occurred on the school site. No pick-ups occurred on Enos 
Lane. Trzffic flow &om Enos Lane onto the school site was coniinuous and vehicle queues did 
not extend from the campus onto Enos Lane. 

Existing Trip Generation 

Exhibit 5 provides a summary of the school vehicle trip generation during on April 28, 2004 
when the trafEc volume counts were conducted. During the AM peak period, the school 
generated 191 vehicle trips, with 106 inbound trips and 85 outbound trips. The highest one-hour 
of traffic volume at the school driveway during t h e  AM peak period occurred between 7: 15 AM 
and 8:15 AM, which is also the peak one-hour of traffk at the two study intersections. Between 
7:15 AM and 8115 AM, the school generated 177 vehicle trips, with 100 inbound and 77 
outbound. The trips shown OR Exhibit 5 include trips generated by students being dropped off 
and picked up and trips generated by staff. 

During the afternoon two-hour peak period, the school generated 190 vehicle trips, with 91 
inbound trips and 99 outbound trips. The highest one-hour of traf€ic volume at the school 
driveway during the afternoon peak period occurred between 2:OO PM and 3:OO PM. During this 
period, the school generated 157 total trips, with 79 inbound tnps and 78 outbound trips. During 

1 K00-nlobr\051-lOO\cO72\4-O72-JrrZdoc 
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the 2:30 PM to 3:30 peak hour of the study intersections, the school generated 150 vehicle trips, 
63 of which were inbound and 87 of which were outbound. 

The lower half of Exhibit 5 shows the calculation of peak hour trip generation rates for the 
school based on the April 38, 2004 counts. In the morning, the school generated vehicle trips at 
the rate of 0.92 trips per student, with 56% of the trips inbound and 44% of the trips outbound. 
During the afternoon peak hour of school trip generation ( 2 0 0  PM to 3:OO PM) the school 
generated trips at the rate of 0.81 trips per student, with 50% of the trips inbound and 50% of t h e  
trips outbound. 

The two study intersections were counted again after the Salesim Skters School had dismissed 
for the year to show intersection volumes without the school tiips. The second count was 
conducted on Thursday, June 3, 2004. The results of the second count are shown on Exhibit 6. 
The second count shows 91 less vehicles turning from Hames Road to Enos Lane and 76 less 
vehicles turning from Enos Lane to Hames Road compzred to the April 28 count during the A M  
peak hour. During the PM peak hour, the second count shows 50 less vehicles turning fioiIl 
Hames Road to Enos Lane and 77 less vehicles turning f o m  Enos Lme to Hames Road. 

The school provided c q o o i  vehicle occupancy statistics and this data is wnmzrized on -Exhibit 
7. Of the 124 faxilies with students attending the school, 104 families have organized a carpool 
with at least one other fmi ly .  The distribution of vehicles by student occupmcy per vehicle is 
2s follows: 

Students Per Vehicle No. of Vehicles 
1 20 
2 51 
3 13 
4 10 
5 3 

2 6 
Total 79 

- 

Overall, the average number of students per vehicle is 2.38. 

Under a worst-case situation in which there would be no ridesharing poientially 124 inbound 
and outbound trips could be generated in the morning to drop students at the school and the same 
number of trips could be generated in the afternoon after schooI has dismissed. The current 
carp001 program reduces the worst-case trip generation condition by about 36%. 

Environmental 
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PROJECT CONDITIONS 

The school is approved for an enrollment level of 125 students, but has an enrollment of about 
200 students at this time. The school proposes to ultimately increase the enrollment to 250 
students. Based on the existing carpool plan and an enrollment of 188 students, 79 vehides are 
used to transport students to and fiom school. Assuming that the existing student o m p a m y  per 
vehicle ratio is maintained (2.38),  at an enrollment level of 125 students, 52 vehicles would be 
used to transport the students and zit ilfl enrollment level of 250 students, 104 vehicles would be 
used to transport the students. These comparisons are summarized on Exhibit 5. 

E t h e  school were required to meet the carpool vehicle occupancy ratio established by the 1978 
carpool plan (i.e., 3.8 students per vehicle), 33 vehicles would be used to transport students at the 
125 student enrollment level, 49 vehicles would be used to transport students at the 18s student 
enrollment level, and 66 vehicles would be used to transport students at the 250 student 
enrollment level. 

If the school were required to not exceed the student related vehicle trip generation associaled 
with the 1978 use permit, an average vehicle occupancy of 5.2 students per vehicle would be 
required to transport students at the 125 student enrollment level, an average vehicle occupancy 
cf 7.8 stdents  per vehicle wou!d be required to  tzsspcr t  st.adw,ts z: the 225 scddent emc;!!ment 
!eve! m d  22 zverzge veb.ic!e occupmcy cf 19.4 students per vesicle wou!d 5e reqdired to 
trasport students at the 250 student enrollment level. 

Current passenger vehicle designs include an air bag in the front passenger seat, which prohibits 
children from sitting in the front passenger seat. Under this condition, it is not certain that an 
average vehicle occupancy of 3.8 students per vehicle could be me; unless the vehicle fleet 
predominately consisted of mini-vans and SUV' s .  

To achieve an average vehicle occupancy of 3.8 students per vehicle under existing emollment 
conditions would minimally require organizing ail of the students currently arriving ;is single 
occupants and as 2 person carpools into carpools of at least 4 studeats, while maintaining the 
exisring number of vehicles carrying 3, 5 and 6 students. To achieve the high student per vehicle 
ratios associated with transporting the existing student enrollment in 33 vehicles or less (125 
students'at 3.8 students per vehicle) or 24 vehicles or less (the 1978 carpool plan) would require 
student occupancy rates of over 5.7 and 7.8 students per vehicle, respectively. To achieve the 
high student per vehicle ratios associated with transporting the proposed 250-student enrollment 
in 33 vehicles or less or 24 vehicles or less would require the student occupancy rates of over 7.6 
m d  10.4 students per vehicle, respectively. To achjeve these occupancy rates would require the 
establishment of a bussing program. 
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PARKING 

The County of Santa Cruz zoning code only requires 0.3 parking spaces per staff per staff person 
at elementary schools. Given the rural location of the Salesian Sisters School and the lack of on 
street parking adjacent to the school, 0.3 spaces per staff person would not be adequate for the 
school. Minimally, at least one space per staff person plus an allowance for visitor parkjns 
should be provided at the  school. In addition, drop-off and pick-up operations require sufficient 
parking/queuiq and drop-ompick-up areas to adequately function. Under existing conditions, 
the one-lane circulation road surrounding the school is used for vehicle queuing during the pick- 
up operation. If the existing circulation system were to be maintained for the site, the circulation 
road would need to be widened to provide one through lane and a parking lane, 

To address the inadequate parking area provided for the pick-up operation, the school will 
construct a new 102 space parking area immediately north of the school site. The new parking 
area will provide adequate parkins for parents to park prior to school dismissal. Also, the new 
parking area will provide tbe school with additional parking For special events. 

The Salesian Sisters School proposes to construct a new parking area to provide additional 
parking for the facility and a new area for student pick-up operations. Also, the schooI will 
widen Enos Lzne to a minimum 18- foot width and provide additional width for pedestrims and 
bicyclists. 

This letter has documented vehicle occupancy requirements for various levels of enrdlrnent and 
maximum numbers of vehicles to transport students to  and from school. If the school is required 
to Enit the  number of vehicles transporting students to either the number of transport vehicles 
approved with the original 90 student permit (24 vehicles) or 'the number of vehicles required to 
transport 125 students at an occupancy rate of 3 . 8 ,  i t  is likely that a bussing program would be 
required to achieve the average occupancy rates associated with these limitations. 

E y o u  have any questions regarding this proposal, please do  not hesitate to contact me. 

Respectfully sub.aitted, 

J. Dazllel Takacs, TE 

1 attachments 
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RESIDENTS: 

SCHOOL: 

CAMP: 

Enrollment 2 0 03 : 

13%. 1 -Residents 
Day c 0 m s  el c rs 
Total 

JVk2 -Residents 
Day 
Counselors 
Total 

NOVITIATE: 

RETREATS: 

N.B. Some time 

10 during the year; an average of 15 during summer 

180 days per year 

Students: Capacity 250 - enrollment 200 - 21 0 
Faculty 2nd staff: full time 17 

Part time 5 

Puur weeks duration 

1s 
I7 
I? 
46 

17 
32 
I1 
60 

Wk3 -Residents 24 
Day 23 
Counsetors 10 
Total 57 

Wk-4 -Residents 25 

Counselws 7 
Total 52 

Day 20 

(capacity, see per Use Permit - residing none at present) 

Capacity Week-end 22 

Attendance 

\ Day - between 30/80 
Unpredictable (last year two or three week ends 

Five or six one day r e m t )  

w e  offer the use of the place to cornunity groups for prayer, meetings, or 
the use of the parhng space to our neighbors €or special events. 
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EXHIBIT 3- 
SUMMARY OF EXISTPIG USES 
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AM PEAK HOUR 
7:15AM to 8:lSAM 

AFTERNOON PEAK HOUR 
230 PM to 330 PM 

11' 
7631 * 8 0  

6 
vera11 Inkmeetion LOS: A 
estmund ADpmach LOS: A 

A g  Delay. 7.4 Seth 
Avg Delay. 8.5 YCS. 

9 H f m s  RqadlEnor Ln 

x.emll Interredon LOS. A 
authbsund Aoprmch LOS: 3 

Avg Deny. 3.4 S a .  
Avg Delay. 10.8 SCM 

1 €006 LanedProject Dliveway 

\ I  
= \  I+? 

s 
mnll lntrrwtcbon LOS: A 
estb3und Aoofwnch LOS: A 

Avg Delay. 7.8 fa-. 
Ava Delay 6.8 wcs 

s2 Harncs RcacVhos Ln I 

OKnll lnlsrzacbon LO% A 
Southbcund Approach LOS 9 

Avg Delay. 3.2 SBQ. 
Avg Delay. 10.2 b~cs. 

S o u r n :  7:D3 to Po0 AM and Zcx) to 4:OO PM wunts collecicd 
on Wednesday April 28,200L. 

I' 

EXHIBIT 4- 
EXISTING PEAK HOUR VOLUMES 

SCHOOL IN SESSION 
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SCHOOL TRIP GENERATION 

School Generated Trips 
Study Period Time In Out Total 

AM Trip Generation 
Two Hour Count Period 7:OO AM to 9:00 AM 106 85 191 
Peak Hour of School Driveway 7:15 AM to 8:15 AM 100 77 177 
Peak Hour of Study Intersections 7:15 AM to  8:15 AM 100 77 177 

PM Trip Generation 
Two Hour Count Period 200 P M  to 4:OO PM 91 99 190 
Peak Hour of School Driveway 200 P M  to 3:OO PM 79 78 157 
Peak Hour of Study Intersections 230 P M  to 3:30 PM 63 67 150 

SCHOOL TRIP GENERATION RATES 

School Trip Generation 
Trip Per 

Study Period Time In Out Student 

Peak Hour of Schcllcl Drivewry 7:?5 AM to 8:15 AM 56% 44% 0.9% 
A M  ? r i ~  Generztiw 

Peak Hour of Study Intersections 7 3 5  AM to 8:15AM 55% 44% 0.92 

PM T r i ~  Generation 
50% 50% 0.8j 

Peak Hour of Study Intersections 230 PM io 3:30 PM 42% 58% 0.78 
Peak Hour of School Driveway 2:OO P M  to 3:OO P M  

4 

Higgins Associates 4072 tg Edsting 

- 1 1 3 -  

EXHIBIT 5- 
EXISTING SCHOOL 
TRIP GEIVERATION 



AM PEAK HOUR 
7115 AM to 8115 AM 

AFTERNOON PEAK HOUR 
230 PM b 3:30 PM 

'1 Enos LanelProkl Drivemv 

I I I 

Source: 7:OO to 9:OD AM and 200 to 4:OO PM counls coll=c~ed 
on Thursday June 3,2004. 
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5 1 

4 
2 
2 
2 .  

6 2 2 
7 2 4 
8 1 1 
9 1 1 
10 2 4 
11 1 1 
12 1 1 
13 2 4 
14 1 2 
15 2 4 
16 1 
17 2 
18 1 
19 1 
20 2 
21 3 
22 1 
23 2 
24 2 
25 1 
26 2 

3 
2 
1 
1 
3 
6 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 27 2 

28 1 
29 2 
?x) 2 
3 1  1 1 1  

42 3 
43 1 
44 2 
45 2 
46 1 
47 2 
48 1 
49 3 
50 2 
51 1 
52 3 
53 2 
54 1 
55 1 

2 
2 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 

3 

1 
2 
1 
6 
3 
1 
5 
1 
1 
1 

56 1 1 
57 1 . -2  
53 1 2 
59 2 2 
60 1 1 
61 
n 
63 
6 4  
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
7s 
76 

2 
5 
4 
2 
2 
4 
3 
3 
2 
2 

2 
2 

7 - 

1 
2 
2 
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With Existing With 1978 Carpool Plan With 1978 Carpool Plan 

Students Per Students Per Students Per 
Enrollment Vehicle Vehicles Vehicle Vehicles Vehicle Vehicles 

Vehicle Occupancy Vehicle Occupancy Vehicles 

38 3.8 24 3.8 24 
3.8 33 5.2 24 

24 

90 2.38 
125 2.38 53 
188 2.38 79 
250 2.38 'I 05 3.8 66 10.4 

3.8 49 7.8 24 
. 
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APPENDIX A 

LEVEL OF SERVICX &OS) DESCRIPTION 
UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS WITH TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL (TWSC) 

TWSC intersections are widely used and stop signs are used to controI vehicle movements at such 
intersections. At TWSC intersections, the stop-controlled approaches are referred to as the minor 
street approaches; they can be either public streets or private driveways. The intersection approaches 
that are not controlled by stop signs are referred to as the major street approaches. A’three-leg 
intersection is considered to be a standard type of TWSC intersection if the single minor street 
approach (i.e. the stem of the T codigpration) is controlled by a stop sign. Three-leg intersections 
where two of the three approaches are controlled by stop s igs  are a special form of unsignalized 
intersection control. 

At TWSC intersections, drivers on the controlled approaches are required io select gaps in the major 
streex flow through which to execute crossing or turning maneuvers on the basis ofjudgemwt. In the 
presence of a queue, each driver on the controlled approach must use some time to move into the 
fiont-of-queue position and prepare to evaluate gaps in the major street flow. Capacity adysis  at 
TWSC intersections depends on a clear description and understanding of the interaction of drivers 

. on the minor or siop-controlled approach with drivers on the-major street. Both gap acceptance and 
empirical models have been developed to describe this interaction. 

%nus, the capacity of the contioiied less is based on’three factors: 

- 

.. 

the distribution of saps in the major street trzflic s t r e q ;  

the follow-up time required by each driver in a queue. 
. driver judgemesit in selecting gaps through which to execute the desired maneuveis; and 

The delay experienced by a motorist is made up of a number of factors thzt relate to control, 
‘gedmetrics, t r f i c  and incidents. Total delay is the dierence between the travel time actually 
experienced and the reference travel time that would result during base conditions, in the absence of 
incident, control, t r f i c  or geometric delay. Average control delzy for any particular minor movement 
is a fbnction of the capacity of the approach and the degree of saturation and referred to as level of 
service. 

LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) CRITERIA FOR TWSC INTERSECTIONS 

en ice  ............................................ i < .......... Control ............................... Delay (seconds / vehicle) .......... 

................................................... .Pe!:r5!F. E%. I. ................ 6 ..................................................................... uhv .... ay Capacity ....... Manual 2000) 
i 

> ; 

$ 

...................... -. ........... 

0-10 ........ ...................................................................................... 
A 

................................................................ 

- :  B - 15 
C >15 - 25 

..................................... - ........................................................... ....................... ................... 

:. ................................................................................. I .............. .............................................. 

D =-25 - 35 . ....... ..................... ...................................-........:.. ............ .” ..... 1 .......................................... ”...< ..-...-. I _- ....._.... _.”.,.* ---,.. 
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C I V I L  L T R A f f l C  f N G l N f f R S  
December 2, 2004 

Ms. Betty Cost 
Richard Beale Land Use Planning 
100 Doyle Street, Suite E 
Santa Cruz, CA 95062 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Expansion Traffic Impact Analysis, Santa Cruz County, 
California 

Dear Ms. Cost: 

This letter documents additional traffic analyses for the Salesian Sisters School Expansion 
project located in Santa Cruz County. In particular, additional operational analyses of the Hames 
RoadEnos Lane intersection are documented in this letter. 

The school currently has an enrollment of 205 students and is requesting to increase the 
enrollment to 250 students. The school is planning to construct improvements to Enos Lane 
between Hames Road and the school site to improve traffic conditions on thjs segment of 
roadway. The improvements include widening Enos Lane on the approach to Hames Road to a 
width of 24 feet. Exhibit 1 shows the proposed improvements for the Hames RoadEnos Lane 
intersection. 

A letter documenting existing traffic conditions at the Hames Road/Enos Lane is documented in 
an August 6, 2004 letter to you. The analysis of existing conditions was based on traffic counts 
obtained in April 2004. The existing AM and afternoon peak hour Hames RoadEnos Lane 
traffic volumes are shown on Exhibit 2 Note that the existing intersection levels of service have 
been recalculated to include the intersection peak hour factor In the level of service calculation, 
the peak hour factor is used to adjust the hourly volumes to represent traffic volumes during the >,\ 

afternoon peak hour after school is dismissed. Adjusting the hourly volumes based on the peak 5 \ 
T h s  letter documents level of service and other operational analyses for the Harnes Road/Enoss\ R 15-minute period with the highest intersection volumes. With the peak hour factor incorporated 2 
into the level of service calculation, the level of service results better reflect traffic operations? 
during the worst 15-minute period of the morning peak hour before school starts and the2  

hour factor does not change the level of service results documented in the August 2004 letter. -2 

Lane intersection using a forecast of intersection volumes that accounts for the additional trips 5 Z 

documented in this letter are based upon existing intersection volumes collected in April 2004.: 2 
and projections of new school generated trips based upon the school carpool program that was ink 
place in Spring 2004. At that time, the carpool program achieved an average occupancy of 2.38 
students per vehicle. The school has continued to improve the effectiveness of the school 
carpool program and the current carpooling program has increased the vehicle occupancy ratio 
(students per vehicle). The average occupancy is now 4.49 students per vehicle during the 

9 

LQ 

that will be generated by the school with an enrollment of 250 students The traffic forecasts ‘0 € = O  w - 
0 0 -  

Q -I 
I- a, 
l-a 
Q Q . -. 
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morning drop-off and 4.36 students per vehicle during the afternoon pick-up. The Project 
Condition traffic volumes documented in this letter for an enrollment of 250 students are based 
on a vehicle occupancy ratio of 2.38 students per vehicle. Therefore, the level of service results 
described in the sections below overstate fiture operating conditions given the improved student 
per vehicle occupancy ratio that is now being achieved. 

Project Condition Volumes 

The school currently bas an enrollment of 202 students and desires to increase the enrollment to 
250 students. This section includes traffic projections for the Hames R o a m n o s  Lane 
intersection based upon an enrollment of 250 students. 

The school provided a description of the carpool program that was in place in Spring 2004 that 
indicated 124 families with 158 students had formed 79 carpools to transport the students to 
school. The average vehicle occupancy at that time was 2.38 students per vehicle. The desired 
school enrollment of 250 students would add 62 students to the enrollment described in the 
Spring 2004 carpool program. Assuming that the 2.38 students per vehicle occupancy ratio is 
maintained, the additional students would be transported to the school in 26 vehicles (6212.3s). 

Exhibit 3 shows an assignment of new school generated traffic to  the Hames RoadEnos Lane 
intersection. The trip distribution pattern at the intersection is based upon existing turning 
movement volumes at the intersection. 

- 

Existing Plus Project peak hour volumes were obtained by combining the existing intersection 
volumes with the project trip assignment. The results are shown on Exhibit 4. 

Project Condition Operations 

The Existing Plus Project intersection levels of service are also shown on Exhibit 4. The 
Existing Plus Project intersection levels of service are unchanged from Existing Conditions. The 
intersection of Hames Road and Enos Lane will operate at a satisfactory level of service with the 
school enrollment increased to 250 students and a vehicle occupancy ratio of 2.38 students per 
vehicle. A description of the unsignalized intersection levels is provided as Appendix A. 
Intersection levels of service calculation worksheets are attached in 

2004-2005 School Year Carpool Program 
ATTACHMENT 
A P P L I CAT! ON 

As previously stated, the school is now achieving occupancy ratios of 4.4 to 4.5 students per 
vehicle during the morning drop-off and afternoon pick-up. Exhibit 5 presents a summary of the 
school’s carpool program. The existing enrollment of 202 students is being transported to the 
school in 45 vehicles resulting in an average occupancy ratio of 4.49 students per vehicle. 
During the afternoon pick-up, the students are also transported from the school in 45 vehicles. 

- 
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Expanding the school enrollment to 250 students would add 48 students to the existing 
enrollment. Assuming that the 4.49 students per vehjcle occupancy ratio is maintained, the 
additional students would be transported to the school in 11 vehicles. The number of vehicles 
required to transport the students to the school would increase from 45 to 56, which is less than 
the 79 vehicles that were used to transport students to the school in Spring 2004. 

Hames RoadLEnos Lane Intersection Design 

Warrants for left turn channelization on the eastbound Hames Road approach to Enos Lane were 
evaluated using warrant criteria documented in NCHFW Report 279. Left turn channelization on 
the eastbound intersection approach is not warranted based upon Existing and Existing Plus 
Project volumes. A worksheet showing the left turn channelization analysis is attached as 
Appendix C. 

At intersections of public roads and private roads, Caltrans allows the minimum corner sight 
distance to be equal to the stopping sight distance. The posted speed limit on Hames Road is 25 
miles per hour (mph). Enos Lane intersects Hames Road at an approximate 90-degree curve in 
Hames Road and warning signs are posted on the northbound Hames Road and eastbound Hames 
Road approaches to the curve with a 20 mile per hour advisory speed. However, vehicles were 
observed traveling through the intersection on eastbound Hames Road at speeds of between 30 
and 35 miles per hour. The Caltrans stopping sight distance for a 30 mph design speed is 200 
feet and the stopping sight distance for a 35 mile per hour design speed js 250 feet. A sight 
distance of 300 feet was measured looking to the west fiom a point located 8 feet behind the 
proposed location of the stop bar on the southbound Enos Lane approach to Hames Road. This 
sight distance will meet the stopping sight distance required for a 35 mph speed. 

The vehjcle stopping distance was also calculated using American Association of State Highway 
and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) standards. The AASHTO stopping distance equation 
includes an adjustment to account for the grade of the approaching roadway. Hames Road 
descends as it approaches Enos Lane, with the grade decreasing in severity as it approaches Enos 
Lane. A grade of 10% was used in the calculation, which is the grade on Enos Lane west of 
Orchard Heights Lane. As shown on E h b i t  6, the required stopping sight distance based on the 
AASHTO equation is 231 feet based upon a 30 mph design speed and 293 feet based on a 35 
mph design speed. Based upon the available sight distance of 300 feet to the west, this direction 
meets AASHTO standards for sight distance. The sight distance loohng to the south fiom the 
Enos Lane approach to Hames Road exceeds 300 feet and is satisfactory. Emhmmental  Revie 

ATTACH M E NT 
A P P L 1 CAT10 N Summary 

- Increasing the enrollment of the Salesian Sisters School to 250 students will not significantly 
impact traffic operations at the Hames Road/Enos Lane intersection during the AM and 

I:UOO4\Jobs\O5 1 - I  00\+072\4072-1tr5.doc 



Betty Cost 
December 2,2004 
Page 4 

afternoon peak hour. The school has continued to increase the average number of students per 
vehicle used to transport students to and from the school. Assuming that the existing vehicle 
occupancy rates are maintained into the future, the school with an expanded enrollment of 250 
students will generate fewer vehicle trips during the morning drop-off and afternoon pick-up 
than was generated at the end of the 2003-2004 school year. Left turn channelization is not 
required on the eastbound Hames Road approach to Enos Lane. The corner sight distance 
looking from the Enos Lane approach to Hames Road will be satisfactory. The school plans to 
improve Enos Lane to at least 18 feet in width and include a pedestriar, walkway on a significant 
length of the road. This will improve tr&c operations and conditions for pedestrians and 
bicyclists using the road. 

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding this study. 

Sincerely, 

J. Daniel Takacs, TE 
Principal Associate 
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C O U N T Y  O F  S A N T A  C R U Z  
DISCRETIONARY APPLICATION COMMENTS 

Project Planner: Randal 1 Adams Date: August 3 ,  2005 
Application No.: 04-0384 Time: 14:43:  19 

APN: 107-571-01 Page: 1 

Environmental Planning Completeness Comments 

R E V I E W  ON AUGUST 23. 2004 BY K E N T  M E D L E R  ========= 
- - - - - - - - - - - - __ - - - - 

1. A s i te  p l a n  should be submitted t h a t  shows a l l  parcels on one sheet t h a t  have 
grading proposed t o  be done on them. 

2 .  On sheet C 2 ,  C3 and C4 show a l l  property l ines and label  -the APN's 

3.  The g rad ing  plans must show a l l  proposed contours where g r a d i n g  i s  proposed 

4 .  The limits o f  grading  needs t o  be clearly defined. 

5.  A note on sheet C2 s t a t e s ,  "Where the road i s  less  t h a n  18' wide, the pavement i s  
t o  be widened." - The plans need t o  clearly show where the road i s  less  t h a n  18' 
feet  wide and how the road wi l l  be widened a t  those locations. 

6 .  Indicate on p l a n  view where a l l  retaining walls w i l l  be constructed. Also include 
the top of wall  and bottom of wa l l  elevations. 

7 .  Indicate the slope grades on the typical road cross section 

8 .  Provide g r a d i n g  quantit ies for both the improvements t o  E ~ ~ o & ~ ~ ~ ~ l d ~ d & I j k , i  study 

9 .  Include a profile o f  Enos Way. 

new parking l o t  g r a d i n g .  ATTACH ME NT//.$ 
CI APPLICATION 0 9  % 0-z 

10. On the Parking Lot Grad ingPlan  (Sheet 1 of 3 ) .  the proposed contours a ppear to  
be missing a t  the entrance t o  the parking lo t  from Enos Lane. Cla r i fy  grades i n  this 
1 ocati on. 

11. Recommendation 13 o f  the Earthwork and Grading recommendations of the s o i l s  
report s ta tes  t h a t  cut slopes shall  not have a vertical h e i g h t  greater t h a n  10  f ee t .  
unless specifically reviewed by the geotechnical engineer. The slope above the 
norhtern edge of the proposed parking l o t  has a slope t h a t  i s  greater t h a n  1 0  fee t  
i n  height. Therefore the so i l s  engineer must specifically approve this slope or the 
p l a n s  need t o  be revised accordingly. 

12 .  Include a n  erosion control p l a n  for  the work along Enos Lane. 

13. The g rad ing  quantities on sheet 2 of 3 indicate t h a t  there wi l l  be 3582 cy ' s  of 
material distrubuted onsite.  The p lans  need t o  indicate where t h i s  material will be 
distributed onsite.  A g rad ing  p l a n  must be submitted for the area t o  receive the ex- 
cess material. Alternatively, i t  would be preferrable t o  a l t e r  the design so t h a t  
cut and f i l l  are balanced. 

UPDATED ON AUGUST 31, 2004 BY KENT M E D L E R  =======I== The so i l s  report has 
been accepted. 

UPDATED ON DECEMBER 29. 2004 BY KENT M E D L E R  ========== 1. On Enos Lane 
sheets C2 and C3. show the property l ines  for the parcels on the east  side of the  
road. 

- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- 
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2 .  The retaining walls depicted i n  sections 23, 24 and  25 d o q ’ t  make sense. Show how 
the slope will be graded behind the walls. I t  appears t h a t  a t a l l e r  wall should be 
u t i  1 i zed. 

3 .  Submit a n  erosion control plan for the Enos Lane improvements 

4 .  Show locations where the loose f i l l s  under the roadway a long  Enos Lane will have 
t o  be removed and recompacted. 

5. Submit a grading plan (with existing and proposed contours) for the  placement of 
excess soi l  generated from the grading. 

sheet t h a t  shows the en t i re  length o f  the  improvements and a summary of grading 
q u a n t i  t i  es . 

UPDATED ON A P R I L  13. 2005 BY K E N T  M E D L E R  ========= 1.  There should be one - - - - -- -- - - - - - - - __ - 

2 .  The plans should i n d i c a t e ,  on plan view, the wall heights. 

3 .  The plans should indicate where loose material identified in the so i l s  report 
will need t o  be over-excavated and recompacted. 

4 .  There are several locations shown on plan view where the Enos Way w i l l  s t i l l  be 
less t h a n  18’ wide. The approximate stations are:  4+43 t o  4+90. 6+22 t o  6+47. 6+67 
t o  6+85. 15+83 t o  15+95. 25+60 t o  26+30, 27+07! ! ! ! t o  27+48! ! ! , 28+27 t o  28+67, 
30+59 t o  30+66. 

5 .  A plan review l e t t e r  must be submitted. 

6 .  None of the comments on the grading for the parking l o t  were addressed i n  th i s  
re-submi t t a l  package. 

UPDATED ON JULY 25, 2005 BY KENT M EDLER ========= - - -- - _- __ - - _- - - - - - 

1. The Enos Way road widening plans are  complete as fa r  as Environmental Planning 
issues . 

2 .  The parking l o t  plans should show proposed contours for the a b h ! h P  
c y ‘ s  of excess material will be hauled t o .  ATTACH M E N T 

A P P L I CAT10 Environmental Planning Miscellaneous Comments 

REVIEW ON AUGUST 31, 2004 BY KENT M EDLER ========I= 1. Specify structural  - - - - - - - - - - -_ - - -_ - - 
sections of a l l  paved areas. 

2 .  On the Concrete Drainage Channel detail shown on sheet 1 o f  3.  indicate the 
thickness of t he  concrete. 

3 .  The phone number on note 9 i n  sheet 2 o f  3 should be 831-454-3168. 

4 .  A plan review l e t t e r  from the so i l s  engineer will be required once a l l  comments 
h a v e  been addressed. 
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UPDATED ON AUGUST 31. 2004 BY ROBERT S LOVELAND ========= 
- - - - - - -_ - - - - - - - - - - 

This p ro j ec t  involves grading and a s o i l s  report  review. Please address a l l  comments 
made above by Kent Edler .  

UPDATED ON DECEMBER 29, 2004 BY KENT M EDLER ========= 3 .  Submit a p lan - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
review l e t t e r  from the  s o i l s  engineer. 

Code Compliance Completeness Comments 

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

REVIEW ON SEPTEMBER 2. 2004 BY GUSTAVO A GONZALEZ ========= 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

NO COMMENT 

Code Compliance Miscellaneous Comments 

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

REVIEW ON SEPTEMBER 2. 2004 BY GUSTAVO A GONZALEZ ========= 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

NO COMMENT 

Dpw Drainage Completeness Comments 

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

REVIEW ON SEPTEMBER 8. 2004 BY CARISA REGALADO ========= 

Not enough drainage in format ion has been given t o  consider acceptance o f  t h i s  ap- 
p l i c a t i o n .  To be approved by t h i s  d i v i s i o n  a t  the d iscre t ionary  app l i ca t ion  stage, 
a l l  po ten t i a l  o f f - s i t e  impacts and mi t iga t ions  must be determined; therefore ,  
proposed p ro jec ts  must conclusively demonstrate t h a t  (see drainage guide1 i nes ) :  

- The s i t e  i s  being adequately drained. 

- __ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

- S i t e  runof f  w i l l  be conveyed t o  the ex i s t i ng  downstream drainage conveyance system 
o r  other safe po in t ( s )  o f  release, i f  taken o f f - s i t e .  

- The p ro j ec t  w i l l  no t  adversely impact roads and adjacent o r  downslope proper t ies  
if taken o f f - s i t e .  Environmental Review InitaBtudy I 

Please address the  fo l lowing comments: 

1) This p r o j e c t  i s  f o r  development o f  impervious areas greater than 
Groundwater Recharqe Zone; therefore ,  i t  i s reaui red t h a t  on-s i  t e  runoff qenerated 

ATTACHMENT 
APPLICATION 

by new impervious and semi-impervious areas from new development be re ta ined on- 
s i t e .  New impervious areas include roofed s t ruc tures,  driveways, parking areas. 
turnarounds, walkways, pat ios ,  e tc .  It must be conclusively demonstrated t h a t  the  
post-development runof f  r a t e  does not  exceed the pre- development r a t e  and t h a t  the 
completed p ro j ec t  does not adversely impact roads or downs1 cpe proper t ies  . 

2)  I f  i t  i s  determined t ha t  r esu l t i ng  runo f f  from the proposed development cannot be 
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Discretionary Comments - Co,ntinued 

Project Planner: Randal 1 Adams 
Application No.: 04-0384 

APN: 107-571-01 

D a t e :  August 3, 2005 
T ime :  14:43: 19 
Page: 4 

handled o n -s i t e ,  an o f f s i t e  analysis by an engineer i s  required.  Such determinations 
( u n f e a s i b i l i t y )  should be included i n  documentation o r  plans submitted f o r  t h i s  ap- 
p l i c a t i o n .  O f f s i t e  analysis includes making use o f  any e x i s t i n g  o f f s i t e  drainage 
systems. A l l  e x i s t i n g  and proposed drainage systems and connections must be shown. 
Amount o f  runo f f  t o  be added t o  the e x i s t i n g  o f f s i t e  drainage system, along w i t h  t he  
system cond i t i on  and adequacy should be c l a r i f i e d .  

3) Per t he  plans dated 7/15/04. a proposed drainage system i s  shown f o r  t h e  new 
parking a r e a  which w i l l  be t i e d  i n t o  an e x i s t i n g  concrete channel. Does t h i s  o u t l e t  
on -s i te?  Please show on the plans.  (Submit in format ion per i tem #1 . )  

4 )  If t h i s  channel eventual ly  goes o f f s i t e ,  an analysis w i l l  be needed. (See i t e m  
#2.) 

5) It i s  not c lea r  how much a rea  o f  new impervious pavement w i l l  be added t o  Enos 
Lane. Please show on the plans.  How w i l l  the  increase i n  runo f f  be dea l t  w i th? 

Further drainage p lan guidance may be obtained from the County of Santa Cruz Plan- 
ning website: h t t p :  //sccountyOl .co.  santa-cruz .ca .us/planning/brochures/drain. htm 

A l l  subsequent submit ta ls f o r  t h i s  app l i ca t ion  must be done through the Planning 
Department. Submittals made d i r e c t l y  t o  Publ ic  Works w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  delays. 

Please c a l l  o r  v i s i t  the Dept. o f  Publ ic Works, Stormwater Management D i v i s i on ,  from 
8:OO am t o  12:OO pm i f  you have any questions. 

Second submittal comments: 1. Please submit drainage ca lcu la t ions  inc lud ing  the 
t r i b u t a r y  drainage a r e a .  drawn on a USGS map o r  equivalent ,  for  the 48" storm dra in  
l i n e  across Hames Road. 2 .  Please quant i fy  the f low and the  drainage a rea  a t  the 
easter ly  s ide of Enos Lane a t  Hames Road and show how i t  i s  being handled. 3 .  Iden- 
t i f y  any r e s t r i c t i o n  on Enos Lane t ha t  may get  f u r t he r  adversely impacted by the 
road widening. The statement " The e x i s t i n g  system can handle i t  per Glen I f l and "  i s  
not s u f f i c i e n t  t o  address the above issues. A l l  drainage analysis and necessary 
m i t i ga t i on  measures proposals sha l l  be completed by a l icensed c i v i l  engineer and 
prepared per the Design C r i t e r i a  requirements. More comments may a r i se  fo l lowing the 
review o f  the submitted materi a1 s . 

Revised plans dated 3/28/05 were received. However comments from the January 5,  2005 
review remain outstanding. I n  order t o  consider approval o f  t h i s  app l i ca t ion .  these 
comments must be addressed. 

UPDATED ON JANUARY 5 .  2005 BY RACHEL J FATOOHI ========= 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

UPDATED ON JULY 7 .  2005 BY CARISA REGALADO ========= _____ ____  _______-_ 

As previously noted, add i t iona l  i t e m s  may need t o  be addressed once above informa- 
t i o n  i s  submitted before t he  a p p l i c a t i o n  can be deemed compkte.Environrne 

ATTACHMENT 
A P P L I CAT1 0 N 

Dpw Drainage Miscellaneous Comments 

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

REVIEW ON SEPTEMBER 8, 2004 BY CARISA REGALADO ========= - _____  ___  _-__- __- - 

No comment. ========= UPDATED ON JANUARY 5 ,  2005 BY RACHEL J FATOOHI ========= 
Please quant i fy  the  increase i n  the runo f f  from the proposed parking l o t  and show 
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how t h a t  increase i s  being retained i n  the proposed trench using percolation 
rates/storage volumes and a l l  relevant parameters. The proposed s i l t  and grease t rap 
and percolation trench shall be maintaine by the property owner and a recorded main-  
tenance agreement, per Figure SD-17 of the County Design Cr i te r ia ,  shall be i n  place 
prior t o  issuing the building permit. Applicable drainage fees shall be assessed on 
the net increase o f  impervioueaarea. ========= UPDATED ON JULY 7 .  2005 BY CARISA 

No comment. 
REGALADO ========= 

Dpw Driveway/Encroachment Completeness Comments 

REVIEW ON AUGUST 17 .  2004 BY RUTH L ZADESKY ========= 
No Comment, project adjacent t o  a non-County maintained road. 
-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Dpw Driveway/Encroachment Miscellaneous Comments 

R E V I E W  ON SEPTEMBER 7 ,  2004 BY GREG J MARTIN ========= 
Enos Lane i s  a non-County road w i t h  forty feet of right-of-wdy i n  a rural area. The 
recommended road standard for th i s  road i s  a rural loca l  s t r ee t  w i t h  24 f ee t  of 
pavement for two-way t r a f f i c .  Pedestrian f a c i l i t i e s  are recommended t o  be grade 
separated and separated from the roadway by a minimum of four feet of landscaping. 
ADA requirements must be met. An at-grade pedestrian walkway directly adjacent t o  
the road is  not recommended, especially i f  the roadway will not meet road standards. 
The current proposal i s  t o  widen the roadway t o  18 f e e t .  

T h e  intersection of Enos Lane and Hames Road i s  recommended t o  be improved w i t h  20 
foot  radius standard returns. The adjacent driveways w i t h i n  t h i s  intersection should 
be removed and access accommodated outside o f  the intersection a t  least 10 feet  from 
the end o f  the returns. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

We have reviewed 
study adequately 
study should inc 
Enos Lane. S i g h t  
needs t o  be veri 

the Traffic Study from Higgins Associates dated August 6.  2004. The 
evaluates road and parking capacity for the proposed expansion. The 
ude a n  operational evaluation of the intersection of Hames Road and  
distance for vehicles turning l e f t  from Hames Road t o  Enos Lane 
ied and must meet standards. 

Enos Lane must be improved t o  a t  least  24 feet i n  w i d t h  minimum t o  accommodate two- 
way t r a f f i c  a t  the Hames Road intersection. Vehicles turning l e f t  and right from 
Hames Road cannot be restr icted from entering Enos Lane due t o  vehicles exiting Enos 
Lane. This 24 foot w i d t h  improvement must be a t  l eas t  40 feet  down Enos Lane t o  ac-  
commodate two vehicle lengths. 

Enos Lane i s  currently a non-County maintained roadway. There are substandard road 
bumps on t h i s  road. There i s  no legal posted speed l imi t ,  and  the basic speed law 
prevails. I t  i s  recommended t h a t  the road bumps be reconstructed t o  meet County 
design c r i t e r i a  standards. Public Works s taff  c a n  help identify the actual locations 
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f o r  new road bumps. It i s  recommended t ha t  a road maintenance agreement be i n i t i a t e d  
t o  help b u i l d  and/or maintain the roadway. There may be other options ava i l ab le  t o  
help f inance t he  maintenance o f  the roadway such as a County Service Area ( C S A ) .  

Ex is t ing  and proposed s igning and s t r i p i n g  must be shown on the plans for  the  next 
review. I f  you have any questions please contact Greg Martin a t  831-454-2811. 

The cur rent  proposed improvements f o r  Enos Lane are an eighteen wide road and a 4 
foo t  asphalt concrete wa lkway.  The walkway does not appear t o  have a des t ina t ion  as  
i t  ends before the school and does not  connect w i t h  any e x i s t i n g  walkway. 

UPDATED ON DECEMBER 27,  2004 ey GREG J MARTIN ===-===== 
---______ ---_-____ 

Pub1 i c  Works does not recommend the  proposed improvements. The recommended road 
standard f o r  t h i s  road i s  a r u ra l  l oca l  s t ree t  which requ i re? 24 fee t  of pavement 
f o r  two-way t r a f f i c .  

I f  pedestr ian f a c i l i t i e s  are required.  then they are recommended t o  be grade 
separated and separated from the road by a minimum o f  fou r  fee t  of landscaping. The 
walkway should be on west s ide o f  the road and r a i l i n g s  may be required i f  a dropoff 
ex i s t s .  The l i m i t s  o f  the walkway should be from Hames Road 1.0 the  school. ADA r e -  
quirements must be m e t .  ========= UPDATED ON APRIL  11. 2005 BY GREG J MARTIN 

No plans were included i n  the  l a t e s t  submit ta l .  Please provide plans t o  a l low for  a 
compl ete review. 

- - - - __ -_ - - - - __ - - - - 

Dpw Road Engineering Miscellaneous Comments 

REVIEW ON SEPTEMBER 7. 2004 BY GREG J MARTIN ========= 

UPDATED ON DECEMBER 27, 2004 BY GREG J MARTIN = = = = = ~ ~ g ~ ~ n m e n t a I  Review Init 
UPDATED ON A P R I L  11, 2005 BY GREG J MARTIN ========= 

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

AJ-TACHMEN~ 
AP p L\ CAT ION Environmental Health Completeness Comments 

REVIEW ON AUGUST 26. 2004 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= The app l i can t ’ s  sep- 
t i c  consultant w i l l  be required t o  submit and receive approval f o r  an ons i te  sewage 
disposal permit  app l i ca t ion  t o  upgrade the ex i s t i ng  sep t i c  system. The sep t i c  design 
sha l l  inc lude wastewater f low ca lcu la t ions ,  an increase i n  sept ic  tank capac i ty ,  and 
enhanced sewage treatment based on sewage f low ra tes o f  2500 gal lons o r  more per 
day. Contact Br ian Blease o f  EHS f o r  sept ic  permi t t ing consu l ta t ion  a t  454- 2736, 

submit an a l t e r n a t i v e  sewage disposal app l i ca t ion  t o  B .  Blease o f  EHS f o r  review and 
approval. 

_________  _-- _- ____  

8-9:30 AM. 
UPDATED ON JANUARY 4. 2005 BY J I M  G SAFRANEK ========= Applicant needs t o  - - - - - __- - -_ - - - _ __ - 

UPDATED ON APRIL 8, 2005 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= 
--- - -_ _ - - - - - - - - - - - 

As communicated t o  Mark Deming. the appl icant  must supply EHS w i t h  a pre l iminary  
design of the required a l t e rna t i ve  ons i te  sewage proposal, but  the  actual permit  ap- 
p l i c a t i o n  can be appl ied f o r  a t  t he  bu i l d i ng  phase o f  the  p r o j e c t .  Submit proposal 
t o  Br ian Blease. 454-2736. f o r  review and comment. 

UPDATED ON JULY 5.  2005 BY J I M  G SAFRANEK ========= As per Brian Blease of 
EHS. the p re l  iminary sept ic systemproposal f o r  an a l t e r n a t i v e  ons i te  sewage disposal 
system i s  acceptable. An approved sept ic  app l i ca t ion  w i l l  be required p r i o r  t o  

__--_ - ___  - - ---_ -- - 
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bu i l d i ng  permit app l i ca t ion  approval. Contact B .  Blease o f  EHS f o r  spec i f i cs  on per -  
m i  t reqs .454-2736 

Environmental Health Miscellaneous Comments 

REVIEW ON AUGUST 26. 2004 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= 

UPDATED ON JANUARY 4 ,  2005 BY JIM G SAFRANEK =====:I=== 

UPDATED ON JULY 5 ,  2005 BY JIM G SAFRANEK =========I 
UPDATED ON JULY 5. 2005 BY JIM G SAFRANEK =========: 

_- - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - 
NO COMMENT 

NO COMMENT 

The proposed p ro j ec t  requires t h a t  sep t i c  system be upgraded t o  meet cur rent  stand- 
ards. Appl icant must obta in  an approved sewage disposal permit  f o r  an upgrade. Con- 
t a c t  the appropr iate Land Use s t a f f  of Environmental Hea l th  a t  454-2736, B .  Blease. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

- -- -- _- - - - --- - -_-- 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - 

UPDATED ON JULY 5,  2005 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= 
- - - - - - __ - - - - - -_ - - - 

E nv i ton m e 

ATTACHMEN Cal Dept of ForestryKounty Fire Completeness Comm 

LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR TM&@$TioN 

REVIEW ON AUGUST 26, 2004 BY COLLEEN L BAXTER ========= 
UPDATED ON AUGUST 26. 2004 BY COLLEEN L BAXTER ========= DEPARTMENT 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -_ - - 
- - - - __ - - - - - - - - - - - - 
NAME:CDF/COUNTY F I R E  Add the  appropriate NOTES and DETAILS showing t h i s  in format ion 
on your plans and RESUBMIT, w i t h  an annotated copy o f  t h i s  l e t t e r :  Note on the  plans 
t h a t  these plans a r e  i n  compliance w i t h  Ca l i f o rn i a  Bu i ld ing  and F i r e  Codes (2001) as 
amended by the au tho r i t y  having j u r i s d i c t i o n .  The j ob  copies o f  the bu i l d i ng  and 
f i r e  systems plans and permits must be ons i te  dur ing inspect ions.  The access road 
sha l l  be 18 feet minimum width  and maximum twenty percent s lope.  A l l  br idges,  c u l -  
ver ts  and crossings sha l l  be c e r t i f i e d  by a reg is tered engineer. Minimum capacity o f  
25 tons. Cal-Trans H-20 loading standard. The access road sha l l  be i n  place t o  the 
fo l lowing standards p r i o r  t o  any framing construct ion,  o r  const ruct ion w i l l  be 
stopped : 
- The access road surface sha l l  be “ a l l  weather”. a minimum 6” o f  compacted ag- 
gregate base rock, Class 2 o r  equivalent ,  c e r t i f i e d  by a l i censed engineer t o  95% 
compaction and sha l l  be maintained. - ALL WEATHER SURFACE: sha l l  be minimum o f  6” of 
compacted Class I1  base rock f o r  grades up t o  and inc lud ing  5%, o i l  and screened f o r  
grades up t o  and inc lud ing  15% and asphal t ic  concrete f o r  grades exceeding 15%. but 
i n  no case exceeding 20%. The maximum grade o f  the access road sha l l  not exceed 20%. 
w i t h  grades greater  than 15% not permit ted f o r  distances o f  more than 200 f ee t  a t  a 
t i m e .  The access road sha l l  have a v e r t i c a l  clearance o f  14 f e e t  for i t s  e n t i r e  
wid th  and length,  i nc lud ing  turnouts.  A turn-around area which meets the requ i re-  
ments o f  the  f i r e  department sha l l  be provided f o r  access roads and driveways i n  ex -  
cess o f  150 f ee t  i n  length .  Drainage d e t a i l s  f o r  the road o r  driveway sha l l  conform 
t o  cur rent  engineering p rac t i ces ,  i ncl  udi ng erosion con t ro l  measures. A1 1 p r i  v a t e  
access roads, driveways, turn-around and bridges are the resoonsi b i  1 i t y  of the  
owner(s1 o f  record and sha l l  be maintained t o  ensure the f i r e  department safe and 
expedient passage a t  a l l  t imes. A l l  F i r e  Department bu i l d i ng  requirements and fees 
w i l l  be addressed i n  the  Bui ld ing Permit phase. Plan check i s  based upon plans sub- 
m i t ted  t o  t h i s  o f f i c e .  Any changes or  a l t e ra t i ons  sha l l  be re-submit ted f o r  review 
p r i o r  t o  const ruct ion.  72 hour minimum no t i ce  i s  required prior t o  any inspect ion 
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Discretionary Comments - Continued 

Project Planner: Randall Adams Date: August 3 .  2005 
Application No.: 04-0384 Time: 14:43:19 

APN: 107-571-01 Page: 8 

and/or t e s t .  Note: As a cond i t ion  of submit tal  o f  these p lans,  the  submit ter ,  
designer and i n s t a l l e r  c e r t i f y  t h a t  these plans and d e t a i l s  comply w i t h  t h e  ap- 
p l i c a b l e  Spec i f i ca t ions .  Standards, Codes and Ordinances. agree that they are so le l y  
responsible f o r  compliance w i t h  appl icable Speci f icat ions.  Standards, Codes and O r -  
dinances, and f u r t h e r  agree t o  cor rec t  any de f ic ienc ies  noted by t h i s  review. subse- 
quent review, inspect ion or other source, and, t o  hold harmless and w i thout  
pre jud ice,  t he  reviewing agency. ========= UPDATED ON AUGUST 26. 2004 BY COLLEEN L 
BAXTER ========= 

Cal.Dept o f  Forestry/County Fire Miscellaneous Corn 

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

REVIEW ON AUGUST 26. 2004 BY COLLEEN L BAXTER ==-===== - -_ ___  ___  - -- -- - - -- 
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December 15- 2005 

Da! id Robison 
Sirategic Conslruction \lanageme:it 
;50 Coral Slreet. Ste E 
Santa Cruz, C X  95UhO 

RE: Daughlers of Mary Help of Chnstians School. En\.ironmenra'l Application KO. 04- 
u334 

Dear Xlr. Robison: 

This lerter pro\ ides responses io the County of Santa Cniz leircr dated So\ernbcr I F. 
2005 regarding the application for amendment lo the use permit for the Daughters of 
Mary Help of Chnstidns School on Enos Lane. Our responses are pro\ ided belou. 

I .  \I bat ) e a r  did the school reach the 125-student level? 

The school has indicated lhat rhe 125-studenr I o e l  occurred at about the 1979- 
I980 school \,ea;. 

2.  H OM many cars nould  ha \ e  been used to s e n e  tbe school \ then i t  had 125 
students and estimate t h e  m e r a g e  number  of students  per car  at the rime 
there were 115 students? 

I t  i s  csiiniaied tha; there nere approsiniatelq 3.75 students per \ ehicle 91 the unie 
( 1979-1 980 scl~ool year) or approsiniatel~ 34 \ ehcles. 

3. Hob\ might the number  of cars estimated for 115 students  be different if 
those 125 students were being transported today? 

Seatbelt la\vc ne\\ limit the number of people tha1 can si1 in a vehicle 3 r d  small 
children are not supposed IO si1 i n  rhs front passenser seal equipped with an 
airbag. Ho\\.ever. that does not mean that the school cannot achieve an o-t'eral! 
student occupancy ratio of between 3 and 1 students per ~-ehicle. The \.chicle 
fleet rodal- consisrs of sport utility vehicles and mini-\-ans. Based on \.isual 
obsenations of \he \-shiclcs used in the currenl carpool- these jehicles consisi 
primarily of niini-\-ans and spons uti l i [ ) -  \-chicles. These vehicles c a i  sir up  to 0 
smdents. 
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Da\ id Robison 
December 15. 2 0 0 5  
Page 2 

3. Evaluate the benefits and drawbacks of stop sign control at intersections of 
Enos Lane and the side streets. 

Traffic operations on Eiios Lane \\'ere obsen.ed 011 Tucsda). Dsceinher 6.  2005  
from 7:15 ,434 to 8 3 )  AM. During this period. traffic generation by the school 
\vas conccnrrated u.ithin an approximate 5 10 1 0  niinute period. The \olunie of 
traffic carried on Enos Lane during peak conditions is lo\\-. hov.e\ er Installation 
of temporary traffic control de\.ices on Enos Lane fDr this time period is not 
recommended since school generated traffic does not create significant delays to 
side street traffic. 

Additional traffic control at the intersection of Enos Lane and the t u o  dri\.e\vays 
located where Enos Lanc. cun:es to the west is recomniended. At this location, 
Enos Lane curves from to the west and driveways intersect Enos Lane on the 
north and on the east forming a four-leg intersection. Thzre is no traffic control at 
this intersection at the current time. The comer sight distance between the north 
intersection leg and the \vest intersection leg is obstructed by trees and other 
vegetation in the northwest quadrant of the intersection.- The sight line between 
the west intersection leg and the north intersection leg is not adequate under the 
existin? no traffic control condition. Installation of a stop s i y  on the scilthbound 
intersection approach is recommended at this location. A modified W 4 - 4 ~  
warning sign plaque stating ONCOMING TRAFFIC DOES ?iOT STOP should 
be installed below the stop sign. 

Currently. do driveways become blocked frequently enough or long enough 
to create a safeh hazard due to lack of emergenc? ingress and egress? 

Schooi senerared traffic does not block d n l e u  a!s frisquenrl? enouzli or long 
enough to create such a safety hazard. 

Please contact me i f  you ha\.? an? questions n , i th  regards to this infomiation. 

Sincerely, 

3 .  Daniel Takacs 
Principal .Associate 



- 

COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY FIRE DEPARTMENT 

OFFICE OF THE FIRE MARSHAL 
6059 HIGHWAY 9, P 0 DRAWER F-2, FELTON, CA 95018, (831) 335 6748 

JOHN FERREIRA 
FIRE CHIEF 

August 1,2006 
Sr. Charlotte Greer 
605 Enos Lane 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

Dear Sr. Charlotte, 

I have received the Emergency Preparedness and Evacuation Plan for the  Salesian School located at 
60.5 Enos Lane. In review, the plan meets t h e  California Fire Code section 1303 - Emeraency Plans 
and Procedures and 1303.3.3 Group E occupancies. It also follows OSHA guidelines for emergency 
action plans and procedures. 

I would like to review your traffic management plan and discuss how it will be implemented in case the 
emergency evacuation plan is put into use. 

If you have any questions please call me at (831) 335-6748. 

Sincerely, 

Loreen Borelli 
DEPUTY FIRE MARSHAL 

Cc: Chron 
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4/14/2006 

Program S ta tern en t/Mas ter Plan 

I  

* 

11 

111 

1: 

Opera t ion  of Salesian School (K-8) including the following: 
A .  Kindergarten through 8* Grade (currently 205 students, but to be capped at 250)  
B .  Parent Meetings - 5 times per year in the evening 
C.  All-in-One Day - once per year in from I Oam -2pm 
D. Back-to-School Night - once per year in September 
E. Grandparents’ Day - once per year in October or November (755 +students/staff) 
F. School Masses - 2 2  per month 
G. Schoolday Morning Breakfasts - 4 times per year (any net proceeds to Catholic foreign missions) 
H.  Parent-Teacher Conferences - two 3-day sessions per year (November and March 1 pni-6pm; with upper grade 

families one at a time) 
I .  Science Expo - once per year in February 
J .  Passion Play - once per year on the Wednesday before Easter in evening 
K.  Kindergarten Promotion/8‘h Grade Bacca1surea:e Mass/Graduation - once per year for 3 days in a row in May 

(20-50+/- families) 
L. Remedial Classes - running concurrently with summer camp - 4 weeks in June/July (20-505) 
M. Designation as a Red Cross Emergency Location pending 
The studenis and porents par-iicipoie in outreaches such as: 
Toys for Tots (sponsored by the United States Marine Corp, the CDF and the Watsonville City FD); Food Drives 8r 
Turkey Drives (sponsored by the Second Harvest Food Bank); Letters to the Troops (sponsored by the USMC); 
“Adopt a Family“ (sponsored by Families in  Transition); Feeding the Homeless (sponsored by the Satellite Shelter 
Program through the Salvation Army); Visiting Convalescent homes (eg: Aegis.. .); collection for tsunami victims; 
collection for Katrina victims 

Novitiate and  S u m m e r  C a m p  including: 
A .  Days o f  recollection and retreats, such as St. Joseph’s Women retreat 
B. Prayer groups. such as the Tuesday Rosary group and a Catholic charismatic group 
C. Times o f  prayer 
D. Candidates - apostolic training (6 in 2006) 
E. Campers - typically last week of  June through the third week of  July 

Possible Fu ture  Needs: 
A.  An all-purpose room to use for PE and other school related purposes (This could be open on occasion for the 

local community upon request.) 
B. A larger parking lot 

There are olher missions the Sisters can? out f o r  the good of the people ofSonto Crui County: 
A. Teaching at St. Francis Central Coast Catholic Hish School in  Watsonville 
B .  Work at Valley Church (Our Lady Help of Christians Parishj in Watsonville 

I ,  Hispanic Ministry 
2.  Religious Education 
3. Summer Day Camp for disadvantaged kids 

C. Work with Migrant families at Pinto Lake under the auspices of Holy Eucharist Parish 

Also, our Salesian Sisters‘ stated purpose is to educate through “reason: religion and loving kindness” thereby 
strengthening family bonds and civic responsibility. We encourage ethnic diversity with almost a quarter of our 
students being Hispanic.. The Sisters also come from diverse ethnic cultures. Further, we  provide an affordable 
religious education to children including those of working parents and children of  single working mothers by 
offering our contributed services and helping families in financial crisis when necessary. 



Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
Tom Burns, Plamiing Director and 
Randall Adams, Project Planner 
701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4068 

June 23,2006 

Dear Mr. Bums and Mr. Adams, 

The following is responding to Mr. Adams’ questions dated April 19, 2006, a copy of which I 
have included for your convenience. Please contact me if you have any questions. 

I.  

1. A. 

I. B. 

1. c. 

1. D. 

I. E. 

I .  F.  

I. G.  

1 H. 

Operation of Salesian School including: 

School operates from 7:50 A.M. to 3:OO P.M. 
Children are dropped off from about 7:30 to 8:OOAM in the morning and are picked up 
from about 3:OO to 3:30 in the afternoon. 
We have a school extension program that runs from about 3:OO to 5:OOPM Monday 
tlvough Thursday, for students who remain after school. Attendance varies. 
No sports’ competitions take place on our campus, only sports practices for our school 
teams. Sports practices usually run from about 3:OO to 4:30PM. 

Parent meetings OCCUJ on a week night about five times a school year. Typically about 
45 parents attend, but some of them are both parents from the Same family. 

About 70 to 75 families come for “All-in-One-Day”. They arrive at different times 
between 10:OOAM to 1 :OOPM to pick up uniforms, to sign up for different volunteer 
services, to complete school forms, and to pick up the new handbook and calendar. This 
occurs once a year before school begins. 

On “Back-to School-Night”, an average of about 70 families, parents and children attend 
from about 5:OO to 8:OOPM. This occurs once a school year in September. 

Grandparents Day occurs once a school year in the fall on a regular school day. The 
students and staff are already on campus. Typically, 45 cars are associated with this 
event. 

School Masses are usually around 1 I : O O A M .  Besides the student body and teachers we 
usually have few parents ( I  0 to 12) who come to pray with us. 

The breakfast takes place between about 7:OO to 7.50- with some of the parents of the 
carpool and the children attending. This OCCUJS about 4 times a year. 

Parents/teachers conferences are staggered on three afternoons fiom about 1 :OO to 
6:OOPM for around 20 minutes per child. This occurs twice a year. 

1 
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1. 1. 

1. K. 

I L  

1. M. 

I1 

I1 

11. A. 

11. B. 

11. c. 
11. D. 

Parents meetings are general meetings as described on I B. 

Science Expo is held for grades 5-8 every other year, with an attendance of about 40 to 
45 families from about 6:OO to 8:OO PM. In the past, this was held every year in 
February. This year we did not have this event. 

Kinder promotion is during school time, in the morning from about 9:OO to I 1 : O O A M .  
Parents and some friends come with about 20 to 25 families i n  attendance. 
Eighth grade Graduation occurs on a Saturday aftenloon between about 2:OO and 
3:OOPM. Parents and friends with about 30 families are i n  attendance. 

Remedial classes are in addition to the summer camp. They run from 1O:OO in the 
morning to 1 :00 in the afternoon. The classes are only for OUT students who need 
improvement. We anticipate about 20 students for the summer of 2006. 

The Red Cross emergency location is only in case of emergency crisis; in the 
neighborhood and local area. It will utilize the existing facilities until the state of 
emergency passes. It will not engage in any regular services offered by shelters. Red 
Cross emergency designation is not a use or an additional use. (If this creates a problem 
with the County OJ the neighbors; we will ask the Red Cross to decertify the school; but 
such a designation will be a benefit to the County and the neighbors.) 

Novitiate and Summer Camp including: 

The Novitiate can accommodate up to 20 candidates. For the last decade we had from 
zero to ten candidates from time to time. They are added to the resident number. 

Periodic days of recollection take place on weekends, either Saturday OJ Sunday. 
Participants vary from 15 to 40 in number. They use the chapel and cafeteria. 
In 2005, we had four days of recollection. In 2006: weive had one. There are no 
overnight stays on days of recollection. 
Retreats are on week-ends, involving overnight stays. This year we’ve had none. In 2005, 
there were three. The average attendance is about 25 people. 
Those attending days of recollection and retreats are requested to carpool. 

The prayer groups include the Rosary group which comes every Tuesday from 10:OO 
A.M. to 12:OO noon, of about 20 adults who gather to pray the Rosary in OUT Chapel, and 
a Catholic Charkmatic group which comes once OJ twice a month during the year either 
on a Saturday or a Sunday afternoon. They pray in our chapel for a couple of hours. 
There are about 30 fainilies, and they carpool as families. There are no overnight stays. 

The sisters and the candidates pray everyday, and use the chapel daily. See 11. B. 

See 11. 
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11. E. The sisters and candidates stay overnight. See 

- 
Week Residents Day Counselors Year 

2003 I 
2 

17 11 18 
17 32 1 1  

No overnight stays for remedial class students 

Total 
46 
60 
57 

I .  

/ * -  

23 
15 
9 

17 

15 
23 
22 

27 
1 /  I 26 

See 1.  L. 

30 6 
6 44 
5 43 
7 38 
12 57 
5 49 

There is capacity for up to 90 summer campers. Nevertheless, over the last tluee years. 
we had only about 50 campers of which approximately 50% are overnight campers and 

-I 

50% are day campers. (see below) 
The overnight campers sign i n  on Sunday afternoon and sign out on Saturday morning, 
unless they stay more then one week then they stay also on weekends. 
Dav camDers are here from Monday through Friday from about 8:OO A.M. to 5 :OO P.M. 

10 

~ 

We encourage carpooling for day campers. 

I I 
2004 I 1 

2 
I 

2 I 0 I 1 5  t J I 
4 

I .J I 
4 I I I 

I11 Possible Future Needs including: 

111. There are approximately 10 sisters living in the convent. On a periodic basis only, there 
are 0-1 0 candidates that live on the campus from time to time. 

111. A. We have no specific plans for the all purpose room. It may provide a cover over the head 
of the children for P.E. during rainy weather. If this is pursued, it will be subject to 
another application with the County. 

Ill. B. Unknown; this will be subject to another application with the County, if we pursue this. 

Sr. Charlotte Greer, FMA !y 
Principal 
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qumber of Vehicles Number of People 
Students: up to 250 
2005-2006 school year 
Students: 205 
Faculty: I7 (full) 

5 @ a 4  

Activi t y/Even t Hours 

t Extended day to 5 
PM 

7150 AM - 3 PM 

Frequency 
!006-2007 school year 
205 students) 
Zarpool: 45 cars 
reacher Carpool: 3 cars 
3taff wlchildren: 4 cars 
Zxtended Care: 1 car 
Jpper Enos Ln.: 2 cars 

55 vehicles total 
ip to 45 cars 

10 cars 
facultylstaff 

I80 dayslyear 
August - June 

School 
K-8th grade 
250 students max 

Evening 45 parents (typical) 5dyear 

2dyear 

Parent 
Meetings 
Parentheacher 
conferences 

Back to School 
Night 
All-in-One Day 

Grandparents 
Day 
School Masses 
Breakfast 

3 afternoons 

(20 midchild) 
I P M - 6 P M  

5 PM - 8 PM 

40 familieslday 

70 cars + facultylstaff 70 families Idyear - Sept. 

1 dyear - early Fall 
~ ~~ ~ 

70-75 families 70-75 cars + 
Faculty/staff 
15 cars (typical) 

IOAM- I PM 

ldyear - Fall During school day 75 grandparents 

School + 10- 12 parents 9-10 cars 11 AM 
I AM - 7150 AM 

2dmonth 
4dyear 
I d 2  years 
1 dyear - weekday 
1 dyear 
4 weeks duration 
end of June-July 

Carpool + 3-5 cars 
40-45 cars 
20-25 cars 

Carpool parents 
40-45 fandies ~ P M  - 8 PM Science Expo 

Kinder promo. 
8th grade grad. 
Summer 

20-25 families 9 A M -  1 1  AM 
Sat. 2 PM - 3 PM 
Both Overnight & 
Day 

30 cars 30 families 
Campers: up to 90 
2003-2005 years: 
Overnight: 9-27 
Day: 9-32 
Counselors: 5- 12 

(in residence) 
Students: 20-25 
Faculty: 2 

2003-2005 years: 
Day Campers: 
5-16 czs Camp 

Day Camp: 
8 A M - 5 P M  

Students: 
I O  cars (carpools) 
Faculty: 2 cars 
Weekend: 
11 cars 
One day: 
15-25 cars 
Rosary: 
7 cars 
Charismatic : 
25 cars 

1 O A M -  1 PM 4 weeks duration 
end of June-July 

2 weekendslyear 

Remedial 
Classes 

Retreats Weekend: 22 Weekend: 
Fri. PM-Sun. AM 
One day: 
Sat. 9 AM - 4 PM 
Rosary: 

Charismatic: 
Afternoons 

10 AM - 12 PM 

One day: 25-45 5 one day/year 

Rosary: 
every Tues. 
Charismatic: 
1 x-2xlmonth on 
Sat. or Sun. 
year round 

Rosary: 
14 adults 
Charismatic: 
25 families 

Prayer Groups 

N I A  Occasional trips only I O  (school year) 
15 (summer) 
(added to resident 
number) 

Residents 

Occasional trips only Novitiate NIA year round 
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Attachment 15 

Comment letters are on file at the Planning Department. Please call the 
Project Planner at 454-321 8 to arrange to view this Attachment. 
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Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(CEQA Determination) 

Public Comments 
on file with Planning Department 

(not printed in packet) 

Application Number 04-0384 
Planning Commission Hearing 

3/28/07 

- 1 -  EXHIBIT D 



Ccunty of Santa Cruz 
Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Attention: Paia Levine 
Subject: Salesian Sisters’ School-Application 04-0384 
Initial Study and Preliminary Determination 

Dear Ms. Levine: 
I have lived at 300 Enos Lane for almost 3 years now. We moved into what we thought 
was a safe and friendly neighborhood. In 2003 with a child on the way we noticed the 
amount of vehicles traveling on our private rural road to be in excess for the amount of 
houses on the street and for the amount of students that are going to the private school up 
the street. I thought it to be dangerous for my family and for my dog. We also noticed the 
speed ili which the cars drove to be unsafe for everyone living on and off Enos Lane 
especially those living below the school. 

I 

- 
/ 

In a friendly and neighborly way my wife and I thought we would introduce ourselves to 
the school and to discuss the speed at which the cars traveled past our house. The first 
few minutes of our conversation with Sister Maria of the Salesian School could not have 
been nicer. My wife and I thought how idealic our new life was and what a great 
neighborhood we moved into. Much better than Cupertino. We thought how great it 
would be when our boy reached school age how he could just go to school right up the 
street. When we mentioned the amount of cars and the speed at which they traveled to 
and from the school to Sister Maria the conversation quickly deteriorated. The Sister 
actually asked us why we hated Catholics so much and why we would want to persecute 
the Catholic Church. For hundreds of years Catholics have been attacked by people like 
us. That any pets and wild animals killed by traffic from the school was “Gods will”. My 
wife and I looked at each other in amazement. We only wanted the parents of the students 
to slow down. Being Catholic we could not believe what this Nun was saying to us. 
Immediately a wall went up by the school and we could not get answers from anyone up 
at the school. We tried repeatedly to talk to someone in charge at the school with no 
luck. Being new to the neighborhood we slowly introduced ourselves to other neighbors 
and we started to ask questions about the school. We soon found out that we were not an 
isolated case but this was the schools standard operating procedure. Welcome to the 
neighborhood. The school had been doing this to all our neighbors for years. 
Unbelievable. Our little home in the country was slowly becoming an unwanted drama. 

We started to do some research ourselves and became totally astonished how this school 
actually became into being and how the county allowed a private business to take control 
of a neighborhood through lies, deception and faulty premise. Unbelievable. We talked to 
our neighbors and showed them what we discovered and our beautiful neighborhood is 
united in our outrage at the way we all have been treated by the county, by the school, by 
those in power from business and all the way up to County Supervisor Board Members. 
All the way to Supervisor Board Members! The Board of Supervisor member had 
personal interest in the school since her child/children attended the school. 
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Please understand that I harbor no ill-will toward the school, its staff, or attendees and 
have tried to be on friendly terms with no luck. We have found some of the 
parentddrivers to be careful and courteous. This has been especially true when planning 
deadlines or when the county makes its appearance to our neighborhood. Once the county 
leaves the school reverts to standard operating procedures of high speed and limited 
carpooling. 

Reviewing the history of how the school was established we found it hard to believe the 
school was even allowed to be built in the first place. 

Please see Attached Chronological Summery of Documents marked A B C and D. 

The area in question was denied a building permit because the soil was deemed unsafe. 
Within several months a plan was approved to build a Novitiate for no more than 25 
persons including staff and faculty. How did this happen so quickly? How did the earth 
suddenly repair it self and now it was safe to build? 

A Novitiate is essentially a training school for Nuns to learn their vocation. A quiet place 
Nuns would pray. The Salesians never intended to have a Novitiate in the first place. The 
facility immediately became a school. 

The Salesian School has violated its USE PERMIT over and over again. The Salesian 
School has no intention of ever complying with any USE PERMIT it has been issued or 
any in the future based on their history. 

Since we discovered the all the violations of their USE PERMIT we have become a target 
of the school, the parents of the students, those with vested interest in the school, and 
friends of the school. 

We have been spit at 
Have had trash thrown into our yard by School Commuters 
Been yelled at and harassed 
Have had parents trespass onto our property and threaten us. Also had a parent 
refuse to leave our deck demanding a confrontation with my pregnant wife. 
We have has a County Sheriff pound on my Front Door at 8 am demanding why I 
was not walking on my street this morning. Have had the same Sheriff threaten 
me and my family and try to intimidate me. 
Have had the school lie to us and ignore our request for traffic control. 
Many of the residents have been brushed or hit by School traffic. 
Neighborhood pets have been hit and killed by School Traffic 

In March of 2004 the weather finally broke and became nice out. My wife suggested that 
we should start walking before I go to work to get some exercise and enjoy our rural 
neighborhood in the mountains. That it would be ftin to walk a block down our street 

- 3 -  



with our new boy in his new jogging stroller. How nice. We started walking and by the 
4(’’ day a County Sheriff stopped me 50 yards from my house and told me I was not 
allowed to walk down the side of my private road. My road. We were only walking to 
just the other side of our next door neighbor’s house and up Howell Lane. One block was 
all and on the side of the road. My road. He said he might arrest us for child 
endangerment. Child Endangerment! How dare him! We talked to our close neighbor 
Gary Smith, Fire Chief and President of the Aptos Chamber of Commerce and he 
suggested that we stop walking for a while. So we stopped. Very sad that we could not 
even walk down our own street because school commuters did not want to drive safe up 
and down our street. I can not walk down the side of my own street! 
That same week I went out of the state for 4 days to play an Ice Hockey Tournament and 
came home Monday morning at 3 am after driving 10 hours. At 8 am I hear someone 
banging on my front door and there was a Uniformed County Sheriff waving a letter in 
my face and asking why I was not waking this morning. This is nearly a week since we 
stopped walking. First of all it is none of his business whether I am going to walk or not. 
The letter was a slanderous and fictitious letter from a Salesian Parent stating that I was 
walking down the middle of road essentially playing chicken with my son in his stroller. 
Why would I? The Sheriffs friend attended the school. The Sheriff was stationed in 
Scotts Valley and he drove all the way down to my house to hassle me? How dare him. I 
love my son more than anything and I will do anything to protect his safety from anyone. 
The Sheriff actually came to my house and told me to watch myself. Next time he was 
going to take me in. For What!? We immediately called our neighbors to document his 
actions and quickly we had a group of neighbors in front of my house trying to defuse a 
rouge sheriff from his Gestapo like tactics. 
We notified Ellen Piere, the Current Head Sheriff Mark Tracy and others of his actions. 
We tried to file an incident report but. the sheriffs department refused to do so. 

One Sheriff who has become a so called buffer between the neighborhood and the school, 
Sgt. Slanick told us to document everything and to take pictures of any unusual activities. 

One evening I was coming home from work and noticed a car driving at a high rate of 
speed up Hames and cut in front of me driving up Enos in excess of 50 mph. I quickly 
lost him but I went up the street anyway past my house tosee if it was a School 
commuter. I could not fathom someone driving that fast up our road because he was late 
for a after school function. The car in question turned into the Salesian School. When I 
drove up to the Salesian School I noticed over a hundred plus cars parked all over the 
place and several hundred people and children having some kind of event at the school. I 
went home and grabbed my camera as instructed by the Sheriff and took pictures of the 
large gathering of vehicles. Since I was noticed driving by the Nuns said that I was most 
likely taking pictures of the children and might be a pedophile. How dare them! I was 
doing what I was instructed to do by the Sheriffs department and get accused of being a 
pedophile. Sgt Slanick can testify to this incident. 

-4- 

In three short years the Nuns have had parents point and yell at us. Have had a Sheriff 
threaten me and my family, accuse me of being a child abuser, a bad father, a pedophile, 



a catholic hater and it keeps going. Had a Salesian parent actually threaten my pregnant 
wife and refuse to get off our property. 
We have had just about every school commuter yell at me and my family if we are 
standing outside of our house waving and trying to communicate to us in their own way. 
Why can't we be just left alone? Do we have to move? Some of the School traffic 
actually makes a point of gunning their engines so I can hear it. We have tried to have the 
Sheriff department and the California Highway Patrol enforce the posted speed limit of 
15 MPH with no luck. Both agencies refuse to do so. The Sheriffs department will try 
and intimidate me but will not assist the neighborhood in curbing the schools speeders 
who endanger all the residents. 

Soon after we moved to the community we attempted to go to church at Holy Eucharist in 
Corralitos to be a part of the community. We even had our son baptized there. Again it 
seemed like an ideal church in the country. Soon after the Sheriff incident we started to 
notice that Salesian parents of the students who went to Holy Eucharist were pointing us 
out. We were quickly getting a feeling of being unwelcome. We have stopped attending 
Holy Eucharist. The Nuns are telling the parents one story, planning another story and 
their neighbors yet another. 

When are the lies and Gestapo like tactics of the school and their friends going to stop? 
They are not going to stop until they get their way, until they are gone or we are gone. 
They have no reason to stop since it has worked in their favor for 30 years. It is how they 
operate. Just because we caught the School, the Board of Supervisors and others in a 
huge lie why do we as a neighborhood have to pay a price? 

The neighborhood is too small and unsafe to have a school in its present location. The 
school has to be relocated and or closed and the land it sits on returned to its prior 
agricultural state. 
The School has never abided by its USE PERMIT from day one and for the Salesains to 
be given another pass would be a crime against the happiness and well being of the Enos 
Lane Neighborhood. 

APN 107-571-01 is not an appropriate location for a school for many reasons, not the 
least of which is the obvious lack of adequate access. In fact, if this currently permitted 
125-student school was to be proposed for this location as a new project today, it would 
likely be denied, in large part due to its single, narrow, windy, 3500-foot-long access road 
through a rural residential neighborhood. Lack -- of asecondary access road and lack of 
adequate safety. County staff is now recommending approval of alO0% expansion in 
enrollment of this very same project with no significant improvement to access and 
without mitigations that would effectively address the project's impacts. The 
recommendation is solely based on facts by consultants hired by the Salesian School just 
like from day one. The traffic counts, the Civil engineers, and consultants of local 
businesses are all hired by the Salesian School. Has any member of planning ever called 
or attempted to contact me about how any school expansion would affect me and my 
neighborhood? Not at all. Do they accept our accurate traffic counts as valid? No. This 
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makes no sense. It makes even less sense given the school's long history of consistent 
non-compliance with its County Use Permit. 
County approval of this project would also be extremely inconsistent with the permit 
denials and severe restrictions placed by the County on far more modest projects 
proposed by nearby residents. Even simple lot splits require higher standards than those 
proposed for this large project. If there is any reasonable basis for County zoning and 
development standards, there can be no rational justification for approval of a 100% 
expansion in enrollment for this school. 1 do not believe that it is appropriate for the 
County to allow any expansion in student enrollment at a school that lacks an adequate 
and appropriate access road. If any action should take place let the school abide by the 
first USE PERMIT 78-323-U where as a maximum of 90 students and carpooling limit 
of 25 cars per day and a secondary access road. Let them comply for the same amount of 
years they have been out of compliance. There is no rational basis for County to allow 
any expansion without first talking to the home owners who would be directly affected. 
Why does the Salesian Sister School get a free pass? Why does a business get a pass for 
aver 30 years? Who are they paying to get such a pass? Lots of questions I see 
unanswered. 

The County Required the school that the establishment, maintenance or operation of 
the use or building will not, under the circumstances of the particular case, be 
detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort and general welfare of 
persons residing or working in the neiphborhood of the proposed use or be 
detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or to 
the general welfare of the County. 

The Salesian School has become detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort 
and general welfare of me and my family. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Fidandis 
300 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 
95076 

Cc: Supervisor Ellen Pirie; Robin Musitelli, County Supervisor's Analyst; Steve Robbins, 
Sheriff-Coroner; Sergeant Christine Swannack; Mr. Tom Bums, Planning Department; 
Mr. David Lee, Planning Department; Randall Adams, Planning Department, Cathy 
Graves, Planning Department; Gustavo Gonzales, Inspector; Gary E. Hazelton, Assessor; 
California Insurance Commissioner John Garamendi; California Department of lnsurance 
Legal Division; American Civil Liberties Union and ACLUNC Free and Safe Campaign; 
Santa Cruz Fire Department Ron Prince, Fire Chief; Corralitos Fire Station; FMA 
Provincial, Sr. Sandra Neaves, Salesian Sisters West 
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CHRONOLOGICAL SUMMARY OF DOCUMENTS PERTAINING 
TO SALESIAN SISTERS SCHOOL, 605 ENOS LANE, CORRALITOS 

Revised 2-16-2006 

DATE 
4-18-74 

5-2 1-75 

6-16-75 
6-23-75 

8-6-75 

DOCUMENT AND/OR ACTION 
Environmental Assessment 

01 Developer Jack Wagner proposed 39 lots (1.46 acre 
each) on 57 acres; developer would be responsible for 
improving road @nos Lane) 

03 Geological: unstable slopes; seismic hazard 
04 Soils: highly erodable soils 
05 Water: area of prime aquifer recharge 
06 Fire: area of extreme fire hazard, minimum fire 

07 Inadequate road @nos Lane) 

02 Adverse environmental changes identdied: 

protection 

Planning Commission Staff Report 
*1 Proposal for 39 lots denied due to density and 

inconsistency of use with the general plan 
Proposed split into 4 lots: 

01 This proposal denied as it was not consistent with 

02 Stated that development of the upper portion of the 
agricultural designation 

property (where the school now sits) was not desirable 
due to geologic and seismic hazards 

Proposal for Novitiate 
Vegative Declaration 
9u hazards and adverse changes seem to have disappeared. 
HOW AND WHY? 
Planning Commission Staff Report 

01 Original novitiate would have no more than 25 Dersons in 

02 Summer camp would be for 6 weeks with 70-90 girls; '/z 

03 Petition for novitiate included 119 signatures, but only 6 

04 Page 4 - the resident and summer densities specified 

residence (includinn staff and faculty) 

kids would be bussed, % would be carpooled 

were neighborhood residents (4 dwellings) 
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8-14-75 
5-9-77 

6-16-78 

were higher than those denied in May 1975 (39 units on 
57 acres, or 4 units on 57 acres) 

e1 There would be 1 retreat a year (30-40 sisters) 
02 There would be no weekend retreats 
e3 Road would be resurfaced and widened to 18 feet - 
THIS NEVER HAPPENED 

PERMIT 75-600-U issued for Novitiate 
PERMIT 77-557-U to amend permit 75-600-U to construct a 
storage building 
An attachment by the zoning administrator stated: 
“The establishment, maintenance or operation of the use or 

building wil l  not, under the circumstances of the 
particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety, 
peace, morals, comfort and general welfare of persons 
residing or working in the neighborhood of the proposed 
use or  be detrimental or  injurious to property and 
improvements in the neighborhood or  to the general 
welfare of the County.” 

PERMIT 78-323-U to amend Permit 75-600-U to allow 
operation of school for K, 1,5,6,7,8 for a maximum of 90 
students. “Prior to exercising any rights granted by this pennit”: 

a1 Enos Lane shall be improved 
a2 Applicant will submit a plan for carpooling or busing to 

minimize school trafjic on Enos Lane (a plan was 
submitted) 

03 Applicant shall comply with County Fire Marshall 
conditions 

Planning Commission Staff Report, June 7,1978: 
01 Again, the above finding was attached: “That the 

establishment, maintenance or  operation of the use or 
building will not, under the circumstances of the 
particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety, 
peace, morals, comfort and general welfare of 
persons residing or working in the neighborhood of 
the proposed use or  be detrimental or injurious to 
property and improvements in the neighborhood or  
to the general welfare of the County.” The remedy 
stated for this findmg was: “This proposal will not be 

- 8 -  



5-2-79 

5-15-79 
5-16-79 

7-3-79 

detrimental to the area or the safety of the future students 
if proper conditions are applied for improving and 
widening Enos Lane, for restricting road use by a 
system of busing and carpooling, by providing 
emergency egress and by insuring the geologic 
stability of the site.” 

the area surrounding the school property was designated 
a critical fire hazard. 

02 A secondary access road was deemed impassable, and 

Traffic Concerns for approval to 125 students. “The safety of 
Enos Lane for resident drivers, pedestrians (public school 
children catching the bus) and the Salesians’ students is 
questionable.’’ Use Permit recommendations and conditions - 
staff recommendations: 

01 Road width (#1) 
02 Road maintenance agreement (#3) - there is none 

04 Bus 
05 Conditions to exmud to 250: 

03 Carpool (#4) 

1. Road widthhedestrian walkway 
2. Carr>OOl 
3. Bus to transport 50-75% of students 

Road concerns by Department of Forestry 
Planning Commission Staff Report 

01 Now the school has one retreavmonth (stated one/year 

02 Summer camp now 7 weeks (instead of 6 weeks) 
03 Discussion about anticipated expansion 
04 Page 4: Several commissioners opposed having 125 or 

more students; wanted secondary access road; had safety 
concerns; didn’t feel residents should be forced to 
improve road beyond what they needed. 

before) 

USE PERMIT 78-1539-U and supporting documentation 
01 125 students 
02 Continuance of carpooling 
03 Planning Commission Notes (5-16-79) 

1.  No secondary road access feasible 
2. Impossible for sisters to upgrade and maintain 
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7-3-79 

10-26-87 
6-9-98 

7-29-2003 

1-23-2004 

8-1 1-2004 

road 
3. Resident concerns - 5 omosition letters 

~- 

Supervisor Marilyn Liddicoat motioned to delete the Fire 
Marshal Requirements (deletion of road requirements, 
secondary access, etc.) WAS THAT LEGAL? 

SALESIAN SISTERS SCHOOL 
Rural Density Matrix - copies of previous permits 
Reauest to build residence for sisters 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST - SHE HAD A STUDENT AT 

Letter from County to Salesian Sisters School regarding 
alleged building, zoning, or environmental code violations 
Investigation Findings and General Instructions on How to 
Correct the Emergency Access and Evacuation Violations 
and the Over-Enrollment Use Permit Violation 
The Salesian Sisters School was found to be: 

01 Violating the Fire Marshal’s access requirements: 
“emergency and evacuation access around the rear of the 
school is routinely obstructed during school commute 
hours .” 

02 Increasing tr&c: “It is clear that the number of vehicles 
driving students to and from school has increased 
sigmficantly since 1979 with the increase in student 
enrollment. ” 

03 Decreasing safety: “The increase in enrollment beyond 
the allowed enrollment level has added traflic to Enos 
Lane and the internal circulation roads withtn the school 
which has compounded the emergency access and 
evacuation issues identified by the Fire Department. 

e4 Violating Use Permit 78-1539-U by exceeded allowed 
student population (125) by at least 80 students. “Over 
enrollment at the school has contributed to increased 
traf5c on Enos Lane.’’ 

Use Permit Amendment Application 
The Salesian Sisters School is seeking to: 

01 Increase student enrollment to from 125 to 250 students 
e2 Construct a parking lot 
03 Widen Enos Lane 

- 1 0 -  



February 25,2006 

County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 4* Floor 
Santa Cruz, Ca. 95060 

Paia Levine, Environmental Coordinator 

Re: Application #04-0384 
Negative Declaration Comments 
Supplemental Comments to Letter of 2/24/06 

After review of the public record documents concerning the Salesian Sister School parcel 
APN 107-571 -01 , we would like to supplement our initial Negative Declaration 
comments. (Attachment A) of 2/24/06. The issue of safety and traffic has dominated the 
historic records for this site as far back as the original approval for a Novitiate of 90 
students (Attachment B). Somehow, the Novitiate/summer camp turned into a grade 
school K-8 which obtained a use permit only after it was disclosed that they were in 
violation of the original use permit . (Attachment C) All the use permits for 90,125,or 
250 students rely upon a proposed “non-optional” carpooling system administered and 
monitored by the applicant. The proposed Negative Declaration mitigation recommends a 
I04 trip (52 vehicles) limit in the morning. This raises the following questions: What 
would happen to the school children and staff during an emergency, since no vehicles 
would be on site (or very few). The Initial Study and other environmental documents 
designated this area an “extreme fire hazard” (Ca. Division of Forestry J. Rosasco 
4/18/74 Environmental Assessment Associates for Corralitos Estates CPUD). The 
Geotechnical Investigation of Bauldry Engineers of 7/04 (Initial Study 7) clearly 
identifies that “lower Enos Lane “ is located in the Zayante Fault Zone. It is stated in the 
report that investigation of fault rupture was not conducted because it was outside the 
scope of work for this project. However, they did identi6 the site “seismically active” 
with mapped “active or potentially active faults that may affect the site”. (Initial Study 7) 
In this same area, the entrance of Hames Road and Enos Lane , our own home and 
several buildings, roads, fences, and fields were moved, collapsed, and devastated as a 
result of the Loma Prieta 7.2 earthquake which occurred at 5:07 pm , October 17,1989. 
(See Santa Cruz County Earthquake Reconstruction Permit Files) This is not a question 
as to whether there will be fault movement and rupture in our area, but rather a question 
of when it will happen. You cannot feasibly design and build a rural country road for 
potential vertical and lateral movement associated with an earthquake. However, since a 
private school has previously been permitted in a high fire hazard valley and a 
seismically active area on a dead-end rural road that could become impassable, the 
Salesian Sister School is limited on alternatives for safe evacuation of 200+ school 
children .The conclusion seems obvious to us. If Enos Lane were to become impassable, 
the school would have no exit route. Rescue vehicles and emergency equipment would 
not be able to reach the site. This is only one of the reasons that the Planning 
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Commission conditional Use Permit 78-1 539-U (Attachment D) included a secondary 
access. During the public hearing in 1979, the Sister’s legal representative concurred that 
a secondary access could “be worked out” (Attachment E). Later, however, the Board of 
Supervisors, in 1979 at a hearing (without notice to the public that participated in the 
Planning Commission hearing) deleted this condition, as well as two conditions to 
improve Enos Lane with paving to 16 feet in width from Hames Road to the school. 
(Attachment F). 

Negative Declaration: Suggested Amendments to Proposed 
Mitigations 

> No. 3 Modify mitigation 3 to require the applicant to prepare an Emergency 
Disaster Preparedness Plan (EDPP) for the school for review and approval by the 
Office of Emergency Services and the Santa Cruz County Planning Director. 

> Part of the EDPP should require vehicles capable of transporting all students and 
staff in an event of an emergency. This could be accomplished by vans and 
buses being available during the school day and after school events. 

> No.3 Revise the mitigation for Enos Lane back to the original Use Permit 
Conditions of 1979. Paving the road to 16 feet in width, repairing the wooden 
guard rail along the open drainage ditch at the first 300 ft, of Enos Lane 
(Attachment F), and install 15 MPH speed bumps. 

> Require secondary emergency access: Either repair the landslide on upper Rider 
Ridge Road to connect to Eureka Canyon Road, or install a new road as was 
required in Use Permit 78-323-U (Attachment F). 

> Widening Enos Lane does not solve the safety problem and is not desired by the 
local neighborhood (see Petition submitted by the neighborhood). The Sisters do 
not have a right of way to perform road work beyond the existing road state 
(which is already 18 ft. in many locations). In a letter (Sept. 21,2005) from Mr. 
Burns, the Planning Director, refers to the applicants deed showing a 40ft right of 
way along Enos Lane based on an unrecorded 1883 Viewer’s Report which was 
approved by the Board of Supervisors to establish “this” private road. The 
application for this project has a drawing to show “Rider Road” in 1883.. In 
reviewing the applicant’s deed and the submitted road plans, it is shown that it is 
actually a fictitious road “over the existing route of Rider Road as re-aligned . . .on 
the center line of said Rider Road as the same existed on or about Jan.,l 1963” 
(Attachment G). A re-aligned road in 1963 is not the old Rider Road from 1883. 
Not even the Santa Cruz Public Works knows where the original 1883 “Rider 
Road” on Rancho Corralitos is located(personal conversation)! In 1979, the 
Salesian Sisters’ legal representative testified before the Planning Commission 
that there is only a 20 ft. right of way along the Tindall property. The facts are 
that this is the old 1930’s 16 ft. road easement and a 4 ft concrete drainage ditch 
easement along the western edge of Enos Lane as part of a land conveyance of 
our property. (The drainage ditch was installed in the 1930’s as part of a WPA 
experimental erosion control system that runs throughout this area). The 
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proposed development does not have a 40 ft right of way in this area. They 
testified and acknowledged a 20 ft easement for the first 300 f t  of Enos Lane in 
1979. This is why the original Use Permits are all conditioned for a 16 ft road. 
Review the application files and minute records of the past hearings. We are only 
giving you the facts that deal with the Negative Declaration Mitigations which 
deal with safety and traffic in our community. There is a great deal of 
environmental and planning information on record from 1975-1979 when the 
Novi tiate/Camp/School/High School was first discussed. 

Conclusion: 

This application should be unfilled for inadequate information and erroneous drawings. 

Solve the real problems, think of the safety of all of the neighborhood kids who use the 
local bus stop and all the kids way up the valley at the Salesian School. A disaster will 
happen at some time!!! It may not always be at 5:07 pm when the kids are home from 
school. Why spend over a million dollars trying to make a rural tree lined road into an 
urban street when that doesn’t solve the real issues? How do you evacuate a school full 
of kids if there was a wildfire in the canyon? You can’t wait for all the drivers to pick up 
their children. Buses and vans and a limit of total vehicles for special events to 104 (52 
vehicles) would solve the problem you identified in the initial study. Why a magic 
number of students triggers the need for a million dollar road is unclear to us. A 
reduction in vehicles for safety and traffic .management is logical , environmentally 
consistent, and conforms to policies in the General Plan for Rural Agricultural Areas 
where there is a Special Use like a school and would alleviate the concerns raised by the 
neighborhood. 

Summary: 

Unfile the application as being filed in error. 40 fi right of way does not exist and 
there was use of fictitious road alignment from 1963. 
Use conditions from previous permits as mitigations. Improve Enos Lane fiom 
Hames Road to the Salesian School to 16 feet, repair and restore guard rail along 
drainage ditch. 
Require preparation of an EDPP for review and approval by OES and the 
Planning Director. 
Require sufficient vehicles on site (vans and or buses) to provide safe and 
efficient emergency evacuation of all students and staff. 
Require secondary emergency road egress for evacuation vehicles from this rural 
school site. Either restore old Rider Ridge Road as a thru road to Eureka canyon 
or provide other secondary emergency access as was suggested by the applicants’ 
representative in 1 979 hearings.(see Attachment E&F). 

- 1 3 -  



Please evaluate these comments in combination with our initial letter of2/24/06 
(Attachment A). 
Please feel free to contact us to discuss any of the information we have provided you to 
reevaluate the Negative Declaration, or for other historical information related to this 
project or our Corralitos Community. 

cc: Richard Allen, Attorney At Law 
Ellen Pirie, Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Planning Director 
Randall Adams, Project Planner 
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County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
4h Floor 
Santa Cruz, Ca 95060 

Ms. Paia LeVine 
Environmental Coordinator 

Re: Application O M 3 8 4  
Negative Declaration Comments 

We are the owners of property at the comer of Hames Road and Enos Lane (AFW 107- 
3 1 1-04). We have owned this property since April 1977. We are opposed to the 
proposed Negative Declaration mitigations and the expansion of the students fiom 125 to 
250 by the Daughters of Mary Help of Christian (Salesian Sisters School). The Negative 
DeclaratiodProject description fails to properly notify the public that the applicant is in 
current violation of the existing use permits and conditions (due to a current enrollment 
of more than 200 students) and fails to identify the specifics of the proposed expansion of 
the school. i.e., what grade levels would be taught at the enlarged school of 250 students, 
what extracurricular activities are planned (for a high school?), and if the school would 
have weekend sporting events, etc.. These are crucial issues relative to assessing project 
impacts and appropriate mitigations. The environmental document M e r  fails to 
identify which Use Permits will be amended, what specific amendments will be included 
in the affected Use Permits and what existing Use Permit conditions remain in effect and 
which conditions will be amended in addition to the recommendations of the Negative 
Declaration mitigations . 

The problems associated with the illegal intensification (primarily traffic and pedestrian 
safety of our neighborhood children) have become an unreasonable burden on our rural 
community. The school has violated their use pennits Without regard to the law and 
without regard to the neighborhoods’ land owners’ feelings. They know f i l l  well that 
they are violating their use permits and have treated the whole issue in an un-Christianly 
manner. The Sisters have spoken to us in person numerous times and we have told them 
over and over that they do not have a right of way across our property, yet they proceed 
as if they haven’t even heard us. This is a prime example of what happens when a 
business is run in a corporate manner rather than in an ethical business manner. It saddens 
us to think that Sisters would behave in such a way to others. The current application 
which asks for a doubling of the size of the school is the perfect example.. ..it is an 
unreasonable burden on our rural community and the Sisters just don’t care how we feel 
and are proceeding with disregard to the law. 



Specifically the Negative Declaration concerns are: 

No. 3a: Fails to address afternoon peak periods 
> An effective monitoring program would be to adopt something similar to 

the traffic monitoring for Lonestar Quarry in Felton. 
0 The traffic engineering analysis doesn’t discuss conflicts with the public 

school bus (Pajaro Valley School District) elementary, middle school 
and high school bus stop at the comer of Enos Lane and Hames Road. 

> No intensification of use beyond the 1978 use permit (1 04 trips and 52 
vehicles combined car and bus ) should be approved. 

No. 3b: Speed bumps 
> Speed bumps at 25 MPH are too fast for our community. Installation 

of speed calming bumps at 15 MPH would be the only deterrent. 

No 3b: Stop signs 
> The mitigations call for a stop sign at Station 18. According to the 

Shemff’s office, neither the sheriff not the CHP can enforce Ca. 
Vehicle code on “private roads”. (Chapter 9.24). A posted speed limit 
for Enos Lane, including speed bumps should be 15 MPH. 

No. 3b : Road widening 
> The school enlargement requires the widening of Enos Lane and the 

removal of five mature native oak trees. 
No. 3b: No Right of Way 

0 The applicant is relying upon an 1883 unrecorded “Viewer’s Report” 
approved by the Board of Supervisors as a “private road” in order to 
accomplish the proposed road improvements, yet their own deed only 
refers to some unknown “re-aligned Rider Road” as of 1963. We (APN 
107-3 1 1-04) are not a co-applicant to this project; no forty foot right of 
way exists on our deed. 
The applicant’s consultant, Ifland Engineers,hc. acknowledged that no 
40 foot right of way shows on our deed (see Attachment A-sheet C3 “5,3 
of 7”). The applicant has failed to follow normal development 
application procedures of showing property ownership for the proposed 
development improvements. The proposed development is based upon 
an “assumed center line according to the engineering consultant for 
“Rider Road” on Enos Lane. No Recorder’s Book and Page describes 
the location of Rider Road in 1883. The County cannot legally approve 
an applicant’s development, including road improvements, on another 
person’s property; such action constitutes a “taking” and subjects the 
County to being sued for inverse condemnation 

We, in good faith, gave use of a 16 foot easement across our property in 1978 to 
the Salesian Sisters to accommodate a maximum of 125 students. The fact that 



they now have violated the use permit in no way gives them justification of asking 
for more development. 

Conclusion: 
Mitigate the impacts without road expansion, tree removal, or doubling of the 

school size. Limit traffic to 104 trips morning and afternoon year round and 
enforce the existing Use Permit conditions to correct the impacts this large illegal 
urban school has had on our rural 

354 Hames Road 
Corralitos, Ca 95076-0207 

cc: Ellen Pine, Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Planning Director 
Randall Adams, Project Planner 
Richard H. Allen, Attorney At Law 
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LOCATION OF USE 

ERMITTED USE 

.- 

1 I' -) 
NOTE: APPL;ICANT..MUST SIm, 

~ ACCEPTING CDNDITIONSZ OR PERMIT SANTA CRUZ COUNTY ZONING ADMINISTRATOR 



Sen t  Bv:  BACHAN S K l L L l L U n N ;  uu I I LC""'r I . ... L.. 

I 

ZOUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 

usx I 

I 

1 -PERMITa 

1 NUMBER 7 ? - 2 2 3 -  ' 1 

LOCATION OF USE O n  the west  s lBe of Enos Lsno about 1 cdle north of Hsnes Zoad, 
Corralitos Area. 

PERMITTEO US€ Was Permit to amen3 Use P e r m i t  NO, 95-600-0 by allowing the 
. , - operation of a school  (in existing buildlngzi) for grades X ,  

1, 5 ,  6, 7 ,  and 8 for 3 maxinumtotal of 90 students, etubject 
to the following condi t ionsr  

Pr ior  to oxurcis ing any r ights  granted by th i s  p ~ - P i t :  

1. E m s  Iano s h a l l  be improved per E x h i b i t  A. The f irst  300 f e a t  
of Enos Lano shall be widened to 16 foet in w i d t h  w i t h  oil and 
eczcenings over 5 inches of Sase.rock. 
provided for t;is dxainago d i t c h  along Eha west sido of Z w s  
Lane, 

A barrior shall be 

s~bj0c-t: to CRA Director r e v i e w  and approval. 

It ia the i n t e n t  of the plan to minimize school t r a f f i c  on TIIO:~ 
Lane. 
operation of the Gchool. 

The sIqroved 2 1 ~ ~ 3  s h a l l  r s d n  in effect during thc 

3. The applicant a3811 place a standard stop sign on Enas f.ane 
at i t s  intorsection w i t h  Manes Road. 

PIN 6 
Rev. 6/75 - NOTE .THIS IS NOT A BUILDING PERWT. 



I 
-4 by (See attached findings.) 
Planning ~ s s i o n  

5/26/79.St~tff. Recomnendation: Approval of use permit to  allow expansion o f  school t o  100 stl  

a b  ( g r a d e K - 8 )  ' d ~ ~ 9 ' / 1 9 7 9 L  I a - d U d a  125 students, -grades'K-8, with'the following 
80, anbsequent =-don to conditions t o  be canpleted prior t o  the b e @ M j q D f  

s rbool- ,yea+ W9-61& expansf on pg- $25 u) gudg&&_ 
, 

I 1. Enos Lane shall be improved t o  a minimm width  of l s f e e t  u p ' t o  the 
Salesian Sis ters '  driveway i n t o  the grounds. 

-ded by 2. The 16-fOOtwfde travelled roadbed shal 
P1 anning rock, class 2, w i t h  o i l  and screenlngs"sea1 'coat, and dn.engineercid:drafnagezplar 
C d s s i  on shall be submitted t o  and approved by the Department of Public Works. 
5/16/79. 3. Notorized road maintenance agreement shall  be submitted for Cornunity 

Resources' Agency staff review and approval ; '. 

4. Continuance o f  car pool, program. 

5 .  There sha l l  be no parking on EnW Lane blocking  the road when park ing  exceedor 
the 30-space c a p a c i t y  of the parking l o  

When more than 200 people are i n  residence, sewage clearance sha l l  be 
obtained from Envf ronmsntal Health. 

e.constru&d w i t h  5 inches base 

I '  
I ,  

b .  
. I  

, I  - .  
Added btj 

e .  

* L  
PlannLng 
C M 8 8 f  On 
on 5/16/79.6. 

1 .  

. P O .  

L ,  
GEORGE .DAVIS , for  S( SIAN SISTERS 
78-1 539-U 

t4a.y 2, 1979 

. .  
USE PERMIT RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONDITIONS 

ON MAY 1 6 ,  1979, THE PLANNING CaMMIssION RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF THE REZONING 
APPLICATION 78-935-2 To THB BCWU) OF SUPERVISORS AND APPROVED USE PEEU.IIT 
APPLICATION 78-1539-U WITH AMENDED CONDITIQIVS. 

_. 
- 2 0 -  
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I 

LOCAllON USE On the west s ide  o f  Enos Lane, about I mile nor th  of Hames Rocd, 
, Ccrralitos Area. 

. ERMITTED USE' Use Pennlt to allow expansion o f  school t o  I25 students 
(grades K-8) subject to the following conditions: 



Excerpts of S a n t a  C I  County 
Planning Conmi ss i  on Mi nutes 
of 5/16/79 Salesian S i s t e r s  

iilai n t a i  ned properly, and widened. 
L:I 80,000 I;lallon t a n k  and they feel they have excellent f i r e  n r o t , c i i . i c r , .  
asked the Conimi ssi 011 t o  a 1  1 OK Grades K-8 w i  tli con'ti nued Ci.irpcci7 i ii.4 a n d  t i l e  
hi gh school a f t e r  Enos Lane i s improved.  
road maintenance d i s t r i c t  i s  being established. Kr. Oavis reol-ik< t i i o t  i t  i s .  

Ray Amrhein i s  working on a maintenance d i s t r i c t .  
Lane is  a drainage way a s  well as r o a d .  He described the maintenance o?tions 
in order of cost:  
d i s t r i c t .  Commissioner Eberly - asked how they planned t o  solve the problem of  
width of the right-of-way. Fir. Ainrhesn replied t h a t  i t  i s  a 40' right-of-way 
past the Tindall property. Along the Tindall property i t  i s  Z O ' ,  b u t  there i s  
a possible additional 10' t h a t  could be contributed. Commissioner Rowe asked 
i f  there has been a n  estimate of the cost o f  b r i n g  the road up t a  County 
standards, has t h a t  cost  been compared k r i t h  other costs ,  and  k h a t  h35  been 
the response t o  these proposals. Mr. Anirhein replied t h h t ,  rougi??y sgeaki 113, 
County mai ntenance. costs twi ce as much of contract maintenance, s ~ d  assessment 
d i s t r i c t  maintenance costs three or four times as much. Cornmissioner Vori der 
-_ Muhll asked i f  there i s  a feasible  secondary access. 
a n d  i s  sure something can be worked o u t .  

Regzrdi ng  the f i  re h a z a r d  , t h i .  school bas 
ik 

Conmi s s i  oner- . - -. b t t l i ~ l  - -- - - - - L ; ~ . E I ~  i f - - ' ~  LI:L - 

. .- 
The upper portiGn of Snos 

private mai ntenance, County maintenance, and assesstxent 

Mr. Amrheiri thinks s o ,  

. i-' -. 

4 

Chris Enimy of Howell Lane spoke o f  her desire  fo r  her daughter t o  go t o  the 
Salesian S i s t e r s '  school a n d  of  the need for  maintenance o f  Enos Lane. 

Jake Head o f  €nos Lane s ta ted  t h a t  the r oad  i s  h a r d  t o  naintain,  because each 
winter damages i t .  The drainage problem i s  b a d ,  w i t h  50 homes 01-1 Enos Lane 
with drainage systems. There i s  a t r a f f i c  problem on the road, not only fron 
the school. He i s  reluctant t o  improve the road, since heavy eqliipaent i;as 
ruined i t  in the past .  Regarding the I S 0  f i r e  r a t ing .  i t  was gr&,nted vii t h  
a Salsi puedes tanker present whi ch i s no t  always there.  
asked i f  the area pays in to  a drainage d i s t r i c t .  Mr. Head replied they did 
not; the County twice cleaned o u t  the drainage d i t ch ,  b u t  will n o t  do i t  anymore. 

Conmi ss i  _- oner Gctthol G 

Monica Baronovich, a 7 t h  grader a t  the Salesian S i s t e r s '  School, told the 
Commission how pleased she i s  w i t h  her education a t  the school. 

LE-s S t r n a d ,  who l ives  a t  the corner o f  Enos Lane and  Hames Roads, s ta ted t h a t  
the Sis ters  are an asset  t o  the conmnity,  b u t  he does no t  believe t h e  h i g h  
school should be approved and  wonders how inany t r a  f f i  c- i nducing school-related 
acti  vi t i  es a h i g h  school would generate. Regardi n g  the r o a d  , carpool i ns has 
been working. 
Di s t r i c t ,  b u t  they no longer tnai ntai ti t h 2  drainage ditches . 
i s  on the i r  property a n d  Tindall ' s  property, b u t  they were n o t  c ~ n t a c t e d  f o r  
regarding a n  assessment disti-i c t ,  a n d  are  :vondering how i t  would work.  They 
agree t h a t  secondary access i s  necessJry. 

S is te r  Cesira, principal of the school , s t a t ed  t h a t  the high scnwl would  be a 
small g i r l s '  h i g h  school program. The school does not want student t r a f f i c  
a n d  they do not t h i n k  they can offer  t raff ic- inducing programs. ?hey q o t  very  
good cooperation wi t h  t h e i r  carpool program a n d  parent meeti nos 3re smsgered 
so a l l  do not a r r ive  a t  once. Commissioner Eberly asked where the expansion o f  
the school w i l l  s top. 
t o  expand t o  a large school ; there are no plans beyond w h a t  i s  here i n  these 
appli cations. Commi ssi oner Von der Muhll asked about summer camp. Si  s t e r  Cesi  r a  

Regardi ng drai nage, they pay in to  the  Resource Conservation 
The r i  ght-of-way 

S i s t e r  Cesira explained that f inancial ly  i t  i s  n o t  possjble 

- 2 2 -  



ZBLJNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 

us s 

-PERMITI 

PERMITTED USE was Permit tD amen3 use Permit NO. 75-600-0 by allowing the 
, operation of a echml (in existing bul . ldinq-3)  for grades K, 

1, 5 ,  6, 7 ,  and 8 for a m a d m u m  total of 90 students, erubject 
to the following c o n d i t i o n s t  

P r i o r  to o x u r c i s i n g  any r i g h t s  grantcd by this po-znit: 

1. E m s  Lano s h a l l  be improved per E x h i S i C  A. The f i r a t  300 feat 

. - NOTE .THIS IS NOT A BUILDING PERMIT 
P W  6 
Rsv. 6/75 



. (  , 

Plann ing  Comnission Staff Report Paoe two 
78-3234  

In August of 1975, the Planning Comnission approved Use Permit 75-600-U f o r  a 
noviatiate, consis t ing of a main bu i ld ing  w i t h  a chapel,. s t a f f  quarters, k i tchen  
and d in ing  room, and three dormitories w i t h  30 moms each, and t o  operate a six- 
week sumner camp for 70-90 girls. T h i s  present proposal will convert a portion of 
the mafn building, which is under construction, t o  classrooms, The entire 
development i s  located near the center of the 57.acres, 

In January o f  1976 the Board o f  Supervisors rezoned the southerly 14 acres w i t h  an 
apple orchard to  A-10 and rezoned the remainder t o  the FEC distrlct, The rezoning 
action was a condition o f  Use Perm 

A conditional use i n  the REC dlstr ict  i s  an organized camp, whlch i s  defined as 
''a site established for the purpose o f  rovidfng an educational or spiritual 

I t  is not clear that the intent o f  the above provision for an educational 
experience i n  conjunction w i t h  the REC district translates Into elementary school 
classrooms. In  fact, the Plannin Comnissiop may not'have yet made that inter- 

ase, the school use 
appears to  be consistent w i t h  the ,for the noviatlate and 
the condl t i o n  

The property i 'are'assigned 
a moderate surface rupture potential on the Seisrnfc Element.' I n  those locations 
the Zayante fault .Is deslgnated by the, 
On s i t e  the f a u l t  has an unknown surface ru 
the presence o f  Aromas sands which are easi 
placed on'.level areas on cut slopes and the 
t o  be great. 

-The ropert is about one e north of ham Enos Lane, which i s  narrow 
*(12-P6 feet! and 4s design 

the grounds of. Hol9;Eucharts 
meeting and transfer point.: dnty3Fire..Fbrqhal:.! has reviewed ', the bui ldlng 
plans and harrecoamended ap subject t o  sevenrcouditions.? About..3 miles f 
north o f  the site, Enos Lane connects-wf t h  Eureka .Canyon .Road through- Rider Road 
and with Fern Flat Road, Jhe-ri ht-of-ways 'uncertain: and the I roadway. 1 s ~ 

- i s  desfgnated a critical fire hazard due .to 

. - ,  L .  

c 

experience, w i t h  social and recreationa P elements and having a supervised program." 

pretation under the new REC distr 9 

does no t  appear 

* . .  
(See attached memo from s t a f f  geologist). 

' 8 ,  'I 

d Inadequate on the Safety Element. The ap llcant is  
proposin t o  widen portions 07 Enos Lane and provide turnouts (see attac R ed 
ExhM t. R ). . T h e ~ ~ p l I c n n t  :.1 

unpaved and impassible during w4 nter months 

f k m I 1  es !ywth on Corral I tos - Road as a 
-a. -s~stern,,of busing/car ~ q o l l n g  using 

area. surrounding .the-propeW 
ble vegetation and steep s ~ o ~ e s .  f- 

. . -  . -  
1 ,  

Y .  



RECOHDED AT THE REQUEST 0, BOO( 2554 
GUARANTEE LAND TITLE COMPANY 

WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO 

DAUGHTERS O F  MARY HELP OF CHRISTIANS 
c/o G ,  W .  DAVIS, I N C .  
2600 E a s t  Lake Avenue 
Watsonv i l l e ,  California 95076 
MAIL FUTURE TAX STATEMENTS TO 
GRANTEE 
Above Address 

(INDIVIDUAL) 

Order No. 
Escrow No. 13374 DJM 

RECORDER'S USE ONLY 1 

DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX S 220.00 
Computed on full value of the property conveyed, or 
Computed on full value, less liens and encumbrances 

remaining thereon at the time of the sale, or 
0 Computed on a consideration less than S100.00 

~~ 

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, 

GEORGE P. LEONARD and W I L M A  LEONARD, h i s  wife, 

GRANT(S) TO 

DAUGHTERS OF MARY HELP OF CHRISTIANS 

that real property in the 

?ARCEL 0:z : 

6 **0.220.00 

, State of California. described as: _ _  - 
Countyof S a n t a  Cruz 

_ _  

' 

SEG1:JNING a t  a s t a k e  marked "S" a t  t h e  Northwest  zorner of the t r ac t  of l a n d  of :Jancy 
' French, h e r e t o f o r e  known as t h e  Flathews T r a c t ;  t h e n c e  due South 26 45/100 c h a i n s  to  a 

stake lO....(I 

I s t a k e  "S" on t h e  West boundary of a t r ac t  of l a n d  conveyed t o  T e r e s a  S. Gonzales  by 
George k'alker by Deed d a t e d  October  31st,  1883, and r e c o r d e d  i n  s a i d  County Records of 
2eeds: V o l u m e  36 a t  Pase 339; thence Xorth loo West -16 78/100 chains to post '%" in 
fencc on Eastern boundary of l and  o f  Mrs. Hussey; t h e n c e  S o r t h  25"  E a s t  7 47/100 c h a i n s  
a l o n g  the Eastern boundary o f  s a i d  Hussey l a n d  to a s t a k e  "S" i n  f e n c e ;  t h e n c e  l e a v i n g  
l a s t  naried boundary East 25 70/100 c h a i n s  to t h e  p l a c e  o f  b e g i n n i n g ,  c o n t a i n i n g  an area 
o f  67 SSZ/lOOO a c r e s ,  more o r  less ,  and b e i n g  t h e  N o r t h  p a r t  of t h e  t rac t  o f  l a n d  conveyed 
t o  s a i d  Teresa L .  Gonza les ,  by said Walker by  the deed h e r e i n b e f o r e  mentioned.  

.-.. , t h e  Southwest c o r n e r  of s a i d  t r a c t ;  t h e n c e  Xor th  83" West 26 12 /100  c h a i n s  t o  

I ' 

LSCXPTI:X TIIEREFROI-1 a l l  t h a t  p o r t i c n  t h e r e o f  l y i n g  E a s t e r l y  of t h e  c e n t e r l i n e  of "Rider Road" 
;f. F r i v a t e  road ,  as t h e  same e x i s t e d  on or  a b o u t  J a n u a r y  1, 1963.  

X S O  LIiCL?TL:;G THEREFRO;-I a l l  t h a t  p o r t i o n  t h e r e o f  d e s c r i b e d  as f o l l o w s  : 

,SF,C,T:INI:!C, a t  t h e  p o i n t  o f  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of t h e  S o u t h e r l y  line of t h e  p a r c e l  of l a n d  f i r s t  
hereinabove r e f e r r e d  t o  w i t h  t h e  c e n t e r l i n e  of " R i d e r  Road", s a i d  p o i n t  b e i n g  t h e  
Xor theas t  c o m e r  of  t h e  p a r c e l  of l a n d  d e s c r i b e d  i n  t h e  deed t o  W i l l i a m  C. McGarvey, 
et ux, r ecorded  August 28, 1963 ,  i n  Volume 1563 of O f f i c i a l  Records ,  a t  page 8 7 ,  San ta  
C r u z  County Records;  r u n n i n g  thence  a l o n g  s a i d  S o u t h e r l y  l i n e ,  X o r t h  83" 00' West 375 f e e t ,  
mre  o r  i e s s ,  to a p o i n t  which b e a r s  Sou th  81' 58' West 404.56 feet and 3orth 3" 59' 30" 
"est  165 f e e t ,  more or less, from t h e  Southr--* comer of t h e  p a r c e l  of l a n d  d e s c r i b e d  i n  
said Deed t o  XcGarvey; r u n n i n g  thence  a l o n g  _ _ _ _  c e n t e r l i n e  o f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  t r a v e l e d  r o u t e  
o f  "Rider  Road", a s  r e- a l i g n e d ,  North 3" 5 9 '  30" West 11 f e e t ,  more or less, t o  an  a n g l e  

- 2 5 -  
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- * - - -  -- & - - - I  ".--- " L  A L U ' ,  L" -1. U . A 6 A L  " L  ,.LULL L U J O U  , -a I C  Q l l h ' L L U ,  * . I L L . .  J 4 -  _ _  
p o i n t  t h e r e i n ;  thence  c o n t i n .  -.ng a l o n g  s a i d  r e- a l i g n e d  c e n t e -  -<-ne ,  North 28" 5 4 '  Nest 

" ._ , . I -. . - -. . - - - - -- * - - - - -- - - - - -. - - . - - - 
141.21 f e e t ,  :;orth 19"  50 '  W e s L  199.93 f e e t ,  North  41" 27 '  W e s i  189.52 f e e t  and Korth 
7 "  20' 25" E a s t  12.21 f e e t ,  more o r  less,  t o  t h e  p o i n t  of i n t e r s e c t i o n  o f  s a i d  r e - a l i p e d  
c e n t e r l i n e  w i t ! )  t h e  c e n t e r l i n e  of s a i d  " Rider  Road" as t h e  same e x i s t e d  on o r  abou t  
January I ,  1963; runn ing  t h e n c e  a l o n g  t h e  c e n t e r l i n e  o f  s a i d  " Rider  Road" as t h e  same 
so e x i s t e d ,  S o u t h e a s t e r l y  and S o u t h e r l y  t o  t h e  p o i n t  o f  b e g i n n i n g .  

I 
,%So ESCEPT1:JG THEREFROI-: m y  p o r t i o n  o f  s a i d  " E i d e r  Road'' as t h e  s a m e  e x i s t e d  on or a b o u t  
January 1,  19G3 lying between t h e  N o r t h e r l y  t e r m i n a t i o n  of t h e  c o u r s e  set f o r t h  as 
":;orth 7" 20 '  25"  East 1 2 . 2 1  f e e t ,  more o r  less," i n  t h e  f o r e g o i n g  d a s c r i p t i o n  and t h e  
sou t i i e r ly  i i n e  of t h e  p a r c e l  o f  l a n d  f i r s t  d e s c r i b e d  h e r e i n .  

I;)\HCE.L Ti{-! : 

! 

.. 
BEI:IC a ;]art  of t h e  C o r r a l i r c s  Rzncho and bounded on t h e  Xor th  and E a s t  by a p r i v a t e  
road l e a d i n g  from t h e  Hussey Ranch t o  t h e  r a n c h  of J. F. E n n i s  and known as t h e  Rider  
Road, and on t!ie "iest b y  i a c d s  of Eussey, 2nd on t h e  South by t h e  I j o r t h  l i n e  of land fo rmer ly  
of J .  1:. L i i n f s ,  c o n t z i n i n g  a b o u t  acres o f  l a n d ,  more or  less. 

, 
I 

. -  - 

SUBJECT TO and TOGETIIER IJIT€I a r i g h t  o f  w::Y, 40 feet w i d e ,  o v e r  t h e  existing t r a v e l e d  
r o u t e  of " R i d e r  Road" t h e  c e n t e r l i n e  of which i s  d e s c r i b e d  as follows: 

BEGI??SIHG a t  a p o i n t  on t h e  c e n t e r l i n e  of s a i d  "Rider  Road", a p r i v a t e  r o a d ,  a t  tlie n o s t  
:<ortl ierly c o m e r  o f  "Parcel Two" h e r e i n a b o v e  d e s c r i b e d ;  r w - n i n g  theiice a l o n g  t h e  c e n t c  r l i r i e  
of s a i d  ' 'Rider  Road" a s  tlie same e x i s t e d  on o r  aboirt J a n u a r y  1, 1 9 6 3  i n  a g e n e r a l  S o u t h e r l y  
d i r e c t i o n  t o  t h e  l i o r t l i e r l y  t e r m i n u s  of t h e  c o u r s e  s e t  f o r t h  a s  "iiortli 7"  2U'  25" Last  1 2 . 2 1  
f e e t ,  more o r  less," i n  t h e  f o r e g o i n g  d e s c r i p t i o n ;  r u n n i n g  t h e n c e  a l o n g  t h e  c e n t e r l i n e  of  
s a i d  " R i d e r  Road" a s  r e a l i g n e d ,  Sou th  7 "  2 0 '  25" West 12.21 f e e t ,  more or less,  t o  an 
a n g l e  p o i n t  t h e r e i n ;  thence  South 41" 27 '  E a s t  189.52 f e e t ,  Sou th  19" 50' East 199.93 
feet, thence  South 28"  54' E a s t  141.21 f e e t  and South 3" 59 '  30" C a s t  11 f e e t ,  more c r  less, 
t o  a p o i n t  on t h e  North l i n e  of  t h e  parcel  o f  l a n d  d e s c r i b e d  i n  s a i d  deed  t o  PlcGarve;, 
ile re  inabove r e f e r r e d  t o  

ALSO SUBJECT TO and TOGETHER WITIi a r i g h t  of way, G O  f e e t  wide,  o v e r  the e x i s t i n g  r o g t e  
o f  "Rider Road" a s  r e- a l i g n e d ,  t h e  S o u t h e r l y  l i n e  o f  which i s  d e s c r i b e d  as beeinnin!: 
a t  t h e  mst Southe-r ly  t e rminus  o f  t h e  r i g h t  o f  way l a s t  h e r e i n a b o v e  r e f e r r e d  t o ,  and 
running thence South 83" 00' E a s t ,  375 f e e t ,  more or less ,  t o  a p o i n t  on t h e  c e n t e r l i n e  
of  s a i d  " R i d e r  Road" as t h e  same e x i s t e d  on o r  a b o u t  J a n u a r y  1, 1963 .  

ALSO TOGETHEK WITH a Right  o f  Way over "Rider Rnad", a privaee  r o a d ,  4 0  f ee t  wide, from 
the  Sout I i eas te r ly  t e rminus  of t h e  r i g h t  of way l a s t  i i e re inabove  r e f e r r e d  t o ,  S o u t h e r l y  
t o  I I a m e s  Road,  a County k a d .  

ALSO EXCEPTING FRO14 PARCELS ONE and TWO h e r e i n a b o v e  d e s c r i b e d  all r i g h t ,  t i t l e  and 
i n t e r e s t  i n  t h o s e  water r i g h t s  as d e s c r i b e d  i n  t h e  Judgment e n t e r e d  i n  tlie S u p e r i o r  
Court  of t h e  S t a t e  o f  C a l i f o r n i a ,  e n t i t l e d ,  "A. T. Enos,  e t  a l ,  P l a i n t i f f s  vs.  I.lARLOL'S 
I. KARLICIi, Defcndant,"  which was r e c o r d e d  November 1 9 ,  1949 in Volume 746 of O f f i c i a l  
Records,  a t  Page 435, S a n t a  Cruz County Records .  

i L S 0  EXCEPTIHG THEREFROFl t h e  f o l l o w i n g :  _ _  

!3EI?JG a w e l l  l o t  bounded by a l i n e  d e s c r i b e d  as f o l l o v s :  

EEGINNINC, a t  t h e  S t a t i o n  "A" d e s c r i b e d  i n  t h e  Deed from George D. Leonard ,  e t  ux ,  t o  
John 5 .  l ' a te ,  e t  ux, r ecorded  A p r i l  1 7 ,  1 9 7 3 ,  i n  Volume 2303 o f  O f f i c i a l  Records, a t  Page 
4 2 7 ,  Santa  Cruz County Records;  runn ing  t h e n c e  Xorth  21" 3 3 '  E a s t  31.92 feet  t o  t h e  
E a s t e r n  c o r n e r  o f  s a i d  w e l l  l o t  f rom which a 1 / 2  i n c h  p i p e  "LS 2265" bears North  30" 
GO' W e s t  1 3 . 3 3  f e e t  d i s t a n t ;  t h e n c e  North  30" 00' West 40.00 feet t o  a 1 / 2  i n c h  p i p e  
"LS 2265" at t h e  Northern comer o f  s a i d  w e l l  l o t ;  t h e n c e  S o u t h  60" 00' West 25.00 fee t  
to t h e  Western c o m e r  of s a i d  w e l l  l o t  from which a bored  and c a s e d  w e l l  b e a r s  South 30" 
00' Ezst 20.00 feet and North  60' 00' East 10.00 f e e t  d i s t a n t ;  and  t h e n c e  South 30" 00' Last 
59.85 feet t o  a S t a t i o n  "A" and t h e  p o i n t  of - 2 6 - n i n g .  
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300 Enos lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
February 27,2006 
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County of Santa Cruz 
Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Attention: Paia Levine 

Subject: Salesian Sisters’ School-Application 04-03 84 
Initial Study and Preliminary Determination 

Dear Ms. Levine: 

years would not be considered a very long time, but considering the events that have 
surrounded my home since moving to this neighborhood, sometimes it seems like a 
lifetime. That is, a lifetime of duress due to the nuisance deriving fiom our neighbors the 
“Salesian Sisters” at 605 Enos Lane and the business they run. These neighbors of mine, 
the “Salesian Sisters” may have a few women reside there, for a period of time, but they 
are actually all “temporary residents” with a Provincial in Texas. 

My husband and I on the other hand worked very hard for many years striving for the 
day we would start a family and buy a home in a safe, private neighborhood where we 
could set down roots and whereby our children could thrive. Moving here was a big 
event for us. I was with-child and not only new to the neighborhood, but new to the state 
of California. I was very much looking forward to moving to what I thought would be a 
progressive and intelligent state whereby we could all grow according to our dreams and 
our US Civil Rights as citizens of this great country of ours, i.e., safe, free and pursuing 
our happiness. 

We spent a lot of money purchasing our home, we pay a lot of taxes for it and we 
planned on spending even more money on fbture renovations to improve our quality of 
life and that of our neighborhood. We looked forward to being a vibrant part of our 
community. Instead, sadly, what I have found here due to the shocking behaviors of the 
“Salesian Sisters”, the administrators of the businesses being run there and by many of 
their patrons, resembles more wwll Germany, circa 1933 - 1942 or Selma, Alabama 
circa 1965. Honestly, we have been so maliciously targeted by them for solely expecting 
them to adhere to the law like everyone else is expected to do, (i.e.“pay to Caesar what is 
Caesar’s”) and to drive courteously on our road, that I have felt that burning cross on my 
j?ont lawn or that yellow star on my lapel for almost three years now. It is heartbreaking. 

During the summer of 2003, while they were conducting their illegal summer camp 
(their permit is for 20-30 girls bussed in and 1 retreat - not hundreds of day campers and 

I have lived at 300 Enos Lane almost three years now. I understand that to most, three 
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dozens of children sleeping over in classrooms called “bungalows”), I called to inquire 
about their trafic plan. By that time, I had already been run off the road several times 
while pregnant and walking my dog and at several different times of the day. I’d also 
been cursed at to get off the road by parents picking up their children. That’s right, told 
to get off MY road with expletives. I, at that time counted literally hundreds of cars daily 
commuting to and from the school from 6am until 9pm, 7 days a week. My phone call 
was not well received. My husband and I paid a visit in person to  get acquainted hoping 
they would welcome us and perhaps invite us to participate in a resolution to the problem. 
Instead we were lied to by a “Sister” Maria there and accused of persecution for simply 
requesting information. Left puzzled, I then made several telephone calls to the principle, 
Ms. Greer, leaving detailed messages. She returned not one of my calls. I was only 
called once, by the school secretary, who called out of amusement, just to harass me by 
pompously reiterating that the principle, Ms Greer, was in Texas and not available to 
return my call. Again, I was left puzzled by this bizarre behavior. I then spoke finally 
with the Mother Superior, “Sister Theresa”, and invited her over to my home several 
times for coffee and to talk about a solution. She was always very pleasant and agreed to 
my invitation yet then never returned a phone call or came over to my house! I really 
was beginning to wonder about the women up there and at first just attributed it to old 
age. We then also inquired if there was anyone on site to discuss this situation, yet was 
told there was no one on site at the school (with all those children there every day) 
responsible for the facility. Therefore, after no attempt was made by the principle or by 
the Mother Superior of the “residence” to discuss this situation with me and since there 
was no possibility for discussion with anyone on site, needless to say, I became very 
concerned. I called the Diocese of Monterey for help. That is where I was told that the 
“Salesian Sisters” up the street from me have absolutely no affiliation whatsoever with 
the Diocese of Monterey. I was also told that they are aware of the many problems 
plaguing the “Salesian Sisters” up on my road. I was told that they have received many 
complaints in the past and I was advised to call the County Supervisor’s Ofice, County 
Planning Ofice, Santa Cruz County Board of Education and the Sheriffs Ofice. Yes, 
the Diocese of Monterey evidently knew there was a problem and tried to steer me in the 
right direction, to which I am very grateful. 

It was only through reading the pages in the Planning Department that I came to see 
that the women owning the property at 605 Enos Lane have been terrorizing my 
neighborhood for years. They have been utilizing power like the Mafia, infiltrating high 
ranking officials in government whose child may be enrolled, manipulating the truth, 
deceiving the public, the County and the neighbors with their true plans for the property 
since they initially purchased it. They use intimidation and bullying tactics to quell any 
resistance to their plan, no matter how old or frail their opponent. 

They bought the property and requested a permit for a novitiate. The neighbors were 
concerned but agreed to that thinking it would be a quiet retreat for young girls to 
contemplate, never knowing that their builder would attempt to manipulate a right of way 
into the county plans that never existed before. Funny how just a couple months after the 
building was finished they decided to apply for a camp/school permit. What, no 
vocations that year? They just happened to build a home that could function as a school? 
The neighbors objected yet were bullied by deceit and greed. The “Salesian Sisters” 
lawyer at that time also had interest in the school and property lines and told the Enos 
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Lane residents he would shove the school down their throats. Those hearings were 
dominated by the “Salesian Sisters” creating drama in the hearing room. They had a 
parade of children testifling on how they loved their teacher “sister so and SO”, as if that 
should matter one bit! The transcripts are ridiculous and we paid for the audio tapes, 
which I have in my possession with every sordid word. The tapes also include the 
wording of the permit they abuse now and the implied continuation of the initial 
carpooling and bussing program. They made the Planning hearing into a carnival and 
exposed children to what I would consider abuse. They used those children for their own 
personal benefit. They used the parents as well by getting them all riled up with the same 
rhetoric and absurd petitions signed by people that didn’t even live in the vicinity to make 
a numbers game for the hearing. It was nothing more than an absurd show, one which I 
wouldn’t put it past them to try and repeat again here with us. Abusing their power over 
weak individuals and warping parents’ perceptions of the truth to their plan seems to be 
part of their agenda. Again, I find their business morals and ethics in practice so bad that 
it is truly revolting to me (and others). Nonetheless, the Planning department granted a 
temporary permit with strict guidelines. When virtually none of the guidelines were 
adhered to, the Planning Department did the right thing: they denied their permit. I 
reiterate, the Planning Department at that time did the right tbing: they denied their 
permit. The “Salesian Sisters” appealed to the Board of Supervisors whereby Ms. 
Liddicoat should have abstained since she had personal interest in the school, evidently 
her child was enrolled there. Instead, not only did Liddicoat participate, but eliminated 
the necessity of a secondary access road among other provisions that call into question 
the very legality of their existing permit to date. I wonder if the Insurance Commissioner 
or their Insurance Carrier was ever notified that there was to be no emergency access 
road for the children and staff at the school. Was the Health Department notified for an 
inspection? I don’t think so. Also, there is a little thing called FlRE SAFETY. It is not a 
matter of IF there is a fire; it is a matter of WHEN there will be fire. When there is a fire, 
it will bum fast there since the school is built on an area designated as an extreme fire 
hazard. In my opinion, it is tantamount to child abuse keeping children closed up on that 
hill the way they do with no way out in an emergency. They are literally playing with 
fire, playing with the lives in their care and playing with the lives and property of every 
single person residing on our lane. Thus, they have become nothing more than a 
nuisance. I can promise that when that dreaded day comes, if one hair on my son’s head 
is injured, or an inch of our property damaged, there will be billions of dollars in 
retribution sought. I will dig fiom the culprits at the very beginning of this mess all the 
way through government agencies responsible. I will dig through the “Salesians”, the 
Catholic Church, their insurance carrier and even the clients of the school who knowingly 
break the law daily by driving up our lane whilst over the number limit and possibly 
blocking an emergency vehicle or exit route. 

Once I contacted Supervisor Pirie’s ofice concerning this situation, the principle at 
the “Salesian Sisters”schoo1 began a malicious and irresponsible campaign against me 
personally. I have many documented occasions of her malicious attacks. A few of the 
examples of her personal attacks towards me are: whilst not knowing me at all, she has 
called me a “Catholic Hater” and other negative references to public officials and 
neighbors; she has abused her position to try and threaten my family, even my newborn 
child with false accusations to the law; while 7 months pregnant and in my home, she has 
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sent a parent representative to terrorize me, she has slandered the good name of my 
family, she has been instrumental in marginalizing my family from the parish church and 
she has abused her position of authority at the school by inciting hatred and aggression 
toward me and my family by the parents at the school. Because of her false witness 
against her neighbor - me, to her clients the parents, people with whom I am a complete 
stranger, I have been spit at by parents while pregnant and getting my mail; I have had 
trash thrown at me by parents while walking in fiont of my home; I have been cursed at 
by parents; yelled at by parents; stared at by parents; had harassing letters written to me 
by parents - complete strangers mind you; my dog was mysteriously poisoned.. . and the 
list goes on. These are the odd, shocking, strange and scary behaviors of the “Salesian 
Sisters” school towards my family, and me solely after questioning their traffic numbers. 
It has been a horrific ordeal. I was made aware that she was upset because she was 
attempting to obtain a permit for a new auditorium for the property to allow 
interscholastic sporting events. Perhaps my timing put a monkey wrench in her plan and 
she took it out on me personally. One would have thought the responsible thing would 
instead have wanted to begin attempts at compliance. That is what any other responsible 
honest, ethical and forthright business would be expected to do. 

So, the journey began, and to no one’s surprise that has dealt with our neighbors on 
605 Enos Lane, the “Salesian Sisters”, instead of trying to comply, instead of respecting 
their neighbors as themselves, instead of attempting a Christian brotherhood, instead of 
trying to meet with the neighbors and discuss a solution, they have continued their status 
quo and instead applied to enlarge their enrollment to 250! Almost triple of what their 
use permit was granted. It is trutfilly a shameful display of greed and disdainful 
business morals and practice. Instead of buying a few buses and re-paving our road as a 
good gesture after years of illegal use and abuse, they want to increase the number of 
vehicles. Not one single day has passed since this began that they have complied with 
their temporary decrees. NOT ONE DAY IN COMPLIANCE! They are making a 
mockery of the County Planning Department without a shred of respect. They may 
attempt to carpool in the morning, but the traffic starts at 6: 15. The busiest time may be 
from 7: 15 am until around 8:30 with a daily car count during just that one hour that 
consistently over their allowed maximum number and with drivers over the speed limit. 
Then the pick-ups start at 1 1: 15. This goes on all day long from 11 : 15 until about 5:30 
our road is busy with cars picking up children &om school. There are vans, SUV’s even 
a Hummer picking up one or maybe two students at a time. There has NEVER been an 
afternoon “busy hour” of carpooling in the past years that I have observed. Also, without 
notifling the neighbors OR the Planning Department, they have after school, 
interscholastic sporting events with a small league of private schools. I am sure that point 
was concealed to you whilst making your review. They also have many other events in 
the evening and weekends that they do not make public. They again are conducting 
business in the same deceithl, secretive, false and ethically immoral way that they have 
for the past almost 30 years. Look at this letter! We neighbors didn’t even get notice 
until last week of the review period! I have had to write this letter overnight due to the 
tight time restraint. What other secrets are they hiding? What are the facts concerning a 
retired priest that was living there for a short stint? Was he in contact with the children? 
What are the facts concerning his living conditions/departure? Were there illegalities? 
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I do NOT know why now the Planning Department would take it upon themselves, 
with our tax dollars, to devise a working business plan for them. Could you provide me 
of a list of other businesses that you do the same for? If one does not want to accept the 
fact that the “Salesian Sisters” deliberately manipulate the truth, then one must conclude 
that they are completely incompetent and unable to run a safe, trustworthy and lawful 
business. They are NOT forthright on any issue I have observed to date. 

say, that a good consultant, may have instead told them to save their money, and realize 
that they have run an illegal business for almost 30 years and made millions of dollars 
doing it. They made their money while running over the backs of the meek and elderly in 
their neighborhood - perhaps now it’s time to close the door. The “good old boy 
network’ is gone and we expect transparency. Because of the past infractions, I expect 
transparency in the County’s Planning Department concerning this issue as well, to 
include the names of anyone working on this project that may have a personal agenda or 
personal interest in it. Transparency also in the parents of students at the school that any 
hold government position in Santa Cruz County/Watsonville that may be putting on 
pressure concerning this issue where they shouldn’t be. There is a new breed of sawy 
owner entering this neighborhood and we are paying a lot of money for our privacy and 
rights. We would be hard pressed to allow our civil rights to be trampled on. We care 
about our environment as well and it is well noted here that the tr&c and school noise 
depletes the number of wildlife we have in our neighborhood. The noise and traffic is 
horrible to us humans, the wildlife here just runs fi-om it - if it can. I have witnessed 
parents’ cars running over small animals and salamanders in the lane here right in fi-ont of 
my house! 

If the “Salesian Sisters” want to enlarge their school, good for them! Why don’t they 
save us the drama and do the right thing - purchase a piece of commercial land on a 
public road - like other businesses do. Wow, doesn’t that seem simple? They may covet 
their neighbor’s land, but they can’t have it. A suggestion is they can use the existing 
property as a retirement home for their aged or impaired. There seems to be a need for 
that. Why would they be willing to spend millions of dollars for another 30 students? 
The tuition for an additional 30 students wouldn’t most likely cover the cost. Is there 
something in Planning to do with the number 250 that we need to know about? Why the 
magic number 250? Do they still have plans for their auditorium and sporting events? If 
they have so many rich and wealthy patrons who are willing to support them, why don’t 
they get together and buy the land for them. There could even be a Monte Sports Stadium 
attached in the back! Patrons could even have supporters’ signs and plaques or even 
statues placed in their honor. Maybe even a designated main entrance driveway named 
after them for their support. Just an idea I thought I’d throw out there. 

You, Ms. Levine, must do the right thing here and deny the amended permit and red 
tag the facility. You should make them re-file for a new permit of 90 students since they 
have never complied with their original. You should require them to re-pave and 
recondition our road due to almost 30 years of illegal use and abuse. You must do this 
NOW so the parents can enroll their children in a good school for the fall. Bradley and 
Rio Del Mar have some of the highest test scores in the nation! That’s right, some of the 
highest test scores in the NATION! Which again brings to question, why do parents 
bring their children to the “Salesian Sisters” school? Could it be for the religion? They 

They have paid a lot of good money for consultants amving at this juncture. I must 
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aren’t affiliated with the diocese and from what I’ve seen, they have nothing to do with 
the Catholic Christian ethic. In fact I find their business morals, ethics and behaviors to 
be downright shamefbl as a Catholic and an embarrassment to all religious Catholics in 
general. I most certainly would not ever contaminate my son in that presence. It can’t be 
for the scholastic properties because they aren’t noted for that either. It definitely can’t 
be for their diversity because virtually everyone I see driving to the school is Caucasian 
and driving an expensive vehicle. Is there truth in the talked about “white flight” theory 
whereby some don’t want their children to go to school with the troublesome Mexicans 
and Hispanics at the public schools? If so, then Planning should definitely NOT be 
involved in helping build such a business. Diversity is something California and Santa 
Cruz should embrace and be proud of! Deny, deny, and deny this application - then red 
tag this nuisance. They cannot be trusted to ever comply with any safety standards you in 
the Planning Department put in place. They have not shown good form or business 
practice k t h e  past mcl have never complied for any steady period of time in the past 
almost 30 years. Planning does not treat other businesses with kit gloves and I would not 
expect Planning to extend any favorable opinions upon a business that so blatantly 
disregards Planning’s standards on a daily basis to date. Deny, Deny, deny and red tag. 

We just want a safe and fiee place to live, which is guaranteed us by the Constitution 
of the United States. Brilliant minds agree and understand with this concept, in fact, in 
his latest online message, the present Sheriff-Coroner, Steve Robbins states, “I also 
recognize the community for their continued partnership in making Santa Cruz County a 
place where all people can live safely and without fear.” That is a profound statement 
and that is what my husband and I are all about. That is also what we, along with our 
good neighbors here in our little neighborhood on Enos Lane are all about. That is the 
kind of partnership we are asking of the Planning Department to provide. Please, help us. 
Just do the right thing, again, deny, deny, deny their request and red-tag them like every 
other dangerous and illegal business in the county. 

Sincerely, 

Dianne Castellanos 

Cc: Supervisor Ellen Pirie; Robin Musitelli, County Supervisor’s Analyst; Steve Robbins, 
Sheriff-Coroner; Sergeant Christine Swannack; Mr. Tom Bums, Planning Department; 
Mr. David Lee, Planning Department; Randall Adams, Planning Department, Cathy 
Graves, Planning Department; Gustavo Gonzales, Inspector; Gary E. Hazelton, Assessor; 
California Insurance Commissioner John Garamendi; California Department of Insurance 
Legal Division; American Civil Liberties Union and ACLU/NC Free and Safe Campaign; 
Santa Cruz Fire Department Ron Prince, Fire Chiec Corralitos Fire Station; FMA 
Provincial, Sr. Sandra Neaves, Salesian Sisters West 



ATTN: Paia Levine 

February 25,2006 

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

RE: Preliminary Determination of a Negative Declaration for Salesian 
Sisters School Application 04-03 84 

Dear Ms. Levine, 

We were surprised to read the county’s negative declaration on Application 
04-0384 and to learn that the Salesian Sisters School’s doubling their 
permitted enrollment would not have a negative impact on our 
neighborhood. The school is presently exceeding its permitted enrollment of 
125 by at least 80 students, and this definitely has a negative impact on the 
safety, peace, comfort, and general welfare of our neighborhood. 

We have lived at 270 Evening Hill Lane for almost 20 years. We knew there 
was a school up the hill when we moved here, however, it was (and still is) a 
school permitted for 125 students. Since 1986 enrollment has grown to at 
least 205 students and the resulting traffic and safety concerns cannot be 
ignored. We have made calls to the county and the school regarding unsafe 
driving, the large volume of traffic, near misses with pedestrians, and 
rudeness of drivers. The traffic situation worsened until neighborhood 
residents wrote a letter to the school and formal complaints were filed with 
the county in 2003. We have written letters to and met with school officials, 
Ellen Pirie, planning department staff, and law enforcement. No one has 
been able to explain why the school has been permitted to continue violating 
its permits while there has been no effective and lasting solution to traffic 
volume and resident safety. By entering into a compliance agreement with 
the school in August of 2004, and again in August 2005, the county 
effectively granted the school a new use permit and legitimized its violation 
of Use Permit 78-1 539-U without due process or public hearings. 
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The Negative Declaration Mitigations included with the Notice of 
Environmental Review Period are woefully inadequate to address traffic and 
safety issues in our neighborhood. When the county granted Salesian Sisters 
School Use Permits 77-323-U and 78-1 539-U, each carried a stipulation that 
a carpool plan would be submitted each year. Only one such plan was on file 
(1 978). At the beginning of each school year, morning carpooling is 
enforced, but the number of cars gradually increases throughout the year. 
There are even more cars in the afternoon with students staying after for 
sports or other activities. The school also hosts afier-school sporting events 
attended by other schools. Add to this special day, evening, and weekend 
events and meetings, and summer camp for 6-7 weeks, and it is obvious that 
the neighborhood is unfairly burdened. How can a carpool plan even by 
enforced? It should not be up to the neighborhood residents to count cars 
every day. 

At present, Enos Lane is adequate for resident ingress and egress. If the road 
is widened, we fear people will drive even faster. Even with a wider road, 
the sheer volume of traffic will block the road at times, especially if there is 
a large truck (such as a garbage truck) on the road. This definitely impacts 
residents in terms of emergency evacuation and access. In the late 1990’s a 
tree fell across Enos Lane and blocked the road for approximately eight 
hours. Had this not happened during the school’s spring break, the logistics 
of getting all the kids down the hill would have been a nightmare. Since the 
school is located in a high-fire-hazard area, a fire requiring evacuation of 
students and neighborhood residents could be lethal. 

Our neighborhood children cannot safely walk to the public school bus stop 
at Enos and Hames due to the heavy school traffic. When walking our own 
children to the bus stop, my neighbor and I were hit by car mirrors numerous 
times. Residents have witnessed many near misses when school traffic has 
passed other cars or mn off the edge of the road. Recently, a child was 
almost hit as a Salesian “carpooler” went around a school bus that had its 
flashing red lights on. We do not want to have a child injured or killed 
before this safety issue is taken seriously by the county. 

If a school of 125 students were proposed today in this location, it would 
surely by denied due to poor access and its impact on a rural residential 
neighborhood. Attached is a summary of county documents pertaining to 
Salesian Sisters School. It is interesting to note that the county even rejected 
a proposal for 4 home sites on that same property because the impact on the 
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environment and the neighborhood would be too great. One month later, the 
proposal for a novitiate was submitted and all hazards and adverse changes 
seem to have disappeared. On July 3, 1979, Use Permit 78-1539-U was 
granted, with Supervisor Marilyn Liddicoat (who had a child at the school) 
motioning to delete many of the Fire Marshal requirements for the school, 
including a secondary access road. 

It makes no sense to allow the Salesian Sisters School to violate its use 
permits or for the county to recommend approval of a 100% increase in 
enrollment when no mitigations have been proposed that will effectively 
address safety and traffic concerns. Individual residents who have built 
homes here, done remodeling, or proposed lot splits have been subjected to 
close scrutiny and rigorous regulation. Why would a business in a rural 
neighborhood be allowed to not only violate its use permits, but be granted a 
permit to expand? We look to the county for a fair, safe, and non-political 
solution to this problem. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Smith 
Barbara Smith 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

Attachments: Chronological Summary of Documents Pertaining to Salesian 
Sisters School 

Letter to Randall Adams, 10- 12-04 
Letter to Ellen Pirie, 4-23-04 
Letter to Sister Charlotte Greer, 8-25-03 

cc Tom Burns, Planning Director 
Ken Hart, Principal Planner 
Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Supervisor Tony Campos 
Planning Commissioner Dennis Osmer 
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CHRONOLOGICAL SUMMARY OF DOCUMENTS PERTAINING 
TO SALESIAN SISTERS SCHOOL, 605 ENOS LANE, CORRALITOS 

Revised 2-16-2006 

DATE 
4-18-74 

DOCUMENT AND/OR ACTION 

Developer Jack Wagner proposed 39 lots (1.46 acre 
each) on 57 acres; developer would be responsible for 
improving road (Enos Lane) 

Environmental Assessment 

Adverse environmental changes identified: 
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5-21-75 

6-16-75 
6-23-75 

8-6-75 

protection 
Inadequate road (Enos Lane) 

Proposal for 39 lots denied due to density and 
inconsistency of use with the general plan 

0 This proposal denied as it was not consistent with 
agricultural designation 
Stated that development of the upper portion of the 
property (where the school now sits) was not desirable 
due to geologic and seismic hazards 

Planning Commission Staff Report 

Proposed split into 4 lots: 

Proposal for Novitiate 
Negative Declaration 
All hazards and adverse changes seem to have disappeared. 
HOW AND WHY? 
Planning Commission Staff Report 

Original novitiate would have no more than 25 persons 
in residence (including staff and faculw) 
Summer camp would be for 6 weeks with 70-90 girls; ?4 
kids would be bussed, '/2 would be carpooled 
Petition for novitiate included 119 signatures, but only 6 
were neighborhood residents (4 dwellings) 
Page 4 - the resident and summer densities specified 
were higher than those denied in May 1975 (39 units on 



8-14-75 
5-9-77 

6-16-78 

~ ~~ ~~ 

57 acres, or 4 units on 57 acres) 
There would be 1 retreat a year (30-40 sisters) 
There would be no weekend retreats 
Road would be resurfaced and widened to 18 feet - 
THIS NEVER HAPPENED 

PERMIT 75-600-U issued for Novitiate 
PERMIT 77-557-U to amend permit 75-600-U to construct a 
storage building 
An attachment by the zoning administrator stated: 
“The establishment, maintenance o r  operation of the use or 

building will not, under the circumstances of the 
particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety, 
peace, morals, comfort and general welfare of persons 
residing o r  working in the neighborhood of the proposed 
use or be detrimental or injurious to property and 
improvements in the neighborhood o r  to the general 
welfare of the Countv.” 

PERMIT 78-323-U to amend Perrnit 75-600-U to allow 
operation of school for K,1,5,6,7,8 for a maximum of 90 
students. “Prior to exercising any rights granted by this 
permit”: 

Enos Lane shall be improved 
Applicant will submit a plan for carpooling or busing to 
minimize school traffic on Enos Lane (a plan was 
submitted) 
Applicant shall comply with County Fire Marshall 
conditions 

Planning Commission Staff Report, June 7,1978: 
Again, the above finding was attached: “That the 
establishment, maintenance or operation of the use 
or  building will not, under the circumstances of the 
particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety, 
peace, morals, comfort and general welfare of 
persons residing o r  working in the neighborhood of 
the proposed use or  be detrimental or injurious to 
property and improvements in the neighborhood or 
to the general welfare of the County.” The remedy 
stated for this finding was: “This proposal will not be 
detrimental to the area or the safety of the future 
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5-2-79 

5-15-79 
5-1 6-79 

7-3-79 

students if proper conditions are applied for improving 
and widening Enos Lane, for restricting road use by a 
system of busing and carpooling, by providing 
emergency egress and by insuring the geologic 
stability of the site.” 

0 A secondary access road was deemed impassable, and 
the area surrounding the school property was designated 
a critical fire hazard. 

~ ~~ 

Traffic Concerns for approval to 125 students. “The safety of 
Enos Lane for resident drivers, pedestrians (public school 
children catching the bus) and the Salesians’ students is 
questionable.” Use Permit recommendations and conditions - 
staff recommendations: 

Road width (#1) 
Road maintenance agreement (#3) - there is none 

Bus 
0 Conditions to expand to 250: 

1. Road widtWpedestrian walkway 
2. Carpool 
3. Bus to transport 50-75% of students 

Carpool (#4) 

Road concerns by Department of Forestry 
Planning Commission Staff Report 

Now the school has one retreadmonth (stated one/year 
before) 

0 Summer camp now 7 weeks (instead of 6 weeks) 
Discussion about anticipated expansion 
Page 4: Several commissioners opposed having 125 or 
more students; wanted secondary access road; had safety 
concerns; didn’t feel residents should be forced to 
improve road beyond what they needed. 

USE PERMIT 78-1 539-U and supporting documentation 
125 students 
Continuance of carpooling 
Planning Commission Notes (5-1 6-79) 

1. No secondary road access feasible 
2. Impossible for sisters to upgrade and maintain 

3. Resident concerns - 5 opposition letters 
road 
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7-3-79 

10-26-87 
6-9-98 

7-29-03 

1-23-04 

8-4-04 
and 

8-24-05 

~~ ~~ 

Supervisor Marilyn Liddicoat motioned to delete the Fi re  
Marshal  Requirements (deletion of road requirements, 
secondary access, etc.) WAS THAT LEGAL? 

SALESIAN SISTERS SCHOOL 
Rura l  Density Matrix - copies of previous permits 
Reauest  to build residence for sisters 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST - SHE HAD A STUDENT A T  

Letter  from County to Salesian Sisters School regarding 
alleged building, zoning, or environmental code violations 
Investigation Findings and General Instructions on How to 
Correct  the Emergency Access and  Evacuation Violations 
and  the Over-Enrollment Use Permit  Violation 
The Salesian Sisters School was found to be: 

Violating the Fire Marshal’s access requirements: 
“emergency and evacuation access around the rear of 
the school is routinely obstructed during school 
commute hours.” 
Increasing traffic: “It is clear that the number of vehicles 
driving students to and from school has increased 
significantly since 1979 with the increase in student 
enrollment.” 
Decreasing safety: “The increase in enrollment beyond 
the allowed enrollment level has added traffic to Enos 
Lane and the internal circulation roads within the school 
which has compounded the emergency access and 
evacuation issues identified by the Fire Department. 
Violating Use Permit 78-1 539-U by exceeded allowed 
student population (125) by at least 80 students. “Over 
enrollment at the school has contributed to increased 
traffic on Enos Lane.” ~ - ~~ 

Compliance Agreements between County and Salesian 
Sisters School 

0 Student enrollment not to exceed 205 students 
0 50 cars total during peak commute periods 

School is not required to comply with existing permits, 
or even apply for a permit to have 205 students 
School must submit application for 250 students 
County has effectively granted school a new use permit 
without due Drocess or public hearings 
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8-11-04 Use Permit Amendment Application 
The Salesian Sisters School is seeking to: 

Increase student enrollment to from 125 to 250 students 
Construct a parking lot 
Widen Enos Lane 

-40- 



#- 

October 12,2004 

Randall Adams 
Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear MI-. Adams, 

We are writing to you with concerns regarding the application for an 
amended Use Permit by the Salesian Sisters School (APPN 107-57 1-0 l), 
dated August 1 1,2004. The application outlines plans to construct a parking 
lot at the school, widen Enos Lane to 18 feet, and construct a four-foot 
pedestrian walkway. 

1. 
on 9-23-04), the onus is on Salesian Sisters School to prove they have the 
legal right to widen Enos Lane to 18 feet and add a four-foot pedestrian 
walkway. The school claims it has a continuous 40-foot right-of-way fiom 
Hames Road to the School at 605 Enos Lane. The deeds of several Enos 
Lane residents do not support this. Les Strnad and Jake and Marilyn Head 
have already sent copies to your office of their deeds. 

According to County Counsel (per conversation with Robin Musitelli 

Taking into consideration that: 
Enos Lane is presently wide enough for the ingress and egress of the 
residents. In rural areas such as ours, roads are generally 16 feet 
wide; 
Many residents (including the undersigned) do not want the road 
widened or a sidewalk added; and 
One entity (the Salesian Sisters School) should not be able to dictate 
the size of the road for the 33 homes below the school in order to 
further their own business plan; 

we respectfully request to be provided with copies of the codes and/or laws 
that give the Salesian Sisters School the legal right to proceed with the road 
widening over the expressed opposition of residents below the school. It 
would seem imprudent for the County to consider this application if it is not 
legally feasible. 

The road widening is only an issue because the school is out of 
compliance with their 1979 Permit. If they were in compliance with the 
permit, the road size would be adequate. The School’s claim that having 
125 students would not be a viable business option is not a responsibility of 
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the residents. Increasing the school population should, likewise, not be a 
burden on the residents. 

2. 
Permit 78-1 539-U which allows for 125 students (they have approximately 
205). The school has not been visibly red tagged, nor has the County 
required them to comply with their current Use Permit (or even apply for an 
amended use Permit to fix current violations) before applying for an 
amendment to expand the school. Instead, the County is legitimizing the 
school’s violation by allowing the school to remain out of compliance while 
the application for expansion, not compliance, proceeds. 

The Salesian Sisters School is presently in violation of their Use 

3. 
Sisters School, signed by Sister Charlotte Greer on July 28,2004 and David 
Lee on August 4,2004, would seem to be illegal in that it basically amends 
Use Permit 78-1539-U and increases the number of students allowed without 
an amended use permit application process or public hearings having been 
completed. 

The Compliance Agreement between the County and the Salesian 

4. 
have already been pointed out by Les Strnad and Jake and Marilyn Head. 
This survey, then, would make an accurate plan for the widening of Enos 
Lane impossible, thus wasting more time and money for both the County 
and the school. 

The survey of Enos Lane by Gary Ifland is not accurate. Inaccuracies 

Please let us know if we can provide you with any pertinent 
documentation regarding this application for an amended Use Permit. You 
may contact Les Strnad (722-3750) or Barbara Smith (724-7665) if you have 
any questions. 

Sincerely, 

A sampling of the concerned residents 
of the lower Enos Lane neighborhood 
(signature sheet attached) 

cc Ellen Pirie, Supervisor 
David Lee, Assistant Planning Director 
John Ferreira, Santa Cruz County Fire Chief 
Dana McRae, County Counsel 
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Andy Fidandis 
Bernie Shapiro 
Sally Stoik 
Steve Boracca 
Susan Strnad 
Les Strnad 
Robert Ebeling 
Marilyn Head 
Jake Head 
Eloise Wilson 
Roy Wilson 
Gloria P. Pope 
Robert Porter 
Matt Zemny 
Gary Wilson 
Richard Fairhurst 
Betty Fairhurst 
Gary W. Smith 
Winifred G. Jones 
Richard Jones 
Karyn Bokariza 
Steve Bokariza 
Andrea Koch 
Frank B. Dyer 
Ivy Shapiro 
Barbara Smith 

300 Enos Lane 
261 Enos Lane 
295 Enos Lane 
245 Lou’s Court 
354 Hames (borders Enos Lane) 
354 Hames 
231 Enos Lane 
25 Enos Lane 
25 Enos Lane 
296 Hames (borders Enos Lane) 
296 Hames 
240 Enos Lane 
240 Enos Lane 
76 Howell Lane 
100 Howell Lane 
235 Lou’s Court 
235 Lou’s Court 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
250 Enos Lane 
250 Enos Lane 
220 Howell Lane 
220 Howell Lane 
277 Enos Lane 
290 Evening Hill Lane 
261 Enos Lane 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
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April 23,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Second District 
701 Ocean Street 
Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We’d like to thank you again for taking the time to come to our meeting of concerned neighbors 
on Tuesday, March 30. We would like to reiterate the following safety concerns for the Enos Lane 
neighborhood below Salesian Sisters School: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 .  

Correction of permit violations - Concerns were voiced about the school remaining out of 
compliance in terms of student population, carpooling, and fue safety issues for the indeterminate 
time period while these issues are being addressed. We respectfully request that the countj 
enforce the existing Use Permits and conditions for the Salesian School by code compliance or 
formal review of the existing permits. We were pleased by your assurance that these corrections 
need to be done in a timely manner and no later than the beginning of the next school year. Such 
action will not interfere with the Salesian Sisters School growth plans that they can pursue by 
separate permit action over the next year. 
High volume of traBc - A recent car count showed 125 cars going up Enos Lane in a one-hour, 
fifty-three minute period. That’s just the morning commute, not ancillary school traffic 
throughout the day, the afternoon pick up, or various night and weekend functions. This high 
volume of traffic and the narrowness of the road preclude our own residents from safely walking 
on the road or getting to the school bus stop at Hames and Enos. 
Lack of carpooling - The high number of vehicles clearly shows that carpooling of the 205 
students is not happening. Immediate enforcement of carpooling/bussing pursuant to the Use 
Permit should be in place. 
Lack of a secondary access road for the school - Emergency access and escape are clearly 
compromised for neighborhood residents and the school by the high volume of trfi ic,  and the 
narrowness of Enos Lane. Ideally, another road could be constructed to be the pr;mary access, 
with Enos Lane becoming a secondary, emergency access road only. 
Summer camp - The permit implies that the neighborhood could expect buses and cars to bring 
the children to camp, with 20 visiting cars on three intervening Sundays. Nowhere does it lead us 
to expect daily traffic for 6 OT 7 weeks in the surnmer. 

Thank you for your time and attention in helping us resolve these issues. Please keep us apprised 
of the school’s progress in complying with its use permits. Attached please find the signatures of those 
who attended the meeting as well as some of the other concerned neighbors who were unable to attend. 

cc Tom Bums, Planning Director 
Gustavo Gonzalez, Code Compliance Investigator 
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Supervisor Ellen Pirie - page 3 

Winifred Jones 
Richard L. Jones 
Frank Dyer 
Marilyn Head 
M. Macambridge 
Jake Head 
Karl Keaschall 
Jodie Keaschall 
Karyn Bokariza 
Steve Bokariza 
Betty Fairhurst 
Richard Fairhurst 
Steve Boracca 
Marlene Boracca 
Marcie Murphy 
Ilene Wilson 
Gary Wilson 
Susan Dotson 
Leonard Dotson 
Sham Reid 
Carol Ebeling 
Robert Ebeling 
Miguel Millan 
Andy Fidandis 
Dianne Castellanos 
Les Strnad 
Susan Stmad 
Barbara Smith 
Gary Smith 

250 Enos Lane 
250 Enos Lane 
290 Evening Hill Lane 
25 Enos Lane 
21 Enos Lane 
25 Enos Lane 
150 Howell Lane 
150 Howell Lane 
220 Howell Lane 
220 Howell Lane 
235 Lou’s Court 
235 Lou’s Court 
245 Lou’s Court 
245 Lou’s Court 
21 5 Lou’s Court 
100 Howell Lane 
100 Howell Lane 
87 Howell Lane 
87 Howell Lane 
87 Howell Lane 
231 Enos Lane 
231 Enos Lane 
231 Enos Lane 
300 Enos Lane 
300 Enos Lane 
354 Hames 
354 Hames 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
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August 25,2003 

Sr. Charlotte Greer, FMA, Principal 
Salesian Sisters School 
605 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, California 95076 

Dear Sister Charlotte, 

Many of the community members who live on and in the vicinity of Enos Lane are very concerned 
about the automobile traffic generated by the Salesian Sisters School. We are now organizing a Safety 
Committee to address our concerns about traffic, community safety, and emergency readiness. We 
provide you the following findings that indicate a need to address our concerns about the traffic impact 
of your school: 

Speeding and reckless drivers: We fear that some of the drivers who transport kids to your 
school endanger the lives and safety of pedestrians (many who are very young). One child and 
several adults have been brushed by the mirror of a passing car driven by a Salesian parent 
(who never stop and check the victims) and there have been many near-miss vehicle-versus- 
pedestrian incidents. Several of our residents have lost pets to a speeding driver going to or 
from the school. 
Rude attitudes of some of the drivers: Some of our residents (including children) have been 
yelled at and sworn at by adult drivers who transport kids to and from the Salesian Sisters 
School. 
Traffic jams: There are many more automobiles transporting children to and from school than 
the 25 vehicles per day allowed in the school's use permit. We are especially concerned that 
this traffic will make it difficult for emergency responders to travel to an emergency in a timely 
manner. We are also concerned about delays and dificulties in getting to and from our homes, 
especially if residents face the need to evacuate because of an emergency. We are sure that the 
traffic impact created by the School is greater than is allowed under current permits. 
Poor response to our complaints: Historically resident complaints have not been given due 
consideration by the Salesian Sisters School Administrators. Our complaints have been 
laughed off or, for the most, par') ignored. 
Emergency evacuation and access: We understand that in 1978 the Board of Supervisors 
approved an amended Use Permit that countermanded emergency access road requirements 
established by the County Fire Marshal Me1 Angel. We believe that this action by the Board is 
not legal in that the Fire Code requirements enforced by the local Fire Marshal are established 
in State Law (Title 19 of the California Administrative Code) and are not subject to amendment 
by local government. We are now experiencing a serious impact associated with the fact that 
the School has not complied with the State law and suggest that you once again address the 
State Fire Code requirements for emergency access. 

We are writing this letter to let you know that we choose to make our position formal and will pursue a 
course of action that guarantees us relief from the Salesian School traffic and emergency access 
impacts. The following is a list of our expectations: 
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Improved Signage: Posted Speed Limit Signs - “Private Road -1 5 MPH’ and “Caution - 
Children at Play” signs. We want your support and proportionate funding to purchase and 
install these signs. 
There are far too many vehicles transporting kids to Salesian School than approved in the 
Sank Cruz County Use Pennit. We want you to implement a plan to become compliant to the 
Use Permit requirements as soon as possible. We intend to push this issue very hard if we do 
not see the implementation of an acceptable plan for the school and camp by December 1 , 
2003. 
Driver Courtesy: We want a new and improved written policy that every driver who transports 
children to and from the Salesian School will receive fiom you and your administration 
explaining the importance of being considerate of resident safety while driving on our 
privately owned lane. The policy must also include a method of filing a complaint by residents 
and the method you will use to follow up the complaint. We expect to see some form of 
consequence associated with the follow up of a valid complaint. Our bottom line is that we 
expect civil and respectfhl driving attitudes fiom drivers who use our lane. 
We understand that Smta Cruz County is investigating the status of the Use Permit allowing 
the Salesian School to operate. We are concerned that many, if not all, of the conditions 
adopted in the 1978 and 1979 Use Permits are currently being violated. We also expect that the 
County Fire Marshal will once again look at the fire access requirements established in Title 
19 and enforce those regulations appropriately. 

The residents who have signed this letter will organize and aggressively pursue a remedy to the issues 
identified in this letter. We welcome the opportunity to meet with you to discuss our concerns. Feel 
free to contact Gary Smith at 724-7665 or Diane Castellanos at 763-1 842 for a meeting time and 
location. We also expect a written response explaining your action plan to address our concerns. Please 
direct your written response to Diane Castellanos, 300 Enos Lane, Corralitos, CA 95076 no later than 
September IO, 2003. 

Cc: Supervisor Ellen Pine 
Santa Cruz County Fire Chief John Ferreira 
Alvin James, Planning 
Captain Pat Camara, California Highway Patrol 
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Dianne Castellanos 
Gary Smith 
Barbara Smith 
Karyn Bokariza 
Steve Bokariza 
Jodi Keaschall 
Kal Keaschall 
Richard Fairhurst 
Steve Boracca 
Marlene Boracca 
Gary Wilson 
Ilene Wilson 
Les Strnad 
Susie Strnad 
Winifred Jones 
Richard Jones 
Frank Dyer 
Kathy Dyer 
Andy Fidandis 
Robert Porter 
Connie Pybrum 
John Pybrum 
Sally Stoik 
Reid Seidler 

300 Enos Lane 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
220 Howell Lane 
220 Howell Lane 
150 Howell Lane 
150 Howell Lane 
235 Lou’s Court 
245 LOU’S Court 
245 Lou’s Court 
100 Howell Lane 
100 Howell Lane 
Enos and Hames 
Enos and Hames 
250 Enos Lane 
250 Enos Lane 
290 Evening Hill Lane 
290 Evening Hill Lane 
300 Enos Lane 
240 Enos Lane 
455 Enos Lane 
455 Enos Lane 
295 Enos Lane 
295 Enos Lane 
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County Of Santa Cruz 
Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 
95060 

Subject: Salesian Sisters' School Application 04-0384 

Dear Ms. Levine, 

I am responding to the posting on the utility pole at the bottom of Enos Lane regarding the proposed revision 
of the use permit for Salesian Sisters' School. You are the contact person listed. 

Up until now, I have chosen to remain in the background with regard to the school enrollment issue 
because I was a teacher at Salesian Sisters' School for approximately 8 years and I have maintained close 
friendships with members of the staff and some parents. I was hoping that the local neighbors and the school 
community would reach a reasonable compromise, assisted by the impartial intervention of the Santa Cruz 
County Planning Department. After reading the posted notice, I realize that a reasonable compromise is not in 
the offing and T now feel compelled to express my opinion as a resident of Enos Lane. Furthermore, because 
of my past association with the school, I feel I can offer a unique historical perspective regarding school 
policy. 

First of all, an increase in enrollment of 100% is not an acceptable amendment to their use permit. It does not 
represent a fair and reasonable compromise between the school community and the home owners on Enos 
Lane. When I first taught at Salesian Sisters' School in the spring of 1988, most of the classes had 20 or 
fewer students. My first thought was that the class sizes were small because parents were unwilling to 
commute up our hill on Enos Lane. But later I was told by Sister Lupe Sandino that the County use permit 
limited the school enrollment. The school administrators have always known about the use permit enrollment 
limitations and, at one time, adhered to this requirement. 

The decision to increase the school enrollment was a conscious one made when Sister Martina Ponce took 
over as the Mother SupenorPrincipal in the fall of 1988. She specifically stated at a faculty meeting that she 
needed to increzse enrollment to generate more money for the school. I have kept my school yearbooks that 
will show that the school was out of compliance as early as the 1988-1989 school year. 

Secondly, the notice that was posted indicates that the widening of the street would be piecemeal. But a partial 
widening here and there will not allow for an adequate and safe walkway for the neighborhood school children 
who walk this road daily to the Pajaro Valley Unified School District bus stop at the bottom of Enos Lane 
where it intersects Hames Road. ( I invite you and Mr. Bums to personally visit the bus stop at this traffic 
site.) At the time that I was a teacher at Salesians Sisters' School and concurrently a parent whose chddren 
attended the local public school, I personally drove my children to and from Bradley Elementary School rather 
than have them dodge the Salesian traffic while walking to and from the bus stop. I felt it was an unsafe 
situation. Other neighborhood children who did walk to and from the bus stop were sometimes hassled by 
Salesian parents who stopped their vehicles to tell our neighborhood children to move over and walk single 



Furthermore, as a teacher at Salesian Sisters' School I was required to "walk the carpool" each day to ensure 
that the Salesian students were placed in the correct car, and not injured in the process by a few parents who 
didn't have enough sense to slow down even when they were on school property. Just for fun, the students and 
I would often count the cars in the carpool. I never counted fewer than 85. I do not know what their use 
permit states with regard to this matter, but I am sure it is a lot less than 85. 

I would think that since the County of Santa Cruz is allowing the school to operate in violation of their use 
permit ( with over 200 students), they would be legally responsible for any lawsuits that should arise if any 
neighborhood residents or children are injured by a car commuting to or from the school. This piecemeal 
approach to widening the road is, once again, not a compromise, but appears to be an attempt on the part of the 
County to require the absolute minimum in terms of mitigations with little regard to the impact on the 
neighborhood community. The residents of our neighborhood deserve better than that. 

Should the County choose to allow the Salesian order to continue to operate in violation of their permit or to 
further expand enrollment, you are setting a precedent of lax standards and enforcement that, in all fairness, 
should also be extended to the neighboring homeowners as well. Specifically, my husband and I have often 
thought of building a granny-unit on our property and letting one of our children, who could never afford to 
buy a home in this County, live in the main house. We have only been deterred by the County's ordinance that 
states that we would only be allowed to build an 800 square foot unit. Surely if the County can bend the rules 
for Salesian Sisters' School, with the tremendous impact that it has had and will continue to have on our 
neighborhood, I would thnk it would only be fair on the County's part to bend the rules a little and allow my 
husband and I to build a 1000 square foot granny unit that will have virtually no additional impact on the 
neighborhood. I am not being facetious about this. I am quite serious. 

This is an uncomfortable letter for me to write. Up until now, I have not contacted any County Supervisors or 
staff regarding this project. Nor have I attended any neighborhood meetings regarding the school/road 
compliance issues. And, having been a teacher at the Salesian Elementary and Junior High School ( a private 
school, not parochial) for a number of years, I bear no ill will toward the Salesian Sisters or anyone associated 
with the school. I cherish the many fnendships I made while at the school and I continue to wish them well in 
their endeavor to promote the spiritual and educational growth of the children in their religious community. 
But after reading the posted notice, I decided that I had to make a stand for a principle, even if it is 
uncomfortable for me and makes me unpopular with my Salesian neighbors. 

The Santa Cruz County Planning Department does not appear to be doing their job in a fair and impartial 
manner. As public servants, you are called upon to competently and objectively review project applications. I 
am hoping that political pressure is not the force behnd what appears to be such blatant partiality. 

Sincerely, 

Maryann Koch 
277 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 
95076 
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C. Tom Bums, Planning Director 
Ken Hart, Principal Planner 
Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Supervisor Tony Campos 
Planning Commissioner Dennis Osmer 
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KEASCHALL 

February 26,2006 

Paia Levine 
Count). Planning Dept. 
701 Ocean Street, 4" Floor 
SantaCruz, CA 95060 
FAX: 454-2131 

RE: 

The foJlowing schedule lists after school Sporting events such as the one scheduled for Marcb 6* at 3:45pm at Salesian 
Sisters School. This copy'S a&--d at other schools for the 2006 Sporting Events for Salesian Sisters. It proves that 
we as neighbors are forced to endure after hours mfiic to include afternoon sporting events up at Salesian Sisters school. 
This can be as late as 8pm for sporting events and 10-1 Ipm for Meetings of otber kinds. Other events include Parent 
Teacher Night, Grandparents night, Rosary Meetings, Prayer Meetings, etc. The so-called commute hours really extend 
up until after these games 
should be included in the carpooling program #'s in the current Compliance Agreement. This additional traffic includes 
many more cars besides just the 104 cars including salesian families traveling Enos Lane. Tbe increased traffic can in no 
way be estimated at simply the 104 commute cars, nor simply be monitored for the school commute hours only. 

SALESAN SISTERS Application Permit 04-0384 Knitid Study and Prelim Report 

which depends upon their start times. It adds to theafternoon commute . n m %  ..-_ and 

I have sent previous - - copies ____-_ of letters _ _ _ _ _ -  addressed - to Sr. Charlotte practically begging her to meet with residents to put a stop 
to the aggressive driving and speeding on Enos h e .  Copies were sent dirtxrly to Randall Adams, Tom Burns, Code File 
for the review proeess. It is my request that you take copies of the current CODE FILE as those IetteTs are absolutely 
relwant and were intended to be part of this review process. That is wby tbey were sent directly to the attention of 
the Project Planner, Randall Adam&. 

. 

We have had Salesian parents pass the PWSD school bus with it's flashing red lights and stop signs out, as recent as 
weeks ago. There was a formal complaint filed with the PWSD Distria Office. That parent was followed up to &he 
school and verbally reprimanded by the child's parent who was almost hit that day. Blatant acts such as this need to be 
considered when looking at the entire picture here. Residents were again disheartened to find out the original posting 
was done injust the Same manner as the Sisters have chosen to operate. Secretively! Not n0-g the neighbors as they --... I 

F-*qui.red. Randall Adams promised a local resident, Barbara Smith we would k%iZIGlGp~%'~&&ng "dl 
properties below the school. Still waiting by the mailbox for that notice. Tomorrow is the deadline! We know that by 
law they only have to not@ residents within 3ooA, however. we took Rundofl of his word thof he would see that the notice 
procedure would include us. We are continually reminded by Planning that the Salesian parents are writing letters.. 
Tbis is a compliance issue. This is a private road being monopolized for a private business. I wonder why tbe 
County is so preoccupied with wbat the Sal& p m t s  think? This private road i s  controlled by onIy tbose 
parcel owners whose land is adjacent to or who utilize Enos to reach their properties. These are the people whose 
letters you need to be talking about. Tbe Sdesian Sisters have a say, wben it comes to Enos Lane, as they own 
right$ to this private road, THE SALESUN PAREIVTS DO NOT. Tbey are simply visitors wbo abuse the 
privilege to pass, by not abiding by be posted limit, the majority of the time. They do not deserve, nor have ANY 

k e a  and Day for the wear and r&& to respond to the review process on these issues. We have to financiallv mamtam. up 
tear that the excessive onPoing and unlimited amount of usage reuuires both to& and in the future. E d a l l v ,  if  the^ 
are allowed to increase enrollment to 250. 

. -  

5 3 -  

The Planning Department is now forcing a 4Oft ngbt of way upon k d e n t s  along Enos Lane who whh to build on 
their parcels. THIS IS ILLEGAL as there is NO 4Oft ri&t of way along the bottom portions of Enos Lane. It only 
extends up from the Y as  OR torn up to tbe left to head up to Salesians Jfyou look at the map, you can see where the 
road thickens from that point on ONLY! So, unless you would like to pomayed as taking peoples land by forcing a non 
existent right of way and then banding it over to the Salesians, to build their business financially, you best hear the 
residem? You cannot deny that there are many residents with comments to make regarding several faucets of this 
project. Mainly they are focused on the negalive e€Fect this school has had on our small neighborhood over the past 
several years that they have been in violation of their carpooling numbers, which includes currently. 



KEASCHALL 8317242754 P -  2 

This isn’t a situation you can sum up with simple car counts done by Traffic Engineers hired by the Salesians. Fire 
Evacuation and Safety are at the top of our list. There were no Fire comments on the report. Why weren’t the 
S‘BeSians required to provide a seconthy act- road when they acquired the permit for 125 &dents (as stated as part 
of the requirernents for that permit) Both Planning commission and Supenlsors were dl in favor of demanding the 
secondary access road 

How can YOU instifv tbe density firmres for this one wav in. one way out critical fire area with a school at the top? Other 
pertinent information was conveniently omitted fiom proposed Improvement plan for this project as well. The declaration 
is also ambiguous in many areas. Just to mention one; a F R Y  IMPORTANT PUBLIC-SCEOQL BUS.STOP-AT_ I .  
THE END OF ENOS LANE. I would hope that you would--ire a more complete drawing to include such factors 31 
this mitigation process. And it shouldn’t be up to me to educate you as to these hm. Paia, how much time, 
PERSONALLY, have you spent on Enos Lane during these times? It seems that being the head of this “review a person, 
would be required to spent a specified amount oftime to research the facts onsite in the area of concern! 

If Planning wishes to continue to make it next to impossible for residents to respond withiin unrealistic notice and 
deadlines regarding this issue, we will have no choice but to seek Counsel. I have spoken with a very informed exCounly 
Counsel who stated be was very f d i &  ~ % l h i s  case. He has agreed to review all of documents. The County has put 
the residents in a very compromised position, clearly the County isn’t looking out for resident children. What are our 
taxes paying for? Those of us who weren’t against the school’s incrcase in enrollment up until now are being forced 
against it, as we are given no other eboice but to protect our cbildren’s safety as ANY RESPONSIBLE PARENT 
WOULD. We are tired of being left out of the BIG PICTORE. Both the County and Salesian Sisters are liable m 
this case. We are no longer in a position to just sit back and allow this to happen. 

~ ~~ - ~__. - _-I -I----”---- 

The residents are beghhg  to fix4 as though their comments and concerns have fallen upon deaf ears. We no longer 
want to hear from County Planning, ”there will be more opporiunrties to respond”. “There will be more hearings”. 
We’ve waited three long years for a safe resolution lo this Red Tag situation. Residents ARE MORE THAN RESTLESS. 
The next letter y ~ ~ ~ l a x @ $ - ~ . - & - & o . ! q , .  Jo.g@on Wim’er, Ex County Counsel. We as residents have been 
extremelj patient when it comes to waiting for the County to enforce the laws put into place to protect the peace and safety 
of the residents. Perhaps we should inquire about having the County pay for our attorney fee’s, as they h r e  forced us into 
hiring counsel to be taken serio~~~ly in this matter and get some communication going between residents and the County. 

We have compiled a chronological file including all permits and compliance agreements to date for the Salesian Sisters, 
every step of the way, since 1975. We can prove our case with factual RECORDED documents. Please be forewarned 
that our next step as residents is to get tbe truth out to the poblic via a public radio show on KSCO. That is not a 
threat, that is the next approved step with will collectively take towards a resolutioa It has already been planned 
with the Station. 

This letter is my last effort to communicate to you that our safety concerns need to be at the for&ont of this project, 
whether received within, before or afier the so caIled review period! We have been crying out to the Coun& Planning 
m . f o r y e m s  and have documents to wove just that. You can no longer deny the residents of this neighborhood their 
rights. by claiming papemork wasn’t sent to the right contact person. County Planning is in receipt of ALL of these 
documenb and it would behoove you to sit down as regular departments do, whether in a departmental meeting or 
defined group of involved decision makers. You need to start compiling the masses of documents sent to various persons 
involved at the times the letters were sent. Just do the research and you will find your own chnological file. Educate 
yourselves as to the urevious letters and concerns sent bv residenls and add them into the review at this time. 

A 15 passenger bus witb restraint belts and pmhted for school children transwrtation is S49K Much less 
expensive tlzan an entire road improvement The Salesians need to purchase a minimum of two buses so that they can 
evacuate those children in case of an emergency in 6-7 trips. W h v  they haven’t been reauired to do so in the D& 
absolutely ludicrous! They can use those buses to pick children up at the Holy Eucharist Church, which is their current 
location for carpool pick up/drop off. This would limit the AM/F’M commute to 7 trips for the school. Since they only 
paid for an equivalent of about 5 p l s  worth towards the current road (nor their actual wear and tear imge of 104+ 
curs per day) SO that would equal their fair share of usage. 
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We do NOT WANT TO HAVIE TO FIGHT 100+ VEEUCLES RUSEUNG TO THE SCHOOL IN THE CASE OF 
AN EVACUATION OR EMERGENCY. RESCUE VEHICLES NEED ACCESS TO THE3 ROAD IN THAT 
SITUATION AND WOULD BE INHIBITED FROM REACHING TBE DISASTER SITE IN A TIMELY 
MANNER, DUE TO TRApplC CONGESTION. 

I am waiting for brochures from this bus company via US Mail and would be more than happy to pass them along to 
Salesians and the County for consideration. The residents demaod that buses BE REQUIRED as Dart of any Demit 
issued in the future for tbis Drivate BUSINESS Buses were supposed to be part of the requirement in the first place. 
Why were tbose nauirements never enforced? Just Like the line io the Declaration tbat states speed bumDs should 
be installed but. vet, don’t have to be...??? We can at the least be assured that a bus driver who MUST  ass various 
testinn and certifications for safety P rocedures would be more inched to resD8ct OUT Dedestrians. rather than our 
pedestrians having to fight for mace on Enos with 50+ cars each mOrninP and 50+ cars each and every afternoon We all 
know it will be 50+ another 25 for sporting events at the verv least in the afternoons. We feel a bus driver would be much 
more mindful of safety when it comes to neighborhood children and pedestrians on our private road. Bus drivers 
transporting school children to Salesian Sisters will finally give the residents the ACCOUNTABILITY FACTOR WE’VE 
BEEN MISSING ALL THESE YEARS as they MUST obcy ALL txalXc laws whether on a private or public access road, 
BY LAW! 

I 

k!: Jonathon Witwer 
Ems Neighbors 
S h e s  Department, 
S.C. Fire Marshall 

ew\ . &\-e 
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12 

19 

26 

Thursday 
Wavecrest Flag 
Football 3:45 
Mission Hill .... 

Wavecrest 
Gr. Volleyball 
3:30 @ GBK 

Cypress Class Cypress Class 
Play - 7 pm 
@ Louden 8 Louden 
Nelson Center Nelson Center 

Play - 7 pm 
I 

1 2 
Wavecrest Flag Junior Class 

E 
CONTRACTS 
DUE TODAY!!! 
DEADLINE FOR 
YEAR BOOK 
ORDERS 
Wavecrest Fla: 
Football 3:45 
Good Shephard 

15  
Wavecrest FlaS 
:ootball 3:45 
'acific 
Iollegiate 

Football 3:45 
8 Waldo rf... 

Junior Class 
Play - 7 pm 
@ Louden 
Nelson Center 

Play - 7 prn 
@ Louden 
Nelson Center 

Evergreen 
Science Fair 
9:oo - 11:oo 

Jr. Class goes 
t o  Natural 
History 
Museum 

16 17 

22 23 
Vavecrest Flag Spring Concert 
:ootball 3:30 7 PM at 
ioly Cross Mt. Calvary 

Luthern Church 
reception 
following @ 
Wavecrest 

29 30 

24 

1 1  

18 
Winter Arts 
Dinner 7 PM 
Seascape 
Tesort 
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county of santa cruz 
Planning Department 
701 OceanStreet 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Attention: Paia Levine 

Ms. Levine, 

I just finished reading the 90-t page report on the proposed plan to enlarge the 
Salesiau Sister’s school and widen Enos Lane. What an amazing report. And how 
amazing that this informaton had to be dug out of the hands of the Planning Department 
so that we who will be affected might know about it! How amazing that although I OWN 
a home on &os Lane, NOT A WORD, NOT ONE SHEET OF PAPER, has come to me 
to inform me of these plans either b m  the Salesian School itself or from mv own 
government ... which I fund faitbfuh with mv taxes. 

The project has your approval and the approval of many others. It looks like it is a 
“Slam Dunk.” You see no reason why it shouldn’t go through. Obviously much work has 
been done to research the impact this project will have on the environment. What I found 
absolutely heartbreaking is that human life is given such a low priority in these 
investigations. Great importance is placed on guarding fish, wildlife, fossils, plants, 
water, sacred burial grounds. But human life and the quality of life are incredibly low on 
your lists. The only reference to human life found on page 21 item 4 under the heading 
“Mandatory Fhdhp of Siguificance,” asks the following question: 

“Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?” 

The answer to this question was marked with an “X” by the word, ‘WO.” 

Who had the audacity to answer this question with a simple, ‘NO?” It is appalling that it 
wasn’t even an option to put, “POSSIBLY” or “LIKELY’’ or ‘‘POTENTIALLY” The 
only options were “Yes” or “No.” And whoever answered, “No,” has no understanding of 
the people who live on Enos Lane. Perhaps I can give you some insight into what kind of 
human beings might be affected by your “slam dunk” approval of the project. 

I purchased 240 Enos Lane for my elderly father to live in after my mother passed 
away. He is 87 and for the past three years has endured more physical trials and pain than 
I think anyone should have to endure. This home is situated closer to the road than other 
homes on the lane. The increase in traffic which you state wilJ not impact anyone’s life 
along the lane wiIl absolutely impact my father’s life. The traffic analysis which states 
that there Will be FEWER trips with an increase enrollment is a physical impossibility 
and is nothing more than a lie which will help the Salesian School achieve its desire. The 
only explanation for such a lie is that the person doing the report was hired by the school. 
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An increased enrollment will not mean fewer cars. Them will be more cars. They 
will r>roduce more pollution. There will be more dust. There will be more respiratory 
danger. Them will be more noise. There will be more stress. There will be more potential 
for injury and death from cadpedestrian accidents. There will be a lessened quality of life 
for my father. Anyone who denies these things seeks to distort or ignore the truth. 

My dad is only a human being, Ms. Levine. He is not an endangered species, nor 
a fossil that archeologists would determine too precious to disturb. He’s just au old man. 
A human being. But he’s my dad. If’he were your dad, I really think you would be 
viewing this project tbrough eyes that had a bit more compassion. 

Sincerely, 

Gloria Pope 
109 Fsmeralda Ct. 
Smta Cruz, CA 95060 



County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
4h Floor 
Santa Cruz, Ca 95060 

Ms. Paia LeVine 
Environmental Coordinator 

Re: Application 0 4 - 4 3  84 
Negative Declaration Comments 

We are the owners of property at the comer of Hames Road and Enos Lane (APN 107- 
3 1 1-04). We have owned this property since April 1977. We are opposed to the 
proposed Negative Declaration mitigations and the expansion of the students fiom 125 to 
250 by the Daughters of Mary Help of Christian (Salesian Sisters School). The Negative 
Declaratioflroject description fails to properly notify the public that the applicant is in 
current violation of the existing use permits and conditions (due to a current enrollment 
of more than 200 students) and fails to identify the specifics of the proposed expansion of 
the school. i.e., what grade levels would be taught at the enlarged school of 250 students, 
what extracurricular activities are planned (for a high school?), and if the school would 
have weekend sporting events, etc.. These are crucial issues relative to assessing project 
impacts and appropriate mitigations. The environmental document further fails to 
identify which Use Permits will be amended, what specific amendments will be included 
in the affected Use Permits and what existing Use Permit conditions remain in effect and 
which conditions will be amended in addition to the recommendations of the Negative 
Declaration mitigations . 

The problems associated with the illegal intensification (primarily traffic and pedestrian 
safety of our neighborhood children) have become an unreasonable burden on our rural 
community. The school has violated their use permits without regard to the law and 
without regard to the neighborhoods’ land owners’ feelings. They know full well that 
they are violating their use permits and have treated the whole issue in an un-Christianly 
manner. The Sisters have spoken to us in person numerous times and we have told them 
over and over that they do not have a right of way across our property, yet they proceed 
as if they haven’t even heard us. This is a prime example of what happens when a 
business is run in a corporate manner rather than in an ethical business manner. It saddens 
us to think that Sisters would behave in such a way to others. The current application 
which asks for a doubling of the size of the school is the perfect example.. ..it is an 
unreasonable burden on our rural community and the Sisters just don’t care how we feel 
and are proceeding with disregard to the law. 



Specifically the Negative Declaration concerns are: 

No. 3a: Fails to address afternoon peak periods . 
9 An effective monitoring program would be to adopt something similar to 

the tr&ic monitoring for Lonestar Quarry in Felton. 
> The traffic engineering analysis doesn’t discuss conflicts with the public 

school bus (Pajaro Valley School District) elementary, middle school 
and high school bus stop at the comer of Enos Lane and Hames Road. 

9 No intensification of use beyond the 1978 use permit (1 04 trips and 52 
vehicles combined car and bus ) should be approved. 

No. 3b: Speed bumps 
> Speed bumps at 25 MPH are too fast for our community. Installation 

of speed calming bumps at 15 MPH would be the only deterrent. 

No 3b: Stop signs 
9 The mitigations call for a stop sign at Station 18. According to the 

Sherries office, neither the sheriff not the CHP can enforce Ca. 
Vehicle code on “private roads”. (Chapter 9.24). A posted speed limit 
for Enos Lane, including speed bumps should be 15 MPH. 

No. 3b : Road widening 
9 The school enlargement requires the widening of Enos Lane and the 

removal of five mature native oak trees. 
No. 3b: No Right of Way 

> The applicant is relying upon an 1883 unrecorded “Viewer’s Report” 
approved by the Board of Supervisors as a “private road” in order to 
accomplish the proposed road improvements, yet their own deed only 
refers to some unknown “re-aligned Rider Road” as of 1963. We (APN 
107-3 1 1-04) are not a co-applicant to this project; no forty foot right of 
way exists on our deed. The applicant’s consultant, Ifland Engheers,Inc. 
acknowledged that no 40 foot right of way shows on our deed (see 
Attachment A-sheet C3 “5,3 of 7”). The applicant has failed to follow 
normal development application procedures of showing property 
ownership for the proposed development improvements. The proposed 
development is based upon an “assumed center line according to the 
engineering consultant for “Rider Road” on Enos Lane. No Recorder’s 
Book and Page describes the location of Rider Road in 1883. The 
County cannot legally approve an applicant’s development, including 
road improvements, on another person’s property; such action constitutes 
a “taking” and subjects the County to being sued for inverse 
condemnation 

We, in good faith, gave use of a 16 foot easement across our property in 1978 to 
the Salesian Sisters to accommodate a maximum of 125 students. The fact that 
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they now have violated the use permit in no way gives them justification of asking 
for more development. 

I - 6 1 -  

Conclusion: 
Mitigate the impacts without road expansion, tree removal, or doubling of the 

school size. Limit traffic to 104 trips morning and afternoon year round and 
enforce the existing Use Permit conditions to correct the impacts this large illegal 
urban school has had on our rural neighborhood. 

Corralitos, Ca 95076-0207 

cc: Ellen Pirie, Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Planning Director 
Randall Adams, Project Planner 

I 





Feb 21 2006 

Ms. Paia Le\:ine 
County O F  Santa Cruz 
701 Ocean St 
Santa Cruz. Ca 05061 

Re: Saksians Sisters Use permits. 

Dear X k  Levine 
?F7e are residents of the neighborhood where the Salesians Sisters operate their school iri 

Corralitos, Ca 

Tn 197(> the neighbors received information there was going to be a " h W S  RETREAT", 
built on the property where 39 homes had previousIy been turned down, due to 
earthquake faults and seismic issues, along with hazardous traffic. Which we defiantly 
have now 1 

1 recall the applicant Jvas Jack Wagoner Real Estate 

3 was i n  the constnictjon business at the time and recall having a conversation with Mr 
George Davis. the genera! coiltractor that built the retreat He stated at that t h e  there 
were plans to get a school in aitet- the final was given on the facility. At the time of his 
comment, it never hit home with regards to n7hat he had just said, except the facility was 
not what we all thought 

T must ccmiment on the isstre of'trusiwnrthiness WC don't tnist the sisters to de  aq?hinp 
the?; say, with out ongoin,r supervision 

T was CN the cornmittee to gave the road back in I978 or so There were about 9 or ten 
meetings. The agreement was the Salesians would pay for about 1/3 the cost to repal e the 
road We received the check about 2 days before sister Charlotte became head nun We 
had just cashed the check and xyas told by a parent, she said, if she had been their sooner, 
the sisters woufd hmve never agreed to it, or paid a penny to improve the road. 

From day one she mas unccsoperativef 

Now. as far as we can see, under the origjriai pennit, there was never any secondary 
excess sd, for fire emergency and the children's protection. I would require it 
disclosure from the sisters at a t ime of enrollment to let the parent know they are 
putting Iheir chi!dren at risk This should be part of approval. 

I also think with the ongoing agy-ession from the parents has gotten out of control 

The sheriff has been called 01s several occasions There lsas been intimidation to 
neighbors by parents. and on one occasion, an out of district Sheriff. did a favor f i r  
another parent. that is also with the sheriff depnrtment.t and came tG a property inne r  
and tried to start a n  argument, about road rightsj accordiiig to witnesses 
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The paretits don't seem 
seein as tlioq$ they are 
the ethics oftlie sisters. 

to give a hoot about our neighborhood. ~r qaality ol' lire They 
entitled to do what e~w-. since they pay to ha\ e their kids taught 

Uiider the origiiiA permit, a comrnercrial zoning s170nld have to Ire approved Po 
operate this business. ']That wasn't done! There wou1d have been pubf ic  nieetings, as 
you see in the papers all the time Acpiculture, rezoned to cornnsercial. as in Watsonviile 

We are also aware. at the time efthe approval; hfr s Marlyi Lidicote 'A as a supervisoi- 
and had a child ready to attend the school We feel she mas able to encourage her fellon 
supervisors to omit the safety issues and help transform ow- rieighborhood into the 
problem we now have 

I encourage you to apply the original rule ofthe approval, and do what  (yois woatld force 
any other propeill); owner) to do, complete the permit process to the fetter, do the 
improvements and supply the fire protection plan 

Thanks for reading. 

?. 
-64- 



Peb221 2006 

Ms. Paia Levine 
County of Santa Cruz 
701 Ocem St. 
Srzrda Cruz, Ca 95061 

Re: Salesians Sisters Use permits. 

Dear Ms. Levine: 
We are residents of the neighborhood where the Salesians Sisters operate their school in 
Conditos, Ca. 

In 1976 the neighbors received information there was going to be a ‘ N U N S  RETREAT”, 
built on the property whcre 39 homee had previously been turned down, due to 
earthquake faults and seismic issues, along with hazardous traffic. Which we defiantly 
have now! 
I recall the applicant was Jack Wagoner Red Estate ... 
I was in the construction business at the time and recall having a conversation with Mr. 
George Davis, the general contractor that built the retrest. He stated at that time there 
were plana to get a school in after the final was given on the facility. At the time of his 
comment, it never hit home with regards to what he had just said, except the facility was 
not what we all thought. 

I must comment on the issue oftrustworthiness. We don’t trust the sistera to do anything 
thay say. with out ongoing supervision. 

I was on the committee to pave the road back in 1978 or go, There were about 9 or ten 
meetings. The agreement was the Salesians would pay for about 1/3 the coast to repave 
the road. We received the check about 2 days before sister Charlotte became head nun, 
We lurd just cashed the check and was told by et parent, she atid if she had been their 
sooner, the sisters would have never agreed to it, or paid a penny. 
From day one she wag uncooperative! 

- 

Now, as fhr as we 
excess rb for fire emergency and the children’s protection I would require a 
disclosure fiom the sisters at a time of enrollment to let the parent know they w0 
putting their children at risk. This should be part of approval. 

see, under the original permit-, there was never any eecondary 

We also think with the ongoing aggression fkom the parents has gotten out of wntrol. 
The sheriff has been called on several occasions. There has been intimidation to 
neighbors by parents, and on one occasion, an out of district Sheriff did B hvor for 
another parent, that i s  also with the sheriff department and came to a property owner and 
tried to start an argument, according to witnesses. 
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about our neighborhood, or quality of  life. They seem as though they we entitled to do 
what ever, since they pay to have their kids taught the ethics of the sisters. 

Under the original permit, it commercirl zoning woirid have to be approved to 
operate this business. That wasn't done! There would have been public meetings, as 
you sm in the papers all tho time, Agriculture, rezoned to commercial, as in Watmnville. 

We are also aware, tzt the time ofthe approval; Mrs.Mariyn Lidicote was a supervisor 
and had 8 child ready to attend the schoai. We feel ghe WRS able to encourage her fellow 
supervisors to omit the safety issues and help transform our neighborhood into the . 
problem we now have. 

I encourage you to apply the original rule of  the approval, and do what you would force 
any othcr property owner to do, completts the permit proce88 to the letter, do the 
improvements and supply the fire protection plan. 
Thanks for reading. 

en0 Wilson 

Corraljtos, Cs 
724-4609 

! 

- 
568-4 200/200'd L9P-1 0000-000-000 
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Sally Stoik 
295 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 

95076 
February 27,2006 

County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4* floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Attention: Paia Levine 

Regarding: SaIesian Sister’s School - Application 04-0384, APN 107-571-01 

Dear Ms. Levine, 

I oppose the proposed 100% enrollment expansion at the existing school from 125 students to 250 
students, as well as the location of the proposed 54 car parking lot, due to the impacts the expansion 
will have on the residents and surrounding environs of Enos Lane. 

I have owned and resided at 295 Enos Lane since November 1997. Before I purchased my home, I 
knew there was a school operating hrther up the road fiom my home and was told by a few 
Corralitos residents that traffic was a problem on Enos Lane and Hames Road due to the Salesian 
Sister School. The same residents informed me that the School was only permitted for 125 students 
and that the School was required to minimize vehicle travel on Enos Lane by use of a busing plan 
noting that the plan didn’t seem to be in use due to the volume of cars backed up on Harnes Road at 
peak hours. My family has counted, on numerous occasions since 1997 when the school has been 
limited to 125 students, approx. 90-100 cars going up the hill to the school past our home at 
“morning peak hours”. Equally large numbers of cars would pass at various times in the afternoon 
and occasionally in the evemngs as well, and continue to do so now even under the School’s current 
Compliiiiice Agreement WitL the County. I am noting my history with traffic on Enos Lane to 
highlight what I perceive as the Salesian Sisters School long term violation of and disregard for the 
terms of the conditional use permit that allows them to operate their business on land not zoned for 
such a use. I believe the Salesian Sister School will require fm, regular monitoring by 
Governmental agencies in order to guarantee the residents of Enos Lane and the greater Corralitos 
community compliance with terms of any permitted uses and related mitigations on a daily basis. It 
is inappropriate for a land use to be allowed by special use permit that would require the level of 
monitoring the Salesian Sister School requires. 

\ __ _- - - - -  

The traffic mitigation measures outlined in the County’s “Negative Declaration Mitigations” are not 
strong enough to ensure compliance because there are no provisionsfor daily moqitoring; no 
provisions to regulate and limit afternoon, evening and weekend school traffic; and traffic 
monitoring is to be performed by a consultant contracted by the School. I believe it is critical to limit 
the number of School related vehicles traveling Enos Lane at any given time due to the rural nature 
of the private road. However, I do not think a traffic management plan that relies solely on reducing 
total vehicular trips will protect any neighborhood from school related traffic as it requires the 
participation of too many individuals complying with the plan and such participation will always be 
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discretionary at best based on human nature. It seems apparent to me that the only way to limit 
traffic to and from a school is to limit enrollment. 

It is faulty to only require 25 mph speed bumps be installed after reviewing the first year 
performance of the traflic management plan. Again, the type of driver who will travel Enos Lane to 
the School will forever be dynamic and to think speeding will be controlled by a traffic management 
plan defies common sense. Agencies can try to regulate traffic volumes all they want but it seems in 
vain when the current parenting trend is for parents to drive their children to and from school and not 
utilize mass transportation. Any speed limit posted on Enos Lane is unenforceable by CHP and the 
County Sheriff due to Enos Lane being a private road. Physical means such as speed bumps seem to 
be the only way to truly implement much needed speed controls on Enos Lane thus protecting all 
parties in the long term. 

The Enos Lane Street Improvement Plan prepared by Ifland Engineers indicates that most of Enos 
Lane below the School is currently 18’ wide. Plans show occasional widening of the existing 
roadway. I believe widening the existing roadway to 18’ will not make the road safer for drivers and 
pedestrians: I iiiiderstand the 18’ road width is required by the overseeing Fire Agency to ensure 
emergency vehicular access based on the agency’s current design standards. There is a comer in the 
roadway south of station b---.--. 22+30 near , property APN 107-29 1 - 1 8 where south bound vehicles 
routinely do not negotiate the comer due to the steep roadway incline north of the corner, the 
severity of the comer radius, excessive speed and oncoming traffic. Vehicles, including emergency 
vehicles, have run off the road and down the embankment south of the comer numerous times. It 
concerns me that the Street Improvement Plans do not indicate any improvements to this comer to 
correct this portion of the roadway. The Improvement Plan does not show a much needed retaining 
wall along the northem roadway edge adjacent to an avocado orchard on APN 107-571-04. 
Currently the unsupported cut slope has been eroded by vehicles traveling west who encounter east 
bound traffic. Westbound vehicles, typically SW’s  and large pick-ups, travel up on the slope in 
order to avoid side swiping oncoming traffic while continuing to travel forward. The use of the cut 
slope for added road width creates extraordinary amounts of dust most of the year and exacerbates 
the erosion of the sandy slope. 

..a 

, 

I 

The Enos Lane Street Improvement Plan and the “Negative Declaration Mitigations” fails to address 
pedestrian safety. With the current roadway and the proposed Improvement plan pedestrians are still 
left to walk in the road and seek refuge as necessary as vehicles approach. Whether the School 
expansion is approved or not, I believe the installation of a pedestrian path system should be 
required of the School that would separate pedestrians fi-om traffic by means of a raised path 
adjacent to the roadway. I believe this path would best serve all residents of Upper and Lower Enos 
Lane if it extends continuously from Hames Road to a location east of the Salesian Sister School 
vehicular entrance. 

1 

--- _.. .- , --__- 

Another critical impact of the proposed improvements to Enos Lane that will negatively alter the 
character of Enos Lane environs is the removal of Coast Live Oak Treesnear the intersection of 
Enos Lane and Hames Road. The County “Environmental Review Initial Study” - Section E. Visual 
Resources and Aesthetics does not identify how removing these sizab1e.tree.s would severely, impact 
the rural character of Enos Lke.  These trees add a calming aesthetic character to the entrance of 
Enos Lane providing a precursor to the experience one will have above the School on Enos Lane and 
Corralitos Ridge Road. Nowhere in the “Environmental Review Initial Study” or in the ‘Wegative 
Declaration Mitigation” is it recommended that the removed trees be replaced in some manner 
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acceptable to owners of property on which the trees are located. However, I think it is unreasonable 
to think these trees could be replaced in any manner in which the existing visual and environmental 
resource would be replicated; therefore the neighborhood would suffer another long-term negative 
impact of having a business such as a school improperly located on a private, residential road. 

Since it took numerous complaints by Enos Lane residents over many years for the County to realize 
the School was not complying with the terms of its current Use Permit, terms that were in place to 
protect the safety of Enos Lane residents as well as the rural character of the neighborhood. I do not 
believe the County is capable of regulating a school with greater enrollment, if at all, in the future 
given the usual changes to agency funding and politics that effect County Government. Regardless 
of whether the school is permitted to grow or not, the residents of Enos Lane will ultimately be left 
again to monitor the school’s compliance with the terms of the various permits it operates by. This 
sets the stage for continued tensions between the Salesian Sister School Community and Enos Lane 
residents. 

I find it hard to believe that if the Salesian Sister’s were to start from scratch and go before Enos 
Lane residents, the County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors with a proposal to build 
their school facility at their current location that the project would be approved since the project does 
not comply with the property zoning, is incompatible with surrounding land uses, and lacks its own 
primary access roadway. Therefore I see no reason the currently proposed School expansion should 
be approved. Perhaps, as is the case with other businesses in our County who cannot comply with 
Zoning regulations and therefore must close or relocate, the School should cease to operate at its 
current location correcting a planning blunder originating some 30 years ago. 

However if the school is allowed to continue to operate at the current permitted enrollment of 125 
students, I believe that speed bumps, a pedestrian path, a roadway surface maintenance agreement 
and a daily traffic monitoring system along with a strict, enforceable, traffic management plan be 
required and implemented in order to reduce future conflicts between the School operations and the 
surrounding neighborhood and above all improve safety for all parties. 

Sally Stoik 
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Santa Cruz Co. Planning Dept 
6 0 1  Ocean St 
Santa Cruz, CA 9 5 0 6 0  

I ATTN: PAIA LEVINE 

February 2 2 ,  2 0 0 6  
25 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 9 5 0 7 6  

RE: ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
APPL. # 0 4 - 0 3 8 4  

AS A PROPERTY OWNER ON ENOS LANE FOR OVER 4 0  YEARS. WE NEED 
TO LET YOUR OFFICE KNOW OUR OBSERVATIONS AND PROBLEMS WITH THE 
ACTIVITY AT THE SALESIAN SCHOOL THAT IS NOW APPLYING TO AMEND 
THEIR CURRENT PERMIT FOR 1 2 5  STUDENTS. 

AS YOUR OFFICE IS AWARE, THIS FACILITY STARTED IN 1 9 7 5  AS A 
NOVITIATE BECAUSE THEY HAD SOLD THEIR PROPERTY IN APTOS ACROSS 
FROM CABRILLO COLLEGE THAT WAS BEING USED BY THE NUNS. AT THE 
TIME, WE FELT THIS WAS A VERY GOOD IDEA BECAUSE IT WAS A NICE 
QUIET AREA WHERE THEY COULD STUDY IN PEACE AND QUIET. 

BUT THREE YEARS LATER, THE FIRST AMENDMENT FOR A SCHOOL FOR 
9 0  STUDENTS AND THEN IN 1 9 7 9  ANOTHER AMENDMENT FOR 125 
STUDENTS. WE HAVE BEEN TO THE MEETINGS FOR THESE AMENDMENTS AND 
ARE AWARE THAT EACH TIME THERE WAS CONCERN BY THE PLANNING 
COMMISSIONERS ABOUT THE SAFETY OF STUDENTS ON A NARROW PRIVATE 
ROAD. 

BECAUSE WE HAVE SEEN THE INCREASE IN TRAFFIC AND THE LACK OF 
CONCERN FOR THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND THE STUDENTS THAT WALK TO CATCH 
THE BUS FOR PUBLIC SCHOOLS, WE DO NOT FEEL IT IS RECOMMENDABLE 
TO INCREASE ENROLLMENT TO 2 5 0 .  THE PERMIT WAS ISSUED FOR 1 2 5  
STUDENTS, WITH CONDITIONS, BUT THESE CONDITIONS WERE APPARENTLY 
NOT FOLLOWED BUT THE COUNTY WAS NOT AWARE UNTIL A COMPLAINT WAS 
MADE. WE NOTICED RIGHT AWAY IN 1 9 7 9  THAT THE NUMBER OF CARS 
GOING TO THE SCHOOL HAD INCREASED A LOT AND CAR POOLING OR BUSES 
WERE NOT BEING USED. 

BECAUSE WE WERE HAVING A PROBLEM IN BACKING OUT OF OUR 
DRIVEWAY TO GET ONTO ENOS LANE, WE HAD TO HAVE A NEW DRIVEWAY 
MADE SO THAT WE COULD DRIVE AROUND AND COME OUT ONTO ENOS LANE 
FRONTWARDS. EVEN AFTER THIS WAS DONE, WE HAVE TO BE VERY 
CAREFUL OF CARS COMING DOWNHILL BECAUSE THEY ARE USUALLY GOING 
FASTER THAN THEY SHOULD. 

WE HAVE ALSO KNOWN OF CARS RUNNING OFF THE SIDE OF THE ROAD 
AND HOLDING UP TRAFFIC AND A CDF FIRE TRUCK ONE TIME ROLLED TO 
THE SIDE OF THE ROAD WHEN THEY WERE MAKING JUST A TEST RUN. 
THIS IS WHY WE ARE CONCERNED WITH THE SAFETY OF SO MANY STUDENTS 
BEING THERE WHEN THERE IS THE POTENTIAL FOR A FIRE OR THE ROAD 
CLOSED AND EMERGENCY VEHICLES CANNOT GET UP TO THE SCHOOL OR 
CARS MAY BE TRYING TO COME DOWN. THE CDF FIRE DEPT MADE A TEST 
RUN IN 2 0 0 4  AND REPORTED THAT THEY WOULD HAVE HAD TROUBLE 
GETTING THROUGH TRAFFIC IF THERE HAD BEEN AN EMERGENCY. THIS IS 
DOCUMENTED IN ONE OF THEIR LETTERS. 
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WE NOTICE IN THE NEW APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO THEIR 
PERMIT THAT NO MENTION IS MADE OF THE AFTERNOON TRAFFIC. 
THE MORNING TRAFFIC IS SUPPOSED TO BE CONTAINED TO A PEAK 
TIME BUT THE AFTERNOON TRAFFIC GOES ALL AFTERNOON LONG. 
ALSO THE TRAFFIC DURING THE WEEKEND AND HOLIDAYS IS VERY 
DIFFERENT THAN THE TRAFFIC DURING WEEKDAYS. THE TRAFFIC 
ON THE WEEKEND IS NORMAL FOR A RURAL NEIGHBORHOOD LIKE 
ENOS LANE. 

ALSO NO MENTION IS MADE ABOUT HOW HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS 
WILL BE ALLOWED TO DRIVE THEIR OWN CARS. AS WE KNOW, THIS 
IS GOING TO BE ANOTHER PROBLEM FOR ENOS LANE IF THIS 
AMENDMENT IS APPROVED. 

WE BELIEVE THAT THE PEOPLE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SALESIAN 
FACILITY SHOULD HAVE BEEN RESPONSIBLE FOR SEEING THAT ALL 
OF THE CONDITIONS FOR THE PERMIT FOR 125 STUDENTS SHOULD 
HAVE BEEN FOLLOWED. THIS IS REQUIRED OF ALL OTHER PEOPLE 
THAT ASK FOR A PERMIT TO RUN THEIR AFFAIRS AND WOULD NEED 
TO CORRECT A VIOLATION BEFORE ADDING TO IT. BECAUSE THERE 
HAS BEEN NO COMPLIANCE TO THE PERMIT THEY HAD FOR 125 
STUDENTS, WE THINK THEY SHOULD COMPLY WITH THAT BEFORE 
MOVING ON. IF 125 STUDENTS WERE NOT ENOUGH FOR THEM TO OPERATE 
ECONOMICALLY, THEN THEY SHOULD NOT HAVE GONE FOR THAT 
PERMIT. 

ALSO THERE IS THE ISSUE OF THE " 4 0  FT R/W". THE 
INFORMATION THE SALESIANS HAVE FURNISHED FOR THEIR R/W IS 
FOR A DOCUMENT THAT IS NOT RECORDED AND DOES NOT SHOW IN 
OUR PROPERTY DEEDS. WE ARE AWARE THAT ENOS LANE WAS 

RECORDED. THEREFORE, OUR TITLE INSURANCE CO. DOES NOT 
RECOGNIZE THE UNRECORDED DOCUMENT. 

RE-ALIGNED FURTHER UP THE ROAD AND THAT IS DESCRIBED AND 

WE FEEL THE SALESIANS WANT TO CONTINUE TO GROW AND THAT 
THEY ARE G O O D  PEOPLE BUT THEY HAVE TO RECOGNIZE THAT WE 
TOO ARE NICE PEOPLE AND WE DID A LOT OF RESEARCH BEFORE WE 
COULD BUILD OUR HOME ON ENOS LANE. WE WERE AWARE OF THE 
SMALL NARROW ROAD BUT WHEN IT IS DRIVEN PROPERLY, IT IS 
NOT A PROBLEM. BUT NOT FOR 100 CARS. PLEASE CAREFULLY 
LOOK AT WHAT IS HAPPENING AND ACT ACCORDINGLY. 
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2-23-1995 4:llPM FROM 

FAX 454-2131 

Date: 23 February 2006 

From: Matt; Zernny 
76 Howell Lane 
Corrali.t;os CA 95076 

P. 1 

L 

To: RandallAdam5 CC: Paia Levine 
5 ta f f  manner 
5ama Cruz Co. Planning Dept. 

Environ menta I Review Si ,aff 

Subject School Expansion - Daughters of Mary of Christians 

As a property owner of 20 YE, in the neighborhood afPected by the proposed expansic n of the Salesian Sister5 
Echool, I would like to be on record a5 NOT supporting this project. My main concern is Safezy; both for 
neighborhood residents and the children attending tbs school. 

ROAD - Enos Lane is a private "Shady Lane" type, rural road - adequate for normal nee As of a rural community. 

Applic. No. 04-0384 (5alesian 5isters School) 

many parts are only one lane wi th  significant distance between turnou%s 
widest part5 (approximately 10 fL) still requires slowing down t o  pa55 approaching vehicles safely 
there are no walkways or road shoulder for pedestrians when vehicles pass or  road. Pajaro School's 

bus  stop is aC the corner of Enos and Ham-. 
severe erosion potential exists of un-surfaced shoulders (light sandy soil). Ur;support;ed pavement 

edges are damaged when vehicles pull off to let caw pass. No main-tena ice plan exists. 
road never engineered for high capacity use - width, supportlve baserock orttrrn radius 
many driveways opening on to narrow roadway requiring vehicles crossing bot31 lanes for access 

= wider areas encourage fas-ter speeds - 'speed'humps' (wide speed bumps) nee,ded ia slow traffic 
large numbers of vehicles concentrated a t  short jnternals of t ime severely irnlmct roadway capacity - 

development of area above shool, although limibd, add5 to trip count also 
both AM and PM. 

EMERGENCY ACCES5 - an alternative exi-t; =em6 necessary as Enos Lane, the only ac ce55, could get  cut off 
by fire, earthquake, landslides (liquefaction) - the large number of children would need t 2  be evacuate safely or 
adequately cared for by the school until reunified with parent. A reunification site also needs consideration. 

Other concerns: 
County Sheriff states traffic laws cannot be enforced on private roads. SuggesW speed limit and 5f;op signs 

If a High School level is added; school events would include 6pot-k with t h e  additional 1 raffk impact from the 
mitigations are not affective without enforcement. 

competing school teams & s u p p o ~ r s .  Ai50 High 5chool student may drive bu-; carpooling would be 
limited due to California's youth driver law preverrt;ing passengers for first year for under 18 yr5 drivem,. 

Doubling school size dll exacerbate the above problem%. In addition to t h e  transporta tion requirements of the 
children, it would require more support staff (teachers, maintenance workers, ek ) .  Required safety 
improvement5 (e.g. widening) are only necesaty due to the overburden created by the transportation 
requiremen- of Ute school. 

eiUler not being applied to the use yermi-t: or t h e  mitigations implemented. The tiew Use Permit, doubling 
enrollment, contains many of the  Same requirenilents as the first. The lack of previous U s e  Permit 
conditions enforcement has led to the safety ahd traffic problems of today. 

History since the 1975 beginnings show a pattern afthe same planning staff  concern:i & recommendations 
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Page I of 1 

Paia Levine ---- -- --- -"--- 

From: Randall Adams 

Sent: 

To: Paia Levine 

cc: Cathy Graves 

Subject: 04-0384 comments from Supervisor Pirie 

Tuesday, February 21,2006 4:lO PM 

Hi Paia, 

Cathy and I were in our regularly scheduled meeting today with Supervisor Pirie. She had the following two 
comments regarding the Initial Study and the proposed mitigations for 04-0384 (Salesian Sisters): 

1) The number for trips required by the mitigation should be clarified further in order to identify the 104 trips as the 
total of in and out trips (equivalent to 52 vehicles traveling in and out) and not as 104 combined iniout trips (104 
vehicles). 

2) Why is only the AM peak addressed? The PM peak is equally important and should be addressed as well 
(same number of trips would be appropriate). 

She may follow up with formal comments of her own, but she asked me to pass these along to you. I know that 
written comments are best, so I have provided them in this format. 

Randall 
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Paia Levine 
Environmental Coordinator 
701 Ocean Street, 4” Floor 
S. C. Ca 95060 

RE: Enos Lane Traffic Safety Issues 

Dear Ms. Levine: 

February 14”, 2006 

P 

Please include the following letter and attachments of previous letters sent to Salesian Sisters as part of your review 
process. This letter takes issue with the current safety hazards on Enos Lane both due to increased number of vehicles, 
and the manner in which some people are driving. 

We are in desperate need of the law enforcement to take an active role is diffusing the current aggression being taken 
out by drivers while on Enos Lane. The attached letters state very clearly these incidents’ as such occurrences are 
happening even up to the r a n t  past. There have been many others that went unreported, over the years, as the 
residents and Salesiaus’ seem to have lost open lines of communication. Some neighbors have tried complaining via 
the County. Others simply have lost hope. Some even threatened. My intent is to regain a peaceful and safe co- 
existence so that this neighborhood can focus on SAFETY! 

I bave no issues with Salesian Sisters. I am Catholic and believe that they serve a very important role in this 
community. The manner is which things have taken place, however, has really led me to question how this been 
allowed to happen? I don’t care if they want to increase their enrollment, yet, it’s quite apparent that busing these 
children, so as not to put the residents at risk, is the only solution to the ongoing i a e s  at b - d .  They now have !4 of 
Bradley Elementary attendance at Salesian Sisters and should uphold the same criteria in relation to busing as well as 
carpooling to diminish the safety concerns. 

1 

It was never my intention to get involved with this situation. But, after a few blatant acts described in my previous 
letters to Sister Charlotte, I could no longer close my eyes to what was happening in my own neighborhood. My 
chddren are in my vehicle and that’s where I must draw the line at th~s bullying type of behavior. This has been put 
into a “light” that all residents are against the school growing it’s attendance. That isn’t the case. 

The children shouldn’t have to bear the brunt of these angry parents and residents’. This lack of communication and 
common respect needs to be re instilled. If the County continues to allow the blatant disregard and direct threat to the 
neighborhood, I don’t see how you can ward off a class action Iaw suit. This is what I am trying to avoid. A sign 
which reads, “oncoming traf€ic does not stop” IS NOT THE SOLUTION TO THIS PROBLEM. I would like to see 
the safety issues be brought up IN A PUBLIC HEARING prior to decision malang on transportation issues. 

These issues need to be addressed immdately. YOU CAN’T MITIGATE THIS BEHAVIOR! 

I would like to know why these ongoing problems weren’t disclosed as part of the purchase transaction of my properly 
as recent as 2000. I had no idea I was moving into a “war zone”, Nor would I have wanted to. I only gained 
knowledge over time, by witnessing the many close calls and aggressive behaviors of various parents traveling to and 
from the school. When I began to question people, I started to realize that this has been really snowballing for years. 

74- 

It is my understanding that the Water district will be planting shrubs and redwood trees (taking up what exists now as 
a small pull out at HamesEnos. This is the only space the local children have off of the street for bus transportation to 
local public schools. 
Due to the bottom parcels building and reconstruction that portion of the right of way, is raises more concerns as to 
where these kids will go? 

Are there any plans in this “upgrading of Enos” for a safe place for the children to wait, now? 



Currently, I am forced to drive my 7 year old son to Bradley, because I can not have him sharing Enos Lane with the 
current number of cars, especially given the manner in which they dnve. The older kids who do walk, do it at a 
substantial risk, everyday. 

I am hoping to somehow bridge the gap between the local residents and Salesian Sisters, at the very least to alleviate 
some of the tension.. So, you see, some residents have property rights issues, others simply have safety concerns. 

What would happen during an evacuation? How would the children be evacuated? If the residents will have to 
compete with school traffic heading up Enos during such an event, as well as the rescue vehicles, in order for us to get 
our own families out, then we wouldn’t stand a chance and it would be catastrophic. Are you aware that we have 
already lost an emergency vehicle during an emergency call up Enos Lane. It tumbled down the hillside, as it was too 
MITOW for travel. These are real facts! Is the County willing to take responsibility for the risk you are placing us in? 

Is it your suggestion that we will have to yield to all downhill traffic? That isn’t the solution! When people drive 35 
mph going in both dtrections in Enos Lane, it poses great danger. There isn’t ANY reason to widen the road a few 
feet and encourage an increased speed in this already sacrificed neighborhood. The 40’ right of way only stands 
above Evening Hills Road on Enos Lane. Not below. It was attached to a specific property, only. There is 
documentation showing just that with the line being twice the width on the map at that property. 

Again, please do not leave the resolution of this situation in the hands of the people who are currently causing the 
trouble. To allow the traffic issues to go on as they have would be unlawful. Where is the protection of the “rights of 
the residents” in this community. This is a business. They should be required to have a sense of responsibility for 
upholding peace. 

Never is it mentioned to have a “crossing pard/tr&c directory .- - _- physically out there, thus forcing accountability. 
That’s what this neighborhood $odd like to &e. We can no longer wait for these people to behave reasonably and 
safely. How wouldn’t having such a representative benefit in this instance? 

Your comments are very much welcomed. 

atsonville CA 95076 
08) 859-4939 
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Sr. Charlotte 
Salesian Sisters Catholic School 
605 Enos Lane 
Watsonville Ca 95076 

November IS*, 2005 

Dear Sr. Charlotte: 

My family and I have lived on Howell Lane since 1999 and have experienced and ongoing and increasing amount 
of aggressive behavior while driving on Enos Lane, from several parents driving children to and from your facility. I 
have not been involved, thus far, in any meetings, information or activity involved with the current dispute issues 
which have arisen over the past 5 years regarding the increased trafljc on our small private road. I have only heard 
about it from several neighbors. By choice, I stayed out of it. However, because of the recent behavior of some 
(not ail) of your parents, I am forced, now, to become beavilv involved. I have been a victim and a witness of 
several acts of “blatant disregard” and down right rudeness fiom drivers traveling to and fiom your school. As a 
parent of two small children this is extremely disturbing considering these people have children in their vehicles 
while acting in this manner. What kind of example does this behavior set for youngsters, in all of this? This “us)) 
against “them” behavior has Lot to stop! This issue is NOT an “US” against “them”. The neighbors have not 
united together against Salesian Sisters! Tbe residents who depend on Enos Lane for their only evacuation route in 
case of an emergency have very valid concerns ESPECIALLY given the manner in which those who come and go 
from your facility choose to act. Many of these drivers not only exceed the speed limit by 10-20 miles per hour 
(especially coming down hill), but they also do not yield to cars waiting patiently to pull out onto Enos. I don’t know 
it you’re aware of the fact that it is very hard to see downhill traffic when pulling onto Enos fiom Howell Lane. 
Given their downhill speed, it is currently a hazard! They travel right behind one another, purposely so as not leave 
ample room for sharing the road with local residents. 

In the beginning of the year, I witnessed a white Mercedes race down Enos (right down the middle) and stopped 
abruptly at the knees of two local resident children walking up Enos. This was totally uncalled for as these children 
live here. I don’t personally know them, but as residents they have a right to walk safely home without threat &om 
your visitors. This really angered me! I’ve been wanting to sit down and write to you ever since. I have personally 
experienced two threatening experiences in iust the Dast 30 davs of this very type of behavior. One being this 
morning, 1 pulled out onto Enos Lane and proceeded slowly down, when, an oncoming oversized pewter color 
truck with a male driver started pretending he was going to turn his steering wheel into me, by pretending to turn the 
wheel rapidly in my direction. This was very unnecessary and really childish. My six year old son screamed “look 
out Mom, be’s going to hit us!” I couldn’t believe my eyes. (2) Two maybe three weeks ago a lady wearing a 
black ball cap and driving a black BMW traveling up the hill, when she saw I was pulling out, she sped up really fast 
as if she was going to hit my driver side door and nearly missed me. What are tbese Darents thinking? Last year, 1 
was passed by a parent who decided that 20 mph was to slow so she tailed my down tbe hill then passed while I was 
stopped at tbe stop sign at the bottom of Enos and went into the oncoming lane of traffic ON A BLIND CORNER, 
GOING UP Hames Road. She almost caused a head on collision! It has become increasingly out of control! I 
have recently questioned only a couple of my neighbors regarding recent experiences they might have had, and they 
all agree it is time for us NOW to get involved because of the behavior of vow wests. Up until now, I haven’t been 
involved but, Sister Charlotte. we need to come topether to find a bmRV co-existence for the safetv of all 
concerned, here. I personally would like to h o w  what has been said to these parents to make them feel as though 
we are ALL THE ENEMY? What are YOU doing to keep this behavior in check? You do have some responsibility 
towards your neighbors to “keep the peace”. After all, it isn’t our fault you are in violation of your own permits, nor 
was it me who turned YOU in! I am starting to really resent the fact tbat somehow you have painted a picture for your 
parents that it is somehow “our fault”. Your violation issues, are simply that. Your issues, not mine or ‘‘ours”. 
Please direct your visitors to keep me and my family out of it! Let me make myself perfectly clear. My two 
concerns here are safety in case of an evacuation or fire, and the current bebavior of some of your parent drivers who 
feel they have a right to act in this manner. We are all responsible adults who owe it to our children to set a good 
example of how we tackle diversity and disagreement on certain issues. Tbese children, be it resident children or 
passengers in your parent vehicles DO NOT DESERVE to bare the brunt of this issue and now I am forced to 
speak for them. This behavior is as far fiom “loving your neighbor” as it can be AND IT NEEDS TO STOP! So, I 
come to you as a resident, as a fellow Catholic and God loving person and concerned parent for help in finding a 
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PEACEFUL CO-EXISTENCE and to do what is “rid# to alleviate the mounding hstration between travelers on 
Enos Lane. If I do not hear fkom you regarding this very real concern, I will be forced to seek other actions in 
alerting the public of the “real” goings on here in our small community. Perhaps a copy of this letter needs to be 
published for the public to get a real birds eye view of the facts of this matter, And not simply just your opinion. 

Do not lump everyone who lives in this neiehborhood together as “being aminst Salesians” that couldn’t be 
farther from the truth. I suggest you put out a letter to the people who financially support your facility and let 
these particular parents know that they are doing you a GREAT INJUSTICE by acting this way. They are causing a 
real stir amongst the very neighbors you and those children may come to depend on, in the very case of an 
Emergency! We are NOT THE ENEMY and 1 don’t take kindly to the fact that these people, whom I’ve never 
met, are making me the enemy and are acting this aggressive towards myself and my passengers, as well as 
my neighbors. simuh because they live here! What can we as neighbors do to alleviate some of this anger? I will 
be eagerly awaiting your response to come together to resolve these issues which have been allowed to grow 
increasingly dangerous because of the lack of communication on all of our parts. We as adults bare the 
responsibility of fixing this mess before something horrible happens and we are all asking for God’s 
forgiveness! Fqh od Keaschall 

CC: Randall Adams 
Ellen Pirie 
Gary and Barbara Smith 
Enos and Howell neighbors 



February S”, 2006 
Sr. Charlotte 
Salesians Sisters School 
605 Enos Lane, 
Watsonville CA 95076 

RE: Immediate request for your follow- up assistance regarding Traffic & Safety Concerns 

Regretfdly, I am reporting, per your request, that things are not getting any better fiom the neighbor’s perspective. Last 
we spoke, you were to send out a document to your parent’s, insistinn that they slow down and obey posted s& limit 
sims. I asked you to please copy me so that I could prove to the neighborhood that you were showing due diligence, I 
have not received any of such documents being sent out, to date. Also, a few more blatant acts have been made against 
residents, just since December. It’s simply unbelievable to me. 

I haven’t installed a reflective mirror on the pole ## 1, because the shrubs no longer pose a visibility issue as they’ve been 
trimmed and #2 it is $400. However, I do anticipate the need in the future.. 

It has taken me a couple of days to draft this letter as I have had two deaths in my family since we last spoke and do have 
a full plate! You had also stated that you would be dealing with the “irresponsible behavior,” personally, and make 
sure these parties were made aware they risked losing the privilege of attending your school. 

Just days ago, one of your parents boldly broke the law and passed a PWSD School Bus as it was dropping 
neighborhood children off at the end of Enos Lane. The driver of the car passed and nearly struck a child exiting 
the bus. It’s a prime example of why some local residents view your parents as acting “above the law” with their blatant 
disregard for others on the road, when simply passing through our neighborhood. Those people are soon to receive 
restraining orders if this behavior persists. We as a neighborhood do not want a lawsuit, but we also will not back down 
to your parents’ bullying tactics. 

Once again, this reiterates our concerns and puts SAFETY ISSUES ON ENOS LANE at the forefront of this issue. 
The parent of the child, who also happened to be an ex- bus driver, followed the person all the way to your school and 
chewed them out! Do you suggest that we start calling the Sheriff to report such cases? It’s a terrible shame. but auite 
honestly. that WILL be our next step forward towards a resolution. This situation puts us in a very uncomfortable and 
unfair position to stand up for our rights as residents and protect our children. 

When I reported to you personally, in writing, about the driver who pretended to turn his truck into my vehicle, you stated 
you would research it. Did you ever make an attempt to locate and talk with this person? It certainly doesn’t take a 
detective to see that truck every single day around 7:40am like clockwork. I’ve described the Caucasian Male driving a 
pewterltan or brown colored oversized truck with the 7s  in the lic. Plate. I would have liked to have heard what his 
explanation was for that! Salesian Darents would NEVER STAND FOR THIS IN THEIR OWN NEIGHBORHOODS. 
Parents are allowing children to roll down their windows and make rude comments teasing local children while driving 
up our private road to your school. At what point do your parents begin an active responsible role in diffusing this 
situation and be held accountable? 

The same black BMW that has been aggressive towards SEVERAL local residents was again involved in another incident 
with the neighbor just weeks ago. This act was acknowledged and witnessed bv one of your teachers! What is the 
course of action that you have taken thus far to add consequence to these actions? Can you provide proof that this 
communication has been made? Although it places me in a very compromising position, once again, placing the burden 
upon residents to ‘‘report these people”, isn’t the best way to handle this as it pits your parents against us. I’m sure, you 
agree it’s not helpinn matters. Perhaps you can hire an employee or independent officer who is qualified to stand as a 
“safetv officer” who can be the person to keep this behavior in check during busy commute hours. Something needs to 
be done NOW - TEMPERS ARE FLARING! 

Today, 2/10/06, I was #13 car in a line of bumper to bumper tr&c heading up Enos Lane at 7:40am. Obstruction of the 
weekly garbage pick up, along with a Semi truck behind it was a recipe for high tempers with your parents, as they are 
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always in a hurry! With bunches of cars attempting to pass the garbage truck and downhill trafEc totally steady, it’s total 
mayhem every Friday morning. There is NO VISIBlLITY on these days. Perhaps, If you had a “safety officer” directing 
such traf€k, it could alleviate such a heavy downhill flow, thus gaining more room in between cars to allow passing of the 
garbage truck. Waste Management even had an extra man, usually it’s one poor guy out there running the entire time just 
to get out of peoples way. The road is simply too small for this number of vehicles, it’s too narrow and offers no visibility 
of oncoming traf€ic for passing safely. A head-on collision is imminent! 

What direct steps have you taken to mitigate the current traffic dangers and aggressive actions from your parents? I 
agreed to let you know, per your request, when something happens. I am making good on my part of the deal, even 
though it jeopardizes my own safety by doing so. We verbally made an agreement, so I will stick to that. I would like to 
hope that you are STILL interested in helping come together as neighbors to better the situation that has escalated out of 
control. Once again, for a final time, I would like to extend to you an invitation to get together and discuss options,& 
person and try to iron out some of these issues as best we can. Safety first, like we agreed. 

I understand you are busy. Or, perhaps the delay is due to your attorney’s recommendations. I can assure you it’s NOT 
helping the situation. It puts out the impression that SAFETY comes second behind your financial agenda. This 
neighborhood can NO LONGER WAIT for your “legal processes” to come to a resolution because our children are 
paying the price and are most at risk, here. PLEASE, work with us.. . NOT AGAINST US. We are NOT the enemy. 
OUR CHlLDREN ARE NOT YOUR ENEMY. I am begging you to do whatever is in your power, Sister. If we are 
unable to come together before March lst, I will be forced to ask the Sheriff‘s Department to take an active role in th is  
matter. Perhaps they can get us closer to a safe resolution. Once a g a  I await your response to come together to resolve 
these IMPORTANT ISSUES. 

cc:f ’ 
1 Randall Adam, Project Planner 

b’ Tom Burns, Planning Director 
Santa Cruz County Sheriff 
Ellen Pine, Supervisor 
Dana McCrae, County Counsel 
Santa CIUZ County Fire Battalion Chef 
Register Pajaroniad Santa Cruz Sentinel 
Neighbors 
CODE FILE 
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02/27/2006 15:27 FAX 8317281133 PAJARO VALLEY CONST @I 001 

County of Santa Cruz 
Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4m floor 
Santa Cm, CA 95060 
FAX; 454-2131 

A b :  PaiaLevine 

S u m :  Salesian Sisters' school- Application 04-0384 
Inilia1 Study and Preliminary Determination 

Dear Ms. Levine: 

Thank you in advance for taking the time to read my letter. My family and I live at 245 Lou's 
Court I'm going to by to keep this brief. I cannot address everything I would like to, but I will 
address a couple of the mast pressing issues. 

The impact of the already excessive (violation of Use Permit) enrollment, is obvious. The study of 
t r a f i  (car counts and speed) is a joke. This data was compiled by a company, hired and paid for 
by the school. As a person who's travel time coincides with the !j~hoolS' commencement and exit 
times, I can tell you the numbers refleded in the Traffic Engineers Report for how many cars are 
current@, and will futuristically (if expansion permitted) travel Enos, and surrounding roads, is 
understated. You should also note that with the upcoming decision regarding the enrollment 
&@T%ii%Tthe school has been on its "best behavlor" with all eyes on carpool numbers and 
speed limits. Prior to attention being drawn to this, the number of cars traveling the road, 
exoeeded the proposed carpool number agreement. 
I don't have a degree In engineering, but I can count Not every vehicle coming up and down the 
road is carrying "4.49 students". To state that only eleven more fan will be the impact, is 
insulthg to my intelligence. My third grade son can do the math. Using true number of cars, true 
number of enrollment, and proposed expansion enrollment( the impact will be more than elwen 
vehides traveling Enos and surrounding roads. Even if it where to be eleven, the current number 

One pint I found partimlarly amusing was the Informatlon about how fast traffic travels on 
Hame Rwd. Talk to anyone who lives on Hame Road (and the mobile home park) and find out 
what they have to say about how it is to pull out of their own driveway. The current staging area 
for carpling Is at the Cathollc church on cbnalitos Road. This directly imp* Cona!!t~m Road, 

effect Enos Lane and H a m  Road, but Howell, Lou's Court, Orchard Heights, Molnar, Evening Hill 
and Freedm Blvd. are also impacted by the various activities at the Salesian 5chool. 

The idea that some how they will adhere to mandatory carpooling, ath?,r the Permit process, is 
naive, (l3ey have already thrown out "#e m/@hn card').! Using RLUPA (Religious Land Use 
and Institutionalized Persons Act of ZOOO), if necessary. Parents have sent letters to the County 
stating that is was important to them and their families that they can take their child to school 
and clrn pray with them. They also mentioned that carpooling was a hardship and inwered with 
W r  family's redigious life and the schools min&by. 
(1 guess their right to pray with their children at Schwi, mehow supersedes my right to 
efficiently and timely get mychild to school, or if need be, evacuate in an emergency!) 

is --ive: - 

' 
! 
I 

zk-wal as Hams RGd. To this point, the increase in cars - pa& present and Mure, not only 

The Applicant and parents, operate as if they are above the law. Rules do not apply to them. 
And by the County's actions, or lack thereof, it appears to be the case. While I do not believe the 
school should be discriminated against, nurdo I fed they should be given pteferentlal treatment! 
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My final point of concern is the safety of &of bs! Mml, parents, children and residents ! 

What would happen in the event of disaster? Earthquake, fire, etc.? How are we all going to 
evacuate efficiently? will Emergency Vehicles be competing for access on Hams Road and 
Enos Lane, while parents are trying to get to their child in an emergency? Do you think these 
parents are going to go to the carpool staging site and wait for their children in a disaster? 
As a parent, I tan tell you, NO! 
What about the Property Owners ability to emcuate timefy? We also would like to think that the 
fire trucks had a shot at getting up the road to try to save our property!!! 
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Widening Enos Lane will only allow ttaffic to flow at a faster, unsafe speed. And where do you 
get the land to widen Ems? Take it from tax paying Property Owners? Lets not forget, we are on 
private property, this is a private road, and Salesin School is a Private business. 

Any other business operating under these conditions would have been "red tagged ti shut down" 
a long time ago. Every one knows if it were one of us in violation, we would have been "red 
tagged & shut down." 

Consider the neighbors completely and totally fed up wlth lack of enforcement from the county on 
#e various permit(C0de violations. The safely of all residents (the school &iMren as well) iS in 
jeopardy as long as this situation is allowed to continue and be pmnutd. (By allowing this to 
go further). 

You have not heard from surrounding property owners, 1.e. H a m  Road, because they don't 
know about it, yet. I believe the intent of the School and County was to Vy under the radar" and 
get this passed. 

Be assured, other residents who will be impacted by the Planning Dept decision, will be 
informed. We are not going away quietly. We will spread the word, and the residents of 
Corral-tos will be heard. 

"Roll the Stone Away, Let the Guilty Pay"! Well, the rock bas been pulled back, and this matter 
exposed to the light of day. Amuntability when? now? or when God forbid, its too late? 

You will send a message and set precedent. All Corralitos eyes will be on the County Planning 
Dept. We h w  you will do the Right and Lawful thing to protect us all. 

Sincerely, 

Marlene Boram 
245 Lou's Court 
Corralilos, CA 
95076 
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February 27 ,2W 

yu FAX. 191 4&gy& 

County of anta Cnp 
Planning Depament 
Attn: Paia Levine 
701 Ocean Sbitst 
Santa Cruz, CA 95oBo 

Ret Salesian Sister& School (Daughm of Mary of qhhtians) Applidtlon 04-0384 
Initial Study snd Preliminary Determination 

Dear Ms. ,Levine: 

R 

We as neighborn have many m a  With the Schods 8ppliCX3tiOn for expansbn as Well 88 the schools 
current permit and compliance thereta, or ahall we correctly state lack of compliance WitF their Current 

As other neighbors have and Wnl be address@ these issues, w(4 will reiterate the mein saWy lseues of 
ConQBm: 

(and past) permits. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

8. 

7, 

8. 

To widen EnQs Lane would not pnly incrfhse the volume of vehicular trBpnc, but wauld most 
dmitely Increase the traffic apted as well. 

Wrdenkq Enw Lane would also conhue to put pedestrians In haftn8 way of Wbr vehicular 
tra#iic and not provide 'Wk reSuge* for pedestrians. The school ($nd county) wem to have lost 
sight of the fadl that sludhts attending PWSD do travgnre t h a  Lene, both rnprntngs and 
eftemooos, enduring potsnlially dangerous situations with diecourtgrous Sdeian school traffic. 
The m e  Is true wfth other pedestrians tahlng advantage of the wonderful country ambiance any 
time ef the day, any day of h week, whether on foot, hornback, biwle, e&. 

wiw En06 Cane being a private road, speed llmtte (posted or otherwise) and vdhldae not 
stopping at the stop sign are not e n h m b l e  by Sheriff or CHP. Historicelly, doluntary 
m p k h c e  with the speed llmlt and stoppine at the stop sign oannot be expected and these are 
c f i t b l  Wqty concerns. 

We am constantly pbking up trash along the Enoa Lane side of the property mnskting mainly of 
fast fd wrappers, b t k s  and cans. An expension bf studen@ will pddntially equal more traah. 

the Rroposed 26 mph speed limit is way too liberal for a rural neighborhood wlth children and 
P e ~ ~ p l a y .  

Speed bumps ahoyld be In$tdled and spaced accordingly to achieve a maxlmurn 15 mph aped 
tfmit and should be installed taking the water diverting drainage bars into conreidera@n. 

Whet happened b the Wndayy ~CCBCIS the school was requlmd to hew in their permit? 

Should a & W i d e  emergency or dssaster &cur, h w  would me current permitted 126 qmdcants 
and staff evacuate and still have provision for emergency vehicles? EhaS bne would became 
grld-hcked making it marfy impomlble for the needed emergency personnel and vehicles to get 
to the school site, let alone In a timely manner. 
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Also of ahoern is a statement wntten on the ~ p c b e d  projet4 dmwiqd e b U g  B 40 foot eesement or 
right Of way CrMn Hames Road to the schdol is on r@mrd an all parcels along Enos Lane. This is NaT 
Wef Nowhere la this 40 foot right of way statsd In the deed or &ah of title on the Tindall family property 
located at Enas Lane and Hams Road intersection and GonUnufng up En- Lane, In Maroh of 1988, 
Alan TindatI did ag@e to dsdicate a strip of lend allowing an 18-foot paw@b for fadt trafRc 88 well as 
auto traffic. The measurement being taken fm the egisting conotate drainage ditch to the area needed 
to oreate the width pentiQned. Please note this land dedication INCLUCIED foot traffic. This agreement 
wag made WRh the property w r e  of En- Lane, the E m s  Lane trnprovement AwoCiation, and the 
Enw Lend Road Malntemnce Associrrtipn hlao known and the “Asmdakn”. This dedicatbn was givgn 
in good faith assuming the school would comply with their pnnits, which they have not done to date, 

Stated on the Same project drawiva is another note that ai6ting oak trees will be removed to widen the 
road. These 68k trerts have been in exbtence far Mger than the sdw~l  has been In Its roCertfon and are 
a part of the oauntry mral naghborhd end the neighborhood arflbiance. To remove these trees would 
not only be a tmgedy but a great InjwtlCe. 

The shoot and the County a@pwr to have lost slght of the fact that the rut&iI neighborhood was well 
established BEFORE the schwl aplYlied fdr their first pertnit requesting a trainlq ground, The pafety and 
wlshes of !he neighbors seems to be betng pushed aside to o m  again allow the shod what they want 
with swmingty no follow up gr‘ fbllow through on the County’s pad to be sure the school IS, has been, anU 
will be in Compiiance with their permlts. 

In closing: 

1. Several ne&hbor$ with djolning parcbls to En06 Lane have over the yean dediwtd l3nd to the 
mad #or the benefit of the schpol in good f’alth assuming the khml would operate and comply 
with their permit($). 

ndighbors continue to cooperate with road widenihg. yet &Is has not been done by the school to 
date? 

2. T M  schqols~track remrd of complying with their pennib is non-existent. Why would the 

3. To double the schools qment student baw of 125 to 250 students would be det~rnental tu &e 

4. ElrlnSing the school in compliance with their exlstlng prmR br 126 student$, lowrhg ftw spaed 

&xlatlng mr+I neIghbQLbo4 and safety would no langw have any priority. 

limit to 15 mph, lnstalllng epeed bumpa, and Infdllllng c a ~ l l n g w  bussing students Is the limtt of 
the mxbting rural neighbotttQod without undue Impact on the schoo(s aurrounf#n$ rural neighbors. 

5. The rural negbbomood w88 in existence and well essteMished BEFORE the school came alone. 

6. Educatign 15 important, but NOT at the exwnse of safety! 

Sincerely, 

The tinbatl Family Dt?&zndenb 
Roy and Glolse Wllson 
Robert and Janet MalQs 
Doug and Klrn Mettos 
350 Hams Road 
COrrBHtos, CA 95078 

2 

- 8 3 -  



Feb 26 06 0 8 : 3 4 p  P -  1 

2-26-06 

County of Santa C m  Planning Dept. 
701 Ocean St. 
Santa Cmz, CA 95076 
Attn: Pailahvine 
Subject: Salesian Sister’s School-Application $04-0384 

Dear Paila, 

Once again, I am sending a fetter to the county in regards to Salesian Sister’s School. If you haven’t 
received copies of letters, which were written by myself and many other concerned residents in our area 
over the past years, 6om Supervisor Ellen Pierre in regards to this important matter, please request the file. 

My family has lived at 220 Howell Lane since October 1986. We have had many conversations with Sister 
Charlotte and her staff at Salesian Sister’s thru the years in regards to speeding vehicles, lack o f  respect to 
resident drivers by Salesian parent drivers, and most importantly, the safety of my children walking to and 
from the bus stop. In case you are not familiar with our area, the bus stop for PVUSD elementary school 
(Bradley), Aptos Jr. High and Aptos High school is at the comer of Hames Rd. and Enos Ln. 

I strongly agree with my fellow residents that the location of the school is not where a school should be. A 
sister’s home, yes, but not a school. 1 believe the property is not zoned for a school and can not figure out 
why they haven’t been “red-tagged” and requested to re-locate to a more suitable location. 

1 have the following comments in regards to the proposed and necessary mitigations: 

Road Widening-this is not a “fix” to the problem. I t  will definitely increase poor relations with neighbors, 
Salesian Sister’s staff and parents. Parents will most likely drive faster creating more fear in pedestrians 
(children especially). If the school is allowed to continue to operate, a pedestrian walkway must be 
installed. 

Limiting trips-car-pooling-This is not working now nor has  it every worked for a significant time period. 
Residents have done their own car count and it didn’t match the school’s car count records. 

Speed bumps-again, ifthe school is allowed to continue operation, installing speed bumps must be done 
immediately. Although we who five here are not happy about having speed bumps installed, if we have to 
live with them, we will. 

/ 

Paia, please remember that the families who are attending Salesian Sister’s School are here for a few years 
and then gone. They will most likely never look back and think of our neighborhood again. The damages 
and ill-will they will have created will remain with us for as long as we reside here. For some, it will be 
most of our lives. If you haven’t driven out to our lovely nual area of Corralitos, please do. 1 believe you 
and your fellow committee members will agee  that a school doesn’t belong at the top of E ~ o s  Lane. 

22OHowell Ln. ’ 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
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County of Santa Cruz 
Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Attention: Paia Levine 

Subject: Salesian Sisters' School-Application 04-0384 
Initial Study and Preliminary Determination 

Dear Ms. Levine: 

I have lived at 277 Enos Lane for nearly 20 years and have an intimate familiarity with the many issues 
and local impacts associated with the operation of Salesian Sisters' School. Please understand that 1 harbor 
no ill-will toward the school, its staff, or attendees and have always been on friendly terms with many of 
the teachers and administrative staff. I even find the majority of the parentddrivers to be careful and 
courteous. This has been especially true in recent weeks as the decision point for the proposed enrollment 
expansion draws near. However, having said all this, I have a number of comments that I would like to 
make regarding the proposed project, the preliminary determination and the proposed project mitigations. 
I also have identified mitigations that are absolutely necessary to address impacts from the school 
operating at the currently permitted enrollment, even without the proposed expansion. 

ProQosed Proiect 

I think most everyone would agree that APN 107-571-01 is not an appropriate location for a school for 
many reasons, not the least of which is the obvious lack of adequate access. In fact, if this currently 
permitted 125-student school was to be proposed for this location as a new project today, it would likely 
be denied, in large part due to its single, narrow, windy, 3500-foot-long access road through a rural 
residential neighborhood. Amazingly, County staff is now recommending approval of a 100% expansion 
in enrollment of this very same project with no significant improvement to access and without mitigations 
that would effectively address the project's impacts. This makes no sense. It makes even less sense given 
the school's long history of consistent non-compliance with its County Use Permit. 

County approval of this project would also be extremely inconsistent with the permit denials and severe 
restrictions placed by the County on far more modest projects proposed by nearby residents. Even simple 
lot splits require higher standards than those proposed for this large project. If there is any reasonable 
basis for County zoning and development standards, there can be no rational justification for approval of a 
100% expansion in enrollment for this school. 

Project Impacts and Proposed Mitigations 

The most significant project impacts are related to traffic and traffic safety, specifically 1) an increase in 
traffic volume, 2) an increase in high-speed traffic, and 3) an increase in potential conflicts between 
vehicles and between vehicles and pedestrians. The proposed Negative Declaration contains a number of 
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mitigations intended to address traffic impacts. These include: widening the road to 18 feet; a permit 
condition limiting morning peak period trips to a maximum of 104 with periodic traffic counts (performed 
by the applicant's traffic engineer?!) to monitor compliance; and a plan for speed bumps that do not need 
to be installed if some undefined traffic conflict reduction criteria is met after the first year. While I am 
certain that these proposed mitigations are well-intended, I am also every bit as certain that these 
mitigations will not effectively address project traffic safety concerns. The following are my concerns 
about the proposed mitigations: 

1) Widening of Road to 18 Feet: While this will slightly improve emergency access, road widening will 
likely increase speeding; numerous transportation studies have proved that wider roads and travel lanes 
promote higher vehicle speed. Therefore, if anythmg, this mitigation will increase the potential for serious 
accidents by increasing vehicle speed. Also, simply widening the road will not provide a defined "safe 
rehge" for pedestrians. Neighborhood children walking to the PVUSD school bus stop and other 
pedestrians will continue to have to scramble to a safe location when cars approach. (Note that the Initial 
Study does not even acknowledge the existence of the school bus stop at Enos Lane and Hames Road). 
This problem will be even greater if vehicle speeds increase along with the road widening. 

2) Limiting Morning Peak Trips: While this is an important project condition, one only needs to review 
past history to conclude that compliance will be transient at best. As t h e  passes, there are new school 
administration staff, new parents, and differing emphasis on carpooling and other trip-limiting efforts. The 
Initial Study clearly illustrates that there is often a stark contrast between carpool goals and actual results 
and further, that actual results vary significantly over time. So-called "unannounced" traffic counts 
conducted by the traffic engineer, hired and paid by the applicant, will obviously not provide an effective 
means of monitoring compliance. In conclusion, while limiting trips is an important project condition, it  
cannot be relied upon to consistently address traffic safety issues. 

3) Speed Bump Plan - But No Installation: This proposed mitigation calls for a road plan that includes 
speed bumps but states that speed bumps "may not be required to be installed" if, after the first year, "it is 
demonstrated that the plan (trip reduction) has significantly reduced traffic conflicts between vehicles and 
vehicles and pedestrians". T&s proposed "performance" criteria for reducing traffic conflicts is so vague 
as to be meaningless and will do nothing but perpetuate the current traffic safety problems and the endless 
complaints and debates regarding speeding vehicles and the resulting safety issues. In addition, while 
effective and consistent trip reduction would positively impact traffic safety to some extent, we have to 
keep in mind that the applicant's proposal is to double student enrollment. Any sustained net reduction in 
traffic volumes is likely to be relatively small and is not likely to significantly reduce current speeding 
problems. A County Sheriffs representative recently stated that speed limits on private roads are not 
enforceable. Based on historical experience, voluntary compliance with speed limits cannot be expected to 
adequately address this critical safety concern. 

Necessary Mitigations 

There are a number of additional mitigations and/or modifications to the proposed mitigations that are 
absolutely necessary to address even the impacts of the currently permitted school enrollment. These 
measures, which would become even more critical in the event of an expansion in enrollment, are 
described as follows: 
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1) Installation of Pedestrian Walkway: This would include the installation of a -6-inch high, four-foot 
wide asphalt pedestrian walkway along one side of Enos Lane. This raised pedestrian walkway would 
provide a defined, safe-refuge pathway for neighborhood children walking down Enos Lane to the school 
bus stop at Hames Road as well as for other pedestrians. 

2) Reduced Roadway Width: The four-foot wide pedestrian walkway could combine with a reduced 
width, 16-foot wide vehicle travel lane to provide up to 20 feet of road width for emergency vehicles to 
use if necessary. (Emergency vehicles would have the capability of utilizing the walkway for extra width 
if necessary in restricted areas.) The narrower roadway would still provide adequate width for two cars to 
pass but would encourage slower traffic speeds. 

3) Installation of Speed Humps: The speed humps identified in the proposed "road plan" should be 
installed immediately. I think everybody realizes that speeding will continue to be a problem. As 
previously indicated, the County Sheriffs office has stated that speed limits are not enforceable on private 
roads. The only effective way to "enforce" speed limits is by installing speed humps in accordance with 
County standards that will allow vehicles to comfortably drive over at 15 mph. This would immediately 
put an end to current (and future) speeding problems and the safety hazards caused by excessive speed. 
The existing "drainage bars" should be converted to traffic humps in a way that preserves the existing 
drainage diversion function. Currently, they cross the road diagonally and are a hazard as they could cause 
bicycles and other vehicles to lose control. 

In conclusion, I do not believe that it is appropriate for the County to allow a 100% expansion in student 
enrollment at a school that lacks an adequate and appropriate access road. If there is any rational basis for 
County development standards, there can be no reasonable justification for approval of this project. In 
addition, I would request that the necessary mitigations identified above be imposed to address even 
current traffic safety conditions. These additional mitigations become even more critical to neighborhood 
traffic safety should any level of expansion ultimately be allowed. 

Sincerely, 

Baaclw 
David A. Koch 
277 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 
95076 

C. Tom Burns, Planning Director 
Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Supervisor Tony Campos 
Planning Commissioner Dennis Osmer 
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March 13,2006 

Mr. Randall Adams, Staff Planner 
County of Santa Cruz 
P 1 anning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4'h Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Sent by Facsimile to: 

Original Sent by 
First Class Mail. 

(831) 454-2131. 

SUBJECT: MND FOR SALESIAN SISTERS SCHOOL - ENROLLMENT INCREASE 

Dear Mr. Adams: 

Staff has reviewed the Mitigated Negative Declaration and has the following comment: 

Impacts of Diesel Emissions from Grading. Construction and Paving Equipment 
Given the current operation of the school, please contact the District to determine if a diesel 
health risk assessment is necessary. Depending on the type of equipment used, the State 
1 -hour standard for acrolein may be exceeded. The District suggests the following, which 
would eliminate the need to prepare an assessment: 

1. All pre- 1994 model year diesel equipment used for grading, construction, and paving 
of the project shall be retrofitted with EPA-certified diesel oxidation catalysts, 
such diesel equipment shall be fueled with B99 biodiesel fbel; 

2. Project Applicant shall retain receipts for either all purchases and installation of diesel 
oxidation catalysts, or purchases of B99 biodiesel fuel, until completion of the 
project . 

3. Project Applicant shall allow the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District 
to inspect such equipment and said receipts throughout the construction of the project. 

all 

Fugitive Dust Generated bv Grading and Construction Work 
Given the uncertainty of the amount of grading or construction to be done at any time, the 
District suggests the following mitigation measures to reduce the amount of fugitive dust to a 
less than significant level: 
+ Limit grading to 8.1 acres per day, and grading and excavation to 2.2 acres per day. 
+Water graded / excavated areas at least twice daily. Frequency should be based on the type 
of operations, soil and wind exposure. 
*Prohibit all grading activities during periods of high wind (over 15 mph) 
+Apply chemical soil stabilizers on inactive construction areas (disturbed lands within 
construction projects that are unused for at least four consecutive days) 
*Apply non-toxic binders (e.g., latex acrylic copolymer) to exposed areas after cut and fill 
operations, and hydro-seed area. 
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*Haul trucks shall maintain at least 2’0” of freeboard. 
*Cover all trucks hauling dirt, sand, or loose materials. 
*Plant vegetative ground cover in disturbed areas as soon as possible. 

Cover inactive storage piles. 
*Install wheel washers at the entrance to construction sites for all exiting trucks. 

TransportatiodTraffic Hazards and Mitigations 
The mitigations specified on page 16 of the Initial Study include the installation of “speed 
bumps to keep observed speeds to 25 MPH”. The District suggests that speed bumps be 
replaced with speed humps. The possibility that drivers might stop and accelerate 
between the bumps instead of proceeding at 25 MPH would not only create a traffic 
hazard, but might also increase emissions. District staff also recommends deleting the 
suggested road widening to 18 feet, as this would encourage lower travel times and 
greater vehicle trips. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the document. 

Yours truly, 
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County of Santa Cruz 
Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Attention: Paia Levine 
Subject: Salesian Sisters’ School-Application 04-0384 
Initial Study and Preliminary Determination 

Dear Ms. Levine: 
I have lived at 300 Enos Lane for almost 3 years now. We moved into what we thought 
was a safe and friendly neighborhood. In 2003 with a child on the way we noticed the 
amount of vehicles traveling on our private rural road to be in excess for the amount of 
houses on the street and for the amount of students that are going to the private school up 
the street. I thought it to be dangerous for my family and for my dog. We also noticed the 
speed in which the cars drove to be unsafe for everyone living on and off Enos Lane 
especially those living below the school. 

In a fiiendly and neighborly way my wife and I thought we would introduce ourselves to 
the school and to discuss the speed at which the cars traveled past our house. The first 
few minutes of our conversation with Sister Maria of the Salesian School could not have 
been nicer. My wife and I thought how idealic our new life was and what a great 
neighborhood we moved into. Much better than Cupertino. We thought how great it 
would be when our boy reached school age how he could just go to school right up the 
street. When we mentioned the amount of cars and the speed at which they traveled to 
and fiom the school to Sister Maria the conversation quickly deteriorated. The Sister 
actually asked us why we hated Catholics so much and why we would want to persecute 
the Catholic Church. For hundreds of years Catholics have been attacked by people like 
us. That any pets and wild animals killed by traffic fiom the school was “Gods will”. My 
wife and I looked at each other in amazement. We only wanted the parents of the students 
to slow down. Being Catholic we could not believe what this Nun was saying to us. 
Immediately a wall went up by the school and we could not get answers fiom anyone up 
at the school. We tried repeatedly to talk to someone in charge at the school with no 
luck. Being new to the neighborhood we slowly introduced ourselves to other neighbors 
and we started to ask questions about the school. We soon found out that we were not an 
isolated case but this was the schools standard operating procedure. Welcome to the 
neighborhood. The school had been doing this to all our neighbors for years. 
Unbelievable. Our little home in the country was slowly becoming an unwanted drama. 

We started to do some research ourselves and became totally astonished how this school 
actually became into being and how the county allowed a private business to take control 
of a neighborhood through lies, deception and faulty premise. Unbelievable. We talked to 
our neighbors and showed them what we discovered and our beautifbl neighborhood is 
united in OUT outrage at the way we all have been treated by the county, by the school, by 
those in power from business and all the way up to County Supervisor Board Members. 
AI1 the way to Supervisor Board Members! The Board of Supervisor member had 
personal interest in the school since her childchildren attended the school. 
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Please understand that I harbor no ill-will toward the school, its staff, or attendees and 
have tried to be on friendly terns with no luck. We have found some of the 
parentddrivers to be careful and courteous. This has been especially true when planning 
deadlines or when the county makes its appearance to our neighborhood. Once the county 
leaves the school reverts to standard operating procedures of high speed and limited 
carpooling. 

Reviewing the history of how the school was established we found it hard to believe the 
school was even allowed to be built in the first place. 

Please see Attached Chronological Summery of Documents marked A B C and D. 

The area in question was denied a building permit because the soil was deemed unsafe. 
Withm several months a plan was approved to build a Novitiate for no more than 25 
persons including staff and faculty. How did this happen so quickly? How did the earth 
suddenly repair it self and now it was safe to build? 

A Novitiate is essentially a training school for Nuns to learn their vocation. A quiet place 
Nuns would pray. The Salesians never intended to have a Novitiate in the first place. The 
facility immediately became a school. 

The Salesian School has violated its USE PERMIT over and over again. The Salesian 
School has no intention of ever complying with any USE PERMIT it has been issued or 
any in the future based on their history. 

Since we discovered the all the violations of their USE PERMlT we have become a target 
of the school, the parents of the students, those with vested interest in the school, and 
friends of the school. 

We have been spit at 
Have had trash thrown into our yard by School Commuters 
Been yelled at and harassed 
Haye had parents trespass onto our property and threaten us. Also had a parent 
refhe to leave our deck demanding a confrontation with my pregnant wife. 
We have had a County Sheriff pound on my Front Door at 8 am demanding why I 
was not walking on my street this morning. Have had the same Sheriff threaten 
me and my family and try to intimidate me. 
Have had the school lie to us and ignore our request for traffic control. 
Many of the residents have been brushed or hit by School traffic. 
Neighborhood pets have been hit and killed by School Traffic 

In March of 2004 the weather finally broke and became nice out. My wife suggested that 
we should start walking before I go to work to get some exercise and enjoy our rural 
neighborhood in the mountains. That it would be fun to walk a block down our street 



with our new boy in his new jogging stroller. How nice. We started walking and by the 
4& day a County Sheriff stopped me 50 yards fiom my house and told me I was not 
allowed to walk down the side of my private road. My road. We were only walking to 
just the other side of our next door neighbor’s house and up Howell Lane. One block was 
all and on the side of the road. My road. He said he might arrest us for child 
endangerment. Child Endangerment! How dare him! We talked to our close neighbor 
Gary Smith, Fire Chief and President of the Aptos Chamber of Commerce and he 
suggested that we stop waking for a while. So we stopped. Very sad that we could not 
even walk down our own street because school commuters did not want to drive safe up 
and down our street. I can not walk down the side of my own street! 
That same week I went out of the state for 4 days to play an Ice Hockey Tournament and 
came home Monday morning at 3 am after driving 10 hours. At 8 am I hear someone 
banging on my fiont door and there was a Uniformed County Sheriff waving a letter in 
my face and asking why I was not walking this morning. This is nearly a week since we 
stopped waking. First of all it is none of his business whether I am going to walk or not. 
The letter was a slanderous and fictitious letter fiom a Salesian Parent stating that I was 
walking down the middle of road essentially playing chicken with my son in his stroller. 
Why would I? The Sheriffs fiend attended the school. The Sheriff was stationed in 
Scotts Valley and he drove all the way down to my house to hassle me? How dare him. I 
love my son more than anything and I will do anything to protect his safety fiom anyone. 
The S h e s  actually came to my house and told me to watch myself. Next time he was 
going to take me in. For What!? We immediately called our neighbors to document his 
actions and quickly we had a group of neighbors in front of my house trying to debse a 
rouge sheriff from his Gestapo like tactics. 
We notified Ellen Piere, the Current Head Sheriff Mark Tracy and others of his actions. 
We tried to file an incident report but the sheriffs department rehsed to do so. 

One Sheriff who has become a so called buffer between the neighborhood and the school, 
Sgt. Slanick told us to document everything and to take pictures of any unusual activities. 

One evening I was coming home from work and noticed a car driving at a high rate of 
speed up Hames and cut in fiont of me driving up Enos in excess of 50 mph. I quickly 
lost him but I went up the street anyway past my house to see if it was a School 
commuter. I could not fathom someone driving that fast up our road because he was late 
for an after school bnction. The car in question turned into the Salesian School. When I 
drove up to the Salesian School I noticed over a hundred plus cars parked all over the 
place and several hundred people and children having some kind of event at the school. I 
went home and grabbed my camera as instructed by the Sheriff and took pictures of the 
large gathering of vehicles. Since I was noticed driving by the Nuns they said that I was 
most likely taking pictures of the children and might be a pedophile. How dare them! I 
was doing what I was instructed to do by the Sheriffs department and get accused of 
being a pedophile. Sgt Slanick can testify to this incident. 

In three short years the Nuns have had parents point and yell at us. Have had a Sheriff 
threaten me and my family, accuse me of being a child abuser, a bad father, a pedophile, 
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a catholic hater and it keeps going. Had a Salesian parent actually threaten my pregnant 
wife and refuse to get off our property. 
We have had just about every school commuter yell at me and my family if we are 
standing outside of our house waving and trying to communicate to us in their own way. 
Why can't we be just left alone? Do we have to move? Some of the School traffic 
actually makes a point of gunning their engines so I can hear it. We have tried to have the 
Sheriff department and the California Highway Patrol enforce the posted speed limit of 
15 MPH with no luck. Both agencies rehse to do so. The Sheriffs department will try 
and intimidate me but will not assist the neighborhood in curbing the schools speeders 
who endanger all the residents. 

Soon after we moved to the community we attempted to go to church at Holy Eucharist in 
Corralitos to be a part of the community. We even had our son baptized there. Again it 
seemed like an ideal church in the country. Soon after the Sheriff incident we started to 
notice that Salesian parents of the students who went to Holy Eucharist were pointing us 
out. We were quickly getting a feeling of being unwelcome. We have stopped attending 
Holy Eucharist. The Nuns are telling the parents one story, planning another story and 
their neighbors yet another. 

When are the lies and Gestapo like tactics of the school and their fiiends going to stop? 
They are not going to stop until they get their way, until they are gone or we are gone. 
They have no reason to stop since it has worked in their favor for 30 years. It is how they 
operate. Just because we caught the School, the Board of Supervisors and others in a 
huge lie why do we as a neighborhood have to pay a price? 

The neighborhood is too small and unsafe to have a school in its present location. The 
school has to be relocated and or closed and the land it sits on returned to its prior 
agricultural state. 
The School has never abided by its USE PERMIT fiom day one and for the Salesains to 
be given another pass would be a crime against the happiness and well being of the Enos 
Lane Neighborhood. 

APN 107-571-01 is not an appropriate location for a school for many reasons, not the 
least of which is the obvious lack of adequate access. In fact, if this currently permitted 
125-student school was to be proposed for this location as a new project today, it would 
likely be denied, in large part due to its single, narrow, windy, 3500-foot-long access road 
through a rural residential neighborhood. Lack of a secondary access road and lack of 
adequate safety. County staff is now recommending approval of a 100% expansion in 
enrollment of this very same project with no significant improvement to access and 
without mitigations that would effectively address the project's impacts. The 
recommendation is solely based on facts by consultants hired by the Salesian School just 
like fiom day one. The traffic counts, the Civil engineers, and consultants of local 
businesses are all hired by the Salesian School. Has any member of planning ever called 
or attempted to contact me about how any school expansion would affect me and my 
neighborhood? Not at all. Do they accept our accurate traffic counts as valid? No. This 
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makes no sense. It makes even less sense given the school's long hist 
non-compliance with its County Use Permit. 
County approval of this project would also be extremely inconsistent 
denials and severe restrictions placed by the County on far more mod 
proposed by nearby residents. Even simple lot splits require higher si 
proposed for this large project. If there is any reasonable basis for County zOni&&&d 
development standards, there can be no rational justification for approval-ora 100% 
expansion in enrollment for this school. I do not believe that it is appropriate for the 
County to allow any expansion in student enrollment at a school that lacks an adequate 
and appropriate access road. Ifany action should take place let the school abide by the 
first USE PERMIT 78-323-U where as a maximum of 90 students and carpooling limit 
of 25 cars per day and a secondary access road. Let them comply for the same amount of 
years they have been out of compliance. There is no rational basis for County to allow 
any expansion without first talking to the home owners who would be directly affected. 
Why does the Salesian Sister School get a free pass? Why does a business get a pass for 
over 30 years? Who are they paying to get such a pass? Lots of questions I see 
unanswered. 

The County Required the school that the establishment, maintenance or operation of 
the use or building will not, under the circumstances of the particular case, be 
detrimental to the health, safetv. Reace, morals. comfort and general welfare of 
persons residing or working in the neighborhood of the proposed use or be 
detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or to 
the general welfare of the County. 

The Salesian School has become detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort 
and general welfare of me and my family. 

-____--..- ,--- 
Andrew Fidandis 
300 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 
95076 

Cc: Supervisor Ellen Pirie; Robin Musitelli, County 
Sheriff-Coroner; Sergeant Christine Swannack; Mr. 

Supervisor's Analyst; Steve Robbins, 
Tom Burns, Planning Department; 

Mi. David Lee, Planning Department; Randall Adams, Planning Department, Cathy 
Graves, Planning Department; Gustavo Gonzales, Inspector; Gary E. Hazelton, Assessor; 
California Insurance Commissioner John Garamendi; California Department of Insurance 
Legal Division; American Civil Liberties Union and ACLU/NC Free and Safe Campaign; 
Santa Cnu. Fire Department Ron Prince, Fire Chiec Corralitos Fire Station; FMA 
Provincial, Sr. Sandra Neaves, Salesian Sisters West 
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WIDE AREA MGMT SER PAGE 02 

0 
Date: February 27,2006 

Subject: Letter of  concern regarding proposed improvement by D8Ughte~ of Mary Help for Christians (Selesian 

Sister School) 

Dear Paia: 

I would like to voice my concern about the proposed improvements submitted by the Daughter of Mary Help for 

Chstians (Selesian Sistas School). As a resident of Howell Lane, Corralitos I am in support of the services the 

Selesian Sisters School provide to their students, but not witbout some major safety concerns. 

As a resident my family and I travel Enos h e  daily and safety is my highest priority. On many occasions 

families driving their children to the Selesian Sister School have driven well beyond the posted 15mph speed 

limit (with speed probably exceeding 35-4Omph) have forced nry wife (and childten in car) to swerve to avoid 

getting hit by them. These types o f  incidents are commo~l occurrences and not isolated incidents. I have spoke 

to other n e i g h h  and they too have experienced the same situation with parents driving up and down froin the 

Selesian School. My other concern is the amount of traffic going up and down Enos Lane to the school. With 

more traffic the likely chance of an accident is greatly increased if people do not obey the speed limit or respect 

others on the road. As a rural. community with one road to traverse it i s  imperative that everyone drive safely 

and with respect to others. 

The proposed improvements by the Daughter of Mary Help far Christians (Selesian Sister School) pose great 

concern for me and my family because with the proposed improvement will increase student enrollment and 

traffic thus making an unsafe road dangerous. Therefwe I opposed any proposed improvements until the 

necessary mitigations to address my family’s safety concerns as well as other residents of Enos/Howell Lane axe 

met. If this mitigation is not handled properly I can enVision injury liabilities and lawsuits in the future. I hope 

you include feedbacks from residents of Enos/Howell lane when making your decisions. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call or email me. 

Regards, 

Michael Russell 
50 Howell Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
83 1-728-5833 
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Date: February 27,2006 

Subject: Letter of concern regarding proposed improvement by Daughter of Mary Help for Christians (Selesian 

Sjster School) 

Dear Paia: 

I would like to voice my concern about the proposed improvements submitted by the Daughter of Mary Help for 

Christians (Selesian Sisters School). As a resident of Howell Lane, Corralitos I am in support of the services the 

Selesian Sisters School provide to their students, but not without some major safety concerns. 

As a resident my family and I travel Enos Lane daily and safety is my highed priority. On many occasions 

families driving their children to the Selesian Sister School have driven well beyond the posted 1 5mph speed 

limit (with speed probably exceeding 35-4Omph) have forced my wife (and children in car) to Gwewe to avoid 

getting hit by them. These types of incidents are common occurrences and not isolated incidents. I have spoke 

to other neighbors and they too have experienced the same situation with parents driving up and down fiom the 
Selesian School. My other concern is the amount of traffic going up and down Enos Lane to the school. With 

more traffic the likely chance of an accident is greatly increased if people do not obey the speed limit or respect 

others m the road. As a rural community with one road to traverse it is imperative that everyone drive safely 

and with respect to others. 

The proposed impfovemmta by the Daughter of Mary Help for Christians (Selesian Sister School) pose great 

concm for me and my family because with the proposed improvement will increase student enrollment and 
traffic thus making an unsafe road dangerous. Therefore I opposed any proposed improvements until the 

necessary mitigations to address my family’s safety concerns as well as other residents ofEnos/Howell h e  are 

met. If this mitigation is not handled properly I can envision mjury liabilities and lawsuits in the future. I hope 

you include feedbacks from residents of Enos/Howell lane when making your decisions. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call or email me. 

Michael Russell 
50 Howell Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
831-728-5833 
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p1 Strategic 
A Construction Management" 

February 27,2005 

Paia Levine 
Enviornmental Coordinator 

701 Ocean Street 
4" Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

county of Sam cruz 

Re: Application Number: 04-0384 APN 105-371-01 
Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 
Enviornmental Review Initial Study, Dated 1/30/2006 

Dear Ms. Lavine, 

With respect to page 14, article H. and proposed NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
MITAGATION, Paragraph 3 regarding traffic, the limitation to 104 trips is overly 
restrictive for the circumstance applicable here. If there is to be a number is should be at 
least 125 trips for student carpool. 1 wouId like to talk with you and your staff in order to 
come to a mutually e reasonable number. 

Cc: Dennis J. Kehoe, Attorney at Law 
Sister Charlotte Greer 

ob - .  

'Strategic Construction Management, LLC 350 C o d  Stred Suile E, Santa Crw California 95060-2107 
Voice 831-466-2777 - Fax 831-466-2n6 = Web httplm.strategic-cm.com 
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County of Santa C r u z  Planning Dept 
Attn: Mr. Ken H a r t  

Environmental Coordinator/Principal Planner 
.. 

RE: Environmental R e v i e w  of 
Application No. 04-0384 

Gentlemen: 

W e  have j u s t  received a copy of your letter to the persons 
regarding the a b o v e  application. 

Because w e  w e r e  o n e  of the first t o  build our home o n  E n o s  
L a n e ,  w e  feel w e  should let you be aware o f  our concerns for the 
application f o r  a school for 250 students. 

A s  you a r e  a w a r e ,  a permit was issued in 1978 for 125 
students. T h e r e  w e r e  also conditions with that permit that w e r e  
supposed to b e  complied with. One of these w a s  regardins 
c:ar-pooling and y o u  will see that at that time a report w a s  
compiled and submitted to the County showing h o w  the car-pooling 
was supposed t o  ha.ppen. This started out good but i t  soon dropped 
off a n d  traffic began t o  increase during t h e  s c h o o l  days. T h i s  was 
only about a c o u p l e  of months after the permit had been issued. 

In your l e t t e r ,  you are asking for w h e n  the school reached 
125-student level but the school d o e s n ' t  s e e m  t o  have clear-cut 
documentation of this b u t  from the increase in traffic after t h a t ,  
it is believed that the school was ready t o  increase the enrollment 
as soon as the p e r ~ i t  w a s  approved. T h i s  c a n  be confirmed by car 
counts that w e  d i d  Sfter that which s h o w s  between 90 and 100 ca r s  
were transporting students to the school during the y e a r s  the 
school was not being monitored. It was only when a nev neighbor 
began to be a w a r e  of the traffic that t h e  enrollment was checked 
and found to b e  over 2 0 0  students. T h e r e f o r e ,  i t  appears that the 
enrollment for 125 students was never complied w i t h .  

It has been very frustrating to the n e i g h b o r s  on Enos L a n e  
that the Planning Dept has now accepted the document the owners 
presented as to t h e  width of Enos Lane as being acceptable, 
although i t  w a s  never recorded in the County Recorders Office and 
no description of that width is described. Our title insurance and 
our neighbors all show our property g o e s  to the center of Enos L a n e  
and the center line is EIGHT feet from an a x l e ,  which is a 
surveyors point. County Planning h a s  sent a letter to our attorney 
indicating that an error was made i n  our T i t l e  Irsurance Policies. 
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We purchased our property in 1964 but because there w a s  n o  
water available in this area, we had to buy into a neighbor's 
well and bring water to our property and began to build our 
house in 1967. At this time, Enos L a n e  was a d i r t  road and only 
o n e  other family using it to their h o m e ,  therefore, we were 
looking forward to living in the c o u ~ t r y ,  away from traf.fic and 
any major development. We k n e w  that eventually there would be 
other homes built but we felt it would be limited and that our 
area would remain rural. If w e  had know that a school of this 
size would be allowed to build on a narrow private road, w e  
would have looked elsewhere to build our home. 

A l s o ,  when this organization applied for their first permit 
in 1975, it was for a "novitiate" with permission to "operate a 
summer camp". At that time, the property that belonged to this 
organization was sold and the nuns who were living there were 
moved to the quarters on Enos Lane. There was no mention of any 
plans for a school at that time and we felt that was a nice plan 
to have a nice quiet retreat for these people to live and to 
study in a rural area. 

It was in 1978 that the next permit was approved for 9 0  
students and then in 1979 when the next permit went to 125 
students. We attended the hearings a t  that time and it was 
stated by each of the Planning Commissioners at that time that 
there was a concern about the road. They were told that a 
second access road would be obtained. A s  has been stated t o  U S  

recently by someone from the Planning Dept., this was a school 
that should never had been allowed to start. They should have 
bought property that had their own private road to the school or 
been located on a county road. This neighborhood just was not 
the right area for an elementary school where the children could 
not walk to or ride their bikes to school as students do in 
other areas. 

Over the years, we have had difficulty with the people 
driving to and from the school when they seem to be challenging 
us for the right to use the road. We used to be able to back 
out of our driveway and go the short distance to Hames Road 
without any difficulty. That became impossible about ten y e a r s  
ago when the traffic up and down the road made it unsafe and 
nearly impossible to back out so we had to re-do our driveway 
and made a new way to access Enos Lane driving forward. Even 
n o w ,  w e  have to be very careful when entering E n o s  Lane from our 
property and often we have a family member to walk out to make 
sure there are no vehicles coming down hill. 
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Going up hill, the vehicles seem to g o  at a lower rate of 
speed but coming down hillis different. That is why we were happy 
to see the Highway Patrol bring a speed trailer out and set i t  up 
just above our place so that drivers could see what their speed 
was. But it had just been put in place when three cars stopped 
coming down from leaving their k i d s  a t  s_chool and the three ladies 
were discussing the situation. I n  a couple of h o u r s ,  a Highway 
Patrol officer came and was picking the trailer u p  when I went out 
to ask about i t .  H e  stated that they had received three complaints 
that the trailer was on private property. Apparently, the Highway 
Patrol 'did not know that Enos L a n e  was a private road. We would 
have liked for it to stay there just over the weekend as there are 
many cars that come down from above the school that travel way too 
fast and this trailer had been placed on a Friday morning so the 
intention was to check ALL traffic going down Enos Lane. --_ 

Another concern we have is if there should be any kind of 
problem with fire on the hills or trees down across the road f r o m  a 
storm or earthquake with buildings destroyed, how would emergency 
vehicles get up the road and vehicles coming down irl a hurry? The 
County Forestry made a trip up there a couple of years ago and 
their report showed that there would be a problem meeting and 
passing oncoming traffic because there was no where to pull off 
Enos Lane. Of course, there has never been a need for emergency 
vehicles up there yet but we know that doesn't mean i t  couldn't 
happen and that plans should be made to make sure there aren't 
victims because p r o p e r  access was not provided. T h i s  should be a 
concern of the County. 

We should a l s o  mention that i f  a forty foot road is approved, 
there are two properties that we know of that would mean the road 
would g o  through the garage or would be right at their front door. 
W e  don't understand how the County would issue a permit to build a 
home if they knew there was a forty foot easement there. Also the 
City of Watsonville built their water tank close to Enos Lane just 
off Hames Road so forty feet would come very close if not part of 
the water tank. It just doesn't seem feasible that anyone knew the 
road was any wider than the sixteen feet that has been used for 
over 1 0 0  years. 

We have been continually frustrated by what h a 3  been said the 
school would d o  and what actually happens. We notice that the 
traffic during the peak time the s c h o o l  starts and l e t s  o u t ,  seems 
to conform with what they have been told to use, h o w e v e r ,  there is 
still a lot of vehicles not using the carpool program. This is 
true especially in the afternoon when there are classes that let 
o u t  at different times and the times are staggered s o  that 
car-pooling is not possible. We see many vehicles with only one 
student and that happens a lot if the vehicle is a pick-up. Also, 
there is a luxury convertible that ~ i c k s  up one student in the 
afternoon. There are bound to be problems that parents can't car- 
pool and we see i t  seems to be happening a lot. 
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Because w e  have lived here and put up with a 1 1  the 
increased traffic over the past 2 5  y e a r s  and w r i ~ t e n  letters 
to the Planning Dept. and to our county supervisor, we are 
getting very tired a n d  frustrated that it is not getting 
any better. Only worse. W e  had thouGht w e  could live here 
in o u r  retirement years in a nice peaceful place but i t  
has turned into constant turmoil. W e  used to be able to 
walk u p  Enos Lane with our two dogs but this is no longer 
possible because of the vehicles passing very close. One of 
our dogs was hit and killed and other neighbors have lost 
their cat and a dog: A l s o ,  there are children who walk down 
to catch the bus to public school and return in the 
afternoon. There have been times when these children were 
gently hit by a side-view mirror. W e  have pictures of two 
vehicles side by side o n  Enos Lane which shows t h e r e  is n~ 
space for a person to walk when two cars are meeting. 

Therefore, i t  is recognized that the road needs to be 
widened to accommodate the increase in traffic, which would 
be a costly thing for the school to do. We can't see that 
adding 50 students to their current enrollment is going to 
make the difference in paying for that improvement. And we 
do n o t  want the trees and plants removed from our property 
which have been put there for the purpose of marking our 
property line and reducing the noise of vehicles, etc. 

W e  hope you will read our complaint and concern for the 
safety of our area and recognize the problems that could 
arise with the increase in traffic and enrollment. If we 
could have seen ccmpliance with previous permits, we might 
be able to believe that safety issues would be done but past 
history has not shown compliance. W e  are still puzzled that 
a violation has not been dealt with. 

A s  you can tell, w e  are very upset with the continued 
problertt with dealing with a "business" that should have been 
monitored many years a g o  and now we are heina told that our 
property is not where our title insurance says i t  is because 
an unrecorded document has been presented which came from an 
office rather than the County Recorders Office. 

Thank you for any consideration given to our concern 
regarding this Permit Application. 

/ 

z1 - CC: k d m  Burns, Planning Director 
Ellen Pirie, Supervisor 2nd District 
Santa Cruz County Counsel 

- 1 0 1 -  



Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(CEQA Determination) 

Public Comments 
on file with Planning Department 

(not printed in packet) 

Application Number 04-0384 
Planning Commission Hearing 

3/28/07 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
701 OCEAN STREET, SUITE 400, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060-4073 

(831) 454-2580 FAX: (831) 454-2131 TDD: (831) 454-2123 

I Dear Sister Charlotte: 

TOM BURNS, PLANNING DIRECTOR 

January 23,2004 

Sr. Charlotte Greer, FMA, Principal 
Salesian Elementary & Junior High School 
605 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, California 95076 

RE: MULTI-AGENCY INVESTIGATION FINDINGS FOR ASSESSOR’S PARCEL 
NUMBER 107-571-01 (SALESIAN ELEMENTARY AND JUNIOR HIGH 
SCHOOL); AND GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO CORRECT THE 
EMERGENCY ACCESS AND EVACUATION VIOLATIONS AND THE OVER 
ENROLLMENT USE PERMIT VIOLATION 

This letter is to convey to you the findings of the recent multi-agency investigation conducted 
by the Santa Cruz County Planning Department, California Department of Forestry 
(CDF)/Santa Cruz County Fire Department, and the Santa Cruz County Environmental Health 
Department in response to multiple complaints received from neighborhood residents 
regarding the Salesian Elementary and Junior High School. The investigation verified that the 
school is in violation of the Fire Marshal’s access requirements established in Use Permit 78- 
323-U and various fire code provisions because the access around the rear of the school is 
routinely obstructed. The school is also in violation of exceeding the 125-student limit 
established by Use Permit 78-1539-U. Incorporated in this letter are general instructions from 
the fire department on how to proceed to correct the emergency access and evacuation 
violation. Also included are general instructions from the Planning Department on how to 
correct the over enrollment use permit violation. 

The basis of neighbors’ complaints alleged that the following conditions or activities at the 
school violate use permit conditions and/or specific provisions of the Santa Cruz County Code 
and/or state regulation: 

COMPLAINT DESCRIPTION 
The Salesian School access road, Enos Road, is unsafe and does not 
provide adequate emergency access for safe evacuation of neighborhood 
residents or school students. 
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Letter to Sr. Charlotte Greer, I 
Salesian Elementary & Junior High School 
January 23,2004 
Page 2 

1, Principal 

COMPLAINT 
# (continued) 
Complaint 
# 2  
Complaint 
# 3  

Complaint 
# 4  

Complaint 
#5  

Complaint 
# 6  

Complaint 
#7  

COMPLAINT DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Salesian School parents employed by the Watsonville Fire Department 
perforrn the school fire-safety inspections at the school. 
The Salesian School failed to obtain Environmental Health Department 
sewage clearance to exceed the 200-person Lmit established by the Santa 
Guz County Environmental Health Department in Use Permit 78- 1539- 
U, Condition # 4. 
The Salesian School failed to comply with carpool and busing 
requirements established by the Santa Guz County Planning Department; 
students are not bused to school as required; and school traffic exceeds 
the 25 vehicles per day h t .  
The Salesian School has exceeded the 125-student enrollment limit 
established by Use Permit 78- 1539-U; and over enrollment has caused 
increased traffic on Enos Lane. 
The Salesian School failed to complywith their summer camp use permit 
(Use Permit 75-600-u), which limits student population to 90 students; 
and summer camp traffic exceeds the 20 vehicles allowed. 
The Salesian School is using dormitories as classrooms without County 
aDDroval. 

CornDlaint # 1: 
The Salesian School access road, Enos Road. is unsafe and does not provide adequate 
emergency access for safe evacuation of neighborhood residents or school students. 

Investigation Findin~s: 
The Salesian school is in violation of the Fire Marshal’s access requirements attached to 
Use Permit 78-123-U, California Fire Code 9 902.2.4; California Code of Regulations, 
Title 19 $8 3.05 and 1273; and Santa Cruz County Code tj 7.92.190 because the 
emergency and evacuation access around the rear of the school is routinely obstructed 
during school commute hours. This violation requires corrective action by the school. 

Please refer to the letter fi-om Deputy Fire Marshal Clare Frank to Code Compliance 
Investigator Gustavo Gonzalez and Sister Charlotte Greer and the corrective order 
attached and incorporated into this letter as Attachment A. The letter shows that the 
stream of vehicles to the school during commute hours negatively impacts traffc flow on 
Enos Lane at certain times but does not appear to constitute a hazard under fire code 
definitions. However, the Emergency and Evacuation Access around the rear of the 
school is obstructed during school commute hours by school parents’ vehicles when 
picking-up or dropping-off school children. This vehicular impediment violates the Fire 
Marshal’s requirements attached to Use Permit 78-323-U (Attachment B), county 
regulation, state law, and constitutes a hazard under the California Fire Code and Santa 
Cruz County Code sections. To correct this violation, the school must comply with the 
corrective order of the Fire Marshal and abate the fire access and public evacuation 
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hazard created by the school-related traffic that obstructs the ingress and egress routes to, 
from, and around the Salesian Sisters School. 

Complaint # 2: 
Salesian School parents employed by the WatsonviUe Fire Department perform the 

school fire-safety inspections at the school. 

Investigation Findinrrs: 
The City of Watsonville Fire Department does not perform fire-safety inspections at the 
Salesian School and does not have jurisdiction over the school. Fire-Safety inspections at 
the school fall under CDF/Santa Cruz County Fire Department jurisdiction. The CDF 
Corralitos Fire Station or the Fire Marshal’s Office conduct fire-safety inspections at the 
school. Please refer to the letter from Deputy Fire Marshal Clare Frank to Code 
Compliance Investigator Gustavo Gonzalez and Sister Charlotte Greer attached and 
incorporated into this letter as Attachment A. 

Cornplaint # 3: 
The Salesian School faded to obtain Environmental Health Department sewage 
clearance to exceed the 200-person h u t  established by the Santa Guz County 
Environmental Health Deparunent in Use Permit 78-1539-U, Condition # 4 

Investigation Findings: 
The Salesian School did not obtain explicit Environmental Health clearance for 200 
persons. However, the Salesian School is in substantial compliance with Use Permit 78- 
1539-U, Condition #4 because the 1983 septic system upgrade improved sewage capacity 
to accommodate a school population of 250. No enforcement action will be initiated by 
the Environmental Health Department. However, any future use permit will require that 
the septic system be evaluated and brought up to standards for the proposed level of use. 

Please refer to the memo from Land Use and Water Quality Program Coordinator John 
Ricker of the Santa Cruz County Environmental Health Department attached as 
Attachment C. 

Complaint # 4: 
The Salesian School failed to comply with c q o o l  and busing requirements 

established by the Santa Guz County Plannine Department: students are not bused 
to school as required: and school traffic exceeds the 25 vehicles per day limit 

Investigation Findinrrs: 
The Salesian School maintains an ongoing carpool program and is in compliance with 
Condition #2 of Use Permit 78-323-U. Students are not strictly required to be bused to 
school; and county use permits do not limit school traffic to 25 vehicles. 
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Use Permit 78-323-U was obtained on June 16, 1978 to allow the operation of a school in 
existing buildings for grades K, 1,5,6,7, and 8 for a maximum of 90 students. Please 
refer to Attachment B. Condition #2 of this permit shows: “The applicant shall submit 
a plan for staff approval for busing or carpooling of all students from Enos Lane to a 
safe facility. It is the intent of the plan to minimize school traffic on Enos Lane. The 
approvedplan shall remain in efSect during the operation of the school.” On July 3, 
1979, Use Permit 78-1539-U was obtained to allow expansion of the school to 125 
students (grades K-8). Please refer to Attachment D. Condition #2 shows: 
“Continuance of a carpool program.” 

The Salesian School is in compliance with carpool conditions set forth in Use Permit 78- 
323-U and 78-1539-U. County records show that on September 6 ,  1978, the school 
submitted a carpool schedule to fulfill Use Permit 78-323-U, Condition #2. Please refer 
to Attachment B. At the time, student enrollment was limited to 90 students. The 
schedule shows a total of 15 carpools and names of parent drivers. At the time, 9 parents 
were exempt from carpool participation because of unique circumstances. In total, it was 
represented that there were at least 24 vehicles driving students to and from school. The 
schedule was submitted as evidence that a carpool plan was implemented and accepted 
by Santa Cruz County as fulfilling the intent of Condition #2. The school complied with 
Use Permit 78-323-U, Condition #2, so no hrther evidence of a school carpool plan was 
required thereafter. 

On August 13,2003, prior to the start of the academic school year, Code Compliance 
Investigator Gustavo Gonzalez met with Salesian School officials and discussed the 
school’s carpool program. School officials stated there are 208 students registered for the 
2003-2004 academic year and represented that the majority of students carpool to school 
in compliance with school policy. Only those families living outside of the area are 
exempted from participation. Student drop-off is staggered on the 1 ’‘ day of class to 
allow parents to acquaint themselves with children’s classrooms. A typical morning 
drop-off was described as fluid- parents driving around the school’s circular driveway, 
stopping to let students out of the vehicles, and then driving off. A typical afternoon 
pick-up was described as less fluid, but organized to a high degree- parents arrive ?h hour 
early and stage vehicles around the circular driveway. Students get in to their designated 
vehicles upon dismissal. When all staged vehicles are loaded, the vehicles leave the site 
as a caravan down Enos Lane, leaving the circular driveway open for any remaining 
vehicles. On occasion, school traffic spills onto Enos Lane and is directed to park off to 
the side of the road. 

Investigator Gonzalez was provided with a copy of a school questionnaire sent to parents 
to facilitate carpooling to the school as evidence of the school’s commitment to 
carpooling. No precise figures were provided on the number of carpools participating or 
the number of families exempted. However, it is clear that the number of vehicles 
driving students to and from school has increased significantly since 1979 with the 
increase in student enrollment. 
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Student busing is not mandatory. Use Permit 78-323-U, Condition #2 allowed the option 
of busing or carpooling students to the school. School officials said that they opted for a 
carpool program over busing in response to input fiom neighbors at the 1979 Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors Public Hearings. Use Permit 78-1539-U required 
the continuance of a carpool program. The Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
heard use Permit Application 78-1539-U on May 2, 1979 and May 16, 1979. The Santa 
Cruz County Board of Supervisors heard the application on July 3, 1979. Staff reports 
show that both the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors considered, but 
declined to incorporate alternative conditions, which would have strictly required the 
busing of students. Thus, use permits do not mandate student busing. 

School traffic is not limited to 25 vehicles per day. Staff reports for Use Permit 
Application 78-1 539-U show an alternative condition was considered by the Planning 
Commission and the Board of Supervisors, which would have limited carpool traffic to 
25 cars for the 1978-79 school year. The hearing bodies declined to incorporate this 
condition into the Use Permit 78-1539-U. Therefore, no 25-vehicle limitation was ever 
established. 

While the Salesian School is not in violation of the express condition of their Use Permit 
that deals with carpooling and busing, the increase in enrollment beyond the allowed 
enrollment level has added trafic to Enos Lane and the internal circulation roads within 
the school which has compounded the emergency access and evacuation issues identified 
by the Fire Department. 

COrnDlaint # 5: 
The Salesian School has exceeded the 125-student enrollment limit established by 
Use Permit 78- 1539-U: and over enrollment has caused increased traffic on Enos 

Lane. 
InvestiEation Findings: 
The Salesian School is in violation of exceeding the 125-student enrollment limit 
established by Use permit 78-1 539-U. Over enrollment at the school has contributed to 
increased traffic on Enos Lane. 

School officials represented that there were 208 students currently registered at the 
school. The face of Use Permit 78-1539-U shows: “Use Permit to allow expansion of 
school to 125 students (grades K-8) ... ” 

Use Permit Application 78-1539-U shows that the school’s original plan was to expand 
enrollment to 250 students to include grades K-12 in existing buildings. Planning staff 
recommended defemng the high school portion of the project. Minutes fiom the May 16, 
1979 Planning Commission Hearing and alternative conditions shown in the Use Permit 
78-1 539-U staff report show that both the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors considered, but declined to approve the 250-student enrollment expansion. 
Instead, approval was granted to expand enrollment to 125 students (grades K-8). 

- 3 4 4 -  
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On August 13,2003, school officials provided Investigator Gonzalez with a copy of the 
Negative Declaration prepared for Use Permit Application 78-1 539-U and copies of 
executed ruad improvement contracts. The Negative Declaration project description 
shows the school's original proposal- to increase enrollment to 250 (grades K-12) in 
existing buildings. Condition #2 of the Negative Declaration shows that the number of 
students may be increased to 250, grades K-12, when the roadway is improved or when 
an assessment district to accomplish road improvements was formed. It appears school 
officials have mistakenly relied on the Negative Declaration document to increase school 
enrollment beyond the 125 students limit. A Negative Declaration is not an entitlement. 
The express language of the Use Permit, which was subsequently approved by the 
County Board of Supervisors, Use Permit 78-1 539-U, clearly limits student enrollment to 
125 students (grades K-8) and is the controlling legal document in this matter. 

School traffic on Enos Lane has increased over the years as a result of  over enrollment 
and will be addressed by any future use permit amendment. 

Comdaint # 6: 
The Salesian School failed to comply with their summer camp use permit (Use Permit 
75-600-U). which limits student population to 90 students: and summer camp traffic 

exceeds the 20 vehicles allowed. 

Investigation Find~ngs: 
The Salesian School is in substantial compliance with Use Permit 75-600-U. There is no 
evidence that the school is exceeding the 90-student summer camp limit. Summer camp 
traffc was not limited to 20 vehicles. 

Use Permit 75-600-U was obtained on August 14, 1975 to establish a novitiate consisting 
of a chapel, staff quarters, kitchen, dining room, three dormitories containing 30 units 
each, and to operate a summer camp with recreation facilities (including a swimming 
pool) for 70 to 90 girls. Please refer to Attachment E. 

School officials assert that their summer camp program has continuously been limited to 
90 students in compliance with Use Permit 75-600-U. No substantive evidence was 
produced to rehte  this assertion. There are 8 conditions of approval attached to this 
permit. None of the conditions limit traffic. The discussion section of the Planning 
Commission Staff Report dated August 6, 1975 shows campers would be bused or driven 
in cars to the camp. 20 cars were anticipated to visit campers on intervening Sundays. 
The discussion does not mention limiting traffic to a specific number of vehicles. It 
appears the current summer traffic has increased from that anticipited in 1975. Absent a 
traffic study, it is unclear by how much. Summer traffic now includes increased traffic 
from functions related to the summer camp, retreats, and other extracurricular school 
functions. However, this traffic increase does not violate conditions of Use Permit 75- 
600-U. 
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Complaint # 7: 
The Salesian School is using dormitories as classrooms without County Approval. 

Investigation Findys: 
Salesian School's use of buildings intended as dormitories for classrooms is an approved 
use. 

Records show that Use Permit 75-600-U was obtained on August 14, 1975 to establish a 
novitiate. This included, among other things, the construction of three dormitories 
containing 30 units each. On June 16, 1978, Use Permit 78-323-U was obtained to allow 
the operation of a school in existing buildings. On July 3, 1979, Use Permit 78-1539-U 
was obtained to increase enrollment. No new buildings were proposed. Minutes fiom 
the Planning Commission Hearing on May 16, 1979 for Use Permit 78-1 539-U show that 
School Representative Sister Cesira informed the Planning Commission that a portion of 
the sisters' residence (dormitories) had been previously converted for use as classrooms. 
This is consistent with the intent of Use Permit 78-323-U, which allowed classrooms to 
be conducted in then existing buildings, including dormitories. Thus, County approval 
was obtained to use dormitories as classrooms. 

CORRECTIVE ACTION IS REQUIRED TO RESOLVE THE OVER ENROLLMENT 
USE PERMIT VIOLATION 

Our investigation has documented two violations at the Salesian school- fire safety 
violations and student enrollment in excess of the allowed limit. Both of these violations 
must be corrected. 

To resolve the fire safety violation, you must comply with the corrective order issued by 
the Fire Marshal. 

To resolve the over enrollment use permit violation, the Salesian 'School must either 
reduce school enrollment to 125 students or obtain a Use Permit Amendment to exceed 
the 125-student limit. 

Please contact me within 10 days of receipt of this letter to arrange a meeting between 
school offcials, fire officials, and county officials in order to establish a plan and 
timeline to achieve compliance. Thank you in advance for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

Gustavo Gonzalez, 'LI 

Code Compliance Investigator 

Enclosures 

- 1 4 6 -  
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CC: County Supervisor Ellen Pine 
Clare Frank, Deputy Fire Marshal 
John Ricker, Land Use and Water Quality Program Coordinator 
David Lee, Assistant Planning Director 
David Laughlin, Code Compliance Principal Planner 
Cathy Graves, Project Review Principal Planner 



6059 HIGHWAY 9 

FELTON. CA 95018 
P.O. DRAWER F-2 

(831) 335-5353 
JOHN FERREIRA 

FIRE CHIEF 

Gustavo Gonzalez, Code Compliance Investigator 
County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Suite 400 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Sister Charlotte 
Salesian Elementary and Junior High School 
605 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

Subject: Complaint Regarding the Salesian Sisters School 

This letter sets forth the Fire Marshal’s Office response to the citizens’ complaint 
about the Salesian Sisters School on Enos Lane in Corralitos. While the complaint 
mentions several issues, only two fall within the purview of this office: (1) emergency 
evacuation and access, and (2) fire inspection jurisdiction. This letter addresses 
both of those issues and sets forth potential solutions for compliance and future 
uselgrowth. It also includes a corrective order requiring the school to remedy 
existing fire code violations. 

1. Emerqency Access and Evacuation 

The citizens’ complaint states that the traffic congestion created by the school “will 
make it difficult for emergency responders to travel to an emergency in a timely 
manner.” The complaint also raises concerns about “delays and difficulties in getting 
to and from our homes especially if residents face the need to evacuate.” 

After receiving this complaint, CDF/County Fire officials investigated the access and 
evacuation allegations by driving up to the school on numerous occasions to 
determine whether traffic congestion in the area constituted a fire code violation. 
The engine company from the CDF Corralitos Fire Station conducted the first site 
inspection during the afternoon “school commute.” The engine company reported 
that it was caught-up in a severe traffic jam and could not get back down Enos Lane 
without a significant delay due to the number of cars obstructing Enos Lane and the 
access driveway around the school. They indicated that there was no room to pass 
so that even if they had used the lights and sirens, there would have been a serious 
delay. L-; ‘., i ,*! i ‘“i \ 
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The same engine with different staff conducted the next site inspection the following 
week. This engine company found no problems with the traffic on Enos Lane, 
reporting that traffic kept flowing and that the school was very organized. This 
engine company, however, did not report on the access road around the back of the 
school. 

After these somewhat conflicting reports, the Deputy Fire Marshal drove to the 
school and found no obstruction on Enos Lane, but observed that the access route 
behind the school was impassable due to the number of cars parked along it. The 
Battalion Chief for that area confirmed that this was typical for any given school day. 

Shortly thereafter, Sister Charlotte from the Salesian Sister’s School called the Fire 
Marshal’s Office to discuss the traffic problem. She spoke with the Deputy Fire 
Marshal and stated that the school has an organized carpool program that uses the 
access road around the school to stage the cars, which in turn keeps Enos Lane free 
from undue congestion. Sister Charlotte also reported that the access road around 
the school was never intended to be a fire access road and it therefore need not be 
kept clear. 

The Deputy Fire Marshal followed-up on this by reviewing some older building plans 
for the site to determine if the driveway around the school was for emergency 
access or for a dedicated carpool route as stated by Sister Charlotte. The Deputy 
Fire Marshal made a clear finding that the driveway was designed and approved as 
an emergency access route around the rear of the school. This is bolstered by the 
fact that there are three hydrants located at various points along this access road, 
and there are “No Parking” signs located along the access road, both indicating that 
the road was designed and approved to accommodate fire apparatus, not cars 
staged for a carpool program. 

The investigation revealed that the access road behind the school is repeatedly 
obstructed with cars to the extent that emergency response and evacuation is 
hindered. This violates numerous applicable code provisions.’ 
~ ~~ 

There are four specific fire code provisions that address road obstructions: I 

(1) California Fire Code $ 902.2.4 (“The required width of a fire apparatus access road shall not 
be obstructed in any manner, including parking of vehicles. Minimum widths and clearances 
. . . shall be maintained at all times.”) 

( 2 )  California Code of Regulations, Title 19, $ 3.05 (“Required access roads from every building 
to a public street shall be _.. unobstructed and maintained only as an access to the public 
street.”) 

(3) California Code of Regulations, Title 19, $ 1273 (Road and street networks, whether public or 
private . . . shall provide for safe access for emergency wildland fire equipment and civilian 
evacuation concurrently, and shall provide unobstructed traffic circulation during a wildfire 
emergency....”) 

(4) Santa Cruz County Code $7.92.190 (Fire apparatus access roads shall have an unobstructed 
width .. . .”) 
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When the Fire Marshal’s Office is aware of such violations, it has the authority and 
duty to issue a corrective order to ensure timely abatement of the ensuing hazard.* 
Accordingly, the Fire Marshal’s Office intends to issue a corrective order notifying 
the school that it is required to abate the fire access and public evacuation hazard 
created by the school-related traffic that obstructs the ingress and egress route 
around the Salesian Sisters School. 

-. -. I .  m .. -*.-. . . . .. . .. . . . . .  r .. . I  

I he Fire Marsnai‘s m i c e  Understands tnat this is not a simple issue tor tne scnooi 
administrators who will have to come up with some feasible alternatives in a 
relatively short period of time. As such, the Fire Marshal’s Office would like to work 
in a collaborative manner with the school and County Code Compliance office to 
explore overlapping solutions that may resolve all of the issues raised in the citizens’ 
complaint letter. In this same vein, the Fire Marshal’s Office would like to present its 
corrective order in conjunction with any corrective orders other agencies need to 
issue with regard to this matter so that all parties are working on the same timeline 
and sharing solutions. 

2. Fire I ns pect io n Jurisdiction 

The citizens’ complaint voices concerns a bout Watsonville Fire Department 
personnel performing the fire-safety inspections at the Salesian Sisters School. The 
inference is that Watsonville Fire Department personnel are signing-off on fire-safety 
inspections at the school because those personnel have children who attend the 
school and they do not want to see the school shut-down. This inference and all 
related allegations are false. 

The school is within CDF/Santa Cruz County Fire jurisdiction, and as such 
CDFlSanta Cruz County Fire has the sole responsibility and authority to conduct the 
fire-safety inspections. Oftentimes the engine company at Corralitos will conduct 
these inspections, while other times (depending on staffing levels) the Santa Cruz 
County Fire Marshal’s Office will conduct the inspection. The Fire Marshal’s Office 
conducted the last inspection and the report indicated that there were no 
deficiencies with aspects unrelated to fire access. Passing the inspection on all 
other counts did not, however, resolve the access road issue we are addressing 
here. 

3. Solutions for Future UselGrowth 
From the fire department perspective, the main issue here is the danger of impeding 
emergency services or evacuation. Currently, the congestion on Enos Lane does 
not appear to rise to the level of a fire code violation. Presumably, this is because 
the traffic is diverted from Enos Lane onto the access driveway surrounding the 
school. But if the cars are not allowed to park along the back driveway, they will spill 

E ;:yJ; 
LU i k  * See e.g., Cat. Fire Code 3 103.4.1 . I ;  Santa Cruz County Code 5 7.92.300 et seq. 
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onto Enos Lane. This means that the present infrastructure is insufficient to handle 
the number of cars presently traveling to and from the school. 

This leaves two solutions: (1) reduce the number of cars that travel the road during 
peak periods, or (2) increase the dimensions of the road to allow for increased traffic 
flow. To decrease the number of cars, the school may wish to consider an 
enhanced carpooling or busing program. To increase the traffic flow, the school 
could widen either Enos Lane or the driveway surrounding the school to meet 
current fire access code requirements. Widening the access road around the school 
may be the most feasible because it involves a single parcel instead of an entire 
road (Enos Lane). If the school can widen the access driveway around the school 
so that cars can park along the side without impeding emergency ingress or egress, 
this might provide a sufficient infrastructure for the current traffic. 

These solutions, however, only apply to maintaining the presently allowable 
enrollment. If the school pursues obtaining a use permit for more than the current 
125 allotted students or a permit for any new buildings, this office will be obligated to 
impose all current fire code requirements. This means that the school would likely 
have to widen Enos Lane as well as the access road that surrounds the school from 
the current 16’ in width to 20’ in width. It also means that parked cars would not be 
allowed on any portion of that width, as it would be dedicated solely for ingress and 
egress. Additional parking turnouts would be required to accommodate the carpool 
staging. 

* * * * * 

Hopefully, this clarifies the extent of the fire-safety issues at Salesian Sisters School 
and the action needed to abate current hazards and avoid future infringements. 
The corrective order setting forth applicable deadlines for curing the noted violations 
is set forth on the following page. If you have further questions regarding this 
matter, please do not hesitate to contact the Fire Marshal’s Office. 

4 
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CORRECTIVE ORDER 

This corrective order addresses emergency ingress and egress problems presented by the 
increased traffic congestion at your facility, as set forth in the attached letter. The 
emergency ingress and egress problems violate the following code sections: 

0 

0 

0 

California Fire Code 5 902.2.4 
California Code of Regulations, Title 19, § 3.05 
California Code of Regulations, Title 19, § 1273 
Santa Cruz County Code 57.92.190 

When such violations exist, this office has the duty and the authority to issue a corrective 
order to ensure timely abatement of the hazard. (See Cal. Fire Code 103.4.1.1; Santa Cruz 
County Code § 7.92.300 et seq.) 

Accordinqly, you are hereby required to abate the fire access and public evacuation hazard 
created by the school-related traffic that obstructs the ingress and eqress routes to, from, 
and around the Salesian Sisters School. This means that the fire access routes leading to, 
from, and around the Salesian Sisters School cannot be obstructed by school-related 
parked vehicles or traffic or other obstructions that will delay ingress/egress on those access 
routes. 

Because the hazard presents serious emergency access and evacuation issues, imminent 
corrective action is necessary. Therefore, you are required to make a hazard abatement 
plan that will cure the noted violations. The plan must be prepared and ready for joint 
review by this agency and the County Planning Department by February 2, 2004. The plan 
shall provide for the hazard to be completely abated by March 1, 2004. If the hazard is not 
permanently abated by this date, you will be cited under the applicable state and local laws. 
(See e.g., Santa Cruz County Code 55 1.12, 1.14; Santa Cruz County Bail Schedule; Cal. 
Fire Code 103.4.4.) 

We do understand that compliance with this order may cause some operational issues for 
the school, but life safety must remain our paramount concern. We will make ourselves 
available to answer any questions you may have or to otherwise assist you so that together 
we can ensure the safety of the students, staff, and community members at and near the 
Salesian Sisters School on Enos Lane. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

John Ferreira, Fire Chief 

By Clare Frank, Deputy Fire Marshal 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 1 

IF IT HAS NOT BEEN EXERCI-. T H I S  P m I T  WILL Expf-RE ON Jw-2 16, 7373 

NOTE: APPLICANT MUST SIGN, 
SAN'I'A CRUZ COUNTY ZONING ADMINISTRATOR 



March 1 0 ,  7978 

March 10, 1978 

Salesian S i s t e r s  Novitiate 
605 Enos Lane 
Corral 1 tos , Cal i f o r n l a  95076 1 

S u b j e c t :  Cons t ruc t ion  of Educat iona l  Un i t  
A.P .N . 107-1 21 -60 

Dear -5, i s tcrs : 

Upon review o f  the plans f o r  the above proposed, the fallowing are the 
requlrements o f  t h i s  o f f i c e  i n  con junc t ion  w i t h  the C a l i f o r n i a  Department 
of Forestry. 

7 .  P u b l i c  Access: Develop Enos Lane t o  n o t  less t h a n  16 feet  In width, a17 
weather  surface from the 3 way i n t e r s e c t f o n  t o  the develop, 4 access 
f r o n t i n g  on the S a l e s i a n  Sisters p ro jec t .  
i n d i c a t i n g  S a l e s i a n  Sisters t o  the l e f t ) .  

(Intersection P o i n t  - s i g n  

2. Fire Alarm System: 
I 

Ins ta l l  an  approved f i r e  alarm sgstem as per Sec t ion  
€3 810, Pa r i  2, T i t l e  24, C a l i f o r n f a  Admin i s t r a t i ve  Code. 
occupancy, i nc lud ing '  bu i ld lngs  used fo r  assembly purposes, s h a l l  be 
provided wl th  a dependable method o f  sounding an a l a rm o f  f i re .  

Every group C 

3. Por tab le  Fire Ex t ingu i she r s :  I n s t a l l  three (3) 2-A r a t e d  Multi- Purpose 
f i r e  e x t i n g u i s h e r s  . 
C a l i f o r n i a  Department o f  Forestry and th is  o f f i c e .  
e x t i n g u i s h e r s  wil l  be mounted in a p p r w e d  e x t i n g u i s h e r  c a b i n e t s .  
E x t i n g u i s h e r s  will be wall mounted so t h a t  the top  o f  the e x t i n g u i s h e r  
handle is n o t  g r e a t e r  than  60 i n c h e s  from f i n i s h e d  f l o o r  o r  g r ade .  

Ext i  ngui sher l ocati ons t o  be approved by tht l  
E x t e r i o r  mounted 

Exti  n g u i  sher Locat ion:  
1- e x t i n y i s h e r  center of  o f f i c e  area corridor 
2- each s ide  of classrooin u n i t  - u n i t s  1 & 2 a t  common wall .  

4. Interior  Hall and Ceiling F i n i s h :  

a :  Enclosed Vertical Exitways Class I 
b: Room o r  Areas Class I11 6 

P -- - 
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5. Decorative Materials: A l l  d r apes ,  hangjngs, c u r t a i n s ,  d r o p s  and a l l  
o t h e r  decora t ive  materials including Christmas t rees  t h a t  would t end  t o  
increase the f i r e  and pan lc  hazard, shall  be made from a non-flammable 
material ,  o r  shal l  be t reated and maintained i n  a f l ame- re t a rdan t  condition 
by means o f  a flame-retardant solution o r  process  approved by t h e  S t a t e  
Fire, Marshal. 

6. Smoking will not be permit ted  i n  any public, p r i v a t e  or  pa roch ia l  school 
bui  1 ding.  

7: Access Roads: 
street shall be all-weather hard surface ( s u i t a b l e  f o r  use by f i r e  
apparatus) hfght-of-way n o t  less than 20 f e e t  i n  w i d t h .  
way shall be unobs t ruc ted  and m a i n t a i n e d  only as  access t o  the public 
way. 

31 
R e q u i r e d  access roads from every b u i l d i n g  t o  a public , - 

1 

Such r igh t- of-  "y 

I f  t i l l i s  off ice  may be o f  further assistance, please contact us a t  (408) 
425-2626. 

Sincerely, 
Me7 vingM. Angel 
Flre Marshal 

Senior Fire Inspector 

MMA/ tiWZ : rm 

cc : 
.-.. 

Cal < r'orni a ' Department o f  Forestry 
G.W. Davis Inc. 
I f l a n d  Engineering Inc. 

.?,= 4 - 
- 1 5 5 -  
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CAR POOLS FOR SALES SlSTERS SCHOOL 

OOL NO. 1 - APTOS - MEETS AT INDIVIDUAL HOUSES - 4 c h i l d r e n  

'rs. K i m e s ,  C u e s t a  Drive, 688- 6282 ( 8 t h )  
'rs. H o l l e y ,  190  T h u n d e r b i r d  Drive,  688- 3572 ( 5 t h )  
rs. Brown,  109 Baldwin  D r i v e ,  688- 1432 ( 5 t h )  
'rs. M o r e l l o ,  415 Lock D r i v e ,  688- 6507 ( 8 t h )  - 

OOL NO. 2 - SANTA CRUZ - MEETS AT INDIVIDUAL HOUSES - 2 c h i l d r e n  

Nrs. Mathias, 698 Graham H i l l  R d . ,  S a n t a  C ruz  426-0231 ( 8 t h )  
irs. Meyer .  1 2 6  La Canada  Way, Santa C r u z ,  438- 3286 ( 8 t h )  

'OOL NO. 3 - CORRALITOS - MEETS AT MRS. LESTER'S HOUSE - 7 c h i l d r e n  

lrs. L e s t e r ,  1015  P l e a s a n t  V a l l e y  R d . ,  724-6772 (6th) . 
irs. L i n e a w e a v e r ,  80 P l e a s a n t  H e i g h t s  D r . .  722-8876 (1st) 
Irs. B e r n a l ,  1333 H a m e s  Rd., 722- 6613 (1st) 
1rs. C a r r o l l ,  479 McDonald Rd. ,  684-1230 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n ,  all d a y )  
irs. B e n i c h .  122  R a n c h i t o s  ael  S o l ,  684- 1412 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  
lrs. L i d d i c o a t ,  400 S k y l a r k  L a n e ,  722-4049 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  
1rs. G a l l a g h a n ,  384 H a m e s  Rd., 722- 6301 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  

'OOL NO. 4 - CORRALITOS - PRE-SCHOOL CAR POOL - MEETS AT MRS. LESTER'S HOUSE 

W s .  L i n e a w e a v e r ,  80 P l e a s a n t  Heights  D r . ,  724-6772 
Irs. B r o o k i n s  ( 1 1 ,  3 3  Q u a i l  Way - un l i s t ed  t e l e p h o n e  
lrs. B e n i c h ,  122  R a n c h i t o s  del  Sol, 684- 1412 

2OOL NO- 5 - CORRAZITOS - MEETS AT INDIVIDUAL HOUSES - 5 c h i l d r e n  

+ r s .  McKie rnan ,  310 O r c h a r d  View, 724- 5990 ( 3  c h i l d r e n  - K i n d e r g a r t e n ,  6 t h ,  5 t h )  
4rs. D a l y ,  747 Amesti R d . ,  724- 2702 ( 2  c h i l d r e n  - 8 t h  and  5 t h )  

2OOL NO. 6 - CORRALITOS - MEETS AT INDIVIDUAL HOUSES - 6 c h i l d r e n  

Y r s .  G r i z i c h ,  75 B r o d i n  L a n e ,  724- 7936 ( 2  c h i l d r e n  - P r e- s c h o o l  a n d  K i n d e r g a r t e l  
X r s .  B a r r e t t ,  93  B r o d i n  Lane ,  724- 6611 ( 2  c h l l d r e n  - 1st and 8 t h )  
Y r s .  A n d e r s o n ,  220 H a m e s  Rd., 722- 1761 (1st) 
Y r s .  M o r i k a w a ,  400 H a m e s  R d . ,  724- 4309 ( 5 t h )  

POOL NO. 7 - CORRALITOS - MEETS AT INDIVIDUAL HOUSES - 5 c h i l d r e n  

M r s .  McGinn i s ,  22 Corra la  V i s t a  D r . ,  724- 9248 ( 2  c h i l d r e n  - 5 t h  and  7 t h )  
M r s .  S t a t u a ,  6 Val lec i tos  L a n e ,  724- 3898 ( 2  c h i l d r e n  - 5 t h  and  6 t h )  
M I S .  B r a u t o v i c h ,  1 9  Corrala V i s t a  D r . ,  724- 2113 ( 7 t h )  

POOL NO. 8 - CORRALITOS - MEETS AT ALLEN LANE AND POPPY HILL - 5 c h i l d r e n  

M r s .  Maqas .  218 A l l a n  L a n e ,  722- 5428 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  
M r s .  H i c k e y ,  470 Poppy H i l l ,  728- 2488 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  
Mrs. Madesko,  466 Eu reka  Canyon Rd . ,  722- 5991 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  
M r s .  Adam, 365 Eu reka  Canyon Rd.,  688- 4361 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  
Mrs. C i n e l l i ,  205  A l l a n  Lane ,  722-4359 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  



I .- - 
'OLS NOS. 9 a n d  1 0  - CORRALITOS - MEETS FOUR CORNERS MARKET - 10 c h i l d r e n  

s .  D a v i s ,  1 7 5  M t .  Madonna Rd- ,  722- 5304 (K) ( she  h a s  a v a n )  
s .  D o l l y ,  120 Amesti Rd. ,  722- 5951 (5 th)  
s .  Gala s s i ,  487  Poppy H i l l ,  722- 4938 ( 7 t h )  
S .  A u g u s t ,  280 A l l a n  L a n e ,  724- 0987 ( 7 t h )  

- s .  B e l l e r ,  124  W. P h i l l i p s  Rd., 722- 1191 ( 7 t h )  
-5. Van O v e r ,  137 P a n n e l l  C t . ,  722-8259 ( 3  c h i l d r e n - 7 t h .  5 t h ,  1st) (she has a v a  
- s .  S i d a ,  1 8  C o r r a l a  V i s t a ,  722- 1168 ( 1 s t )  
- s .  L i t t l e ,  36  L i t t l e w a y  Lane,  722- 6238 ( 1 s t )  

_- 

JOLS NOS.  11 a n d  1 2  - FREEDOM -'MEETS AT P .  V. SHOPPING CENTER - 11 c h i l d r e n  

rs. T r e s e l e r ,  286 S u n n y  H i l l s  D r . ,  728- 3204 ( 5 t h )  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  d r i v e  a.m. 
-5. Gomez, 34 Shady  O a k s  D r . ,  722- 5681 (2 c h i l d r e n - 6 t h  a n d  a n  a l l  d a y  Kindergart  
- 5 .  C u n h a ,  6 V a l d e z  Ln . ,  724- 9067 (1st) 
rs.  N e w e l l ,  L a  C a s a  Court, 722- 8404 ( 2  c h i l d r e n  - 7 t h  a n d  6 t h )  
--s. C a r l o n i ,  33 L a  C a s a  C o u r t ,  724- 9196 ( 8 t h )  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  d r i v e  p.m- 
- 5 .  Murray, 1 0 3  Buena  V i s t a  D r . ,  724- 9372 ( 7 t h )  
TS. S k i s c i m ,  1 6 0  A r t h u r  R d . ,  724- 4247 I B t h ) ( s h e  d o e s n ' t  d r i v e  - M r s .  G o m e z  i s  

g o i n g  t o  t a k e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  her i n  pool) 
zs. G a l l a r d o ,  725  L a r k i n  V a l l e y  R d . ,  724-6094 ( 2  c h i l d r e n  - 7 t h  and  8 t h )  

s h e , w o r k s  and  would  l i k e  t o  d r i v e  a.m. 

DOL NO. 1 3  - FREEDOM - MEETS AT INDIVTDUAL HOUSES - 5 c h i l d r e n  

is. C l i f t o n ,  270 Bowker Rd. , '724-1647 ( 2  c h i l d r e n  - 5 t h  a n d  7 t h )  
r s .  C o r d e r o ,  C a l a b a s a s  Rd. ,  722- 5559 ( 2  c h i l d r e n  - 5 t h  a n d  7 t h )  
r s .  V a l e n t i n e ,  314  B u e n a  V i s t a  Dr. ,  724- 7185 ( 7 t h )  

OOL NO. 1 4  - MEETS AT EAST LAXE SHOPPING CENTER - 6 c h i l d r e n  

rs. Wood, 516 San  M i g u e l  Canyon Rd. ,  724- 5415 ( 6 t h )  
rs. Danie l ,  518  S a n  M i g u e l  Canyon Rd., 722-4904 ( 6 t h )  
z s .  Skemp, 1 3 6  BeCker P a s s  R d . ,  722- 1850 ( 2  c h i l d r e n  - 7 t h  a n d  8 t h )  
'rs. W .  A l a g a ,  45  E a t o n  A v e . ,  722- 1600 ( 6 t h )  
:rs. E r b e ,  880 L a k e  V i l l a g e  D r - ,  728- 3098 (1st) 

*OOL NO.  1 5  - MEETS AT INDIVIDUAL HOUSES - 6 c h i l d r e n  

I r s .  P .  A l a g a ,  1 8  Va l l ec i to s  L n . ,  722- 5108 13 c h i l d r e n  5 t h .  5 t h  a n d  K i n d e r g a r t e n  
irs. J .  A l a g a ,  2 6 1  C o r r a l i t o s  Rd., 722- 5920 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  
4rs. K i d d ,  641 Amesti Rd., 728- 1111 ( 5 t h )  
4rs. E r t a ,  6 7 1  L a k e v i e w  R d . ,  722-6154 ( K i n d e r g a r t e n )  

PRE-SCHOOL MOTHERS THAT WILL BE DRIVING THEIR OWN CHILDREN U P  AT 1 : O O  

M r s .  S u l l i v a n ,  598 Green V a l l e y  Rd., 728-1258 
Mrs. D a v i d s o n ,  350  Redwood Rd. ,  724- 8182 
M r s .  A l l e n ,  378 Cor ra l i to s  Rd., 722- 0618 
Mrs. K r e i b e r g ,  2745  T i e r r a  Way, 724- 5431 

PARENTS THAT CAN'T HOOK INTO CAR POOLS FOR VARIOUS REASONS ( i . e .  p e r s o n a l  

I s c h e d u l e s ,  w o r k i n g  hours, e tc . )  

Mrs. Bassman,  1 7  S t e n d e r .  724- 7970 ( 6 t h )  
M r s .  I m l a y ,  131 O l d  Adobe ,  722-5770 ( 1 s t )  
Mrs. S a g u i n d e l ,  416 S a n  Juan  Rd., 722- 2869 ( 2  5 t h  g r a d e r s )  w i l l  car-pool i n  O c C  
M r s .  B e c k e t t ,  199  E u r e k a  Canyon,  722- 4393 ( 7 t h )  c h i l d  w i l l  w a l k  up Enos L a n e  
M r s .  Hove ,  1 8 5 5  E n o s  L a n e ,  724- 7931 ( K )  c h i l d  w i l l  w a l k  down Enos  Lane 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 
HEALTH SERVICES AGENCY 
Environmental Health Service 

I N T E R - O F F I C E  M E M O  

DATE: December 17,2003 

TO: Dave Laughlin, Planning 

FROM: John hcker, Environmental Health 

SUBJECT: Salesian Sisters School 

You have requested a follow-up memo on the status Environmental Health concerns with regard to the 
Salesian Sister School, specifically regarding compliance with use permit 78-1 539-U, condition #4, 
which states: "When more than 200 people are in residence, sewage clearance shall be obtained from 
Environmental Health." Although the school never obtained explicit approval for the current population 
level, I believe the school is in substantial compliance with this condition because the 1982 septic system 
upgrade improved sewage capacity to accommodate a school population of 250. The septic system is 
performing adequately and no enforcement action is required by the Environmental Health Services at 
this time. However, any substantial use permit amendment will require that the septic system be 
evaluated and brought up to standards for the proposed level of use as necessary. 

Our files show that the septic system was initially installed in the 1970's, with an addition in 1982. In 1979, EHS 
staff recommended that the system would need to be upgraded if the population went over 200 (memo from L. 
Raynor Talley, Environmental Health Director to Don Bussey, Community Resources Agency, dated May 4, 
1979). The leach field was doubled in size in 1982 (memo from Kenneth Titus, Titus Septic Tank Service to 
Robert D. Carey, R.S., Santa Cruz County Supervising Public Heath Sanitarian, dated October 1, 1989). This 
addition would have brought the system up to standards at that time for 250 students. In 1989, the school received 
approval from EHS to add a 12-bedroom dwelling for the sisters, with the finding that the septic system for the 
overall facility met current standards at that time. The student population at that time is not indicated, but it had 
been projected to be at 250 in earlier documents (the 1979 memo). It would thus appear that approval of the 
facility, septic system, and population as they existed in 1989 was obtained fiom our office at that time, although 
they have not obtained explicit clearance for a specific student population number. 

The leach field presently appears to meet current standards for size, but the septic tank is undersized and 
we would likely require enhanced treatment if there was a need to bring the system up to current. 
standards. This would only be required in the event of a septic failure, or expansion of use. The tank has 
been pumped regularly and no septic problems have been noted by the pumper or by our staff. An 
inspection of the septic system was conducted by staff earlier this summer. In the past the school has 
routinely obtained annual permits to operate a summer day camp and the onsite food facilities. We have 
perfonned annual inspections of those facilities. 

Please contact me if you need any more information on this topic. 
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May 7.. 1979 

Community Resources Agency, At t en t ion :  Don Bussey , 2. , - - /'. ', . 

L. Raynor T a l  1 e y ,  D i r e c t o r ,  Environmental H e a l t h  .I - ,  

SEWAGE D I S P O S A L  FOR SALESIAN SISTERS' S C H O O L  
APN m C R A  APPLICATIONS 7 8 - 1 5 3 9  U & 78- 96352)  

The fo l lowing i s  o u r  a p p r a i s a l  o f  the e x i s t i n g  s e p t l c  t a n k '  
system s e r v i n g  t h e  f a c l l l t y  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  proposed l n -  
cremental  t nc rease  i n  u s a g e :  

SEPTIC TANK SYSTEM FACTORS 

S e p t i c  tank  = 4,500 g a l l o n s  
Leaching area = 5,024 squa re  f e e t  
A l l o w e d  sewage load ing  r a t e  - 1 ga l lon  o f  sewage per squa re  
f e e t  o f  sfdewall  a rea  per  d a y .  
Sewage load lng  e s t i m a t e s  from County  r e g u l a t i o n s  

- resldents - 50 g a l l o n s  per  person per day 
- day use  = 20 g a l l o n s  per person per day 

Note: The a d d i t i o n a l  weekend occupancy e s t i m a t e d  a t  15 persons 
i s  n o t  included i n  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  because o f  t h e  t n -  
t e r m f t t a n t  loadfng and some residents l e a v e  t h e  premises 
on weekends. 

Sewage l eaching  r a t e  - 0.5 g a l s  per s q u a r e  f o o t  p e r  day 
r e q u i r e d  s e p t i c  t a n k  s l z e  - 2 , 8 4 3  g a l l o n s .  

1979-1 981 USAGE 
1 2 5  d a y  use pe r sons ,@ 20 gcd - - - - - - - -  2,500 

11 r e s i d e n t s  (d 5 0  gcd ------L-------- 5 5 0  

T o t a l  d a i l y  v o l u m e  3 ,050  g a l l o n s  
Sewage l eachlng  load ing  r a t e  = 0.6 gallons per  s q u a r e  f o o t  p e r  day. 
r e q u i r e d  s e p t i c  t a n k  s i z e  = 3,413 g a l l o n s .  

1981 -1 9 8 2  USAGE 

1 5 0  day  u s e  persons 0 20 gcd - - - - - - - - -  3,000 
1 1  r e s i d e n t s  @ 50 gcd --------------- 550 

Sewage l eaching  l o a d i n g  r a t e  = 0.7  ga l lons  per  s q u a r e  f o o t  p e r  d a y .  
r e q u i r e d  s e p t i c  t a n k  s i z e  = 3 , 7 8 8  g a l l o n s .  

Total d a i l y  volume 3,550 g a l  1 o n s  
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I C R A ,  Attention Don Bussey . -2- 

1988 - 1989 USAGE 

May 7 ,  1 9 7 9  

250 day u s e  p e r s o n s  8 20 gc8 -------------- 5,000 

T o t a l  d a i l y  v o l u m e  6.000 
Sewage l e a c h i n g  loading rate  = 1 . 2  g a l l o n s  per- square f o o t  per d a y .  
r e q u l r e d  s e p t i c  t a n k  s i z e  = 5 ,625  g a l l o n s .  

C O N C L U S I O N S  AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
The. e x i s t i n g  septic t a n k  system s h o u l d  adequately s e r v e  

the  proposed occupancy to the year 1 9 8 2 .  The proposed u l t imate  
occupancy will  n o t  comply w ’ l t h  County regu la t ions  b a s e d  o n  t h e  
sewage loading est imates .  

20 r e s i d e n t s  @ 5 0  gcd _ _ -  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  1.000 

\ 
\ \ 

‘ -  

I t  i s  recommended t h a t  the use permlt contaln  a c o n d i t l o n  
t h a t  prlor t o  occupancy  by more t h a n  200 p e r s o n s ,  i n c l u d i n g  both 
r e s i d e n t s  a n d  day use persons,  the permittee s h a l l  obtaIn a q p r o v a l  
f o r  sewage disposal  f rom t h e  Envlronmental Health S e r v i c e .  

L R T  : 1 j b Yf. 
c c :  0. Roger H o u s t o n ,  D i s t r i c t  Sanitar&an 
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RADIO-DISPATCHED SERVING SINCE 1936 

T I T U S  
SEPTIC TANK SERVICE 

Kenneth W. Titus, Owner 
SANITATIONS SYSTEMS CONTRACTOR 

(408) 688-2245 4 License No. 207735 

Mailing Address: 5800 Freedom Boulevard, Aptas, California 95003, 

Re:- - -  
io 7 +-7/-01 

Oct. 1, 1989 
Sank Cruz County 
Environmental Health Service 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, Calif. 95060 

Attention Mr. Robert D. Carey, R. S. 
Supervising Public Health Sanitarian 

Dear Mr. Carey, 
This letter is regarding the work we have done for the Salesian Sisters School 
a t  605 Enos Lane, Watsonville, Calif. 
We pumped the septic tank the first time Dec. 14, 4978, 4,W gallons. 
We pumped the septic tank the second time Aug. 27, 1982, 4,500 gallons. At 
this time we installed four new leach lines with a total of 6,000 square feet 
of leaching area. We pumped the tank the th i rd  time 
Dec. 3, 1986, 3 , O  gallons. 
we pumped t h e  septic tank and installed a concrete block riser on the rear 
compartment l id .  See pumping and inspection report. 
I Will discuss their proposed adition of a twelve room sleeping quarters in 
person. There would be no more occupants than at the present time. 

Thank you for this opportunity of serving you and the Salesian Sisters. 

See as built drawing. 
Did not pump rear compartment. On Sept. 29, 1989 

Kenneth W. Titus 

7 5 4 w , z  

cc: Salesian Sisters School 
605 b o s  Lane 
Watsonville, Calif. 95m6 
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To : SANTA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

From: ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICE 

Re: LAND USE DISCRETIONARY PERMIT APPLICATION 

Application # X 3 - b  
Location 

Sub jec t :  

(present land use) 

This application has been reviewed by this Service and we f i n d :  

% health or environment. 
[ 3 

That approval w i l l  not have an adverse effect on the public 

That approval w i l l  be dependent upon the successful completion 
of the following requirements: 

1 1 We must recommend den ia l  f o r  t he  following reasons: 

DIANE L. EVANS, R. S. 
Director of Enviornmental Realth 

. cc: 
cc : 
cc : 

HSA- 482 
5/87 E 

_- ... . . 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 

=PERMIT- 

- 
THIS PZRMXT YTLL EXPI-RE ON IF IT HAS NOT BEEN 

NO=: AE’PLICANT MUST SI&, 
~ P T I N G  CONDITIONS, OR PERMIT _ .  

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT 

PLY Da.7 6 c; /7r; . . -NOTE *THIS IS NOT A t 





. <  

i .  I’ I” ; ‘  

I 

Use Permit N o ,  75-600-U 
G. W. Davis f o r  Salesian S i s t e r s  Novitiate 
APN 107-121-60 
Page 2 I 

. .  

GRADING 

1. ,Grading s h a l l  be kept t o  a min imum.  I f  more than 100  cubic yards are t o  be 
moved, a County grading permit sha l l  be obtained before work begins: 

2. 

3. 

Topsoil sha l l  be stockpiled and,spread fo r  re-vegetation of cut  and f i l l  areas. 

All graded axeas s h a l l  be replanted by October 1 of any year i n  which 
construction occurs - 

4.  T o  minimize erosion, grading and building construction proposed between 
November 1 of any year and April 1 of the following year sha l l  be subject  
t o  review and approval by the Environmental Review Committee. 

B U I L D m G  PERMITS 

5. Before obtaining any building or grading permit, t h e  applicant sha l l :  

A. Submit f i n a l  plans fo r  Planning s t a f f  approval; s a id  plans s h a l l  include; 
s i t e  plan, e levat ions,  colors, f iq ishes ,  roof materials,  driveways, 
parking .areas f o r  30 cars,  paving, landscaping, and i r r iga t ion  provisions. 

Submit  a wr i t ten  statement from the California Division of Forestry t h a t  
water storage on the s i t e  w i l l  be adequate f o r  s t ruc tu ra l  f i r e  protection. 

A sewage disposal  system s h a l l  be designed and located t o  meet Environmental 
Health Service requirements. 

B. 

C. 

FINAL INSPECTION 

6. Before f ina l  inspection of any structrcre: 

A. A l l  driveways and parking areas associated w i t h  that s t ruc ture  shall 
be surfaced. 

B. Planting along &os Lane s h a l l  be completed. 

C. Water storage f o r  f i r e  protection s h a l l  be ins t a l l ed  t o  the approval of 
the California Division of Forestry. 

’ 

D. Enos Lane from the  south property.boundary t o  the entrance driveway 
opposite the novi t ia te  building sha l l  be improved with a minimum surface 
18 f e e t  wide consisting of  an o i l  and screenings s e a l  coat;medium type, 
on a t  l e a s t  5 inches of aggregate base, Class 2. 

CONTINUING REQUIREMENTS 

7 .  All vehicles v i s i t i n g  the s i t e  sha l l  be parked clear of the E n o s  Lane 50-foot 
right-of-way.. 

8 .  All Environmental Health Service requirements f o r  the kitchen and food service 
, s h a l l  be met. 
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February 9,2007 

Ella f3iscotiti 
Stritcgic Construction Management. Inc. 
350 Coral Street? Ste. E 
Santa Cwz, CA 95060 

RE: Salesian School Transportation Plan 

Dear Ms. Bisconti, 

Thc Salcsian Sisters School. located on Enos I-ane in Santa Crux County, currently has a 
niuxi~-nuni enrollmcni of 205 students m c l  is secking approval to increase the nlaximwn 
alluNilhlc enrollmcnt to 250 students. 'I'hc itevised Negotiye I?eclaration Mitigations: 
dated October 16. 2006, for the scliool expansion project requires the project applicant 
submit a transportation management plan prior to public hearing that would limit the total 
number of vehicles going in and out during the morning and afternoon peak periods to 
the baseline amount, 45-60 vehicles. 'Ihis letter documents the transportation 
riianagement plan for the Sdesian Sisters School. 

Existing Transportation Management Plan 

Ihe school is currently required to irnplcnicnt a carpuol program that imits thc number 
of tehicles bringing students to the school in the morning and transp rts students from 
the school in the afiernoon to 45 vehicles. This limitation dues not include vehicles 
driven by scliool staff and vehicles transporting studcnts that live in the immediate Enus 
I ,me neighborhood. To meet this requirement, the school developed and implemented a 
transportation management plan. Attached is a copy of the Salcsian Traffic Management 
Plan for the 2006-2007 school year. 'I'hc plan consists of the following elements: 

1 .  Carpool Committee: A carpool comniittee consisting of school administrative 
staff and school parents was formed to oversee the carpool program. 

2. Carpool Rulcs Agrecmcnt: All parents art. provided the Carpool Rules 
Agreement a i d  a copy of  the County Compliance I\greement. Parents are 
required to sign the agreement, which binds the parents to comply with the 
program. Parents arc fined when they disregard the agreement and if the 
parent continues to disregard the agreement, the parent would be asked to 
withdraw their student from the school. 

3. ParenU'Student Handbook: The carpool program is also described in the 
Paenu'Student Handbook that is distributed to the parents and students at the 
beginning of the school year. 

0-2 I x 
I lr2 
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Ella Bisconti 
February 9,2007 
Page 2 

4. Weekly School Bulletin: Carpool program updatcs and other relevant 
information is distributecf ucekly to purcnts via [fie school ncwslctter. 

5. Vehicle Count Program: School staff counts the number of vchicfes used to 
transport students to school in the niorning and transport students from school 
in the afternoon at least once per week. These counts are submitted to the 
County at once per month. A traftic engineering consultant has been retained 
to perform a ma..imttm of' six counts pcr semester to additionally verify that 
the carpool program goals are being met. The count dates arc not announced 
to the school. 

6. Neighborhood Liaison Corntnittec: 'fhis committee interacts with 
neighborhood represenlati ves to address issues of mutual conccm. 

h'or the 200&2007 school year. 43 carpools wcre stat tip to transport 190 students. 'I'he 
2006-2007 transportation pmgrtun is siirnrnarized on Exhibit 1 .  Hesides the 43 student 
c ~ q o o l s ,  8 students itre transportcd in fitc school staff vehicles and 3 locat students are 
transported by their parents. These vehicles are not subject to tlie carpool program goals. 
School staff has been directed to arrive at school before 730 AM and parcnts driving 
students to school have been directed to arrive after 7:30 AM. 

As shown on Exhibit 2, 95% of thc students are included in the 43 carpools. The average 
vehicle occupancy for the 43 carpools is  4.4 sttidcnts per vchiclc { 190/43). 

Transportation hlanslgement w i t h  Expanded School Enrollment 

With the school enrollmcnt expanded to 250 students. the school will be limited to 60 
vehicles for student transport, excluding students arriving with school staff and Enos 
Lane neighborhood students. With thc school enrollment expanded to 250 students, less 
that 60 vehicles would be required to transport the students assuming that the existing 
vchicfc occupancy rario of 4.4 students per vehicle is maintained. As shown on Section 
R of f:xhibit 2, assuming that the carpool program continues to achieve 4.4 students per 
vehicle anti ussurning that 95% of the school students itre subject to the carpool program. 
54 vehicles wauld be required to transport the students to and from school. 

It is possible that in tlie future none of the students will he transported by staff or live in 
the immediate vicinity o! the school. In this case. all of the students would have to 
pai-ticipate in the carpool program. A s  shown on Section C of Exhibit 2, assuming that 
the carpool program continues to achieve 4.4 students per vehicle, 57 vehicles would be 
required to transport 250 students to and from school. 

Vehicle counts performed by Wiggins Associates at the school indicate that the school is 
currently achieving thc goal of transporting students to and from thc school in less than 
45 uehiclcs. 011 Decembcr 7, 2006. 40 schicles wcrc counted transporting students to 
school during the AM period and 37 vehicles iwre observed transporting students f h m  
school in the afternoon, On December 13. 2006. 42 vehiclcs werc counted transporting 
students to school during the AM period and 43 vehicics were observed transporting 
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Ella Biscanti 
I'cbrurwy 9, 2007 
Pngc -3 

students from school in thc afternoon. These counts csclurle staff vehicles and local Enos 
I ,me neighborhood students. 

'The existing transportation management plan has achieved existing cai-pool goals for the 
school. Continued application of the plan with the enrollment of' the school cxpandcd to 
250 students would result in continued achievement of carpool goals. 

Please contact me i f  you have any questions regarding this information. 

Si nccrcl y , 

J ,  I>aniel Takacs, ' f E  
Principal Associate 
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Higgins Associates 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 

i Carpool I No. of 

5 
4 
5 
5 
2 
4 

34 
35 
36 
37 
38 

5 
4 
5 
4 
6 

40 
41 
42 
43  
44 

SUb-iotel 

STAFF CARPOOLS 
Staff 1 
Staff 2 
Staff 3 
Slaff 4 

Extended Care 
Sub-total 

6 
3 
4 
3 
7 

190 

2 
1 
1 
1 
3 
a 

€NOS LANE 
LOCAL STUDENTS 

~ Sub-total ~ 

Motes 

before 7.30 AM and are scheduled to 
depart after 3.30 PM. 

Local 1 
LOcal2 
Local 3 

Total 201 

2. Staff and local carpcols are not EXHIBIT 1- 
SALESlAN CARPOOL pRM;RAM 

2006-2607 
subjed to !he vehicle Count restriclion 

6-218 Samlen Carpwr Pic-g-anm Caccals 
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Higgins Associates 

A. EXISTING (2006) 1 

Carpools 43 
Carpool Students 1 90 
Total Students 201 

Avg. Students Per Carpool 4.4 
Percentage of Students in Carpools 95% 

Avg. Students Per Carpool ~ 4.4 
Percentage of Students In Carpools 95% 

%. MTH EXPANSION (250 Students, 0% StafflLocalf 
Avg. Students Per Carpool 
Percentage of Students In Carpools 100% 

Total Students 250 
Carpool Students 250 
Carpools (25014.4) 57 

ITotaI Students 2501 

I - \- - -  I 

Notes: 
I. Estimate assumes that the existing average 

number of students per vehicle is maintained 
with the enrollment increase. 

EXHIBIT 2- 
ESTIMATE QF FUTURE CARPOOLS 

6-218 Saiesian Carpool Programcarpool OccupancyWlTH ENROLLMENT EXPANSION 
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Safesian Traffic Management Plan 
for the 2006-2007 year 

December 11,2006 

Salesian Elementary School (K-8) has implemented an extensive carpool system in order to 
comply with the Santa Cruz County Second Amended Compliance Agreement, which requires us 
to reduce student related traffic on Enos Lane between the peak hours of 7:30 to 8:30 am and 
2:30 to 3:30 pm to a maximum of 45 vehicles based on an enrollment of 205. 

During the summer of '06 administration and parents formed a car pool committee which has 
contacted each family with children enrolled in the school and assigned each student to a carpool. 
Attached is a Salesian carpool list as of December 11, 2006. 

All families were given a Carpool Rules Agreement and a copy of the County Compliance 
Agreement (see attached). The parents were required to sign the agreement before school 
begins. If a parent breaks this agreement. there will be a fine assessed, and if the parent 
continues to disregard the agreement, (s)he will be asked to withdraw hislher student from the 
school. 

The carpool rules are also outlined in the Parenustudent Handbook for which each family signs a 
receipt acknowledgement before school starts. {see Handbook, pg. J-CarpOOi section and pg.14- 
Tardiness section attached) 

Hopefully, when the County approves the school's application for 250 students arid the enrollment 
increases by 45 students, we may consider adding a bus for the additional 45 students, based on 
the feasibility from a cost standpoint considering such items as bus purchase price, maintenance. 
insurance, and bus driver's expenses. Carpooling would be based on maintaining the currently 
agreed to ratio of students to cars 

The school community will receive updates and reminders of carpool compliance in the weekly 
school bulletin. The administration and parent committee will monitor the traffic management pian 
and maintain records. School officials will do morning and afternoon unannounced, peak- period 
vehicle counts on the school driveway once a week, and will submit these traffic counts to the 
County by the l!jM day of each month for the prior month, We submitted carpool counts by the 
15" of each month beginning on Sept 15'' and will continue through the end of the school year. 
The school has also hired Higgens Traffic Engineers who have performed and will continue to 
perform traffic counts on the school driveway, when requested by the County, with a maximum of 
6 in the fall and 6 in the spring. In addition, the school has a standing three member committee, 
chaired by parent Andrew Kreeft. to participate in mutual problem solving meetings with 
neighborhood representatives. 

* 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltios, CA 95076 * (83 I )  728-55 18 * Fax (83 1 ) 728-0273 * salesiansc~ol.co~Cteated on 
7i9i2001 
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September 13, 2006 

Mr. David Lee 
Assistant Planning Director 
County of S a n ~  Cruz 
701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, California 95060-4068 

Re: Application No. 04-0348; Second Amended Compliance Agreement 

Dear Mr. Lee, 

Pursuant to the Second Amended Compliance Agreement, enclosed is the traffic count for the half 
month of August 2006. School commenced on August 16'h. Please call if you have any questions. 

Katie Davis 
For the Administrative Team 

Cc: Tom Burns 
Randall Adams 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltios, CA 95076 * (831) 728-SS18 * Fax (831) 728-0273 * salesiansc@,aol.comCreated on 
9/12 /?fifiL 5.18 PM 
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Peak Period Vehicle Count Report for Month of August: 8/16-8/31 

i Date/Time P.M. 

A.M. 

Date/Time DateITime Date/Time 

Parents 

I Parents 
44 

Other 
w/ description 

I 
43 

‘Total 
Non-exempt 

Other 
w/description 

Total 
Non-exempt 

DateiTime 
812 1/06 

7 :30-8 13 0 

i 
Janitor left 

45 

42 

2 
One Sr. left for 
Dr. appt 
One extra parent 

43 

8/30/06 
7:30-8:30 

43 

Date/Time 

1 250-3:30 i 7:30-8:30 I I 

I 

i 
I 1 

Television 
installer 

44 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltios, CA 95076 * (83 1) 728-5518 * Fax (831) 728-0273 * salesiansc@,aol.comCreated on 
9l1717nnn 12:46 PM 
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09-27-06 18:07 From- 1-182 P.02/02 F-506 

m U H l G G l N S  ASSOC1ATf5 .___ 

mea C I V I L  6 T R A f f l C  E N G I N E E R S  

September 25,2006 

Mr. David Lee, Assistant Director of Planning 
County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4& Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

RE: Salesian Sister School Traffic Counts 

Dear Mr. Lee: 

Staff from Higgins Associates counted the number of vehicles arriving at the Salesian Sisters School 
between 7:30 AM and 8:30 AM and departing the school between 2:30 PM and 3:30 PM on Wednesday, 
September 13, 2006. In the morning, 44 vehicles arrived between 7:30 AM and 8:30 AM and in the 
afternoon, 40 vehicles departed between 2:30 PM and 3:30 PM. 

Please note that the counts include vehicles that originated on upper Enos Lane and its side streets. The 
vehicle count that the school must not exceed is not to include vehicles originating on upper Enos Lane or 
its side streets. Therefore, the counts should be adjusted for these vehicles. 

At some point, during the September 13h count, our counter was made aware that at least one vehicle that 
should be excluded fiom the count was included in the count. At the time, the counter was not aware of 
the exclusion and was not sure of how to identify the vehicles that should be excluded. Therefore, all 
vehicles were counted and the totals are presented above. For hture counts, if the County would like us 
to report the non-Enos Lane vehicles, our counter will need direction from school officials to identify 
those vehicles that should be excluded fiom the count. Evidently, these vehicles cany a sign in the 
window that identifies them as originating from the Enos Lane area. If all Enos Lane vehicles carry 
identification sign, our counter will know to look for these vehicles and they will be counted as a separate 
category of vehicle. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Takacs, E 
Principal Associate 
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October 1 1,2006 

Mr. David Lee 
Assistant Planning Director 
County of Santa Cruz 
701 Ocew, Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, California 95060-4068 

Re: Application No. 04-0348; Second Amended Compliance Agreement 

Dear Mr. Lee, 

Pursuant to the Second Amended Compliance Agreement, enclosed is the traffic count for 
September 2006. Please call if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Katie Davis 
For the Administrative Team 

Cc: Tom Burns 
Randall Adams 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltios, CA 95076 * (83 1 )  728-55 18 * Fax (83 1) 728-0273 * salesiansc@aol.comCreated on 
06 8 5 0  AM 1 n I I 1 ,le, 
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Other 
w/ description 

Total 
Non-exempt 

2 
late teachers 

45 

1 
Vehicle Count Report €or Month of September 

A.M. DateITh-e 
9i?/06 

7 3 0-8 : 30 

DateITime 
9/'28/06 

7 3  0-8 : 3 0 
Parents 

43 45 44 44 

45 44 

Date/Time 
9i 12/06 

3:30-330 

Date!Time 
9i20ioo 

2: 3 0-3 3 0  

DateiTime 
9/28/06 

350-3 : 3 0 

DateiTixne 
9/7/06 

2:30-3:0 

P.M. 

Parents 
43 43 43 44 

Other 
wldescription 

1 errant driver 
(not a parent) 
1 delivery 

Total 
Non-exemut 

43 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltios, CA 95076 * (S3 1)  728-55 I8 * Fax (83 I )  728-0273 * safesiansc@,aol.comCreated on 



Mr. David Lee 
Assistant Planning Director 
County of Santa Cruz 
701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, California 95060-4( 

Re: Application No. 04-0348; S 

Dear Mr. Lee, 

Pursuant to the Second Amendr 
October 2006. Please call if yo 

Sincerely, 

Katie Davis 
For the Administrative Team 

Cc: Tom Burns 
Randall Adams 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltios, CA 95 

November 13,2006 

md Amended Compliance Agreement 

Zompliance Agreement, enclosed is the traffic count for 
.ave any questions. 

16 * (83 1)  728-55 I8 * Fax (83 1) 728-0273 * salesiansc@aol.comCreated on 
1 I 11 wno6 10:47 AM 
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1 
Vehicle Count Report for Month of October 

A.M. 

Parents 

DateiTime Date/Time DatelTirne Date/Time 
1 OI2106 I 01 1 0/96 10/20/06 10/36/06 

?:30-8:30 7:30-8:30 730-8 130 7:30-8:30 

45 42 45 44 

! 
Other 
w/ description I -Second Harvest 

Food bank 
I rep 

i 

I 

I 

I 
I I 

I - I j 

i 
Other I 1 1- Coach left 

I 

Total 
Non-exempt 

w/description ! I I 1-RV 

I 45 i 44 I j 
46 43 

I ! 

I 2:30-3:0 1 2:30-3:30 

45 45 
Parents 

! 

2:30-3:30 

44 

45 Total 
Non-exempt 

605 Enos Lane Corraltios, CA 95076 * (83 1) 728-55 18 * Fax (83 1) 728-0273 * salesiansc@,aol.comCreated on 
1 "p" llLW2006 11:42 AM 
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December 1 1,2006 

Mr. David Lee 
Assistant Planning Director 
County of Santa Cruz 
701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, California 95060-4068 

Re: Application No. 04-0348; Second Amended Compliance Agreement 

Dear Mr. tee,  

Pursuant to the Second Amended Compliance Agreement, enclosed is the traffic count for 
November 2006. Please call if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Katie Davis 
For the Administrative Team 

Cc: Tom Burns 
Randall Adams 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltios, CA 95076 * (83 1) 728-55 18 * Fax (83 1 )  728-0273 * salesiansc@aol.comCreated on 
1311 I /?no6 2 5 3  PM 
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Date/Time Date/Time 
1 1 4  I1/6 

7:30-8:30 1 730-8:30 

1 
Vehicle Count Report for Month of November 2006 

Bate/Time 
11/17 

7:30-8:30 

A.M. 

Parents 

Other 
wl description 

Total 
Non-exempt 

I I 

0 0 2 teachers 
arriving late 

44 j 45 I 46 
I 

Date/Time 
11/21 

7: 30-8:30 

44 

0 

44 

Date/Time 
11/30 

7130-8130 

44 

1 teacher 
arriving late 

45 

605 Eiios Lane * Corraltios, CA 95076 * (83 1 )  728-5s 18 * Fax (83 I )  728-0273 * saIesiansc@,aol.comCreated an 
13l4/7_006 8126 AM .. 
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December 21 , 2006 

Nh. David Lee, Assistant Director of Planning 
County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4* Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

RE: Salesian Sister School Traffic Counts 

Dear Mr. Lee: 

Staff from Higgins Associates performed vehicle counts at the Salesian Sisters School on Thursday 
December 7, 2006 and Wednesday December 13, 2006. The results of the counts are being transmitted 
with this letter. 

During the morning period, the number of students in each arriving vehicle were counted and recorded. 
Vehicles driven by school staff were also counted. During the afternoon dismissal, the number of 
students in each departing vehicle were counted and recorded. During both periods, vehicles driven by 
school staff and other vehicles were counted and recorded. The morning count began at 7:OO AM and 
ended at 755  AM. The afternoon count began at 3:OO PM and ended at 3:30 PM. 

Exhibit 1 shows the count results for December 7‘h and Exhibit 2 shows the count results for December 
13‘h. The count data is summarized by 15-minute periods on Exhibits 1 and 2. The vehicle count data 
was classified according to the number of students transported in each vehicle. In addition, the counts are 
segregated by the following trip types: 

1. Vehicles Driven by School Staff 
2. Vehicles Driven by Parents (Not Local) 
3. Vehicles Driven by Parents (Local) 
4. Other Vehicles 

“Local” trips are trips by parents that live in the immediate vicinity of the school, in the Enos Road area. 

Exhibit 3 provides a summary of the data presented on Exhibits 1 and 2. A summary of the December 7‘h 
morning count is presented below: 

e 

e 

11 staff people arrived driving alone; 
5 staff people arrived with a total of 22 students in their vehicles; 

2 parents from the local neighborhood arrived carrying 2 students; and 
One other vehicle arrived during the morning period. 

40 parents from outside of the local neighborhood arrived carrying a total of 163 students; 
e 

I t I 1  i - . i ‘  ~ ‘ I I /  I1J: 
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A summary of the December 7th afternoon count is presented below: 

a 

e 

a 

e 

e 

No staff people left the school driving alone during the count period; 
3 staff people left carrying a total of 13 students in their vehicles; 
37 parents from outside of the local neighborhood departed carrying a total of 154 
students; 
2 parents from the local neighborhood departed carrying 5 students; and 
No other vehicles departed during the afternoon period. 

A summary of the December 1 3th morning count is presented below: 

1 1 staff people arrived driving alone; 
3 staff people arrived with a total of 1 1  students in their vehicles; 
42 parents from outside of the local neighborhood arrived carrying a total of 168 students; 
2 parents from the local neighborhood arrived carrying 2 students; and 
2 other vehicles arrived during the morning period. 

e 

0 

e 

e 

e 

I 

A summary of the December 1 3th afternoon count is presented below: 

e 

e 

e 

e 

e 

One staff person left the school driving alone during the count period; 
No staff people left carrying students in their vehicles; 
44 parents from outside of the local neighborhood departed carrying a total of 164 
students; 
1 parent from the local neighborhood departed carrying 2 students; and 
No other vehicles departed during the afternoon period. 

I 

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding these counts. 

Sincerely, 

- $  ycl43- 
Dan Takacs, TE 
Principal Associate 

6-1 47-lt12 - 1 8 3 -  







December 7,2006 
AM Arrival PM Dismissal 

Students Students 
Trip Type Vehicles Transported Vehicles Transported 

11 0 0 0 

2 2 2 5 
1 0 0 0 

School Staff Arriving/Departing With No Students 
School Staff Arriving/Departing With Students 
Parent Driven Vehicles Transporting Students (Not Local) 
Parent Driven Vehicles Transporting Students (Local) 
Other Vehicles 
TOTAL 

5 22 3 13 
40 163 37 154 

59 187 42 172 

EXHIBIT 3 
SALESIAN SISTERS SCHOOL 

VEHICLE COUNTS 
DECEMBER 2006 6-147- Count SummawDecember 2006 

E - 1 8 6 -  

December 13,2006 
AM Arrival PM Dismissal 

Students Students 
Trip Type Vehicles Transported Vehicles Transported 

11 0 1 0 
3 11 0 0 

2 2 I 2 
2 0 0 0 

School Staff Arriving/Departing With No Students 
School Staff ArrivingIDeparting With Students 
Parent Driven Vehicles Transporting Students (Not Local) 
Parent Driven Vehicles Transporting Students (Local) 
Other Vehicles 
TOTAL 

42 168 44 164 

60 181 46 166 

L 

Higgins Associates 
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January 16,2007 

Mr. David Lee 
Assistant Planning Director 

701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, California 95060-4068 

county of santa Cruz 

Re: Application No. 04-0348; Second Amended Compliance Agreement 

Dear Mr. Lee, 

Pursuant to the Second Amended Compliance Agreement, enclosed is the tr&c count for 
December 2006. Due to the Christmas vacation schedule there are only two weeks to report. 
School dismissed from this locale on December 19* and commenced again on January 3,2007. 
Please call if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Kake Davis 
For the Administrative Team 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltios, CA 95076 * (83 1) 728-55 18 * Fax (83 1) 728-0273 * salesiansc@ol.comCreated on 
1/17/2007 3:11 PM 
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.. 

A.M. 

Parents 

Enos Ln. 
Residents 
(exempt) 
Other 
WI 

description 

Total 
N on-exempt 

Datemime Datemime DateKime Datemime 
1217 1211 1 NIA NIA 

7: 3 0-8 : 3 0 7:30-8:30 7~30-8130 7~30-8 130 

44 44 

? 
d 

3 
d 

2 teachers arriving 2 teachers 
at 7:35 arriving at 7:35 

44 44 

P.M. 

Parents 

Enos Ln. 
Residents 
(exempt) 

Other 
wldescription 

Total 
Non-exemDt 

DateEime 
1217 

2 : 30-3 : 0 

42 

~ 

2 

42 

Datefhne 
1211 1 

2~30-3 130 

43 

1 

1 coach arriving 
for practice 

44 

DateEime 
NIA 

2:30-3:30 

Daterrime 
NIA 

2:30-3:30 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltios, CA 95076 * (83 1) 728-55 18 * Fax (83 1) 728-0273 * salesiansc@aol.comCreated on 
1 I1 77nm7 2:3 1 PM 
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Mr. David Lee 
Assistant Planning Director 

701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Smta Cruz, California 95060-4068 

county of santa cruz 

February 14,2007 

Re: Application No. 04-0348; Second Amended Compliance Agreement 

Dear Mr. Lee, 

Pursuant to the Second Amended Compliance Agreement, enclosed is the traffic count for 
January 2007. Please call if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Katie Davis 
For the Administrative Team 

Cc: Tom Burns 
Randall Adams 

Cc: Tom Burns 
Randall Adams 

605 Enos Lane * Corraltk. CA 95076 * (83 1) 728-5518 * Fax (831) 728-0273 * salesiansc@aol.comCreated on 
1J1C13M7 11:06AM 
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i 

DateRime 
1/3 

A.M. 

1 
Vehicle Count Report for Month of $&~q A07 

Datemime 
1/10 

Datemime 
1 /22 

7 130-8 130 
44 

7130-8130 
43 

Datemime 
1/30 

7130-8130 
45 

Enos Ln. 
Residents 
(exempt) 
Other 
w/ description 

Total 
Non-exemDt 

1 2 

42 45 43 45 

Datemime 
1 /3 

2130-3:O 

P.M. 

Parents 

Datemime 
1/10 

2 130-3 :30 

43 43 

Enos Ln. 
Residents 
(exempt) 

1 1 

Other 
w/description 

Total 
Non-exemDt 

43 
43 I 

2 ] I  
1 teacher 

1 parent 8:OO 
@ 7:35 

3 teachers 
Arrived after 

7:30 

Datemime 
1 /22 

2130-3130 

44 

1 

Coach left 
@ 3:20 

44 

Datemime I 
1/30 I 

44 I 
1 

44 
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PROCEEDINGS. T E R M l N A L  POINTS. CTC 
. . - _ -  _ _ _  - _  - -- 

B e g i n s  at a. gate on t h e  b o u n d a r y  of l a n d s  
o r  f o r m e r l y  o f  R i d e r  a n d  e s t a t e  o f  placide p e r i q u e t  
said p o i n t  of  k e g i n n i n g  being in the m i d d l e  of t h e  
R i d e r  Crade  s o  cal le :  a b o u t  1/4 o f  a rnilc f r o r n  R i d e r  
dw-e l l ing  lisar p l a c e  called 'Ithe c h u c h i i a s l l  a n d  r u n s  
in R genera l  eoutherly d i r e c t i o n  tl-i.'c-.ugh l ands  of 
pe r ique t  a n d  l a n d s  now o r  f o r m r l y  o f  T l i lcy ,  Elack- 
f o r d ,  6 .  FusRey, Fred French ,  G e o l ' g . ~  '<!&lkex', s a m e 1  
C l e v e l a n d  a n d  t e rmina tes  i n  l a n d s  fo rmer ly  o f  1 K t n i ~ ~  
County Road l e a d i n g  f r o m  QI ia t ro  Lc(y1ae t o  Corralitoe 
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A notefiom... 
Ms. Marilyn Head 
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2 5 21,') 0 5  4a.m e "EXHIBIT A" 

PARCEL ONE: 
BEING a portion of the Rancho Corralitos and more particularly 
described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a 3/4" iron pipe on the centerline of Rider Road from 
which a 3/4" pipe at the most Northerly corner of that 3.006 acre 
parcel as shown upon the Record of Survey Map filed for record in 
Map Book 41, page 48 Santa Cruz County Records, bears North 6" 20' 
50" West 25.36 feet distant; thence from said point of beginning 
along the Southerly and Easterly boundaries of said 3.006 acre 
parcel, South 730 58' 10" West 169.25 feet to a 3/4" pipe, South 
9 O  42' 40" West 187.44 feet to a 3/4" pipe and South O o  04' 00"  
East 2 2  feet ot a poi2t; thence leaving said pzrco1, Easterly in 
a direct line 215 feet, nore or l e s s ,  to a 3 / 4 "  ircn ~ i p e  cn the 
centerline of Rider Road from which the point of beginning bears 
North 3 O  49' West 155 feet and North 6 O  49' West 113.82 feet 
distant; thence along said centerline North 3" 49' West 155 feet 
to a 3/4" iron pipe and North 6" 49' West 113.82 feet to the point 
of beginning. 

TOGETHER with and SUBJECT to a right of way over Rider Road the 
centerline of which is described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a 3/4" pipe at the Northeasterly corner of the lands 
above described; thence from said point of beginning South 6 O  49, 
East 113.82 feet to a 3/4" pipe, South 3" 49' East 1 5 5  feet to a 
3/4" pipe and South 6 O  5 5 ,  West 170 feet to a 3/4" pipe from which 
an axle bears North 72O c3' East 8 feet distant. 

ALSO TOGETHER with a right of way over the continuation of said 
Rider'Road the Easterly line of which begins at the axle herein- 
above mentioned and running thence South 7 "  30' West 98.44 feet 
to a 3/4" pipe, South 7 0  30' West 92.96 feet, South 7 O  3 0 '  East 
145.2C feet and South 140 0 0 ,  East 244.76 feet to Hames Road. 

BEGINNING at a station from which the Southwest corner of parcel 
2 in the deed to Antone Joseph Rodrigues, recorded November 30, 
1934 in Volume 278, page 255, official Records of Santa Cruz 
County, bears North 5 8 "  6' East 348.35 feet distant; thence from 
said point of beginning North 5 0 "  0 '  West 20 feet; thence south 
40" 0' West 30 feet; thence South 50" 0' East 2 0  feet; thence 
North 40" 0 '  East 30 feet to the point of beginning. 

(A) TOGETHER WITH the right to take water for domestic purposes 
from the well situated on above 15 x 2 0  foot parcel property and 
the joint usage of the pipe line and right of way as set out in 
said deed to Rodrigues, running from said well North,4O0 00 '  East 
350 feet, more or less, to parcel 2 hereinabcveyeferred to. 
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SEC.1 
SEC. 12 



Sept. 2 7 ,  2004 
25 Enos Lane 
Watsonville, C x .  

9 5 0 7 6  
Planning Commission 
7 0 1  Ocean St. 
Santa C r u z ,  C A .  95060 

Attention: Randall Adams 
RE: Salesian School 

Permit # 7 8 - 1 5 3 9  U 
Parcel A P N  1 0 7 - 1 2 1 - 6 0  

Gentlemen: 

Per my telephone converstion with y o u ,  I would like to 
enclose information we h a v e  regarding our experience living on 
Enos L a n e  for the past 4 0  years. 

Because we were here long before the Salesian School s t a r t e d ,  
we have had a lot of experiences. O n e  o f  the biggest problems we 
h a v e  had before a n y o n e  e l s e  b u i l t  on Enos L a n e ,  was because of how 
the w a t e r  w o u l d  rush d a w n  t h e  dirt. road when i t  rained and come 
through o u r  y a r d  w h i c h  would w a s h  out ruts and b e  a general 
nuisance. ThereEore, Y a k e  would g o  o u t  i n  tho r a i n  w i t h  d s h o v e l  
a n d  ditch t h e  water from on@ ~ i d o  o f  t h e  r o a d  to t h e  o t h e r .  'I 'hfs 
h e l p e d  t o  a l o w  d o w n  th@ w a t e r  a n d  t o  c a r r y  t h e  water o E f  t o  the 
side of t h e  r o a d .  

Later o n ,  when Jack Howell built his h o m e ,  he and J a k e  went 
together to buy a pickup load o f  black-top and started u p  a t  t h e  
top of Enos lane and began to put in berms back and forth across 
the r o a d  to direct the water again to cross tho road and to slow 
down the rush. We used to h a v e  large ruts washed out alongside 
the road and have bought loads of rock and gravel to fill in these 
ruts. Therefore, i t  is recognized that these berms are very helpful 
to direct the water and to control the wash-outs. 

We have enclosed c o p i e s  of letters that were written 25 y e a r s  
ago by people who lived o n  Enos Lane and were opposed to the 
School expanding at that time. This was something that the five 
Planning Commissioners recognized and asked questions of the school 
representatives a t  the hearings f o r  the permit. A l s o ,  there w e r e  
seven conditions recommended by the Planning Commissioners but 
there were three o f  these deleted when the permit went to the 
Board o f  Supervisors. 
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There is also an environmental report done which indicates 
the f i r e  hazard is very high and would be hard to control if i t  
got started. Also, about three y e a r s  a g o ,  a CDF fire truck had 
g o n e  u p  Enos Lane o n  a routine r u n  and coming d o w n ,  they 
apparently took too wide a turn and the fire truck went off t h e  
road and turned o v e r  onto the s i d e  of the hill. We h a v e  learned 
s i n c e  then that there h a v e  been many cars that miss the turn and 
r u n  into the property below. T h i s  does not seem like a v e r y  good 
situation in case o f  a n  emergency when vehicles would b e  rushing 
to a n  emergency. 

W e  s e e  that the school now h a s  someone monitoring traffic 
and t h e  number of students in e a c h  car i n  the morning, which h a s  
slowed traffic down quite a bit. H o w e v e r ,  there is n o  monitoring 
of traffic in the afternoon and there is almost a steady f l o w  o f  
c a r s  coming and going to the school. We have counted t h e  s e c o n d s  
between c a r s  passing our h o u s e  and it is usually between eight 
and fifteen seconds between c a r s  in the afternoon between about 
2:30 and 4:30 P.M. S o  the number o f  c a r s  i n  the afternoon is 
considerably more with many not car-pooling. 

Enclosed is a copy of the count that was m a d e  at our 
property o f  the number of cars g o i n g  u p  to the school in the 
afternoon on W different d a y s .  * W W  

Also, when the school first began car-pooling back i n  1 9 7 9 ,  
i t  was d o n e  very well €or the first couple o f  months. But after 
a short time, i t  became very difficult f o r  t h e  people involved 
and i t  soon became forgotten. T h e r e f o r e ,  how can we believe that 
i t  won't happen aga i n ?  

I t  w a s  unfortunate that the school was allowed to g e t  
started on a narrow private road way back when they got the 
permit for 90 students. T h e  people making the plans should have 
recognized the problem of putting a large school o n  a narrow 
country road. It does not fit in a rural area. We h o p e  y o u  will 
recognize the safety of the students and also the affect i t  h a s  
o n  the neighborhood. 

T h e  addition of more students and increased traffic is 
detrimental t o  our neighborhood. 

Very truly yours, 
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SA L ES I .4 N S I ST? R S S C H 0 0 L 

005  EhOS LAX€  COKRALITOS, CALIFORNIA 95076 (406) 728-4700 

Februa ry  14, 1979 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

P r e v i o u s  t o  t h e  o p e n i n g  of s c h o o l  i n  Sep tember ,  1978, p a r e n t s  were 
i n d i v i d u a l l y  i n fo rmed  o f  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  of c a r p o o l i n g .  
p 001 s c h e d u l e  was c a r e f u l l y  set  up by Mrs. Brenda Wood, who. i n  t h p  p r o c e s s  
of o r g a n i z i n g  i t ,  p e r s o n a l l y  c o n t o c t c d  each  p a r e n t  of o u r  s c h o o l  c h i l d r e n ,  
The s c h e d u l e  was t h e n  s u b m i t t e d  to  t h e  p l a n n i n g  commiss ion  f o r  a p p r o v a l .  

A schoo lwide  car-  

Through p e r i o d i c  o b s e r v a t i o n  o f  i ncoming  and o u t g o i n g  cars a t  t h e  s c h o o l ,  
and t h r o u g h  a recent  survey s e n t  t o  e a c h  s c h o o l  f a m i l y ,  w e  h a v e  c a r r i e d  on 
a c a r e f u l  e v a l u a t i o n  of the c a r p o o l i n g  program. Our c o n c l u s i o n  h a s  been  t h a t  
Lhe program has been  e f f e c t i v e .  E x c e p t  € o r  t h o s e  few f a m i l i e s  who were o r i -  
g i n a l l y  l i s t e d  89 b e i n g  u n a b l e  to  hook i n t o  carpools ,  and e x c e p t  f o r  one 
s e u d e n e  whose fenl i ly  schedule o b l i g e s  h e r  t o  a r r i v e  a few m i n u t e s  l a t e ,  and 
cxcrpe for  a n  occas1onnl  variation due eo emergency reasons- -we f i n d  e h a t  
parent s  have f a i t h f u l l y  adhered eo t.hc carpoo l  s t i p u l a t i o n s .  

A c o u n t  of care d e l i v e r i n g  scudencs  made on  random d a y s  between 8:OO and 
8:38 a.m. h a s  sliown a regular  d a i l y  t o t a l  of  20 o r  21 ears .  
come f o r  ehc 1:OO p . m .  prc-school  s e s s ion .  P i c k- u p  times a r e  a u L o m a t i c a l l y  
s t a g g e r e d  due  t o  the d i f f e r e n c e  i n  d i s m i s s a l  times: 11 :45  f o r  k i n d e r g a r t e n ,  
3 : O O  f o r  those l c a v i n g  a t  r e g u l a r  d i s m i s s a l  time, and  4 : 3 0  f o r  t h o s e  e l e c t i n g  
co s t a y  f o r  s t u d y h a l l  t h r e e  d a y s  a week.  C a r s  coming t o  p i c k  u p  s t u d e n t s  w a i t  
s i n g l e  f i l e  a l o n g  t h e  s c h o o l  d r iveway  t i l l  a l l  s t u d e n t s  have  b o a r d e d .  They 
t h e n  l e a v e  i n  o r d e r l y  c a r a v a n  s t y l e ,  t h u s  c l e a r i n g  Enos  Lane i n  a minimum of 
t i m e  . 

Three c a r s  o r  s o  

u u r  p io j ec t :ons  f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  n r e  a s  f o l l o w s .  The s c h o o l  w i l l  c o n t i n u e  
i t s  p o l i c y  o f  n o n- o p t i o n a l  c a r p o o l i n g  r e q u i r e m e n t s  for a l l  s t u d e n t s .  To 
a s s i s :  i n  t h e  ef f i c i r n t  coi i t  i n u a t i o n  and t h e  improvement  of t h e  c a r p o o l  system 
f o r  t h e  coming y e a r ,  w e  have  a s tandin: :  c a r p o c ~ l  c o m m i t t e e  headed  by 3 r s .  Brenda 
Wood, a s s i s c e d  by  Pfrs. G l o r i a  D a n i c i  and Flrs. P l a r i i e r  A l a g a .  A l s o ,  s h o u l d  i r  
;Ip;;ear a d v i s s b l c  i c r  a n y  r easo i l ,  c!ie s c t i oo i  is p r z p a r e d  t o  change i t s  E : 3 0  a.m. 
5 : a r t i n g  t i m e .  car! a i s c  con5idc . r  a s t a g g e r e d  s c h e d c l e  f o r  D r i m r y  s t u d t n t s  
:C :?IE Excefi; t k z i  SUCI :  zr-. z r r ~ n g e x i e r , ~  ;S p o s : c i e :  i1 c t . 2 :  si iou-c D E  d e e m 6  
n e c e s s z r s . .  

. . .  . .  - _ -  

The c a r p o o l  cornmi: t e c  will work  tlirougiiou: t h e  summer a r r a n g i n g  c a r p o o l  
~ c c o m m o d a t i o n s  and sill a s s i s t  ir: m c n i t o r i n ;  d t i i i n g  t h e  s c h o o i  y e a r .  With t h e  
c o o p e r z t i o n  r e c e i v e d  t h i s  y e a r  f r cn  t h e  p z r e n c s ,  and  w i t h  t h e  e x p e r i e c c e  g a i n e d  
in c a r p o l  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  WE tire confident tha :  ne:<i ye3r’s program w i i i  b e  ever, 
more s u c c e s s f u i .  

. * -  
i .,_,.. , . .  . .  / -  -. . -., 9- .I& ’ ’ . ., . 

x x  si‘s t e r  CAira ,  F . M . A . .  
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MEETIIS d MINUTES 

Salesians Elementary & Junior High School / Enos Lane 

DATE: March 31,2004 

'rl ME: 9:oo AM 

PLACE: Gary and Barbara Smith's Home 
Evening Hill Lane 

ATTENDEES: 
Les & Susie Strnad 
Dick & Betty Fairhurst 
Steve Boracca 
Frank Dyer 
Jake Head 
Robert Porter 
Leonard & Susan Dotson 
Ellen Piere, Supervisor 

fake gt Marilyn Head 
M y  Fidandis & Dianne Castellanos 
Linda Ebeling 
Bob & cam1 EbeIing 
ste9$en&KarynBokariz;l 
ALfred Peisher 
Gary & Ilene Wilson 

CQSt 

NOTES BY: Betty Cost 

- -. V.U_  -+--- - '  

3. No mad association now that anyone bows of. 

4. Who's the Owner of the school it's just a fkncbk, a business, and the sisters are 
employees. The neighbors have called the Sisters over time h u t  their children 
walking on road and the dangers asso~iated with school traffic and incidents. 

water tank / BW stop / water conservation D i c t  - maintenance of he water 
ditch can not just cover it to widen road 

5 .  

6.  Want buses to reduce traac. 
Sisters said couldn't affnni kl- - 1 a70 
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19. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31, 

32. 

33.  

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

Is red tag recorded? Who said not to red tag them? 

Report enrollment every year'? 

Short term: rent buses now - between now and end of school year and reduce 
traffic of cars to equal 125 students for next school year. 

Second access road for 250 students 

Road is hardly wide enough for neighborhood without school traffic. 

Reduce students now for next year shouldn't be continuing enrollment when the 
school is in violation. 

Buses now for violation to show good faith for over 125 

1990 - 24 passenger bus in 3 trips - $6,500 One in paper, school should buy. 

Second r o d  access - Should be A requirement, not d k  without out. rider road 
route? 

Thirty-three homes on Enos Lane per mail delivery. 
5 miles to dead end? 

Betty to generate note and describe - process for all parties to review that will 
take place at the County and next steps notes from meeting to be sent Ellen Piere 
I@ the County and Gary Smith via email 

Suggested that Salesians Sisters Sell property and move to St. Francis Site. Long 
term. 

Stop scapegoat-ing Diane & Andy - the whole community is involved in the 
concern over the use permit violations 

Shuttle service to kids h m  bus stop - short term 
Traffic going down hill is worst. Won't use turn outs and let local go by. 
Five cars at a time at two minute intervals. 
Don't stop at stop sign. 

---original 
From: Barbara Smm [ m a I b : s e a ~ r t e r . n e t ]  
sent: Friday, April 23,2004 11:12 AM 

- 1 7 -  



Notes - SPA Meeting - 5/5 

CURRENT USE PERMIT FOR SALESM ELEMENTARY & JR. HIGH : 

* Use permit is needed if the use is a conditional use 
(in our case, a school in a residential neighborhood is a conditional use) 

* Last valid permit (1979) for the s c b l  was for 125 students; 

documents said a 16' wide road would be adequate for 250 students. 
At that time, road condition was not adequate for 250 students; environmental 

Salesians repaired the road, but failed (due to poor communication) to submit 
an amendment to the use permit to allow 250 students. (circa 1988) 

* Currently, Salesian Elementary & Jr. High hosts approximately 200 students; 
but our goal is to offer Salesian education to 50 more in the community; 
proposing a total of 250 students. 

* County requirement for the road has cbanged since 1988. 
Road requirement is now 18' wide plus a pedestrian path or sidewalk. 

* Local neighbors have finally reached a point over the years where the growth of 
traffic has become a detriment. Definition of detriment is very subjective but 
basically comes down to whether or not the neighbors are satisfied with the 
reduction in traffic. The County has to make a Use Permit finding that the conditional 

use is not detrimental to the neighborhood 

TFIE SCHOOL'S OBLIGATION: 
1. Propose a temporary solution for the trafEic by 612. 
2. Propose a permanent solution (concept plan) by 612. And apply for the Use 

Permit for the permanent solution by the deadline the County sets on 6/2. 
\ 

TEMPORARY SOLUTION: 
Near term bandling of the trafiic problem (which is the current primary issue): 
reduce the number of cars going to the school during carpool hours from 
current 80- 100 (including teachds cars) down to around 40. Sr. Charlotte 
will no* parents and faculty of this right away so we can show a good 
faith effort to bring the school into compliance. A Traffic Committee will be formed 
immediately to do this. Ellen Pirie felt that 40 cars was reasunable ( for 200 students for 
next year) although it would still come down to what the (lounty staff decides is 
appropriate. May want to consider have school carpoolers place stickers on their 
automobiles to clearly show neighbors the cars that are Salesian parents vs. upper Ems or 
just guests or fiiends visiting the school. 

LONG TERM SOLUTION : 
* The long term solution should work toward a Use Permit that works toward 
perpetuity: the ability to have events, weekend retreats, a gym. 

-18- 
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* Secondary egress might be required based on the student 
population and safety guidelines. 

If we widen Enos Lane to 18', the school is respbmible for the cost of 
widening. Homes next to the road must be accephg of the widening since 
thm is a 44Y easement (so technically we could widen the road to 40'). 

PROPOSED LONG TERM SOLUTIONS: 
(sidenote: just to have engineers investigate possible solutions is costing 
the school approximately $1 OOK) 

1. Traffic Reduction by more efficient carpooling - can be initiated right away, but my not reduce traffic sufficiently in long term 

2. Traffic reduction by busing 
- heavy recurring operational cost ($58K for one bus for 180 days) 
- quires sigdicant increase in tuition to cover the cost 
- can be implemented next year 

3. Build a new private road from Hames to Salesian Elementa~y & Jr. High - road would need to meet county requirements for safe roadway 
- road would need to meet property owner's requirements for setbacks and 

- cost is very high (-$I SM) + parkmg lot at school ($50K) 
- estimated time to complete planning and implement: -2-3 years 

fencing 
of vineyards. 

NOTE TO COUN'IY 
Reducing the student population to 125 is NOT an option because school wodd then 
become elitist. 

NEXT STEPS : 
* Sr. Charlotte to contact the school parents about creating a more effective 
carp001 system. Traffic Committee to be set tup. Goal is 40 cars. 

* Betty Cost will be helping the school submit a short term solution and a concept plan 
for the Use Permit; to be submitted by 612. (should plan to have these sent to parents by 
Mon 5/24 and have a school meeting on Wed 5/26). 

*Betty Cost will be helping the school submit a Use Permit application for 250 students. 
In order to submit this, the school needs to have decided on the long term solution and 
have plans for it. Also plan for the parkins lot The deadline for this will probably be set 
by the planning department at the June 2 meeting. 

As part of a new use permit, the Salesiam would like to request some exemption days 
h m  carpooling or busing for special events (-12-15 days per school year): 

- 1 9 -  



April 23.2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
Second District 
701 Ocean Street 
Room 500 
Santa Cruz. CA 95060 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We'd like to thank you again for taking the time to come to our meeting of concerned neighbors 
on Tuesday, March 30. We would like to reiterate the following safety concerns for the Enos Lane 
neighborhood below Salesian Sisters School: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 .  

Correction of permit violations - Concerns were voiced about the school remaining out of 
compliance in terms of student population, carpooling, and fire safety issues for the indeterminate 
time period while these issues are being addressed. We respectfully request that the county 
enforce the existing Use Permits and conditions for the Salesian School by code compliance or 
formal review of the existing permits. We were pleased by your assurance that these corrections 
need to be done in a timely manner and no later than the beginning of the next school year. Such 
action will not interfere with the Salesian Sisters School growth plans that they can pursue by 
separate permit action over the next year. 
High volume of traffic - A recent car count showed 125 cars going up Enos Lane in a one-hour, 
fifty-three minute period. 'Phat's just the morning commute, not ancillary school traffic 
throughout the day, the afternoon pick up, or various night and weekend functions. This high 
volume of trafic and the narrowness of the road preclude our own residents from safely walking 
on the rood or getting to the school bus stop at Humes and Enos. 
Lack of carpooling - The high number of vehicles clearly shows that carpooling of the 295 
students i s  not happening. Immediate enf'orcement of carpoolinflussing pursimt to the Use 
Permit should be in place. 
Lack of a secondary access road for the school - Emergency access and escape are clearly 
compromised for neighborhood residents and the school by the high volume of traffic, and the 
narrowness of Enos Lane. Ideally, another road could be constructed to be the primary access, 
with Enos Lane becoming a secondary, emergency access road only. 
Summer camp - The permit implies that the neighborhood could expect buses and cars to bring 
the children to camp, with 20 visiting cars on three intervening Sundays. Nowhere does it lead us 
to expect daily traffic for 6 or 7 weeks in the summer. 

Thank you for your time and attention in helping us resolve these issues. Please keep us apprised 
of the school's progress in complying with its use permits. Attached please find the signatures of those 
who attended the meeting as well as other concerned neighbors who were unable to attend. 

cc Tom Bums, Planning Director 
Gustavo Gonzalez, Code Compliance Investigator 

- 2 0 -  





7-10-03 

To whom it may concern: 

My family has lived on Howell Lane for almost seventeen years (17) and for the most part, we thoroughly 
love the area and enjoy raising.our children in a small town, country environment. However, the past 7-10 
years have been difficult in regards to the trafEc and problems created by the Salesian Sister's School. 

We were not aware that there was a school at the top of Enos Ln. when we purchased our home in 1987. 
As far as we h e w ,  there was a sister's home somewhere up on the ridge, not a school. 

Our first encounter of dif5culty with the school was when my children started walking fiom our home to 
the green water tank, which is at the comer of Enos Lane and Harnes Rd. Thip is a bus stop for both 
Bradley Elementary and Aptos Jr. High. This should be a very safe walk, 
witb hardly any traffic. Unfortunately, we were sadly mistaken. Upon numerous occasions, I made calls to 
Sister Charlotte at Salesian The first few calls 
seemed we1co-&d7fk.6m 
(which we did not), make 
weekly bulletin which is 
received less happily. She seemed very rnnoyed md couldn't wait to get off the phone. To date, we have 
not seen a change for the better. In fact, during school season 8 mirror on a car transporting children 
to/from the school brushed my ron'r ~rm. Than.k!Wly there w a s  not an injury fiom this. 

My lrst conversation with Sister Chnrlotte was in the early ipring of this year. I had almost been run off 
the road by a car rushing up En08 Ln. to take their children to school. I we( furious, to say the least, and 
hnd a very long, detailed conversation with Sister. I was told the following: 

Approx 200 children a h n d  school (how can this br?) 
Car-poollng Is ruqirlrsd fwbo'lJ 'nlonltorlng this?) 
A bus was not approved by homaown6rs In our area and tharr lsn 't a place lo pick 
(when wus this vota and why can't thcg, use HoQ Eucharist for,a bus slop?) 
Use of another road? (no othhrr road. How can this br approved by th 
aware ofthr rlsk ofJlre and,onQ one way idoutfor Ihsrr chlldrent) 
Enos Lana b not wlde 
Summer Camp for  2003 I 

My main concern are fo 
investigation into this school, that their permits u e  up to dab and up to code, and a requirement to purchase 
a small bus that meets at Holy Eucharist. 1 would also rtmngly recommend that ifthey continue to operate 
as a school that thty look into purchasing property for their own road and a'larger site specifically for a 
school. We need to all respect each other and the safety 

Enos Lane is a private road 

_ -  = .  

nother let alone normal cars 

ora. I strongly recommcad a fuli 

ne another shqdd be of the utmost 
importance. r 

e Stephen Bokariza Family 

A / 

-c - 1  ?Gq 220 Howell Ln. and Shantlle 

Corralitos, CA 95076 

83 1-763-3226 work . 
83 1-724-8239 horn 

. - .. . 



September 24, 2003 
25 Enos Lane 
Watsonville. CA. 95076 

County of Santa Cruz 
Board of SuDervisors 
701 Ocean Street. Suite 500 
Santa Cruz, CA. 95060- 4069 

Attn: Ellen Pirie, Supervisor 
Second District 

Dear Ms Pirie, 

Thank you for taking the time to write the letter 
to me regarding the speed trailer on Enos LAne. 
However, my complaint was not to you about jurisdiction 
over the trailer but because of the people that made 
the cornpaint to get the trailer removed. 

As you will recall, the representative from Public 
Works spoke that he would see i f  he could find the 
s p e e d  trailer and have i t  set on Enos Lane, therefore, 
we were surprised that Cl1P was the department 
responsible for getting the trailer placed on Enos L a n e .  
However, soon after the trailerwrs s e t  down, there were 
three cars stopped by it and three women, who had 
apparently just left their children a t  the school, 
were out looking the situation over. 

When I saw the CHP patrolmen picking up the trailer 
a few hours later, he indicated that they had received 
three compalints to remove it and he had to take it away. 
T expressed my disappointment because it w a s  our hope 
that when it was left over the weekend,.that it would 
give traffic that goes up and down at that time an 
indication of just how fast they were going on a narrow 
country road. And as the patrolman stated, we often 
mis-judge how fast traffic. is going so the speed trailer 
would have given us an honest answer. The trailerws 
not intended to intimidate the school traffic but rather 
to let others know when they are going too fast. 

S o  again we are disappointed that people who are 
associated with the school do not like to comply with our 
request to monitor traffic up and down Enos Lane. 
This is a problem we have had with the actions of the 
school ever since the beginning. The road has always 
been a problem and we do not understand why they are not 
required to have their own private road or else move to 
an area that is served by a public road. 

- 2 3 -  



County of Santa Cruz 
Board of Supervisors 
701 Ocean st, Suite 500 
Santa Cruz, ea. 95060 

Rttn: Ellen Pirie 

2 5  Eno- Lane 
I .  .Iltsonville, - CA 95076 

Dear M s  Pirie, 

First of all, thank you for ansverina our letter back in Fchruary 
of this year. The only problem ve have, is that we were here 
in 1979 when we attended public meetings by the planning commissioners 
f o r  the Use Permit for the school a t  that time. At these hearings, 
it was clear that all five planning commissioners recognized 
the problem of a narrow private road and issued suggested conditions 
f o r  making the road safe for vehicles going to and from the s c h o o l .  
At these hearings, several questions were asked of the person 
representing the school, i f  there was something being done regarding 
another road or a road association and the commissioners were 
assured that this w a s  being taken c a r e  of. Out when the permit 
went t o  the Board of Supervisors for approval, two of  the conditions 
were deleted. At that time the superv!sor from o u r  district 
had a Eon who w a s  enrolled at the school and it apparently was  
recognized that the school could not continue unless these two 
conditions were removed. 

Decause the people who now represent the school, and at the 
meeting of the neighbors on Enos L a n e .  i t  was  stated that thcrc 
was a Road Association and as you vill recall, this was immcdlatcly 
corrected as no one has ever had a Road Associatlon in our a r c a .  
Therefore, you became aware at that time that there W J S  misinformation 
being given to you and the people speaking f o r  the s c h o o l .  

That is why we feel it necessary to let you  know that information 
that was printed in the notes of the meeting at the school on 
May 5th had misinformation. Under the paragraph titled "Long 
Term solution", it is stated that "homes next to the road must 
be accepting of the videning since there i s  a 40' easement ( s o  
technically we could widen the road to 4 0 ' ) " .  No where in our 
property deed or  o u r  neighbor's properky deed is there a described 
4 0 '  easement and we have done a lot O E  research on this particular 
problem and can find no where t h a t  there is 2 described easement 
or  right of  way.written in the county records. Therefore, to 
use the school's words, videning the road is NOT an option. 

Last week, after being gone for  a fes. days, when we returned. 
we found that someone h a d  placed t v o  steel survey stakes in the 
road, one across from our property and the other down by the water 
tank. These in no vay represent any property lines as recorded 
;-- - - A . L n - . - - k . u . A  II . . .. . 

From the h'ording of  the notes oc the meeting at the school, i t  
i s  clear that no plans are b e i n s  made to limit the enrollment t o  
the limits in the current use pernit but plans a re being made to 
increase the enrollment by j0 nore students. 

Deause we were axare that there ';a5 a narrow p r i v a t e  road tlere 
u'len we purchased our property and built our home, 
be difficult for the area to dei-lop into a lot of homes arid 
remain a nice quiet rural area. 
down J request by  the owner O F  that property to develop 35 Ilomes 
b c c ~ u se the Planning Dept s a i d  i: .;a5 too high density f o r  ttlp i , r ( , i l .  
iJe i loh '  i.fcognize t i i a t  i t  v o u i o  n a v e  seen f a r  better t l a v c  r l ; l c t  3 5  
homes there 
to have over 200 cars d a i l y  :ra-,pcl t h e  road. 

we kneh. i t  vor , ld  

In fact. the planning pept turned 

One or tu0 C 2 r S  to each home using etle ro;,tl t~~~~~ 

A l s o .  we w o u l d  l i k e  to mention that on February 4th this ycar 
at about 2 : O O  P .M.  thcrc gas  a c a r  went o f f  the road ~ n d  got stuclc 
in the ditch alongside the r o a d .  
down from the ~ c h o o l  because they couldn't get around it .  What would 
happen i f  an emergency vchiclc ycre corning up the r o a d  and mccting 
trarric a t  a narrow spot in t h c  road? In case O C  cmcrgcncy, is thcrc 
a s a f e  way f o r  vchiclcs to cxit tile school? 

somcthing that h a s  gotten c l e a r  O ' J ~  of control. 
bcen better planning right from the beginning and a l s o ,  thcrc should 
h a v e  bcen some. kind of monitoring of what was going on d u r i n g  ~ l i  
the y e a r s  the enrollment has increased. 
Permit to be a m e n d -2 4 -  include m o r e  and more students 
to the ncighborhoou dno ue trust y o u  v i ! ]  

This caused a back-up of c a r s  coining 

IJe don't l i k e  this to be a ~crsonal problem but we f c c l  tlils is 
Thcrc should hsvc 

Wc feci allowing this Usc 
is detrimental 

give us some k i n d  or co:i+idrr;lt 



BOARD OF SUPKRVISORS 

701 OCEAN STREET. SUITE 500. SANTA CRUZ. CA 95060-4069 

(831) 454-2200 FAX: (831) 454-3262 TDD: (831) 454-2123 

JANET K. BEAUTZ ELLEN PIRIE MARDI WORMHOUDT TONY CAMPOS MARK W. STONE 
FIFTH DISTRICT FIRST DISTRICT SECOND DISTRICT THIRD DISTRICT FOURTH DISTRICT 

June 7, 2004 

Jake and Marilyn Head 
25 Enos Lane 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

RE: SALESIAN SISTERS SCHOOL USE PERMIT 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Head: 

Thank you for your letter of May 2 5 ,  2004, concerning the 
possible amendment of the use permit for Salesian Sisters School. 
Allow me to try to summarize the situation and where I expect it 
to go from here. 

As you probably know, the school has a use permit from the 1 9 7 0 s  
allowing it to have a student population of 125. Over the course 
of the last 25 years or so the student population has grown to 
205 students. When the County became aware that the school had 
exceeded its allowed population limit, it notified the school 
that it had to either reduce the population to 125 students or 
apply for and receive an amendment to its use permit. 
is choosing to apply for an amended use permit. I expect that 
their application will be to allow them to have up to 250 
students. 

The school 

Consideration of m y  amendment request will take Some time and it 
is imperative that the school reduce the traffic immediately. 
According to school representatives, at the very end of the 
school Year the school instituted an aggressive car pooling 
Program. 
through the next school year. In addition, no additional 

They proposed to continue that car pooling program 

students will be enrolled at the scac;lel - - -  
-. .___ -- . ....-.cc_- w 

The school's representatives say that their long-term solution is 
to build a new driveway to the school off of Hames Road. 
support their efforts to do that. The expectation, however, is 
that accomplishing that solution will take a few years. In the 
meantime, they expect to propose to widen Enos Lane to 18 feet. 
They are also discussing the possibility of creating an asphalt 
pathway for pedestrians which would be located next to the 
roadway. Naturally, widening the road or creating this pathway 
will require that they have an easement over the property from 
their land to Hames Road. If they do not in fact have an 
easement that is at least 18 feet wide, they would have to 
purchase the additional easement from each adjoining property 
owner in order to be able to accomplish the widening. 

I agree with your sentiments that the initial planning f o r  this 
school and for access to the school was not done well. On behalf 
of the County I apologize for that. 
much more thorough job is done this time. 

Again, thank you for writing. 

I will 

We need to be sure that a 

ELLEN PIRIE, Supervisor 
Second District 

EP:lg 

1817C2 
- 2 5 -  
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. .  . 

P l a n n i n g  Comnission S t a f f  Report Pace two 
78-323-U 

In August o f  1975, the Planning Comnisslon approved Use Permit 75-600-U for a 
noviatlate, consisting of a main bu i ld ing  w i t h  a chapel,. s t a f f  quarters, kitchen 
and d i n i n g  room, and three donitories w i t h  30 rooms each, and t o  operate a six- 
week sumner camp for-70-90 girls. T h i s  present proposal will convert a por t ion  of 
the main bu l ld ing ,  which I s  under construction, t o  classrooms. . The entire 
development I s  located near the center o f  the 

In January o f  1976 the Board o f  Supervisors rezoned the southerly 14 acres with an 
apple orchard t o  A-10 and is t r ic t .  The rezontng 
action was a con 

A conditional use hich i s  defined as 
"a s i t e  establish 
experience, w i  t h  social 
I t  is n o t  clear t h a t  the I n t e n t  o f  the above'provlslon for an educational 
experlence In conjunctlon w i t h  the REC district  :translates In to  elementary school 

. .  * .. 

> *  

nal  o r  spir i tual  
a supervised program." 

t o  be great. (See a t t a  

f l d 6  feety and 
propos 1 ng t o  
Exhibit A) ,  . 
the grounds -0 
meeting and t 

he ropart i s  about'one 

. -  ! .  

_ .  .. . . . . . .  
. . I  
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Any disturbance o r  removal of brush or grass w i l l  increase surface  
water runoff and  erosion and decrease n a t u r a l  revegetation po ten t ia l .  

F i re  llazard 

The s i  t e  vegetation of grass1 ands a n d  chapparal i s  extremely f 1 arnabl e .  
Once a f i r e  begins in these b i o t i c  comnunities, i t  wi l l  t ravel  rapidly.  
Containment o f  such a f i r e  i s  d i f f i c u l t ,  pa r t i cu la r ly  i n  areas o f  l e s s  t h a n  
20 foo t  road w i d t h  w i t h  i n su f f i c en t  f i r e  h y d r a n t  ava i l ab i l i t y .  
does not appear to  have burned over recently and  there  i s  a thick and  highly 
flammable understory composed of manzanita, dead oak , bacheris and  various 
european grass types. 

The area 

. .  L .. 

-18- 

Tate Mllior Land Division (MLD): 
The provision o f  vehicular  access roads t o  the  M t D  parcels  i s  
problematical, p a r t i cu l a r l y  to the most  northerly parcels .  
County S t a n d a r d s  f o r  a MLD indicate  a minimum 16 foot  width 
road  (addit ional  spec i f i ca t ions  avai 1 ab1 e from the Department 
o f  Pub1 i c  Works) to  be provided by the  developer to each parcel ,  

- Recomnenda ti ons of  Di s tr i  c t s  : 

The California Division of  Forestry recommends minimum 20' 
' a l l  service' mads to provide su f f i c i en t  access t o  the PUD 
and MLD parcels .  

Water: City of Watsonville Water Department, Department o f  Public Works, 
Mr. P. Cove11 

- Provision of Services: 

Ex i s t i ng  Service: 
the s i t e  though the re  i s  a well and  pump on the property. Parcels  
t o  the north and west a r e  served by pr ivate  wells;  to the south by 

the City of Watsonville Water Department. 

There i s  presently no public water service  t o  

E x i s t i n g  Service Area: The proposed projects  are on the north- 
western boundary of the City of Watsonville water service  area.  I 

I 

As the  parcels  a r e  w i t h i n  the  proposed future s e rv i ce  area,  
provision o f  City water i s  ( -  28-1gent upon approval by the  C i t y  

i 
I 

Council, The Council has g i v e n  i t s  approval f o r  the pump 
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Ems Lane. This means that the present Icfrastructure is i n s d c i e n t  to Eandle 
e number of cars presently traveling to and from the school. 

This leaves two solutions: (1) reduce the number of cars that travel the road during 
peak periods. or (2) increase the dimensions of the road to aliow for incrwased traffic 
flow. To decrease tJm number of cars, the school may wish to consider an 
enhanced carpooling or buslng program. To Increase the Mi now, the school 
could widen either Enos Lane or the driveway surrounding the school to meet 
current fire access code requirements. Widening the access road around the school 
may be the most feaslbte because H involves a single parcel instead of an entire 
road (Enos Lane). If the school can widen the access drfveway around the school 
so that can can perk along thd eMe wlthout Impeding emergency Ingress or egress, 
thls might provide a 8uMdent In re for the c u m !  traffic. 

Thew aolutlons. however, ,pnly_ apply to maintaining the presently allowable 
enmllment. If the 'school pursue8 obtaining e use permlt for more than the current 
125 sllotted etudeht~~or b'p'mit for any nbw bulldlnos. this offlce wlll be obligatod lo 
lrnpo8s 811 Cuneni firql,pxh requlmments. This mean9 thet the school would likely 
have to wlden Ems b n e  as well a8 the 8cce93 road that wnounds the school from 
thelcurtbnt 96')n Mdth to 20' In width. It also mean8 that parked w m  would not be 
allowad on any portlon of that width, as It would be dedlcatad rotely for Ingress and 
Qgrera, Addltlonal psrklng tumoub would be requlmd to accommodate the carpool 
ataglng . b 

1 

c 0 Ir rn 

Hopefully, this clerltlas the extent of the fire-safety Issues et Selealan Sisten School 
and tho edlon needed to abate cuhnt bzard:, and avold future infrrngemenk. 
Tho comctlve order rettlng fodh applicable deadlines for curing the noted violetlons 
is set forlh on the followlng page. If. you hove further questlons regatding this 
maner, please do not hasttato to contact tho Fire Marshal's Office. 

Attachment A 
4 

I 



G E O R G E  D A V I S  FOR SALEJLAM SISTERS 
78-1,539-u. 

9 Until the roadway i s  improved to  Fi re  Marshal 
standards o f  16-foot w i d t h  o r  unt i l  the formation 
of  a n  assessment d i s t r i c t  t o  accomplish the re-  
quired road improvements, the school operation 
shall  be limited t o  Grades K-8 with a maximum o f  
125 students.  There i s  a continuing requirement 
for  carpooling o r  busing. 

2 .  When the roadway i s  improved per Condition d l  (above) 
o r  when an  assessment d i s t r i c t  t o  accomplish the 
improvements i s  formed, the t o t a l  number of studer;ts 
nay be increased t o  250 students,  Grades K-12." 

APiALYS I S 

Although the appl icant  i s  proposing a current  expansion t o  125 students K-8, 
the school de s i r e s  t o  accommodate 250 students i n  grades K-12 as p a r t  o f  i t s  
long range plans. W i t h  a school fo r  90 students already permitted and in 
operation,  i t  seems reasonable to  conclude t h a t  any noise problem already 
e x i s t s .  I n  f a c t ,  the i n i t i a l  noise change (from exis t ing rura l  sounds t o  school 
y a r d  sounds)was probably more objectionable t h a n  a noise increase would be from 

3,$,&+ t h i s  proposal (from 90 students t o  125 or 250 s tuden ts ) .  

qw .The' school t r a f f i c  s i tua t ion  i s  the major concern, The safe ty  of €nos Lane 
for res iden t  drivers, pedestrians (publ ic  school children catching the b u s )  a n d  
the Sales ians '  students i s  questionable. 

&/miniproved i n  some a r e a s ,  i t  seems the a d d j t i o n  o f  35 s tudents  now and a f u tu r e  
addit ion of 160 students (nearly three times the current load) warrants complete 
road improvements. 
addit ional  35 students will r e su l t  i n  approximately 36 more t r i p s  to  a n d  from 
the school each day fo r  a to ta l  of  132 tr ip ends per d a y .  
a l en t  t o  the t r a f f i c  coming from 13 single- family residences.'-. 7 5  

With  the  road narrow a n d  only  minimally 

Even i f  the applicants can continue t he i r  carpool program, the 

This t r a f f i c  i s  equiv- 

plans and  includes 250 s tudents  

In April 1978, in the area north of tiames Road 
property,  there  were a b o u t  53 parcels  which 

the ex i s t ing  developed parcels .  

per day (-3.8 L h & n t s / c i i L  4 t r i p s 1  
t r a f f i c  coming from 26 single-family dwellings 

could use Enos Lane fo r  access. About 1/2 ( o r  26)  had  single-family dwellings. 
o f  the school wil l  c rea te  t r a f f i c  equal 

\ Ctiurcnes, 
:nereicre 
uses. 

2. The schoo 
i n €  i o c i l  

was o r ig in s i i y  i c u n a  t c  be consis tent  wirh tne Genera-I F i a n  a s  
~ i e s  o r €  ciustereG ;c cGr , sEr -vE open s p a c ~  o ~ c  i n €  schoc-: i s  

- 9  appurtenant t o  the s u r r o u n d i n g  ruroi resicieniiai U S E .  ~ n e r e f a - ~ ,  the G-85 
zone i s  consis;en; w i t n  i h e  Generc: F - I c ~ , .  

3. W i t n  previous and proposed conditions f o r  road improvements, tile s i t e  wil l  
bE pnysicaliy s u i t a b i e  f c r  t h f  schoci f z c i l i t i e s .  ~ n e r e f s r ~ ,  the Z-EC 
designation wi l l  not be detrimental t o  public heal th ,  s z f e ty ,  c r  welfare.  

- 

RECOBMEMOATION: Approval o f  U-BS-4!.- 30 -e zoning. 
- 7 -  



:;axe of P r o j e c t ,  i f  azy: File ?to. 
76-  935-2 
78- 1539- U 

P r o j e c t  Locat ion:  
+;est s i d e  of Enos Lace (605 Enos Lane) ,  1 m i l e  nor th  of Hames Road. 
C o r r a l i  t o s  Area - 

P r o j e c t  Descr ip t ion :  
Zoning Appl t o  rezone from REC t o  u8S-40. 

S t a f f  Person: 
Suzanne K u l i c k  

Appl t o  amend Use Permit Telephone: 

78-323-U to operate a school for Grades K, 1, 5, 6 ,  7 ,  and 8 by 
expanding the school  f a c i l i t i e s  t o  inc lude  Grades 2 ,  3 ,  4 ,  9 ,  10,  11 

(408) 425-2191 - X 

- 425- 2286 

and 1 2  i n  e x i s t i n g  bui ld ings .  

Finding: This  p r o j e c t  w i l l  not have a s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  on t h e  environment as documented 
i n  t h e  I n i t i a l  Study on t h i s  p r o j e c t  a t tached  t o  the  o r i g i n a l  of t h i s  n o t i c e ,  on 
f i l e  wi th  the  Community Resources Agency, County of Santa  Cruz, 701 Ocean S t r e e t ,  
Santa rcruz, California. 

Mit iga t ion  Measuros or Conditions: 

Nega'tive Declara t ion  with Conditione: 
rp t ~ ~ ~ ~ a a b w r v ~ A . ~ ~ ~ = ~ v ~ ~  to .Fire .Marrhell, Standardr of 16~foot -. width - .-. - ..,.._* or. ,I. 

,.. n'~A~oe6ament.dietr~ct  -%.a * .  ..%x LA'& X . J  _. * t o  accomplieh the required *road 
lmftdd &*&der K-8 w i th  a fna%lmum 

continuing requirment for carpooling or buuirig. 

2 .  When t h e  roadway is improved per Condit ion H l  (above) o r  when an assessment 
d i a t r i c t  to  accomplish the  improvements is formed, the t o t a l  number of s t u d e n t s  
may be increased  t o  250 Studen t s ,  Grades K-12. 

Date approved by Environmental Review Commftteo: 3-5-79, 

Review period ends: 3-15-79 

r committee 
J a n  W i n t e r s  

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION ( I f  p r o j e c t  is approved, complete f i l e  this cotice with Clerk 
of the  Board.] 

The f i n a l  approval of t h i s  p r o j e c t  was g r a n t e z  by: 

Zste CCKFletee n o t i c e  f i l e L  
~ i t h  C l e r k  of t h e  Ecar2: 

Rov. 4/78 

E.; 
Clerk of cec is icn-=akin5  Sctiy 

- 3 1 - b -  
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SOCIO- ECONOMJ C SYSTEMS 

PUBLIC S E R V I C E  CONSIDERATIONS 

The following public service information relates  primarily to  the two 
land developinent proposals, except as water suppl. is  a n  issue,  and where 
provision of services may help define future area water needs. 

As the Corralitos Estates ( C P U D )  proposal ca 1s f o r  more intensive de- 
velopment, i t s  impact on the service base will  be greater than the Tate Minor 
Land Di v i  s i  on.  

Fire: California Division of Forestry, Mr. J .  Rosasco 

- Fire Hazard R a t i n g  
Orchard: 
Slopes and Brushlands: 

6-8, moderate to  h i g h  hazard 
9-10, extreme hazard 

- Response time: 4 minutes 

- Provision of Services 
November 1 - May 1 :  Division of Forestry on contract t o  the 
County of San ta  Cruz.  
one truck, w i t h  a 250 gal/min volume (capacity) , a n d  team of 
four men. Mutual a i d  agreements ex is t  between the C a l i f o r n i a  
Division of Forestry and  the City o f  Watsonville and Salsipuedes 
Fi re Departments . 
May 1 - October 30: Division of Forestry i s  responsible t o  the 
State  of California. Equipment during these months consists o f  
two trucks, w i t h  a 250 gal/min volume, and a team of eight men and  

a 1000 gallon capacity pump truck.  Structure f i r e s  are given 
high pr ior i ty ,  par t icular ly i n  areas of severe f i r e  hazard from 
.brush and timber. 

- Recommendations by Dis t r ic t :  

Equipment d u r i n g  these months consists of 

M i n i m u m  20' wide, "a l l  service" access roads to  a l l  parcels.  

a capacity of 500 gpm for two hours. 
-4c Provision of f i r e  hydrants (par t icular ly t o  M . L . D .  parcels) with 

- 3 2 -  
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EXCERPTS OF SANTA GRUZ COUNTY PLAliNING COMIIISSION f4EETING MLNUTES OF MAY 16 ,  
1979, H E L D  AT 7:OO PM, IN THE COUNTY ADf4INISTRATOR'S CONFERENCE ROOM, ROOM 
520, GOVERHMENTAL .CENTER, SANTA CRUZ,  CALIFORNIA 

COMMISSION PRESENT: 
STAFF MEhBERS PRESENT: 

CHIEF DEPUTY COUNTY COUNSEL: .' R i  tchey 

Gotthold, Von der M u h l l  , Eberly , Kel ley, Di m n  
Niebanck, Winters, Eymard, Van de Veer, Fleissner, Bussey, 
Eymard, Demi n g  

All legal requirements for items set for  public hear ing  on the Saiita Cruz County 
P l a n n i n g  Comnission agenda fo r  the meeting.of May-16, 1979 have been f u l f i l l e d  
before the hearing as follows: Legal notice published i n  the newspaper as re- 
quired by law for  a public hearing; Supervisors. of the Districts not i f ied;  
property owners w i t h i n  a radius of 300 fee t  notified of the proposals; the 
property posted where app l i cab le .  

AGENDA ITEM NO. A . 78-935-2 & 78-1539-U ' SALESIAN SISTERS 

Reronin and Use Permit a plications t o  rezone roperty from the  REC (Recre- 

s i t e  area)  District or other approprlate dlstrict, and t o  amend Use Permit 
78-3234 t o  operate a school for Grades K, 1; 5 ,  6, 7,  L 8 by expanding the 
school f a c i l i t i e s  t o  Include Grades 2 ,  3 ,  4 ,  9 ,  10, 11, and 12 i n  existing . 
bul l d i  ngs, on property locq 
on8 mile north of Hams Roa 
A .  P . N .  107-121-60 

Don Bussey, s t a f f  planner, s t a teda tha t  a l e t t e r  from the California Department 
of Forestry indicates t h a t  the sthool has  a good f i r e  r a t t n g .  He recormended 
deferring the high schoo1,portion o f  the use permit since that.expans4on i s  so 
far in  the future. Regarding the rezonin application, he stated t h a t  l a s t  year  

Commissioner Von der Muhll pointed o u t  t h a t  the roads would be disrupted during 
an earthquake and t h a t  secondary access would be needed. She asked i f  there 
i s  a possible secondary access, Mr. Bussex replied t h a t  there i s  none t h a t  i s  
feasi ble.  

Commissioner Von der Muhll asked for  a density calculation for determination o f  
consistency w i t h  the General P l a n ,  and asked what par t  of the property i s  i n  the 
"Conserved" designation and wha t  pa r t  in the {'Rural Residential'' designation. 
Mr. Winters explained the basis for determjning densi t ies  for the REC d i s t r i c t  
and  school. 

Commissioner Gotthold asked if any e f fo r t  i s  being made t o  establish a road 
maintenance d i s t r i c t ,  Mr. Busse replied t h a t  e f fo r t s  have been made, b u t  he 

Chai rman C i  xon opened the public hearing . 

ational B D i  s t r ic t  t o  the h3S-40-Acre (Sped a l .  e se  , 40-acre minlmum but  l d i  ng 

t sjde of Enos Lane (605 €nos l ane ) ,  
5/2/79 'for lack of hearing time.) 

econd Supervi sorl a1 Di s t r i  c t  

the Planning Commission f e l t  t h a t  REC zon,ng ? 'Is n o t  appropriate for this  use. 

Mr. Bussey replied t h a t  the property in 50/50 in t h e  two desisnations. 

does not know i f  i t  has + een gccomplished. 

who has worked with the S is te rs  since they sold the 
stated that  conditions i n v o l v i n g  improvements t o  Enos 

Lane have been required and completed i n  the pa s t ,  b u t  i t  is  impossible for  
the S is te rs  t o  upgrade and maintain the whole road. ,Since carpooling would  
continue and the student population would increase gradually, the.  school I s  
impact on the road would be minimal. He would l i ke  t o  see the road engineered 
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m a i n t a i n e d  properly, and widened. Regarding the f i r e  hazard,' the schooi has 
a n  80,000 gallon t a n k  and they feel they have excellent f i r e  protection. He 
asked the Comnission t o  allow 'Grades K-8 w i t h  continued carpooling and the 

Comnissioner Gotthold asked i f  the  
road maintenance d i s t r i c t  i s  being established. 

. h i g h  school a f t e r  Enos Lane is  improved. 
Kr. Davis replied t h a t  i t  i s .  

Ra Amrhein i s  working on a malntenance dis t r ic ' t .  The upper po r t i on  of Enos 
&rainage way as well as.road. He described the maintenance op t ions  
i n  order o f  cost: private maintenance, County maintenance, and assessment 
d i s t r i c t .  Comissioner Eberly asked how they planned t o  solve the problem of 
width of the  right-of-way. Mr. Amrhein replied t h a t  i t  i s  a 40' right-of-way 
past the  Tinda l l  property. Along the f l n d a f l  property i t  . i s  20', b u t  there i s  
a possible addi t ional  10' t h a t  could be contrfbuted,. Commissioner Rowe asked 
i f  there has been an estimate of ,  t h e  cost of ' b r lng  the road up t o  County 
standards , has that  cost been.compared w i t h  other costs;and w h a t  has been 
the response t o  these proposals. I Mr..:Amrhein replied t h a t ,  roughly speaking ,  
County maintenance. costs twlce af much of contract malntenance, and assessment 
district  maintenance costs'three or four times as much.' Comnissioner Von der 
Muhll  asked I f  there i s  a feaslble second 
m s  sure something can be 

of Howell Lane sp 

Mr; Amrhein t h i  nks  so,  

ughter to  go t o  the 
5 )  

a es an i s t e r s '  school ' and  o f  the need for maintenance o f  Enos Lane. F - F Y  . .  
Jake Head o f  Enos Lane stated t h a t  the ro 
winter damages I t .  "The draina e problem.1s bad ,  wIth.50 homes on Enos Lane 

the school. He Is reluctant t o  Improve the 'road, since heavy equipaent has 
ruined I t  I n  the past. Regarding the IS0 f i r e  ra t ing,  i t  was granted w i t h  
a Sal s i  puedes tanker present whl ch I s , not 'always here. Comnissioner Gotthold 
asked i f  the area pays I n t o  a dralnage d i s t r l c t .  Mr.' Hed replied they did 
no t ;  t h e  County twice cleaned out the drainage di t m w i  11 no t  do i t  anymore. 

Monica Baronovich, a 7 t h  grader a t  the Salesian Sisters' School, told the 
tomissfon how pleased she I s  w l t h  her e 

Les S t r n a d  who lives a t  the corner o f  E 
t h e s  are an asset  t o  the comnunity., b u t  he does not believe the high 
school should be approved and wonders how many traffic- inducing school-related 
ac t iv i t i e s  a high school would generate. Regarding the road ,  carpooling has 
been worki ng. 
D i  s t r i c t ,  b u t  they no longer maintai n the drainage ditches. The right-of-way 
i s  on their  property and Tindall 's  property, b u t  they were n o t  contacted for  
regarding an assessment d i s t r i c t ,  and are wondering how i t  would work. They 
agree t h a t  secondary access is necessary. 

S i s t e r  Cesira, principal of the school, s ta ted t h a t  the h i g h  school would be a 
small g i r l s '  h i g h  school program. The school does n o t  w a n t  student t r a f f i c  
and they do not t h i n k  they can of fer  traffic- inducing programs. They got very 
good cooperation w i t h  their carpool program and parent meetings a re  staggered 
so a l l  do not arrive a t  once. Cmissioner Eberly asked where the expansion of 
the school will s top.  S i s t e r  Cesira explained t h a t  f inancial ly  i t  i s  not possible 
t o  expand t o  a large school; there.are no plans beyond-what i s  here i n  these . 
appl i ca t i  ons . 

to malntain, because each 

with drainage systems. There 3 s a t r a f f i c  problem on the road, not only from 

n a t  the school. 

e and Hames Roads, s ta ted that  
I I  - 

Regardi ng dra i  nage, they pay i n t o  the Resource Conservati on 

r camp. , Sis t e r  Cesira ' .  
. I  

.- 
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explained the sumner camp program. Comnissioner Von der Muhl l  asked i f  they 
planned a sumner school. S i s t e r  Cesira replied they were not .  Comi ssioner 
Von der M u h l l  asked for confirmation tha t  the h i g h  school would - 
u n t i l t 9 8 8 . S i s t e r  Cesira confirmed t h a t .  Commissioner Von der Muhll then 
asked i f  SistG Cesira minded not getting the permit for the h i g h  school now. 
S i s t e r  Cesira replied tha t  the a re  interested I n  f i l l i n g  In the elementary 

future p l a n s ,  Chai man Dixon asked i f  a permit for  150 students would allow 
Grades K-8. Sister Cesira replied t h a t  i t  would;  the number of h i g h  school 
students would depend on the need. Comnissioner Gotthold asked i f  the school 
has a w a i t i n g  l i s t .  
i f  there would be additional construction fo r  K-8 and the h i g h  school. 
Cesira replied t h a t  there would not ,  since t h  
=ts and cannot afford physical expansion 
asked i f the dormi tortes have been conv 
of the residence for the sisters was co 

Matthew Gri tS ch, parent o f  two' chi ldren 
t o t  r,' parents. The school f i l l s  a nee 
they c r e  asked t o  canplete the school. The 

Susan Dotson of Howell Lane i s  concerne 
she should help pay for a 40' road. Comnlssioner Rowe asked i f  she would be 
will ing t o  contribute t o  a 20' or 16' road. She replihd t h a t  she. would be. 

school now, and asked for the 5: i g h  school expansion only t o  be open about t h e i r  

Sister Cesira replied t h a t  i t  does. Chairman Dixon asked 
S i s t e r  

chool ,has capacity for 2 c  
C o d s s i o n e r  Von der Muhl l  

replied that. p a r t  

Marilyn Head stated t h a t  she i s  concerned about t r a f f i c  and speed on the'iiarrow 
road and does not believe t h a t  this i s  the ,bes t  s i t e  for a school.  

Anthony Liles , president of the student councll a t  the school, t o l d  the Conmission 
t h a t  there are only a few private high schools i n  the area and th is  i s  a good 
opportunity fo r  g i r l s ' t o  ge t  a good private high sehool education. 

George Davis s ta ted the major problem i s  the road. The school's primary request 
n the missin three elementary grades. They asked for  the h i g h  school 1s t o  f i l l  T 

t o  save another a p l ica t  on. Small class slze is  wha t  the school desires.  
Chairman Dixon as 1 ed Mr. Davis i f  he though the road would be improved w i t h i n  the 
next year or two. Mr. Davis said i t  cannot be done by September. 
Von der Muhll asked i f  there would be more t h a n  200 persons a t  the school for  any 
event. 
about parking capacity. Mr. Davis replied t h a t  there are 30 spaces without 
parking on the road; they use the baseball f i e l d  for  overflow park ing .  

Mr. Amrhein stated that  he has no question i n  his mind t h a t  a road maintenance 
agreement can be worked out. 
i f necessary . 
Comnissioner Eberlv..asked County Counsel how many people have t o  agree t o  a dis- 
t r i c t .  Mr. Ritche 

districts, a 2/3 vote. Conissioner Eberly asked i f  there can be another access 
from Eureka Canyon or Pleasant Valley Road, Mr; Amrhein.replied tha t  there i s  a 
possi bi l i  ty o f  ,going dawn Pleasant - V a l 1  ,, . , 

3 
Comnissioner 

Mr. Davis replied there would not. Conissioner Von der M u h l l  asked 

A court-appointed referee can help apportion cost 

said i f  there i s  a contract ,  a l l  would  have t o  agree; for  
maintenance + l s t r  c t s ,  there would have t o  be a majority vote; for assessment 

- -  
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Chairman Dixon complemented the young people who spoke and congratulated the 
S is te rs .  
on and i t  i s  time for  residents t o  take care of the road; the school should 
take the lead i n  doing this. 
t o  include grades K-8 for  150 students. - 

Comnissioner Von der Muhll asked i f  road improvements would be necessary to  
' h i n t e r s  a ow replied t h a t  they would be. Commissioner Rowe 
asked about the langu-''assessment district" i n  the Negative Declaration. 
Mr. Winters agreed t h a t  some form of improvement i s  meant. 

Comnissioner Von der Muhl l  expressed her feeling t h a t  i t  i s  regretable t h a t  the 
school use was not foreseen four years ago. She i s  not  comfortable i s  more than 
125 students until  there are road improvements and secondary access. She i s  
supportive o f  the school ern of the Commission 

ComnissionernGotthold i s  s ng made t o  improve the road. 
Re does not  favor alrowing more t h a n  

Comkssloner Eberly does n o t  feel t h  t e f fo r t  has been made t o  
3mprove the road; the area isi*not ad the proposed s ize of the 
proJect. He i s  worried about  a seismic problem','-but does n o t  t h i n k  residents 
shou ld  be required t o  widen the road beyond what'they,need, He will go alopg with 
125 students I f  the Environmental ,ReviewuComni ttee'h concerns are met. 

Comnissioner Rowe be1ieves ' that ' 'addit ion o f  Grades 9-12 i s  premature a t  t h i s  time. I 

Comnissioner Gotthold asked Sis te r  Cesira about the urgency of the application. 
She stated t h a t  they have 8 students moving t o  the second grade next year. 
will  be graduating from the 8th grade. She believes t h a t  they can handle 125 
chi ldren i n  the same number o f  cars i n  the carpool program. 

Discussion followed regarding possible conditions for  approval of the use permit. 
Mr. Winters suggested us ing  the conditions on page 4 of the original s t a f f  report 
as a model for possible approval. 

Commissioner Von der Muhl l  moved t h a t  the Comnission recommend approva l  of 
rezoni ng application 78-935-2 t o  the Board o f  Supervisors and lapprove use permi t 
appl ica t ion 78-1539-U t o  allow expansion o f  the-school t o  100 students i n  Grades 
K-8 d u r i n g  1979-80, and t o  allow subsequent expansion t o  125 students  i n  Grades 
K-8 providing the following conditions are met: . '  

Enos Lane shal l  be improved t o  a minimum w i d t h  o f  16'  up t o  the Salesian 
S i  s t e r s  I d r i  veway in to  the grounds. 

The 16' wide travelled roadbed shall  be constructed w i t h  5" bzse rock, 
c lass  2 ,  w i t h  o i l  and screenings seal coat and an engineered drainage plan 
be submitted and approve 

Resources Agency s t a f f  rev1 

He thinks t h a t  nothing was done w i t h  the road while growth was going 

He is  willing t o  support amendment of the permit 

, i % '  

I .  He would, be I n  favor 'of adding ;grades 2 ,  3, *. 

Nine 

\ 

1. 

2. 

n t  of Public Works. 

3. Notori zed road mai ntenan submitted for  C m u n i  ty 

4. The car pool prog ha1 

. .  

\ 
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5. There shall  be no p a r k i n g  on Enos Lane b l o c k i n g  the road  when p a r k i n ?  
exceeds the 30-spac2 capacity of t he  pa rk ing  l o t .  

When more t h a n  200 people'are i n  residence, sewage clearance shal l  be 
obtained from Environmental Health. 

The  applicant shal l  obtain a secondary access from Enos Lane t o  Hames 
Road. 

6. 

7. 

Comnissioner Gotthold seconded the motion,  which passed by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. Amrhein objected t o  a notarized road maintenance agreement, as he fee ls  
he precludes a l l  his other options. Mr. Ritche d i d  no t  agree, Mr. Amrhein 

s tated t h a t  any method tha t  works i s  t h e  Commission's intent  and  t h a t  no 
memorandum t o  t h a t  .effect i s  necessary as the Conunjssion's intent i s  par t  o f  

explafned the civi l  r i g h t  of  declaratory're + e ac t ion .  Comnissioner Rowe 

the record. 
ni c n c c  N ~ T C .  TUCCC M l N l l  

GALE FLEISSNER, R E C O R D I N G  SECRETARY 
PLANNING COMMISSION 
COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 

I 
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COUNTY O F  SANTA CRUZ . -  
STATE OF CALIFORVM 

...... 
IN THE BOARD OF SLTERVISORS 

.... ..... O n  the dateof ...................... .& .!&!.9 

ITEM NO. 44 

CERTIFIED ........................................... COPY 
SUPERVISOR'S ORDER 

(Ordinance No. 2726 adopted rezoning property of 
(Salesian Sisters and Use Permit approved as amended 
(to allow expansion of school facilities . . .  

Supervisor Patton moves, duly seconded by Supervisor Matthews, to 
delete condition No. 7 - The applicant shall obtain a secondary access from 
Enos Lane to Hames Road. 

RICHARD C. NEAL. Connt). Clerk 
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- . .  USE P E R M I T  RECOtWENDATIONS AND C O H D I T I O N S  . 
d d  bg (See at tached f ind ings . )  / 

P l a n n i n g  M s s f  on 
on 5 /16 /79 .$ ta f f -  Recarmendation: Approval of use permi t  t o  a l l ow  expansion o f  school t o  100 stu 
a u  ( g r a d e K - 8 )  'dmhg21979-  ~ a d u d a  125 students, .grades'K-8, with' the  f o l l o w i n g  
80, and *-ion to cond i t ions  t o  be canpleted p r i o r  t o  the  beglmng-nf 

SrboOl-yelP-$~?&f&' axpansf an *to 25 tud  n 
' .  . .  . be&& u&. a&- . 

dnwrnded b y  2. 
P1 anning 

5 / 1 6 / 7 9 .  3. 
C d 8 8 f O J Y  . 

I .  

4. 

Enos Lane s h a l l  be improved t o  a minlmun w i d t h  o f  l@fe^et u p ' t o  the, 
Sales ian S i s t e r s '  driveway i n t o  the grounds. 

The 16- foot  'wl de t r a v e l  1 ed roadbed s 
rock, c lass  2, with 011 and screenlngs';seal'coat;?~d ~:&, fne&d;&4nag6 ,p~m 

Noto r l  zed road ma l  ntenance agreement shall be submitted f o r  Comnuni ty 

r .  

ted wlth 5 inches base 

ahall be 8ubmftted to  and 'approved by','tbjj'Department 'of publio Uorka. ' 

Resources' Agency s ta f f  review and approval: :,: .:. *. 8 .  

Added by 5. 
P l u l d n g  I, 

C O U d 8 . f  On ' 

on 5/16/79.6. 

. . . . .  . . . .  - A .  . . .  ' 
There ahal l  be'no puk ing  on Itno8 Lmo'blockinp the road when p&ng exceed8 

I .  .', ......... ?.. . . . . . . .  , * *  
eho 30-rpace capacity of t h e  jmrking lot.. ,.' 

When mro than 200 people a t .  i n  r e d d e n c o ,  #wage clearance #hal l  be 

I r  . ... , 5  . .  
- -  

ob t r fned  from 

The expansion o f ,  
t h e  f o l l o w i n g  con 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  
- .  . .  

. .  . 3 .  A busing program s h a l l  be developed t o  t ranspor t  50% t0'75X"of - .  the  students, 
- .  

. Jepenmng upon the d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h e i r .  residences. . - - . . .  - . . . . .  . . . . .  . .  
4. - - . . - , .  , '_. ~ . : . . . .  . .  

I -  . , .  I 
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Watsonville,  C a l i f .  
May 1, 1979 

c (- 

PUZ County Planning Commission 
,.ruz, C a l i f o r n i a  

Re S a l e s i a n  S i s t e r s  Appl i ca t ion  # 78-1539 U 

I : ,  
' J . .  . . 

, . '  * '  en; I (  ' . 

1 near  the l o c a t i o n  of t h e  S a l e s i a n  School and Enos Lane i s  o u r  
road  t o  Hames Rd. We a r e  opposed t o  the  above a p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  

l lowing reasons:  
As you s ta te  i n  the  Analysls t h e , s a f e t y  o f  E 
ques t ionable  . 

each e it i s  unsafe f o r  us r e s i d e n t  drivers then f o r  the  c h i l d r e n  who walk t o  
Rd. and f o r  the  S a l e s i a n  s t u d e n t s  and t h e i r  d r i v e r s  who- may not 
be as familiar with i t s  p i t f a l l s .  You recommend t h a t  t h e  road 
be improved and .that a no to r i zed  road  maintenance agreement be 
submit ted f o r  approval .  Who w i l l  guarantee i n  the  f u t u r e  t h a t  
t h e  maintenance agreement s t a n d a r d s  a r e  m a  and the r o a d  kept  
safe through o u r  wet winters  with a l l  t h e  r u n  o f f  down Enos Lane? . 

T r a f f i c  on Enos Lane i s  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  more sinc 

Lane is indeed Two autos cannot pass ' in .man 
g u l l y  caused by e r o s i o n  runs 7% 

and-*from the ,school bus On Hames 

' )  s t u d e n t s  attendiKg8: Salesian School.  - Your r e p o r t s  r e l a t e s  ncreaSe only in . 

rn. _.._ -. 
- 

t o  s t u d e n t s  and t h e i r  t r i p s  t o  schoo l .  . _ .  .. m e r e  1s bound t o  be much 
ichool., a t t e n d  school  

- -  - - 

additional t r a f f i c  when pa ren t s  visit t ne  E ---- ---___ 
. .  func t ions  and o t h e r  normal schoo l  a c t i v i t i e s .  
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Szn tz  Cruz, Gam 

Attection: f.Is. Suznnnc Eulick 

Re: ADpllcation # 7 8 4  539-U 
and #78-935-z 

Gentlemen: 

Being :x?o.oerty OPMOYS a t  25 Enos Lnne f o r  the 1::st 1 2  
years ,  we would l i k e  t o  go on record  a3 being opposed t o  
an7 nore expansion of f a c i l i t i e s  et t he  Saleoian Sisters 
School 28 requasted i n  the  above app l i ca t ions .  We are opposed 
t o  iZ f o r  whzt  WQ feel are many valid reasons. F i r s t  of a l l ;  
t h e  access  road is narrow and t h i a  m a  pointud out t o  the  
planning conmission a t  t he  t i n e  t h e  f irst  permit was being 
cronsidered t o  c o n s t r u c t  r e c r e a t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s  for teniporary 
occupzncy durin6 thg s u m m e r  montha. The, pernit was issued at 
tha t  t i m s  on t h c  b a s i s  of tho zboro conditions. 

About lire o r  six p a r s  ago, t h e  C%ty of t i a toonr i l l o  
obtained a r i g h t  of wag fo r  an 8coos3 ro r ;d . to  build ca q a h r  
t a n k  approxk:l?tsl-;. 1000 fsot n o r t h  of Hmes lioad on khoz Lane 
and a t  tb.t t i m e ,  thoy cons t ruc ted  a very nice  r u r d  ..*a,ad i:?i-nf; 
b t m  Tack, o i l  rad screening  s e a l  coat, which at  t h a t  t i r r e  
served npnroximately twelve t o  f i f t e e n  faaril-j dwollings. 
rosd was r m l l  constructod Rnd i n  P cond i t ion  t h a t  would have 
Lasted f o r  y e u s  w i t h  normal useage by autos and pick-ups. 
It was never cons t ruc ted  t o  handle heavy cquiprient thecct w3.s 
brought up by a cons t ruc t ion  CO3ipWry t o  s t a r t  building the 
S d e s i a n  Sisters recx!zt ionxl  f a c i l i t i o s .  A t  tho tino t h i s  
cqui-msnt wzs brought in ,  , i t  w.ta brought t o  t h e  attontion of 
the cons t ruc t ion  cor.m;my t h a t  t h o  road Gas beginning t o  show 
signs of breaking down because of the excess ive  weight D U t  on 
a r u r a l  road m d  they cane out a d  chocked on it but denied 
there tias any problem. Since then, the '  road ha3 gradually 
broken down at those clointa where there  a x  now 1r.rge Chuck 
liolcs and brzlak-offs d o n s  t h e  c i d e a  which has been cn lmged  
by t h o  run-off J of water and vehicl t is  pulling over t o  pass.  

Another problem is f i r e  p r o t e c t i o n -b y  the  Divis ion of 
Foxtostry m d  t1it.h a school this s i z e  with SO:. m.-~ young l i v e 3  
involved, F lot of considoration should be given to t h i s  
n rob lcn  i n  ca3e of cnergencg. 
x i n t c r  months, Santa Cruz County c o n t r a c t s  with the S t 8 . b  Dixbion 
of F o r e s t r y  f o r  rural f i r e  protection, at  which t i m  t h o  
C o x s l i t o a  Forestrj S t o t i o n  13 nnnned by one t ruck  and one 
dr iver .  

%'hat 

For your information, during the 

O t h e r  p r o t e c t i o n  is proridsd bj a volunteer  fire tern. 

- 5 2 -  b. 



P1 enning Cormis s ion -2- May L 1979 

Under winter  condi t ions ,  th is  Croats3 i: very ~ O P J  f i r e  p r o t e c t i o n  
coverago bscsuse this one t ruck  c m  be ca l l ed  t o  my place i n  
S m t n  Cruz County not Drotoc tcd  b3 a fire district bacxuss it is 
l ease6  b.; t ho  County of Santa Cruz. During the surmer months, 
'Eno Division of Forestry is respons ib le  for & S t a t e  l m d s  a t  
which time t h a r c  is more equipment and mun?ower based at Corralitos 
Station 'uyt there hJive bsen timss t h k t  Sentz Cruz Unoun,,~ bnsed 
S ~ z ' k f  I J i Y - a i n r  of Forigstr: trdcktz hxvs booa  ceiiad ,o other 
cOunr;icS on m J o r  f r 2 r - e s t  f i r e s  h a v i n g  our m o a  unpr3Lectod f o r  
l i d t e d  t i n e s ,  Ai, Lnis time thore hare boen only t i 4 0  o r  t h r e e  
t r u c k s  avc i lab le  to sorye t h e  whole Sant?. Cruz County area, 

Durinc the p a s t  sixteen years w h l l o  I sorred as assistant 
f i r e- ch ie f  of t h e  volunteer  team, 1 haro seen th is  haopen many 

. t i n 0 3  and can r o- c a l l  the State Division or Forestry Sta t i on  n t  
Corralitos boing nanned by t ruaks  froa o t h e r  count ios  t o  oovcr  
Santn  Cruz County while o w  t rucks  have been on anothsr assign- 
nent. I personal ly  know that these m o p l o  are n o t  fmilicr  with 
our a r e a  and could not  possibly resgond as quickly  to a o a l l  es 
our l o c a l l y ,  based personnel, Also if the local based truck is 
out on n call and thore  i s  no aquipnent a v a i l a b l e  a t  the station 
when a c a l l  cox-in, mutual e i d  has bo be called i n  from another 
s t a t ion  which takes longar  f o r  them t o  arrive on the  scene, 
Another point is t h a t  during the swnmer months, t h o  B i v i a i o n  of 
Forestry is respons ib le  t o  right a f i r e  on forest 1;md and , that  
is t h e i r  m n j o r  concern, The o t h e r  p r o b l m  would bc blockage of 
t h c  rood rdth 0~0~16, leaving the area rad fir-e,cquipment slot being 
able t o  g o t  i n  t o  f i g h t  t h e  f ire  with no other &.ccess xmci? Hhich 
hc:s occu rmd  in o the r  counties. - 

creating a traaffic hazcrd on a blind curve on H a m s  Road w i t h  
c n r s  parked alongside Hmes Road blocking ons lane a t  a peak 
por iod  i n  t h e  morning a d  parking on p r i v a t e  p roper t r ,  
no a r e a  a v a i l a b l e  for them cars t o  congregste and w n i t  for t h e  
car pool which is creating 2 t r a f f i a  nrob'lsm f o r  people who 
t rave l  Harms rload every morning and we, hc.ve h o a r d  numrous 
c o m l c i n t s  about h:vins t o  w t i t  t o  2i.t by theso cars p-.rked 
;.longsicla the road, 

The turn-out t h a t  was required t o  be put  i n  part wag up 
&os L a c  h o s  been of no value whatsosrer, .since a vohic le  has 
t o  brg 600 f e e t  into ~ 3 0 s  Lane from H m a s  iioad b e f o x  visurrl 
contact of another vehicle c d n g  down i a  made in order  f o r  t h R t  
veh ic le  t o  be able t o  p u l l  into tho existing turnout or the 
other vehic le  to bac!c down 600 f e e t  to.Hames itoad BS there is 
no otht:r p lace  to pull  off, If' c vehicle should neet a bus at 
;mj no in t  bstweon Xmes iioc3d 2nd this  existing turn- aut ,  one o r  
the  other would hfvc t o  bock'up to g e t  by. 

evenins program o r  woekend f l e a  rnarkot o r  +ant s a l e  which mykes 
it slnost ingossible Tor r e s i d a n t a  t o  go u p  o r  dotm ths rozd 
wi thout  hrvin; t o  ::zit f o r  t a a f f i c  to D ~ S S  or t o  bsck down o r  up. 

Cnr  pooling i o  another  proble t the  beginning or Ehos Lane, 

There is 

Another problem e x i s t s  when z i c t i v i t i e s  arc Dlznnod f o r  nn 
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It seem3 t h a t  i n  t h e  beginning this was proposed t o  be _ _  . 

only- z tenpornry suimer r e c r e a t i o n a l  school and thc permit was 
i s sued  a t  t h n t  tima even -though t h e  road was very narrow and 
now it has grown t o  the  p o i n t  tha t  w e  f e e l  another r i g h t  of way 

! should be considered. It is our r ecomenda t ion  t h a t  ~ r ,  rir$t of . 
wag be considerod fro= the Southwest corner of the Salesian 
property,  running p:irclllol t o  the w o s t  boundarias of propor ty  

, belonging to Andrew Thomas, which would bring them-back t o  Hmes 
i Road a t  rnothor ooint .  Itseams i f  such n r ight  of wag could be 
I obtained, it would a l l e v i a t e  a l l  problems of congested t r d f i o  
: on one narrow road and would give t h e  school i t s  o m  p r i v a t e  
' drive t o  do with as they 380  fit. 
. 1  We approciato tho good work thc  S i s t e r s  are doing and w a n t  

no hard feelings. with . in$ i r idua l s .bu t  we . f e e l  .%he,road is 
s a t u r a t e d  now and there was poor planning in the beginning t o  

_. . , allow t h e -  school t o  g e t .  s t a r t e d  -i n  t h i s - location without c l e a r  
: c u t  f a c i l i t i e s  lor possible expansion, which surely should hnre 
i been expocted i n  the beginning. As i n d i y i d u a l s  looking i n t o  

buizding .p home h e r e -  twelve years  ago, we had - t o  do a lot o r  
; research before  WQ a u l d  get  c l e a r  r ight  o r  ways t o  b u i l d  our  

- houso and it is hard f o r  us to understand why-a-achool was n o t  
r equ i red  t o  do s i m i l a r  r e sea rch  and make b e t t e r  plans f o r  ' 

' poss ib le  fucure expansion. 

- - - 
- .  

.- . 
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9/18/04 

Ifland Engineers 
1 100 Water Street Suite B 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Attn: Glen Ifland 

RE: Salesian Sisters School Enos Lane Street Improvement 

Dear Glen, 

It was good talking to you last week aAer all these years and it wasn’t even about a 
Coastal Commission project! As we discussed, the current Ifland drawings submitted to 
the county dated 8/10/04 which show a forty foot right of way on our parcel APN 107- 
3 1 1-04 were preliminary drawings. You mentioned that your staff used the center line of 
Enos Lane @der Road) and then drew lines 20 feet from the center. You recall that I 
discussed the right of way problem with your field team and you indicated that you knew 
that there isn’t a 4 0 W  on our parcel. To resolve this problem, we agreed that any 
hture drawings submitted to the Santa Cruz Planning Department for the Salesian Sisters 
Project would delete the 40ft R/W reference on our parcel and reflect the accurate 
easement area for Enos Lane/ Rider Road according to our deed as found in the Santa 
Cruz County Recorder’s office. To help your staff now, I have attached the easement 
descriptions and map recorded with our deed. 
Glen, I want to thank you again for taking the time to discuss this R/W issue. This issue 
isn’t new for the county or the Salesian Sisters. My wife and I brought up the fact that no 
40R RlW exists on our property at the original use permit hearings in 1979. At the 
original hearings, widening the road was limited to 16 feet because of the easement on 
our property and a couple of other properties up Enos Lane. It’s unclear to me why your 
firm was asked to design a 18ft wide road with a 4A sidewalk when the right of way 
doesn’t exist to build such a project. In any event, thank you for your cooperation in this 
matter. I look forward to seeing revised drawings. 
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Richard Allen Wyckoff & Allen 
Supervisor Ellen Pirie Second District 
David Lee Assistant Planning Director 
Sister Charlotte Salesian Sisters School 
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September 27,2004 

Gary Ifland, Surveyor 
Gary Ifland and Associates 
1 100 Water Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95062 

Dear Mr. Ifland, 

I am writing to request that your company repair the 
numerous holes your surveyors made in Enos Lane. The survey 
was done last summer and the holes are still there. The rainy 
season is approaching, and these holes will cause road damage, 
deterioration, and erosion of the road bed. I urge you to make the 
repairs now to avoid being held responsible for more extensive 
damage. 

Sincerely, 

Barbara Smith 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
724-7665 

cc: Randall Adams, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
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Oct. 10, 2004 

RANDAL ADAMS 

Project Manager 

Santa Cruz Planning Department 

701 Ocean Street 

Rm. 400 

Santa Cruz, CA. 95060 

Dear Mr. Adams, 

In 1998 I purchased a home for my elderly father to live in. The reason- t selected 

Enos Lane in Corralitos is because it promised to provide the country ambience 

that he needed in his declining years. I was not aware at that time that the 

Salesian School posed a threat to the peace and quiet of the neighborhood. This 

lane should never have had a school built on it in the first place, and certainly 

should never have been allowed to expand to the population it now has! The 

residents have patiently endured a plethora of cars twice a day on their tiny lane 

and now the school threatens to EXPAND the lane into a large thoroughfare for 

their personal needs. 

I believe that the Santa Cruz Planning Department has contributed to the 

degeneration of this small country community by granting this school leniency 

rather than holding them to the law. Allowing the Salesian School to double its 

population based on a promise that they would obtain a permit at a later date for 

such an increase is just unbelievable. According to the information I received at 

neighborhood meetings, this is what was done. If I am wrong, please correct me. 

But if this information is correct, there is something rotten in Santa Cruz. 
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Mr. Adams, I have been through some major reconstructions on my own property 

at 109 Esmeralda Ct., Santa Cruz and have ALWAYS and WITHOUT FAIL 

responded to the strict demands of the Planning Department. I have met the terms 

of each permit process. I have been completely honest in my dealings with Santa 

Cruz County. Let me give you an example: Three years ago, we put a swimming 

pool in our backyard. We wanted to install a shower in the changing room so 

guests could wash off before dressing ... an item that would have zero impact on 

our neighbors. The County rejected our request based on the fear that with a fully 

functioning bathroom inside this changing room, we might turn it into a “rental”, 

which would indeed impact our neighborhood. Even though we have no intention 

or need to ever rent our changing room to obtain extra income, we bowed to the 

demands of the County and left the room unfinished and less than satisfactory. 

Now I realize that placing my frivolous need for a completed pool cabana next to 

the very worthy need of delivering education to children is ridiculous in the 

extreme. But the principle of obedience to law is not ridiculous and that is at the 

basis of this comparison. 

So my question is this: “Is it okay for all of us to “sin” and get “forgiveness” later?” 

Please let me know. I’m excited with the prospect of showering after I swim. 

Sincerely, 

Gloria P. Pope 

109 Esmeralda Ct. 

Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

831 -457-8933 

porterpope@sbcglobal. net 

cc: David Lee 
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October 12,2004 

Randall Adams 
Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Mr. Adams, 

We are writing to you with concerns regarding the application for an 
amended Use Permit by the Salesian Sisters School (APPN 107-57 1-0 l),  
dated August 1 1 , 2004. The application outlines plans to construct a parking 
lot at the school, widen Enos Lane to 18 feet, and construct a four-foot 
pedestrian walkway. 

1. 
on 9-23-04), the onus is on Salesian Sisters School to prove they have the 
legal right to widen Enos Lane to 18 feet and add a four-foot pedestrian 
walkway. The school claims it has a continuous 40-foot right-of-way from 
Hames Road to the School at 605 Enos Lane. The deeds of several Enos 
Lane residents do not support this. Les Strnad and Jake and Marilyn Head 
have already sent copies to your office of their deeds. 

According to County Counsel (per conversation with Robin Musitelli 

Taking into consideration that: 
Enos Lane is presently wide enough for the ingress and egress of the 
residents. In rural areas such as ours, roads are generally 16 feet 
wide; 
Many residents (including the undersigned) do not want the road 
widened or a sidewalk added; and 
One entity (the Salesian Sisters School) should not be able to dictate 
the size of the road for the 33 homes below the school in order to 
further their own business plan; 

we respectfully request to be provided with copies of the codes andor laws 
that give the Salesian Sisters School the legal right to proceed with the road 
widening over the expressed opposition of residents below the school. It 
would seem imprudent for the County to consider this application if it is not 
legally feasible. 

The road widening is only an issue because the school is out of 
compliance with their 1979 Permit. If they were in compliance with the 
permit, the road size would be adequate. The School’s claim that having 
125 students would not be a viable business option is not a responsibility of 
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the residents. Increasing the school population should, likewise, not be a 
burden on the residents. 

2. 
Permit 78-1 539-U which allows for 125 students (they have approximately 
205). The school has not been visibly red tagged, nor has the County 
required them to comply with their current Use Permit (or even apply for an 
amended use Permit to fix current violations) before applying for an 
amendment to expand the school. Instead, the County is legitimizing the 
school’s violation by allowing the school to remain out of compliance while 
the application for expansion, not compliance, proceeds. 

The Salesian Sisters School is presently in violation of their Use 

3. 
Sisters School, signed by Sister Charlotte Greer on July 28,2004 and David 
Lee on August 4,2004, would seem to be illegal in that it basically amends 
Use Permit 78- 1539-U and increases the number of students allowed without 
an amended use permit application process or public hearings having been 
completed. 

The Compliance Agreement between the County and the Salesian 

4. 
have already been pointed out by Les Strnad and Jake and Marilyn Head. 
This survey, then, would make an accurate plan for the widening of Enos 
Lane impossible, thus wasting more time and money for both the County 
and the school. 

The survey of Enos Lane by Gary Ifland is not accurate. Inaccuracies 

Please let us know if we can provide you with any pertinent 
documentation regarding this application for an amended Use Permit. You 
may contact Les Strnad (722-3750) or Barbara Smith (724-7665) if you have 
any questions. 

Sincerely, 

A sampling of the concerned residents 
of the lower Enos Lane neighborhood 
(signature sheet attached) 

cc Ellen Pirie, Supervisor 
David Lee, Assistant Planning Director 
John Ferreira, Santa Cruz County Fire Chief 
Dana McRae, County Counsel 
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Andy Fidandis 
Bernie Shapiro 
Sally Stoik 
Steve Boracca 
Susan Strnad 
Les Strnad 
Robert Ebeling 
Marilyn Head 
Jake Head 
Eloise Wilson 
Roy Wilson 
Gloria P. Pope 
Robert Porter 
Matt Zemny 
Gary Wilson 
Richard F airhurst 
Betty Fairhurst 
Gary W. Smith 
Winifred G. Jones 
Richard Jones 
Karyn Bokariza 
Steve Bokariza 
Andrea Koch 
Frank B. Dyer 
Ivy Shapiro 
Barbara Smith 

300 Enos Lane 
261 Enos Lane 
295 Enos Lane 
245 Lou’s Court 
354 Hames (borders Enos Lane) 
354 Hames 
231 Enos Lane 
25 Enos Lane 
25 Enos Lane 
296 Hames (borders Enos Lane) 
296 Hames 
240 Enos Lane 
240 Enos Lane 
76 Howell Lane 
100 Howell Lane 
235 Lou’s Court 
235 Lou’s Court 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
250 Enos Lane 
250 Enos Lane 
220 Howell Lane 
220 Howell Lane 
277 Enos Lane 
290 Evening Hill Lane 
261 Enos Lane 
270 Evening Hill Lane 
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November 9,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0354 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are wn'ting to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are gateful to send our children to a schoo! which teaches arld practices our faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the fieedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

Ln good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. I t  is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in diffusing frustntion and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

W e  would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 9,2004 I 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 

~ 
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Supervisor Ellen Pine 
Znd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa CNZ, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, ____1_1- 
We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our hndamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

Ln good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 



November 9,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pine 

County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cmz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

2” B Supervisorial District 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by parhering with parents to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith As it is, meeting the County requirements has been fmancially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use pennit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Applicatior ” 3 84 - 6 7 -  



November 9,2004 

Syerv iwr  Ellen Pirie 
2 SupervisorialDMct 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
santa Cruz, Califorah 95060 
Re: Salesian S i  School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express ow support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and mission. We 

their efforts to amend their use permit. 
their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 

W e  are grateful to send OUT children to a school which teaches and practices our Wh. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held thereii we treasllre tbe M o m  to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and Edce its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the W l y  spirit. This is achieved by partnering with paremts to educate the 
whole child m gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of h i l y  extends beyond the school t 
the Iocal civic community and the world at kge. The students B T ~  the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families 
USMC. They also share their time to feed ttw homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to dl the 
County’s requirements, especially the nestriCtive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is tbe only school to be so sevetely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as weU as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially hpact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on OUT fimdameneal right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 

In good faith, the Sisters have rtsponded and continue to respond to the d d  of &e County. W e  have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our priacipal Sr. Charlotte Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in diffising frustration and concern &It by us and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 
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November 9,2004 

Su rvisorEUenPirie 

County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room SO0 
Santa Cnrz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

2 $e SupervisorialDit  

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, commundy presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches d practices o m  €kith. Wi the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure tbe Worn to speak, assemble, 
and worship toge&er with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and h e  its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spkk This is achieved by r#rrtneaiog with pareats to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Secood Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contn’bute to needs tbroughout 
the world. 

presently, the Sisters, M, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the mstrictive carpooling. We have signifkady reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is tbe only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly inter6eres with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensoare for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financily impact the 
Salesians and cause undue mstraints on our fUndamental right to choose a faidr-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond ts the de& of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our p r i n c i i  Sr. Charlotte Grew, has 
done an exceptional job in diffiing finrstration and concern &It by us and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

CC. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supemisor 
Mardi Wormhot&, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of Cwnty Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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Supervisor Ellen P ine  
2 lid s u pe IT i so r ia I D is tT ic t 
County Govern men t Cent e r 
701 Ocean Street. Room 500 
Santa Cruz. California 95060 
Re:  Salesian Sisters School Application ~ 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie. 

We are writing t o  express our support of the Salesian Sisters- w r k .  communip presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents. and communi? members. We completel> suppori the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence o f a  
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak. assemble. 
and worship together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares ou r  children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key ofSalesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local civic cornmunit\. and the Lvorld at laree. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank. Families in Transition. and Toqs for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughour 
the world. 

Presently. the  Sisters, staff. parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
Counb’s  requirements. especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of  
cars on Enos Lane. W e  believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted bv 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes wi th  our abilit) t G  exist as an educational famil?; of 
faith. As it is. meeting the  Counp requirements has been financiall? burdensome For the Sisters as \veil as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested \ $ i l l  financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian sple. 

In  good faith, the Sisters habe responded arid continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this  issue. I t  is our utmost belief that our  principal. Sr. Charlotte Greer. has 
done an exceptional job  in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We 
w.ould appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application 

We ~vould  appreciate 3 response to this letter. Thank !.ou 

CC. Jan Beautz. County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt. County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director o f  County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors. Application # 04-038.4 
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November 9,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian sisters School Application #04-03 84 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, 
community presence and mission. We are school parents, and community 
members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to 
amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices 
our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious 
services held therein, we treasure the fieedom to speak, assemble, and 
worship together with our children. The school has an excellent academic 
program which prepares our children to enter the world and face its 
problems with clear moral vision. The school provides for so many 
children, a good education, important values, and a safe, positive 
environment to enjoy learning. 

Family spirit is an important part of the Salesian philosophy. The parents 
are involved and together with the school, are educating their children, and 
teaching important moral values, so important in our society today. The 
sense of family spirit goes well beyond the school, to the local civic 
community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our 
participation in programs such as Second Harvest food Bank, Families in 
Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share 
their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs 
throughout the world. 

The Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. 
We have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We 
believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely 
restricted by the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our 
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ability to exist as an educational family of faith. 
requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than 
requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on 
our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in 
the Salesian style. 

Meeting the County 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the 
demands of the County. We have attended the meetings concerning this 
issue. It is our utmost belief that OUT principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done 
an exceptional job in diffusing fi-ustration and concern felt by us and the 
entire schooi community. We would appreciate your support in approving 
the amended use permit application. 

It is so important to so many families who depend on Salesian as their 
child’s school of choice. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best Regards, 

Sandy and Kim Gunther 
3 10 Emerald City Way, 
Watsonville, Ca. 95076 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor, 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 



November 9,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0354 /--- - 

-../-------- - 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, /-------- 

W e  are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are gratefd to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the fieedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnenng with parents to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmos~ belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best Regards, I 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supehisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 9,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are wding to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence ofa 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local. civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte'Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in difhsing frustration and concern felt by us  and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 

&Torn Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 9,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our strong support of the Salesian Sisters efforts to amend their use 
permit. 

This is a wonderful school, which we are grateful to be able to send our children to, not only for 
the exceptional academic program but also for the teachings and practicing of our faith. With The 
presence of a chapel on our campus and the regular religious services held therein; we treasure 
the freedom to speak, assemble and worship together with our children. 

Presently the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all 
the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the 
amount of cars traveling on Enos Lane. We believe Salesian Sisters School is the only school to 
be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement significantly reduces our ability to exist 
as an educational family of faith. 

There has also been a great financial burden placed on the Salesian Sisters School and the 
parents paying tuition to meet the County's requirements. To restrict the student population to less 
than requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our 
fundamental rights to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. 
We believe that our principle, Sister Charlotte Greer has done an exceptional job in diffusing the 
frustration and concerns felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your 
support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you 

Best Regards, 

Karen M. Barigian 
114 Pauline Drive 
Watsonville, Ca. 9 076 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 9,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2" Supervisorial District 
County Govemment Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 

a 
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cc. Jan Beautz, County 
Tony Campos, 

Tom Burns, Director of 

1 ## 04-0384 
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November 9,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2" Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School AF 
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Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our s 
are their neighbors, school pare 
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# 04-0384 
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f the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and mission. We 
community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 

I school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a 
IUS services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, 
The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to 

ith clear moral vision. 
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Supervisor Ellen Pine November 9,2004 
2d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center Suzette Modeste 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application ## 04-0384 

3300 Greenbrae Ln 
Soquel, CA, 95073 

Dear Supervisor Pkie, 

This letter will serve as a strong recommendation and acknowledgement for 
the outstanding educational work of the Salesian Sisters school. This schml 
is an educational beacon in the world of education as evidenced by its 
outstanding pedagogy, standards of behavior, ethics, involvement in the 
community, familial orientation, extra-curricular activities, and clear moral 
vision. 

The roadway restriction has a definite impact on the overall school efforts 
and interferes with the ability to maximize the aforementioned attributes. 
The Salesian sisters have been most cooperative in their efforts to 
accommodate all parties-no small task. 

Families that slLcrifice to send their children to private schools are involved 
families. Tbey involve themselves in the school, their own families and of 
course the community at large. They are informed, aware and seek the 
greater good and the welfare of the community. 

It is with these standards m mind that we urge you to support the amended 
use permit application. 
Quite frankly, in the well thought out final analysis it will be a benefit to all. 

Cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 

Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 

Tom Bums, Director of County 

Clerk of Board of Supervisors 
Application #04-0384 

Tony Campos, County Supervisor Planning 
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November IO, 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2nd Supervisor District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street Ro,om 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

/ 

Alan & Denise Henderson 
344 Los Altos Dr. 
Aptos, CA 95003 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters’ School, Their mission 
is one of compassion and love for our children. I not only support them, but I 
support their mission and presence in our community. I completely support the 
Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

My husband and I are grateful for the opportunity to send our children to a 
school, like Salesian Sisters that teaches and practices our faith. We are 
pleased that we have a chapel on campus that offers regular church services. 
The Sisters’ teach our children the importance of being able to speak freely and 
to worship God as a community. The school as an excellent academic program 
with teachers that not only teach, but provide excellent role models. When my 
children go to school in the morning I know that we be cared for and treated as if 
I were taking care of them myself. The Salesian philosophy is one of family spirit. 
They partner with the family to too teach your child Godly and social values. The 
children are taught how important it is to reach out to the community through 
many social programs. For example; Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in 
Transition, and Toys for Tots. 

The Sisters, staff, parents, and the children have made many sacrifices to 
comply with the County’s requirements. We adhere to a strict carpool. We have 
been able to carpool appcox. 200 student jn 45 c a s  daily. Unfortunately these 
restrictions have interfered with our school to exist as an educatjonal family of 
faith. The county has burden the Sisters financially and as well as the parents 
with tuition increases. To restrict the number of students would financially strain 
my right to choose a faith-based education for my children. 

The Sisters have done everything that the county as demand d them. We have 
discontinued our old carpool system that allowed us to communicate to each 
other on a more consistent basis. We have attended meetings concerning all the 
issues brought up by the county. Sister Charlotte has done an exceptional job in 
complying with the county and in calming and reassuring the parents. We would 
appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application to 
insure that an excellent school will continue in your community. 
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Thank you for your prompt response to this letter. 

Alan and Denise Henderson 
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77 Vista Pointe Drive 
Watsonville, CA 95076 
November 10,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine, 

Znd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Rm 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
RE: Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 
We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence, and 

mission. As school parents, we comp!etely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their 
use permit. We are grateful to be able to send our chldren to a school that teaches and practices our 
faith. With a chapel on campus in which regular religious services are held, we treasure the freedom to 
speak, assemble and worship together with our chldren. The school's academic programs are also 
exemplary, preparing our children to enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

atmosphere in which our chldren are educated in gospel and social values. It has been our experience 
that this sense of family extends beyond the school's borders to the local community, as well as to the 
global community. Students participate in such programs as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in 
Transition and Toys for Tots. They also share their time feeding the homeless at the local parish and 
raising funds for less fortunate chldren around the world. 

adhere to County requirements, particularly in regard to the restrictive carpooling. Through this 
combined effort, we have significantly and consistently reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. It 
seems that Salesian Sisters School is the only school in the county to be so severely restricted and this 
requirement is significantly interfering with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. 
Obviously, the Sisters are not in business to make money, and meeting the county requirements so far 
has already been a financial burden for them-not to mention for us, the parents. If the student 
population is restricted to less than requested, the increase in tuition necessitated just to keep the 
school open would financially impact all of us and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to 
choose a faith-basea education for our children in the Saiesian styie. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded, and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. In particular, our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done a tremendous job in diffusing the 
frustration felt by the entire school community. We would appreciate your support in approving the 
amended use permit. 

The key to the Salesian phlosophy is family spirit. The Sisters and staff create a community 

Thus far all of us-the Sisters, staff, parents and chldren-have made tremendous sacrifices to 

Thank you in advance. We look forward to hearing from you. 

Cc: Supervisors Jan Beautz, Tony Campos, Mark Stone, and Mardi Wormhoudt 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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JAMES and BARBARA SMITH 
50 VIA DEL SOL 

CORRALITOS, CA 95076 

e-m a il: Basbshank08~aol. corn 

(831) 722-8326 

November 10,2004 
Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa C w ,  California 95060 

Re: Salesiaa Sisters’ School Application ## 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We are writing to express our support for the application for the amended use permit of 
Salesian Sisters’ School. As parents of students who attended Salesian Sisters’ School, 
went on to graduate from Aptos High School, eventually finished college, and are now 
contributing members of the community, we know the great influence that the school had 
in forming strong values in our children. Not only did the school prepare them 
academically, but it also taught them the importance of reaching out to others in the local 
community and the world at large. For more than twenty-five years, the school has had a 
tremendous positive impact on many other students and families and has benefited the 
community in many ways. 

In light of ths, we find it inconceivable that the county has placed both restrictive and 
financial burdens on the school, and is threatening its ability to operate. We h o w  that the 
Sisters, teachers and families have made great sacrifices to adhere to the new restrictions, 
and that much energy and expense have gone into this issue. This has been a tremendous 
drain on the school and is interfering with its goal of educating the children, 
academically, physically, morally, and spiritually. We need to put the children as the first 
priority in this matter. 

As members of your district, we urge you to support the approval of the use permit 
application. Thank you for you consideration. 

James B. Smith 
Barbara Smith 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wonnhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, County Supervisor 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November .I 0,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
RE: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am writing on behalf of the sacredness of sisters and the heartfelt 
education that the sisters of Salesian offer the children of our community. 
My daugnter and her Salesian classmates have shared a faith based 
education, which is significantly transforming not only their relationship 
with themselves, but with their community. I see the impact that this 
permit process has had on the children and the positive attitude that 
they express in their support for their school. The children are clearly 
demonstrating their involvement in a solution, by organizing into tight 
carpool structures, outreach to the community, feeding the hungry, 
collect toys for the less priviledged, raising money, and finally keeping 
the faith despite the current challenges. 

Their efforts indicate that they are trying to do whatever is necessary 
to keep their school secure, not only for their future, but the future of their 
children. As a community member, I encourage you to see the foundation 
of excellence that the Salesian Sisters have established and- continues to 
celebrate in our children. Please see your way to support the amended 
use permit application. 

Thank you for your support, 

Sincerely, 

Watsonville, CA 95076 

Benjamin Bording 

Y 
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November 10.2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2nd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am writing this letter to express my support for the Salesian Sisters’ communit] presence and 
mission. I am one of their school parents and community members. I completely and entirely 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

I am grateful to send my son to a school which teaches and practices our faith. The school’s 
excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world and face its problems with 
clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit This is achieved by partnering with parentsto 
educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family 
extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at large. The students are 
the power behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in 
Transition, ans Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the 
homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to 
all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced 
the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to 
be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to 
exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been 
financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the 
student population to less than requested will financially impact the Salesian and cause undue 
restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the 
Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. 
We have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost ibelief that our principal, 
Sister Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us 
and the entire school community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended 
use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 



November 10,2004 

Supm&Qr Him- "ill€! 
Td Supemisorid District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

we =e g2titeGd to "Wd ea cbA&m tG a X b O l  Fv€li& teaches a d  pra&eS ow faith. 'Awl the 
presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the 
freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with our children. The school's excellent academic 
program prepares our children to enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key ofthe Salesim pkhwphy is the k t d y  spirit. This is achieved by g w n g  with p r e ~ t s  
te d w a t e  tke wble  cMd in gmq& md xxid dues .  Thrortgh outreach, this sense ofbiljj e;.rtecds 
beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power 
behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition and 
Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local 
parish and contriiute to needs throughout the world. 

?RSeEtb, *e siSk?FrS, &&, pWC?EtS XId dd&El k 7 e  Sade *eEINEdOUS S E W Z C e S  to S&E€? tO df f,flP 
County's requirements, especially restrictive car pi ing .  We have significantly reduced the number 
of cars on Enos Lane. We believe the Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely 

educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially 
burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student 
population to less than requested will financial impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our 
fhdamental right to choose a fkith-based education for our children m the Salesian style. 

rest.&& by &e cozmty. This r e q ~ m m t  .i@cmtly & d i e s  with ew d a y  tG e& 8s ZE 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demmds ofthe Cciiuiiry. '?;e 
have attended the meetings mnceming this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. 
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November 10,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2 Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

.a 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and mission. They 
are neighbors, school parents, and community members. I completely support the Salesian Sisters in their 
efforts to amend their use permit. 

I am grateful to send my children to a school which teaches and practices my faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, I treasure the freedom to speak, assemble 
and worship together with my children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with a clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate 
the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the 
school to the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our 
participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute 
to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe the Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as 
the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restrains on our hndament right to choose a fais-based education for 
our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. I have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, 
has done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. 
We would appreciate your support Ln zpproving the anended use permit applicaticn. 

I would appreciate a response this letter. Thank you 

Best regards, 

494-A Beck St. 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

Cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #f 04-0384 

I 
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11/10/04 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Yd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

Our family has been a member of the Salesian Sister’s school community for the 
last five years. We moved our children from the local public school to Salesian 
Sisters in order to provide our children with an education that better reinforced 
our family values. We are so thankful to have a school like Salesian Sisters 
available to our children within Santa Cruz County. Although there are other 
Catholic schools in the area the Salesian philosophy is unique to Salesian Sisters 
School and is the reason our children are there. We wholeheartedly support The 
Salesian Sisters’ work, their community presence and mission. We completely 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We feel very blessed to be a part of a school community which teaches our 
children reverence to God and love of one another, not only within our 
community but for the world beyond Salesian Sisters’ school. I appreciate that my 
children can go to school every day and practice their faith, openly and with pride. 
I believe that the moral values, strong sense of family and community along with 
the education my children have received from Salesian Sisters’ school will help 
them make positive contributions to the world, making it a better place to live and 
grow. 

Although we have joined together as a community to adhere to the County’s 
stringent requirements that allow our school to continue, it is with great sacrifice 
that we do so. Our community is forever changed; these requirements greatly 
hinder our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. To reduce our 
population not only affects the schools ability to survive financially but impacts 
the lives of the families who are not allowed to be a part of such a special faith 
community . 

In good faith, the sisters have and continue to respond to all demands by the 
county. Our principal, Sister Charlotte Greer has provided strong leadership by 
example. She has helped our community rally together to work towards the 
common good of the school and the community beyond our walls. 
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We ask for and appreciate your support to complete the permit process and 
request a response from you concerning this matter. 

Jacob,Whitney and Brett V 
940 Columbus Drive 
Capitola, CA 95010 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 



November 10,2004 

Ellen Pirie, Supervisor- 
2nd Supervisory District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

R E  Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Ms. Pirie, 

This letter is to express to you my personal interest in regards to the road 
and permit issues we have come up against. 

I live in Aptos and my two daughters have attended the school for the past 6 
years. My daughters and I have chosen to continue our affiliation with 
Salesian for many reasons: the quality academic education, the dedicated 
teachers and staff, the Sisters’ and their hard work and devotion, the 
spiritual and humanitarian education, the family atmosphere, the facility 
and grounds, the manageable size, and the fact that it is a private parochial 
school in our vicinity. I, like the other parents, have chosen to send our 
children to a private school such as  Salesian; we pay our hard-earned money 
in tuition; because we fully believe in the power of such an education. We are 
all interested and committed to the betterment, If you w d ,  for the children, 
the community, and the world. And we are thankful to have the right to chose 
and to have a school such as Salesian to attend. 

And the school has grown some with the times. Now, due to the recent 
battery of complaints and restraints concerning the road and number of cars, 
we, the families and the sisters, have all done our best to cooperate. We’ve 
made compromises, sacrifices, while also being financially burdened with 
demands. I think to widen the road could cause faster driving by all users of 
the road. As it is, we are constantly aware of driving slowly and carefully in 
our carpools. We are considerate of the neighbors. Sister Charlotte has done 
an excellent job, through the strength of her faith and commitment, of 
handling the demands, frustrations, and concerns felt by all involved in the 
community regarding this problem. We all need to compromise, cooperate, 
and choose the best option in this very difficult situation. 



I urge you to support the efforts of Salesian School to amend the use permit 
as requested. To restrict the student population to less than requested will 
have a huge negative impact on the Sisters, students, families, and Salesian 
School. We acknowledge the responsibility to comply with laws, to cooperate 
with neighbors and the community, and to fulfill the educational needs of the 
children and families of this community. 

Thank you for taking the time to read my letter. 

Sincerely, f A  
/ 

Marisa Johnso 
128 Camino Pac&co 
Aptos, CA 95003 

CC: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mar& Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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Robin and Ualjean Albright 
31 Uia firroyo 
Corralitos, Ca. 95876 

Nouember 18,2894 
Superuisor Jan Beautx 
County Gouernment Center 
781 Ocean St., Rm 588 
Santa Crua, Calif. 95968 
RE: Salesian Sisters School Application #84-8384 

Dear Superuisor Pirie: 

We are writing t o  express our tremendous support o f  Salesian Sisters’ 
work, community presence and mission! We haue 6 children, a l l  haue 
attended the school, four hauing graduated, with t w o  st i l l  in 
attendance. We haue been at  the school f o r  the past 19 years! We 
are a local family in Corralitos. 

We are grateful, f i rs t  and foremost, t o  haue our children a t  a school 
which teaches and practices our faith. The academic excellence found 
a t  the school has prepared our older children extremely wel l  f o r  high 
school and college. Our children haue been encouraged by the school 
t o  extend themselues into the community in a wide uariety o f  
outreachs, such as Second Haruest Foodbank, as wel l  as feeding the 
homeless a t  our local parish o f  Holy Eucharist. 

In good faith, the sisters haue responded and continue to  respond t o  
the demands o f  the County. As it is, meeting the County requirements 
has been financially burdensome fo r  the Sisters and to  all  the parents 
paying the tuition. To restr ict  the student population t o  less than 
requested, will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue 
restraints on our fundamental r ight t o  choose a faith-based 
educational experience. We support Sr. Charlotte Greer, our principal. 
We haue great fa i th  in her as she leads the school. We would 
appreciate greatly your support in approving the amended use permit  
application. 

Sincerely yours, 
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November 10,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
Zn Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa C u ,  California 95060 
RE: Salesian Sisters School Applicataion #04-0384 

a 

Dear Supervisor Ellen Pirie, 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence 
and mission. I am a parent and community member. Both my husband and myself 
completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 6; 

,$:i 
We are very grateful to be able to send our child to a school which teaches and practices 
our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services 
held therein, we treasure the ffeedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with our 
child. The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world 
and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

\ '! 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this 
sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at 
large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. 
They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs 
throughout the world. t' 

Presently, the Sisters, staf€, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. Salesian 
Sisters' have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. I believe that 
Salesian Sisters School is the on1 school to be so severely restricted by the County. 
Th$ requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family 
offaith. As it is meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for 
the Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to 
less than requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our 

' a .  
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-c-'$&~damental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 
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In good faith, ;he Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demhds ofbthe 
County. They have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost b 
thata our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job-in *sing ,/ 
fiustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. %.e:would appreciate 

Ff 
Your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

7- - 
a 
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My husband and I would greatly appreciate a reponse to this letter. Thank You. 

Best Regards, 

Frank and Cheryl Horst 
126 Ocean Mist 
La Selva Beach, CA 95076 
(83 1) 761-1 122 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 

Tom Burns, Director of County Planing 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application W4-0384 

- .  Mardi Wormhoudt, Conty Supervisor 
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11/10/04 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
Td Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

Our family has been a member of the Salesian Sister’s school community for the 
last five years. We moved our children from the local public school to Salesian 
Sisters in order to provide our children with an education that better reinforced 
our family values. We are so thankful to have a school like Salesian Sisters 
available to our children within Santa Cruz County. Although there are other 
Catholic schools in the area the Salesian philosophy is unique to Salesian Sisters 
School and is the reason our children are there. We wholeheartedly support The 
Salesian Sisters’ work, their community presence and mission. We completely 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We feel very blessed to be a part of a school community which teaches our 
children reverence to God and love of one another, not only within our 
community but for the world beyond Salesian Sisters’ school. I appreciate that my 
children can go to school every day and practice their faith, openly and with pride. 
I believe that the moral values, strong sense of family and community along with 
the education my children have received from Salesian Sisters’ school will help 
them make positive contributions to the world, making it a better place to live and 
grow. 

Although we have joined together as a community to adhere to the County’s 
stringent requirements that allow our school to continue, it is with great sacrifice 
that we do so. Our community is forever changed; these requirements greatly 
hinder our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. To reduce our 
population not only affects the schools ability to survive financially but impacts 
the lives of the families who are not allowed to be a part of such a special faith 
community. 

In good faith, the sisters have and continue to respond to all demands by the 
county. Our principal, Sister Charlotte Greer has provided strong leadership by 
example. She has helped our community rally together to work towards the 
common good of the school and the community beyond our walls. 
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We ask.for and appreciate your 
request a response from you 

the permit process and 

W 

Jacob,Whitney i d  Brett 
940 Columbus Drive 
Capitola, CA 95010 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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Louis & Geneva Ivanovich 
727 California St. 
Watsonville, CA 95076- 3324 

November 1 0 ,  2004  

Supervisor El len  P i r i e  
Znd S u p e r v i s o r i a l  Dis t r i c t  
County Government Cen te r  
7 0 1  Ocean St, Room 500 
S a n t a  Cruz ,  CA 95060 

R e :  Salesian S i s t e r s  School Application #04-0384 

D e a r  Supervisor P i r i e :  

W e  are wri t ing t o  express our support of the  Salesian S i s t e r s '  work, community 
presence and mission. W e  are parents  of two current  Salesian students,  and our 
family ' s  admiration f o r  and re la t ionsh ip  with the  Salesian S i s t e r s  pre-dates 
t h e  establishment of the  school and convent on Enos Lane so many years  ago. W e  
completely support the  Salesian S i s t e r s  i n  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  t o  amend t h e i r  use 
permit. 

Louis cu r ren t ly  serves as the Chairman of the Finance Council of Our Lady H e l p  
of Chr i s t i ans  Church i n  Watsonville, operated by Salesian p r i e s t s ,  under the 
supervision of the  Diocese of Monterey. These same priests t r a v e l  t o  the  school 
t o  provide re l ig ious  services f o r  the  Sisters and our chi ldren on a regu la r  
b a s i s .  Geneva cur ren t ly  serves on the board of Salesian Elementary and Junior  
High's advisory council .  Through our p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  these endeavors, w e  are 
offered a unique look a t  the  good works the  Salesians q u i e t l y  perform f o r  our 
chi ldren,  chi ldren of the  world and our community on a d a i l y  bas is .  W e  thus  
f e e l  compelled t o  help  p ro tec t  t h i s  precious g i f t  t o  our chi ldren and 
community. 

The S i s t e r s ,  s t a f f ,  parents and children have made tremendous s a c r i f i c e s  t o  
adhere t o  a l l  the County's requirements, e spec ia l ly  with regard t o  carpooling. 
T r a f f i c  has  been s ign i f i can t ly  reduced on Enos Lane. Of g rea te r  concern, is the  
f i n a n c i a l  burden the  S i s t e r s  have been forced t o  endure t o  address County 
concerns. Should the  school be forced t o  reduce the  student population,  it 
would t r a n s l a t e  i n t o  s ign i f i can t ly  higher t u i t i o n ,  and thus,  would exclude many 
fami l i e s  from t h e i r  r i g h t  t o  provide t h e i r  chi ldren with a fai th-based 
education. Already, monies t h a t  could have been used t o  provide scholarships  
f o r  needy families are being spent t o  m e e t  t he  new bureaucra t ic  demands placed 
upon the  school. 

Your approval of the  amended use permit appl ica t ion would be a f i t t i n g  
recognit ion of the  selfless works these servants  of God have provided our 
County and i t s  chi ldren f o r  so many years.  

A response t o  t h i s  letter would be appreciated 

Very t r u l y  yours, 

Loi i i  s h Geneva Ivanovich 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application 1104 ,0384 
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November 11,2004 

Director of County Planning Tom Bums 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Mr. Burns: 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and mission. 
We are school parents and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their 
efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our child to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence 
of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to 
speak, assemble, and worship together with our child and our friends. The schools excellent academic 
program is preparing our child to enter the world with a great education base and with clear morals. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to 
educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends 
beyond the school to the local Cjvic community and the world at large. The students are the power 
behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and 
Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local 
parish and contribute to needs throughout the area. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number 
of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that the Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely 
restricted by the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an 
educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome 
for the sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than 
requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to 
choose a faith-based education for our child in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We 
have attended the meetings concerning the issues. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. 
Charlotte Greer has done an exceptional job in drffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the 
entire school community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit 
application 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you 

Derek and Jeannie Witmer 

97 Hecker Pass Road Watsonville CA 95076 

CC. County Supervisor, Jan Beam, Tony Campos, Mark Stone, and Mardi Wormhoudt 

Tom Bums. Director of County Planning, and Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, application #04-0384 
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November 1 1,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2nd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz California 95060 

Re; Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Ellen Pirie, 
This letter is regarding the Salesian Sister use permit> 

We are Salesian Parents and active community members supporting the efforts to amend the use permit, 
Application # 04-0384. 

Our children have attended school at Salesian for many years, with the presence of the chapel on campus 
and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble and worship 
with OUT children. 

Our families have participated in many community service programs and outreach projects such as the 
Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition and others. Through these projects our educational 
family of faith has contributed to needs throughout the county. 

We have made many sacrifices to adhere to County requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling; we 
have gone to great lengths to significantly reduce the number of cars on Enos Lane. 

These requirements interfere with our ability to exist as an educahonal family of faith. 

To reduce the student population to less then requested, will financially impact the Salesians and cause 
undue restraints on our fbndamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian 
style. 

We believe the Salesian Sisters have responded in good faith and continue to respond to the demands of the 
county. We have attended several meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, 
Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing the severe frustration and profound concern 
felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended 
use permit. 

We would appreciate a response to this Ietter. 

Roy & Annette Avila 
132 Zils Road 
La Selva Beach, CA 95076 

Cc Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 11,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2" Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 

a 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence, 
and mission. We are parents of a Salesian kindergartener, and we are also both educators 
in the Santa Cruz County community. Both as parents and educators, we support the 
Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. 
With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, 
we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with our children. The 
school's excellent academic program prepares children to enter the world and face its 
problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this 
sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at 
large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. 
They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs 
throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents, and childrcn hzve made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters 
School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, 
meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well 
as the parents paying tuition. To restrict the population to less than requested will 
financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fimdamental right to 
choose a faith-based, Salesian education for our children. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. We have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that 
our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done and exceptional job in diffusing fixstration 
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Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Page Two 
November 11,2004 

and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your 
support in approving the amended permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter and thank you for your time. 

Best regards, 1 

Letitia Scott-Curtis 67 Peppertree Lane 
Conrad Scott-Curtis Watsonville, CA 95076 

cc: Jan Beauty, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormwood, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 11,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2"d Supervisorial District 
Count Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95076 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work and mission. I am a school 
parent, and a community member. We strongly support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to 
amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. The school 
is a safe place to practice our faith, fieedom to speak, assemble and worship. 

The key philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by parbering with parents to educate 
the whole child in gospel and social values. The students are the power behind our participation 
in programs such as Second Harvest food bank, Families in transition, and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless. 

The Sisters, staff, parents, and children have made extreme sacrifices to adhere to all the County's 
requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling and the significantly reduced number of 
enrollment. We believe that .the Sisters School is the only school to be severely restricted by the 
County. For example Monte Vista Christian School has an illegally high enrollment number. 
The traffic on School Way is far more dangerous to maneuver your way around due to higher 
speed limits and commuting to and from work. I have witnessed several accidents due to high 
traffic congestion and the reckless driving by young high school students arriving to school. This 
requirement has been a financial hardship for the Sisters as well as the parents paying tuition. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to abide all County requirements. We 
have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. 
Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffising fiustration and concerns. We would 
appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application 

Your response is greatly appreciated. Thank you. 

Nancy H. Fernandez 
129 Madison St. 
Watsonville, ca 95076 

cc. Jan Beaug County Supervisor 
Tony Campos County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Duector of County Planning 
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November 11, 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2nd Supervisorial District 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

We are writing to support Salesian School's effort to amend their use permit 
(Application number 04-0384). 
We will not have a child at the school next year so we will not realize any personal gain 
or convenience if the application is approved. 
We do have a child in the school this year and we, and all the families we know at 
Salesian, have made many sacrifices to meet the County's requirements. We think that 
the life-style changes made by all the adults and children associated with the school 
have been extreme and would be surprising to anyone not familiar with the details. We 
drive by three other County schools on a regular basis and do not see the same 
restrictions applied to these other schools. 
Please consider that there is no doubt that reducing the number students and other 
restrictions will financially impact the Salesians and will cause undue restraints on our 
right to choose a faith-based education. I am convinced that these restrictions interfere 
with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. There is a chapel on campus 
and religious services. We need to be able to speak, assemble and worship together 
with our children. 
We visited many schools, and attended another excellent public school for many years, 
before placing our child in Salesian. So we are aware that Salesian School is an asset to 
our entire community. 
We would be happy to document or discuss in detail any of our personal experiences. 

Thank you, 

Norman Uyeda 
Susan Uyeda 

stc4 'L 

208 Plum Hill Drive 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

nsuveda@charter.net 
(831) 724-3757 

cc: County Supervisors 
Jan Beautz 
Tony Campos 
Mark Stone 
Mardi Wormhoudt 
Tom Bums, County Planning 
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November 11,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-03 84 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence 
and mission. We are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful of the presence of a school for children in the county which teaches and 
practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services 
held therein, we treasure the children's freedom to speak, assemble, and worship. The school's 
excellent academic program prepares the children to enter the world and face its problems with 
clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of 
family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at large. The 
students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, 
Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to 
feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive car pooling. Their efforts have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School 
is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement significantly 
interferes with the school's ability to exist as an educational falnily of faith. As it is, meeting the 
County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents 
paying the tuiticin. To restrict the stucjent population to less 1h;rii requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on their hndanien ta l  right to choose a faith- 
based education for our children i n  the Salesian style. 
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We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response from you regarding this letter. Thank you. 

Regards. , 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 11,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2”d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Smta Crtlz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence 
and mission. We are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

I 

We are grateful of the presence of a school for children in the county which teaches and 
practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services 
held therein, we treasure the children’s freedom to speak, assemble, and worship. The school’s 
excellent academic program prepares the children to enter the world and face its problems with 
clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of 
family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at large. The 
students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, 
Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to 
feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive car pooling. Their efforts have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School 
is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement significantly 
interferes with the school’s ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the 
County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents 
paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on their fundamental right to choose a faith- 
based education for our children in the Salesian style, 
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We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response from you regarding this letter. Thank you. 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 1 1 , 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2”d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence 
and mission. We are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

W e  are grateful of the presence of a school for children in the county which teaches and 
practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services 
held therein, we treasure the children’s freedom to speak, assemble, and worship. The school’s 
excellent academic program prepares the children to enter the world and face its problems with 
clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of 
family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at large. The 
students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, 
Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to 
feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. - 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive car pooling. Their efforts have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School 
is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement significantly 
interferes with the school’s ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the 
County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents 
paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on their fundamental right to choose a faith- 
based education for our children in the Salesian style. 
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We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We wouldflpreciate a response fiom you regarding this letter. Thank you. 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 



November 1 1,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2”d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95076 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence 
and mission. We are school parents and we completely support the Salesian Sisters’ in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school that teaches and practices our faith. With 
the presence of a school chapel on campus we are able to have regular religious services 
as part of our school ciriculum. Our children and we treasure the fieedom to practice our 
faith at Salesian Sister’s School. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our 
children to enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this 
sense of family extends beyond the school to local civic community and the world at 
large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. 
Through classroom based fund-raisers like bake sales and “penny wars” our children take 
the initiative to raise money and contribute it to Salesian missions throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sister;) staff, parents, and children have made tremendous sacrifices and 
commitment to adhere to all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive 
carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe 
that our school is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This 
requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
parents paying tuition. Parents at Salesian Sisters’ are required to put in 30 hours of 
volunteer time each school year. The majority of us exceed those hours due to the love of 
our children, the Sisters and the School community. Now it seems to me that we have to 
be concerned about not upsetting our Enos Lane neighbors. So this year we have limited 
the times we go up to the school h order to reduce the traffic on Enos Lane. Therefore, 
we have had to limit our volunteer time at the schoo1,that has saddens us. 

Further more to reduce the student population to less than requested, will financially 
impact the Salesians. This will surely cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to 
choose a faith based education for our children in the Salesian style. What many people 
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do not realize that Salesian Sisters’ School is not necessarily for the privileged but for 
everyday folk like us. Our family, like many other Salesian families are making sacrifices 
in order to provide our children with the best elementary and junior high school 
education in the Monterey Diocese. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. We have attended the meeting concerning this issue and are doing all it takes to 
comply. Sister Charlotte Greer, has done a great job in diffusing frustration and concerns 
felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your support in 
approving the amended use permit application 04-0384. 

Most importantly, I invite you to come to our school and experience the SALESIAN 
way. 

Leo and Gloria Amaya 
7 14 Casserly Rd. Watsonville 

1 2 4 -  

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 



November 1 I ,  2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2” Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

B 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and mission. 1 am a 
school parent and community member. I completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend 
their use permit. 

1 am grateful to send my children to a school which teaches and practices my faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, I treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with my children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares my children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnenng with parents to educate 
the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the 
school to the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our 
participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute 
to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted 
by the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family 
of faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as  well 
as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will fmancially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fimdamental right to choose a faith-based education 
for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, 
has done an exceptional job in diffusing b t r a t i o n  and concern felt by myself and the entire school 
community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

I WOU!~  appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best Regards, 

Melissa Coash 

420 Lore Way 
Aptos, CA 95003 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of county Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisor, Application #04-0384 
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Barbara & Rodney lo 
64 Devon Court 
Watsonville, CA 95076 
(831) 761-0941 

i We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

November 1 1 , 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2nd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support ofthe Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and mission. We are their neighbors, 
school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus 
and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with our 
children. The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world and face the problems with clear 
moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with the parents to educate the whole child 
in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and 
the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families 
in Transition, Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and 
contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the County's requirements, 
especially the restrictive car pooling. We have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian 
Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. The requirement significantly interferes with our 
ability to exist as an educational family ofthe faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome 
for the Sisters as well as the parents payingtuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact 
the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the 
Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands ofthe County. We have attended the meetings 
concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing 
frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended 
use permit application. 

Barbara & Rodney Io 

cc: Jan Baeutz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 



Andrew & Mary Brint 
135 Palomino Court 

Watsoville, CA 95076 
(83 1 )  761-0302 

November 1 1 , 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Znd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application ## 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine: 

We are writing to  express our support of the Salesian Sisters work, community presence 
and mission. As school parents and community members, we completely support the 
Salesian Sisters in their effort to amend their use permit. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. As it is, meeting the County 
requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents 
paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will 
financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our hndamental right to 
choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. The school principle, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in 
difising fiustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We would 
appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

Sincerely, 

fG;/&&UP, 
Andrew and Mary Brint 

Cc: Jan Reautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wonnhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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Alex and Michelle Calvo 
24 Elena Road 
La Selva Beach, CA 95076 
831.688.1944 

November 11,2004 

RE: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2& Supervisorial District 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

We are writing in regards to the Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0358 and the efforts of the school to 
amend the use permit. We fully support their efforts in this regard. 

We chose to send our children (Olivia age 12 and Joseph Age 10) to Salesian Sisters School for two reasons. First, 
because of the strong academic education they receive at the school. Second, to build on our families religious 
beliefs and values. With the presence of a chapel on campus, and the regular religious services held therein, we 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble and worship with our children. 

The Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifice to adhere to the County requirements, 
especially the restrictive car pooling. We have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. There 
requirement interfere with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. 

To reduce the student population to less then requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue 
restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

We are appreciate your support to complete the permit process and request a response from you concerning this 
matter. 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mar& Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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Mr. & Mrs. John E. Eiskamp 
J. E. Farms, Inc. 
360 Treichel Lane 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

November 1 1 , 2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2" Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

B 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-03 84 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence 
and mission. We support their mission of educating our children, Michael & Jennifer, 
and we appreciate and welcome their presence and contribution to our community. We 
are in complete support of their efforts to amend their use permit # 04-0384. 

We are grateful to be able to send our children to local school which teaches and 
practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious 
services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together 
with our children. The excellent academic program prepares our chiIdren to enter the 
world as educated, active, and moral members of their community. The family spirit 
which is key to the Salesian philosophy is achieved by partnering with parents to educate 
the whole child in gospel and social values. Our chddren participate in community 
giving programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank and Toys for Tots. They also share 
their time by participating with our local parish, Holy Eucharist, to feed the homeless. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all of the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of our cars on Enos Lane. We firmly believe that 
Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This 
requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the 
Sisters and parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than 
requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our 
fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

1 
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In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. As parents and concerned community members, we have attended meetings 
concerning these issues. Our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer continues to do an exceptional 
job in difising the frustration and concern felt by ourselves and the entire school 
community as we continue to comply with these demands. It is our desire to be allowed 
to return our focus to that of the faith-based education of our children instead of the 
tortuous path of permit approval. 

We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

John & Caroline Eiskamp 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Marti Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, County Supervisor 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
Sr. Charlotte Greer, F.M.A. 
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November 1.1 , 2004 

Stuart and Joanne Young 
101 Westley Street 
Capitola, CA 9501 0 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2”d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence 
and mission. We are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful our grandchildren attend a school which teaches and practices our faith. 
With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with our grandchildren. The 
school’s excellent academic program prepares our grandchildren to enter the world and face its 
problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of 
family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at large. The 
shdents are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, 
Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to 
feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive car pooling.. The school has 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School 
is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement significantly 
interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County 
requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying the 
tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education 



for our children in the Salesian style. 

We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response from you regarding this letter. Thank you. 

W Stuart Young Joanne Young l,;/- 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 

2 
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November 1 1,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2" Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

B 

Dear Ellen, 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sister's education effort, community 
presence and mission. We are school parents and community members, and I teach 
English as a second language to the Hispanic community in Santa Cruz County on a 
volunteer basis. 

The Salesian school teaches and practices our faith. In their effort to amend their use 
permit, we completely support their effort to amend the use permit; Application #04- 
0384. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the daily religious services practiced 
there, we appreciate the freedom to speak, assemble and worship together with our two 
children. This school's excellent academic program prepares our children for the real 
world. 

We have personally made tremendous daily sacrifice to adhere to the county carpooling 
practice on Enos Lane. We believe there is some arcane discrimination against the 
Salesian Sisters School and seek the assistance of the County 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. I have attended the meetings and have met you at one of them. It is our utmost 
belief that our principal, Charlotte Greer has been working hard to communicate the 
school's benefit to the community, where I would prefer she have her full attention to our 
academic state, not the political state. We would appreciate your support in approving the 
amended use permit application. These requirements interfere with our ability to exist as 
an educational family of faith. We quietly, slowly access our school fiom north Santa 
Cruz County, Monday through Friday. For my fourth year, I respect the neighbors on 
Enos Lane. 

To reduce the student population will financially impact the Salesian school and cause 
undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children. Please also consider the catastrophe of this student population reverting to the 
county public school system in the next year or two. 

I would appreciate a response to this letter, 
Cheers, 

Steven J. Balbo 
831-475-1924 



Santa Cruz resident, Salesian member and parent 

Cc: County supervisor(s): 
Jan Beautz 
Tony Campos 
Mark Stone 
Mardi Wormhoudt 
Director of Planning: Mr. Tom Burns 
& Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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HASELTON 
& HASELTOiS 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

2425 Porter Street, Suite 14 
Soquel, California 95073 
Telephone: 831.475.4679 
Facsimile: 831.462.0724 

November 1 1 , 2004 

Britt L. Waselton, Esq. 
Joseph G. Haselton, Esq. 

Su rvisor Ellen Pine 
2" Supervisorial Distri 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean St., Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

B" 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

I am writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community 
presence and mission in Santa Cruz county. I am a Salesian student parent and member 
of the Corralitos community. My husband and I support the Salesian Sisters in their 
efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful that we can send our children to a school which teaches and 
practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious 
services held therein, we enjoy the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together 
with our children. The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clearer vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by 
partnering with parents to educate the whole child in religious and social values. 
Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic 
community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local 
parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff' parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices 
to adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters 
School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
greatly interferes with our ability to exist as a religious and academic institution. As it is, 
meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well 
as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested 
will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right 
to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

- 1 3 5 -  



In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands 
of the County. We have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost 
belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greeer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing 
frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate 
your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

Very truly yours, 

Britt Haselton, 
Haselton & Haselton 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 1 1,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 

County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-03 84 

2’ B Supervisorial District 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am a parent at Salesian School. I support the school’s efforts to amend the use permit, 
Application # 04-0384. I am thrilled to send my child to a school that teaches and 
practices the Catholic faith. The key to Salesian philosophy is the family spirit, which is 
achieved by including parents and educating the whole child. 

The students participate in community programs, by volunteering with the Second 
Harvest Food Bank and Families in Transition. In having to adhere to County 
requirements the parents and staff have experienced a great hardship to reduce the 
number of cars on Enos Lane. 

These County requirements restrict my ability to visit the school in order to participate in 
my child’s educational process. These requirements have been financially burdensome 
for the school and difficult for those parents who have to drive a long distance to pick 
their children up at carpool sites. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only 
school to be so restricted by the County. Please support the permit process and thank you 
for your understanding. 

Sincerely, 
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November 1 Ilh.  2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pine 

County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
RE: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and mission. 
We are their school parents, alumni and patrons of the Corralitos community. We completely support the 
Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

2 2 Supervisorial District 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence 
of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, 
assemble, and worship together with our children. The school's excellent academic program prepares 
our children to enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate 
the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the 
school to the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our 
participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and 
contribute to needs throughout the world. r 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We havesignificantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely 
restricted by the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an 
educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for 
the Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than 
requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to 
choose a faith-based education of our children in the SALESIAN style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We 
have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte 
Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school 
community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 
We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best Regards, 

7645 Benassi Drive 
Gilroy, CA 
95020 

cc: Jan Beautz. County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 1 1,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 

County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room #500 
Santa Cruz, Ca. 95060 

2 .B Supervisorial District 

RE: SALESIAN SISTERS SCHOOL APPLICATION #01-0384 

Michelle Malone Keith 
423 Hecker Pass Road 
Watsonville, Ca. 95076 

Supervisor Pirie: 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters’ and their commitment to their mission and working with 
children from all areas of our county to teach and help develop them into bright outstanding individuals. I find their 
presence in our community invaluable. 1 fully support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their Use Permit. 

I am grateful we can send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel 
on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship 
together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world and face 
its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the whole 
child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic 
community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the United States Marine Corp. The 
children also spend time feeding the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Currently, the Sisters, staff, parents, and children are making tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the County’s 
requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. 
We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County 
requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To resbjct the 
student population to less than requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our 
fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith. the-Sisters have continuously responded to the demands of the County. I have attended several of the 
meetings, along with majority of the parents, concerning the issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. 
Charlotte Greer, has performed an exceptional job on difhsing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school 
community. We would appreciate your support hi approving :he amended CTse Permit Application. 

I would very much appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter 

’Michelle Malone Keith 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 1 1,2004 

Desiree Young and Joshua Fleck 
139 Alta Drive 
La Selva Beach, CA 95076 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence 
and mission. We are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. 
With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with our children. The school's 
excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world and face its problems with 
clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of 
family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at large. The 
students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, 
Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to 
feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive car pooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School 
is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement significantly 
interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County 
requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying the 
tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fimdamental right to choose a faith-based education 
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for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. We have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our 
principal, Sister Charolette Greer, has done an exceptional job diffusing frustration and concern 
felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your support in approving the 
amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response from you regarding this letter. Thank you. 

Regards, 

DesireeY !!) ung T J  o s h k ? *  

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 11,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2” Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa CNZ, California 95060 
RE: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and mission. We are their 
neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to 
amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on 
campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the k d o m  to speak, assemble, and worship 
together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world and face 
its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the whole 
child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic 
community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest food bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to 
feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs througbout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, M, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the County’s 
requirements, especialIy the restrictive carpooling. We have signiticantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We 
believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be SO severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County 
requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the 
student population to less than requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our 
fuodamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the county. We have aitended the 
meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional 
job in diffusing frustiation and concem felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your support 
in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best Regards, 

Ramon and Cristina Suarez 
1 1 1 Hathaway Ave. 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

cc. Jan Beau& County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 

/Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application# 04- 0384 
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November 1.1 , 2004 

Anthony and Irene Young 
29 Alta Drive 
La Selva Beach, CA 95076 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence 
and mission. We are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful our grandchildren attend a school which teaches and practices our faith. 
With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with our grandchildren. The 
school's excellent academic program prepares our grandchildren to enter the world and face its 
problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of 
family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at large. The 
students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, 
Fmilies ir? Tramition, m d  Tcys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to 
feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive car pooling. The school has 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School 
is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement significantly 
interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County 
requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying the 
tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education 

1 
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for our children in the Salesian style. 

We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response from you regarding this letter. Thank you. 

Regards, 
n 

Anthony Y Irene Young 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 11,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 

2& Supervisional District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean St., Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application# 04-0384 

Dear Ellen Pine: 

We are writing you regarding the amendment of the Salesian Sister School U s e  Permit, Application 
W4-0384. It is our belief that the Salesian Sister School has consistently evidenced good-faith in 
complying with the county requirements, especially with regard to carpooling. We have dramatically 
decreased the number of cars transporting both children and faculty to the school. In order to operate 
in a finandally feasible way, it is imperative that the school be allowed enough student enrollment to 
offset the potentially restrictive expenses of conducting a elementary and junior high school. 

Salesian Sisters represents to us, the parents (and community members ourselves), a safe, morally 
sound environment where the students are all& to express religious freedoms while simultaneously 
achieving firm academic standards. Our children are taught to love all others, in the “Salesian spirit”, 
despite any racial, economic, or religious differences. In this spirit of love, we, as adults, are reminded 
to do the same. Sometimes in innocence children can influence us to strive to be the best adults that 
we can be. We want to be good parents, and simultaneously be respectful and respected neighbors in 
the community. 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration in our efforts to amend the use permit, Application # 04- 
0384. We feel it is vital for the future success of our beloved school. 

Sincerely, 

Proud Parents of Mathew (7th grade) and Gregory (3d grade) 
Salesian Sister Students 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 

Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 

Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 

Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Applic. #04-0384 
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James & Michele Garza 
43 Evelyn Ave. 

Watsonville, CA 95076 
(831) 761-8120 

November 11,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pine 
2” Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 

B 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence 
and mission. We are the parents of a thrd grade student at Salesian School. We 
completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

Our faith is very important to us. We are gratehl to send our children to a school which 
teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular 
religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship 
together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our 
children to enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this 
sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at 
large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. 
They also qhare their time to feed the homeless at a local parish and contrihuto to needs 
throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters 
School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, 
meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well 
as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested 
will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right 
to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 
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In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. We have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that 
our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and 
concern felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your 
support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to t h s  letter. Thank you. 

c c  Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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Richard & Joni Scurich 
400 Brooktree Ranch Road 
Aptos, Ca 95003 

November 1 1, 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Znd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie - 

We are writing you in support of  the Salesian Sisters work, local 
presence, and mission. 

We are fortunate enough to be able to send our son t o  such a fine 
school, which also teaches and practices our faith. With the convenience 
of a chapel a t  the school we are able to  attend religious services held 
there, as well as assemble, while worshipping along w i th  our children. 
The schools advanced academic program coupled with a positive message, 
prepares our children well for  the next phase of life. 

The key t o  a Salesian based philosophy is the promotion of the family 
spirit! Through family participation and outreach programs the school 
sponsors, we are able to help the community and world in general. We 
wil l  be once again aiding Families in Transition, Toys for Tots, and 
Second Harvest Food Bank. We also feed the homeless a t  our local 
parish, and help wherever a need arises. 

- 1 4 8 -  

Everyone is working desperately t o  adhere to the county requirements. 
The Sisters, Staff, Parents, and Students have made great sacrifices 
to  help, even though there is a restrictive carpooling mandate. We have 
shown good fai th and reduced the number o f  cars using €nos Lane. 
These requirements interfere w i th  our ability to function as an 



educational family of faith. We believe that Salesian Sisters is the only 
school to be so severely restricted by the County. 

We also want t o  address the financial burden that has been put upon 
the sisters. To try and remove families from our school will financially 
impact the school, and the children, while putting undue restraints on 
our fundamental right to choose a fai th based education for our 
children. 

The Sisters have shown good fai th in a continued e f f o r t  t o  respond to  
all the demands of the County. Our principal, Charlotte Greer, has 
worked hard t o  diffuse any frustration and concern felt by the entire 
school community. We would appreciate your support t o  complete the 
permit process! We would also like to request a response from you 
concerning this matter. Thank you! 

R F  & Joni Scurich 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt , County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of  County Planning 
Clerk t o  the Board o f  Supervisors, Application #04-0384 



November 11,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
Znd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine: 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and 
mission. This is my grandsons’ second year at Salesian. This school has provided the most 
amazing experience for them. They are thriving academically and socially in this unique, safe 
environment. I completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, I 
treasure the freedom of speech, assembly and worship. I am pleased that our family’s moral 
values are echoed to them daily at school. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents (including grandmothers) and children have made 
tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive 
carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. I believe that 
Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This 
requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it 
is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as 
the parents paying tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith- 
based education for children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. 
It is my utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in 
diffusing frustration and concern felt by me and the entire school community. I would appreciate 
your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

I would appreciate a response to this letter. 

Best regards, ‘I 

Jan Gebo 
1375 42nd Avenue # I  
Capitola, CA 9501 0 
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Cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 



November 11, 2004 

320 Loyola Drive 
Aptos, CA 95003 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2nd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I have had the pleasure of meeting you on several occasions through your excellent 
work on the Hidden Beach proposed development, your Measure J efforts, and during 
your communication visits to Salesian School. Our family appreciates your hard work 
on behalf of your constituents. I am writing to inform you of our unequivocal support of 
the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

If you remember our conversation on the day of your St. Patrick’s Day visit, I told you 
how my husband and I wept upon discovering Salesian for our son. We were so 
grateful to have found a school that freely teaches our faith through daily religious 
instruction, through regular religious services in the campus chapel, and through 
worship, prayer, celebration and discussion in the classroom. The community service 
projects in which we have participated through Salesian, such as Families in 
Transition and the Second Harvest Food Bank, have helped to teach our son how his 
faith must be lived through tangible works of charity and service in his community. 

The news this summer that we must adhere to the restrictive carpooling requirements 
was a huge disappointment. Or?e of the pillars of Salesian’s strength has been the 
welcome the sisters have always given to the families, community members, and 
alumni to participate in the ceremonies of our faith. Our son has had the unforgettable 
experience of reading scripture at a mass presided over by Bishop Ryan, at which his 
father played music, and his mother and grandmother attended. These new 
requirements interfere with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. Further, 
the requirements drastically reduce the number of hours that parents can work at the 
school and they have added tremendous inconvenience to the lives of Salesian 
families. I think we are a fairly typical family juggling two work schedules, a school 
schedule, an after-school activity schedule, homework, and volunteer work. Now we 
must also coordinate that schedule with the schedules of at least three other families 
with similar demands on their time in order to comply with the rigid carpool rules. Our 
principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has been vigilant and uncompromising about 
enforcement of the restrictions, while working hard to keep a positive attitude that a 
solution to this problem will be found. 
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We have been happy to support Salesian with our time and fundraising efforts 
because we have received back a thousand times what we have given through the 
unique and loving education provided by the Salesian Sisters. However, to reduce 
the student population to less than requested will financially impact the Salesians and 
cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for 
our child in the Salesian style. 

* 

Thank you for your help in completing the permit process. We look forward to your 
response in this matter. 

- 1 5 2 -  

cc: County Supervisor Jan Beautz 
County Supervisor Tony Campos 
County Supervisor Mark Stone 
County Supervisor Mardi Wormhoudt 
Planning Director Tom Burns 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 



November 11,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine: 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and 
mission. This is my family's second year at Salesian. I currently have children in 4'h and 7'h 
grade. This school has provided the most amazing experience for my two sons. They are 
thriving academically and socially in this unique, safe environment. I completely support the 
Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

I am fortunate to have the opportunity to send my children to a school which teaches and 
practices a strong faith. Wfih the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious 
services held therein, I treasure the freedom of speech, assembly and worship. I am proud that 
my family's moral values are echoed to them daily at school. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents (including me) and children have made tremendous 
sacrifices to adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We 
have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. I believe that Salesian Sisters 
School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting 
the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents 
paying tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education 
for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. 
I have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is my utmost belief that our principal, Sr. 
Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by me and 
the entire school community. I would appreciate your support in approving the amended use 
permit application. 

I would appreciate a response to this letter. 

Best regards, 

Brian Houser 
340 Santana Lane 
Aptos, CA 95003 

Cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application ## 04-0384 



November 1 1,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 

County Government Center 
70 1 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

2 n B  Supervisorial District 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and mission. I am a 
school parent and community member. I completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend 
their use permit. 

I am grateful to send my children to a school which teaches and practices my faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, I treasure the fieedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with my children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares my children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by parrnering with parents to educate 
the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the 
school to the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our 
participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute 
to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted 
by the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family 
of faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well 
as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education 
for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, 
has done an exceptional job in diffusing fi-ustration and concern felt by myself and the entire school 
community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

I would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Pat Coash 
420 Lore Way 
Aptos, CA 95003 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wonnhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of county Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisor, Application #04-0384 
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November 1 1 , 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2”d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

My wife and I are proud parents of two Salesian Sisters School students, and are writing to 
express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence, and mission. We support 
the efforts to amend their use permit, application #04-0384. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school that provides such excellent education and 
practices our faith. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the 
world and face its problems with clear moral vision. With the presence of a chapel on campus and 
the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and 
worship together with our children. 

The Salesian School provides us the opportunity to work closely with the Sisters and our children 
educating them in gospel and social values. Our school also benefits the local community and 
world at large with its outreach programs. The students participate in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They 
also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently Sisters, the staff, children, and we have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have reduced the number of cars 
on Enos Lane significantly. This requirement interferes with our ability to exist as an educational 
family of faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been a financial burden for the 
Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than 
requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental 
right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. 
We have attended the meetings concerning this issue. it is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. 
Charlotte Greer, has done as exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by the entire 
school community and us. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use 
permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Matt and Sally McCollum 
Salesian School parents 
mccollumhill~,msn.com 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wonnhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 11 , 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie: 
2nd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am writing as a parent in full support of the Salesian Sisters efforts to amend their use 
permit. As a parent of a seven year old son currently attending Salesian Sisters 
Elementary and Junior High School, I value not only the excellent academic and religious 
educational curriculum offered to its students but just as importantly, I value the faith based 
philosophy and foundation upon which the school was established many years ago. A 
philosophy which is based on the Salesian Order of the Catholic Church and prides itself on 
educating the whole child in gospel and social values and in nurturing a spirit of family, of 
community and of a connectedness to the world at large. It’s participation in such programs 
as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families In Transition, Toys for Tots, and Relief efforts 
overseas are examples of the school’s positive community outreach efforts. 

I believe the current situation has put unnecessary stress on the lives of all involved: the 
Sisters, staff ,parents and students. All have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all 
the county‘s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. To further restrict the 
student populabon to less than what the school is requesting at this time would 
only further burden the school financially. 

Salesian Sisters have responded in good faith to the demands of the County. As a 
member of the Salesian community I am respectfully asking that you respond in p o d  faith 
to all the families and students that make up the Salesian School community at this time by 
supporting and approving the amended use permit application # 04-0384. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 
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MR. AND MRS. MATTHEW P. RYAN 
508 Riverside Road 

P.O. Box 478 
Watsonville, Ca 95077 

Supervisor Ellen Pine-2nd District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, Ca 95060 

November 1 1,2004 

Re: Salesian School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend the 
use permit, application ## 04-0384. We do not live in Corralitos, but are one of your 
community members as we frequent Corralitos Market very often, attend the Pancake 
Breakfast annually, send our children to Salesian School and are members of the 
Corralitos Cub Scout troop which is sponsored by the Corralitos Padres Hall. We also have 
birthday parties at Aldridge Park and attend on occasion events held at the Grange 
Hall. 

I am a member of the Student Parent Association Advisory Committee [the equivalent of 
P.T.A.) and my husband is the president of the Booster Club (similar to a Father's Guild) at 
Salesian School. These commitments demand a lot of extra time and energy from us, but 
we are willing to make these commitments because we feel the school, i ts staff, 
teachers, environment and i ts  educational philosophy is more than worth the effort. With 
the presence of a chapel on campus, and the regular religious services held therein, we 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship with our children. 

However, as of late our ability to function and assemble has been greatly impacted. 
Many, many parents cannot meet with their child's teacher in person because of the 
restrictive carpooling. Fundraisers, after school sports and community projects have been 
affected. We believe that these requirements interfere with our ability to exist as an 
educational family of faith, and further that to reduce our student population will 
financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraint on our fundamental right to 
choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

Salesian School is an asset to your community as its parents patronize and support local 
businesses and produce well educated and service oriented youth. I am hopeful that 
you will judge the school on i ts  own merits and vote to amend its use permit. 

'. 

Monica 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 

J Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 11,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 

County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 

2" a Supervisorial District 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence, 
and mission. We are parents of a Salesian kindergartener, and we are also both educators 
in the Santa Cruz County community. Both as parents and educators, we support the 
Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. 
With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, 
we treasure the fi-eedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with our children. The 
school's excellent academic program prepares children to enter the world and face its 
problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this 
sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at 
large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. 
They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs 
throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents, and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters 
School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, 
meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well 
as the parents paying tuition. To restrict the population to less than requested will 
fmancially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to 
choose a faith-based, Salesian education for our children, 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. We have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that 
our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done and exceptional job in diffusing frustration 
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Supervisor Ellen P i e  
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Page Two 
November 1 1,2004 

and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your 
support in approving the amended permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter and thank you for your time. 

Best regards, 1 

Letitia Scott-Curtis 67 Peppertree Lane 
Conrad Scott-Curtis Watsonville, CA 95076 

cc: Jan Beauty, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormwood, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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Jose & Amelia Espinoza 
285 Skylark Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

I - 1 6 3 -  

November 11, 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean St. Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support or the Salesian Sisters' work, 
their community presence and their mission. We are Salesian 
neighbors, parents of that school and also community members. We 
support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use 
permit. 

We are very grateful to be able to send our son, Andre, to this school 
which teaches and practices our faith. We are blessed to have a 
chapel at this school where we can attend religious services with our 
children. We treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship 
together with our children and community. The school has an 
excellent academic program which prepares children to enter the 
world and face its problems with a clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved 
by partnering with parents to educate the whole child ir, gospel and 
social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond 
the school to the local community and the world a t  large. The 
students are the power behind our participation in programs such as 
The Second Harvest Food Bank Drive, Families in Transition, and 
Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to 
feed the homeless a t  the local parish and contribute to needs 
throughout the world. 

Presently, the Salesian Sisters, Staff, parents and children have 
made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the County's 
requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe 



that Salesian Sisters School is the only School to be so severely 
restricted by the County. This requirement significantly interferes 
with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, 
meeting the County requirements %as been financially burdensome 
for the Salesian Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To 
restrict the student population to less than requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints-on our fundamental 
right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the 
Salesian style. 

I n  good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to  respond to 
the demands of the County. We have attended the meetings 
concerning the issue. We beiieve that our principal, Sr. Charlotte 
Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and 
concern felt by us and the entire school community. We would 
appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit 
application. 

Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 11,2004 
899 Calabasas Road ’ 

W at sonville, California 9 5076 
(83 1)685-1015 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
701 Ocean Street: Room 500 
Santa Cmz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Elementary & Jr. High Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence 
and mission. We are school parents and community members and completely support 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to  send our child to a school that teaches and practices our faith. It is an 
amazing community of Sisters, teachers, students and parents. We have not seen 
anything like it before. 

With the presence of a chapel on campus, and the resular religious services held therein. 
we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship with our child. 

Everyone, including the students, has made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to3all the 
County requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling These requirements have 
significantly interfered with our ability to  exist as an educational family of faith. 

Meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Salesian 
Sisters as well as community parents. Restricting student population will financiallv 
impact the Salesian Sisters and cause undue restraints on our hndamental right to choose 
a faith-based education for our child in the Salesian style. 

The Sisters have acted in good faith. We have attended the meetings concerning this 
issue. Sr. Charlotte Greer has done exceptional job diffusing our fiustration and concerns 
as well as the entire school community. 

We would appreciate your support to complete the permit process and request a response 
fiom you concerning this matter. 

/- 

Stephen H. Denn y 
U 

I I 1 Christine L. Denny 

cc: County Supervisors Jan Beautz, Tony Campos, Mark Stone, Mardi Wormhoudt 
Director of County Planning Tom Bums ‘ 

- 1 6 5 -  



November 1 1 , 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Second District Supervisor 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-03 84 

Dear Supervisor Pkie: 

We are writing to express our enthusiastic support of the Salesian Sisters’ above- 
referenced application to amend their use permit. Our sixth child is in the Sisters’ school 
where the Sisters provide excellent academics while developing the whole person. 

As a constitutional lawyer, I, together with my husband and children, truly appreciate our 
freedom to exercise our First Amendment rights to speak, assemble, associate and 
worship at the Sisters’ school. We are proud that the Sisters have led us in positive 
participation and generous contribution to our local area. Very few schools, with so few 
students, can boast of a tradition of donations and outreach to those in need locally and 
globally. 

Although the county has imposed difficult restrictions, the Sisters and school families 
have endured the financial and logistical dificuIties in the Salesian spirit of patience, 
understanding, and cooperation. Sister Charlotte has been a model of diffusing 
fiustration and promoting a continuing positive spirit toward all who oppose this 
application. 

166 -  

We trust that you realize that denying this application would severely, adversely impact 
our ability to obtain our constitutionally- protected right to a Salesian education. 
Moreover, due to the fact that the county has not burdened similarly-situated public 
schools in the same manner as Salesian Sisters’ School, equal protection rights are also 
implicated. 



Thank you very much for your anticipated support of this application. In the unlikely 
event that you do not plan to support this application, kindly contact us to discuss your 
proposed opposition. 

28 Playa Boulevard 
La Selva Beach, CA 95076 

(83 1) 684-0953 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November, 11 , 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Zd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa CW, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and mission. We are proud 
parents of a Kindergarten student, and also a 1983 graduate (Evette) from Salesian. We completely support the 
Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our son to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on 
campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak. assemble and worship 
together with our children. The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world and 
face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the whole 
child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic 
community and the world a t  large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to 
feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the County's 
requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of c a n  on Enos Lane. 
We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County 
requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To restnct the 
student population to less than requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our 
fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have attended 
the meeting concerning this issue. I t  is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer has done an 
excellent job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate 
your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Evette V. Rose Patrick A. Rose 

Cc: Jan Beautr. Tony Campos, Mark Stone, Mardi Wormhoudt - County Supervisors Tom Bums, Director of County 
Planning, Cerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 11.2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2 Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room #500 
Santa Cruz, C a  95060 

.? 

RE: SALESIAN SISTERS SCHOOL APPLICATION #04-0384 

Supervisor Pirie: 

Kevin A. Keith 
161 Red Hawk Place 
Watsonville. Ca. 95076 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters’ and their commitment to their mission and working with 
children from all areas of our county to teach and help develop them into bright outstanding individuals. I find their 
presence in our community invaluable. I filly support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their Use Permit. 

1 am grateful we can send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel 
on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship 
together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world and face 
its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the whole 
child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic 
community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the United States Marine C o p  The 
children also spend time feeding the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. 

Currently, the Sisters, staff, parents, and children are making tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the County’s 
requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. 
We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County 
requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the 
student population to less than requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our 
fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have continuously responded to the demands of the County. I have attended several ofthe 
meetings, along with majority of the parents, concerning the issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. 
Charlotte Greer, has performed an exceptional job on diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school 
community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended Use Permit Application 

I would very much appreciate a response to his iener. Thank you for your rime ana consideration in this matter 

Regards, 

/@-* 
Kevin A. Keith 

cc: Jan Beau& County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone. County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums. Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 11,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2" Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean St., Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

B 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 
We are writing to express our complete support of the Salesian Sisters in their 

effort to amend their use permit application #04-0384. 
We have made a choice to send our daughter to a school which teaches and 

practices our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus, and the regular religious 
services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together 
with our children. 

with parents to educate the whole child. The school's excellent academic program is 
preparing our daughter to enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 
Our students participate in outreach programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, 
Families in Transition and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also share time 
to feed the homeless at the local parish. 

Tremendous sacrifices by the Sisters, staff, parents and the children are being 
made to adhere to all County requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. This 
requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely 
restricted by the County. To restrict the student population to less than requested will 
financially impact Salesian School and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right 
to choose a faith-based education for our daughter in the Salesian style. 

When it was needed, the community asked the Salesian Sisters to open a school 
and they responded to that request. We gratefully support their work and their dedication 
to our children, our families and our community. 

would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 
Sincerely, 

Family spirit is the key to the Salesian philosophy and it is achieved by partnering 

We ask for your support in approving the amended use permit application. We 

Ronald and Stephanie Gibson 
155 Azure Lane, Watsonville, Ca 95076 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 1 I ,  2004 

I RE: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-03 84 

Su ervisor Ellen P S e  

County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

2 .B Supervisorial District 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing this letter to express our support for the Salesian Sisters in their effort to amend their use permit. As 
parents of three children who attend the school, neighbors of the school, and tax paying community members, we 
consider it very important to allow the school to move forward with the amended use permit. 

Having joined this community in the last eighteen months, a significant consideration of locating in Aptos was the 
proximity to the school, which teaches our faith and allows our family to actively practice that faith. With the 
chapel on campus and regular religious services held therein, we highly value the opportunity to worship together 
with our children in this wonderful environment. 

We also value the excellent academic environment provided by the school. Salesian Sisters provides an outstanding 
learning experience balanced with clear moral standards. Another important aspect to the school is the partnership 
between the teachers and parents, which provides a community of learning and involvement so critical to the growth 
and social values of our children. This includes community outreach through programs such as the Second Harvest 
Food Bank, Toys for Tots, Families in Transition and other charitable programs, such as feeding the homeless. 

Today, the Sisters, staff, parent sand children are making significant sacrifices to adhere to all the County’s 
requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. As a group, we have significantly reduced the number of cars on 
Enos Lane, a road the school helped finance. We believe that the Salesian Sisters School is the only school in the 
county so severely restricted by the County. As such, these restrictions interfere with our ability to educate our 
children as part of practicing our faith. In addition, meeting the County requirements places an undue financial 
burden on the School and therefore the parents who financially support the School. Restricting the student 
population to less than requested will place and unfair financial burden on the School and the parents of the students 
who are exercising our fundamental right of faith-based education. 

The Sisters and the parents have continued to respond to the demands of the County acting in good faith. We have 
participated in the meetings concerning this issue and it is our utmost belief that our principal, Sister Charlotte 
Greer, has done an exceptional job of managing the hstration a d  concern felt by the entire school community. 
Consequently, we would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would also appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you for your attention to this important matter. 

Regards, 
I 

Edward & Linda Murrer 
1583 Pleasant Valley Road 
Aptos, CA 95003 

CC: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director Of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 11,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2"d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine: 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and 
mission. This is my family's second year at Salesian. I currently have children in 4'h and 7th 
grade. This school has provided the most amazing experience for my two sons. They are 
thriving academically and socially in this unique, safe environment. I completely support the 
Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

I am fortunate to have the opportunity to send my children to a school which teaches and 
practices a strong faith. Wdh the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious 
services held therein, I treasure the freedom of speech, assembly and worship. I am proud that 
my family's moral values are echoed to them daily at school. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents (including me) and children have made tremendous 
sacrifices to adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We 
have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. I believe that Salesian Sisters 
School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting 
the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents 
paying tuition. To restrid the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education 
for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. 
I have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is my utmost belief that our principal, Sr. 
Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by me and 
the entire school community. I would appreciate your support in approving the amended use 
permit application. 

I would appreciate a response to this letter. 
-,\ 

340 Nancy San wr a a Lane 
Aptos, CA 95003 

Cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 1 1,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2”d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence 
and mission. We are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We 
completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. 
With the presence of a chapel of campus and the regular religious services held therein, 
we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble. And worship together with our children. The 
school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world and face its 
problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this 
sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at 
large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys sponsored by the USMC. They also 
share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs 
throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and chddren have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County’s requirements. Especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters 
School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, 
meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well 
as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested 
will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our f~indamental right 
to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. We have attended the meeting concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that 
our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job support in approving the 
amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 
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Best Regards, 

Carmen Lua 
P.O. Box 281 
Freedom, CA 95019 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wonnhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 1 1,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Second Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, Ca 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and their mission. 
We are their neighbors, school parents and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their 
efforts to amend their use permit. 

presence o fa  chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the fieedom to speak, 
assemble, and worship together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate 
the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to the 
local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such 
as the Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. They also 
share their time in> feed the homeless at the local parish as well as contribute to needs world wide. 

county’s requirements, especially the restrictive car pooling. We have significantly reduced the number of cars on 
Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters is the only school to be so severely restricted io the county. This 
requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the 
County requirements has been financially burdensome for the sisters. To restrict the student population to less than 
what has been requested, will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to 
choose a faith based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended all open meetings concerning this matter. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in diffusing the hstration and concern felt by ourselves and the entire school community. 
We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. We respectfully request a 
response from you concerning this matter. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our religious values. With the 

Presently, the sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all of the 

Best Regards, 

Brian and Marguerite Nicholson 
2800 Pleasant Valley Rd. 
Aptos, Ca 95003 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wonnhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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November 1 1 , 2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2” Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 

B 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We are the proud Grandparents of a third grade student at S a k m  Schml. We have 
witnessed first hand the special, family spirit that is present among the Salesian Sisters, 
staff, students and parents at the school. Over the past four years, we have had the 
privilege of attending mass at the school’s chapel on several occasions. We treasure the 
freedom to speak, assemble, and worship with our Grandson and the rest of the members 
of this fine community. 

We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. It 
appears Salesian Sister School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the 
County. We are troubled by this and wonder why. We have seen the tremendous 
sacrifices made by the Sisters, staff, parents, and children to adhere to the County’s 
demands including the restrictive carpooling. We are proud of all they have done to 
comply with the County’s demands however; these requirements are interfering with the 
school’s ability to exist as an educational family of faith. In addition, the County 
requirements have been financially burdensome for the sisters as well as the parents that 
pay tuition. 

As lifelong members of this county we have faith that the elected county officials will be 
fair in their actions and amend Salesian School’s use permit. Thank you for your time, we 
look forward to hearing fiom you with a response to this letter. 

John and Patty Martinez 
320 California Street 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

c c  Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns. Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 



November 1 1.2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2” Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application ~Y04-03 84 

C P  

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence 
and mission. I am a school parent as well as a community member and I completely 
support their efforts to amend their purpose. 

I am grateful to send my children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With 
the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, I 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with my children. The 
school’s excellent academic program prepares our children for the world and faces its 
problems with a clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this 
sense of family extends beyond the school to the local civic community and the world at 
large. The students are the power behind our participation in programs such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. 
They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs 
throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars or! E m s  Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters’ 
School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, 
meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters a swell 
as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested 
will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fimdamental right 
to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

- 1 7 7 -  

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. We have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that 
our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an excellent job in diffusing frustration and 
concern felt by us and the entire school community. We would appreciate your support 
in approving the amended use permit application. 



We would appreciate a response to this letter, Thank You. 

Best Regards, 

Jeff Peterson 
830 Via Gaviota 
Aptos, CA 95003 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 

- 1 7 8 -  



November 1 1,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen-Pirie 
2" Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

a 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am a parent at Salesian School. I support the school's efforts to amend the use permit, 
Application # 04-0384. I am grateful to send my child to a school that teaches and 
practices the Catholic faith, with a chapel on campus, so I can worship with my child. 

The students participate in outreach programs. They share their time feeding the 
homeless at local parishes and contribute to other global needs. It is a hardship for parents 
to adhere to County requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling to reduce the 
number of cars on Enos Lane. 

These requirements restrict our ability to visit the school, talk with the teachers and be a 
part of our child's education. County requirements have been financially burdensome for 
the sisters and a great hardship for working parents who have to drive long distances to 
remote carpool sites. To reduce the student population to less than requested, will 
financially damage the school and interfere with our fundamental right to choose a faith- 
based education for our children. 

Thank you for your consideration and support with regard to this urgent matter. 

Sincerely , 
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November 11, 2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pir ie 
Znd Supervisorial D i s t r i c t  
County Government Center 
701 Ocean St ree t ,  Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear M s  Pirie, 
This l e t t e r  is in support of t h e  Salesian Sisters’ work ,  community presence and mission. W e  have been parents 
t he re  Since 1994 when our daughter t ransferred there in t he  7’h grade f r o m  an Iowa school, and our son has 
been a student since Kindergarten. We completely support t he  Salesian Sisters in the i r  e f f o r t s  t o  amend thei r  
use permit.  

W e  are so grateful t h a t  we have an option t o  send our children t o  a school where we t r u s t  and believe in the  
fai th, love and environment. W e  are also gratefu l  f o r  t he  presence o f  a chapel on s i te and regular religious 
services wi th t h e  f reedom t o  speak, assemble and worship together. The school’s excellent academic program 
prepares our chi ldren t o  en ter  t h e  world with a clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is t h e  family spir i t  achieved by partnering wi th parents t o  educate the  child in 
gospel and social values. The sense o f  family extends beyond the  school t o  local civic community. Our children, 
t h e  students, have part ic ipated in outreach programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, 
and Toys f o r  Tots. They share t ime t o  feed t h e  homeless a t  t h e  loco1 parish and contr ibute t o  needs throughout 
t h e  world. 

The sisters, s ta f f ,  parents and children have made TREMENDOUS sacrif ices t o  adhere t o  County requirements, 
especially t h e  res t r i c t i ve  carpooling. We have significantly REDUCED the  number o f  cars on Enos Lane. These 
requirements i n te r fe re  w i th  our ability t o  exist as an educational family o f  fai th. We believe tha t  Salesian 
Sisters School is t h e  only school t o  be SO severely restr ic ted by the  County. These requirements have been 
financially burdensome f o r  t h e  Sisters. To reduce the  student population t o  less than requested, wi l l  financially 
impact t h e  Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental r ight  t o  choose a faith-based education f o r  

our children in t h e  Salesian style. 

I n  good fa i th,  t h e  s is ters have and continue t o  respond t o  all demands by the  county. Sister  Charlotte Greer, our 
principal, has worked t o  d i f f use  f rustrat ion and concern f e l t  by the  entire school community. We appreciate 
your support t o  complete t h e  permit  process and request a response f rom you concerning th is  matter .  

bale & Brenda Tsuda, Salesian Parents 

Cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Cc: Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Cc: Mark  Stone, County Supervisor 
Cc: Mard i  Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Cc: 
Cc: 

Torn Burns, D i rec tor  of County Planning 
Clerk t o  t h e  Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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Keith and Linda Miller 
139 Anderson Dr.. 
Watsonville Ca 95076 
83 1-76 1-2055 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

b‘e x e  writing to express our support for the Salesian Sisters’ work, 
community presence and mission we are school parent and community 
members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters’ in their efforts to 
amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school that teaches and practices 
our faith. With the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious 
services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and 
worship together with our children. The school prepares our children for 
moral and ethical battles they will face when entering into high school. 

The family spirit that overwhelm the school is the key philosophy of 
saleisian. This is accomplished by partnering with parents to educate the 
whole child in social and gospel values. These children learn that they ca 
donate their time and service to community programs such as second harvest 
food bank, Families in transition and toys for tots sponsored by the USMC. 
They also donate time to the parish which benefits people all over the world. 

Presently, the sisters staff, parents and children have made tremendous 
sacrifices to adhere to the county’s requirements, restrictive carpooling, we 
have reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We are taking great strives 
to see that Salesian Sisters is cooperating with the community and to reduce 
the number of students that the school is allowed to accept would be 
devastating financially. 

In good faith, the sisters have responded and continue to respond to the 
demands of the county. We have attended all the meetings concerning this 
issue. We believe that Sr. Charlotte Greer is doing the best she can for our 
school community. We would appreciate your support in approving the 
amended use permit application. 
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We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best regards, 

Keith and Linda Miller 
mA 
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3 10 Pestana Avenue 
Santa Cruz, CA 95065 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2nd District Supervisorial District 
County Governmental Center 
701 Ocean Street Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

Friday November 12,2004 

We are writing in support of the proposed amendment for a use permit at the Salesian 
Sisters Elementary and Junior High School in Corralitos. It was with great care that we 
selected this school for our daughter, a kindergartner. The school has a high level 
academic program combined with ethics, religion and the Salesian philosophy. With the 
presence of a chapel on campus, and the regular religious services held therein, we 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship with our children. Salesian School 
provides this unique environment. 

The Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to 
County requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly 
reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that the County has selectively 
targeted Salesian Sisters School. The requirements of the County significantly interferes 
with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. The County requirements have 
already posed a burden to the Sisters. To reduce the student population to less than 
requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our 
fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have and continue to respond to all demands by the County. 
Sister Charlotte Greer, our principal, has worked to diffuse frustration and concern felt by 
the entire school community. The use permit amendment is fair and reasonable. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

Please share this letter with the entire Board. We are hoping for a response to this letter 
and our concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Cc: Supervisors Jan Beautz, Tony Campos, Mark Stone, Mardi Wormhoudt, Clerk of the 
Board Application #04-0384, Director of Planning Tom Bums 
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November 14,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 
2" Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

dp 

RE: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie: 

As your constituent, I am writing today to ask for your full support and affirmative vote 
on the Salesian Sisters' above referenced amended use permit application. 

From my earliest memories I have been involved with the Salesian Sister's School. I 
received all of my elementary education, from pre-kindergarten through the eighth grade under 
the tutelage of the Salesian Sisters. The school community was a place of safety and warmth for 
me, almost like a second home. The Sisters prepared me for success in high school and college, 
and more importantly, along with my parents, they helped me to make good decisions along the 
way. 

Now, my own ten year old daughter is repeating my same experience. She began her 
educational journey at Salesian Sisters in pre-kindergarten and she is now in the fifth grade. 

I, my daughter, and my brothers and sisters have benefited significantly from our strong 
Salesian edu~ational experience. I very much want this same opportunity to be available to other 
children in the future. I ask for your affirmative vote in favor of the school's amended use 
permit application. 

65OAmesti Road 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoundt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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301 Golf View Road 
Watsonville, California 95076 
November 17,2004 

Su rvisorEllenMe 

County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
RE: Salesian Sisters School Application ##044384 

$e . . .  2 SupeMsodI)lstric~ 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support for the work, conxtumity presence and mission of the Wsian 
Sisters. We support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit, Application M-0384 
and conthue the importaut job of educating children both academically and spiritually at the school on 
Enos Lane. 

We chose to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held thenin, we treasure the fieedom to speak, 
assemble and worship together with our children. Also the school’s high academic standards are preparing 
our children for the future. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit Parents wish to educate their children 
with these gospel and social values preparing them with a clear moral vision. It is very im- to us to 
have a choice in the education of our children. The students at salesian have learned many things besides 
classroom education. These students have reached out to the community and participated in programs such 
as the Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, Toys for Tots, Monte Foundat~on, visiting the 
elderly and confined in local rest homes, and others. This is the Salesian way. 

In good f%ith, the sisters, parents and staff have made sacdices to adhere to the County’s requirements, 
especially the restrictive carpooling. The numbers of cars on Enos Lane have been significantly reduced- 
We have continued to respond in a positive m e r  to the demands ofthe County. We have attended 
meetings concerning the issue. 

Mow us to continue the important academic and religious education that has been taking place for many 
years at Mesian Elementary and Junior High. We are aslring you to please support the approval of the 
amended use permit application # 04-0384. 

Thank you for your time and consideration 

- 1 8 5 -  

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Madr Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Womhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 



Deborah Wright 
3008 McGlenn Drive 

Aptos, California 95003 

November 12.2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pirie 

County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

2" a Supervisorial District 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

I am writing to express my support of the Salesian Sister's work. community presence and mission. 1 am a 
school parent and community member. I completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend 
their use permit. 

I am grateful to send my children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, 1 treasure the fi-eedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with my children. The school's excellent academic program prepares my children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate 
the whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the 
school to the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our 
participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to 
needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted 
by the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family 
of faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well 
as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education 
for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. I have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is my utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, 
has done an exceptional job in diffusing fi-ustration and concern felt by me and the entire school 
community. My children and I would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit 
application. 

1 would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank-you. 

Best Regards, 

&&dL&L&yLk 
Deborah Wright 

cc Jan Beautz. County Supervisor 
Tony Campos. County Supervisor 
Mark Stone. County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums. Director of Counh Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors. Appl~catic,~~ TT L,T-uJd4 
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,qovember 12,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2nd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street. Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

W e  are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith- With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the fieedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County's requirements, especially the Festrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Saiesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best Regards, 

Katia Nogueire u 
1648 Woodrose Avenue 
Santa Cruz, CA 95062 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Worrnhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 - 1 8 7 - 
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November 12,2004 

Wilfred0 and Tammy Olea-Ruiz 
700 Telford Drive 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

Reference: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2nd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Supervisor Ellen Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence 
and mission. We are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We 
completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school that teaches and practices our faith. With 
the presence of a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we 
treasure the fieedom to speak, assemble, and worship together with our children. The 
school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to enter the world and face its 
problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnerins with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. Though outreach, this 
sense of family extends beyond the school to the IocaI civic community and the world at 
large. The students are the power behind our participation in progams such as Second 
Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the USMC. 
They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs 
throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters 
School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. This requirement 
significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. As it is, 
meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well 
as the parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested 
will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right 
to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the 
County. We have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that 
our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and 
concern felt by the entire school community and us. We would appreciate your support in 
approving the amended use permit application. 

1 
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We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Wilfred0 and Tammy Olea-Ruiz 
700 Telford Drive 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Womhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 

2 
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Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence ofa 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school's excellent academic program prepares our children to . 

enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnenng with parents to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to ail the 
County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesims and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

in good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the mended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best Regards, 

cc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 12,2004 

Su rvisorEllenPririe 
2" Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa C m  California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Be 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sister's work, community presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters 
in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our childm~ to a school which teaches and practices our faith With the presence of 
a chapel on camp and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the fireedom to speak, 
assemble, and worship together with our children The school's excellent academic program prepares our 
children to enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

To key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate 
the whole chills gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the 
school to the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our 
participation in programs such as the Srcond Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by the USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute 
to needs throughout the world 

Presently, the Sisters, e, parents, and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have sigmficantly reduced the number of 
cars on Ems Lane. We believe that Salesians Sisters School is the only school to be severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educational family of 
faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as 
the parents paying the tuition To resbict the student population to less than requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restmints on our fundamental ria to choose a faith-based education 
for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, 
has done an exceptional job in dif€using frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school comunity. 
'Ne would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Tbank you. 

Best Regards, 

OscarandAnaRincon 
330 Marigold Avenue 
Freedom, CA 95019 

cc. Jan Beau& County Supenisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mar& Wormhoud~, county Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application # 04-0384 
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November 12,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2nd Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, Ca. 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to support the Salesian Sisters' application referenced above. We are 
school parents and completely support Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use 
permit. 

We are very grateful to be able to send our child to a school which teaches and practices 
our faith. There is a chapel on campus and regular religious services are held there. This is 
one of the benefits we looked for when searching for an alternative to public school 
education. We feel it is important to us as a family to be able to speak, assemble, and 
worship together with our child. The school's excellent academic record and my child's 
improved academic performance is a testimony to the excellence of this institution. The 
program is preparing my child to enter the world facing its problems with clear moral vision. 
He is very happy there. He has many friends, participates in school and sports unlike he 
has done before, and is thoroughly enjoying his childhood. 

Another feature of the school philosophy is family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate the whole child in gospel and social values. The school is teaching him 
to be a good citizen through outreach and participation such as Second Harvest Food Bank, 
Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots. They also share their time to feed the homeless at 
the local parish and contribute to needs throughout the world. He has volunteered for many 
things and cherishes the friendships he has made in the process. 

The Salesian Sisters School is a holy place. We have all made tremendous sacrifices to 
adhere to all the County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have 
significantly reduced the number of vehicles on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian 
Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the County. As a parent 
of older children who participated in public schools in the area and as a public school 
teacher, I have experienced traffic congestion and safety hazards that far exceed those at 
Salesian School. The requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an 
educational family of faith. As it is, meeting the County requirements has been a financial 
burden for the Sisters as well as the parents paying tuition. To restrict the number of 
students to less than requested will have a financial impact on the Salesians and cause 
undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our child in 
the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to res nd to the demands of the 

Greer has done an excellent job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire 
school community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use 
permit application. 

County. We have attended meetings concerning this issue. r ur principal, Sister Charlotte 
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We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best Regards, 
J I’ 

! L Y ( y - : Y l +  
/ 
.I Gary and n Beveridge 

755 Paradiso Court 
Soquel, Ca. 95073 

oc. Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 



Peter and Jacqueline Fryn 
426 Edenvale lane Watsonville CA 95076 

November 12"'- 200.1 
Supervisor Ellen Pirie 

2"" Supervisorial District 
County Govern m en t Cent el- 

701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cniz, California 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School Application ## 04-03 84 

Dear Supervisor Pii-ie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters' work, community presence and niission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We conipletely support the Salesian Sisters 
i n  their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence 
of a chapel on canipus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, 
assembie, and worship together ~ i f h  our chiidren. The sciioo1 's exceIlent academic program prepares ow 
children to enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate 
the whole child i n  gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family eiqends beyond tlie 
school to the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our 
participation in programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank: Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by tlie USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribiite 
to needs throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sister, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to dl the 
County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have sigiiificantly reduced the iiumber of 
cars on Enos lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted 
by the County. This requirenient significantly interferes with our ability to exist as an educatioiial family 
of faith. As it is, ineeting the County requirenients has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as \vel1 
as tlie parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially 
impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fiinclaniental right to choose a faith-based 
education for our children in tlie Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meeting concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Grccr. 
has done aiiil e ~ ~ e p t i o ~ i d  job in diffusiiig frustration and concern felt by us and the entire schooi 
community. Wc would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We w o u l ~ p r e y a t e  a response to this letter. Thank you 

cc. Jan Beatitz,$ounty Supervisor 
Tony Compos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mrudi Womihoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Plniuiing 
Clerk to thc Board of' Supervisors; Application # 04-0334 
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cc. 

November 12,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
2”d Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 
Re: Salesian Sisters School Application # 04-03 84 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presence and mission. We 
are their neighbors, school parents, and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in 
their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are grateful to send our children to a school which teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of a 
chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

The key of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achieved by partnering with parents to educate the 
whole child in gospel and social values. Through outreach, this sense of family extends beyond the school to 
the local civic community and the world at large. The students are the power behind our participation in 
programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank, Families in Transition, and Toys for Tots sponsored by the 
USMC. They also share their time to feed the homeless at the local parish and contribute to needs throughout 
the world. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of 
cars on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. This requirement significantly interferes with our ability to exkt as an educational family of 
faith As it is, meeting the Cqunty requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the 
parents paying the tuition. To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the 
Salesians and cause undue restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our 
children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We have 
attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, has 
done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by us and the entire school community. We 
would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

We would appreciate a response to this letter. Thank you. 

Best Regards, 

Marcel0 Nogueira 
1648 Woodrose Avenue 
Santa Crus CA 95062 

Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, ADDliCatiOn ## 04-03t-V- - 



November 12,2004 

Su ervisor Ellen Pine 
2” Supervisorial District 
County Government Center 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
SantaCruz, CA 95060 

B 

Re : Salesian Sisters School Application #04-0384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

We are writing to express our support of the Salesian Sisters’ work, community presents and mission. 
We are school parents and community members. We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to 
amend their use permit. 

We are so grateful to send our son to a school that teaches and practices our faith. With the presence of 
a chapel on campus and the regular religious services held therein, we treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, 
and worship together with our children. The school’s excellent academic program prepares our children to 
enter the world and face its problems with clear moral vision. 

Presently, the Sisters, staff, parents and children have made tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County’s requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of cars 
on Enos Lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is the only school to be so severely restricted by the 
County. This requirement interferes with our ability to exist as an education family of faith. As it is, meeting 
the County requirements has been financially burdensome for the Sisters as well as the parents paying tuition. 
To restrict the student population to less than requested will financially impact the Salesians and cause undue 
restraints on our fundamental right to choose a faith-based education for our children in the Salesian style. 

In good faith, the Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the demands of the County. We 
have attended the meetings concerning this issue. It is our utmost belief that our principal, Sr. Charlotte Greer, 
has done an exceptional job in diffusing frustration and concern felt by Salesian parents and the entire school 
community. We would appreciate your support in approving the amended use permit application. 

Bruce and Nancy Waite u 
137 1 Day Valley Road 
Aptos, CA 95003 

Cc : Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Burns, Director of County Planning 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Application #04-0384 
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Greenhouse Building 
Heat-Retention Installations 
Nursery Equipment and Supplies 

Novcnibcr 12"'. 2004 
Supervisor Ellen Pine 

3 1311 - Supervisorial District 
County Govcrnnient Center 

701 Occan Street. Room 500 
Santa CI-uz. California 95060 

Rc Snlcsian Sistcrs School Application # 04-03S-I 

Dear Supervisor Pirie, 

We are writing to express our support of tlie Salesian Sistcrs' work. community presence and mission. We 
arc their neighbors, school parents. and community members. We coiiipletely support the Salesiaii Sisters 
in their efforts to amend their use permit. 

We are gratefill to send our children to a scliool wliicli teaches and practices our faith. With the presence 
of a chapel on canipus and the regular religious services held thcrcin. we treasure the fi-eedom to speak. 
assemble, and worship together with our childrcn. The school's csccllent academic program prepares our 
chilclren to enter thc world and face its problems \\:it11 clear moral vision. 

The I<cy of Salesian philosophy is the family spirit. This is achicved b!. partnering with parents to eclucate 
thc whole child in gospel and social valiies. Through outi-cach. this scnsc of fainit). extends beyond the 
school to the local civic community and the world at large. Thc students are the power behind our 
participation i n  programs such as Second Harvest Food Bank. Families In Transition: and Toys for Tots 
sponsored by the USMC. They also sliare their time to feed tlie homeless at tlie local parish and contribute 
to neccls throughout the world. 

Presently, the Sister, staff: parents and children Iiavc macle tremendous sacrifices to adhere to all the 
County's requirements, especially the restrictive carpooling. We have significantl\; reduced the nunibcr of 
cars on Enos lane. We believe that Salesian Sisters School is tlie only school to be so severely rcstricted 
by the County. This requirement significantly interferes ivitli o~tr  ability to exist as an educational family 
of faith. As it is, mceting the County requirements has becn financially burdensome for tlie Sisters as \\.ell 
as tlie parents paying the tuition. To restrict thc student population to less than requested will financIall!. 
impact the Salesians and cause undue resrraints on OLII' fitlldamentai right to choose a faith-based 
education for otir children iii the Salesian style. 

In good faith, thc Sisters have responded and continue to respond to the dcmands of the Cotiiity. We ha\x 
attended the meeting concerning this issue. I t  is our utniost belief that our principal. Sr. Charlotte Greer. 
has done and exceptional job i n  diffilsing frustration and conccrn felt by LIS and the entire school 
coni niii n i t  y . We woti 1 d appreciate you r sup po r t i n a p 11 rov i ng t 11 e a n i  en ded it se perm it a p pl i cat i on . 

Tony C ainpos. C ounl y S upcrvi sor 
Ma-k Stone; Counly Supervisor 
Mar-cli Wornzhoiidl, Counly Supervisor 
'I.om Rtuiis; Director ol' County I-'lnnning 
Clerk to tlic Board of Supervisors, Application fi 0 4 - O W  
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Navember  12,2004 

Supervisor Ellen Pine 
2" Supervisorial District 
CountyGavemmentCenter 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters S c M  Application #060384 

Dear Supervisor Pine, 

As a Jifdong resident of Ws community and county, with extended family in this area, I am writing to 
you regarding an issue affecting a great asset and positwe influence in our community. This asset is 
the Salesian Elementary i3 Jr. High School. Having attended both public and private schools in this 
county, I am pleased to tell you none w e  as inspiring as what I have found for my own children at the 
Salesian Sisters Sd'tool. 

The key to Salesian philosophy is the M l y  spirit This family spirit is achieved by partnering with 
parents to educate children in both academics and social values. If you spend one day at the school, 
you will see the values our children are learning and lking as demonstrated in the ways they treat each 
other, the younger children, parents and staff. Families are actively irrdved in their chldren's 
education at school, at home, and in the community. Students partidpate in outreach programs such 
as the Second l-ta~~est Food Bank, Families in Transition, Tays for Tots sponsored by the USMC, 
feeding the homeless at the local parish and Sdvation Army Center, and other specific needs 
throughout the hotid. 

I am grateful to have such a resource as Salesian School in ourcommunity. I m grateful to send my 
children to a school that teaches and pracbces the Catholic faith. WRh the presence of a chapel on 
campus, and the regular religious services held therein. I treasure the freedaTl to speak, assemble, and 
wwshipwith our children. You should come to assembly or to mass one morning to see that this is not 
just some freakish grwp of religious fanatics. This is a group of people (Sisters, teachers, and parents) 
speaking interaclively with kids about specific ways to be the best human each one of them can be; 
about vrmys we can improve the l ies of those in the local and global cxmmunities; about respecting 
other people's needs as much as our O L M ~  interests; about Gocfs inspiration in helping us do this. I am 
piwd to support the Salesian sisters' \NoTk, their community presence and mission. 

I also support their efforts to amend the use permit, Application #odo384. The Sisters, staff, parents, 
and chiklren have made tremendolrs sacrifices to adhere to County requirements, especially the 
restrictive carpooling. We have significantly reduced the number of cars on Enos Lane. We compty 
with the posted speed of 15 mph while many E m  lane residents drive in extreme excess of that 
speed and even pass our vehiies. F m k s  with small vehides are resbicted from caning to school 
and must send their children in a vehiie that can transport 5 or more children. Can you imagine 
sending your kindergartner to her first day of school with someone she doesn't know and missing this 
time in her life? While television and radio ads promote becoming adive and present in our children's 
schods, the families at Sdesian are being told to stay away. Haw imicl These families we 
intimidated to come visit their chiids teacher for periodic discussions. Grandparents or other relatives 
are alienated by these resbictions when they consider attending mass at schod with their 
grandchildren on Grandparents' Day. As a parent with a large vehide. I am burdened with the 
respMIsibiri of praviding carpool transportation even if my children are home sick that day. I care for 
my brother's children one day aweek but must plan alternative care forthem during carpod so every 
seat in my vehide is available for Sdesian students. M y  parents cannot ride with me to pick up their 

- 2 0 2 -  



0 Page2 November 12,2004 

grandchildren for this same reason. Despite these absurdities, Salesian families are making these 
sacrifices. Sr. Charlotte Greer, our principal has worked to diffuse frustration and concern felt by the 
entire school community. Families are doing everything the school has asked because we believe in 
good neighbor relations and that the wonderful things happening at Sdesian must continue. 

Howlever, we also believe that Salesian Sisters Schcxd is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. Numerous schools have traffic and speed issues yet we don’t see the same restrictions 
placed on them. In good faith, the Sisters have and continue to respond to all demands by the county. 
These requirements interfere with our ability to exist as an educational family of faith. Additionally, 
c ~ n t y  requirements have been financjally burdensome for the sisters. To reduce the student 
population to less than requested will finandally impact the Salesians and cause undue restraints on 
our fundamentd right to choose a f&hbasd education for our children in the Salesian style. please 
support Salesians’ effort to amend use permit App l i on  #04-0384. Your support to complete the 
permtt process is greatJy appreciated. I lad< forward to a response fm you concerning this matter. 

Sincerety, 

U 

M Y  Farley 
780 Tmers Lane 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

cc: Jan Beautz, County Supervisor 
Tony Campos, County Supervisor 
Mark Stone, County Supervisor 
Mardi Wormhoudt, County Supervisor 
Tom Bums, Director of County Planning 
Clerk tothe Board OQSupervisors, Application #04-0384 
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January 8 ,  2005 
25 Enos Lane 
Watsonville, CA 9 5 0 7 6  

Planning Dept. 
7 0 1  Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 9 5 0 6 0  

Attention: Randall Adams 

Gentlemen: 

RE: Salesian School 
Parcel No. APN 1 0 7 - 1 2 1 - 6 0  

We wrote to you on Sept. 27, 2004 and also delivered a packet of 
information regarding our property on Enos Lane which we purchased in 
October of 1964. We also wrote to you in regards to the violation of 
the permit for the school and their statements regarding use of the 
road. 

We have now received a copy of a Reviewer's Report that was 
filed in the Surveyor's Office in 1 8 8 3  and which the people at the 
school are using to verify their right to an easement over our 
property. We have gone to our Title Insurance company with a copy of 
that document and have asked them to verify that the description we 
have for our property is correct. They have assured us that there is 
nothing recorded in the Recorder's Office in Santa Cruz that shows 
this document was recorded for each property on Enos Lane. 

As you must know, there must be a recorded document signed by 
the property owner for an easement to be valid. We have had to do 
this to put water lines from our water source on Hames Road to our 
property on Enos Lane and have this described and recorded on our 
deed and on the deeds o f  each property that we came across with the 
consent and signature of each property owner. 

We have been very disturbed by the continued activity of the 
school and do not understand why they are not required to comply with 
the Use Permit they received in 1 9 7 9 .  The car-pooling is not being 
complied with all o f  the time and there is still traffic up and down 
the r o a d  a13. day long during the school week. It is clear that they 
have not reduced the number of students and with the coming school 
year approaching, we doubt that there will be plans made to reduce 
the number for the new year. Are they again going to be given a 
stipulation to continue another year without compling with the 
conditions of that Use Permit? 

We noticed that during the Christmas break this year that the 
number of cars on Enos Lane was very different. Without the traffic 
of cars going to the school and use only for residents or their 
visitors, the neighborhood was a lot more like a normal neighborhood 
should be in a rural area. 

We trust you will review the enclosed documents and maps and 
agree that the statement for a forty foot easement just does not 
exist. 

Respectfully submitted, 



AMBRIDGE, a single woman 

E, tnlstee or her succtesor of the mTw lh4CAMBRlDGE 2003 REVOCABLE TRUST, 
Dated June 3 7,2003 

tho folluwing described raal property in llie Unincorporated Area County of Sants Cruz, Stat0 of 
P-9:t-Jnm 

. -  
War BO. W9308-6 

niw land referrod to heroin i e  s l f u a t e d  Sn t h e  Stote o f  C a l l t o m l a ,  
county of Smte Ctur, Unincorporated Arse and i a  described as 
f 011 o+'B ! 

eAlm3m 

RBCORD60 IN VOLCMB 1154, PAQG 184, OFPZCIJU IWCORDS OF Wm#a CRUZ 
COUNTY AND bopgB PARTfCIIWUZtP DBSCFUR8D AS F0LU)WBr 

'4 

n PART w TKR L A N I ) ~  cuwm TO ~ L I U S  J. WIDDBLL BY DEW 

- 
BB0XWNI)IC AT A POINT ON THB WBSTaRtY LINB OF SAID LMDS OF 

WIDBLL, PROM vRIC3-l A 314' PIPB AT TUB NORTHWESTERLY CORNER THRREQF 
BRAFtS NORTA 0' 32' WEST 22 FKET AND NORTH 9' 1 4 '  BAST 187.46 PBkP 
DISTANT, TXEMCB FROH W D  POIN" OF B ~ I M J I N Q  ALONG TEE wE87gt;uY AND 
SOUTH6RLY LlNE OF W D  LANDS OF HZDELL THB FOLLOWIHG coIIR5IS AND 
DISTANCgs: SOUTR 0. 32' EAST 30 PISFF TO A S/d' PIP6. SOtlZT3 14 '  33' 
EAST 150-30 rasT TO A 3/4' P l P 8  26' 06' BAST 28 YEBT TO A 
3/4' PIPE, SWTR 47' 12'  EAST 36 FEET To A 314" PXPB. SOUTH 65' 45' 
EiAST 125.22 FEET YW A 3/d- PIPE AT THB MOST SOWTHXRLY CORNER OF 
SAID LkNDS OF W I D U  ON THE EASTERLY LINE OF A fwAD, KNOWN Irs 
W H R S  62oAD. TMEHU3 NAW SAXD EASTERLY LXNB NDKw 7' 30' BAST 
98.44 PEST To AN AXIS1 7KENCB LXAVING SAID EASTERLY LINB 8OWM 32' 
03' WEST a mn fo A 314- pips ON THB CP;NTRRLXNE OF RID- mm; 
T€lENCg MANU 6ATD -IN8 NOR273 6' 55' BAST 370 p88T 'To h 3fd' 
PIPB; TKFfHCB L8AVSNG 8AXD CR?4TEWlNEi HgSTSIUY I N  A DIRECI' LINB 215 
PERT MOR6 OR U S .  TO TH6 POINT OP 8B3INNJNO. 
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7. 
1 

"EXHIBIT A "  

PARCEL ONE: 
BEING a portion of the Rancho Corralitos and more particularly 
described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a 3/41' iron pipe on the centerline of Rider Road from 
which a 3 / 4 "  pipe at the most Northerly corner of that 3.006 acre 
parcel as shown upon the Record of Survey Map filed for record in 
Map Book 41, page 48 Santa Cruz County Records, bears North 6 O  2 0 '  
50" West 2 5 . 3 6  feet distant; thence from said point of beginning 
along the Southerly and Easterly boundaries of said 3 . 0 0 6  acre 
parcel, South 7 3 0  58' 1 0 1 1  West 1 6 9 . 2 5  feet to a 3 / 4 "  pipe, South 
9 "  4 2 '  40" West 1 8 7 . 4 4  feet to a 3 / 4 "  pipe and South O o  0 4 '  00"  
East 2 2  feet ot a pint; thence lezving said pZrCel, Easterly in 
a direct line 2 1 5  feet, more or less, to a 3 / 4 "  iron pipe on the 
centerline of Rider Road from which the point of beginning bears 
North 3 '  4 9 '  West 1 5 5  feet and North 6O 4 9 '  West 1 1 3 . 8 2  feet 
distant; thence along said centerline North 3' 4 9 '  West 1 5 5  feet 
to a 3 / 4 "  iron pipe and,North 6 "  49' West 113.82 feet to the point 
of beginning. 

TOGETHER with and SUBJECT to a right of way over Rider Road the 
centerline of which is described as  follows: 

I BEGINNING at a 3 / 4 "  pipe at the Northeasterly corner of the lands ' above described; thence from said point of beginning South 6 O  4 9 '  
East 113.82 feet to a 3 / 4 1 1  pipe, South 3 O  4 9 '  East 155 feet to a 
3 / 4 "  p i p @  and South 6" 55' West 170 feet to a 3 / 4 "  p i p e  from which 
an axle bears North 72" 0 3 '  East 8 feet distant. > 

ALSO TOGETHER with a right of way over the continuation of said 
Rider'Road the Easterly line of which begins at the axle herein- 
above mentioned and running thence South 7 '  30' West 9 8 . 4 4  feet 
to a 3 / 4 "  pipe, South 70 3 0 '  West 92.96 feet, South 7' 30' East 
1 4 5 . 2 0  feet and South 1 4 0  00 '  East 2 4 4 . 7 6  feet to Hames Road. 

PARCEL TWO: 
AN UNDIVIDED 1/2 interest in and to the Northeasterly 1 5  x 2 0  feet 
of the following described parcel of land: 

BEGINNING at a station from which the southwest corner of parcel 
2 in the deed to Antone Joseph Rodrigues, recorded November 30, 
1 9 3 4  in Volume 278, page 255, official Records of Santa Cruz 
County, bears North 5 8 '  6 '  East 3 4 8 . 3 5  feet distant; thence from 
said point of beginning North 5 0 0  0 '  West 2 0  feet; thence South 
4 0 "  0' West 30 feet; thence South 5 0 "  0 '  East 2 0  feet; thence 
North 4 0 "  0' East 30 feet to the point of beginning. 

( A )  TOGETHER WITH the right to take water for domestic purposes 
from the well situated on above 1 5  x 2 0  foot parcel property and 
the joint usage of the pipe line'and right of way as s e t  out in 
said deed to Rodrigues, running from said well North:4O0 00' East 
350 feet, more or leFs, to parcel 2 hereinaboveyeferred to. 
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February 16, 2005 
25 Enos Lane 
Watsonville, C A  

4 
County Board of Supervisors 
701 Ocean St 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

R E :  Salesian School 

Attention: Ellen Pirie, Supervisor 
Second District 

Dear Ms Pirie: 

We again must write to you regarding the activities going on at 
the Salesian School on Enos Lane. A s  you know, they have been in 
violation of their Use Permit for the school since they were found 
to have more students enrolled than the permit allowed and no 
car-pooling was happening. Immediately, plans were taken to cut the 
number of cars going up in the morning by about 30%. This was a 
difference but there is still activity all day long and there are 
many vehicles that are not car-pooling, therefore, the number of 
vehicles using the road is still way out of line for a neighborhood 
private road. 

We have sent letters and copies of our deeds to the Planning 
Dept. s o  that they are aware of the recorded property lines and 
right-of-way of Enos Lane to Hames Road because we were shown a copy 
of a Viewer's Report dated in 1883 and filed in the Surveyor's 
Office. This report is apparently the document that the School 
feels is their right for a 40' easement on Enos Lane. 

Because we have gone to our Title Insurance Company and have 
gone over our recorded documents, they have assured us that unless 
we have signed something over to them, there is nothing recorded on 
our deed for a 4 0 '  right-of-way. It is described in our recorded 
deed and shown on maps which show the center line to be eight feet 
from the axle that is one of the survey markers. 

We are now hearing that applications are being taken for new 
students for the coming school year and there have been open house 
meetings and other parent meetings. We are at a loss to understand 
how there can be applications made for new students for the next 
school year when the school is still in violation of their Use 
Permit and have not been able to comply with the conditions of that 
Permit. 

We would appreciate some information as to the status of the 
continued use of the school as many of the neighbors are 
disappointed that nothing is being done to let us know that the 
proper procedures are being followed. 

Thank you for your help. 

Very truly yours, 
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"EXHIBIT A" cr 'i 
PARCEL ONE: 
BEING a portion of the Rancho Corralitos and more particularly 
described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a 3 / 4 "  iron pipe on the centerline of Rider Road from 
which a 3/4" pipe at the most Northerly corner of that 3.006 acre 
parcel as shown upon the Record of Survey Map filed for record in 
Map Book 41, page 48 Santa Cruz county Records, bears North 6 O  20' 
50'' West 25.36'feet distant; thence from said point of beginning 
along the Southerly and Easterly boundaries of said 3.006 acre 
parcel, South 730 58' 10" West 169.25 feet to a 3/4" pipe, South 
9 O  42' 40" West 187.44 feet to a 3/4" pipe and South O o  04' 00" 
East 22 feet ot a point; thence leaving said pzrcel, Easterly in 
a direct line 215 feet, more or less, to a 3/4" iron pipe on the 
centerlifie of Rider Road from which the point of beginning bears 
North 3O 49' West 155 feet and North 6 O  49' West 113.82 feet 
distant; thence along said centerline North 3' 49' West 155 feet 
to a 3/4" iron pipe and North 6O 49' West 113.82 feet to the point 
of beginning. 

TOGETHER with and SUBJECT to a right of way over Rider Road the 
centerline of which is described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a 3 / 4 "  pipe at the Northeasterly corner of the lands 
above described; thence from said point of beginning South 6O 49' 
East 113.82 feet to a 3 / 4 "  pipe, South 3 O  49' East 155 feet to a 
3/4" pipe and South 6 O  55, West 170 feet to a 3/4" pipe from which 
an axle bears North 72O 03, East 8 feet distant. 

ALSO TOGETHER with a right of way over the continuation of said 
Rider'Road the Easterly line of which begins at the axle herein- 
above mentioned and running thence South 7 O  30' West 98.44 feet 
to a 3/4" pipe, South 70 30' West 92.96 feet, South 7O 30, East 
145.2@ feet and South 14O 00' East 244.76 feet to Hames Road. 

PARCEL TWO: 
AN UNDIVIDED 1/2 interest in and to the Northeasterly 15 x 2 0  feet 
of the following described parcel of land: 

BEGINNING at a station from which the Southwest corner of parcel 
2 in the deed to Antone Joseph Rodrigues, recorded November 30, 
1934 in Volume 278, page 255, Official Records of Santa Cruz 
County, bears North 58" 6, East 348.35 feet distant; thence from 
said point of beginning North 50° 0' West 20 feet; thence South 
40° 0' West 30 feet; thence South 50° 0' East 20 feet; thence 
North. 40° 0' East 30 feet to the point of beginning. 

( A )  TOGETHER WITH the right to take water for domestic purposes 
from the well situated on above 15 x 20 foot parcel property and 
the joint usage of the pipe line and right of way as set out in 
said deed to Rodrigues, running from said well North:4O0 00' East 
350 feet, more or less, to parcel 2 hereinaboveyeferred to.' 

._ 
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Sr. Charlotte 
Salesian Sisters Catholic School 
605 Enos Lane 
Watsonville Ca 95076 

Dear Sr. Charlotte: 

My h i l y  and I have Jived on Howell Lane since 1999 and have experienced and ongoing and increasing_ amount 
of aggressive behavior while driving on Enos Lane, fkom several parents driving children to and from your facility. I 
have not been involved, thus far, in any meetings, information or activity involved with the current dispute issues 
which have arisen over the past 5 years regarding the increased traffic on our small private road. I have only heard 
about it h m  several neighbors. By choice, I stayed out of it. However, because of the recent behavior of some 
(not all) of your parents, I mm forced, now, to become heavilv involved. 1 have been a victim and a witness of 
seven1 acts of “blatant disregard” and down nght rudeness from drivers traveling to and fiorn your school. As a 
parent of two small children this is extremely disturbing considering these people have children in their vehicles 
while a&ng m this manner. What kind of example does this behavior set for youngsters, in all of this? This 
:! This issue is NOT mn “us” against “them”. The neighbors bave not 
united together against Salesian Sisters! The residents who depend on Enos Lane fix their only evacuation route in 
case of an emergency have very valid concerns ESPECNLY given the manner m which those who come and go 
from your fhcjlity choose to act. Many of these drivers not only exceed the speed l i  by 10-20 miles per hour 
(especially coming down hill), but they also do not yield to cars waiting patiently to pull out onto Enos. I don’t h o w  
it you’re aware of the fact that it is very hard to see downhill traffic when pulling onto Enos fiom Howell Lane. 
Given their downhill speed, it is currently a hazard! They travel right behind one another, purposely so as not leave 
ample room for sharing the road with local residents. 

In the beginning of the year, 1 witnessed a white Mercedes race down Enos (right down the middle) and stopped 
abruptly at the knees of two local resident children walking up Enos. This was totally uncalled for as these children 
live here. I don’t personally know them but as residents they have a right to walk safely home without threat fiom 
your visitors. This really angered me! I’ve been wanting to sit down and write to you ever since. I bave personally 
experienced two tbreatening experiences in iust the Dast 30 davs of this very type of behavior. One being this 
morning, I pulled out onto Enos Lane and proceeded slowly down, when, an oncoming oversized pewter color 
truck with a male driver started pretending he was going to turn his steering wheel into me, by pretending to turn the 
wheel rapidly in my direction. This was very unnecessary and really childish. My six year old son screamed ‘‘look 
out Mom, he’s going to hit us!” I couldn’t believe my eyes. (2) Two maybe three weeks ago a lady wearing a 
black ball cap and driving a black BMW traveling up the hili, when she saw I was pulling out, she sped up really fast 
as if she was going to hit my driver side door and nearly missed me. What are these parents thjnkiqg? Last year, I 
was passed by a parent who decided that 20 mph was to slow so she tailed my down the hill then passed while I was 
stopped at the stop sign at the bottom of Enos and went into the oncoming lane of traffic ON A BLIND CORNER 
GOTNG UP H m e s  Road. She almost caused a bead on collision! It has beeome increasingly out of control! 1 
bave recently questioned only a couple of my neighbors regarding recent expriaces they might have had, and they 
ail agree it is time for us NOW to get involved because of the behavior of your pests. Up until now, I haven’t been 
involved but, S i ter  Charlotte. we need to come twetber to find a haDDY eo-existence for the safetv of all 
concerned. here. I personally would like to know what has been said to these parents to make them &el as thougb 
we are ALL THE ENEMY? What are YOU doing to keep this behavior in check? You do have some responsibility 
towards your neighbors to “keep tbe peace”. After all, it isn’t our fault you are in Violation of your own permits, nor 
was it me who turned YOU in! I am starting to really resent the f&ct that somehow you have painted a pkture for your 
parents that it is somehow “our fault”. Your violation issues, are simply that. Your issues, not mine or ”ours”. 
Please direct your visitors to keep me and my family out of it! Let me make myself perfectly clear. My two 
concerns here are safely in case of an evacuation or fire, and the current behavior of some of your parent drivers who 
feel €bey have a right to act in this manner. We are all responsible add& who owe it to our children to set a good 
example ofhow we tackle diversity and disagreement on certain issues. Tbesc children, be it resident children or 
passengers in your parent vehicles DO NOT DESERVE to bare the brunt of this issue and now 1 am forced to 
speak for hem. This behavior is as far fiom “loving your neighbor” as it can be AND IT NEEDS TO STOP! So, I 
come to you as a resident, as a fellow Catholic and God loving person and concerned parent for help in finding a 



PEACEFUL CO-EXISTENCE and to do what is ’ripht“ to alleviate the mounding btrat ion between travelers on 
Enos Lane. If I do not hear fiom you regarding this very real concern, I will be forced to seek other actions in 
alerting the public of the “real” goings on here in our small commUnity. Perhaps a copy of this letter needs to be 
published for the public to get a real buds eye view of the facts of this matter, And not simply just your opinion. 

Do not JumD evervone who lives in this neiphborhood twetber as “beinp against Salesians” that couldn’t be 
Iirrtber from the truth. I suggest you put out a letter to the people who financially support your hcility and let 
these particular parents know that they are doing you a GREAT INJUSTICE by acting this way. They are causing a 
real stir amongst the very neighbors you and those children may come to depend on, in the very case of an 
Emergency! We are NOT THE ENEMY and I don’t take kindly to the fact that these people, whom I’ve never 
met, are making me the enemy and are acting this aggressive towards mvselfand mv Dassenpers. as well as 
mv neighbors. simulv because tbev live here! What can we as neighbors do to alleviate some of this anger? I will 
be eagerly awaitmg your response to come together to resolve these issues which have been allowed to grow 
increasingly dangerous because of the lack of commtmication on all of our parts. We as adults bare the 
responsibility of fixing this mess before something hom’ble happens and we are all asking for God’s 
forgiveness! 

CC: Randall Adams 
Ellen Pirie 
Gary and Barbara Smith 
Enos and Howell neighbors 
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February 8”, 2006 
Sr. Charlotte 
Salesians Sisters School 
605 Enos Lane, 
Watsonville CA 95076 

RE: Immediate request for your follow- up assistance regarding Traffic & Safely Concerns 

Regretfully, I am reporting, per your request, that things are not getting any better from the neighbor’s perspective. Last 
we spoke, you were to send out a document to your parent’s, insistinn that they slow down and obev DO sted SDeed limit 
SiRnS. I asked you to please copy me so that 1 could prove to the neighborhood that you were showing due ddigence. I 
have not received any of such documents being sent out, to date. Also, a few more blatant acts have been made against 
residents, just since December. It’s simply unbelievable to me. 

I haven’t installed a reflective mirror on the pole #1, because the s h b s  no longer pose a visibility issue as they’ve been 
trimmed and #2 it is $400. However, I do anticipate the need in the future.. 

It has taken me a couple of days to draft this letter as I have had two deaths in my family since we last spoke and do have 
a full plate! You had also stated that you would be dealing with the “irresponsible behavior,” personally, and make 
sure these parhes were made aware they risked losing the privilege of attending y m  school. 

Just days ago, one of your parents boldly broke the law and passed a PWSD School Bus as it was dropping 
neighborhood children off at the end of Enos Lane. The driver of the car passed and nearly struck a child exiting 
the bus. It’s a prime example of why some local residents view your parents as acting “above the law” with their bIatant 
disregard for others on the road, when simply passing through our neighborhood. Those people are soon to receive 
restraining orders if this behavior persists. We as a neighborhood do not want a lawsuit, but we also will not back down 
to your parents’ bullying tactics. 

Once again, this reiterates our concerns and puts SAFETY ISSUES ON ENOS LANE at the forefront of this issue. 
The parent of the child, who also happened to be an ex- bus dnver, followed the person all the way to your school and 
chewed them out! Do you suggest that we start calling the ShenE to report such cases? It’s a terrible shame. but Quite 
honestlv. that WlLL be our next step forward towards a resolution. This situation puts us in a very uncomfortable and 
unfair position to stand up for our rights as residents and protect our chldren. 

When I reported to you personally, in writing, about the dnver who pretended to turn his truck into my vehicle, you stated 
you would research it. Did you ever make an attempt to locate and talk with this person? It certainly doesn’t take a 
detective to see that truck every single day around 7:40am llke clockwork. I’ve descn‘bed the Caucasian Male driving a 
pewtedtan or brown colored oversized truck with the 7s in the lic. Plate. I would have liked to have heard what hi5 
explanation was for that! Salesian narents would NEVER STAND FOR TEIIS IN THEIR OWN NEIGHBORHOODS. 
Parents are allowing children to roll down their windows and make rude comments teasing local children while driving 
up our private road to your school. At what point do your parents begin an active reswnsible role in diffusinp this 
situation and be held accountable? 

The same black BMW that has been aggressive towards SEVERAL local residents was again involved in another incident 
with the neighbor just weeks ago. This act was acknowledged and witnessed by one of your teachers! What is the 
course of action that you have taken thus far to add consequence to these actions? Can you provide proof that this 
communication has been made? Although it places me in a very compromising position, once again, placing the burden 
upon residents to “report these people”, isn’t the best way to handle this as it pits your parents against us. I’m sure, you 
agree it’s not helping maters. Perhaps you can hire an employee or independent officer who is qualified to stand as a 
“safetv officer’’ who can be the person to keep this behavior in check during busy commute hours. Something needs to 
be done NOW - TEMPERS ARE FLARING! 

Today, 2/10/06, I was #13 car in a line of bumper to bumper tr&c heading up Enos Lane at 7:40am. Obstruction of the 
weekly garbage pick up, along with a Semi truck behind it was a recipe for high tempers with your parents, as they are 
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always in a hurry! Wi-th bunches of cars attempting to pass the garbage truck and downhill traffic totally steady, it’s total 
mayhem every &day morning. There is NO VISIBILITY on these days. Perhaps, If you had a “safety officer” directing 
such t r a c ,  it could alleviate such a heavy downhill flow, thus gaining more room in between cars to allow passing of the 
garbage truck.&&+e h a g e m e n t  even had an extra man, usually it’s one poor guy out there running the entire time just 
to get out of peoples way., The road is simply too small for th~s number of vehicles, it’s too narrow and offers no visibility 
of oncoming tr&c’for‘&ing safely. A head-on collision is imminent! 

What direct steps have you taken to mitigate the current traflic dangers and aggressive actions from your parents? I 
agreed to let you know, per your request, when something happens. I am making good on my part of the deal, even 
though it jeopardizes my own safety by doing so. We verbally made an agreement, so I will stick to that. I would like to 
hope that you are STILL interested in helping come together as neighbors to better the situation that has escalated out of 
control. Once again, for a final time, I would like to extend to you an invitation to get together and discuss options,& 
person and try to iron out some of these issues as best we can. Safety first, like we agreed. 

I understand you are busy. Or, perhaps the delay is due to your attorney’s recommendations. 1 can assure you it’s NOT 
helping the situation. It puts out the impression that SAFETY comes second behind your financial agenda. This 
neighborhood can NO LONGER WAIT for your “legal processes” to come to a resolution because our children are 
paying the price and are most at risk, here. PLEASE, work with us.. . NOT AGAINST US. We are NOT the enemy. 
OUR CHILDREN ARE NOT YOUR ENEMY. I am begging you to do whatever is in your power, Sister. If we are 
unable to come together before March I”, I will be forced to ask the Sheriffs Department to take an active role in this 
matter. Perhaps they can get us closer to a safe resolution. Once again, I await your response to come together to resolve 
these IMF’ORTANT ISSUES. 

/ i cc: 
’Randall Adams, Project Planner 
Tom Burns, Planning Director 

\ Santa Cruz County Sheriff 
Ellen Pine, Supervisor 
Dana McCrae, County Counsel 
Santa Cruz County Fire Battalion Chief 
Register Pajaroniad Santa Cruz Sentinel 
Neighbors 
CODE FTLE 

J 
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2-23-1995 A:12PM FROM 

FAX 454-2131 

P. 2 

Date: 23 February2006 

From: M a t t  Zemny 
76 Howell Lane 7: 
Corralitos CA 95076 

To : Staff Santa Randall Planner Cruz Adam5 Co. Planning Dept. 

Subject: 5chool Expansion - Daughters 0.1' Mary of Christians 

As a property owner of  28 p, in the neighborhood affected by the proposed expansicr~ of the Salesian 5ister-5 
School, I would like t o  be on record as NOT supporting this project. My main concern is Safety; both for 
neighborhood residents and the children atZending tbk school. 

CC: Paia Levine 2 3  Environmental Review 51-aff 

Applic. No. 04-0384 (Salseian 5ister5 5chool) 

ROAD - Enos tane is a private "Shady Lane" type, rural road - adequate for normal needs of a rural community. 
many part5 are only one lane with 5ignificant;distance between turnouts 
widest pa- (approximatxly I t 3  ft.) still requires slowing down t o  pass approaching vehicles safely 
there are no walkways or road 6houlderfor pedesZrians when vehicles pa55 or road. Pajaro School's 

bus stop is a% the corner of Enos and Hames. 
severe erosion potewtial exists of un-surfaced shoulders (light sandy soil). Ursupported pavement; 

edges are damaged when vehicles pull off to l e t  cars pass. No maintenaice plan exists. 
road never engineered for high capaciZy use 7 width. supportive baserock or turn radius 
many driveways opening on t o  narrow roadway requiring vehicles crossing bot 1 lanes for aces5  
wider areas encourage fast;er speeds - 'speed humps' (wide speed bumps) neajed to slow traffic 
large numbers of vehicles concentrated a t  short internals of time severely irn2act roadway capacity - 

development of area above schoor, alaough limited, add5 to trip count also 
both AM and PM. 

EMERGENCY ACCESS - an alternative exit  seem5 necessary as Enos Lane, the only access, could get  cut off 
by fire, earthquake, landslides (liquefaction) - the large number of  children would need t I be evacuate safely or 
adequately cared for by the school unci1 reunified with parent. A reunification site ab0 needs consideration. 

Other concerns: 
= County Sheriff states traffic laws cannot: be enforced on private roads. 5uggeSt ;ed speed limit and stop signs 

If a High School level is added; school events would include sports with the additional t raffic impact from the 
mitigaUons are not; affective without enforcemmt. 

competing school teams & support.rs. Also High 5chool student may drive bu-; carpooling would be 
limited due to California's youth driver law prevsnting passengers for fimt year for under 18 yrs drivers. 

Doubling school size will exacerbate the above problems. In addition to -the transporta tion requirements of t h e  
children, it would require more support staff (teachers, maintenance workers, et%). Required safety 
improvernent;s (e.g. widening) are only necessary due t o  $he overburden created by the transportation 
requirements of the school. 

either not  being applied to -t;he u5e permit or the mitigations implemented. The new Use Permit, doubling 
enrollment. contains many of the same requiremen% as t h e  first. The lack of pr evious Use Permi-t; 
conditions enforcement ha5 led t o  the safety and traffic problems of today. 

Hirj-t;ory sincs the 1975 beginnings show a pattern o f the same planning staf f  Cuncernti & recommendations 
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ATTORNEYS 

WYCKOFF & ALLEN 
A N D  

.- 
. .  

I8 Alexander Street. P . 0  Box 309 
Watsonville. California 95077 

Telephone 83 1-722-3861 
Telefax 83 1-722-0347 

e-mail: rehallen@cruzers corn 

July 3,2006 
Tom Bums 
Planning Director 
County of Santa Cruz 
701 Ocean Ave 
Santa Cruz, Ca 95060 

Re: Salesians Application 04-0384 
Enos Lane Right of Way Dispute 

Dear Tom: 

A I  

& 
4 .  

4 

Some time ago you replied to my letter concerning the above Application 
and the Applicant’s claim of a forty foot right-of-way (“ROW’) across my three 
clients’ properties. You indicated that your staff identified the 40 foot ROW in an 
1883 Viewers Report “which was approved by the Board of Supervisors to 
establish this private road.” Your letter also stated: “With regards to the right of 
way not showing up on your clients’ property deeds.. .Perhaps . . . information 
regarding the right of way was not properly described in the property deeds”. 

In fact, you were right that the rights of way were not properly described, 
but unfortunately, it is the Applicant’s predecessors’ deeds that failed to properly 
describe the right of way. Even assuming, arguendo, that the Applicant’s deed 
included a proper easement, it is fatally flawed because the easement cannot be 
located on the property owned by my three clients. 

1 .  The Applicant’s deed fails to establish the location of Applicant’s proposed 
improvements in relation to properties owned by McCambridge, Head and 
Strnad. The applicant’s deed description of the portion of the ROW from the 
Tate pdop&ky*to Hames Road, past my clients’ homes, does not describe where it 
is. It si&dy state5 that there is a “private road 40 feet wide.. .Southerly to Hames 
Road.. . 
the Viewers’ Reports, nor any reference to the centerline of the 40 foot wide road. 
Without such standard methods of defining the location of the easement, no one, 
neither the County, the Applicant’s surveyor nor my clients can know where the 
40 feet extends. 

4, m e r e  is no metes and bounds description, no courses and distances from 

&d 
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As 1 understand the County’s requirements, the above application, currently 
being considered, cannot be deemed complete until the impact of the proposal, 
including any improvement of Enos Lane, can be determined. The above 
application, in fact, does not show the property lines of my three clients’ property 
in reference to any recorded easement language establishing the boundaries of the 
easement. 

2. Applicant’s predecessors’ deeds are defective because of failure to include 
any right of way or Viewers’ Report reference: 

Your letter prompted my clients to commission an extensive search of the 
county Official Records by a private title consultant. That search established 
beyond any doubt the following facts: 

never recorded, and thus provides no basis whatsoever for establishing a forty foot 
right of way on my clients’ properties. California Civil Code Section 121 7 

date of the 1883 Viewers’ Report to the present day that includes any reference to 
the Viewers’ Report. 

c. There is not a single deed relating to the Applicant’s property from 
the 1883 Viewers’ Report to December 27,1971 that even includes a right of 
way. 

I include photocopies of all of Applicant’s predecessors’ deeds and 
probate decrees from 1883 to the present (“Exhibit A - documents 1 to 8”). Please 
note in particular the following: 

a. The Board of Supervisors” action approving the Viewers’ Report was 

b. There is not a single deed relating to the Applicant’s property from the 

Exhibit A. document 7: Ths  deed, dated December 29, 1965, fiom Miedel to Tate, for 
the Applicant’s property, does not include any ROW whatsoever to Hames Road, like all of the 
preceding deeds. 

Exhibit A. document 8: This deed dated December 27, 1971 from Tate to Leonard, for 
the Applicant’s property, for the first time since 1583, includes a description of a “right of way 
over “Rider Road”, a private road 40 feet in width.. . to Hames Road.” 

The problem with including such a 40 foot ROW in 197 1, for the first time 
since 1883, is two-fold. A ROW cannot be created out of “whole cloth.’’ An 
owner.of land has to have received a recorded easement before conveying it. The 
deed conveying the Applicant’s property to Tate in 1965 (Exhibit A - document 7) 
did not contain any easement, so he had no ROW,to convey. Secondly, my three 
clients’ parcels had already been created prior to that point in time when Tate 
attempted to create the 40 foot easement, so under no statutory or case law could 
they be subject to such a deed. 

2 
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3. The Applicant’s purported ROW description bears no relation to the 
private road set forth in the Viewers’ Report. 

There is an additional serious flaw with the deed from Tate to Leonard, 
namely the metes and bounds description of the ROW in the deed bears no 
reference at all to the actual courses and distances set forth in the Viewers’ Report. 
The Tate to Leonard Deed (Exhibit A - document 8) describes the ROW as 

“40 feet wide. over the exrsting route of “Rder Road” 
re-aligned ... running thence South 81 degrees, East, 375 feet, more or less, to a point on 
the centerline of said “Rider Road” as the same existed on or about January 1,1963.” 
(underlining added) 

“Also together with a right of way over “Rider Road,’‘ a private road 40 feet 
wide, from the Soutlieasterly temiinus of the right of way last hereinabove referred to, 
Southeriy to Hames Road, a County Road.’’ 

Even if it is assumed. (71-guendo, that Tate had some basis to include a 40 
foot ROW in his deed, it coiiid only have been based on the ROW described in the 
Viewers’ Report. The Tate deed maker; 110 mention of the Viewers’ Report or the 
courses and distances set forth therein. The above language from the Tate deed 
makes it clear that Rider Road had been re-aligned and is no longer the Riders 
Road described in the Viewers’ Report. Property rights cannot be created except 
by proper deeds. 

It is clear from the above discussion and the enclosed deeds and probate 
decrees that the ROW provisions in the Tate to Leonard Deed are made up out of 
whole cloth, do not describe the ROW arteinyted to be created by the un-recorded 
Supervisor’s approval of the Viewers’ Report and do not give the Applicants the 
right to use any portion of my three clients’ properties except the right to use the 
existing 12 to 15 foot improved road now known as Enos Lane. 

1 would appreciate the County’s review of this issue which is critical to 
whether or not the Applicant has submitted a complete application, and to the 
continued processing of the -4pplication. 

CC: Ellen Pine, Second District Supewisor 
Clients 



Exhibit A - deed one: 10/3 1/1883: George Walker to Theresa Gonzalez 

Exhibit A - deed two: 1 /1  1/1884: Theresa Gonzalez to J.F. Enos (Ennis) 

Exhibit A - deed three: 7/6/1938: Decree/Final Account: J.F. Enos to various Enos heirs. 

Exhibit A - deed four: 3/30/1954: Enos heirs to Penniman 

Exhibit A - deed five: 3/30/1954: Penniman back to Enos heirs 

Exhibit A - deed six: 2/17/1961 Enos heirs to Russell J .  Miedel 

Exhibit A - deed 7: 12/29/65: Miedel to Tate 

JNote: none of the above contained any easement provisions nor any reference to the 
Viewers’ Reuortl 

Exhibit A - deed 8: 12/27/71 : Tate to Leonard 
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OF EXECUTOR 

kement of J. F. Enoa, a t  al, decease 

Exhibit A - deed three: 7/6/193 8 : Decree/Fii - i - mnt: J.F. Enos to various Enos heirs. 
--I---- - . -_ - - - ̂ -----I 
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,-- Exhibit A - deed five: 3/30/1954: 
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the rral priptrty s i ~ u a ~ n l  in the 

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S 
NO. 67017-N 

USE 

Ciiunry 

Of  9aFL1 cmz , Statr t ~ i  ~.diiiirni~. ilrxribed as iollowr: 

PMCKL Om 
BEGlNNING a t  a a t a k e  marked "S" t h e  Northwest corner of the t r a c t  of land of 
Nancy F rench ,  h e r e t o f o r e  known a8 the Msthevs Tract: t hence  due South  26 b5/100 
c h e i n s  t o  a stake "W", the Sou thve r t  c o r n e r  of a r i d  t r a c t ;  thence Worth 83.Yert 
26 12/100 chains  t o  8 stake "S" on the V e s t  boundery  of D t r a c t  of land conveyed 
t o  Teresa S. Gonzales by Georee Waliar by Deed d a t e d  Ortobor  3 1 s t , 1 8 8 3 .  and re- 
c c r d a d  i n  said County Recordt  ef Deads. Volume 36 a t  Page  3J9: thence North IO' 
Vest 16 78/lOO c h a i n s  to peat "F' in tmnee on Bas te rn  boundary of land of H r a .  
Huemay; thence N o r t h  25 '  h a t  7 h7/100 cha tno  along t h 6  h a t e r n  boundary of s a t d  
Husaey land to  a s t a k e  "S" in fence; t hence  leaving l a s t  nmed boundary Eart 
25 70/100 cha ins  t o  t h e  p l a c e  of beginniny - and 

COKTNNlNC;  mn .area of 67 852/1000 a c r e ) ,  more or l e a n .  and befng the  no r th  p a r t  
nf t h e  t rac t  of land convcpd  t o  84Ld Tartsa L. C a n r a l e r ,  by r a i d  Valkar by t h e  
dead ha re lnbef o r  e ment ionsd. 

BElNC a p a r t  of t h e  Corrrlitoa Eaneho rand bounded on t h e  North and Ea8t by a 
p r i v a t a  road l e ad ing  Krcr the R u o r q  Ranch t o  the rmch of J .  P. h n t s  and b o r n  
a8 t h e  Rydrr Pofid, and 0s-  l 2e s t ty l and r  of Huraey. 8nd on t h e  South by the North  
l i n e  of l l n d  of J .  P. Banis. cmtr in ing about 10 b c r a s  of 1and.more o r  Iera .  

A U O ,  a l l  r i g h t ,  t i t l e  and i n t o r a r t  i n  wa te r  r i g h t 8  as con t8 ined  in the  Judgmnt 
e n t f t l r d ,  "A. T. Enor, Agnem B o @  and L. 6 .  Hnor, p l a i n t i f f a  v t  h r l o u r  I .  h r l l c h .  
sued  h e r e i n  41 Jane Doe, de fendan t"  r e c o r d e d  b v . t b s r  19,1949 i n  Volme 746  of 
O f f i c f 4  Record, a t  Pago bJ5, Santr Cruz County Records .  

! 
107-1 21 - 1 

E h b i t  A - deed six: 2/17/1961 Enos heirs to Russell J. Miedel 
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WHEN RECORDED K41L To: 37668 

51 mom ROAD 
J W  S .  TA'PE 

AMER'IOH, CALLFORNIA 

(D 

ORANT DESI  

FOR A VALUABLE CONSLDERATXON, receipt of which 

I s  hereby achowlcdged, RTSSGLG J .  # I D E L  and SARAH A.  

=EL, hie w i f e ,  hereby G M H T  to JCHN S. TATE and 

PA2FJCIA E. TAT& in  equal undivided B h a r e B ,  88 tenants 

in cornon, the f o l l ~ i n g  deecribed real property In the 

County of Santa Cruz, State of Callfomla: 

PARCEL ONE 

BFaIMHRW at a etaka marked 'IS" the Harthwent 
corner of the tract of land of l a c y  French, 
heretofore known as the %&ewe ?ract;nthsnce 
due SOU= 26 $0 i = C ~ S  W', 
the Southwest corner of said tract; thenos North 
83' meet 26 u/100 abains t o  a stake "3" on the 
West b o d w  of 8 trsot of land conwyed to  
Teresa S. Oonraloo by Oeorgs Walker by Deed dated 
October 3bt, 1883, and recorded In said CopatJ 
~bcorde of beds Voltma 36 at Page 339; thence 
North 10' West 16 78/108 chains to  post "3. in 
fence on B e s t e r n  bound or land of ltrs. Euseey; 
thhanoe Sora 25. But 37/100 chains aloag the 

in fence; thence leaving h o t  named boundarY B a s t  
25 70/100 a h a l n o  to the place of beginning - and 

C o l l T A D r m o  an area of 67 8~ /1ooO acres, more or l eaa ,  
M d  being tbc North part  o f  the tract of laaG oonveged 
to aaid T8rs.a L. Oonzi lb~ ,  by maid Walker by the 
deed herehbefore mentioned. 

PARCEf. Tu0 

b o d -  Of s a d  M U B 6 -  land to a stake ''3" 

l3EIlBl a part of the Corralifor Ranobo and bounded 
on the Mortb and E r s t  by a privata rod leading from 
the Huasey Ranoh to the ranoh or J. F. %mi6 and 
known M the mer Road, and on the b e t  laads of 
Ewoey, and on tbe South bt the North line of land of 
J .  P. "&is, aontliaing about 10 ao?e6 of m, wm 
or leso. 

Exhibit A - deed 7: 12/29/65: Miedel to Tate 

. .. 
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ALSO, all right, t l t l e  and interest  In later rights 
88 contained in the Judgment entitled, A. T. &OB, 
Agnea Enoe and L. E. En00, pl&lnt i f f s  V B .  Narlcnm 
I. Karl lch,  sued herein aa Jane Doe, defendant” 
r*ecorded November 19, 1949 in Volume 746 of O f f l c l a l  
Records a t  Page 435, Santa Cruz County Records. 

DATED: December 29, 1965. 

- _ .  - _. 
- .  . . I. .. 

2; 

Exhibit A - document 7 (Miedel to Tate Deed - 12/29/65) 



STATB OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY O? SAN HATE0 I ss 

On December 29, 1965, before me, the undersigned, 

a X o t a r y  Public i n  and for a a i d  State, personally 

apFeared RWSSELL J .  KIEDEL azii SARAH A .  MEDEL, hi6 

wife, known to  m e  to be the pereons whose name8 are 

subscribed to the within lnetrurnent and acknowledged 

that they executed the EaIBe. 

IN WITNESS WEREOF, I have herennto se t  my hand 

and affixed my o f f i c i a l  eeai i n  ths Cam%? oi S..n W R - t e o  

the d a y  and year i n  the certificate first a o v e  written. 

V I R G I L  S M I T H  
NOTARY PUBUC . CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF Y N  MATE0 

. . . - 
. .  

.. . 

Notary Public, State of California 

.. . -. . .. 

1 '  . .  
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GEORGE P. LEUUllD 
P. 0. Box 576 
Stinmom Baath, California 

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO: 

GRhmzz 
have Mdrsns 

nEconDLn's USE ONLI 

Documentary Transfer Tax S 
Computed on full value of propuly conveyed. or 

0 Computed a full MIUC less lims & encumbrancer 

y2- ..fo 
~ ~ ~ 

G R A N T  DEED 
(INDIVIDUAL) 

Oida No. 
ESUCWNO. 10271 

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDE RATION. 

Exhibit A - deed 8 : 12/27/7 I : Tate to Leonard 
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- -_-- - - . bMWZlW ?C!l 'q 
BKfRC part of tbr 
rod lud- frm I 
Rod, ud 00 th Y u t b y  l m d r  of lin~mey, and on the South by t he  North line of land f o r P e r l y  
of J. 1. h d n ,  contrfnm about 10 mcrm of I m d ,  rote or 1-m. 

SIJkT8CT TO .ad mcFIBKR VITR 8 right of wayI. 40 f u t  vide.  over the  ex i s t i ng  t raveled  
mute of "Rider b a d "  the  canterliue of which f. dcrcribed M fo l lovs :  

BECIMIZHC a t  a point OD the centerline of s a i d  %der bad" ,  a pr iva t e  road, at  the most 
Norther ly  corner ol "Parcel -0'' hereinabove dsscribed; nmning thence along the  c e n t e r l i n e  
of maid "Bider bad" m the a m  a x l n t e d  on or about .Innwry 1. 1963 i n  s gmeral 8 0 U t b e r l ~  
direction tn the Nof;therly terniaw of the touro~ net fo r th  IU 'worth 7D20'25" baat 12.21 
C w t ,  lore or lens,  i n  the foregoing ducription; rrmntag thence along the  cen te r l i ne  of 
sl id  "Rider b a d , "  M re-aligned, South 7'20'25" Vent 12.21 feet, more or leas ,  t o  an 
an@e point  therein: thence South 41'27' East 189.52 f e e t ,  South 19-50' East 199.93 
feet, thence South 28'54' Enst 141.21 f e e t  and South 3.59'30'' East 11 f e e t ,  mre or less. 
t o  a po in t  on the North line of the parcel  o f  land deacribed i n  s a i d  deed t o  HcCervey, 
hereinabove referred to .  

Atso SUaJECT TO and llMXTHER V I M  a r i g h t  of way, 40 feet r i d e ,  over the e r i a t l n g  mute 
of "Rider Road". aa rea l i gned ,  t h e  Southerly l i n e  of which is described M beginning 
a t  the w6t Southerly terminus of t h e  r i g h t  of way laat hereinabove r e f e r r ed  to. and 
n m d n g  theace South 83. 00' Eaat, 375 f e e t ,  more or h a s ,  t o  a point  on the c e n t e r l i n e  
of s a i d  "Rtder Wed" ~s tkc s e  e d s t e d  OD or about January 1. 1963. 

ALSO TQGKTEE UlTIi a Right of Yay over "Rider bad". m pr iva t e  road, 40 f e e t  v ide ,  from 
M e  Souche.e6terly terminun o[ the r i g h t  of vey last hereinabove r e f e r r ed  to,  Southerly 
to R.ru b a d .  a Cormtp Road. 

A I S 0  EXCEPTWC pwlI( PARCELS ONE and TYD hereinabove dsacribed all r i gh t .  t i t l e  and 
3nte-t Lo these racer r igh t s  an descr ised  i n  the Jud-t entered  in the Superior 
Court of the State of California.  en t i t l ed .  "A. T. WOS, et  el. P l a i n t i f f s  vs. )IABuIuS 
I. URLICH, Defendant," which WM recorded November 19, 1949 i n  Voltme 746 of Off idal  
Raoorda. at page 435. Sauta Cruz County Recorda. 

rrditoa U c h o  and bomded on e North and 
d u m q  Pmch to tb. ranch of J.  F. Hnnis aad 

t by a pr iva t e  
.M M the Rider 

. 

Exhibit A - document 8 (Tate to Leonard Deed - 12/27/71 1 



12/24/06 

To Whom It May Concern, 
Re: Speed Calming Devices on portion of APN 107-3 1 1-04 

We want to provide written notice to the representatives responsible for the installation of 
a portion of a “Speed Calming Device “on Enos Lane which is to be placed on the 
traveled easement across our property. While earlier this year we signed a survey 
regarding the installation of two speed controlling humps to help reduce speeding traffic 
associated with the Salesian School on upper Enos Lane, these devices were explained as 
“replacements” of the existing drainage combined “speed bumps”). Our approvals on the 
“speed control” survey did NOT express or imply: 

1) Acknowledgement of a 40fi R/W on our property for the general public on Enos 
Lane; 

2) support or approval of the increased traffic from the Salesian School due to the 
increase of students from a Violation of the schools 1979 Use Permit for 125 students to 
an increase, without a Use Permit change, to 205 students ;or 

3) support for expansion of the Salesian School to 250 students or to amend the existing 
Use Permit Niolation without a reduction or the elimination of the majority of auto/SUV 
traffic by replacement with buses/ and/or vans. Buses or vans will also provide the means 
for Emergency Evacuation of the students and staff during any regular school day. 

Speed control features and road improvements on Enos Lane do not reduce the risks in 
having a (IC-S), school with over 200 students in a High Fire Hazard canyon on a Dead 
End road. For over 25 years the Salesian School authorities have known about traffic 
safety, road limitations and emergency issues. In fact in 1979 the school’s legal 
representative testified during the Public Hearing before the Santa Cruz Planning 
Commission that a 40 foot FUW didn’t exist at the lower end (300fi), of Enos Lane 
connecting to Hames Road. This is why 16 feet of Enos Lane was Originally conditioned 
to be improved. ( See Attachment A&B ).Nothing has really changed since 1979 except 
the school has expanded without permits, with full knowledge that a secondary road was 
necessary for safety, that Enos Lane, as it was 1979, is only adequate in width for 125 
students, and without replacing cars with buses and/or vans traffic will increase. 

SPEED CALMING DEVICE 

No one has contacted us regarding the hture installation; therefore, we assume no 
personal or fiscal liability for construction work or any injuries that may result from the 
installation due to negligence by the permitting authority, the installer, or the Salesian 
School. It is our understanding that the “Speed Calming Device” will be entirely within 
the existing paved road area that currently exists on Enos Lane, and that the existing 
drainage controls will be replaced with a functional equivalent. 
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We encourage the contractor to contact us and our neighbors who own part of the Enos 
Lane easement area. It is normally a matter of common courtesy, especially when one is 
planning on building on someone else’s property, to work with the land owner rather than 
driving survey stakes and proceeding because ”someone” said there’s a WW, therefore 
just go ahead and build. We would like “someone”, if that’s the current position on right- 
of-ways, to show us the Book and Page in the Santa Cruz County Recorders office that 
describes, gives the” meets and bounds” of Rider RoadEnos Lane WW. Then with that 
Recorded description, provide a drawing that plots the WW, approved by Board of 
Supervisors, that includes property lines so that anyone can tell clearly where 
development is to occur relative to the approved and recorded WW.There’s a reason why 
this has never been done, nor have any drawings been submitted with the Salesian 
School’s pending permit amendment that answer this question. The information doesn’t 
exist! 

It appears to us that the simplest way to reduce speeding traffic would be to get the 
written consent of the land owners to install the ‘Speed Calming Device “on the existing 
prescriptive traveled roadway of Enos Lane. Additionally, since the purpose of the 
devices is to mitigate impacts associated with school traffic the school should assume 
liability and responsibility for their installation and maintenance. If you have any 
questions regarding our letter please contact us at 722-3750. 

Lei and Susan Strnad 

Attachments A&B 

Richard Allen.Attorney At Law 

Doug & Kim Mattos 

Ellen Pirie ,Board of Supervisor 

Tom Bums,Planning Director 

David Lee,Assistant Planning Director 

Randall Adams,Staff Planner 
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Sent  By: BACHAN SKILLICOAN; a31 7220347: Mar-31 -05 1o: iy ;  Paae 6 ,  

I 

r I 
. %  

I - .  

I 
I 

-1 I NUMBER 7 ?-2 , '3 -  ' 

- .X .I 

PEflMITTEQ USE O n 9  P e r d t  tD amen3 use P e r m i t  NO. 75-600-U by a l lowing  the 
.. operation of e achocll (in eflsthg bdPdtngz3) for grades X ,  

P, 5 ,  6, 7, and 8 for a maxinum total  of 90 atudents, eubject 
to the following c a n d i t l o n n r  

P r i o r  to o x u r c f s i n g  any rights granted by this po--nit: 
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Excerpts of Siinta Criiz Count)( 
Planning Coiiimissi on Minutes 
ut- 5/16/79 S a l e s i a n  S i s t e r s  

mi n t a i  tied p r o p e r l y ,  and widened. Regsrdi ng  the f i  re haza rd .  t h e  school  lie: 
::I  C0,OOO na l lon  tank  and t h e y  feel they have e x c e l l e n t  f i r e  nr.o?..:.ci,ion. i i -  
a s k e d  the Conmiissi G i i  t o  a11ow Grades 1:-8 w i t h  con.1;i nued CJi-/ICr;1 i l l r j  nnd toe 

_ -  

Ray Afiirhein i s  working on a main tenance  d i s t r i c t .  
Lane is  a d ra inage  way a s  well a s  r o a d -  

The u p p e r  p o r t i o n  o f  Enos 
j$ +m v. 

, ~ - m c * 7 k t 1 , ~ >  in o rde r  of c o s t :  
He d e s c r i b e d  t h e  niaintenance o?tion: 1. p r i v a t e  rnai n t enance ,  County main tenance ,  and acsessn:ent ~,~~ 1 L:..~e5,ct,,L d i s t r i c t .  Conmissioner Eber ly  asked  how they  planned t o  s o l v e  the problem of  

. width of the right- of-way. b l ~ .  Amrhein r ep l i ed  t h a t  i t  i s  a 4 0 '  right-of-way 
p a s t  t h e  T inda l l  proper t y .  
a p o s s i b l e  a d d i t i o n a l  10' t h a t  cou ld  be c o n t r i b u t e d .  Coininissioner Row? asked 
i f there has been an e s t i m a t e  o f  t h e  c o s t  o f  b r i n g  t h e  r o a d  up 2 3  County +j+I O,IY s t a n d a r d s ,  has t h a t  c o s t  been compared w i t h  o t h e r  c o s t s ,  and what has been 

J7iiC4 ="  t h e  response t o  these p r o p o s a l s .  Mr. Ainrhein r e p l i e d  t l i h t ,  roughly sGe?kiiic~: 
~~~ ,=i37i+ County maintenance. costs '  twice as much o f  c o n t r a c t  main tenance ,  zr:d assessment 

I d i s t r i c t  maintenance c o s t s  three o r  f o u r  times as much. Commissioner Vain der 
-- I:luhll asked i f  there i s  a feas ib le  secondary  a c c e s s .  
a n d  i s  sure sometliincJ can be worked o u t .  

Along t h e  T i n d a l l  p r o p e r t y  i t  i s  20', b u t  t h e r e  i s  :j;s t\-i--; \.? 

iC1'7'1 .%.ic1 

Mr. Amrheit; t h i n k s  s o ,  

Chris Enimy o f  Howell Lane spoke  o f  her desire f o r  her daugh te r  t o  CJG t o  t h e  
S a l e s i a n  S i s t e r s '  school  and o f  the need f o r  maintenance of  E I ~ G S  Lzne.  

J a k e  Head o f  Enos Lane s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  road i s  h a r d  t o  m a i n t a i n ,  becaustt each 
win te r  damages i t -  The d r a i n a g e  probleni i s  bad ,  w i t h  50 homes 01.: Enos Lane 
w i t h  d ra inage  systems.  There i s  a t r a f f i c  problem on the r o a d ,  n o t  o n l y  from 
t h e  school .  He i s  r e l u c t a n t  t o  improve the road ,  since heavy ec,uiFxent ?,as 
ru ined  i t  i n  the  pas t .  Regarding t h e  IS0  f i r e  r a t i n g ,  i t  was g rzn t ed  with 
a Sa l s i  pucdes t a n k e r  present which i s  no t  always there .  
asked i f  the  a r e a  pays i n t o  a d r a i n a g e  d i s t r i c t .  
no t ;  t h e  County twice c l eaned  o u t  the d r a i n a g e  d i t c h ,  b u t w i l l  n o t  d o  i t  anynore 

_______ Conitci ssi one r  Gott i?oid 
Mr- He jd  r e p l i ? d  t hey  d i d  

Ielonica Earonovi ch,  a 7 t h  g r a d e r  a t  t h e  S a l e s i  an S i s t e r s  
Cominission how p l ea sed  she i s  w i t h  her e d u c a t i o n  a t  the schoo l .  

School , -told t i l e  

Les S t r n a d ,  who lives a t  the c o r n e r  o f  Enos Lane and I-lanii?s Roads, s t a t&  t h a t  
t he  S i s t e r s  are an a s s e t  t o  the comniunity, b u t  he does no t  belie-?ie the high 
school should  be approved and wonders I-IOVJ many t r a f f i  c- i  nduci ng scl-iool - - re la ted  
a c t i  v i  t i  es a high school  would g e n e r a t e  - Regardi ng  the  r o a d ,  cai-pool i 135 has 
been working. 
D i  s t r i c t  , b u t  t hey  no 1 onger  mai n t a i  n t he  d r a i n a g e  d i  t c h e s  - 

regard ing  a n  assessment  d i  s t r i  c t  , and a r e  :mnderi ng h o b l  .i t m u 1  cl ~:~CJi-\: ~ 

agree  t h a t  secondary a c c e s s  i s  necessary.  

Regardi ng d r a i  nage,  t hey  pay i n t o  the Resource Conservati  011 
The i-i ght-Gf-way .c J;yisi  on t he i r  p rope r ty  and T i n d a l l  ' s  p r o p e r t y ,  b u t  t h e y  were n o t  ccn t ac t ed  Tor 

Tileg ' 

__ Sis te r  Cesii-a, p r i n c i p a l  o f  the s c h o o l ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  the  h i g h  schi;cjl ~ o u i d  b? a 
small  g i r l s  ' high  school  program. 
and they  do n o t  t h i n k  t h e y  can o f f e r  t r a f f i c - i n d u c i n g  programs. fhcy c o t  very  
good coopera t ion  w i t h  t h e i r  ca rpoo l  program a n d  p a r e n t  meeti n n s  3:-e stasgel-ea 
s o  a l l  do n o t  a r r i v e  a t  once.  
t h e  school will s t o p .  
t o  expand t o  a l a r g e  s c h o o l ;  there a r e  no p l a n s  beyond what i s  here i n  -inese 
a p p l i c a t i o n s .  

The schoo l  does not want s tudent  t r a f f i  c 

Commissioner Eber ly  asked where the expansion of  
S i s t e r  C e s i r a  e x p l a i n e d  t62t f i n a n c i a l l y  i t  i s  n D t  p o s s i b  

S i  s t e r  C ~ s i  i Cornmi ssi oner Von d e r  b l u h l l  asked about  suinmer cawp. 



January 2,2007 

County of Santa Cruz 
Department of Public Works 
Attn: Tom Bolich, Director 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Ref: Enos Lane Hump Installation As Pertains To 
Salesian Sisters' School (Daughters of Mary of Christians) Application 04-0384 

Dear Mr. Bolich: 

Please be advised a speed hump was installed on December Zih and 28'h, 2006 by the 
Salesian School at the direction of the County on our private property (350 Hames Road) 
without our permission, and as such we will accept no responsibility for it in regards to liability, 
maintenance, and/or any other such related instance. 

Sincerely, 

The Tindall Family Descendents 
Eloise Wilson 
Robert and Janet Mattos. 
Doug and Kim Mattos 
350 Hames Road 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
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cc: Ellen Pirie, Supervisor 
Salesian School 
Randall Adams, Planning 
Robert Bosso 



March 7, 2007 

RtInQa. hf? oheA 
h Lk 

c/o Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

We are writing to you because we are Salesian School parents. We support Salesian 
Scnooi ana want the school to remain in operation. We believe it is financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it affordable to the 
population it serves. 

Salesian is a WASC accredited religious school that provides for the instruction of our 
children in the Catholic faith. We are concerned that one of the few options in Catholic 
education in this county will be threatened by the demands placed on the school, thus 
restricting the development of our child, who is currently in second grade and that of his 
little sister, who will one day, god willing, also be able to attend Salesian. 

Salesian has benefited the community by having produced hundreds of productive 
citizens and this education cannot continue without your support. 
Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet and these parents 
cannot afford extra tuition caused by bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

All Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors 
regarding carpooling. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers. 
However, we do not think it is fair to indefinitely require monitoring of the carpooling to 
determine the following year's enrollment. 

Salesian offers children a wonderfbl academic and nurturing environment because of the 
amazing sisters, the caliber of teachers and the beautiful scenic campus. We love 
Salesian because it's all about the kids. Please hear our plea for your support. All of the 
Salesian family would be most appreciative. Thank you. 
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Gloria Paz Gregg Ryan C .  Greg 
(Lori) 



March 7, 2007 

c/o Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear * f 4  @ r t ! t W b ~ ~  C I A  7 

We iire writing to you because we are Salesian School parents. We support Salesian 
School and want the school to remain in operation. We believe it is financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it affordable to the 
population it serves. 

Salesian is a WASC accredited religious school that provides for the instruction of our 
children in the Catholic faith. We are concerned that one of the few options in Catholic 
education in this county will be threatened by the demands placed on the school, thus 
restricting the development of our child, who is currently in second grade and that of his 
little sister, who will one day, god willing, also be able to attend Salesian. 

Salesian has benefited the community by having produced hundreds of productive 
citizens and this education cannot continue without your support. 
Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet and these parents 
cannot afford extra tuition caused by bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

All Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors 
regarding carpooling. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers. 
However, we do not think it is fair to indefinitely require monitoring of the carpooling to 
determine the following year’s enrollment. 

Saiesian offers children a wonderhi academic and nurturing environment because of the 
amazing sisters, the caliber of teachers and the beautihl scenic campus. We love 
Salesian because it’s all about the kids. Please hear our plea for your support. All of the 
Salesian family would be most appreciative. Thank you. 

(Lori) 



March 7, 2007 

Kobu t b-/r_m r/l w 
First Q5tT-d- 

c/o Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear bfLliuifl&y- 7 

We are writing to you because we are Salesian School parents. We support Salesian 
School and want the school to remain in operation. We believe it is financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it af‘fordable to the 
population it serves. 

Salesian is a WASC accredited religious school that provides for the instruction of our 
children in the Catholic faith. We are concerned that one of the few options in Catholic 
education in this county will be threatened by the demands placed on the school, thus 
restricting the development of our child, who is currently in second grade and that of his 
little sister, who will one day, god willing, also be able to attend Salesian. 

Salesian has benefited the community by having produced hundreds of productive 
citizens and this education cannot continue without your support. 
Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet and these parents 
cannot afford extra tuition caused by bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

All Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors 
regarding carpooling. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers. 
However, we do not think it is fair to indefinitely require monitoring of the carpooling to 
determine the following year’s enrollment. 
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Salesian offers children a wonderfbl academic and nurturing environment because of the 
amazing sisters, the caliber of teachers and the beautifid scenic campus. We love 
Salesian because it’s all about the kids. Please hear our plea for your support. All of the 
Salesian family would be most appreciative. Thank you. 

R k% nC.  Greg 
(Lori) 



March 7,2007 

c/o Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

We are writing to you because we are Salesian School parents. We support Salesian 
School and want the school to remain in operation. We believe it is financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it affordable to the 
population it serves. 

Salesian is a WASC accredited religious school that provides for the instruction of our 
children in the Catholic faith. We are concerned that one of the few options in Catholic 
education in this county will be threatened by the demands placed on the school, thus 
restricting the development of our child, who is currently in second grade and that of his 
little sister, who will one day, god willing, also be able to attend Salesian. 

Salesian has benefited the community by having produced hundreds of productive 
citizens and this education cannot continue without your support. 
Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet and these parents 
cannot afford extra tuition caused by bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

All Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors 
regarding carpooling. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers. 
However, we do not think it is fair to indefinitely require monitoring of the carpooling to 
determine the following year’s enrollment. 

Salesian offers children a wonderful academic and nurturing environment because of the 
amazing sisters, the caliber of teachers and the beautifid scenic campus. We love 
Salesian because it’s all about the kids. Please hear our plea for your support. All of the 
Salesian family would be most appreciative. Thank you. 

Best Regards, 

(Lori) 
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March 7,2007 

AI+\ o m  n 
7-h-d r,!%fY\LA- 

c/o Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

We are writing to you because we are Salesian School parents. We support Salesian 
School and want the school to remain in operation. We believe it is financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it affordable to the 
population it serves. 

Salesian is a WASC accredited religious school that provides for the instruction of our 
children in the Catholic faith. We are concerned that one of the few options in Catholic 
education in this county will be threatened by the demands placed on the school, thus 
restricting the development of our child, who is currently in second grade and that of his 
little sister, who will one day, god willing, also be able to attend Salesian. 

Salesian has benefited the community by having produced hundreds of productive 
citizens and this education cannot continue without your support. 
Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet and these parents 
cannot afford extra tuition caused by bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

All Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors 
regarding carpooling. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers. 
However, we do not thmk it is fair to indefinitely require monitoring of the carpooling to 
determine the following year’s enrollment. 

Salesian offers children a wonderful academic and nurturing environment because of the 
amazing sisters, the caliber of teachers and the beautiful scenic campus. We love 
Salesian because it’s all about the kids. Please hear our plea for your support. All of the 
Salesian family would be most appreciative. Thank you. 

(Lori) 



Michele Garza 
43 Evelyn Ave. 

Watsonville, CA 95076 
(831) 761-8120 

March 8, 2007 

Planning Department 
701 Ocean St. Suite 500 
Santa Cniz, CA 95060 

Dear Ms. Dam, 

This letter is written in support of Salesian School and the Salesian Community. 
My husband and I have two sons that are students at the school. Patrick is in fifth grade 
and Jason is in first grade. We love the school for many reasons but primarily because it 
allows our sons to practice and be educated in our Catholic faith. This is very important 
to us. 

keep the school open. Please understand, allowing the school to maintain a student body 
of just 125 students is financially not an option but the equivalence of closing the school 
down. With just 125 students, the tuition increase would make it unaffordable for the 
majority of the working families that make up our school community. Like most families 
at Salesian, my husband and I both work full-time and simply cannot afford the extra 
tuition that would be caused by a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

All of the families at Salesian have made great efforts to keep an excellent carpool 
system intact. I know I speak for all families when I say we are committed to 
maintaining the excellent carpool system that has been established. Each morning I drive 
six students up to the school (only two are my own children). I literally do not have an 
empty seat belt left! I am proud of the fact that I am helping the school and our 
environment by carpooling. While I am willing to continue with this dedicated carpool 
system, I do not think it’s fair for the county to indefinitely require monitoring to 
determine the following year’s school enrollment. 

fees, surveys, and other demands for this project. Being required to meet the county’s 
short deadline for this project, estimated at 1.5 million, places an impossible burden on 
our religious school. In addition, the current septic system was already approved to 
handle 250 students. Now, the county is requesting we update it because we are applying 
for an amended use permit. The updated system is estimated at $140,000.00. As I see it, 

We are aware of the county’s demands on the Salesian community in order to 

The Salesian community is already in debt $300,000.00 due to county fees, legal 
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this is an unnecessary demand because, as the county has recognized, our current system 
is successfully accommodating our needs. 

I cannot stress enough how important the Salesian school and the Salesian Sisters 
are to my family. The sisters are great teachers of our faith and the campus and its chapel 
provides a special space for us to practice our faith and pray. Now that I have shared my 
feelings, praying is exactly what I will do. I will pray that we have your support because 
without it, our Salesian community cannot survive. Thank you for your time in this most 
important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Michele Garza 
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Michele Garza 
43 Evelyn Ave. 

Watsonville, CA 95076 
(831) 761-8120 

March 8,2007 

Planning Department 
701 Ocean St. Suite 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Mr. Aramburu, 

This letter is written in support of Salesian School and the Salesian Community. 
My husband and I have two sons that are students at the school. Patrick is in fifth grade 
and Jason is in first grade. We love the school for many reasons but primarily because it 
allows our sons to practice and be educated in our Catholic fai 
to us. 

We are aware of the county’s demands on the Salesian 
. Please understand, allowing the school to 

financially not an option but the equiva 
tudents, the tuition increase would m 
g families that make up our school community. Like most families 
d and I both work full-time and simply cannot afford the extra 

would be caused by a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 
of the families at Salesian have made great efforts to keep an excellent carpool 

system intact. I know I speak for all families when I say we are committed to 
maintaining the excellent carpool system that has been established. Each morning I drive 
six students up to the school (only two are my own children). I literally do not have an 
empty seat belt left! I am proud of the fact that I am helping the school and our 

ent by carpooling. While I am willing to continue with this dedicated carpool 
do not think it’s fair for the county to indefinitely require monitoring to 

ing year’s school enrollment. 
community is already in debt $300,000.00 due to county fees, legal 

fees, surveys, and other demands for this project. Being required to meet the county’s 
short deadline for this project, estimated at 1.5 million, places an impossible burden on 
our religious school. In addition, the current septic system was already approved to 
handle 250 students. Now, the county is requesting we update it because we are applying 
for an amended use permit. The updated system is estimated at $140,000.00. As I see it, 
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this is an unnecessary demand because, as the county has recognized, our current system 
is successfully accommodating our needs. 

I cannot stress enough how important the Salesian school and the Salesian Sisters 
are to my family. The sisters are great teachers of our faith and the campus and its chapel 
provides a special space for us to practice our faith and pray. Now that I have shared my 
feelings, praying is exactly what I will do. I will pray that we have your support because 
without it, our Salesian community cannot survive. Thank you for your time in this most 
important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Michele Garza 

- 249 - 



Michele Garza 
43 Evelyn Ave. 

Watsonville, CA 95076 
(831) 761-8120 

March 8, 2007 

Planning Department 
701 Ocean St. Suite 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Ms. Shepherd, 

This letter is written in support of Salesian School and the Salesian Community. 
My husband and I have two sons that are students at the school. Patrick is in fifth grade 
and Jason is in first grade. We love the school for many reasons but primarily because it 
allows our sons to practice and be educated in our Catholic faith. This is very important 
to us. 

keep the school open. Please understand, allowing the school to maintain a student body 
of just 125 students is financially not an option but the equivalence of closing the school 
down. With just 125 students, the tuition increase would make it unaffordable for the 
majority of the working families that make up our school community. Like most families 
at Salesian, my husband and I both work full-time and simply cannot afford the extra 
tuition that would be caused by a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

All of the families at Salesian have made great efforts to keep an excellent carpool 
system intact. I know I speak for all families when I say we are committed to 
maintaining the excellent carpool system that has been established. Each morning I drive 
six students up to the school (only two are my own children). I literally do not have an 
empty seat belt left! I am proud of the fact that I am helping the school and our 
environment by carpooling. While I am willing to continue with this dedicated carpool 
system, I do not think it’s fair for the county to indefinitely require monitoring to 
determine the following year’s school enrollment. 

fees, surveys, and other demands for this project. Being required to meet the county’s 
short deadline for this project, estimated at 1.5 million, places an impossible burden on 
our religious school. In addition, the current septic system was already approved to 
handle 250 students. Now, the county is requesting we update it because we are applying 
for an amended use permit. The updated system is estimated at $140,000.00. As I see it, 

We are aware of the county’s demands on the Salesian community in order to 

The Salesian community is already in debt $300,000.00 due to county fees, legal 
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this is an unnecessary demand because, as the county has recognized, our current system 
is successfully accommodating our needs. 

I cannot stress enough how important the Salesian school and the Salesian Sisters 
are to my family. The sisters are great teachers of our faith and the campus and its chapel 
provides a special space for us to practice our faith and pray. Now that I have shared my 
feelings, praying is exactly what I will do. I will pray that we have your support because 
without it, our Salesian community cannot survive. Thank you for your time in this most 
important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Michele Garza 
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Michele Garza 
43 Evelyn Ave. 

Watsonville, CA 95076 
(831) 761-8120 

March 8,2007 

Planning Department 
701 Ocean St. Suite 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Mr. Bremner, 

This letter is written in support of Salesian School and the Salesian Community. 
My husband and I have two sons that are students at the school. Patrick is in fifth grade 
and Jason is in first grade. We love the school for many reasons rimarily because it 

ws our sons to practice and be educated in our Catholic faith. is very important 

We are aware of th county’s demands on the Salesian community in order to 
the school open. Please understand, allowing the school to maintain a student body 

ts is financially not an option but the equivalence of closing the school 
25 students, the tuition increase would make it unaffordable for the 
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is project, estimated at 1.5 million, places an impossible burden on 

The Salesian community is already in debt $300,000.00 due to county fees, legal 

1. In addition, the current septic system was 
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use permit. The updated system is estima 
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this is an unnecessary demand because, as the county has recognized, our current system 
is successfully accommodating our needs. 

I cannot stress enough how important the Salesian school and the Salesian Sisters 
are to my family. The sisters are great teachers of our faith and the campus and its chapel 
provides a special space for us to practice our faith and pray. Now that I have shared my 
feelings, praying is exactly what I will do. I will pray that we have your support because 
without it, our Salesian community cannot survive. Thank you for your time in this most 
important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Michele Garza 
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Michele Garza 
43 Evelyn Ave. 

Watsonville, CA 95076 
(831) 761-8120 

March 8, 2007 

Planning Department 
701 Ocean St. Suite 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Mr. Gonzalez, 

This letter is written in support of Salesian School and the Salesian Community. 
My husband and I have two sons that are students at the school. Patrick is in fifth grade 
and Jason is in first grade. We love the school for many reasons but primarily because it 
allows our sons to practice and be educated in our Catholic faith. This is very important 
to us. 

keep the school open. Please understand, allowing the school to maintain a student body 
of just 125 students is financially not an option but the equivalence of closing the school 
down. With just 125 students, the tuition increase would make it unaffordable for the 
majority of the working families that make up our school community. Like most families 
at Salesian, my husband and I both work full-time and simply cannot afford the extra 
tuition that would be caused by a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

All of the families at Salesian have made great efforts to keep an excellent carpool 
system intact. I know I speak for all families when I say we are committed to 
maintaining the excellent carpool system that has been established. Each morning I drive 
six students up to the school (only two are my own children). I literally do not have an 
empty seat belt left! I am proud of the fact that I am helping the school and our 
environment by carpooling. While I am willing to continue with this dedicated carpool 
system, I do not think it’s fair for the county to indefinitely require monitoring to 
determine the following year’s school enrollment. 

fees, surveys, and other demands for this project. Being required to meet the county’s 
short deadline for this project, estimated at 1.5 million, places an impossible burden on 
our religious school. In addition, the current septic system was already approved to 
handle 250 students. Now, the county is requesting we update it  because we are applying 
for an amended use permit. The updated system is estimated at $140,000.00. As I see it, 

We are aware of the county’s demands on the Salesian community in order to 

The Salesian community is already in debt $300,000.00 due to county fees, legal 
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this is an unnecessary demand because, as the county has recognized, our current system 
is successfully accommodating our needs. 

I cannot stress enough how important the Salesian school and the Salesian Sisters 
are to my family. The sisters are great teachers of our faith and the campus and its chapel 
provides a special space for us to practice our faith and pray. Now that I have shared my 
feelings, praying is exactly what I will do. I will pray that we have your support because 
without it, our Salesian community cannot survive. Thank you for your time in this most 
important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Michele Garza 
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March 8, 2007 

Mr. Albert Aramburu 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cniz, California 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School 

Dear Mr. Aramburu, 

r e  c 

We are the proud Grandparents of a fifth and first grade student at Salesian 
School. We have witnessed first hand the special, family spirit that is present among the 
Salesian Sisters, staff, students and parents at the school. Over the past six years, we 
have had the privilege of attending mass at the school’s chapel on several occasions. We 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship with our Grandson and the rest of 
the members of this fine community. 

We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use 
permit. It appears Salesian Sister School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. We are troubled by this and wonder why. We have seen the tremendous 
sacrifices made by the Sisters, staff, parents, and children to adhere to the County’s 
demands including the restrictive carpooling. We are proud of all they have done to 
comply with the County’s demands however; these requirements are interfering with the 
school’s ability to exist as an educational family of faith. It is financially impossible to 
maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it affordable for families, like my 
daughter and son-in-law who both work full-time jobs and cannot afford extra tuition that 
would be caused by a drastic drop in enrollment. To date, the County requirements have 
already been financially burdensome for the sisters as well as the parents that pay tuition- 
this cannot continue. 

As lifelong members of this county we have faith that the elected county officials 
will be fair in their actions and amend Salesian School’s use permit. Thank you for your 
time, we truly appreciate your support. 
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Sincerely, 

320 Califoiiiia Street 
Watsonville, CA 95076 



March 8, 2007 

Mr. Gustavo Gonzalez 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School 

Dear Mr. Gonzalez, 

We are the proud Grandparents of a fifth and first grade student at Salesian 
School. We have witnessed first hand the special, family spirit that is present among the 
Salesian Sisters, staff, students and parents at the school. Over the past six years, we 
have had the privilege of attending mass at the school’s chapel on several occasions. We 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship with our Grandson and the rest of 
the members of this fine community. 

We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use 
permit. It appears Salesian Sister School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. We are troubled by this and wonder why. We have seen the tremendous 
sacrifices made by the Sisters, staff, parents, and children to adhere to the County’s 
demands including the restrictive carpooling. We are proud of all they have done to 
comply with the County’s demands however; these requirements are interfering with the 
school’s ability to exist as an educational family of faith. It is financially impossible to 
maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it affordable for families, like my 
daughter and son-in-law who both work full-time jobs and cannot afford extra tuition that 
would be caused by a drastic drop in enrollment. To date, the County requirements have 
already been financially burdensome for the sisters as well as the parents that pay tuition- 
this cannot continue. 

As lifelong members of this county we have faith that the elected county officials 
will be fair in their actions and amend Salesian School’s use permit. Thank you for your 
time, we truly appreciate your support. 

Sincerely, 

(;fohn and Patty Martinez 
320 California Street 
Watsonville, CA 95076 
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March 8,2007 

Mr. Robert Bremner 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School 

Dear Mr. Bremner, 

We are the proud Grandparents of a fifth and first grade student at Salesian 
School. We have witnessed first hand the special, family spirit that is present among the 
Salesian Sisters, staff, students and parents at the school. Over the past six years, we 
have had the privilege of attending mass at the school’s chapel on several occasions. We 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship with our Grandson and the rest of 
the members of this fine community. 

We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use 
permit. It appears Salesian Sister School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. We are troubled by this and wonder why. We have seen the tremendous 
sacrifices made by the Sisters, staff, parents, and children to adhere to the County’s 
demands including the restrictive carpooling. We are proud of all they have done to 
comply with the County’s demands however; these requirements are interfering with the 
school’s ability to exist as an educational family of faith. It is financially impossible to 
maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it affordable for families, like my 
daughter and son-in-law who both work full-time jobs and cannot afford extra tuition that 
would be caused by a drastic drop in enrollment. To date, the County requirements have 
already been financially burdensome for the sisters as well as the parents that pay tuition- 
this cannot continue. 

As lifelong members of this county we have faith that the elected county officials 
will be fair in their actions and amend Salesian School’s use permit. Thank you for your 
time, we truly appreciate your support. 

Sincerely-, 
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fohn and Patty Martinez 
320 California Street 
Watsonville, CA 95076 



March 8, 2007 
re L 

Ms. Rachel Dann 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School 

Dear Ms. Dann, 

We are the proud Grandparents of a fifth and first grade student at Salesian 
School. We have witnessed first hand the special, family spirit that is present among the 
Salesian Sisters, staff, students and parents at the school. Over the past six years, we 
have had the privilege of attending mass at the school’s chapel on several occasions. We 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship with our Grandson and the rest of 
the members of this fine community. 

We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use 
permit. It appears Salesian Sister School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. We are troubled by this and wonder why. We have seen the tremendous 
sacrifices made by the Sisters, staff, parents, and children to adhere to the County’s 
demands including the restrictive carpooling. We are proud of all they have done to 
comply with the County’s demands however; these requirements are interfering with the 
school’s ability to exist as an educational family of faith. It is financially impossible to 
maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it  affordable for families, like my 
daughter and son-in-law who both work full-time jobs and cannot afford extra tuition that 
would be caused by a drastic drop in enrollment. To date, the County requirements have 
already been financially burdensome for the sisters as well as the parents that pay tuition- 
this cannot continue. 

As lifelong members of this county we have faith that the elected county officials 
will be fair in their actions and amend Salesian School’s use permit. Thank you for your 
time, we truly appreciate your support. 

Sincerely, 

‘dhn and Patty-Martinez 
320 California Street 
Watsonville, CA 95076 



March 8,2007 

Renee Shepherd 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Room 500 
Santa Cruz, California 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters School 

Dear Renee, 

We are the proud Grandparents of a fifth and first grade student at Salesian 
School. We have witnessed first hand the special, family spirit that is present among the 
Salesian Sisters, staff, students and parents at the school. Over the past six years, we 
have had the privilege of attending mass at the school’s chapel on several occasions. We 
treasure the freedom to speak, assemble, and worship with our Grandson and the rest of 
the members of this fine community. 

We completely support the Salesian Sisters in their efforts to amend their use 
permit. It appears Salesian Sister School is the only school to be so severely restricted by 
the County. We are troubled by this and wonder why. We have seen the tremendous 
sacrifices made by the Sisters, staff, parents, and children to adhere to the County’s 
demands including the restrictive carpooling. We are proud of all they have done to 
comply with the County’s demands however; these requirements are interfering with the 
school’s ability to exist as an educational family of faith. It is financially impossible to 
maintain a K-8 school with 125 students and still make it affordable for families, like my 
daughter and son-in-law who both work f~ill-time jobs and cannot afford extra tuition that 
would be caused by a drastic drop in enrollment. To date, the County requirements have 
already been financially burdensome for the sisters as well as the parents that pay tuition- 
this cannot continue. 

As lifelong members of this county we have faith that the elected county officials 
will be fair in their actions and amend Salesian School’s use permit. Thank you for your 
time, we truly appreciate your support. 

Sincerely, - 

u John and Patty Martinez 
320 Califoinia Street 
Watsonville, CA 95076 
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March 8,2007 

To: Commissioner Gustavo Gonzalez 
Fourth District 
c/o Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Suit 500 
Santa Cruz, CA. 95060 
Phone: 454-2644 

rec 

From: Mrs. Diane Meade, Secretary at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High School 
20 year home owner, voter 4* district 
3 17 Casserly Road 
Watsonville, CA. 95076 
Home Phone 761 -8690 
Work 728-55 18 X3 

Dear Commissioner Gonzalez, 

As an employee for the last 7.5 years at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High School, in the 
capacity of secretary, I have a unique perspective concerning the current situation at the 
school regarding its future. Although a bit lengthy, I would like to share with you. 

As the secretary for the school (k-8), I see and hear all the joys and heartaches of the 
students, parents and staff here. I know the ebb and flow of their lives, their loves, hopes and 
dreams. 

Prior to three years ago, when all this road /neighbor stuff started, when I gave tours of the 
school, I would tell people that after school they could find parents, teachers and students 
relaxing around the campus; playing chess or just enjoying each others company. I’d tell 
them that we all consider this place an extension of home and family. This is a good place 
for their children to spend most of their waking hours, here in the hills, with our pet cats & 
dogs. 

My office, these halls, used to be a gathering place for the parents of the community at large; 
a place to build friendships and share information; a place to get to know the parents of your 
children’s friends. Their hearts are weary now, I hear it everyday. They just want to save this 
wonderful place and don’t understand why this is happening to them. Why after 25 years has 
it come to this? So quietly, with understanding, and the Sisters example of patience, they 
stick to agreements with the county and neighbors to-the-letter. We NEED the school to 
remain open with at 3 the current enrollment of 205. Any fewer students would make it 
impossible for the school to stay in operation. We your vocal support in this political 
matter. Breaking up our middle school and elementary would be heartbreaking to many 
close siblings and their parents. 

It is vital that you vote March 28”, in favor of the school to stay at the current enrollment of 
205 or increase it 250 as originally requested in 1979. It is also imperative that you vote to 
rescind the demands placed on the school concerning the upgrade of the septic system, 
replacing one that has already been approved for 250 students and would cost $140,000. 
This is money the school does not have and can’t pass along to our parents in tuition 
increases without creating a strictly affluent population. Equally as important, we need you 
to vote to rescind the demands concerning road “improvements” that even our neighbors 
don’t want, such as widening of the road and sidewalks. These unnecessary demands are 
attached to an unrealistic deadline for this kind of a project, one estimated to cost over $1.5 
million dollars. 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300,000. in county fees, legal fees, surveys and other 
fees over this sudden and unexpected turr - 2 6 1 -ts 3 years ago. This debit, combined with 



I cannot express to you in fullness, the great service this Catholic school provides to this and 
neighboring communities. Salesian is one of a very few k-8 Catholic schools in the county 
drawing students from all of the districts. There aren’t enough places in the county for 
students to practice, learn and grow in the Catholic faith. We serve the whole family. We 
hold Masses here in our beautiful chapel that the parents and grandparents attend with their 
children and their children’s’ teachers. This is just one irreplaceable part of this family we 
call school, a place we now feel is being threatened. 

This place, the school and the Sisters are an intrinsic part of what is Salesian. Here, the 
students are taught to give back to others, to better our community and world with their time 
and the education they receive here. Our strength is in being small; more personal. Sadly, it 
is also our weakness as we are vulnerable. This school is a valuable asset to the community 
graduating hundreds of faith-filled, morally strong, future members of the community. This 
school might not continue without your supportive vote. The looming financial burden 
placed on the school by the county is a death sentence. I wish I could provide you with a 
list of alumni, you would CERTAINLY be impressed as to who they have become. 

Here, parents find an excellent education coupled with the faith development they desire for 
their children. This is true of all grades but most especially 2“‘ grade where here they are 
prepared for the sacrament of Eucharist. These are not all well off people as you may think. 
In many cases, parents truly sacrifice to send their kids here. Many struggle to pay the tuition 
as the school struggles to keep tuition low enough for the blue collar community providing 
hope for a better future for their children. 

Helping in this effort, our employees receive wages less than the public school employees 
earn for the same jobs. Our parents through their taxes pay for “ghost children” in the public 
school affording public school employee’s higher wages while these same parents work two 
jobs to keep their kids here because they want a Catholic education for their children. This IS 
a special place, worth the effort. You can feel love here. We choose to be here and have for 
25 years happily going about what we do best; educating hearts & minds. 

You may know, but most people don‘t, that unlike the other Catholic schools in the county, 
Salesian Elementary and Jr. High school DOES NOT receive hnding from the Diocese to 
make up for extremely low tuition rates. Our rates are a fraction of the amount other local 
private schools charge further diversifying our population. 

It is the Salesian Sisters mission to fully educate children to the best of their ability. Equally, 
they teach that it is not enough to love the children; but that EACH child must feel loved. 
Not many places can say they fill that bill. From where I sit in this chair, I can tell you we 
do. We know when they are sad or don’t feel well. We follow up. 

We have met all requests from the county to date. We are willing and able to continue the 
county’s most efficient carpool (a remarkable 4.2 per car) on our own without our school 
being monitored and evaluated each January to determine the following years’ enrollment 
year after year, forever. 

Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the requests of the neighbors and county 
regarding everything. We have made every effort to accommodate the wants and needs of 
everyone. I ask you to look at the plans and ask yourself honestly, if this is fair. Put yourself 
in our shoes; imagine you are a parent or student here, even a Sister. How would you feel? 

I will be calling your office in hopes of speaking to you concerning this important matter. I 
also plan on being in attendance at the March 28* meeting of the Planning Commission for 
the vote 

Peace,, k 
Diane Meade- Secretary, Salesian Elemenrary 

i ( l i b J ~ A & ! o  - 262  -- 
Jr. High 
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March 9,2007 

Dcnr Robh 
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I o Sohod related event8 that occur d u m  regular schod hows (srendprrsnb day, parents breakht, 
,i 9 I klnder promotlon, etc.) am ellowed at a maxlmum of 8 awrnb psr ro(wIar sdrool year, a6 Indkated ’ on the calsnder submmbd to the Planning Department prbr to the SW of each regular school year. & ’/ 
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Summary of Requlred Improvements 

04-0384 SalesIan Slstsm School 

0 b $ d w l d m  : The pavement wklth of Enos tang vddened to 18 feet in width 
I and H a m  Road 

(bdwuen H a m  Road and statbn 17+00) deslgned to llmit vehlcle apead to 15 
MPH. A mlnlmum ofhm, road bump6 are mqulred, and 8 thlrd mad bump is 

pathway 3 feet In width to be installed on the east slde of the lower portion of Enos 
Lane (between H a m  b a d  and statlan 17+75). The path shatl be separated ham 
the rpadwply by a mJM whlte llne and surfaced with decomposed grantte or other 
aggregata material. 

o m: A new parklng lot to be in5talled which allow vt9hlCle8 to exit Enos 
Lane when dmpptng oft and wing up student& A parking lot plan shall be 
provlded whlch shows all exlstlng and proposed parking. All appllcable aceesslblllty 

0 

0 

Improvements. 

o -R-ve menta: Groundwater recharge and 
drain- fadlitles to be Installed to capture runoff and recharge storm water (where 
feasible). Silt and grease trap are required to fllter run& from the proposed 
parklng a m .  

1 ,. , , ) *  ,^,,.._ .. ..... 
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Mnrch 4,2005 

Santa Cmz County Planning Department 
Attn: Raadall Adams 
701 Oceaii Street 
Snnta Cruz, CA 95060 

Subjock Application No. 0443843 
Septlc System for Snleskn Slsters School 
APN 107-5711O1 

Dear Mr. Adma; 

Fall Cmk Engineering, Inc. (FCE) ha prepared this Icmr to inform you that the existing 
septic system is operating sati~fitctorily at the current level of we. Bared on information 
greparcd by the County of Santn Cruz, tlealth Services Agency, the oxhting system 
capacity was detcmined to be adequlrte to eccornmodiite a school atudant population of 
250 peoplc, which with I concur. 

To maintain the system in good working order, I would recommend that tho School 
conduct semi-annual monitoring of the system. To this end, 1 would further rccornrnend 
that the Scbool have the septic system pumped and inspected twice a year to monitor its 
condition, 

Thmk you for your attcntion in thi~ matter. If you have any qucrrtions or require 
additionnl information, plcarrc do not hesitate to contact me at (831) 426-9054. 

Sincerely, 

PETER HAASE 
Principal Engineer 

Cc: Sr. Charlotte Grecr, Corralitos 
Dennis Kehoe, Apros 
David Robison, Snnta CNZ 
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March 8,2007 
Melissa Coash 
420 Lore Way 
Aptos, CA 95003 

, .' * ' .  
Albert Aramburu 
Santa Cruz County Planning Departyent 
701 Ocean Street, Suite 500 . I 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Mr. Aramburu: 

I'm writing this letter to ask for your help regarding an issue that affects my children. I 
have two children who attend Salesian Sisters Elementary School and Jr. High. It has 
come to my attention that the county planning commission is recommending that the 

Lane by January, 2008 as a requirement for issuing the school's use permit. The cost of 
this project is currently estimated at a minimum of $1.5 million. 

SC!XG! widei; Encs Lace ;;s well 2s add 3 pedestric:: V.G!~I::~!; ;e the !CV,YT yzrt c>f ",CS 

This places an impossible financial burden on the school. The school is funded by the 
Salesian Order which is a separate entity from the Diocese. The school receives no 
money from the Diocese, and is already $300,000 in debt from the various expenses 
incurred to address the current road situation. The school will no longer be able to 
operate if burdened financially by these demands. 

The only other option is for the school to operate with 125 students instead of the current 
205. Again, it is not economically feasible to operate with only 125 students because 
there would not be enough tuition generated to run the school. We are not an elite private 
school. The majority of students come from local produce families and most of us can 
not afford the extra tuition that would be required to continue to run the school with a 
reduced number of students. 

We, as parents, have done everything we can to help the school remain in compliance 
with its amended use permit. We've organized extensive carpools, and many of us have 
even purchased iarger vehicles just for the purpusc: ol' a r p u i i n g .  'A'c clu i i i i b  L x d u s e  
we believe in the school and we want the school to remain in operation. 

As a voter in the 2nd district, I'm asking for your strong support with the Planning 
Commission. My children's education may not continue without your help. 

Sincerely, 

L - f o M L  
Melissa Coash 
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September 12,2006 

Sister Charlotte 
Salesian School 
605 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

Re: Reckless Parent Driver 

Dear Sister Charlotte, 

During various road meetings you have requested being informed about any poor driving 
by your parents picking up or dropping off children at your school. 

Most of the time we simply ignore minor infractions by your parent drivers; however, 
yesterday afternoon we encountered one so bad we are prompted to send you this letter. 
We live above your school on Enos Lane and were traveling downhill a little after 4pm 
on Sept. 11 , 2006. 

A woman driving a white Lexus SUV, license plate 4HBM385, was coming out of your 
parking lot. She looked directly at us, did not stop at all and pulled out immediately in 
front of us causing us to hit our breaks. She then sped down the rest of Enos Lane at over 
30 mileshour despite speed bumps and signs to slow down. She also breezed right 
through the stop sign at Enos/Hames road by only slightly slowing down, completely 
failing to stop at all. 

We trust you will contact this parent and remind her of the importance of safe and 
courteous driving through the neighborhood. It is drivers like this that give your school a 
poor reputation with the surrounding neighborhood. 

Sincerely, 
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March 12.2007 

To: Commissioner RachelDann 
c/o Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Suit 500 
Santa Cruz, CA. 95060 
Phone: 454-2644 

From: Mrs. Diane Meade, Secretary at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High School 
20 year home owner, voter 4* district 
3 1 7 Casserly Road 
Watsonville, CA. 95076 
Home Phone 761-8690 
Work 728-55 18 X3 

Dear Commissioner Dann, 

As an employee for the last 7.5 years at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High School, in the 
capacity of secretary, I have a unique perspective concerning the current situation at the 
school regarding its future. Although a bit lengthy, I would like to share with you. 

As the secretary for the school (k-8), I see and hear all the joys and heartaches of the 
students, parents and staff here. I know the ebb and flow of their lives, their loves, hopes and 
dreams. 

Prior to three years ago, when all this road /neighbor stuff started, when I gave tours of the 
school, I would tell people that after school they could find parents, teachers and students 
relaxing around the campus; playing chess or just enjoying each others company. I’d tell 
them that we all consider this place an extension of home and family. This is a good place 
for their children to spend most of their waking hours, here in the hills, with our pet cats & 
dogs. 

My office, these halls, used to be a gathering place for the parents of the community at large; 
a place to build friendships and share information; a place to get to know the parents of your 
children’s friends. Their hearts are weary now. I hear it everyday. They just want to save this 
wonderful place and don’t understand why this is happening to them. Why after 25 years has 
it come to this? So quietly, with understanding, and the Sisters example of patience, they 
stick to agreements with the county and neighbors to-the-letter. We NEED the school to 
remain open with at least the current enrollment of 205. Any fewer students would make it 
impossible for the school to stay in operation. We your vocal support in this political 
matter. Breaking up our middle school and elementary would be heartbreaking to many 
close siblings and their parents. 

It is vital that you vote March 28*, in favor of the school to stay at the current enrollment of 
205 or increase it 250 as originally requested in 1979. It is also imperative that you vote to 
rescind the demands placed on the school concerning the upgrade of the septic system, 
replacing one that has already been approved for 250 students and would cost $?40,000. 
This is money the school does not have and can’t pass along to our parents in kition 
increases without creating a strictly affluent population. Equally as important, we‘rieed you 
to vote to rescind the demands concerning road “improvements” that even ourdeighbors 
don’t want, such as widening of the road and sidewalks. These unnecessary demands &e 
attached to an unrealistic deadline for this kind of a project. one estimated to cogt over $1.5 
million dollars. 

5 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300,000. in county fees, legal fees, surveys and other 
fees over this sudden and unexpected turn of events 3 years ago. This debit, combined with 
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I cannot express to you in fullness, the great service this Catholic school provides to this and 
neighboring communities. Salesian is one of a very few k-8 Catholic schools in the county 
drawing students from all of the districts. There aren’t enough places in the county for 
students to practice, learn and grow in the Catholic faith. We serve the whole family. We 
hold Masses here in our beautiful chapel that the parents and grandparents attend with their 
children and their children’s’ teachers. This is just one irreplaceable part of this family we 
call school, a place we now feel is being threatened. 

This place, the school and the Sisters are an intrinsic part of what is Salesian. Here, the 
students are taught to give back to others, to better our community and world with their time 
and the education they receive here. Our strength is in being small; more personal. Sadly, it 
is also our weakness as we are vulnerable. This school is a valuable asset to the community 
graduating hundreds of faith-filled, morally strong, future members of the community. This 
school might not continue without your supportive vote. The looming financial burden 
placed on the school by the county is a death sentence. I wish I could provide you with a 
list of alumni, you would CERTAINLY be impressed as to who they have become. 

Here, parents find an excellent education coupled with the faith development they desire for 
their children. This is true of all grades but most especially 2nd grade where here they are 
prepared for the sacrament of Eucharist. These are not all well off people as you may think. 
In many cases, parents truly sacrifice to send their kids here. Many struggle to pay the tuition 
as the school struggles to keep tuition low enough for the blue collar community providing 
hope for a better future for their children. 

Helping in this effort, our employees receive wages less than the public school employees 
earn for the same jobs. Our parents through their taxes pay for “ghost children” in the public 
school affording public school employee’s higher wages while these same parents work two 
jobs to keep their kids here because they want a Catholic education for their children. This IS 
a special place, worth the effort. You can feel love here. We choose to be here and have for 
25 years happily going about what we do best; educating hearts & minds. 

You may know, but most people don’t, that unlike the other Catholic schools in the county, 
Salesian Elementary and Jr. High school DOES NOT receive funding from the Diocese to 
make up for extremely low tuition rates. Our rates are a fraction of the amount other local 
private schools charge further diversifying our population. 

It is the Salesian Sisters mission to fully educate children to the best of their ability. Equally, 
they teach that it is not enough to love the children; but that EACH child must feel loved. 
Not many places can say they fill that bill. From where I sit in this chair, I can tell you we 
do. We know when they are sad or don’t feel well. We follow up. 

We have met all requests from the county to date. We are willing and able to continue the 
county’s most efficient carpool (a remarkable 4.2 per car) on our own without our school 
being monitored and evaluated each January to determine the following years’ enrollment 
year after year, forever. 

Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the requests of the neighbors and county 
regarding everything. We have made every effort to accommodate the wants and needs of 
everyone. I ask you to look at the plans and ask yourself honestly, if this is fair. Put yourself 
in our shoes; imagine you are a parent or student here, even a Sister. How would you feel? 

I will be calling your office in hopes of speaking to you concerning this important matter. 1 
also plan on being in attendance at the March 28* meeting of the Planning Commission for 
the vote. 

Diane Meade- S e c r e e  Salesian Elementary & Jr. High 
- 2 7 1 -  



March 12,2007 

To: Commissioner Renee Shepherd 
c/o Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Suit 500 
Santa Cruz, CA. 95060 
Phone: 454-2644 rec 
From: Mrs. Diane Meade, Secretary at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High ’school 
20 year home owner, voter 4” district 
3 17 Casserly Road 
Watsonville, CA. 95076 
Home Phone 76 1-8690 
Work 728-55 18 X3 

Dear Commissioner Shepherd, 

As an employee for the last 7.5 years at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High School, in the 
capacity of secretary, I have a unique perspective concerning the current situation at the 
school regarding its future. Although a bit lengthy, I would like to share with you. 

As the secretary for the school (k-8), I see and hear all the joys and heartaches of the 
students, parents and staff here. I know the ebb and flow of their lives, their loves, hopes and 
dreams. 

Prior to three years ago, when all this road /neighbor stuff started, when I gave tours of the 
school, I would tell people that after school they could find parents, teachers and students 
relaxing around the campus; playing chess or just enjoying each others company. I’d tell 
them that we all consider this place an extension of home and family. This is a good place 
for their children to spend most of their waking hours, here in the hills, with our pet cats & 
dogs. 

My office, these halls, used to be a gathering place for the parents of the community at large; 
a place to build friendships and share information; a place to get to know the parents of your 
children’s friends. Their hearts are weary now, I hear it everyday. They just want to save this 
wonderful place and don’t understand why this is happening to them. Why after 25 years has 
it come to this? So quietly, with understanding, and the Sisters example of patience, they 
stick to agreements with the county and neighbors to-the-letter. We NEED the school to 
remain open with at least the current enrollment of 205. Any fewer students would make it 
impossible for the school to stay in operation. We need your vocal support in this political 
matter. Breaking up our middle school and elementary would be heartbreaking to many 
close siblings and their parents. 

It is vital that you vote March 28”, in favor of the school to stay at the current enrollment of 
205 or increase it 250 as originally requested in 1979. It is also imperative that you vote to 
rescind the demands placed on the school concerning the upgrade of the septic system, 
replacing one that has already been approved for 250 students and would cost $140,000. 
This is money the school does not have and can’t pass along to our parents in tuition 
increases without creating a strictly affluent population. Equally as important, we need you 
to vote to rescind the demands concerning road “improvements” that even our neighbors 
don’t want, such as widening of the road and sidewalks. These unnecessary demands are 
attached to an unrealistic deadline for this kind of a project, one estimated to cost over $1.5 
million dollars. 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300,000. in county fees, legal fees, surveys and other 
fees over this sudden and unexpected turn of events 3 years ago. This debit, combined with 
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March 12,2007 

To: Commissioner Albert Aramburu 
c/o Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Suit 500 
Santa Cruz, CA. 95060 
Phone: 454-2644 

From: Mrs. Diane Meade, Secretary at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High School 
20 year home owner, voter 4” district 
3 1 7 Casserly Road 
Watsonville, CA. 95076 
Home Phone 76 1-8690 
Work 728-55 18 X3 

Dear Commissioner Aramburu, 

As an employee for the last 7.5 years at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High School, in the 
capacity of secretary, I have a unique perspective concerning the current situation at the 
school regarding its future. Although a bit lengthy, I would like to share with you. 

As the secretary for the school (k-8), I see and hear all the joys and heartaches of the 
students, parents and staff here. I know the ebb and flow of their lives, their loves, hopes and 
dreams. 

Prior to three years ago, when all this road /neighbor stuff started, when I gave tours of the 
school, I would tell people that after school they could find parents, teachers and students 
relaxing around the campus; playing chess or just enjoying each others company. I’d tell 
them that we all consider this place an extension of home and family. This is a good place 
for their children to spend most of their waking hours, here in the hills, with our pet cats & 
dogs. 

My office, these halls, used to be a gathering place for the parents of the community at large; 
a place to build friendships and share information; a place to get to know the parents of your 
children’s friends. Their hearts are weary now, I hear it everyday. They just want to save this 
wonderful place and don’t understand why this is happening to them. Why after 25 years has 
it come to this? So quietly, with understanding, and the Sisters example of patience, they 
stick to agreements with the county and neighbors to-the-letter. We NEED the school to 
remain open with at least the current enrollment of 205. Any fewer students would make it 
impossible for the school to stay in operation. We need your vocal support in this political 
matter. Breaking up our middle school and elementary would be heartbreaking to many 
close siblings and their parents. 

It is vital that you vote March 28”, in favor of the school to stay at the current enrollment of 
205 or increase it 250 as originally requested in 1979. It is also imperative that you vote to 
rescind the demands placed on the school concerning the upgrade of the septic system, 
replacing one that has already been approved for 250 students and would cost $140,000. 
This is money the school does not have and can’t pass along to our parents in tuition 
increases without creating a strictly affluent population. Equally as important, we need you 
to vote to rescind the demands concerning road “improvements” that even our neighbors 
don’t want, such as widening of the road and sidewalks. These unnecessary demands are 
attached to an unrealistic deadline for this kind of a;Qroject, one estimated to cost over $1.5 
million dollars. 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300.000. in county fees, legal fees, surveys and other 
fees over this sudden and unexpected turn of events 3 years ago. This debit, combined with 
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March 12,2007 

To: Commissioner Robert Bremner 
c/o Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, Suit 500 
Santa Cruz, CA. 95060 
Phone: 454-2644 

From: Mrs. Diane Meade, Secretary at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High School 
20 year home owner, voter 4” district 
3 17 Casserly Road 
Watsonville, CA. 95076 
Home Phone 76 1-8690 
Work 728-55 18 X3 

Dear Commissioner Bremner, 

As an employee for the last 7.5 years at Salesian Elementary & Jr. High School, in the 
capacity of secretary, I have a unique perspective concerning the current situation at the 
school regarding its future. Although a bit lengthy, I would like to share with you. 

As the secretary for the school (k-8), I see and hear all the joys and heartaches of the 
students, parents and staff here. I know the ebb and flow of their lives, their loves, hopes and 
dreams. 

Prior to three years ago, when all this road /neighbor stuff started, when I gave tours of the 
school, I would tell people that after school they could find parents, teachers and students 
relaxing around the campus; playing chess or just enjoying each others company. I’d tell 
them that we all consider this place an extension of home and family. This is a good place 
for their children to spend most of their waking hours, here in the hills, with our pet cats & 
dogs. 

My office, these halls, used to be a gathering place for the parents of the community at large; 
a place to build friendships and share information; a place to get to know the parents of your 
children’s friends. Their hearts are weary now, I hear it everyday. They just want to save this 
wondehl  place and don’t understand why this is happening to them. Why after 25 years has 
it come to this? So quietly, with understanding, and the Sisters example of patience, they 
stick to agreements with the county and neighbors to-the-letter. We NEED the school to 
remain open with at least the current enrollment of 205. Any fewer students would make it 
impossible for the school to stay in operation. We need your vocal support in this political 
matter. Breaking up our middle school and elementary would be heartbreaking to many 
close siblings and their parents. 

It is vital that you vote March 28*, in favor of the school to stay at the current enrollment of 
205 or increase it 250 as originally requested in 1979. It is also imperative that you vote to 
rescind the demands placed on the school concerning the upgrade of the septic system, 
replacing one that has already been approved for 250 students and would cost $140,000. 
This is money the school does not have and can’t pass along to our parents in tuition 
increases without creating a strictly affluent population. Equally as important, we need you 
to vote to rescind the demands concerning road  improvement^^^ that even our neighbors 
don’t want, such as widening of the road and sidewalks. These unnecessary demands are 
attached to an unrealistic deadline for this kind of a project, one estimated to cost over $1.5 
million dollars. 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300,000. in county fees, legal fees, surveys and other 
fees over this sudden and unexpected turn of events 3 years ago. This debit, combined with 
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Holly L. Taylor 
517 Spruce Street Aptos, California 95003 (831) 662.9220 

March 10,2007 

Albert Aramburu 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Mr. Aramburu, 

I am writing you with a great concern over an issue regarding my child’s school, SaIesian 
Elementary in Corralitos, California. 
As a parent of this school as well as a resident of Aptos, I am extremely upset over recent events 
pertaining to an amended use permit that is being reviewed and voted on by the Planning 
Commission. 
Our school is being threatened by the county requiring us to reduce our student population to 125 
students from our current 200+ student population if our current permit is not extended. Salesian 
would find it frnancially impossible to operate this school on tuitions from only 125 students. 
Our school is a Catholic school, however, we receive no funding from the Diocese and the 
parents are the primary source of funding to this school. Our family, along with many others, has 
chosen this school because of its values, loving and safe environment and high education. 
Salesian has produced many graduates who have gone on to be valuable and productive citizens. 
We want this to continue! I do not want to see this issue cause our school to close. This would 
be a devastating blow to the children as well as future students in our community. 
I am asking for your support on March 28” at the planning commission meeting with our school. 
I will be at the court attending this meeting as well. The parents, families, teachers and Salesian 
administration have made GREAT EFFORTS to accommodate the neighbors’ requirements for 
carpooling and traffic on the private road. We have on average more than 4 students per car in 
our carpools. Our system is working very smoothly and I have been extremely impressed by our 
diligence. We are committed to continue to make these accommodations; however, I do not think 
it would be fair to have our enrollment re-considered each year. We should be able to come to an 
amicable agreement and commit to this on a long-term basis. 
Finally, what really upsets me even more is the fact that these requests are being made on the 
nuns who started this school and have been residing on the Salesian property since the 1930’s. 
They started the school in the 1970’s and have poured their heart and soul in to this school and 
they do nothing buy love and care for our children. They deserve to keep this school in operation 
and the residents who started this situation were well aware of the fact that there was a Catholic 
School in their neighborhood. The Sisters have sacrificed much to provide for our students and 
teachers and they do it out of the goodness of their heart for the greater good of our children and 
community. I love this school and will do anything to ensure that we can keep it operating at 
over 200 students. 
Again, I am asking for your support on March 28*. The school needs their permit to be extended 
and more time to reach a good, strong agreement on how to best meet the needs and requirements 
that the county has asked for us to do. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 1 

w& Holly Taylor 
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3/6/m- 
Randall Adams 
- - -_ - - . 

From: David Koch [dkoch@ci.watsonviIle.ca.us] 

Sent: 
To: Tom Burns: Randall Adams 

Cc: Gary Smith; Ellen Pirie 
Subject: Enos Lane Meeting and Pathway Issue 

Thursday, March 15, 2007 8:lO PM 

Tom and Randall 

You both did very well at the Enos Lane meeting last Monday night. Your ability to stay calm and redirect the 
focus back to the issues was ultimately very effective in keeping tempers in check. I applaud you both and also 
appreciate Ellen's efforts in setting up the meeting. 

I do have one concern that I want to mention. I agree with Gary Smith and many others that a pedestrian 
pathway is an important safety feature, particularly for children walking to and from the public school bus stop 
at  the Enos/Hames intersection. The road near the intersection is pretty narrow and pedestrians can't step off 
the roadway when cars approach since they are hemmed in by a drainage ditch on one side (with a broken 
guard rail) and a road bank on the other. 

Planning staffs recommended conditions require a pathway and that's great. However, I'm concerned that the 
condition may be deleted by the Planning Commission because of confusion regarding the pathway condition as 
it relates to the issues of road widening and tree removal. Some people have the false perception that 
the installation of a pedestrian path would automatically result in the removal of the roadside trees. While the 
condition that requires widening a portion of the road to 24 feet would definitely require tree removal, the 
installation of a pathway without the road widening would not, since the best location for a pathway would 
be on the outside (immediately east) of the trees. This would allow the roadway to stay at 18 feet in width, 
provide better (safer) separation of pedestrians from vehicular traffic, and eliminate the need to excavate the 
roadside bank down to the road elevation. 

This approach would also allow the road to retain it's narrow, rural character. I believe that those in the 
neighborhood who oppose the concept of a pathway do so because they envision the pathway as more of an 
urban concrete sidewalk that will result in tree removal, a widened road (IE road plus sidewalk), and the loss of 
the country lane character. 

My fear is that the confusion regarding this whole issue, if it is not fully explained, will result in the planning 
commission simply eliminating this condition and not providing this important safety feature. This is particularly 
likely since there is a dispute over the right-of-way. Both the school and adjacent property owners will raise the 
right-of-way issue and the Planning Commission's easy solution will be to delete both the 24-foot widening 
condition and the pathway condition. The losers will be the neighborhood children and other neighborhood 
pedestrians. 

1 feel that it is very important that the presentation to the Planning Commission clearly explains the need for the 
pathway for pedestrian safety and the potential alternatives for pathway placement including how the pathway 
could be installed without widening the roadway or removing the trees. 

Please let me know if you would like any additional information or want to discuss further. 

Thanks 
David 
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Dear Renee Sheperd, 
ted 3/49/+ 

March 16,2007 

I am writing in hopes that you can help the school my child attends. He is in 5* grade 
now at Salesian Sisters school and 1 am hoping he can attend the Jr. High in the hture. 
He is a good student and is in scouting. When it was time to find a school for my son, 
then entering kindergarten, I wanted more than just academics. Being a single mom, I 
needed to connect and belong to a community. I needed help in raising my child to be a 
good, moral, honest and responsible person. I found this and more at Salesian. These are 
families who really care and are involved in their childrens lives, in the school and in the 
community. I have watched my child grow surrounded by the loving family spirit that 
Salesian stands for. It’s home for us. I very much want him to continue his growth with 
a faith based curriculum and moral guidance. 

Salesian has been in negotiations with its neighbors for over three years regarding the use 
of Enos Lane, the main road up to the school. The schools traffic bad created problems 
for the other neighbors on the street. Together, the school and a group representing the 
neighborhood came up with some solutions for the problems. The Salesain community 
not only achieved these goals, but surpassed them. 

The county was asked by some neighbors to become involved. The county has been 
helpful and appreciated. During this time it was discovered that due to a complicated 
history, the school was out of compliance of its operating permit. The county planning 
commission has now recommended changes that must be completed before a new permit 
is granted. There are some requirements though that have created problems that make it 
impossible to complete the process. These are extremely short time lines, development 
on private property, unending compliance issues, and unnecessary improvements. 

I support Salesian and want the school to remain in operation. It will be financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school if forced to go back to 125 students and still make it 
affordable. Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet. 

I am concerned that one of the few options in Catholic education in this county will be 
threatened by the demands placed on the school. Salesian is a WASC accredited school. 
Salesian benefits the community having produced hundreds of productive citizens since 
its inception in 1979. 

Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors regarding 
carpooling. I don’t even drive my own car when its time for me to carpool. I borrow my 
neighbors S U V  to pack 6 kids in the car. We probably have the best carpool in the 
nation. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers, but I don’t think 
it’s fair to indefinitely require monitoring to determine the following year’s enrollment. 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and other 
demands. Being required to meet the county’s short deadline for this project, estimated at 
least at $1.5 million places an impossible burden on the school. The current septic system 
was already approved to handle 250 students. We are now required to update it because 
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we are applying for an amended use permit. This is estimated at about $140,000. This 
makes fundraising impossible. The Catholic Church will not bail us out because we are 
not owned by a parish or the church. We are self contained and survive on contributions 
and fundraising alone. 

Salesian is faced with a grave situation- the existence of our school is being threatened by 
excessive county permit requirements. I would like the county leadership to continue 
working with the groups to solve the problems in a reasonable fashion that does not place 
undo hardship on either party. 

I thank you for your time and support for a reasonable solution to our community’s 
problem. 

Sincerely, 
Karen Slater 
1579 Pleasant Valley Rd. 
Aptos, CA. 95003 



Dear Gustavo Gonzalez, rec 3/7/07 March 16,2007 

I am writing in hopes that you can help the school my child attends. He is in 5” grade 
now at Salesian Sisters school and I am hoping he can attend the Jr. High in the fbtwe. 
He is a good student and is in scouting. When it was time to find a school for my son, 
then entering kindergarten, I wanted more than just academics. Being a single mom, I 
needed to connect and belong to a community. I needed help in raising my child to be a 
good, moral, honest and responsible person. I found this and more at Salesian. These are 
families who really care and are involved in their childrens lives, in the school and in the 
community. I have watched my child grow surrounded by the loving family spirit that 
Salesian stands for. It’s home for us. I very much want him to continue his growth with 
a faith based curriculum and moral guidance. 

Salesian has been in negotiations with its neighbors for over three years regarding the use 
of Enos Lane, the main road up to the school. The schools traffic had created problems 
for the other neighbors on the street. Together, the school and a p u p  representing the 
neighborhood came up with some solutions for the problems. The Salesain cornunity 
not only achieved these goals, but surpassed them. 

The county was asked by some neighbors to become involved. The county has been 
helpful and appreciated. During this time it was discovered that due to a complicated 
history, the school was out of compliance of its operating permit. The county planning 
commission has now recommended changes that must be completed before a new permit 
is granted. There are some requirements though that have created problems that make it 
impossible to complete the process. These are extremely short time lines, development 
on private property, unending compliance issues, and unnecessary improvements. 

I support Salesian and want the school to remain in operation. It will be financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school if forced to go back to 125 students and still make it 
affordable. Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet. 

I am concerned that one of the few options in Catholic education in this county will be 
threatened by the demands placed on the school. Salesian is a WASC accredited school. 
Salesian benefits the community having produced hundreds of productive citizens since 
its inception in 1979. 

Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors regarding 
carpooling. I don’t even drive my own car when its time for me to carpool. I borrow my 
neighbors S U V  to pack 6 kids in the car. We probably have the best carpool in the 
nation. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers, but I don’t think 
it’s fair to indefinitely require monitoring to determine the following year’s enrollment. 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and other 
demands. Being required to meet the county’s short deadline for this project, estimated at 
least at $1.5 million places an impossible burden on the school. The current septic system 
was already approved to handle 250 students. We are now required to update it because 
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we are applying for an amended use permit. This is estimated at about $140,000. This 
makes fundraising impossible. The Catholic Church will not bail us out because we are 
not owned by a parish or the church. We are self contained and survive on contributions 
and fundraising alone. 

Salesian is faced with a grave situation- the existence of our school is being threatened by 
excessive county permit requirements. I would like the county leadership to continue 
working with the groups to solve the problems in a reasonable fashion that does not place 
undo hardship on either party. 

I thank you for your time and support for a reasonable solution to our comunity’s 
problem. 

Sincerely, 
Karen Slater 
1579 Pleasant Valley Rd. 
Aptos, CA. 95003 
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Dear Rachel Dann, 
re c 

March 16,2007 

I am writing in hopes that you can help the school my child attends. He is in 5fi grade 
now at Salesian Sisters school and I am hoping he can attend the Jr. High in the future. 
He is a good student and is in scouting. When it was time to find a school for my son, 
then entering kindergarten, I wanted more than just academics. Being a single mom, I 
needed to connect and belong to a community. I needed help in raising my child to be a 
good, moral, honest and responsible person. I found this and more at Salesian. These are 
families who really care and are involved in their childrens lives, in the school and in the 
community. I have watched my child grow surrounded by the loving family spirit that 
Salesian stands for. It’s home for us. I very much want him to continue his growth with 
a faith based curriculum and moral guidance. 

Salesian has been in negotiations with its neighbors for over three years regarding the use 
of Enos Lane, the main road up to the school. The schools traffic had created problems 
for the other neighbors on the street. Together, the school and a group representing the 
neighborhood came up with some solutions for the problems. The Salesain community 
not only achieved these goals, but surpassed them. 

The county was asked by some neighbors to become involved. The county has been 
helpful and appreciated. During this time it was discovered that due to a complicated 
history, the school was out of compliance of its operating permit. The county planning 
commission has now recommended changes that must be completed before a new permit 
is granted. There are some requirements though that have created problems that make it 
impossible to complete the process. These are extremely short time lines, development 
on private property, unending compliance issues, and unnecessary improvements. 

I support Salesian and want the school to remain in operation. It will be financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school if forced to go back to 125 students and still make it 
affordable. Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet. 

I am concerned that one of the few options in Catholic education in this county will be 
threatened by the demands placed on the school. Salesian is a WASC accredited school. 
Salesian benefits the community having produced hundreds of productive citizens since 
its inception in 1979. 

Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors regarding 
carpooling. I don’t even drive my own car when its time for me to carpool. I borrow my 
neighbors S U V  to pack 6 kids in the car. We probably have the best carpool in the 
nation. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers, but I don’t think 
it’s fair to indefinitely require monitoring to determine the following year’s enrollment. 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and other 
demands. Being required to meet the county’s short deadline for this project, estimated at 
least at $1.5 million places an impossible burden on the school. The current septic system 
was already approved to handle 250 students. We are now required to update it because 



we are applying for an amended use permit. This is estimated at about $140,000. This 
makes fundraising impossible. The Catholic Church will not bail us out because we are 
not owned by a parish or the church. We are self contained and survive on contributions 
and fundraising alone. 

Salesian is faced with a grave situation- the existence of our school is being threatened by 
excessive county permit requirements. I would like the county leadership to continue 
working with the groups to solve the problems in a reasonable fashion that does not place 
undo hardship on either party. 

I thank you for your time and support for a reasonable solution to our community’s 
problem. 

Sincerely, 
Karen Slater 
1579 Pleasant Valley Rd. 
Aptos, CA. 95003 
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Dear Robert Bremner March 16,2007 rec 3hk? 
I am writing in hopes that you can help the school my child attends. He is in 5* grade 
now at Salesian Sisters school and I am hoping he can attend the Jr. High in the future. 
He is a good student and is in scouting. When it was time to find a school for my son, 
then entering kindergarten, I wanted more than just academics. Being a single mom, I 
needed to connect and belong to a community. I needed help in raising my child to be a 
good, moral, honest and responsible person. I found this and more at Salesian. These are 
families who really care and are involved in their childrens lives, in the school and in the 
community. I have watched my child grow surrounded by the loving family spirit that 
Salesian stands for. It’s home for us. I very much want him to continue his growth with 
a faith based curriculum and moral guidance. 

Salesian has been in negotiations with its neighbors for over three years regarding the use 
of Enos Lane, the main road up to the school. The schools traffic had created problems 
for the other neighbors on the street. Together, the school and a p u p  representing the 
neighborhood came up with some solutions for the problems. The Salesain community 
not only achieved these goals, but surpassed them. 

The county was asked by some neighbors to become involved. The county has been 
helpful and appreciated. During this time it was discovered that due to a complicated 
history, the school was out of compliance of its operating permit. The county planning 
commission has now recommended changes that must be completed before a new permit 
is granted. There are some requirements though that have created problems that make it 
impossible to complete the process. These are extremely short time lines, development 
on private property, unending compliance issues, and unnecessary improvements. 

I support Salesian and want the school to remain in operation. It will be financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school if forced to go back to 125 students and still make it 
affordable. Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet. 

I am concerned that one of the few options in Catholic education in this county will be 
threatened by the demands placed on the school. Salesian is a WASC accredited school. 
Salesian benefits the community having produced hundreds of productive citizens since 
its inception in 1979. 

Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors regarding 
carpooling. I don’t even drive my own car when its time for me to carpool. I borrow my 
neighbors S U V  to pack 6 kids in the car. We probably have the best carpool in the 
nation. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers, but I don’t think 
it’s fair to indefinitely require monitoring to determine the following year’s enrollment. 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and other 
demands. Being required to meet the county’s short deadline for this project; estimated at 
least at $1.5 million places an impossible burden on the school. The curi-ent septic system 
was already approved to handle 250 students. We are now required to update it because 
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we are applying for an amended use permit. This is estimated at about $140,000. This 
makes fundraising impossible. The Catholic Church will not bail us out because we are 
not owned by a parish or the church. We are self contained and survive on contributions 
and fundraising alone. 

Salesian is faced with a grave situation- the existence of our school is being threatened by 
excessive county permit requirements. I would like the county leadership to continue 
working with the groups to solve the problems in a reasonable fashion that does not place 
undo hardship on either party. 

I thank you for your time and support for a reasonable solution to our community’s 
problem. 

Sincerely, 
Karen Slater 
1579 Pleasant Valley Rd. 
Aptos, CA. 95003 
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Dear Albert Aramburu, March 16,2007 

I am writing in hopes that you can help the school my child attends. He is in 5~ grade 
now at Salesian Sisters school and I am hoping he can attend the Jr. High in the future. 
He is a good student and is in scouting. When it was time to find a school for my son, 
then entering kindergarten, I wanted more than just academics. Being a single mom, I 
needed to connect and belong to a community. I needed help in raising my child to be a 
good, moral, honest and responsible person. I found this and more at Salesian. These are 
families who really care and are involved in their childrens lives, in the school and in the 
community. I have watched my child grow surrounded by the loving family spirit that 
Salesian stands for. It’s home for us. I very much want him to continue his growth with 
a faith based curriculum and moral guidance. 

Salesian has been in negotiations with its neighbors for over three years regarding the use 
of Enos Lane, the main road up to the school. The schools traffic had created problems 
for the other neighbors on the street. Together, the school and a group representing the 
neighborhood came up with some solutions for the problems. The Salesain community 
not only achieved these goals, but surpassed them. 

The county was asked by some neighbors to become involved. The county has been 
helpfd and appreciated. During this time it was discovered that due to a complicated 
history, the school was out of compliance of its operating permit. The county planning 
commission has now recommended changes that must be completed before a new permit 
is granted. There are some requirements though that have created problems that make it 
impossible to complete the process. These are extremely short time lines, development 
on private property, unending compliance issues, and unnecessary improvements. 

I support Salesian and want the school to remain in operation. It will be financially 
impossible to maintain a K-8 school if forced to go back to 125 students and still make it 
affordable. Most students at Salesian have both parents working to make ends meet. 

I am concerned that one of the few options in Catholic education in this county will be 
threatened by the demands placed on the school. Salesian is a WASC accredited school. 
Salesian benefits the community having produced hundreds of productive citizens since 
its inception in 1979. 

Salesian parents have made great efforts to meet the demands of the neighbors regarding 
carpooling. I don’t even drive my own car when its time for me to carpool. I borrow my 
neighbors S U V  to pack 6 kids in the car. We probably have the best carpool in the 
nation. We are willing to continue carpooling at the required numbers, but I don’t think 
it’s fair to indefinitely require monitoring to determine the following year’s enrollment. 

Salesian is already in debt for over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and other 
demands. Being required to meet the county’s short deadline for this project, estimated at 
least at $1.5 million places an impossible burden on the school. The current septic system 
was already approved to handle 250 students. We are now required to update it because 
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we are applying for an amended use permit. This is estimated at about $140,000. This 
makes fundraising impossible. The Catholic Church will not bail us out because we are 
not owned by a parish or the church. We are self contained and survive on contributions 
and fundraising alone. 

Salesian is faced with a grave situation- the existence of our school is being threatened by 
excessive county permit requirements. I would like the county leadership to continue 
working with the groups to solve the problems in a reasonable fashion that does not place 
undo hardship on either party. 

I thank you for your time and support for a reasonable solution to our community’s 
problem. 
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Sincerely, 
Karen Slater 
1579 Pleasant Valley Rd. 
Aptos, CA. 95003 
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HAND DELIVERED 

Chairperson and Members of 
County of Santa Cruz Planning Commission 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Planning Commission Agenda Matter No. 04-0384 
(605 Enos Lane, Watsonville) 

Dear Chair and Members of the Commission: 

This office represents the owners of the property which adjoins Enos Lane at the 
corner of Hames Road, Robert, Janet, Doug and Kim Mattos and Eloise Wilson, who, as 
trustees of their respective trusts, jointly own that property. For reference purposes, the 
property is commonly known as 350 Hames Road, Watsonville and bears Assessors’ 
Parcel Number 107-461-25. 

The Applicant in the above referenced matter has no easement over the portion of 
Enos Lane which adjoins our clients’ property, and our clients are not inclined to sell, 
gift, or otherwise convey an easement for road purposes or pathway purposes to the 
applicant. Our clients’ title shows no easement for anyone on Enos Lane, so, at best, the 
applicant has a prescriptive easement over the currently existing paved portion of the 
road. 
easement, even if one exists. 

As your County Counsel is well aware, there is no right to expand a prescriptive 

Some staff members have made public comments indicating that eminent domain 
would be a possibility if my clients refuse to convey. If the County were to undertake 
eminent domain action against our client, the County should be aware that it would be 
facing a vigorous defense coupled with a substantial severance damage claim because our 
ciients need all of their property for future proposed uses. 
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Chairperson and Members 
March 20,2007 
Page 2 

We will be present at the hearing to respond to any question on this matter. 

REBIer 
cc: clients 

ROBERT E. BOSS0 1 
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Randall Adams 
__"I/__. - .  

From: WISDOMCLAN@aol.com 
Sent: Tuesday, March 20,2007 7:38 PM 
To: Randall Adams 

Subject: Re: Selesian School/ Enos Lane, Corralitos 

Please include my letter as opposed to Selesian School's proposal for more enrollment. 

In my opinion, they should be fined for having too many children now. 
Never should they have been allowed to break the rules. 
I guess that is the example they want for the children that go to the school, it is ok to not follow the rules if you, 
what are, catholic? 
Give me a break, there is way too much traffic from the school as it is. I see endless running of the stop sign 
at Corralitos Road and Hames Road because the parents are late getting their kids to school. 
I see endless speeding from Selesian mom's down Corralitos Road past Bradley School, and most do not slow 
down to 25. 

They should stick to the 125 enrollment and be happy or close. 

No way, should anyone have to lose any property over a private school needing to widen the road because of 
traffic problems. That should be your first clue of too many enrolled. 

Please do not let this school dictate to the board. This should have been taken care of when Marilyn Liddicoat 
was supervisor and allowed these problems. 

What about having only K thur 6 there and junior high at another location. Wasn't it proposed to them to have 
this happen at St. Francis High School? I understand the Selesian Sisters did not want this to happen. 
Is this true or just a rumor? 

Rules are rules, as the planning commission is always telling us public and tax paying people. 
So please listen to us. We do have a stake in how this affects our community. Those of us who have lived here 
for our whole lives should have a say in this matter. Most of the children who are enrolled at the school do not 
even live in this area. 

Thank you, 
Ron and Kandy Bonnema 
209 Hames Rd 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

AOL now offers free email to everyone. Find out more about what's free from AOL at AOL.com. 
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March 16, 2007 

Board of Supervisors-County of Santa Cruz 
701 Ocean Street, Suite 500 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4069 

To Whom It May Concern: 
My name is Marlene Boracca and I live at 245 Lou’s Court, Corralitos. To 
access my residence I use Enos Lane. 
Salesian Sisters School is my neighbor up the road. They have been in violation 
of their Use Permit ( which allows them 125 students) for quite sometime now. 
The School has submitted an application to increase enrollment to 250 students. 
I am opposed to this for many logical reasons, as I would hope you will be. 

1. The original permit did not require mandatory carpooling--Marilyn Liddicoat 
who was a County Supervisor at the time, should never have been allowed to 
vote on this matter, as she had children attending Salesian School at the time 
(conflict of interest). 

2. I don’t believe that the School has been operating in “good faith”, believing 
they had applied for and been granted a permit increase in 1979, as stated in 
the Santa Cruz Sentinel. I believe there have been sneaky and underhanded 
tactics going on. At a meeting on March 12 with Ellen Pire and Randall Adams, 
Randall indicated that the school met their carpooling numbers, but the residents 
said traffic wasn’t getting any better. I did not feel comfortable speaking in 
public, so after the meeting I told Randall why I feel they always seemed to meet 
the limit of 45 cars, yet the residents don’t see any improvement. What I 
observed was, on the days when someone was taking a car count, -it was 
obvious-we all knew, the first parents coming up the road got on their cell phones 
and were calling to alert other parents. This is when they use every driveway 
and pullout on Hames Road to get their ”carpooling” act together. I do not call 
this operating in “good faith” or “playing by the rules.” 

3. Until this problem was brought to the County’s attention the parents that are 
using our private road to access the school were rude and arrogant. They don’t 
slow down, allow residents to pull out of driveways or side streets and “hog” the 
road. Which is what I suspect it will go back to as soon as they get what they 
want and no one is looking. Only when they are under the microscope to they 
behave themselves. 

4. Enos Lane is a little narrow rural country road. I moved from the town of 
Watsonvilie, where I lived on a two lane street, which traffic “flew” down. I moved 
to the country not to have sidewalks, stop signs, street lights and a two lane 
“freeway” for school traffic to “fly” up and down. I paid a lot of money for my 
house and I pay an exorbitant amount in “property taxes” to live where I live. 
I don’t feel one neighbor should be allowed to upset the entire landscape of our 
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little neighborhood. I don’t want the road widened or trees cut down! 

5. The planning dept. has suggested that the Enos Lane neighbors be happy 
with the 250 student increase with mandatory carpooling as opposed to 125 
students with carpooling “at will”. I don’t agree. In a meeting on March 12 at the 
Corralitos Cultural Center, Randall Adams indicated that it was not financially 
feasible for the school to remain open at current or decreased enrollment.. It has 
never been my wish to see the school shut down. Nor do I believe it is in danger 
of being shut down if held to current enrollment). At this point I say, “If they can’t 
make it at current enrollment, then maybe they need to look at other options. 
Don’t make their problems impact the entire countryside. 

6. For most of people speaking on behalf of the Salesian Sisters School this 
concern goes away when their child completes 8‘h grade. For the residents of 
Enos Lane this is 24/7, 365 days a year for the rest of our lives. (I like most 
neighbors, felt we have found heaven on earth, and have no plans to move). 
For the same reasons we choose to live here, I’m sure are the same reasons the 
parents want their children to attend “the little country school at the end of a 
private road”. 

7. The Emergency Plan for the Salesian School is extremely disturbing to my 
family and I. The school with the Fire Dept. has decided in an emergency the 
children will remain at the school. I think this is the most asinine thing I have 
ever heard. Do you honestly think that you will be able to keep 250 parents 
from coming up Enos Lane to get to their children, if a fire were raging up the 
canyon? How would the residents safely evacuate? Why do their needshights 
supersede ours? Even animals have the common sense and instinct to run from 
impending danger-why would anyone think these children are going to “stay put” 
in an emergency? 

8. Under NO circumstances should ANYONE’S property be taken from them. 
Not one inch. The schools actions have caused much stress on many people 
unnecessarily. When will COMMON SENSE prevail and the County step up and 
protect the Enos Lane residents, from what is clearly a case of “people” trying to 
shove a round peg in a square hole! 

Many prestigious people will speak on behalf of the school-Marilyn Liddicoat 
(former Supervisor), Carlos Palacios (Manager, City of Watsonville), Matt Ryan 
(Watsonville Firefighter) these people do not live here and their words should not 
carry the same weight as the people who this impacts the most. 

Please let sanity, common sense and good judgment, not to mention fairness, 
prevail and deny this increase in enrollment. 

Thank you for your consideration on this matter, 

-294- 



Stop! 

TRYING TO SHOVE A ROUND PEG IN A 
SQUAR HOLE! 

THIS DOES NOT FIT! 
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Randall Adams 

From: CastellanosDE@aol.com 
Sent: 
To: Randall Adams 

Subject: Letters for Planning Commission's Packet ie App#04-0384 

Wednesday, March 21, 2007 8:41 AM 

Dear Mr. Adams, 
I t  was a pleasure listening t o  you last week a t  the meeting here in Corralitos. I t  is plain t o  see that 

you have worked very hard on this project and your hard work is appreciated. I wish, however, that our 
entire neighborhood was consulted i.e.. a resolution to  this matter as much as the applicant, the Salesian 
Sisters on 605 €nos Lane and their consultants, especially since we all actually LIVE here and have great 
personal interest in the outcome. I think if we were included in those discussions instead o f  only 
gathered together for  a review of the conclusion o f  those meetings, perhaps a true and cohesive 
resolution would be forthcoming. I also believe the ENTIRE neighborhood should have been included in 
the discussions, since so many of us are impacted negatively by the school and i t ' s  activities. Again, 
however, I appreciate your effort .  

We just learned yesterday, that the letters t o  be included in the Commission's packet t o  review on 
this matter, have to  be in by today. Therefore, my husband, Andy, is on his way right now with our 
original copies t o  be included in the packet. I am attaching our two letters here with this email as well. I 
want to  cover all bases and make sure our letters are not disregarded and are in fact, included in the 
packet. 

Thank you very much, 
Dianne CasteChnos 

300 €nos Lane, Corralitos, CA 95076 
763-1842 

__ 

AOL now offers free email to everyone. Find out more about what's free from AOL at AOL.com. 
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300 Enos lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
March 2 1,2007 

County of Santa Cruz, Planning Department 
Planning Commission 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
March 21,2007 

Attention: Planning Commission - this letter to be added to the Commissions packet 
regarding Application 04-03 84 

Subject: Salesian Sisters’ School-Application 04-0384 

Dear Planning Commission: 

I have lived at 300 Enos Lane for almost 4 years now. We moved into what we thought 
was a safe and friendly neighborhood. 
Our History: 
Moving to Enos Lane in 2003 with a child on the way we noticed the amount of vehicles 
traveling on our private rural road to be in excess for the amount of houses on the street 
and for the amount of students that are going to the private school up the street. I thought 
it to be dangerous for my family and for my dog. We also noticed the speed in which the 
cars drove to be unsafe for everyone living on and off Enos Lane especially those living 
below the school. 

In a fi-iendly and neighborly way my wife and I thought we would introduce ourselves to 
the Nuns at the school and to discuss the speed at which the cars traveled past our house. 
The first few minutes of our conversation with Sister Maria of the Salesian School could 
not have been nicer. My wife and I thought how idealic our new life was in Corralitos 
and what a great neighborhood we moved into, much better than Cupertino. We thought 
how great it would be when our boy reached school age how he could just go to school 
right up the street. When we mentioned the amount of cars and the speed at which they 
traveled to and fi-om the school to Sister Maria the conversation quickly deteriorated. The 
Sister actually asked us why we hated Catholics so much and why we would want to 
persecute the Catholic Church. For hundreds of years Catholics have been attacked by 
people like us. That any pets and wild animals killed by traffic fi-om the school was 
“Gods will”. My wife and I looked at each other in amazement. We only wanted the 
parents of the students to slow down. Being Catholic ourselves we could not believe what 
this Nun was saying to us. Immediately a wall went up by the school and we could not 
get answers from anyone up at the school. We tried repeatedly to talk to someone in 
charge at the school with no luck. Being new to the neighborhood we slowly introduced 
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ourselves to other neighbors and we started to ask questions about the school. We soon 
found out that we were not an isolated case but this was the schools standard operating 
procedure. Welcome to the neighborhood. The school had been doing this to all our 
neighbors for years. Almost 30 years now. Unbelievable. Our little home in the country 
was slowly becoming our unwanted drama. 

We started to do some research ourselves and became totally astonished how this school 
actually became into being and how the county allowed a private business to take control 
of a neighborhood through lies, deception and faulty premise. Unbelievable. We talked to 
our neighbors and showed them what we discovered and our beautiful neighborhood is 
united in our outrage at the way we all have been treated by the county, by the school, by 
planning, by those in power from business and all the way up to the County Supervisor 
Board Members. The Board of Supervisor member had personal interest in the school 
back in the 70’s and 80’s since her (Supervisor Litticoat) children attended the school and 
now with the current Board of Supervisors Staff whose relatives and children who now 
attend the school and get paid by the school. Planning Dept. personnel also have children 
who attend this school. Is not there a conflict of interest here? 

Please understand that I harbor no ill-will toward the school, its staff, or attendees and 
have tried to be on fiiendly terms with no luck. We have found some of the 
parents/drivers to be careful and courteous. This has been especially true when planning 
deadlines or when the county makes its appearance to our neighborhood. Once the county 
leaves the area the Salesian School commuters revert to their standard operating 
procedures of dangerous high speed driving and limited carpooling. 

Reviewing the history of how the school was established we found it hard to believe the 
school was even allowed to be built in the first place. 

The area in question was denied a building permit because the soil was deemed unsafe. 
Within several months a new plan was approved to build a Novitiate for no more than 25 
persons including staff and faculty. How did this happen so quickly? How did the earth 
suddenly repair it self and now it was safe to build? 

A Novitiate is essentially a training school for Nuns to learn their vocation. A quiet place 
Nuns would pray. The Salesians never intended to have a Novitiate in the first place. The 
facility immediately became a school. The builder new when he broke ground that he 
was building the Salesian School K-9. 

The Salesians sold their property at Cabrillo College and closed their school on Soquel in 
Aptos. When they got approval to purchase the land off Enos they had every intention of 
opening a school. Their first deception was to tell their new neighbors they were building 
a quiet place for Nuns to pray and not to worry about having a school. Their First Lie has 
now been laid down as the foundation of the Salesian School on Enos lane. Ever since 
The Salesian School has violated its USE PERMIT over and over again. The Salesian 
School has no intention of ever complying with any USE PERMIT it has been issued or 
any in the future based on their history. 
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Since we discovered the all the violations of their USE PERMIT we have become a target 
of the school, the parents of the students, those with vested interest in the school, and 
friends of the school. 

We have been spit at 
Have had trash thrown into our yard by School Commuters 
Been yelled at and harassed 
Have had parents trespass onto our property and threaten us. Also had a Salesian 
parent refuse to leave our deck demanding a confrontation with my pregnant wife. 
We have had a County Sheriff pound on my Front Door at 8 am demanding why I 
was not walking on my street this morning. Have had the same Sheriff threaten 
me and my family and try to intimidate me. 
Have had the school lie to us and ignore our request for traffic control. 
Many of the residents have been brushed or h t  by School traffic. 
Neighborhood pets have been hit and killed by School Traffic 

In March of 2004 the weather finally broke and became nice out. My wife suggested that 
we should start walking before I go to work to get some exercise and enjoy our rural 
neighborhood in the mountains. That it would be fun to walk a block down our street 
with our new boy in his new jogging stroller. How nice. We started walking and by the 
4* day a County Sheriff stopped me 50 yards from my house and told me I was not 
allowed to walk down the side of my private road. My road. We were only walking to 
just the other side of our next door neighbor Bob Porter’s house and up Howell Lane. 
One block was all and on the side of the road. My road. He said he might arrest us for 
child endangerment. Child Endangerment! How dare him! We talked to our close 
neighbor Gary Smith, Fire Chief and President of the Aptos Chamber of Commerce and 
he suggested that we stop walking for a while. So we stopped. It’s very sad that we could 
not even walk down our own street because school commuters did not want to drive 
safely up and down our street. I can not walk down the side of my own street! My Street! 
That same week I went out of the state for 4 days to play an Ice Hockey Tournament and 
arrived home Monday morning at 3 am after driving 10 hours. At 8 am I hear someone 
banging on my front door and there was a Uniformed County Sheriff waving a letter in 
my face and asking why I was not walking this morning. This is nearly a week since we 
stopped walking. First of all it is none of his business whether I am going to walk or not. 
The letter was a slanderous and fictitious letter from a Salesian Parent stating that I was 
walking down the middle of road essentially playing chicken with my son in his stroller. 
How could I? I was out of town! Why would I? I love my Son more than anythmg. The 
Sheriffs friend attended the school and had him try an intimidate me. The Sheriff who 
threatened me was stationed in Scotts Valley and he drove all the way down to my house 
to hassle me? How dare him. I asked him why he came all the way down here and he told 
me his coverage is the entire county and for me to be quiet and mind what he said. How 
dare he threaten me? I love my son more than mythmg and I will do anyhng to protect 
his safety fiom anyone especially a rouge Uniformed Sheriff. The Sheriff actually came 
to my house and told me to watch myself. Next time he was going to take me in. For 
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What!? We immediately called our neighbors to document his actions and quickly we 
had a group of neighbors in fi-ont of my house trying to defuse a rouge sheriff fi-om his 
Gestapo like tactics. Who did he think he is? Who do they think they are to be able to do 
ths? This is not NAZI Germany 1941 ! We notified Ellen Piere, the then Head Sheriff 
Mark Tracy and others of his actions. We tried to file an incident report but the sheriffs 
department refused to do so. Refused! Why? 

One Sheriff who has become a so called buffer between the neighborhood and the school, 
Sgt. Slanick told us to document everything and to take pictures of any unusual activities. 

One evening I was coming home from work and noticed a car driving at a high rate of 
speed up Hames and cut in front of me driving up Enos in excess of 50 mph. I quickly 
lost him but I went up the street anyway past my house to see if it was a School 
commuter. I could not fathom someone driving that fast up our road because he was late 
for an after school function. The car in question turned into the Salesian School. When I 
drove up to the Salesian School I noticed over a hundred plus cars parked all over the 
place and several hundred people and children having some kind of event at the school. I 
went home and grabbed my camera as instructed by the Sheriff and took pictures of the 
large gathering of vehicles. Since I was noticed driving by the Nuns they said that I was 
most likely taking pictures of the children and might be a pedophile. How dare them! I 
was doing what I was instructed to do by the Sheriffs department and get accused of 
being a pedophile. Sgt Slanick can testify to this incident. 

In the first three short years the Nuns have had parents point and yell at us. Have had a 
Sheriff threaten me and my family, accuse me of being a child abuser, a bad father, a 
pedophile, a catholic hater and it keeps going. Unwanted letters from Salesian parents 
such as Dr. Albright asking us why we don’t wave at him in his over crowded Porsche. 
Wave? Had a Salesian parent actually threaten my pregnant wife and refuse to get off our 
property. Yes he did. We have had just about every school commuter yell at me and my 
family if we are standing outside of our house waving and trying to communicate to us in 
their own way. Why can’t we be just left alone? Do we have to move? Some of the 
School traffic actually makes a point of gunning their engines so I can hear it. We have 
tried to have the Sheriff department and the California Highway Patrol enforce the posted 
speed limit of 15 MPH with no luck. Both agencies refuse to do so. The Sheriffs 
department will try and intimidate me and threaten me but will not assist the 
neighborhood in curbing the schools speeders who endanger all the residents in the area. 
The Sheriffs Dept sit and hand out traffic tickets like candy on Soquel Drive in Aptos 
where the speed drops from 35 to 25 on a FOUR LANE ROAD yet refuse to do anything 
here on M Y  little country road where the speed limit is 15 mph. But when it come to 
walking down MY road they feel like they can harass me. 

Soon after we moved to the community we attempted to go to church at Holy Eucharist in 
Corralitos to be a part of the community. We even had our son baptized there. Again it 
seemed like an ideal church in the country. Soon after the Sheriff incident we started to 
notice that Salesian parents of the students who went to Holy Eucharist were pointing us 
out. We were quickly getting a feeling of being unwelcome. We have stopped attending 
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Holy Eucharist. The Nuns are telling the parents one story, telling the Planning 
Department another story and their neighbors in Corralitos yet another. 

When are the lies and Gestapo like tactics of the school, and their friends going to stop? 
They are not going to stop until they get their way, until they are gone or we are gone. 
They have no reason to stop since it has worked in their favor for 30 years. It is how they 
operate. The Salesian School has gotten a taste of the money and has gotten greedy. They 
have lost their way. What happened to helping the poor children? Why do they, a single 
resident on Enos be able to cause so much havoc? Just because we caught the School, the 
Board of Supervisors and others in a huge lie why do we as a neighborhood have to pay a 
price? 

The neighborhood is too small and unsafe to have a school in its present location. The 
school has to be relocated and or closed and the land it sits on returned to its prior 
agricultural state. The School has never abided by its USE PERMIT from day one and for 
the Salesains to be given another pass would be a crime against the happiness and well 
being of the Enos Lane Neighborhood. 

APN 107-571-01 a.k.a. The Salesian School is not an appropriate location for a school 
for many reasons, not the least of which is the obvious lack of adequate access. In fact, if 
this currently permitted 125-student school was to be proposed for this location as a new 
project today, it would likely be denied, in large part due to its single, narrow, windy, 
3500-foot-long access road through a rural residential neighborhood, lack of a secondary 
access road and lack of adequate safety. County staff is now recommending approval of a 
100% expansion in enrollment of thls very same project with no significant improvement 
to access and without mitigations that would effectively address the project's impacts. 
The recommendation is solely based on facts by consultants hired by the Salesian School 
just like from day one. The traffic counts, the Civil engineers, and consultants of local 
businesses are all hired by the Salesian School. Has any member of planning ever called 
or attempted to contact me about how any school expansion would affect me and my 
neighborhood? Not at all. Do they accept our accurate traffic counts as valid? No. This 
makes no sense. It makes even less sense given the school's long history of consistent 
non-compliance with its County Use Permit. I asked to be a member of a committee 
headed by Ellen Pirie which included only one member who was not a GOVT employee 
who actually lived on ENOS lane. Only two members of the Committee lived on ENOS. 
I wanted to be the third but Ellen Pirie said that she wanted me to take a back seat to the 
situation. Back Seat? This is M Y  ROAD. The committee actually included the man who 
wrote me letters about waving to him and his overcrowded car. The committee was filled 
with County Employees and ex-employees and just about everyone on the committee had 
either gone, worked, had children or had wives teach or work at the Salesian School. 
Wow, that was one stacked committee. 

County approval of this project would also be extremely inconsistent with the permit 
denials and severe restrictions placed by the County on far more modest projects 
proposed by nearby residents. Even simple lot splits require higher standards than those 
proposed for this large project. If there is any reasonable basis for County zoning and 
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development standards, there can be no rational justification for approval of a 100% 
expansion in enrollment for this school. I do not believe that it is appropriate for the 
County to allow any expansion in student enrollment at a school that lacks an adequate 
and appropriate access road. If any action should take place let the school abide by the 
first USE PERMIT 78-323-U where as a maximum of 90 students and carpooling limit 
of 25 cars per day and a secondary access road. Let them comply for the same amount of 
years they have been out of compliance. There is no rational basis for County to allow 
any expansion without first talking to the home owners who would be directly affected. 
Why does the Salesian Sister School get a free pass? Why does a business get a pass for 
over 30 years? Who are they paying to get such a pass? Lots of questions I see 
unanswered. 

Sincerely, I 

My poor neighbors Marilyn and Jake Head had endured the wrath of the Salesian School 
for 30 years now. At the meeting we attended with Supervisor Pirie, Burns and Adams 
Mrs. Head stated that when she moved her to Enos Lane to enjoy the country and to live 
out the golden years of her life with her husband but since the Salesian sisters moved in 
their life has been filled with turmoil. How sad. They we opposed to the Salesians 
moving in like everyone else in the neighborhood. Marilyn and Jake Head have told 
Planning and the Board of Supervisors for 30 years now but no one will listen. 

Why doesn’t Planning ask the Neighbors on Enos, upper and lower, personally what we 
want? 

After all this history over the past four years I will not give up one square inch of my land 
to the owner of 605 Enos Lane, whoever they are. I have asked who the owner of 605 
Enos lane is and no one seems to know who it is. 

The County Requires the school that the establishment, maintenance or operation of 
the use or building will not, under the circumstances of the particular case, be 
detrimental to the health, safetv, peace. morals, comfort and general welfare of 
persons residinp or working in the neighborhood of the proposed use or be 
detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or to 
the general welfare of the County. 

The Salesian School has become detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort 
and general welfare of me and my family. 

Andrew Fidandis 
300 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
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300 Enos lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
March 2 1,2007 
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County of Santa Cruz, Planning Department 
Planning Commission 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
March 21,2007 

Attention: Planning Commission - th~s letter to be added to the Commissions packet 
regarding Application 04-0384 

Subject: Salesian Sisters’ School-Application 04-0384 

Dear Planning Commission: 

years would not be considered a very long time, but considering the events that have 
surrounded my home since moving to this neighborhood, sometimes it seems like a 
lifetime. That is, a lifetime of duress due to the nuisance deriving from our neighbors the 
“Salesian Sisters” at 605 Enos Lane and the business they run. These neighbors of mine, 
the “Salesian Sisters” may have a few women reside there for a period of time, but they 
are actually all “temporary residents” with a Provincial in Texas. 

day we would start a family and buy a home in a safe, private neighborhood where we 
could set down roots and whereby our children could thrive. Moving here was a big 
event for us. I was with-child and not only new to the neighborhood, but new to the state 
of California. I was very much looking forward to moving to what I thought would be a 
progressive and intelligent state whereby we could all grow according to our dreams and 
our US Civil Rights as citizens of this great country of ours, i.e., safe, free and pursuing 
our happiness. 

We spent a lot of money purchasing our home, we pay a lot of taxes for it and we 
planned on spending even more money on fbture renovations to improve our quality of 
life and that of our neighborhood. We looked forward to being a vibrant part of our 
community. Instead, sadly, what I have found here due to the shocking behaviors of the 
“Salesian Sisters”, the administrators of the businesses being run there and by many of 
their patrons, resembles more WWII Germany, circa 1933 - 1942 or Selma, Alabama 
circa 1965. Honestly, we have been so maliciously targeted by them for solely expecting 
them to adhere to the law like everyone else is expected to do and to drive courteously on 
our road, that I have felt that burning cross on my front lawn or that yellow star on my 
lapel for almost four years now. It is heartbreaking. Our privacy has been completely 
removed by them and personal rights trampled on. They have made our dream home into 
a living nightmare with sleepless nights and fear. The following is a short history. 

I have lived at 300 Enos Lane almost four years now. I understand that to most, four 

My husband and I on the other hand worked very hard for many years striving for the 
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During the summer of 2003, while they were conducting their summer camp with an 
illegal number of campers (their permit is for 20-30 girls bussed in varied segments and 1 
retreat - not hundreds of day campers and dozens of children sleeping over in classrooms 
called “bungalows”), I called to inquire about their traffic plan. By that time, I had 
already been run off the road several times while pregnant and walking my dog and at 
several different times of the day. I’d also been cursed at to get off the road by parents 
picking up their children. That’s right, told to get off M Y  road with expletives. I, at that 
time counted literally hundreds of cars daily commuting to and fi-om the school fiom 6am 
until 9pm, 7 days a week. My phone call was not well received. My husband and I paid 
a visit in person to get acquainted hoping they would welcome us and perhaps invite us to 
participate in a resolution to the problem. Instead we were lied to by a “Sister” Maria 
there and accused of persecution for simply requesting information. Left puzzled, I then 
made several telephone calls to the principle, Ms. Greer, leaving detailed messages. She 
returned not one of my calls. I was only called once, by the school secretary, who called 
just to harass me by pompously reiterating that the principle, Ms Greer, was in Texas and 
not available to return my call. Again, I was left puzzled by this bizarre behavior. I then 
spoke finally with the Mother Superior, “Sister Theresa”, and invited her over to my 
home several times for coffee and to talk about a solution. She was always very pleasant 
and agreed to my invitation yet then never returned a phone call or came over to my 
house! I really was beginning to wonder about the women up there and at first just 
attributed it to old age. We then also inquired if there was anyone on site to discuss this 
situation, yet was told there was no one on site at the school (with all those children there 
every day) responsible for the facility. Therefore, after no attempt was made by the 
principle or by the Mother Superior of the “residence” to discuss this situation with me 
and since there was no possibility for discussion with anyone on site, needless to say, I 
became very concerned. I called the Diocese of Monterey for help. That is where I was 
told that the “Salesian Sisters” up the street from me have absolutely no affiliation 
whatsoever with the Diocese of Monterey*. I was also told that they are aware of the 
many problems plaguing the “Salesian Sisters” up on my road. I was told that they have 
received many complaints in the past and I was advised to call the County Supervisor’s 
Office, County Planning Office, Santa Cruz County Board of Education and the Sheriffs 
Office. Yes, the Diocese of Monterey evidently knew there was a problem and tried to 
steer me in the right direction, to which I am very grateful. 

It was only through reading the pages in the Planning Department that I came to see 
that the women owning the property at 605 Enos Lane have been terrorizing my 
neighborhood for years. They have been utilizing Mafia-like power, infiltrating high 
ranking officials in local and county government whose child may be enrolled, 
manipulating the truth, deceiving the public, the County officials, County Planning and 
the neighbors with their true plans for the property since they initially purchased it. They 
use intimidation and bullying tactics to quell any resistance to their plan, no matter how 
old or fi-ail their opponent here in our neighborhood. 

They bought the property and requested a permit for a novitiate. The neighbors were 
concerned but agreed to that thinking it would be a quiet retreat for young girls to 
contemplate, never knowing that their builder would attempt to manipulate a right of way 
into the county plans that never existed before. Funny how just a couple months after the 
building was finished, they decided to apply for a camp/school permit. What, no 
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vocations that year? They just happened to build a home that could function as a school? 
If you look at the attached document I copied off their official website today (notice the 
date stamp), you can read for yourself how they intended to build a school first, all the 
while making a mockery of the Planning Department and lying to the neighbors*. The 
neighbors objected yet were bullied. The Planning Department hearings were dominated 
by the “Salesian Sisters” creating drama in the chamber. They had a parade of children 
testifylng on how they loved their teacher “sister so and so”, as if that should matter one 
bit! They made the Planning hearing into a carnival and exposed children to what I 
would consider abuse. They used those children for their own personal benefit. They 
used the parents as well by getting them all riled up with the same rhetoric and absurd 
petitions signed by people that didn’t even live in the vicinity to make a numbers game 
for the hearing. It was nothing more than an absurd show, one which I wouldn’t put it 
past them to try and repeat again here with us. Abusing their power and warping parents’ 
perceptions of the truth to their plan seems to be part of their agenda. Again, I find their 
business morals and ethics so bad that it is truly revolting to me. Nonetheless, the 
Planning department granted a temporary permit with strict guidelines. When their 
year was up and permit renewal was due, the Planning department found that virtually 
none of the guidelines were adhered to and the Planning Department did the right thing: 
they denied their permit. I reiterate the Planning Department at that time did the 
right thing: they denied theirpermit. The “Salesian Sisters” appealed to the Board of 
Supervisors whereby Ms. Liddicoat should have abstained since she had personal interest 
in the school; evidently her child was enrolled there. Instead, not only did Liddicoat 
participate, but eliminated the necessity of a secondary access road among other 
provisions that call into question the very legality of their existing permit to date. I 
wonder if the Insurance Commissioner or their Insurance Carrier was ever notified that 
there was to be no emergency access road for the children and staff at the school. Was 
the Health Department notified for an inspection? I don’t think so. Also, there is a little 
thing called FIRE SAFETY. It is not a matter of IF there is a fire; it is a matter of WHEN 
there will be fire. When there is a fire, it will burn fast there since the school is built on 
an area designated as an extreme fire hazard. In my opinion, it is tantamount to child 
abuse keeping children closed up on that hill the way they do with no way out in an 
emergency. They are literally playing with fire, playing with the lives in their care and 
playing with the lives and property of every single person residing on our lane. Even if 
they receive now a Fire Safety permit whereby the children wait, bunkered down in an 
oven-like atmosphere, who will the county employ to keep the school parents off our lane 
who are desperately trying to reach their children? Thus, again, the Salesian Sisters and 
their HOME BASED BUSINESS have become nothing more than a nuisance. I can 
promise that when that dreaded day comes, if one hair on my son’s head is injured, or an 
inch of our property damaged, there will be billions of dollars in retribution sought. I will 
dig from the culprits at the very beginning of this mess all the way through government 
agencies responsible. I will dig through the “Salesians”, the Catholic Church, their 
insurance carrier and even the clients of the school who knowingly break the law daily by 
driving up our lane whilst over the number limit and possibly blocking an emergency 
vehicle or exit route. 

Once I contacted Supervisor Pirie’s office concerning this situation, the principle at 
the “Salesian Sisters”schoo1 began a malicious and irresponsible campaign against me 
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personally. I have many documented occasions of her malicious attacks. Because of her 
false witness against her neighbor - me, to her clients the parents, people with whom I 
am a complete stranger, I have been spit at by parents while pregnant and getting my 
mail; I have had trash thrown at me by parents while walking in front of my home; I have 
been cursed at by parents; yelled at by parents; stared at by parents; had harassing letters 
written to me by parents - complete strangers mind you; my dog was mysteriously 
poisoned.. . and the list goes on. These are the odd, shocking, strange and scary 
behaviors of the “Salesian Sisters” school towards my family, and me solely after 
questioning their traffic numbers and speeding. It has been a horrific ordeal. I was made 
aware that she was upset because she was attempting to obtain a permit for a new 
auditorium for the property to allow interscholastic sporting events. Perhaps my timing 
put a monkey wrench in her plan and she took it out on me personally. One would have 
thought the responsible thing would instead have wanted to begin attempts at compliance. 
That is what any other responsible honest, ethical and forthright business would be 
expected to do. I do understand that perhaps now, there is new management, but if the 
Planning Department just looks at the facts - the facts that none, yes NONE of the 
conditions they have ever put forth on my neighbors for their home based business in my 
rural residential neighborhood have ever been complied to, then if all fairness to the 
citizens of Santa Cruz and to the thousands of businesses here that DO have to comply to 
the rules and regulations of the Planning Department, one would thmk that Planning 
would again do the RIGHT THING and deny their amended permit. 

They are making a mockery of the County Planning Department without a shred of 
respect. They may attempt to carpool in the morning, but they never comply and have 
many drivers over the speed limit of 15 MPH. The student pick-ups start at 1 1 : 15. This 
goes on all day long from 1 1: 15 until about 5:30 our road is busy with cars picking up 
children from school. There are vans; SUV’s  even a Hummer picking up one or maybe 
two students at a time. There has NEVER been an afternoon “busy hour” of carpooling 
in the past years that I have observed. I believe that without a physical restraint, such as a 
gate at the entrance of our lane and the use of their own private entrance, there will never 
be compliance. Whilst using our private road in which my property line runs 8 feet into 
the center, irony is that there is no way of enforcing the traffic numbers or speed since the 
Sheriff can’t come onto our private road to help us! Also, without notifying the 
neighbors OR the Planning Department, they have additional after school, interscholastic 
sporting events with a small league of private schools. I am sure that point was 
concealed to you whilst making the review for an amended permit. They also have many 
other events in the evening and weekends that they do not make public or place on their 
agenda noted by Planning. They again are conducting business in the same deceitful, 
secretive, false and ethically immoral way that they have for the past almost 30 years. 

I do NOT know why now the Planning Department would take it upon themselves, 
with our tax dollars, to devise a working business plan for them. Could anyone provide 
me of a list of other businesses that Planning would do the same for? If one does not 
want to accept the fact that the “Salesian Sisters” have deliberately manipulated the 
Planning Department and their neighbors with false statements regarding their business 
intentions, then one must conclude that they are completely incompetent and unable to 
run a safe, trustworthy and lawful business. They are NOT forthright on any issue I have 
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observed to date and it is NOT the responsibility of the neighborhood to repair their 
incompetence in running their business. I certainly will NOT allow them to have one 
inch of our property. They cannot have it both ways i.e., they want to be recognized as a 
residence in our rural residential neighborhood, yet they want to run a bonified institution 
right here in my backyard! They are not running a small home based business. If their 
home based business is doing so well that they want to enroll 250 students or more (i.e. 
almost three times their present permit), have interscholastic sports, build an auditorium, 
etc, etc, well that’s just great! They could simply save us this drama and instead simply 
do what thousands of other home based businesses in this area have done in the same 
situation - look for a place to move the business that accommodates their function - in a 
place zoned for business and with adequate public streets and safety measures. Where 
would Apple be if they remained in their home garage? This area has become famous 
around the world for home based business becoming successful - and moving on! Wow, 
doesn’t that seem simple? They may covet their neighbor’s land, but they can’t have it. 

They have paid a lot of good money for consultants it seems at this juncture. I must 
say, that a good consultant may have instead told them to save their money, and realize 
that they have run an illegal business for almost 30 years and made millions of dollars 
doing it. They made their money while running over the backs of the meek and elderly in 
their neighborhood that never wanted them to have a school here in the first place - and 
perhaps now it’s time to close the door and move on to a place better suited for their 
purposes. The “good old boy network” is gone, (or should be gone) and now we expect 
transparency. Because of the past infiactions, I will expect complete transparency in the 
County’s Planning Department concerning this issue, to include the names of anyone 
warking on this project that may have a personal agenda or personal interest in it. 
Transparency also in the parents of students at the school that any hold government 
position in Santa Cruz County, Watsonville and other local government officials and/or 
employees that may be putting on pressure concerning this issue where they shouldn’t be. 
There is a new breed of savvy owner entering this neighborhood and we are paying a lot 
of money for our privacy and rights - ALL our rights. We would be hard pressed to 
allow our civil rights to be trampled on. 

We care about our environment as well and it is well noted here that the traffic and 
school noise depletes the number of wildlife we have in our neighborhood. The noise 
and traffic fiom the school has become toxic to us and the wildlife here just runs from it - 
if it can. Remember, our neighborhood lies within the Monterey Sanctuary. Yet, here, I 
have witnessed school traffic. run over small animals and salamanders in the lane here 
right in front of my house! I know home owners here in our neighborhood that have lost 
pets due to the school traffic and have had children that have almost been hit while 
simply walking to catch the school bus. I have two cats and a three year old boy that I 
worry about every day because of the school traffic. 

A suggestion for the Salesian Sisters is they can use the existing property as a 
retirement home for their aged or impaired if not as a Novitiate, as originally stated. 
There seems to be a need for a retirement home according to the Texas Provincial’s 
website. Why would they be willing to spend millions of dollars for another 30 students? 
The tuition for an additional 30 students wouldn’t most likely cover the cost of 
complying with the conditions set forth for an amended permit. Is there something in 
Planning to do with the number 250 that we need to know about? Why the magic 
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number 250? What exact plans are there for a new auditorium and interscholastic 
sporting events? If that became a reality, it would be completely intolerable and at the 
same time unenforceable! Regarding our road, again, the ONLY way to have the 
Salesian Sisters residents and their clients comply with ANY of your conditions would be 
to implement a physical barrier such as a gate at the entrance and they could use Enos 
Lane as their emergency access! 

the amended permit. You should make them re-file for a new permit of 90 students since 
they have never complied with their original. You should require them to re-pave and 
recondition our road due to almost 30 years of illegal use and abuse with countless 
vehicle usage. You must do this NOW so the parents can enroll their children in a good 
school for the fall. Bradley and Rio Del Mar have some of the highest test scores in the 
nation and Bradley is within walking distance to the Salesian Sisters school! That’s right, 
with some of the highest test scores in the NATION to boot! 

Planning should definitely NOT be involved in helping build such a business. They 
cannot be trusted to ever comply with any safety standards you in the Planning 
Department put in place and they have become nothing more than a big nuisance. They 
have not shown good form or business practice in the past and have never complied for 
any steady period of time in the past almost 30 years. Planning does not treat other 
businesses with kit gloves and I would not expect Planning to extend any favorable 
opinions upon a business that so blatantly disregards Planning’s standards on a daily 
basis to date. 

the United States. Brilliant minds agree and understand this concept and, in fact, it 
should always be enforced. That is what my husband and I are all about. That is also 
what we, along with our good neighbors here in our little neighborhood on Enos Lane are 
all about. That is the kind of partnership we are asking of the Planning Department to 
provide. Please, help us. Just do the right thing, again, deny their request. They cannot 
be trusted to comply, there is no legitimate enforcement available and we have the right 
to live in peace and privacy on our own land, in our own home. 

You, the Planning Commission members, must please do the right thing here and deny 

We want a safe and free place to live, which is guaranteed us by the Constitution of 

3 0 8 -  

Sincerely, 

Dianne Castellanos 

*Attachments, two. 
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Subject: Agenda Comments 
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Meeting Type : Planning Commission 

Meeting Date : 3/28/2007 

Name : Michael & Laurie Groves 

Item Number : 10.00 

Email : groves@emcplanning.com 

Address : 342 Enos Lane 
Corralitos 

Phone : 831-595-0216 

Comments : 
March 20,2007 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Salesian School Use Permit (#04-0384) Corralitos, CA 

Dear Planning Commissioners and Supervisors; 

We are residents of Enos Lane (342) and support the Salesian School's Use Permit revisions to increase 
the school's capacity to a maximum of 250 K-8 students, including the County's right to monitor the permit. 
However, I do not support over-burdensome and costly conditions of approval that include improvements to 
the road that are not necessarily supported by the entire community. 

We request you support the Salesian School Use Permit as described by staff, with the following 
modifications to conditions of approval: 

? Remove the requirement to increase the road width to 24' in the first 40 feet of length from Hames Road; 

? Remove the requirement for a pedestrian pathway, unless it can be achieved within the existing right-of- 
way, or if the existing property owners are willing to dedicate land along the existing roadway to achieve a 
separated path. I do not support the County using condemnation proceedings to achieve this condition; 

? Increase timeframes for compliance of conditions regarding physical improvements to twenty-four to 
thirty-six months. This allows time for fund raising, plan preparation, County approvals, construction 
bidding, construction and inspection; 

? Make County determination of compliance to carpooling program by the end of the first year for the 
beginning of the third year, and on-going reviews at the end of each school year for two years in advance. 
This allows for better school enrollment planning and, at the same time, the County has continuous 
monitoring for 5 years; and 
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? Modify Health Department requirement for septic system improvements to comply with best practices for 
septic system maintenance. The system was already approved for up to 250 students. The condition should 
focus on semi-annual maintenance. 

It is not economically feasible to operate a K-8 school with 125 students, and still make this quality of 
education affordable to a wide population. Further, being required to make physical improvements that are 
estimated to range between 1.5 and 2.0 million dollars places an unrealistic and unachievable burden on 
the school. The school has already spent over $300,000 to date to amend this use permit. lastly, the 
timeframe in which the county is conditioning the amended permit to make physical improvements is too 
short. The school will be required to raise funds for these dollars and that will take time, then improvement 
plans must be prepared and approved by the County, permits issued, contractors selected, and 
construction completed and inspected. Please modify the conditions of approval to be less burdensome on 
the Salesian School. 

Thank you for your consideration of support for these requests for the Salesian School amended use permit 
and the requested modified conditions of approval. 

Sincerely, 
Michael & Laurie Groves 
342 Enos Lane 

cc: 
Tom Burns, Santa Cruz Planning Director 
Randall Adams, Santa Cruz Planning Department 
Dennis Kehoe, Attorney 
Andrew Kreeft, Salesian Neighborhood Committee 
Barbara Smith, Salesian School 



300 Enos lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
March 2 1,2007 
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County of Santa Cruz, Planning Department 
Planning Commission 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
March 21,2007 

Attention: Planning Commission - this letter to be added to the Commissions packet 
regarding Application 04-03 84 

Subject: Salesian Sisters’ School-Application 04-0384 

Dear Planning Commission: 

years would not be considered a very long time, but considering the events that have 
surrounded my home since moving to this neighborhood, sometimes it seems like a 
lifetime. That is, a lifetime of duress due to the nuisance deriving from our neighbors the 
“Salesian Sisters” at 605 Enos Lane and the business they run. These neighbors of mine, 
the “Salesian Sisters” may have a few women reside there for a period of time, but they 
are actually all “temporary residents” with a Provincial in Texas. 

day we would start a family and buy a home in a safe, private neighborhood where we 
could set down roots and whereby our children could thrive. Moving here was a big 
event for us. I was with-child and not only new to the neighborhood, but new to the state 
of California. I was very much looking forward to moving to what I thought would be a 
progressive and intelligent state whereby we could all grow according to our dreams and 
our US Civil Rights as citizens of this great country of ours, i.e., safe, free and pursuing 
our happiness. 

We spent a lot of money purchasing our home, we pay a lot of taxes for it and we 
planned on spending even more money on future renovations to improve our quality of 
life and that of our neighborhood. We looked forward to being a vibrant part of our 
community. Instead, sadly, what I have found here due to the shocking behaviors of the 
“Salesian Sisters”, the administrators of the businesses being run there and by many of 
their patrons, resembles more WWII Germany, circa 1933 - 1942 or Selma, Alabama 
circa 1965. Honestly, we have been so maliciously targeted by them for solely expecting 
them to adhere to the law like everyone else is expected to do and to drive courteously on 
our road, that I have felt that burning cross on my fiont lawn or that yellow star on my 
lapel for almost four years now. It is heartbreaking. Our privacy has been completely 
removed by them and personal rights trampled on. They have made our dream home into 
a living nightmare with sleepless nights and fear. The following is a short history. 

I have lived at 300 Enos Lane almost four years now. I understand that to most, four 

My husband and I on the other hand worked very hard for many years striving for the 
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During the summer of 2003, while they were conducting their summer camp with an 
illegal number of campers (their permit is for 20-30 girls bussed in varied segments and 1 
retreat - not hundreds of day campers and dozens of children sleeping over in classrooms 
called “bungalows”), I called to inquire about their traffic plan. By that time, I had 
already been run off the road several times while pregnant and walking my dog and at 
several different times of the day. I’d also been cursed at to get off the road by parents 
picking up their children. That’s right, told to get off MY road with expletives. I, at that 
time counted literally hundreds of cars daily commuting to and from the school fkom 6am 
until 9pm, 7 days a week. My phone call was not well received. My husband and I paid 
a visit in person to get acquainted hoping they would welcome us and perhaps invite us to 
participate in a resolution to the problem. Instead we were lied to by a “Sister” Maria 
there and accused of persecution for simply requesting information. Left puzzled, I then 
made several telephone calls to the principle, Ms. Greer, leaving detailed messages. She 
returned not one of my calls. I was only called once, by the school secretary, who called 
just to harass me by pompously reiterating that the principle, Ms Greer, was in Texas and 
not available to return my call. Again, I was left puzzled by this bizarre behavior. I then 
spoke finally with the Mother Superior, “Sister Theresa”, and invited her over to my 
home several times for coffee and to talk about a solution. She was always very pleasant 
and agreed to my invitation yet then never returned a phone call or came over to my 
house! I really was beginning to wonder about the women up there and at first just 
attributed it to old age. We then also inquired if there was anyone on site to discuss this 
situation, yet was told there was no one on site at the school (with all those children there 
every day) responsible for the facility. Therefore, after no attempt was made by the 
principle or by the Mother Superior of the  residence^' to discuss this situation with me 
and since there was no possibility for discussion with anyone on site, needless to say, I 
became very concerned. I called the Diocese of Monterey for help. That is where I was 
told that the “Salesian Sisters” up the street from me have absolutely no affiliation 
whatsoever with the Diocese of Monterey*. I was also told that they are aware of the 
many problems plaguing the “Salesian Sisters” up on my road. I was told that they have 
received many complaints in the past and I was advised to call the County Supervisor’s 
Office, County Planning Office, Santa Cruz County Board of Education and the Sheriffs 
Office. Yes, the Diocese of Monterey evidently knew there was a problem and tried to 
steer me in the right direction, to which I am very grateful. 

It was only through reading the pages in the Planning Department that I came to see 
that the women owning the property at 605 Enos Lane have been terrorizing my 
neighborhood for years. They have been utilizing Mafia-like power, infiltrating high 
ranking officials in local and county government whose child may be enrolled, 
manipulating the truth, deceiving the public, the County officials, County Planning and 
the neighbors with their true plans for the property since they initially purchased it. They 
use intimidation and bullying tactics to quell any resistance to their plan, no matter how 
old or frail their opponent here in our neighborhood. 

They bought the property and requested a permit for a novitiate. The neighbors were 
concerned but agreed to that thinking it would be a quiet retreat for young girls to 
contemplate, never knowing that their builder would attempt to manipulate a right of way 
into the county plans that never existed before. Funny how just a couple months after the 
building was finished, they decided to apply for a camp/school permit. What, no 
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vocations that year? They just happened to build a home that could h c t i o n  as a school? 
If you look at the attached document I copied off their official website today (notice the 
date stamp), you can read for yourself how they intended to build a school first, all the 
while making a mockery of the Planning Department and lying to the neighbors*. The 
neighbors objected yet were bullied. The Planning Department hearings were dominated 
by the “Salesian Sisters” creating drama in the chamber. They had a parade of children 
testifiing on how they Zoved their teacher “sister so and SO”, as if that should matter one 
bit! They made the Planning hearing into a carnival and exposed children to what I 
would consider abuse. They used those children for their own personal benefit. They 
used the parents as well by getting them all riled up with the Same rhetoric and absurd 
petitions signed by people that didn’t even live in the vicinity to make a numbers game 
for the hearing. It was nothing more than an absurd show, one which I wouldn’t put it 
past them to try and repeat again here with us. Abusing their power and warping parents’ 
perceptions of the truth to their plan seems to be part of their agenda. Again, I find their 
business morals and ethics so bad that it is truly revolting to me. Nonetheless, the 
Planning department granted a temporary permit with strict guidelines. When their 
year was up and permit renewal was due, the Planning department found that virtually 
none of the guidelines were adhered to and the Planning Department did the right thing: 
they denied their permit. I reiterate the Planning Department at that time did the 
right thing: they denied their permit. The “Salesian Sisters” appealed to the Board of 
Supervisors whereby Ms. Liddicoat should have abstained since she had personal interest 
in the school; evidently her child was enrolled there. Instead, not only did Liddicoat 
participate, but eliminated the necessity of a secondary access road among other 
provisions that call into question the very legality of their existing permit to date. I 
wonder if the Insurance Commissioner or their Insurance Carrier was ever notified that 
there was to be no emergency access road for the children and staff at the school. Was 
the Health Department notified for an inspection? I don’t think so. Also, there is a little 
thing called FIRE SAFETY. It is not a matter of IF there is a fire; it is a matter of WHEN 
there will be fire. When there is a fire, it will burn fast there since the school is built on 
an area designated as an extreme fire hazard. In my opinion, it is tantamount to child 
abuse keeping children closed up on that hill the way they do with no way out in an 
emergency. They are literally playing with fire, playing with the lives in their care and 
playing with the lives and property of every single person residing on our lane. Even if 
they receive now a Fire Safety permit whereby the children wait, bunkered down in an 
oven-like atmosphere, who will the county employ to keep the school parents off our lane 
who are desperately trying to reach their children? Thus, again, the Salesian Sisters and 
their HOME BASED BUSINESS have become nothing more than a nuisance. I can 
promise that when that dreaded day comes, if one hair on my son’s head is injured, or an 
inch of our property damaged, there will be billions of dollars in retribution sought. I will 
dig from the culprits at the very beginning of this mess all the way through government 
agencies responsible. I will dig through the “Salesians”, the Catholic Church, their 
insurance carrier and even the clients of the school who knowingly break the law daily by 
driving up our lane whilst over the number limit and possibly blocking an emergency 
vehicle or exit route. 

Once I contacted Supervisor Pirie’s office concerning this situation, the principle at 
the “Salesian Sisters”schoo1 began a malicious and irresponsible campaign against me 
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personally. I have many documented occasions of her malicious attacks. Because of her 
false witness against her neighbor - me, to her clients the parents, people with whom I 
am a complete stranger, I have been spit at by parents while pregnant and getting my 
mail; I have had trash thrown at me by parents while walking in front of my home; I have 
been cursed at by parents; yelled at by parents; stared at by parents; had harassing letters 
written to me by parents - complete strangers mind you; my dog was mysteriously 
poisoned.. . and the list goes on. These are the odd, shocking, strange and scary 
behaviors of the “Salesian Sisters” school towards my family, and me solely after 
questioning their traffic numbers and speeding. It has been a horrific ordeal. I was made 
aware that she was upset because she was attempting to obtain a permit for a new 
auditorium for the property to allow interscholastic sporting events. Perhaps my timing 
put a monkey wrench in her plan and she took it out on me personally. One would have 
thought the responsible thing would instead have wanted to begin attempts at compliance. 
That is what any other responsible honest, ethical and forthright business would be 
expected to do. I do understand that perhaps now, there is new management, but if the 
Planning Department just looks at the facts - the facts that none, yes NONE of the 
conditions they have ever put forth on my neighbors for their home based business in my 
rural residential neighborhood have ever been complied to, then if all fairness to the 
citizens of Santa Cruz and to the thousands of businesses here that DO have to comply to 
the rules and regulations of the Planning Department, one would think that Planning 
would again do the RIGHT THING and deny their amended permit. 

They are making a mockery of the County Planning Department without a shred of 
respect. They may attempt to carpool in the morning, but they never comply and have 
many drivers over the speed limit of 15 MPH. The student pick-ups start at 11:15. This 
goes on all day long fi-om 1 1 : 15 until about 5:30 our road is busy with cars picking up 
children from school. There are vans; SUV’s even a Hummer picking up one or maybe 
two students at a time. There has NEVER been an afternoon “busy hour” of carpooling 
in the past years that I have observed. I believe that without a physical restraint, such as a 
gate at the entrance of our lane and the use of their own private entrance, there will never 
be compliance. Whilst using our private road in which my property line runs 8 feet into 
the center, irony is that there is no way of enforcing the traffic numbers or speed since the 
Sheriff can’t come onto our private road to help us! Also, without notifying the 
neighbors OR the Planning Department, they have additional aRer school, interscholastic 
sporting events with a small league of private schools. I am sure that point was 
concealed to you whilst making the review for an amended permit. They also have many 
other events in the evening and weekends that they do not make public or place on their 
agenda noted by Planning. They again are conducting business in the same deceitful, 
secretive, false and ethically immoral way that they have for the past almost 30 years. 

I do NOT know why now the Planning Department would take it upon themselves, 
with our tax dollars, to devise a working business plan for them. Could anyone provide 
me of a list of other businesses that Planning would do the same for? If one does not 
want to accept the fact that the “Salesian Sisters” have deliberately manipulated the 
Planning Department and their neighbors with false statements regarding their business 
intentions, then one must conclude that they are completely incompetent and unable to 
run a safe, trustworthy and lawful business. They are NOT forthright on any issue I have 
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observed to date and it is NOT the responsibility of the neighborhood to repair their 
incompetence in running their business. I certainly will NOT allow them to have one 
inch of our property. They cannot have it both ways i.e., they want to be recognized as a 
residence in our rural residential neighborhood, yet they want to run a bonified institution 
right here in my backyard! They are not running a small home based business. If their 
home based business is doing so well that they want to enroll 250 students or more (Le. 
almost three times their present permit), have interscholastic sports, build an auditorium, 
etc, etc, well that’s just great! They could simply save us this drama and instead simply 
do what thousands of other home based businesses in this area have done in the same 
situation - look for a place to move the business that accommodates their fimction - in a 
place zoned for business and with adequate public streets and safety measures. Where 
would Apple be if they remained in their home garage? This area has become famous 
around the world for home based business becoming successful - and moving on! Wow, 
doesn’t that seem simple? They may covet their neighbor’s land, but they can’t have it. 

They have paid a lot of good money for consultants it seems at this juncture. I must 
say, that a good consultant may have instead told them to save their money, and realize 
that they have run an illegal business for almost 30 years and made millions of dollars 
doing it. They made their money while running over the backs of the meek and elderly in 
their neighborhood that never wanted them to have a school here in the first place - and 
perhaps now it’s time to close the door and move on to a place better suited for their 
purposes. The “good old boy network” is gone, (or should be gone) and now we expect 
transparency. Because of the past infractions, I will expect complete transparency in the 
County’s Planning Department concerning this issue, to include the names of anyone 
working on this project that may have a personal agenda or personal interest in it. 
Transparency also in the parents of students at the school that any hold government 
position in Santa Cruz County, Watsonville and other local government officials andor 
employees that may be putting on pressure concerning this issue where they shouldn’t be. 
There is a new breed of savvy owner entering this neighborhood and we are paying a lot 
of money for our privacy and rights - ALL our rights. We would be hard pressed to 
allow our civil rights to be trampled on. 

We care about our environment as well and it is well noted here that the traffic and 
school noise depletes the number of wildlife we have in our neighborhood. The noise 
and traffic from the school has become toxic to us and the wildlife here just runs from it - 
if it can. Remember, our neighborhood lies within the Monterey Sanctuary. Yet, here, I 
have witnessed school traffic run over small animals and salamanders in the lane here 
right in front of my house! I know home owners here in our neighborhood that have lost 
pets due to the school traffic and have had children that have almost been hit while 
simply walking to catch the school bus. I have two cats and a three year old boy that I 
worry about every day because of the school traffic. 

A suggestion for the Salesian Sisters is they can use the existing property as a 
retirement home for their aged or impaired if not as a Novitiate, as originally stated. 
There seems to be a need for a retirement home according to the Texas Provincial’s 
website. Why would they be willing to spend millions of dollars for another 30 students? 
The tuition for an additional 30 students wouldn’t most likely cover the cost of 
complying with the conditions set forth for an amended permit. Is there something in 
Planning to do with the number 250 that we need to know about? Why the magic 
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number 250? What exact plans are there for a new auditorium and interscholastic 
sporting events? If that became a reality, it would be completely intolerable and at the 
same time unenforceable! Regarding our road, again, the ONLY way to have the 
Salesian Sisters residents and their clients comply with ANY of your conditions would be 
to implement a physical barrier such as a gate at the entrance and they could use Enos 
Lane as their emergency access! 

the amended permit. You should make them re-file for a new permit of 90 students since 
they have never complied with their original. You should require them to re-pave and 
recondition our road due to almost 30 years of illegal use and abuse with countless 
vehicle usage. You must do this NOW so the parents can enroll their children in a good 
school for the fall. Bradley and Rio Del Mar have some of the highest test scores in the 
nation and Bradley is within walking distance to the Salesian Sisters school! That’s right, 
with some of the highest test scores in the NATION to boot! 

Planning should definitely NOT be involved in helping build such a business. They 
cannot be trusted to ever comply with any safety standards you in the Planning 
Department put in place and they have become nothing more than a big nuisance. They 
have not shown good form or business practice in the past and have never complied for 
any steady period of time in the past almost 30 years. Planning does not treat other 
businesses with kit gloves and I would not expect Planning to extend any favorable 
opinions upon a business that so blatantly disregards Planning’s standards on a daily 
basis to date. 

the United States. Brilliant minds agree and understand this concept and, in fact, it 
should always be enforced. That is what my husband and I are all about. That is also 
what we, along with our good neighbors here in our little neighborhood on Enos Lane are 
all about. That is the kind of partnership we are asking of the Planning Department to 
provide. Please, help us. Just do the right thing, again, deny their request. They cannot 
be trusted to comply, there is no legitimate enforcement available and we have the right 
to live in peace and privacy on our own land, in our own home. 

You, the Planning Commission members, must please do the right thing here and deny 

We want a safe and free place to live, which is guaranteed us by the Constitution of 

Sincerely, 
A. , b  

- 3 1 6 -  

Dianne Castellanos 

*Attachments, two. 
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Saleslan Elementary & Junlor High School 
Corralitos, CA 

Projed Descrlption 
Strategic Construction Management, Inc. is assisting the school 
in expediting a solution for their compliance with county fire 
and county use permit requirements. As part of the scope of 
work, Strategic is directing consultant document development 
for engineering and construction requirements, coordinating 
neighborhood and parent outreach, and coordinating 
development of a master plan to assist in the expansion of the 
Salesion School without issues. 

- c- Owner 
,Diocese of Monterey 
DeDartment of Catholic Schools 
485 Church Street 
Monterey, CA 93942 
831 1373-1 608 

Salesian Elementary & Junior High School 
605 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
83 1 1728-55 1 8 
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605 Enos LaneCorralitos, ca, 9507.5 
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HISTORY OF SALESIAN ELEMENTARY AND JUNIOR HIGH 
In  1975, if you had come up Enos Lane where Salesian Elementary & Junior High School now 
stands, you would have found nothing but a steep slope, a lot of brush, and a few dilapidated apple 
trees, remnants of an old orchard that dated back to 1883. 

Up to 1975, the Salesian Sisters of St. John Bosco had owned and occupied the historic Sesnon- 
Porter home in Aptos, where they ran a high school for candidates and a thriving summer camp. 
But Cabrillo Community College needed the property for expansion, and the Sisters had to sell. 
That's when, relying on God's help, they discovered and purchased that hidden-away, undeveloped 
plot of land in the foothills of Corralitos. 

By 1977, the Sisters, had transformed their scrubby hillside. They had built four multipurpose 
cabins, a kitchen, and a cafeteria, basketball and tennis courts, a swimming pool, and a playfield. 
An early-childhood center was established and a summer camp started. Thus, "Mary Help of 
Christians Youth Center" was born. A convent with living quarters for the Sisters still lay on the 
drawing board. It was to be the next project. 

As people became aware of the Salesian Sisters' presence in Corralitos, and realizing that they 
were educators whose specific ministry was teaching and other youth work, an increasing number 
began to urge the Sisters to expand their early childhood center into a full-scale school, pointing 
out the need for a second Catholic School for the fast-growing population of Pajaro Valley. As a 
result, the plans for building a Sisters' residence were scrapped, and the Sisters requested and 
received permission to build a school and chapel in its stead. At first, there was serious talk of 
establishing a middle school only, but the parents involved would not hear of it. It was finally 
decided to have a K-8 school, but to begin with Grades 5 through 8, plus kinder and Grade 1, and 
to fill in the gap year by year. The Sisters would have to wait another 12 years for their convent, 
but they had the joy of seeing the school building completed and open for business by September 
1, 1978. 

This year (2006-2007) Salesian School begins its 28th th year of existence. God's blessings, and 
many sacrifices on the part of the Sisters and lay teachers, as well as of the school's friends and 
patrons, have brought the school into existence and have kept it going over the years, but the 
cooperation of all and the accomplishments and spirit of the students have made it all worthwhile. 

It has all been a work of love--and a work of love it continues to be. 

Copyright @ Cruseco-m Technology Consultants, LLC - Al l  Rights Reserved 
Any Distribution or Reproduction is Strictly Prohibited. 
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300 Enos lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
March 2 1,2007 

County of Santa Cruz, Planning Department 
Planning Commission 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
March 2 1,2007 

Attention: Planning Commission - this letter to be added to the Commissions packet 
regarding Application 04-03 84 

Subject: Salesian Sisters’ School-Application 04-03 84 

Dear Planning Commission: 

I have lived at 300 Enos Lane for almost 4 years now. We moved into what we thought 
was a safe and friendly neighborhood. 
Our History: 
Moving to Enos Lane in 2003 with a child on the way we noticed the amount of vehicles 
traveling on our private rural road to be in excess for the amount of houses on the street 
and for the amount of students that are going to the private school up the street. I thought 
it to be dangerous for my family and for my dog. We also noticed the speed in which the 
cars drove to be unsafe for everyone living on and off Enos Lane especially those living 
below the school. 

In a friendly and neighborly way my wife and I thought we would introduce ourselves to 
the Nuns at the school and to discuss the speed at which the cars traveled past our house. 
The first few minutes of our conversation with Sister Maria of the Salesian School could 
not have been nicer. My wife and I thought how idealic our new life was in Corralitos 
and what a great neighborhood we moved into, much better than Cupertino. We thought 
how great it would be when our boy reached school age how he could just go to school 
right up the street. When we mentioned the amount of cars and the speed at which they 
traveled to and fkom the school to Sister Maria the conversation quickly deteriorated. The 
Sister actually asked us why we hated Catholics so much and why we would want to 
persecute the Catholic Church. For hundreds of years Catholics have been attacked by 
people like us. That any pets and wild animals killed by traffic from the school was 
“Gods will”. My wife and I looked at each other in amazement. We only wanted the 
parents of the students to slow down. Being Catholic ourselves we could not believe what 
this Nun was saying to us. Immediately a wall went up by the school and we could not 
get answers fiom anyone up at the school. We tried repeatedly to talk to someone in 
charge at the school with no luck. Being new to the neighborhood we slowly introduced 
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ourselves to other neighbors and we started to ask questions about the school. We soon 
found out that we were not an isolated case but this was the schools standard operating 
procedure. Welcome to the neighborhood. The school had been doing this to all our 
neighbors for years. Almost 30 years now. Unbelievable. Our little home in the country 
was slowly becoming our unwanted drama. 

We started to do some research ourselves and became totally astonished how this school 
actually became into being and how the county allowed a private business to take control 
of a neighborhood through lies, deception and faulty premise. Unbelievable. We talked to 
our neighbors and showed them what we discovered and our beautifid neighborhood is 
united in our outrage at the way we all have been treated by the county, by the school, by 
planning, by those in power from business and all the way up to the County Supervisor 
Board Members. The Board of Supervisor member had personal interest in the school 
back in the 70’s and 80’s since her (Supervisor Litticoat) children attended the school and 
now with the current Board of Supervisors Staff whose relatives and children who now 
attend the school and get paid by the school. Planning Dept. personnel also have children 
who attend this school. Is not there a conflict of interest here? 

Please understand that I harbor no ill-will toward the school, its staff, or attendees and 
have tried to be on friendly terms with no luck. We have found some of the 
parentddrivers to be careful and courteous. This has been especially true when planning 
deadlines or when the county makes its appearance to our neighborhood. Once the county 
leaves the area the Salesian School commuters revert to their standard operating 
procedures of dangerous high speed driving and limited carpooling. 

Reviewing the history of how the school was established we found it hard to believe the 
school was even allowed to be built in the first place. 

The area in question was denied a building permit because the soil was deemed unsafe. 
Within several months a new plan was approved to build a Novitiate for no more than 25 
persons including staff and faculty. How did this happen so quickly? How did the earth 
suddenly repair it self and now it was safe to build? 

A Novitiate is essentially a training school for Nuns to learn their vocation. A quiet place 
Nuns would pray. The Salesians never intended to have a Novitiate in the first place. The 
facility immediately became a school. The builder new when he broke ground that he 
was building the Salesian School K-9. 

The Salesians sold their property at Cabrillo College and closed their school on Soquel in 
Aptos. When they got approval to purchase the land off Enos they had every intention of 
opening a school. Their first deception was to tell their new neighbors they were building 
a quiet place for Nuns to pray and not to worry about having a school. Their First Lie has 
now been laid down as the foundation of the Salesian School on Enos lane. Ever since 
The Salesian School has violated its USE PERMIT over and over again. The Salesian 
School has no intention of ever complying with any USE PERMIT it has been issued or 
any in the future based on their history. 
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Since we discovered the all the violations of their USE PERMIT we have become a target 
of the school, the parents of the students, those with vested interest in the school, and 
friends of the school. 

We have been spit at 
Have had trash thrown into our yard by School Commuters 
Been yelled at and harassed 
Have had parents trespass onto our property and threaten us. Also had a Salesian 
parent refuse to leave our deck demanding a confrontation with my pregnant wife. 
We have had a County Sheriff pound on my Front Door at 8 am demanding why I 
was not walking on my street this morning. Have had the same Sheriff threaten 
me and my family and try to intimidate me. 
Have had the school lie to us and ignore our request for traffic control. 
Many of the residents have been brushed or hit by School traffk. 
Neighborhood pets have been hit and killed by School Traffic 

In March of 2004 the weather finally broke and became nice out. My wife suggested that 
we should start walking before I go to work to get some exercise and enjoy our rural 
neighborhood in the mountains. That it would be fun to walk a block down our street 
with our new boy in his new jogging stroller. How nice. We started walking and by the 
4* day a County Sheriff stopped me 50 yards from my house and told me I was not 
allowed to walk down the side of my private road. My road. We were only walking to 
just the other side of our next door neighbor Bob Porter’s house and up Howell Lane. 
One block was all and on the side of the road. My road. He said he might arrest us for 
child endangerment. Child Endangerment! How dare him! We talked to our close 
neighbor Gary Smith, Fire Chief and President of the Aptos Chamber of Commerce and 
he suggested that we stop walking for a while. So we stopped. It’s very sad that we could 
not even walk down our own street because school commuters did not want to drive 
safely up and down our street. I can not walk down the side of my own street! My Street! 
That same week I went out of the state for 4 days to play an Ice Hockey Tournament and 
arrived home Monday morning at 3 am after driving 10 hours. At 8 am I hear someone 
banging on my front door and there was a Uniformed County Sheriff waving a letter in 
my face and asking why I was not walking this morning. This is nearly a week since we 
stopped walking. First of all it is none of his business whether I am going to walk or not. 
The letter was a slanderous and fictitious letter from a Salesian Parent stating that I was 
walking down the middle of road essentially playing chicken with my son in his stroller. 
How could I? I was out of town! Why would I? I love my Son more than anything. The 
Sheriffs friend attended the school and had him try an intimidate me. The Sheriff who 
threatened me was stationed in Scotts Valley and he drove all the way down to my house 
to hassle me? How dare him. I asked him why he came all the way down here and he told 
me his coverage is the entire county and for me to be quiet and mind what he said. How 
dare he threaten me? I love my son more than anything and I will do anything to protect 
his safety from anyone especially a rouge Uniformed Sheriff. The Sheriff actually came 
to my house and told me to watch myself. Next time he was going to take me in. For 
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What!? We immediately called our neighbors to document his actions and quickly we 
had a group of neighbors in front of my house trying to defuse a rouge sheriff from his 
Gestapo like tactics. Who did he think he is? Who do they think they are to be able to do 
this? This is not NAZI Germany 1941 ! We notified Ellen Piere, the then Head Sheriff 
Mark Tracy and others of his actions. We tried to file an incident report but the sheriffs 
department refused to do so. Refused! Why? 

One Sheriff who has become a so called buffer between the neighborhood and the school, 
Sgt. Slanick told us to document everything and to take pictures of any unusual activities. 

One evening I was coming home from work and noticed a car driving at a high rate of 
speed up Hames and cut in front of me driving up Enos in excess of 50 mph. I quickly 
lost him but I went up the street anyway past my house to see if it was a School 
commuter. I could not fathom someone driving that fast up our road because he was late 
for an after school function. The car in question turned into the Salesian School. When I 
drove up to the Salesian School I noticed over a hundred plus cars parked all over the 
place and several hundred people and children having some kind of event at the school. I 
went home and grabbed my camera as instructed by the Sheriff and took pictures of the 
large gathering of vehicles. Since I was noticed driving by the Nuns they said that I was 
most likely taking pictures of the children and might be a pedophile. How dare them! I 
was doing what I was instructed to do by the Sheriffs department and get accused of 
being a pedophile. Sgt Slanick can testi@ to this incident. 

In the first three short years the Nuns have had parents point and yell at us. Have had a 
Sheriff threaten me and my family, accuse me of being a child abuser, a bad father, a 
pedophile, a catholic hater and it keeps going. Unwanted letters from Salesian parents 
such as Dr. Albright asking us why we don’t wave at him in his over crowded Porsche. 
Wave? Had a Salesian parent actually threaten my pregnant wife and refuse to get off our 
property. Yes he did. We have had just about every school commuter yell at me and my 
family if we are standing outside of our house waving and trying to communicate to us in 
their own way. Why can’t we be just left alone? Do we have to move? Some of the 
School traffic actually makes a point of gunning their engines so I can hear it. We have 
tried to have the Sheriff department and the California Highway Patrol enforce the posted 
speed limit of 15 MPH with no luck. Both agencies refuse to do so. The Sheriff’s 
department will try and intimidate me and threaten me but will not assist the 
neighborhood in curbing the schools speeders who endanger all the residents in the area. 
The Sheriffs Dept sit and hand out traflic tickets like candy on Soquel Drive in Aptos 
where the speed drops from 35 to 25 on a FOUR LANE ROAD yet refuse to do anythmg 
here on MY little country road where the speed limit is 15 mph. But when it come to 
walking down MY road they feel like they can harass me. 

Soon after we moved to the community we attempted to go to church at Holy Eucharist in 
Corralitos to be a part of the community. We even had our son baptized there. Again it 
seemed like an ideal church in the country. Soon after the Sheriff incident we started to 
notice that Salesian parents of the students who went to Holy Eucharist were pointing us 
out. We were quickly getting a feeling of being unwelcome. We have stopped attending 
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Holy Eucharist. The Nuns are telling the parents one story, telling the Planning 
Department another story and their neighbors in Corralitos yet another. 

When are the lies and Gestapo like tactics of the school, and their friends going to stop? 
They are not going to stop until they get their way, until they are gone or we are gone. 
They have no reason to stop since it has worked in their favor for 30 years. It is how they 
operate. The Salesian School has gotten a taste of the money and has gotten greedy. They 
have lost their way. What happened to helping the poor children? Why do they, a single 
resident on Enos be able to cause so much havoc? Just because we caught the School, the 
Board of Supervisors and others in a huge lie why do we as a neighborhood have to pay a 
price? 

The neighborhood is too small and unsafe to have a school in its present location. The 
school has to be relocated and or closed and the land it sits on returned to its prior 
agricultural state. The School has never abided by its USE PERMIT from day one and for 
the Salesains to be given another pass would be a crime against the happiness and well 
being of the Enos Lane Neighborhood. 

APN 107-571-01 a.k.a. The Salesian School is not an appropriate location for a school 
for many reasons, not the least of which is the obvious lack of adequate access. In fact, if 
this currently permitted 125-student school was to be proposed for this location as a new 
project today, it would likely be denied, in large part due to its single, narrow, windy, 
3500-foot-long access road through a rural residential neighborhood, lack of a secondary 
access.road and lack of adequate safety. County staff is now recommending approval of a 
100% expansion in enrollment of this very same project with no significant improvement 
to access and without mitigations that would effectively address the project's impacts. 
The recommendation is solely based on facts by consultants hired by the Salesian School 
just like from day one. The traffic counts, the Civil engineers, and consultants of local 
businesses are all hired by the Salesian School. Has any member of planning ever called 
or attempted to contact me about how any school expansion would affect me and my 
neighborhood? Not at all. Do they accept our accurate trafEc counts as valid? No. This 
makes no sense. It makes even less sense given the school's long history of consistent 
non-compliance with its County Use Permit. I asked to be a member of a committee 
headed by Ellen Pirie which included only one member who was not a GOVT employee 
who actually lived on ENOS lane. Only two members of the Committee lived on ENOS. 
I wanted to be the third but Ellen Pirie said that she wanted me to take a back seat to the 
situation. Back Seat? This is MY ROAD. The committee actually included the man who 
wrote me letters about waving to him and his overcrowded car. The committee was filled 
with County Employees and ex-employees and just about everyone on the committee had 
either gone, worked, had children or had wives teach or work at the Salesian School. 
Wow, that was one stacked committee. 

County approval of this project would also be extremely inconsistent with the permit 
denials and severe restrictions placed by the County on far more modest projects 
proposed by nearby residents. Even simple lot splits require higher standards than those 
proposed for this large project. If there is any reasonable basis for County zoning and 
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development standards, there can be no rational justification for approval of a 100% 
expansion in enrollment for this school. I do not believe that it is appropriate for the 
County to allow any expansion in student enrollment at a school that lacks an adequate 
and appropriate access road. If any action should take place let the school abide by the 
first USE PERMIT 78-323-U where as a maximum of 90 students and carpooling limit 
of 25 cars per day and a secondary access road. Let them comply for the same amount of 
years they have been out of compliance. There is no rational basis for County to allow . 
any expansion without first talking to the home owners who would be directly affected. 
Why does the Salesian Sister School get a free pass? Why does a business get a pass for 
over 30 years? Who are they paying to get such a pass? Lots of questions I see 
unanswered. 

My poor neighbors Marilyn and Jake Head had endured the wrath of the Salesian School 
for 30 years now. At the meeting we attended with Supervisor Pirie, Bums and Adams 
Mrs. Head stated that when she moved her to Enos Lane to enjoy the country and to live 
out the golden years of her life with her husband but since the Salesian sisters moved in 
their life has been filled with turmoil. How sad. They we opposed to the Salesians 
moving in like everyone else in the neighborhood. Marilyn and Jake Head have told 
Planning and the Board of Supervisors for 30 years now but no one will listen. 

Why doesn’t Planning ask the Neighbors on Enos, upper and lower, personally what we 
want? 

After all this history over the past four years I Will not give up one square inch of my land 
to the owner of 605 Enos Lane, whoever they are. I have asked who the owner of 605 
Enos lane is and no one seems to know who it is. 

The County Requires the school that the establishment, maintenance or operation of 
the use or building will not, under the circumstances of the particular case, be 
detrimental to the health, safety, Deace, morals, comfort and general welfare of 
persons residinp or workinp in the neiehborhood of the proposed use or be 
detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or to 
the general welfare of the County. 

The Salesian School has become detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort 
and general welfare of me and my family. 

Sincerely, 
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L .. 
Andrew Fidandis 
300 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
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April 4, 2007 
25 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 

95076 
County of Santa Cruz 
701 Ocean Street Suite 400 
Santa Cruz, CA. 95060 

Attention: Planning Dept. 
Tom Burns 

RE: Salesian School.Application 

Gentlemen: 

Because I attended the Planning Commission Hearing on 
March 28th, and heard the many parents speak about how nice 
the school is and does such good work for the community, I 
feel I should write again because it was clear that many of 
the residents of Enos Lane could not attend because they 
could not take time away from work. So I was very upset to 
hear a Commissioner state at the end that they were near a 
compromise because there weren’t many residents speaking 
there opposing the increase in enrollment. 

We feel that the school was caught in a very unfortunate 
situation and are now facing conditions if they want to 
increase their enrollment. Because we bought our property in 
1964, we were aware of the narrow country road and there was 
no water available. We spent a lot of money to acquire a 
natural water spring and spent a lot of time keeping the road 
from washing away. The road served our purpose and that’s 
why w e  don’t understand why the people from Salesians weren’t 
aware of a rural area and the only access was a narrow 
winding road. 

Then the City of Watsonville built their water tank up 
Enos Lane and in s o  doing, they paved Enos Lane up to their 
tank and then houses began to appear. 

We were aware that houses would undou”d1y start to be 
built and it happened. But because w e  knew the road was not 
wide enough to warrant a large development, we felt our area 
could remain the rural area it had always been. The road was 
wide enough to serve the residents that live here but when 
the school started increasing enrollment and not paying 
attention to car-pooling, it became a nightmare to use the 
road. We had to put in a drive-around driveway because we 
had too many near misses when we were coming out of our 
driveway. 

- 2 -  



- 2 -  

We feel it was unfortunate that someone from the Salesians 
didn't look at the problem of the school in a rural area and 
make plans accordingly. As a Commissioner stated in 1979, it 
was something that started that should never have happened and 
they put conditions on their approval but three conditions were 
deleted by the supervisors and car-pooling was dropped and 
enrollment increased. 

Now, we hear that the school is being required to widen the 
road in front of our house and that we should help pay for it 
because the Salesians can't afford it. First of all, the 
applicant can't provide proof of where their forty feet e E m e n t  
comes through our property and the road that is here has been 
used for over one hundred years. It used to be used by horses 
taking apples to town and even Mrs. Belle Rider used to tell me 
stories about her trips up that road in a horse and buggy and 
how bad the road was. Secondly, why should residents be 
required to help pay for a mistake that was made by-rhe school. 

We don't understand why the school should be given permit to 
continue to a d d  enrollment to a school this large in a rural 
agricultural area and will change the environment of our area. 
The safety issue is something to be considered because we have 
had two fires which were going up hill but with the help of 
helicoptor, it was stopped. 

We urge you to look carefully at the concerns of the people 
who live here and act accordingly. 

Respectfully submited, 

cc: Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Randall Adams, Planning Dept. 
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Randall Adams 

From: Code Compliance 

Sent: 
To: Randall Adams 

cc: 'G RYWl LSON@aol .corn' 

Subject: FW: Salasian Sisters Right to Pass.R/W 

Wednesday, April 11,2007 1 157 AM 

Randall, 
I called Gary about the e-mail below and he stated that he meant for it to go to the 
Planner because he is concerned that this issue has not been raised. So, here you go. 

-Patty 
x3017 

-----Original Message----- 
From: GRYWILSON@aol.com [mailto:GRYWILSON@aoI.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2007 2:52 PM 
To: Code Compliance 
Subject: Salasian Sisters Right to Pass.R/W 

4/10/07 

Planning Dept. 

The interesting thing that has not been discussed. In 1975, Mr. Pybrum a neighbor at the 
time, drove a tractor/ grader down the now Enos lane. The grader pulled up the property 
steaks along the Lane. The property was the Tindal property line, north on the right of way 
from the city of Watsonvil1e"s property. 
The sharp embankment, and fence line are not the property line. The actual property line is 
about 7' ft into what is now the road. The steaks are still there in the road. 
The Tindals were kind enough to move the fence over with the neighbors help and leave a 

larger passage for the neighbors cars. I was there. 
This along gives the over view a different look, and narrower road, then what's actually 
there, unless a claim for prescriptive rights are awarded. 
The narrowest part of the road, is in reality, narrower! 

It is a fact that the school is out of compliance. 

Yours Truly 

Gary Wilson 
724-4609 

See what's free at AOL.com. 

411 612007 -4- 
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March 17, 2007 
2 5  Enos Lane 
Watsonville, CA. 

95076 
County of Santa Cruz 
701 Ocean Street 4th Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 9506@ 

Attn: Tom Burns' Planning Dept 

Gentlemen: 

Thank you for attending the meeting with Supervisor 
Ellen Pirie and residents of the Corralitos area. 

As you discovered, as d i d  we, there are a number of 
residents in our area who are concerned with the increase of 
traffic in our area. It is true that people on Hames Road 
and Corralitos Road are concerned with a lot more traffic 
than we are because the parents of students going to school 
have to go to a place on Corralitos Road or on Hames Road in 
order to transfer their kids to another vehicle s o  that they 
can comply with the County condition of only 47 cars during 
the peak times. Therefore, they are experiencing far more 
vehicles than we are. And you heard from a couple of people 
a t  the meeting about the careless driving by these people 
who were on their way to get the kids to school on time. 

As you could tell at the meeting when I spoke that I 
get very upset with what is going on. This is because we 
have been through this process three times before and we are 
still hearing the same things over again. The car-pooling 
sounds like a good idea and if you will check your records 
for 1979, you will see the car-pool list that was sent to 
your office which looks very nice. It d i d  work for a couple 
of months after the permit was approved but then it was 
noticed by us that the number of vehicles increased and kept 
increasing because we know it must take a lot of work to 
make this work. We even wonder how they are going to 
transport over 2 0 0  students to school in 47 vehicles. 
There are many SUV's that have 3 and 4 children in them but 
there are still vehicles that only have one or two children 
in them s o  that seems the other vehicles would have to pick 
up 5 or 6 students to make up for the others. But the other 
problem is that there are many vehicles going up and down 
in the afternoon that are not within the pick-up time s o  are 
not counted in the report. 
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As you must know, we have been here longer than anyone 
else and lived here when Enos Lane was just a bumpy dirt 
path but was no problem bdcause we were aware of that i t  
was a narrow country road and we had no problem driving it 
that way, There was no water available at that time s o  we 
also knew that it would be awhile before any developing 
could take place but when it d i d ,  it would only be for 
residences. We never dreamed that a big institution like 
this would come in to put a private school for over 200 
students on a private road. 

Now we are hearing about the terrible neighbors and 
that the school is being forced to spend s o  much money f o r  
the road that they are at "risk of closing". A s  you heard 
at the meeting, the neighbors on Enos Lane are not in favor 
of widening the road and question the school's paper 
stating that they have a 40 foot easement through our 
property but it was never recorded in Santa Cruz records. 
A s  you know, they have a permit for 125 students and 
conditions that car-pooling be continued. Each amendment 
has stated that. 

Therefore, they can continue the school but comply 
with the permit that was approved. The school has 
indicated that they could not economically operate at that 
number s o  they must have made a mistake when they applied 
for that number in their permit and it was approved. 

We do not understand why we should be involved in 
trying to correct a mistake that was created by the people 
in charge. There is no need to widen the road as even 
Randall Adams told us that the road is 18 feet wide most of 
the way s o  it works fine as long as drivers use it properly 
and the number of vehicles is complied with. 

We hope this can all be put to rest as we would like 
to live out the rest of our years with the peace and quiet 
we expected to have in a nice rural area. 

- .  

Respectfully submitted, 

cc: Supv. Ellen Pirie 
,/'R a n d a 1 1 Ad am s 
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Marion M. & Judy-th M. Hall 
1175 Amesti Rd. 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

March 19,2007 

Gustavo Gonzalez 
c/o Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95070 

Dear Mr. Gonzalez: 

This letter is in regards to the current problem concerning the licensing of the Salesian Sister’s 
School. We are in full support of the Salesians and desire to see the school remain in operation. 

Salesian has produced hundreds of productive citizens. Not only is there a high academic 
standard set for the students but they are being educated in a nurturing religious atmosphere 
which will benefit our community in the future. This education cannot continue without your 
support. 

Salesian provides a religious, private education for a cost that is less than the public school per 
capita. They will not be able to do this if burdened financially by the county’s demands. It is 
financially impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students, and still make it affordable to 
the population they serve. The parents of the students cannot afford extra tuition caused by 
bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

Salesian has already incurred a debt of over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and 
other demands for this project. Being required to meet the county’s short deadline for this 
project, estimated at least $1.5 million places an impossible burden on this religious school. The 
current septic system was already approved to handle 250 students. Salesian is now being 
required to update it because they are applying for an amended use permit. The updated system 
is estimated at approximately $140,000. 

Kindly consider the positive impact Salesian has on our community, and grant them the 
requested amended use permit for 250 students, as well as lower the demands on the project to 
make it financially possible for this outstanding religious private school to remain open. 

Thank you for your consideration of this important issue in our community. 

Marion M. Hall & Judyth M. Hall 

4 -  



Marion M. & Judyth M. Hall 
1175 Amesti Rd. 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

March 19,2007 

Rachel Dann 
c/o Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95070 

Dear Ms. Dann: 

This letter is in regards to the current problem concerning the licensing of the Salesian Sister's 
School. We are in full support of the Salesians and desire to see the school remain in operation. 

Salesian has produced hundreds of productive citizens. Not only is there a high academic 
standard set for the students but they are being educated in a nurturing religious atmosphere 
which will benefit our community in the future. This education cannot continue without your 
support. 

Salesian provides a religious, private education for a cost that is less than the public school per 
capita. They will not be able to do this if burdened financially by the county's demands. It is 
financially impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students, and still make it affordable to 
the population they serve. The parents of the students cannot afford extra tuition caused by 
bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

Salesian has already incurred a debt of over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and 
other demands for this project. Being required to meet the county's short deadline for this 
project, estimated at least $1.5 million places an impossible burden on this religious school. The 
current septic system was already approved to handle 250 students. Salesian is now being 
required to update it because they are applying for an amended use permit. The updated system 
is estimated at approximately $140,000. 

Kindly consider the positive impact Salesian has on our community, and grant them the 
requested amended use permit for 250 students, as well as lower the demands on the project to 
make it financially possible for this outstanding religious private school to remain open. 

Thank you for your consideration of this important issue in our community. 

Marion M. Hall & Judyth M. Hall 
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Marion M. & Judyth M. Hall 
1175 Amesti Rd. 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

March 19,2007 

Robert Bremner 
c/o Sank Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95070 

Dear Mr. Bremner: 

This letter is in regards to the current problem concerning the licensing of the Salesian Sister’s 
School. We are in full support of the Salesians and desire to see the school remain in operation. 

Salesian has produced hundreds of productive citizens. Not only is them a high academic 
standard set for the students but they are being educated in a nurturing religious atmosphere 
which will benefit our community in the future. This education cannot continue without your 
support. 

Salesian provides a religious, private education for a cost that is less than the public school per 
capita. They will not be able to do this if burdened financially by the county’s demands. It is 
financially impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students, and still make it affordable to 
the population they serve. The parents of the students cannot afford extra tuition caused by 
bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

Salesian has already incurred a debt of over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and 
other demands for this project. Being required to meet the county’s short deadline for this 
project, estimated at least $1.5 million places an impossible burden on this religious school. The 
current septic system was already approved to handle 250 students. Salesian is now being 
required to update it because they are applying for an amended use permit. The updated system 
is estimated at approximately $140,000. 

Kindly consider the positive impact Salesian has on our community, and grant them the 
requested amended use permit for 250 students, as well as lower the demands on the project to 
make it financially possible for this outstanding religious private school to remain open. 

Thank you for your consideration of this important issue in our community. 
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Marion M. & Judyth M. Hall 
1175 Amesti Rd. 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

March 19,2007 

Albert Aramburu 
c/o Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95070 

Dear Mr. Aramburu: 

This letter is in regards to the current problem concerning the licensing of the Salesian Sister’s 
School. We are in full support of the Salesians and desire to see the school remain in operation. 

Salesian has produced hundreds of productive citizens. Not only is there a high academic 
standard set for the students but they are being educated in a nurturing religious atmosphere 
which will benefit our community in the future. This education cannot continue without your 
support. 

Salesian provides a religious, private education for a cost that is less than the public school per 
capita. They will not be able to do this if burdened financially by the county’s demands. It is 
financially impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students, and still make it affordable to 
the population they serve. The parents of the students cannot afford extra tuition caused’by 
bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

Salesian has already incurred a debt of over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and 
other demands for this project. Being required to meet the county’s short deadline for this 
project, estimated at least $1.5 million places an impossible burden on this religious school. The 
current septic system was already approved to handle 250 students. Salesian is now being 
required to update it because they are applying for an amended use permit. The updated system 
is estimated at approximately $140,00O. 

Kindly consider the positive impact Salesian has on our community, and grant them the 
requested amended use permit for 250 students, as well as lower the demands on the project to 
make it financially possible for this outstanding religious private school to remain open. 

Thank you for your consideration of this important issue in our community. 

Sincerely , 

Marion M. Hall & Judyth M. Ha11 
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Marion M. & Judyth M. Hall 
1 175 Amesti Rd. 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

March 19,2007 

Renee Shepherd 
c/o Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95070 

Dear Ms. Shepherd: 

This letter is in regards to the current problem concerning the licensing of the Salesian Sister’s 
School. We are in full support of the Salesians and desire to see the school remain in operation. 

Salesian has produced hundreds of productive citizens. Not only is there a high academic 
standard set for the students but they are being educated in a nurturing religious atmosphere 
which will benefit our community in the future. This education cannot continue without your 
support. 

Salesian provides a religious, private education for a cost that is less than the public school per 
capita. They will not be able to do this if burdened financially by the county’s demands. It is 
fmancially impossible to maintain a K-8 school with 125 students, and still make it affordable to 
the population they serve. The parents of the students cannot afford extra tuition caused by 
bussing or a drastic drop in allowable enrollment. 

Salesian has already incurred a debt of over $300,000 in county fees, legal fees, surveys, and 
other demands for this project. Being required to meet the county’s short deadline for this 
project, estimated at least $1.5 million places an impossible burden on this religious school. The 
current septic system was already approved to handle 250 students. Salesian is now being 
required to update it because they are applying for an amended use permit. The updated system 
is estimated at approximately $140,000. 

Kindly consider the positive impact Salesian has on our community, and grant them the 
requested amended use permit for 250 students, as well as lower the demands on the project to 
make it fmancially possible for this outstanding religious private school to remain open. 

Thank you for your consideration of this important issue in our community. 

Marion M. Hall & Judyth M. Hall 



From: PLN AgendaMail 

Sent: 
To: PLN AgendaMail 

Subject: Agenda Comments 

Thursday, March 22, 2007 10:04 AM 
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Meeting Type : Planning Commission 

Meeting Date : 3/28/2007 

Name : Christine Grul, Principal 

Address : Moreland Notre Dame School 133 Brennan Street, 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

Page 1 of 1 

" . 

Item Number : 10.00 

Email : cgrul@mndschool.org 

Phone : 831-7282051 

Comments : 
To whom it may concern, 
I am writing this comment concerning the proposal regarding Salesian Sisters School before the Planning 
Commission on March 28th. I am the principal of Moreland Notre Dame School, which, like Salesian Sisters 
School, is a private Catholic school. In a sense, because of our geographical proximity, we might be 
considered "in competition" with one another; however, we are in fact collaborators, and I want to join my 
voice to the many you will hear supporting the existence of the school at the current level of enrollment and 
services. Catholic education has played a vital role in our nation--and in Santa Cruz County. Salesian 
Sisters School has done an outstanding job in their almost thirty years of existence in educating and 
ministering to children and their families. Their work has enhanced the quality of life in this county. The 
Salesian Sisters have been wonderful stewards of their school site and the children in their care. Like all 
good Catholic schools, the school community is truly a "family of families" and a gift to the larger 
community. 

I hope that the Planning Commission and Supervisors will see beyond the immediate difficulties and 
impediments and support Salesian Sisters School in its educational ministry. 

Sincerely, 

Christine Grul, 
Principal 
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John & Caroline Eiskamp 
360 Treichel Lane 
Watsonville, CA 95076 

March 26,2007 

Mr, Albert: hambum, 
Planning Commissioner District 2 
Santa Cruz County Planning Reparnent 
701. Ocean Street 
SantaCruz,Ca 95060 

In regards to: Salesian Sides School Permit March 28,2007 Agenda Item #IO 

Dear Commlssioner Aram buru, 

We are wiling to request your support of the above mentioned permit for 
Sakian Sisters School which is scheduled for the March 28a planning 
commission meeting. We have been parents at Salesian’s for ten years. We 
have chosen a faith-based education for our children and are very satisfied at the 
level of education our children have received. The Sisters and faculty are 
devoted to these children and their determination to remain in Corralitos and 
provide this educational opportunity is profound. As parents, we are committed 
to supporting the school in its desire to secure an amended parnit to enroll up to 
250 students. We are well aware of the three years and over $300,000 it as 
taken to reach this public hearing. Much has been accomplished with both the 
county planning department and our neighbors while operating under the current 
memorandum of understanding. 

We have been informed of some very concerning conditions recommended by 
planning department staff. The first is the very bght time frame for completion of 
our project. Salssians is not financially supported by any Catholic parish, the 
Diocese of Montsrey, or the Salesian Brothers af Don Bosco (who are owners of 
St Francis High School). Salesian Sisters School in Corraliios is entirely owned 
and operated by the Salesian Sisters Orcktr. What this means is that the funds 
necessary for any improvements must be raised locally by the parents and the 
Sisters, Any capital campaign to raise the estimated $1 -5 million for this project 
wlll take time. Grading permits are typically issued between April and October. 
Our project will require grading and paving of roadways and a parking lot. To 
tSKp& that fund$ a n  be raised in less than 30 days for a project of this scope as 
well as to expect that the actual work can be completed by January 2008 is 
unrealistic. Reducing current enrollment from 205 to 125 students if the work is 
not completed by Jan 2008 will essentially eliminate the s b i l i  to operate the 
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school. A more realistic timeframe! needs to be proposed based upon fundraising 
abilities and continued enrollment at our current student population. 

Another issue is the complete replacement of the septic system. The current 
system is functional and adequate for our needs under our proposed enrollment 
increase. Over $150,000 is projected as a rqlacement cast. It is a waste of 
time and needed funds to replace this system. 

Lastly, the proposed road improvements that would require sidewalks and an 
increase up to 40 feet in road width at the lower end of Enos Lane are something 
that the neighbors along that stretch of road oppose and as such, ligation is 
expected. This is an expensive and time consuming proposition. Those 
improvements need to be taken off tha table as part of the Salesian perm&. Cal 
Fire (formerly CDF) requires turnouts and an 18 foot road width. We should only 
be required to provide these improvements. If the neighborhood stakeholders 
wish to provide this pedestrian access and additional widening, then it should be 
done under their timeline and financial constraints. 

We am complying with our carpool requirements and traffic restrictions. As a 
school oornmunlty we have demonstrated our willingness and ability to do what 
has been asked of us. We respectfully request that you consider a more 
reasonable and practical approach to both the staff recommendations and 
proposed timelinss as you make your decision on the elements of this project 

Sincerely, I 

36hn & Caroline Elskamp 4 

cc: Ellen Pirie, Dmct 2 County Supervisor 
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~ Lani Freeman 
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From: Randall Adams 

Sent: 
To: Lani Freeman 

Subject: FW: Planning Commission Meeting about Salesian Sisters School 

Monday, March 26, 2007 2:27 PM 

~ 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Robin Musitelli On Behalf Of Ellen Pirie 
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2007 1:52 PM 
To: Randall Adams 
Subject: FW: Planning Commission Meeting about Salesian Sisters School 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Bill Tershy [mailto:bill@montessorisv.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2007 10:06 AM 
To: Jan Beautz; Ellen Pirie; Tony Campos; Mark Stone 
Cc: 'Bill Tershy'; katie.davis@salesian-sisters.org 
Subject: Planning Commission Meeting about Salesian Sisters School 

Dear Supervisors 

We of the Salesian Sisters' school parents strongly support the school and want it to remain in operation. Because we 
are so strongly committed to our children, their success, and the school, we are taking time out of our lives--- in most 
cases, this means two parents with careers apart fiom their roles as parents so as to afford this excellent education--- to 
express our concern. 

The Salesian Sisters' school produces graduates who are positively focused upon being caring and 
compassionate adolescents, self motivated and self disciplined young people, and good and productive citizens. The 
sense of community that they have within the school translates to similar connections in larger communities, from 
subsequent schools to jobs, careers, and their own families. The school operates within very tight budgets, providing a 
private, religious themed education that costs substantially less per student than does public school education--- and 
with the added benefit of the aforementioned moral and civic tenets. The school is W.A.S.C. accredited yet offers 
moral instruction as well as the state formatted standards and is one of the few schools that are available in the County 
of Santa Cruz to offer both aspects. We need this option, especially in the southern part of the county. 

However, recent concerns have emerged that threaten these benchmarks and the very school itself. For one, the 
issue of vehicular traffic is one that we feel that we have addressed successfully with carpooling. Whereas a recent 
study indicated that the passengers per vehicle count in the rest of the county is only 1.5 students, we parents have 
reduced the traffic toll on the county's roads and school entrances by attaining an astounding rate of 4.2 students per 
vehicle. Such a usage substantially mitigates the impact of motor vehicles entering and leaving the school property, 
which should be noted by neighbors and county officials. Bussing may reduce the impact of vehicuIar traffic still 
further, but the marginal operating finances of the school would not permit such a solution; therefore, only increased 
efforts on carpooling will help reduce the road flow still further. With vastly increased costs in providing modem 
education, the school's original focus of 125 students would be under-served and ill-educated with contemporary 
income such as the school has. Therefore, the school needs to operate around 205 students and no more if it is to 
survive. 

is already over $300,000 in debt for surveys, legal fees, county fees, and other requirements. The county has recently 
levied a requirement that the school's septic system be upgraded, when in fact the current system was long ago 
approved to handle 250 students. The estimate for the newest revised requirement is a cost of $140,000 which is so 
burdensome that the school is applying for an amended-use permit. Last, the county's short deadline for this project is 
January 2008, which cost of $1,500,000 presents an insurmountable cost to the school's financial resource base. 

Additionally the county has made demands that are difficult if not impossible for the school to meet. The school 
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Inasmuch as the school receives no financial support from the Diocese of Monterey and is entirely dependent upon 
donations, grants, and above all else, the tuition system, such a requirement is simply beyond the reach of the combined 
income bases. 

Therefore, we parents appeal to our county's Board of Supervisors for reconsideration of the demands that we 
find virtually impossible for our community to meet. We know that you too seek to have well rounded, grounded, and 
positive youngsters emerging from the school systems. We also believe that you too would like for the county's parents 
to have as many options for their student's education as possible, that you recognize this school's excellence, and that 
you acknowledge the unreachability of the new demands that are placed upon the school by various parties. We look 
forward to working with you and to your continuing display of understanding and support. 

Thank You, 

Bill Tershy, Owner 
Montessori Scotts Valley 

http://www.montessorisv.com 
831 -439-931 3 

3 /26/2007 
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From: PLN AgendaMail 

Sent: 
To: PLN AgendaMail 

Subject: Agenda Comments 

Monday, March 26, 2007 10:19 AM 

Meeting Type : Planning Commission 

Meeting Date : 3/28/2007 

Name : Bill Tershy 

Address : 123 S. Navarra DR. 
Scotts Valley, CA 95066 

Page 1 of 2 

Item Number : 9.00 

Emai I : bil I @montesso risv. co m 

Phone : 831 -439-931 3 

Comments : 
We of the Salesian Sisters' school parents strongly support the school and want it to remain in operation. 
Because we are so strongly committed to our children, their success, and the school, we are taking time out 
of our lives--- in most cases, this means two parents with careers apart from their roles as parents so as to 
afford this excellent education--- to express our concern. 
The Salesian Sisters' school produces graduates who are positively focused upon being caring and 
compassionate adolescents, self motivated and self disciplined young people, and good and productive 
citizens. The sense of community that they have within the school translates to similar connections in larger 
communities, from subsequent schools to jobs, careers, and their own families. The school operates within 
very tight budgets, providing a private, religious themed education that costs substantially less per student 
than does public school education--- and with the added benefit of the aforementioned moral and civic 
tenets. The school is W.A.S.C. accredited yet offers moral instruction as well as the state formatted 
standards and is one of the few schools that are available in the County of Santa Cruz to offer both 
aspects. We need this option, especially in the southern part of the county. 
However, recent concerns have emerged that threaten these benchmarks and the very school itself. For 
one, the issue of vehicular traffic is one that we feel that we have addressed successfully with carpooling. 
Whereas a recent study indicated that the passengers per vehicle count in the rest of the county is only 1.5 
students, we parents have reduced the traffic toll on the county's roads and school entrances by attaining 
an astounding rate of 4.5 students per vehicle. Such a usage substantially mitigates the impact of motor 
vehicles entering and leaving the school property, which should be noted by neighbors and county officials. 
Bussing may reduce the impact of vehicular traffic still further, but the marginal operating finances of the 
school would not permit such a solution; therefore, only increased efforts on carpooling will help reduce the 
road flow still further. With vastly increased costs in providing modern education, the school's original focus 
of 125 students would be under-served and ill-educated with contemporary income such as the school has. 
Therefore, the school needs to operate around 250 students and no more if it is to survive. 
Additionally the county has made demands that are difficult if not impossible for the school to meet. The 
school is already over $300,000 in debt for surveys, legal fees, county fees, and other requirements. The 
county has recently levied a requirement that the school's septic system be upgraded, when in fact the 
current system was long ago approved to handle 250 students. The estimate for the newest revised 
requirement is a cost of $140,000 which is so burdensome that the school is applying for an amended-use 
permit. Last, the county's short deadline for this project is January 2008, which cost of $1,500,000 presents 
an insurmountable cost to the school's financial r e m  1rr.e base. Inasmuch as the school receives no 
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financial support from the Diocese of Monterey and is entirely dependent upon donations, grants, and 
above all else, the tuition system, such a requirement is simply beyond the reach of the combined income 
bases. 
Therefore, we parents appeal to our county's Board of Supervisors for reconsideration of the demands that 
we find virtually impossible for our community to meet. We know that you too seek to have well rounded, 
grounded, and positive youngsters emerging from the school systems. We also believe that you too would 
like for the county's parents to have as many options for their student's education as possible, that you 
recognize this school's excellence, and that you acknowledge the unreachability of the new demands that 
are placed upon the school by various parties. We look forward to working with you and to your continuing 
display of understanding and support. 

Thank You, 

Bill Tershy, Owner 
Montessori Scotts Valley 

http://www.montessorisv.com 
831 -439-931 3 
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From: PLN AgendaMail 

Sent: 
, To: PLN AgendaMail 

Tuesday, March 27, 2007 1:02 PM 

Subject: Agenda Comments 

" " " l_l __  .." __ " "  

Meeting Type : Planning Commission 

Meeting Date : 3/28/2007 

Name : John and Danielle Peuini 

Address : 40 Via del Sol 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

Item Number : 10.00 

Email : dmp@jpdmp.com 

Phone : 722-2527 

Comments : 
To the Planning Department of Santa Cruz County: 

We are parents of four students at Salesian Sisters' School. We recently moved to Corralitos from Denver 
particularly because of the existence of Salesian School. We purchased a home here with the intention that 
most of our seven children would enjoy the benefits of a "Catholic education in the country." We have 
consistently carpooled up Enos Lane, usually carrying at least seven students on each trip. We have 
experienced a wonderful and committed parent community here in Corralitos, many of whom have been 
with the Salesian "extended family" for more that 25 years. Like many large families, we would be unable to 
afford the tuition at Salesian if the Sisters were forced to raise it to the level of many other private schools. 

We are aware of the Planning Department's "required improvements" for Salesian and would like to voice 
our concern in this regard. While many of the county's proposed improvements are wise and doable, the 
requirement that Salesian purchase private land from adjacent landowners in order to widen the road 
clearly makes Salesian's future existence doubtful. We urgently request that these "required improvements" 
be made more reasonable and feasible for the Enos Lane homeowners and for the Salesian Sisters. 
Salesian School provides an irreplaceable benefit to the Corralitos community; its loss would be destructive 
for everyone involved. 

Thank you for your attention to our concerns. 
Danielle and John Pezzini 
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To: PLN AgendaMail 

Subject: Agenda Comments 

. . .. ... . . . .. , . , ., ..,, "-"_ ,... ~ .... " ..,, "". _ _  __ .. .ll.l ." I,... -. ,. ~. .. ... . . ... ...... .. " . . . . 

Meeting Type : Planning Commission 

Meeting Date : 3/28/2007 

Name : Desiree Young 

Address : 139 Aka Drive 
La Selva Beach, CA 95076 

Item Number : 10.00 

Emai I : d young @psd law. corn 

Phone : Not Supplied 

Comments : 
I have reviewed the Planning Department's findings and conditions regarding the Salesian Sister School 
use permit application. I am delighted to hear that the department is recommending approval of the 
application. However with respect to the recommended condition requiring the school to widen Enos Lane 
within six months of approval of their application I believe that such a condition, if imposed, would 
effectively result in the school being forced to close their doors to the children. 
As recomended such a condition imposes an undue burden on the school. First, in order to widen the road 
the school would be required to address property right issues with some of the individuals who have openly 
expressed their desire to see the school closed. Resolution of the property right issues would likely take a 
minimum of six months alone to resolve. 
Therefore, requiring compliance with that condition within a six month period imposes an unreasonable 
burden upon the school. It would appear that a more reasonable condition be that the school be given 
adequate and reasonable time to widen the road and continue to reduce the traffic by following the strict 
carpool program in place. 
The school and Salesian parent's have been diligent about ensuring that the carpool program is strictly 
enforced. I can attest to the fact that carpooling is not easy, both my husband and I work full time in Santa 
Cruz, however we believe that it is a small sacrifice to make for our children. Salesian Sister's School 
provides children with an excellent academic and religious education. 
We have a fifth grader who wakes up each morning and looks forward to going to school and who recounts 
for us the knowledge she has gained from class each night. We also have a son in second grade who 
shares his sister's enthusiasm for learning. Aside from the academics the school has taught the children to 
be selfless and emphasizes the need to help others (e.g. Toys for Tots, Harvest Food Bank, Victims of 
Hurricane Katrina, Tsunami Victims, and many others) both financially and spiritually. A large part of the 
Salesian education focuses on instilling values in the children and preparing them to become 
compassionate, knowledgeable and productive adults. It would be a terrible loss for the community if 
Salesian's is forced to close their doors. 
Another concern I have is that in the event the school is forced to close their doors where will the 205 
students enrolled at the school go? Are the local schools prepared to handle a large influx of new students. 
I know that Valencia School is already going to be receiving a large number of new students once the 
housing project on Freedom Blvd is complete. Moreover, Corralitos residents already complain about the 
traffic caused by Bradley school on Corralitos Road, how will the introduction of a new students affect that 
issue? 

312 712007 
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I know that traffic and pedestrian safety is one of the primary issues and I believe that by reducing the 
number of cars on the road during peak hours adequately addresses those issues at this time. If required to 
widen the road, I believe it would be unreasonable to impose the six month deadline upon the school. Such 
a requirement in light of the reality that in order to fulfill the requirement the school would be forced to 
obtain the land needed to widen the road and the money to finance the labor and attorney fees if needed 
would effectivley make it impossible for the school to fulfill the requirement. If that is the case the school 
would be forced to close and 205 children’s worlds will be turned upside down. 
I respectfully request that you extend the time requirements to fulfill the conditions and approve the school’s 
application for a use permit. 



Law Offices of 

DENNIS J. KEHOE 
Law Corporation 

Aptos, California 95003 
3 11 Bonita Drive 

(831) 662-8444 FAX (831) 662-0227 

March 27, 2007 

HAND-DELIVERED 

SANTA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING CO M MISS10 N 
701 Ocean Street, 4‘h Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Application No. 04-0384; Salesian Sisters,  
Daughters of Mary, Help of Christians 
Planning Commission Hearing, March 28, 2006, I tem 10 

Dear Planning Commissioners: 

The undersigned represents the Salesian Sisters, Daughters of Mary, Help 
of Christians. Please include this letter including the attachments as part of your 
proceeding and in the Administrative Record for this matter. Although more data 
is provided further below, there are some summary, foundational facts and 
applicable law including the following: 

I. 
BRIEF SUMMARY 

A. RLUIPA: 

All components and aspects of the existing and proposed land use are 
essential parts of a “religious assembly or institute,” the Daughters of Mary, Help 
of Christians (referenced as Salesians in this letter). This Catholic elementary 
school (K-8) is an integral and essentially part of the Salesians “religious assembly 
and institute,” especially since the Salesians stated purpose is to educate through 
“reason, religion, and loving kindness.” Thus, the federal Religious Land Use and 
Institutionalized Persons Act (RLUIPA) protects this Salesian elementary school 
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including that which is proposed by this application. Please keep in mind a K- 8  
Catholic elementary school was approved back in the 1970s and has existed at  
this location since that time to present. Moreover, no new buildings are being 
proposed. Additionally, the Salesians and parents have been well within the 
carpool restrictions set forth the Compliance Agreement with the County. This 
fact has been verified by an independent traffic engineering firm (Higgins Traffic 
Engineers) and by the schools’ counts. (Staff report, Ex. G, “Carpool Monitoring 
Results . ”) 

- B. TAXPAYERS’ SAVINGS: 

Pajaro Valley Unified School District supported the Salesians earlier 
application. 

“To Whom It May Concern: 

As Superintendent of the Pajaro Valley Unified School District I have been 
asked to write a letter as to the need for a new parochial school program such 
as the Salesian Sisters have proposed. 

Even though our school system is trying harder than ever to meet the needs 
of our Community, there are a large number of parents who are seeking either 
private or parochial schooling for their students. Based upon the limited 
number of such schools in our Community, I feel a definite need does exist 
for a school such as the one proposed by the Salesian Sisters. 

Cordially, 
Wallace A. Raynor 
Superintendent” 

Additionally, by providing private Catholic elementary education, the 
Salesians and the parents are saving the California taxpayers millions of dollars 
but at the very substantial financial burden of the parents and the Salesians. For 
example, the State of California and Pajaro Valley Unified School District state 
that each student in the public school elementary system costs the taxpayers 
$7,800 per year, excluding “food services, facilities, acquisition and construction, 
and certain other expenditures ...” (See attachment, Ex. 1 from Pajaro Valley 
Unified School District, 2004-05 school year.) Thus, the taxpayers’ savings are at  
least $1,560,000 per school year and $12, 480,000 over an eight (8) year period. 
(200 Salesian students x $7,800 x 8) 

- C. ENOS LANE IS  A NOT A RELEVANT ISSUE: 

Enos Lane is not a relevant issue. Those who assert (incorrectly) to the 
contrary do so either out of ignorance or for irrelevant motives. (Enos Lane is also 
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known as  Rider Road.) For example, the Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors 
approved and confirmed Rider Road as  a 40-foot right-of-way in 1883 and it has 
been openly used since that time. (Staff Ex. H) Second, the County has approved 
use permits, lot splits, and parcel maps, all using and describing Rider Road. 
Third, all recorded parcel maps approved by the County describe and depict Rider 
Road (aka Enos Lane). Fourth, all known deeds to properties along Rider Road 
make specific reference to “Rider Road.” (e.g. deeds to Sternad, Head, 
MacCoambridge, Mattos/ Wilson) Fifth, for the most part, Enos Lane already is 
18-feet wide and its use has been open and continuous for decades, long beyond 
the five (5) year prescriptive period. Sixth, its use is by many, even aside from the 
Salesian elementary school. Seventh, Salesians’ deed makes specific reference 
to Rider Road “40” foot right-of-way which go to “Hames Road.” (See also attached 
Ex. 2,  August 1, 2006, letter of Tom Burns, Planning Director; Ex. 3, July 29, 
2005, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe; Ex. 4, March 27, 2007, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe 
to Robert Bosso) Additionally, many false issues have been raised. (March 16, 
2006, letter of Dennis J .  Kehoe to Paia Levine, County Planning, Ex. 11) 

- D. STAFF’S PROPOSED CONDITIONS ARE SIGNIFICANTLY 
OPPRESSIVE, UNREASONABLE, REDUNDANT, AND UNCERTAIN: 

Staff recommends approval of this application but, effectively, kills the 
project and potentially closes the school by highly oppressive, unreasonable, and 
confusing proposed “Conditions of Approval.” (Staff report, Ex. C.) Staff proposed 
conditions contains 14 pages including I through VI11 major paragraphs with 90 
sub through sub-sub paragraphs of confusing, unreasonable, oppressive verbiage 
which very effectively drains out any viability of this application to reasonably go 
forward. 

Staffs proposed condition should be deleted in total or significantly deleted 
in total. Just last month staff (Mr. Adams and Mr. Deming) met with Salesians 
representatives and presented for the first time staffs then proposed 
recommendations, all contained on a staff prepared 2 page document. After 
reviewing the Salesians have revised that 2 page document (Staff report, Ex. 1, 
pgs. 263-266) 

Moreover, should something need to be done to the existing Enos Lane, it 
needs to be done by all those on Enos Lane and the feeder streets, even aside from 
this application, and not the Salesians. 

11. 
BACKGROUND 

The following is a more detailed statement of some pertinent facts and law 
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A, EnosLanX: 

The Saiesian Sisters have been in their existing location since the 1970s. 
%en prior to their purchase of the property, Ems Lane, formerly know as Rider 
Road, was the historic access to a number of pi-operties including the Salesian 
Sisters’ property. Moreover, the %-ant Deed to the Sisters specifically includes 
an appurtemmt “right-of-way 40-feet wide” wer  Enos Lane from their property 
-‘solitherly tq IIames Road, a County Road.” Please refer to the recorded Salesian 
Grant Dexi, a copy of which was provided to ycu with the application submitted 
on -qug.ist 11, 2004. 

Additionally, the C o u ~ t y  of Santa Cruz previously issued various permits 
ilicluiing, bJ t  not necessarily limited to, 55-600-U; 77-557-U; 78-323-U; 78- 
1 539 -U; anlj 88- 1 105. The County permits, either specifically c,r generallv, 
rPcpired the Salesim Sisters to use Enos Lane as the same exists from rke 
Sdcsian Sisters property to €Iames Rfiad. Further, the use of Enos Lane from the 
3desian Sisters property tc! Hames Road has always been open, well-traveled, 
and continuous since long before the Salesians’ Grant Deed in 1975. Any 
q.iesijons concerning Enos Lane by any okqectors to this application are 
misguided. ?lease also refer to the Title Report of Stewart Title C ~ n ? p . n p  dated 
3ctobcr 28, 2904 aiid submitted on Smuary 2G, 20C5, to Mr. Bums and also my 
ierter c!ater! Jiily 29, %ODs ,  to MI-. Barrs.  (Bo:Ii are in the Administrative Record 
Sut omitted from your over 200 page staff rep3rt.j Furthermore, various building 
p T ~ i ; t 5 ,  w p t k  q7stern permits, and o ? k r  County permits have been issued to the 
balcsisn Eisters all eitner explicitly cr implicitly contemplating the use of Enos 
Land I’r IDIT, the SisteI s’ property to h’ames Road 

Ad(lirizrnally, the County l i s  approvcd other permits all involx7ing the usage 
,>f Enos Lar  e to Hames Road. Further, under the California Recording Act, this 
right-of-way is binding on lands whosc: deeds that make reference to che 40-fgot 
rif;;h:-cf way which tnost if ribt ail Gc. .GSO, Enos Lane has been used, repaired, 
anJ imp91 e? for more than 25-years. 

I r  2ddiiioE, there are numerous County approved parcel maps and/or 
;ir:cy mays of Fnos Lane (Rider Road) cirecord and in the County Public Works 
5eFditJ;It‘ilt (e.g. i d  Maps B D G k  45; 22 hjaps &mK 57; 29 Maps Book 17; 62 Map 

3;  Public Work 51e A2-66). Znos Lane {Rd:r Road) right-of-way has existed for 
dpp:ctxiniatfJy 100-years. (See also my July 29, 2005, letter to Tom Burns, 
Planning Cir ector, attached Ex. 3.)  Your staff report suggests re-surveying of 
Enos Lane. Staff‘s suggestim is no! only uIireaonable and cost prohibitive bJt  
also uririecessnry because the County has already approved and recorded surveys 
desxibmg m3st of the pertinent parts of Enos Lane. You art referred to the 
Covnty appr.ov~c! iecorded parcel maps aSove referenced. The cost to si irvey the 



er;tire:y cf Snos  Lane is prohibitive anu staffs suggestion unnecessary, 
cqpressjvt., anci unrcasonable. in any event. 

- J3. N o  Waiver Of Rights By Salesian Sisters: 

In ;ate 2003, the County received seven (7) complaints of alleged County 
C‘cde v i ~ l n t ~ a l i ~ .  (Stdf report, Ex.i?) tifter ~r~vestigations, none were applicable 
except twn (2 )  allcged violations; (1) p r k e d  cars on the Salesian ~ O O F  road around 
ih: bvild;:;gs, which parking was proniytiy elimiaated, and (2j over 125 students. 
(Staff, Ex. E, pgs. 14 1 - 147) Subsequent!y, the Compliance Agreerl:ent(s) were 
elitered into by the County and the Salesian Sisters and this appiication then 
lodged with the County on August 11, 20G4. Although the Salesian Sisters 
submitted this applxation, They specificaliy have not waived any af their rights in 
dnirlg so. (See attached Ex. 5, Secxci Amended Compliance Agreement) 

- C. Burdensome Application Process: 

Altec the Colmty aEd Saiesians entered into the inirial Compliance 
A i ~ x e r n m ~ ,  on Aug2st 1 1, 2304. Tke Sa!esim Sisters submitted this application 
id rhe C m n t y  of S m t a  Cruz P1aniik-q 3epdrtment. The appiicatiofr is dated by 
che Courit-y Xiigust 11, 2004. ExtensJv? niaterial required by the CcunLy w a s  
sab1-xit?ed. at that time. Ne17errhelzss, a letter dated September 9, 29C4, qf 
“inc.orr~pleteness” was transmitted by the staff planner demanding vet more 
informaxim m d  requiring a response by December 9, 2004. In response, a 
con espondei2ce dat.ed Decerzber 9, 2204, tGgether with extensive documentation 
-,was de!!./ercd on bcnalf of the Sisters to the County with sdppot-ting data. Yet, 
once agai:i, a Jwnuzry 6, 2005, letter was traismitted by the prcject pizn,icr 
pu;-px-ting that the application w a s  still “incornplete” and demanding yet m3re 
ITifwinatior.. The 2anuary 6, 2005, staff p lanox demand was appmled to tlic 
!-’hniilg D;rector. (,Attached, Ex. 6, ADpeal) Ttle appeal was upheld .m April 5, 
?QO$ ami :lie ap?!ication w2.s finelly deemed completed (attached April 5, 20d5 
!die,- of :v<:x!i Ucrnirig, Ex. 71. The processing of the applicztjon t?r!iilly started. 
!’:eve -theless. s taif demanded morc infematior. Eventuzlly, this matter was  
::.;.J!jt’cltJled for hea-jtq on Mach  28, 2307. 

(As a rezdt  of the abwe 2nd due to rhe Fotential of, among 0rh~1- items, an 
3pptal to the 5oai.d of Supervisors, tile existing Second Amended Compliance 
I 1 g ~ c e : x r -  sliculd be extended f a  :he 2PO7-08 school year or until this permit 
p I i x t s S  is final, whichever lzst o)cziirs. 111 the xeantime, the Ealesians r-serve th:: 
right to wiL4clraiv this applichtion ir_ which event the prior CoLnty permits shall 
mri tinue I c be app?icable.) 

- D. This Salesian -Sisters Catholic Institution .With I t s  Multiple 
_ _  Facets - --. .- - Is - . ---L*-- Protected By Our Constitutions And The Religious LwiUse Law: 
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The Salesian Sisters have always used-and are now using their property for 
religious assembly and as a religious institution. This includes, but is not limited 
to, praise and worship of God, Godly student elementary school education, and 
other religious activities. Also, the Salesian Sisters stated purpose is to educate 
through “reason, religion, and loving kindness” thereby strengthening family 
bonds and civic responsibility. They encourage ethnic diversity with about a 
quarter of their school students being Hispanic. The Sisters also come from 
diverse ethnic cultures. Further, the Salesians provide affordable religious 
education to children including those of working parents and children of single- 
working mothers by offering their contributed services and helping families in 
financial crisis when necessary. 

All of the above are protected by the state and federal constitutions and 
other laws including, but not limited to, the Religious Land Use and 
Institutionalized Persons Act (RLUIPA) and the federal Civil Rights Act 42 U.S.C. 
§§2000cc et seq.; 42 U.S.C 551983 et seq. Even aside from the legally protected 
historic use by the Salesian Sisters of their property, the County is prohibited by 
RLUIPA from imposing substantial burdens on these religious assemblies and 
activities unless it is doing so in furtherance of a compelling government interest 
and the County is using the least restrictive means of furthering that 
compelling interest. 

(1) “Land Use Regulation”: 

The County’s land use permit processes and planning staff‘s list of 
proposed conditions and “required” improvements are “land use regulations” 
under RLUIPA. By its terms, RLUIPA applies to government imposition or 
implementation of a land use regulation. Under RLUIPA’s definition of “land use 
regulation,” a government agency implements a “land use regulation” when it acts 
pursuant to a “zoning or landmarking law” that attempts to limit the manner in 
which an applicant such as Salesians may use property in which it has  an interest 
42 U.S.C. § 2 0 0 0 ~ ~ ~ - 5 ( 5 ) .  

Moreover, RLUIPA protection extends to the Salesians lands, 
including its appurtenances and right-of way. Jurisdiction applies under RLUIPA 
since “substantial burden is imposed in the implementation of a land use 
regulation or system of land use regulations, under which a government makes, 
or has in place formal or informal procedures or practices that permit the 
government to make, individualized assessments of the proposed uses fGr property 
involved.” See 42 U.S.C §2OOOccc(2)(C) 

(2) Santa Cruz Countv’s Exercise Of Land Use Realation 
Regarding The Salesian Propertv On Enos Land Affects A “Religious 
Institution”: 



RLUIPA expressly prohibits the placement of unreasonable limitations 
and/ or burdens on “a religious assembly or institution.” This Catholic school is 
a “religious institution” under RLUIPA. For example, the courts have ruled that 
where the very existence of the school is premised on a religious mission such as 
Salesians, there is a religious institution. Curav-Cramer v. Ursuline Academy 
(2004)355 F. Supp, 2d, 933, 926, n3, affirmed, 450 F.3d 130 (wherein that the 
Court ruled that Curay-Cramer’s argument that the Catholic school was not a 
religious institution is “patently absurd” and “illogical.”) Further, denial by a 
Zoning Board of a religious school’s application which interferes with the school’s 
ability to provide an adequate elementary school education will be overturned by 
a court pursuant to RLUIPA. 

(3) Substantial Burden: 

Staff‘s proposed “conditions” and almost all of staffs proposed 
required “improvements” are not only arbitrary and unreasonable but they are 
oppressive to a significantly great extent and thereby violate, among other laws, 
RLUIPA. (Staff report, Ex. C ) The County, including the Commission, is referred 
to the testimony and documentation provided to you on behalf of the Salesian 
Sisters. 

Additionally, although not all inclusive, the following is highlighted. 
The “conditjons” and “requirements” are open-end and financially and practically 
impossible. The cost burden to the Salesians, even if the conditions were 
possible, exceeds $500,000. Additionally, such costs should not be imposed on 
Salesians since, aside from the school, many of the staffs proposed conditions 
benefit many Enos Lane owners. Furthermore, the Commission is referred to 
Salesian letter dated March 27, 2007, to the Commission which is incorporated 
herein by this reference. A s  Just  one example, staff wants a new septic. Yet, the 
current system will adequately serve 250 students. (Attached Peter Haase letter 
of Fall Creek Engineering, Inc.) 

Moreover, the staff proposed “Conditions” of approval and other 
conditions are arbitrary, oppressive, unreasonable, and unenforceable. Among 
other items, there is no reasonable connection (nexus) between each such 
proposed condition and the existing uses including the student population of over 
‘200 students. Additionally, there is no proportionability between the existing and 
proposed 250 students and those onerous conditions. 

(3 Limited Funds: 

Additionally, the following are some financial facts about Salesian 
Sisters K-8 school. Salesian Sisters is a private Catholic school and receives no 
funding from the Monterey Diocese, any parish in Santa Cruz County and/or the 
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public school system. The Salesian Sisters of the Western Province is the owner 
of the school The Western Province consists of 12 school and youth centers in 
four states all of which work on a self-sustaining model. Overall, their religious 
facilities serve people, many of whom are from low and moderate income levels. 
The tuition for this 2006-07 Salesian school year is only $4,950 for the 1”‘ child 
and significantly lower for subsequent siblings. An effort is made to keep tuition 
low as  to serve more of the general population. Based on this Catholic School and 
the parents whose children attend, this saves the California taxpayers over 
$1,560,000 per year and over $12,440,000 for eight (8) years plus many millions 
in the future. 

Additionally, most of the teachers a t  Salesians are credentialed, but 
work for considerably less than the prevailing wage of public school teachers. The 
difference is their personal contribution to Catholic education. Nevertheless the 
tuition only covers 85% of the cost of this Salesian education. The rest is made 
up  through fund-raising by parents. (Auctions, candy sales, golf tournaments, 
book fairs, raffles, etc.) The large majority of the children come from families 
where both parents work full-time jobs. Also, the Salesians serves students with 
identified learning and emotional disabilities. 

!n addition, this Salesian School owes the Sisters Province over 
$300.000 h r  costs that have resulted from this land use process with the County. 
The source of this loan (which must be repaid) came for the 11 self-supported 
schools and youth centers whose limited funds can no longer be depleted. These 
costs include County fees, significant payments charged by the County for staff 
time, engineering reports and consultants costs, and lawyers fees, etc. 

/51 Religious School’s Existence I s  Imperiled 

A denial of Salesian’s application ~f an  approval but imposing the 
onerous “Conditions of Approval” suggested by staff ( Staff, Ex.C) will significantly 
interfere with Salesians religious exercise and greatly hinder the schools ability 
to provide a Catholic elementary education; retain and attract students; hire 
faculty; and imperil its continued existence. 

- E. The Countv Has Approved A Number Of Applications Without 
Requiring Such Onerous “Conditions”: 

(1) (Other Applications): 

The County have approved a number of discretionary applications 
along or near (other applications) Enos Lane without requiring improvements 
such a s  now proposed to be levied against Salesians. Just a few of those County 
epprovals are recorded Parcel Maps above referenced. 
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(2) (Salesians): 

Earlier the County stated to the Salesians that once Enos Lane is 
improved “16-feet” in width (which it has been done), the student enrollment mav 
be iccreased to 250 students. (Cocmty, May 1, 1979, Negative Declaration, 
attached Ex. 10 ) 

- F. The County I s  Prevented From Denving: 250 Students In Th& 
Religious Based: 

By way of background, the County has issued a number of permits 
to tne Salesian Sisters on the subject property. Although not all inclusive, these 
include permit 75-600-U for a novitiate including a main building with a chapel, 
stafiquarters, and dining room and to operate a summer camp; permit 77-557-U 
to construct a detached accessory storage building; permit 78-323-U for an 
elementary school including grades K, 1,5,6,7,  and 8 for 90 students and permit 
78- 1539-!! fgr an  eiementary school of K through 8. In addition, application 78- 
1339-U for 250 students was supported by the Pajaro Valley Unified School 
District dae a need for a parochial schooi . 

The Eiivironmental Rebjew Committee reviewed this proposal for 250 
students and granted a Negative Declaration with a condition that stating, in part, 
that the school operation should be limited to 125 students but, only until Enos 
Lane was improved to a “l6-foot width,”, i;i which event the total number of 
students may be increased to “250” students. Thereafter, permit 78- 1539-U was 
issiied. Silbsequently, the roadway was improved in 1988 to at least a “16-foot 
width”. Half of these improvement costs to Enos Lane were paid for by the 
Sslesiar, Sisteis and the other half was paid by other owners using Enos Lane 
south of che Salesians. 

Again, in 1989, the County issued permit 88-1 105 consisting of an 
addition to the <xisting noviate and a central common area. In issuing all these 
permits and after County inspections of existing facilities and land uses, there 
were 110 red-tags, citations, and/or non-compliances issued by the County to the 
Salesian Sister3 ur,til just the recent red tags in January 2003. In summary, the 
County is prevented (through legal doctrines including estoppel and laches) from 
denying an elementary student population of 250 students within the existing 
facilities. 

Moremer, there has been compliance with the carpooling required by 
the Compliance Agryement. According to County data, the average carpool for 
other privare schocJls is 2.5 scudents per car. A t  Salesians, this average is 4.4 
students per car-. Both Salesians carpool vehicle counts and icdependent counts 
done by a traffic engineer at the County’s request confirm that the carpool 
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vehicles are well within the limits as specified in the Compliance Agreements. 
Tnis has greatly restricted traffic on Enos Lane. Staff‘s suggestion of “van/buses” 
is not only unnecessary and unreasonable buL it also is  cost prohibitive for the 
Salesians. (See Bus cost attachment, Ex. 8) 

- - 

*. 
BY 

DENNIS J. KEHOE, Attorne 

I). ? K : j lc 
Ynclosures: See Attached List 

C: Salesian Sisters 
Board of Supcrvisors, County of Santa Cruz, (Hand-Delivered) 
County Supervisor, Ellen Pirie, (Hand-Delivered) 
County Counsel of Santa Cruz , (Hand-Delivered) 
P1ar;nin.g Depsrtment, County of Santa Cruz, 

Planning Dppartment, County of Santa Cruz, 
Attn: Tom Burns, Planning Dirccta-, (Hand-Delivered) 

Attr,: Raqdall Adams, Staff Planner, (Hand-Delivered) 

_ _  Lis? of Artgched Enclosures 
-- to Letter dated M-xrch 27. 2 0 0 7 x  
- Santa Cruz CountyJ’lanning Commission: 

1. 
2.  
3 .  
4. 

5. 
6. 
7. 
5. 
9. 
10. 
11. 

Exhibit 1: Pajaro Valley Unified School Expense of Edilcation: 
Exhibit 2: August 1, 2006, letter of Tom Burns, Planning Director: 
Exhibit 3: July 29, 2005, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe; 
-- Exhibit 4: March 27, 2007, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe to Robert 

BOSS~; 
Exhibit 5: Second Amended Compliance Agreement; 
Exhibit 6: Appeal of Salesians; 
Exhibit 7: Appeal upheld, April 5, 2005 letter- of Mark Deming; 
Exhibit 9: Bus costs; 
Exhibit 9: Fall Creek Engineering, Inc.,Peter Haase; 
Exhibit 10. Negative aeclaration 
Exhibit 11: March 16, 2006, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe to Paia 

Levine, County Planning. 

Page In ,-,f Pages 
- 3 1 -  



EXHIBIT 1: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 



Financial Rcports - <;crrcral Fund Tab 

CURRENT EXPENSE OF EDUCATION PER ADA 
(Per Education Code Section 41 372) 
Pajaro Valley Unified School, 2004-05 
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EXHIBIT 2: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

(831) 454-2580 FAX: (831) 454-2131 TDD: (831) 454-2123 
701 OCEAN STREET - qTH FLOOR, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060 

TOM BURNS, PLANNING DIRECTOR 

August 1,2006 
Richard H. Allen 
18 Alexander Street, P.O. Box 309 
Watsonville, Ca 95077 

Subject: Application # 04-0384; Assessor's Parcel #: 107-571-01 
Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 

Dear Mr. Allen: 

This letter is in response to your continued inquiry regarding the access to the Salesian Sisters 
property via Enos Lane in Corralitos. 

As discussed in my earlier letter, dated September 21, 2005, the Salesian Sisters have applied for 
an amendment to their existing Use Permits (75-600-U, 77-557-U, 78-323-U and 78-1 539-U). 
All of the prior applications were approved based on access via Enos Lane. The applicants have 
submitted a title report with the current application which describes a 40 foot right of way to 
access their property along Enos Lane. This is considered as satisfactory evidence of a right to 
access a property for all development applications. However, due to your clients earlier 
concerns, Planning Department staff performed additional research and identified the 40 foot 
wide right of way (along what is now considered Enos Lane) in an 1883 Viewer's Report which 
was approved by the Board of Supervisors to establish this private road. Typically, the approval 
of such a report is the final action in establishing a roadway. 

The roadway described above (and mentioned in deeds as either Rider Road or Enos Lane) has 
been used for many decades to access properties on upper Enos Lane and Corralitos Ridge Road 
(including the Salesian Sisters property). The road may have been altered or realigned as 
necessary, during the years of use for this purpose, and the current location of the roadway is 
what appears to be described in the Salesian Sisters deed. Furthermore, it does not appear that 
the 1963 realignment that you have mentioned is related to your clients property. It is our 
understanding that the 1963 adjustment was to relocate a portion of the right of way which 
separated APN 107-571-03 & 04 to the edge of APN 107-571 -03 near the Salesian Sisters 
property. The roadway currently used to access the upper section of Enos Lane and the Salesian 
Sisters school follows the realigned right of way in this area. 

As mentioned in my earlier letter, I am not able to comment regarding the absence of the right of 
on your clients' property deeds. Perhaps information regarding the right of way was not properly 
described in the property deeds and was, therefore, not described in the title reports. Regardless, 
it would be inappropriate to require additional information from the applicants at this time, as 
they have provided satisfactory evidence of a right to use Enos Lane for access and prior 
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development permits have been issued based on access from Enos Lane. 

Again, I hope that I have adequately addressed your inquiry regarding this matter. Further 
discussion of this matter may best be handled through discussions between the property owners 
involved. 

Sincere1 

& 
Planning Director 

cc: J Salesian Sisters 
605 Enos Lane 
Wastonville, Ca 95076 



EXHIBIT 3: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 

- 3 7 -  



Law Offices of 

DENNIS J. KEHOE 
Law Corporation 

Aptos, California 95003 
3 11 Bonita Drive 

(831) 662-8444 FAX (831) 662-0221 

July 29, 2005 

COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
ATTENTION: TOM BURNS, Planning Director 
701 Ocean Street, 4& Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
FAX: 454-2 13 1 

Re: Salesian Sisters Application No. 04-0384, Enos Lane/Rider Road 

Dear Mr. Burns: 

It was recently brought to my attention that Richard Allen corresponded 
with you in a letter dated April 4, 2005, a copy of which is enclosed. His 
correspondence has numerous factual and legal errors. Although not all 
inclusive, the following are highlighted. 

Initially, Mr. Allen is incorrect as to his understanding of the Sisters’ 
application and Enos Lane, formerly known as Rider Road. For example, this 
application does Further, there is a deep 
concrete ditch between the homes of Mr. Allen’s respective clients and Enos Lane. 
The concrete ditch terminates in the County road right-of-way at  Hames Road. 
A s  far as can be determined, the concrete ditch was  constructed by U.S. 
government workers in the 1930s. The existing improvements on Enos Lane 
parallel this long established concrete ditch but are on the opposite side from the 
homes of the clients of Mr. Allen. Enclosed are two (2) color copies of the concrete 
ditch. Additionally, according to Glen Ifland of Ifland Engineers, Inc., none of the 
trees and/or signs (to the extent that they even exist) between the concrete ditch 
and the existing improvements on Enos Lane will be removed. In the area 
between the concrete ditch and the existing pavement, any added asphalt on that 
side of Enos Lane would be only about two (2) feet in width for a distance of 
approximately 40 feet from the entrance of Hames Road. 

include a pedestrian walkway. 

Second, concerning the earlier permit no. 78-323, if anything the same 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
ATTENTION: TOM BURNS, Planning Director 
July 29, 2005 
Page Two 

confirms a 40-foot right-of-way. Mr. Allen’s misdirected attempt asserting that 
asphalt of ” 16” feet width in some manner adversely impacts the 40-foot right-of- 
way is disingenuous. All of the recorded deeds of his clients make specific 
references to “Rider Road.” For example, the deed to Strnad refers to and 
acknowledges the existence of “Rider Road.” (Righetti to Strnad, 2749 Official 
Records [OR] of the Santa Cruz County Recorder’s Office commencing a t  254.) 
The Macambridge deed also acknowledges and refers to “Rider Road.” (5882 OR 
125, 1997-0033979) Moreover, the deed to Head acknowledges and makes 
references to “Rider Road.” (1654 OR 164) Additionally, Enos Lane (Rider Road) 
has historically been used including that portion which parallels the concrete 
lined ditch installed in the 1930s. Further, there are numerous recorded survey 
maps that indicate Rider Road (Enos Lane) is a forty (40) foot right-of-way 
including, but not limited to, the recorded survey map showing the 40-foot Rider 
Road right-of-way over the Head and the Cutler properties. (Cutler property was 
eventually conveyed to Macambridge, 1789 OR 601, 2867 OR 318.) See Parcel 
Map recorded in 17 PM 26. 

Third, years ago the Sisters received a grant deed with legal warranties of 
an appurtenant 40-foot easement over “Rider Road.” (2554 OR 398) Additionally, 
a Condition of Title Report was submitted to the Planning Department just this 
year and is part of the application process. The same is dated October 28, 2004. 
Please refer to parcels 3 and 4 making reference to “Rider Road”; a forty (40 foot) 
right-of-way. 

Fourth, the Strnad, Macambridge, and Head deeds all specifically make 
reference to “Rider Road.” Rider Road has been in existence for a number of 
years. There is only a strip of land between the edge of the 1930s concrete ditch 
and the existing road. The homes of Strnad, Head, and Macambridge are 
separated from Enos Lane by the concrete ditch. Their objections have no merit. 

Fifth, Rider Road (Enos Lane) existed long before Strnad, Macambridge, and 
Head purchased their properties. The road has always been obvious. There is 
an obvious barrier (concrete ditch) between their homes and Rider Road. Bluntly, 
the objection of those individuals is a “red herring”; supported by no facts and no 
law. Even Mr. Allen admits that the Board of Supervisors formally approved 
Rider Road as a right-of-way in the late 1800s. Since that time, it has 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
ATTENTION: TOM BURNS, Planning Director 
July 29, 2005 
Page Three 

been used as a road, openly, notoriously, obviously, and continuously, all of which 
was observerable by Strnads, Macambridge, and Heads prior to the purchase of 
their respective properties. Even the County Assessor’s records specifies that 
Rider Road is a 40-foot right-of-way. 

Should you have any questions concerning the foregoing, please contact the 
undersigned, 

Very truly yours, 

DENN IS I KEHDE 
DENNIS J. KEHOE 

D J K  :j lc 
Enclosures 1. Two (2) color copy photos 

Strnad deed (2749 OR 254) 
Head deed (1654 OR 164) 
Macambridge deed (5882 OR 25, 1987-0033979, 

Parcel Map, 17 PM 26 
April 4, 2005, letter of Mr. Allen 

2. 
3. 
4. 

5. 
6. 

1789 OR 601,2867 OR 318) 

c: Mark Deming, Assistant Planning Director, w/ enclosures 
Glen Ifland, Ifland Engineers, Inc. , w/enclosures 
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E 3. STRNAD 

ENTS TO 

m 
A4 

R E ~ ~ O W L V  
1 'DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX 'f 

less than 5100.00 

RICIA A. .RfaETTI, his w i f e .  

'STRNAD and SUSAN R. STRNAD. -husband and w i f e ,  

County01 Santa Cruz , Slate 01 California. described as 

RET0 AND MADE A PART HEREOF... 



-43- 



4 4  - 



RecDrded at the reques! OJ 
. 7f 

-9 
G 

2 
w 
w 

* 
w 

as JOINT TENANTS all hut red properly situate in the 

county of Sent& cruz  , State of California, deasbed as follows: 

BEING a part of t h e  l a n d s  conveyed to Julius J .  wide l l ,  by deed 
rscorded in Volume 1154, page 184 Official Records S m t u  C m z  County 
and more particularly described as follows: 

B E G I W D G  at a point. on the Westerly lfne of s d d  lands of Widel l  
from w h i c h  a 3/4" p i p  at the Northwesterly corner thereof 'Dears 
North a0 32' Yest 22 ieet and. North 9 O  I.,&' East 187.46 feet distant, 
thence from said polnt of beginning along the  Westerly and Northerly 
line of said lands of Widell the f'ollouing courses and distances: 
North 00 32' West 22 feet to a 3/4" pipe, North 9" U' East 187.L6 
feet to a 3/4" pipe,  North 73O 30' East 169.72 fee t  to a 3/4" pipe on 
the centerline of a road, known as Biders Road, thence d o n g  the 
centerline of s a i d  road South 6* 49' East 113.82 feet to e 3/4n pipe 
ana South 3" 49' East 155 feet to  a 3/Ln pipe,  thence learing said 
centerline Yesterly in a direct l ine 215 feet more or less to the 
point of begilming. 

Together with end subject to a r i g h t  of way over Riders Road. 

107-161412 r, 



oR*lr No. 
F m w  No. 1334134 , 
Loan No. 

WHEN RECORMD MAlL TO. 

Jene Bchwicksreth end 
Merlhe MeG8mbrWge 
21 Enor Lene 
Wetaonvllla. CA 95076 

- 
Y 

VDL. 5882~16E 125 41566 

W L W E  toR REtw#lnWr 
319.00 WL TAX STATEKNTS TO 

D0CUMEN;AAY TRANSFER TAX & 

DAVID A HWEY AND ANITA L11 HWEY AS SUCCESSOR CO-TRUSTEES OF REVOCABLE TRUST AOREEYEMT 
DATED OCTOBER 22.1888 

hemby QRANT(S) to 

JANE 
Tenm~*s 

SCMMCKERATH. m wvnenled women snd MARTHA MACAMBRIDGE. an unmanbd nDlnen e6 JohI 

the real property h he  
county 01 
88 

Unlncwpomud A n a  
8ANTA CRUZ , state Of Cenrm deeUib66 

Description: Santa Cruz, CA Document-Book. Page 5882.125 Page: 5 of 2 
Order: 9541 739 Comment: - 4 6 -  



1 

vot. 5 8 8 2 ~ ~  126 
Orda No. U3413-6 

The lund referred t o  hemin Is situated In the State of Csllfornia, 
COUnty O f  8 m t a  CN8, UniMorporeted Arm and 18 deeoribed 
follows: 

A RIGHT OP HAY WHR RIDKI1B ROAD. 

A.P. N0. t  107-311-02 

Page 2 of 5 

Description: Santa Cruz, CA Document-Book. Page 5882.125 Page: 2 of 2 
Order: 9541 739 Comment: - 4 7 -  
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i 

Unincorpomtbd A m  
SANTA CRUZ 

SEE LEGAL DESCRIPTION ATTACHED HERETO AND HADE A PART HEREOF 

I 
I 

I 

3 

IDescription: Sanfa Cruz, CA Documenf-Year. DoclD 1997.33979 Page: 1 of 2 
Order: 554 i 739 Comment -48- 



Order no. -8808-6 

The land referrod t o  herein is aituated i n  t h e  State  of C&lifOrniS. 
County of Sante Crux. Unincorporated Ares Mb is bemaribad as 
follow%: 

~~ 

RBMWSD xri MLWE iiu, FAGS 184. OPPXCIA~ of SAHTA CIM 
wustm MID MQR8 O r U n r c u u r a V  DEaCRIBgD A6 H l l J D y B a  

A PART OF TILE LANDS CawVHlw TO JULIUS J. Y l D D B U  BY OBBO 

BSGINNJII; AT A -IN'? OW M E  WESTERLY LINB OF [UID LANDS OF 
WIDELL FRW WRIPI A 3/4' PIPB AT THE NORTHWHBTPILY ¶WEREOF 
BEARS WORTB 0' 32' UBST 22 FKET AN0 NORTH 9' 14 '  BAST 187.4b PS8T 
DISTANT, T W  FROM BAID POINT OF BBQ1)SWIWO ALONG PMB AlsD 
SWTH6RLY LINE OF M I D  ZAND!j OF UIDELL THE FOLLQUINQ CUlRSEB AND 
D I S m N ~ :  0. 32' EAFF 30 M ?y) A 9/4' PIPH. 8- 14' 33' 
EihsT 150.30 FHE? TO A 314. PIPS SOUTH 26. 06' HAST 28 FEET TO A 
3/4. PIPE, SOUTH 47' 32' EAST 36 FEE" TO A 3/4' PIPE, SOUTB 65' 45' 
hAST 125.22 FEET Xi A 3/6. PIPE AT "XB HOST SOUTHERLY CORNEA OF 
SAID JANDS OP UIDBU ON THE hAsTERLY LINB OF A ROAD, AB 
RIDERS ROhb, 1I11BwcB W W D  BhSTBRLY LINB Ngirrs 7' 30' PA82 
98.44 FK6T 'Xl AN AXIS) THWCB LBAVING SAXD 8ASTBlU.Y LJNB &om 72' 
03' WEST B F6hT TO A 3/4" PIPE ON THE CENTKRLINE OP BSDBRS IIMD; 
TIoMcg MTD CeKPBRLINB NORTB 6' 55' SAST 170 FEET M A 3/4* 
PIPB; RzKNtB lBAVINC SAID CBNTHRtIHB IrSE6TStU.Y IN A DI- LXNB 215 
FEET MORH OR LKGE;. TO TJZE POINT OF BEGINNINO. 

A RIGHT O€ WAY WEU RIDERS ROAD. 

A.?. NO. : 107-311-07 

1 

@Description: Santa Cruz, CA Documenf-Year. DoclD 1997.33979 Page: 2 of 2 
Order: 954 i 759 Cornrneni: - 4 9 -  

I 

4 
4 

I 

i 
1 
i 
i 

1 
I 
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i 
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' 6 W n t m p A I I 3 8  
nccom#WQ ncwI.RD Dv 

I TITLE INSURANCE & TRUST CO. 

u m w m m p ~ o . . ~ s y ~ m  

,- rMr. & Mrs. Douglas P. 
21 %nos Lene 

Watoowf€le CA 95076 
I L d 

i- 1 
m u w y - m  

s m  As ABOVE 
_I 

P. TARTALA and JO ELLEN TARTALA, husband and w i f e  as JOINT TENAWS 

, I h d K ! d d p ~ h I t h  
Santa G r u z  ,SI.rdGliforrL: 

N OF PROPERTY ATTACHED HEBETO AS EXBIBIT "A" AND HADE A 

Title Order No. Error or Luan No. 132pBO-W 



The Is- referred to herein is Qercrtbed a8 tollms: 
T18132180-W 

SiPUATf IN THE COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ, STATE OF W I F O R N I A  AND DESCRIBED 
AS FOLLOWS: 

BEfUG A PART OF THE LANDS CONVEYED TO JULIUS J. WIDDELL BY DEED RECORDED 
IN VOCWE 1154, PACE 164, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY AND 
W R E  PAXtICULARLY OZSGR P BE0 AS FOLLOWS : 

ESTERLY LINE OF S A I D  LANDS OF WIDELL FROM 
HWESTERLY CORNER THEREOF BEARS NORTH Oo 
14' EA5T 187.46 FEET DISTANT, THENCE FROM 
THE WESTERLY AND SOUTHERLY L I N E  OF SAID 
COURSES AND DIS7ANCES: SOUTH 0" 5 2 '  EAST 
rho 33' EAST 150.30 FEET 70 A 3/kn PIPE, 
A 314" PIPE, SOU74i b-7O 12 '  EAST 36 FEET 
EAST 125.22 FEET TO A 314" PIPE A T  THE 

OF SAl'fD LANDS OF WZDELL ON THE EASTERLY LINE OF 
S *Om, THENCE ALONG SAlD EASTERLY L I N E  NORTH 7O 

PIPE ON THE CENTERCINE OF RIDERS ROAD, 
AXkE, THENCE LEAWNC SAID EASTERLY LINE. SOUTH 

NE NORTH 6 O  55 '  EAST 170 FEET TO A 3 f 4 "  PIPE, 
NE WESTERLY I N  A DIRECT LINE 215 FEET MORE 

OR LESS TO THE PO4NT OF BEGTNNING. 

TQGETHER WtTH AND SUBJECT TO A RIGHT OF WAY OVER RIDERS ROAD. 

107-31 1-02 
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Reccrded at the request O! 

. .............. ̂ . .. __-.. .- 

Far value received JO€U4 E. KXUl a d  
rARJOHIE E. KLEIN, his w i f e  

ELLEN R. CUTLER, hi6 wFf'e 
GRANT JOSEPH H. CU'l!LEB and 

as JOINT TENANTS all that r e d  property situu te in the 

eyed JuMur J .  +!i#tiell by deed rewrde:, in 
Reaorde of Sante CXUL County more 

t c r l y  l i n '  of s a i d  lands  of side11 f r o m  .hi& .A 

comer thereof h e r s  l o i t h  v" ;2' h e s t  22 feat 
e t  i l iz t tan t ,  tihrmoe from said point of b?glnnlng 

of si ld  lanas of a!ldsll the SoUo*rlae 
st  30 feet to :: 3/4" pI.>e, Zoutb lLo 33' 
26° 06' E z ? t  18 feet  to a ?/4" rAce, 

i e, S.uth Cy $5' Enst 1 ' 5 , ; ' Z  feet t a  e 

santa cpuz , State 01 Culifomio. described as lollovrs comtf ...... of __._.__ 

w sost Southerly comer of - sn ld  l a d s  of *i te l l  02 t h e  Eesterly 
~BQWI ZLP Users Fmcd, thence d o n g  sai2 Eeeterly l i n e  Nor* 
u, kst -to on axle, thenoe laawing s a i d  Eesterljp l i n e  5011th 77" 

t o  a 314" pi;e on the oenterllne of F-lders E.ohd, thrice d o n g  
Nor* 6* 55' Emt 170 feet to a 3/Lm i i p e ,  thence le - v i n e  syii 

srly in n direct l i n e  215 feet mare or l e s e  to the  p i n t  o f  

w i t h  an!: cuti58ot to a fight of wey 5ver RiLerr %?ord. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
. . .  . .  ..County 01 ... S ~ l t c - C ~  ...................... 

. a Notory t h e  undersiped on ..... ,Lu,K~~ .... ., ................... 19..66bctore me. .......... .. - ......... 
. . . . . . . . .  .... ........ . Public i r .  and 107 said ........ Counly and Slate. personally oppoored 

. J C I k i K E , ~ . . m d . . F ~ W J E . . E  I?LUIi ................................................ .... 
known io 10 be the -n..fi.. whose nauml: . tubscrjbed lo the wilhin inslrumcnt. and acknowledged :o me -. i 
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EXHIBIT 4: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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Santa Cruz Coun Plh,rning Department 
TOM BURNS, D&CTOR 
701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, California 95060-4068 
Tele hone: (831) 454-2580 Fd (831) 454-2131 

. -  
1 COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ i . a i  

A -  

In the Matter of ) 
DAUGHTERS OF MARY, HELP OF ) 
CHRISTIANS , ) SECOND AMENDED COMPLIANCE 
Property Owners. ) AGREEMENT 

I I 

I .  The parties to this compliance agreement are DAUGHTERS OF MARY, HELP OF 

CHRISTIANS and the SANTA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT. 

2. DAUGHTERS OF MARY, HELP OF CHRISTIANS, hereinafter referred to as “Owner” are 

the owners of record of the real property located at 605 Enos Lane, Watsonville California and 

described as Assessor’s Parcel No. 107-571 -01 and hereinafter referred to as “subject 

property”. Owner operates the Salesian Elementary (Grades K through 8) on subject property. 

The County alleges that the subject property is in violation of Santa Cruz County Code 

Section(s) 13.10.275 in that: 

A. Owner has exceeded the 125-student enrollment maximum allowed under USE 

PERMIT 78-1 539-U; 

B. Owner has, in the past, been in violation of the Fire Marshal’s requirements regarding 

emergency and evacuation access; 

C .  Use permit 78-323-U, which established a maximum enrollment of 90 students, 

required a pian for carpooling or busing to minimize traffic on Enos Lane. This 

condition was reiterated in the subsequent permit amendment, 78- 1539-U, which 

allowed expansion to 125 students. While the permit conditions did not set forth a 

specific vehicle limit, i t  is clear that the objective of minimizing traffic on Enos Lane 

- 5 5 -  



has been compromised by the unauthorized increase in student enrollment and related 

vehicular traffic, necessitating the development of an aggressive carpooling program. 

4. Pursuan! to the original Compliance Agreement between the County and the Owner, on  

August 1 1 , 2004, Owner filed Application ## 04-0384 with the County Planning Department. 

Owner seeks County approval to increase enrollment to 250 students, to widen Enos Lane, and 

to construct a new parking lot. Owner and County mutually agreed that Owner shall diligently 

pursue: and County shall diligently process, said application. Application #04-0384 requires 

environmental review, consideration by the Planning Commission at a duly noticed public 

hearing, and a final decision by the County Board of Supervisors at a duly noticed public 

hearing. 

5 .  Since a final decision on this application did not occur prior to June 30, 2005, the Counw and 

the Salesians signed an Amended Compliance agreement on August 24'h for the 2005-2006 

academic year. This amended agreement expires on June 30,2006. 

While Application #04-0384 is pending in the development review process and while 

considerable staff time has been spent on the processing of this application, a public hearing 

before the Planning Commission and final action by the Board of Supervisors will not occur 

prior to June 30,2006. Further, both parties agree that more time for discussion and 

negotiation between the Owner, the County, and community representatives will benefit all 

parties. Therefore, it is again necessary to again execute an amended Compliance Agreement 

effective July 1 , 2006. 

5. Owner hereby agrees as follows: 

A. Continue to comply with the corrective order issued by the County Fire Marshal 

addressing traffic congestion that amounted to an ingresdegress obstruction in 

violation of the Fire Code. This includes maintaining signage and curb coloring, 

CI 
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prohibiting cars from parking along the access route around the school, and managing 

the flow of school traffic on Enos Lane so as to not create congestion that amounts to 

an obstruction; 

B. Maintain an enrollment cap of 205 students for the 2006-2007 academic school year; 

C. By August 1 , 2006, develop a traffic management plan (including some combination of 

carpooling, shuttle, or busing) to reduce student related school traffic in the morning 

(7:30-8:30 am) and afternoon (2:30-3:30 pm) peak periods to a maximum of 45 

vehicles total (the vehicle maximum does not include vehicles originating on upper 

Enos Lane or its side streets who have children attending Salesian School); provide a 

copy of said plan to the Planning Department by August 10: 2006, and implement this 

plan at the start of the fall school session (August 16; 2006); 

D. Require that any of the 17 off-site faculty and other school staff, who drive, to anrive 

prior to 7:30 am to separate this traffic from the student traffic; 

E. Owner shall maintain records demonstrating compliance with these requirements, 

including staff and student peak period morning and afternoon vehicle counts, and 

shall provide those records to the County by the 1 5'h day of each month for the 

preceding month. School officials shall do morning and afternoon unannounced peak 

period vehicle counts on the school driveway at the entrance to the school on different 

days of the week, with a minimum of 4 daily vehicle counts per month (a minimum of 

once a week during school session); 

F. Owner and County acknowledge that it will be necessary to have independent traffic 

counts on the school driveway at the entrance to the school in addition to those 

performed by school personnel. Therefore, the school shall contract with a Traffic 

Engineer by August 1 , 2006, to conduct random, unannounced peak morning and peak 

afternoon vehicle counts of school related vehicle traffic. School shall provide a copy 

of the executed contract with the traffic engineer to the Planning Department by 

August 10,2006. The Traffic Engineer shall be Hjggins Associates or other firm 

approved by the County and shall perform such counts when requested by the County; 
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7. 

provided, however, that such independent counts shall not exceed a maximuni of 6 

during the fall session and, if necessary, an additional 6 during the spring session. 

G. I f  initiated and processed by the residents on upper and lower Enos Lane and their side 

streets, owner shall install two speed humps on lower Enos Lane by August I ,  2006 or 

as soon as practical thereafter after receiving the written consent of the residents on 

upper and lower Enos Lane and their side streets (with one vote to each residence 

served by Enos Lane beyond the school access driveway and two votes for each 

residence served by Enos Lane before the school access driveway) and agreement as to 

the desired location of said speed humps; 

H. Owner shall prepare an emergency evacuation plan and obtain approval of said plan by 

the County Fire Marshal by August I , 2006, and shall provide a copy of the approved 

plan to the County prior to the commencement of the 2006-2007 academic school year; 

Owner agrees to continue to participate in mutual problem solving meetings with 

neighborhood representatives throughout the term of this agreement through Owner’s 

standing 3 member committee chaired by parent Andrew Kreeftj and 

Owner agrees to continue to require parents to review and sign a parent handbook that 

details the School’s expectations regarding traffic management and safety, emergency 

evacuation plan, and courteous driving, as well as the consequences of violations of the 

school’s policies. 

I .  

J.  

This agreement does not constitute approval of any existing uses at the property other than 

those expressly granted in previous County permits, nor does it restrict in any way the 

authority of the decision-making body, the County Board of Supervisors, to approve, deny, or 

otherwise condition any permit applications that come before them. This agreement does not 

constitute a waiver of the County’s ability to pursue all legal remedies against the owner for 

compliance with existing permit conditions and/or approvals, should the County deem such 

action necessary in the fiture. Without waiving any of Owner’s rights, Owner acknowledges 

the County’s intent to take further enforcement action to reduce student enrollment to the 
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alleged permitted level (presently 25 students) for the 2007-2008 and subsequent academic 

years if Owner withdraws Application ## 04-0384, if the County abandons said application, or 

if the application to increase enrollment is denied. 

3.  This agreement is null and void on July I , 2007 or prior if any of the following occur: the 

Owner does not materially comply with any of the terms set forth above in this agreement; if 

Application ## 04-0384 to amend Use Permit 78- 1539 U is subsequently withdrawn by the 

applicant or abandoned by the County; or upon final action by the County Board of  

Supervisors on the Use Permit amendment application. This agreement does not constitute a 

waiver of any rights of the Owner. 

9. Sister Charlotte Greer represents to the Planning Department that she is authorized to agree to 

the above terms and to execute this Compliance Agreement on behalf of Daughters of Mary, 

Help of Christians for the Salesians School. 

IO. Owner understands that compliance with the terms of this agreement will enhance its relations 

with its neighbors and provide the Planning Department a technical basis for evaluating and 

making recommendations with regard to Owner’s pending application to expand enrollment at 

the school. 

Sister Charlotte Greer, Princihl 
Dated: 

laming Director, County of Santa Cruz 

Dated: 
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S ruz County Planning Commission 
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Law Offices of 

DENNIS J. KEHOE 
Law Corporation 

Aptos, California 95003 
31 1 BoNm Drive 

(831) 662-8444 FAX (831) 662-0227 

March 27,2007 

IHand-Delivered1 

BOSSO WILLIAMS 
ATTENTION: BOB BOSSO, ESQ. 
133 Mission Street, Suite 280 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters, County Planning Commission No. 04-0384 
March 28, 2007, Item 10 

Dear Bob: 

I received a copy of your March 20,2007, letter to the Planning Commission. You 
indicate that your clients own APN 107-461-25, 350 Hames Road. Santa Cruz Title 
Company has provided copies of the deeds in the chain of title to your clients’ property, 
all of which specifically mention “Rider Road” and that their property is to the east of 
Rider Road. Additionally, the owners of your clients’ property deeded a water tank lot to 
the City of Watsonville (APN 107-46 1-02) and that description makes specific reference 
to the survey of the 40’ Rider Road right-of-way approved by the Board of Supervisors on 
July 16, 1883. I was also provided by Kim Mattos a map prepared by Stan Nielsen, Mid 
Coast Engineers. Enclosed is a copy of the same. A s  indicated on that map, Enos Lane 
is within the right-of-way. 

Furthermore, your clients’ property including an old barbed wire fence is at a 
significant higher elevation than Enos Lane. This elevation differential varies anywhere 
from approximately two (2) to four (4) feet in height. Moreover, Enos Lane (Rider Road) 
has been in open use for decades. 

A s  mentioned to you in our recent telephone conversation, the Salesian Sisters 
have no interest in a walkway over your clients’ property. Also, my clients have po 
interest in widening Enos Lane to 24’. 

If you or your clients have any questions, please contact me at your earliest 
convenience. 

Very truly yours, 

DENNIS 
DENNIS J. KEHOE 

DJK:jlc; Enclosure 
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EXHIBIT 6: 
Lett March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

ruz County Planning Commission 
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Law Offices of 

DENNIS J. KEHOE 
Law Corporation 

Aptos, California 95003 
3 1 I Bonita Drive 

(831) 662-8444 FAX (831) 662-0227 

January 20,2005 

HAND-DELIVERED 

TOM BURNS, Planning Director 
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Application No. 04-0384; 
Appeal To The Planning Director from the January 6,2005, Staff 
Person Determination That The Application Is  Incomplete. 

Dear Mr.  Burns: 

This letter shall constitute the appeal of the applicant and aggrieved person 
from the Januaii 6, 2005, letter of Rmclall Adarns, staff planner, asserting that 
the application above referenced is incomplete. You are requested to review this 
appeal with the applicant/ appellant and its representatives. We will make 
ourselves available to you a t  your convenience. (In the meantime, we will be 
available to meet with Mark Deming to address and, hopefully, reasonably resolve 
the outstanding issues) For your benefit, the appeal has been divided into several 
sections; Brief Background, Overall Appeal, and Other Appeal Items. 

I. 
BRIEF BACKGROUND 

- A. Although not all inclusive, the following is a brief background with 
respect to the applicant. The Salesian Sisters have been in their existing location 
since 1975. Prior to their purchase of the property, Enos Lane, formerly know as 
Rider Road, was the historic access to the Salesian Sisters’ property. Moreover, 
the Grant Deed to the Sisters specifically includes an appurtenant “right-of-way 
40-feet wide” from their property “southerly to Hames Road, a County Road.” 
Please refer to the recorded Grant Deed, a copy of which was provided to you with 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
(Salesian Sisters) January 20,2005 

Page 1 
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x 
the application submitted on August 1 1,200b. Additionally, the County of Santa 
Cruz previously issued various permits including, but not necessarily limited to, 
75-600-U; 77-557-U; 78-323-U; 78-1538-U; and 88-1 105. The County permits, 
either specifically or generally, required the Salesian Sisters to use Enos Lane as 
the same exists from the Salesian Sisters property to Hames Road. Further, the 
use of Enos Lane from the Salesian Sisters property to Hames Road has been open 
and continuous since long before the Salesians’ Grant Deed in 1975. 

- B. Additionally, the County never before required a “guarantee” of the 
Salesian Sisters’ right to use Enos Lane. Rather, the County, at various times, 
has required some improvement by the Salesian Sisters or contribution towards 
improvement by the Salesian Sisters of Enos Lane. And such improvements were 
made as requested by the County. Furthermore, various building permits, septic 
system permits, and other County permits have been issued to the Salesian 
Sisters all either explicitly or implicitly contemplating the use of Enos L a n  from 
the Sisters’ property to Hames Road. 2 

- C. Although the Salesian Sisters submitted the above referenced 
application, they specifically did 40t waive any  of their rights in submitting the 
application. (See Compliance Agreement) On August 1 1: 2004, the Salesian 
Sisters submitted this application to the County of Santa Cruz, Planning 
Department. The application is dated by the County 8/ 1 1 /2004, and designated 
as Application No. 04-0384. Extensive materia! meeting all legitimate Couniy 
criteria was submitted a t  that time. Nevertheless, a letter dated September 9, 
2004, of “incompleteness” was transmitted by the project planner to Salesian 
Sisters. In response to that letter, a correspondence dated December 9, 2004, 
together with extensive documentation was delivered on behalf of the Sisters to 
the County with supporting data. Once again, a January 6, 2005, letter was 
transmitted by the project planner purporting that the application is “incomplete” 
and wanting yet more information, and indicating the applicant has a right to 
appeal his decision to you as the Planning Director. The letter of January 6,2005, 
and all contents therein contained are appealed to you. Hopefully, you will meet 
with us before deciding our appeal. 

- D. The Salesian Sisters have always used this property for religious 
assembly and as a religious institution. This includes, but is not limited to, 
praise and worship of God, Godly student education, and other religious activities, 
all of which are protected by the state and federal constitutions and other laws 
including, but not limited to, the Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons 
Act (RLUIPA) and the federal Civil Rights Act. Even aside from the historic use by 
the Salesian Sisters of the property, the County is prohibited from imposing 
substantial burdens on the Sisters’ assemblies and activities unless it is doing so 
in furtherance of a compelling government interest the County uses the least 
restrictive means of furthering that compelling interest. 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
(Salesian Sisters) - 6 4 20,2005 
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11. 
OVERALL APPEAL 

A. Permit Streamlining Act. 

Prior to the enactment of the Permit Streamlining Act, the legislative history 
of that law reveals the following abuses. Land use applicants would submit 
applications to public agencies. The public agencies would request more 
information which was then provided. ln turn, the additional information was 
used as a spring-board to ask for yet more information. Applicants expended 
significant funds in order to meet these on-going requests for “further information” 
just to get the agency to process their applications. Even aside from the 
significant expenditure in an attempting to respond to the requests and further 
requests, significant time was lost in even starting the application process. Thus, 
the Legislature enacted the Permit Streamlining Act. Among other items, that Act 
requires that the County compile a list that “shall specify in detail the information 
that will be required from any applicant.” Government Code §65940(a) Here, the 
Salesian Sisters provided information complying with legitimate County criteria. 
The requests for “further information” contained in the January 6, 2005, letter is 
- not in compliance with the Permit Streamlining Act. Therefore, the application 
is complete and the land use processing must commence. 

B. The January 6. 2005. Request For Further Information 1s 
Unreasonable. Arbitrarv, And Substantially Burdensome. 

(1) The information requested in the January 6, 2005, letter is 
extremely detailed and is not necessary in order to process this application. This 
includes, but is not limited to, the staff planner’s detailed and conflicting requests 
which mav in some respects be appropriate but only after approval of the 
application. Additionally, some of the demands are totally unreasonable and 
contrary to law. For example, Mr. Martin (Public Works) wants 24-feet of Enos 
Lane surface, an additional +foot buffer, and an additional +foot walkway. (32 
feet in total whereas the existing is 18-feet for the most part!) This is ridiculous. 
The people in the area and the applicant want no more than 18-feet of surface as 
shown on the Ifland plans submitted to the Planning Department. 

(2) In addition, the January 6, 2005, letter now demands a 
“guarantee” of the right-of-way. ‘This is unreasonable, arbitrary, extremely 
burdensome, and beyond the County’s jurisdiction. The County has approved 
numerous permits to the Sisters, all requiring usage of Enos Lane to Hames Road. 
Enos Lane was always uszd, even prior to the purchase of the property by the 
Salesian Sisters. The grant deed to Salesian Sisters specifically conveys a 40- 
foot right-of-way to Hames Road. Under the California Recording Act, this 
recorded right-of-way is binding whether intervening property deeds make 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
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reference to the 40-foot right-of-way or not. Furthermore, Enos Land has  been 
used, repaired, and improved for more than 25-years. Additionally, there are 
numerous survey maps of Enos Lane (Rider Road) of record and in the County 
Public Works Department (e.g. 14 Maps 45; 22 Maps 57; 29 Maps 17; 62 Map 13; 
Public Work file A2-66). Moreover, additional information has been submitted 
showing that Enos Lane was formerly known as Rider Road and that that right-of- 
way has existed for approximately 100-years. Ifland Engineers have also mapped 
the right-of-way on its submittals to the County. Additionally, the multiple 
County permits issued to the Sisters confirm that Enos Lane to Hames Road is the 
right-of-way to their property. 

The “guarantee” of the right-of-way is contrary to numerous prior County 
permits granted to the Salesian Sisters. I t  is contrary to the usage of Enos Lane 
for decades. It is contrary to common sense, extremely burdensome, and beyond 
the County’s jurisdiction. Further, it is not required by any legitimate “County 
list” criteria. Nevertheless, without waiving any rights, enclosed is the October 
2004 , Title Report from Stewart Title Guarantee Company. 

(3) The Salesian Sisters have met the legitimate County requested 
items. “Further information” is necessary in order to process this application. 
Consequently, the application is complete. You are requested to accept the 
application of the Salesian Sisters as complete and begin the permit processing. 

111. 
OTHER APPEAL ITEMS. 

Appeal of the January 6, 2005, staff project planner letter is taken and  
reference is made to the numbered paragraphs in that letter. 

- 1. This request is unreasonable; arbitrary; never before requested; not 
on the legitimate County information list; not with the jurisdiction of the County 
to require; ownership information has been previously provided; imposes 
substantial burden on the Salesian Sisters and is in the least restrictive 
means in furtherance of any compelling interest; irrelevant, especially in view of 
prior and current usage of Enos Lane and prior County permits issued to 
applicant. 

Without waiving any of applicant’s rights, enclosed is the October 28,2004, 
Title Report of Stewart Title Company, see Parcels Three, Four, and Five - right-of- 
way over Rider Road “40-feet wide” “Southerly to Hames Road, a County Road.” 
The applicant’s additional submittals included recorded maps confirming that 
“Rider Road” is also known as “Enos Lane.” Also, Ifland Engineers submitted 
copies of County Public Work’s maps and recorded maps confirming existence and 
location of Enos Lane and that “Rider Road” is also known as Enos Lane. 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
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Moreover, Ifland Engineers also submitted detailed Enos Lane lmprovement plans 
including cross-sections and notations. 

- 2. All the objections to #1 above are incorporated herein by this 
reference as objections to #2. Additionally, the staff planner incorrectly asserts 
that i t  is “unclear as to what access rights were intended to be displayed by the 
old maps ...” In that staff planner’s September 9, 2004, letter to applicant asking 
for more information, the staff planner, himself, requested information that “Enos 
Lane used to be called Rider Road.” These older maps, both recorded and the 
County maps, show, among other items, that Enos Lane used to be known as 
Rider Road. 

Furthermore, all of applicant’s submittals including those in response to 
staff planner’s September 9,2004, were organized, properly bound and delivered 
to the Planning Department. What happened once the County had the 
documentation is not applicant’s responsibility, although applicant will cooperate 
with the Planning Department in order to organize or reorganize the submitted 
documentation and/ or provide additional requested copies. 

2a. All the objections to #1 & #2 above are by this reference 
incorporated herein in response to #2a. 

2b. All the objections to #1 8s #2, and #2a above are By this 
reference incorporated herein in response to #2b. This information is already 
contained in applicant’s previous submittals including the details of Ifland’s Enos 
Lane Improvement Plans. 

2c. All the objections to #1,# 2,# 2a, and #2b are incorporated 
herein by this reference in response to 2c. Additionally, this information.has 
already been adequately provided for purposes of a complete application. The staff 
is unreasonable for purposes of a complete application. 

- 3. Comments. 

All the objections to #1,# 2, #2a. #2b, and #2c are incorporated 
herein a though fully set forth herein in response to 3 Comments. Moreover, 
the applicant has already submitted the legitimate required County information 
for a completed application. 

The Comments, and each of them, are seeking information which is 
extremely expensive to applicant to obtain, if it is obtainable at all. Further, the 
same is not required for a completed application. Moreover, some of the 
requested additional information map be appropriate post land use approval but 
not to complete the application. Attached and incorporated is the January 20, 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
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2005, letter of David Robinson. 

Please also confirm that the "30" day compliance period was met. It appears 
that it was not. 

E, Law Corporati 

Applicant and Appellant 

SALESIAN SISTERS, DAUGHTERS OF 
MARY HELP OF CHRISTIANS 

SISTER LOURDES TREVINO, FMA 

DJK:jlc 
Enclosures 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
(Salesian Sisters) - 6 8 - y 20, 2005 
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January 2C, 2005 

Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
Attn: Tom Bums, Pianning Director 
701 Ocean Street, 4" Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Appficathm No. 04-0384; 
Appeal to the Planning Director from the January 6,2005, staff person 
determination that the application is incomplete. 

Dear Mr. Burns: 

Regarding the application for the Salesian Sisters SChooI and the letter response requirements 
from the County of Santa Crut dated January 6,2005, please note the following: 

?. The deeds and ti& report pmvkkd onginally with our applimtion clearly and specifically 
include the 40 foot easement and right of way for €nos Lane. All t i e  reports are backed 
by the typical "Title Insurance" reports. Please find enclosed another copy from a 
secondary source, Stewart Title Guarantee Company, dated 30128/04 that again 
substantiates the 40 foot easement and right of way. 

2. All title reports, plans and documentation mquested by the County were submitted in the 
required format, in the exact order requested, and were dearly labeled, stapled, bound 
and folded. Please refer to your ietter dated W4#4 and our response dated 12/9/04 for the 
format of reassembling the documents submitted to the County of Santa Cruz. The plans 
were in order and bound separately as mad plans and sitelparking lot plans when 
submitted. The single sheets submitted wefe only to show to you that Enos Lane used to 
be Rider Road. These pages should not be bound with the other dwelopment plans. The 
purpose of these pages was explained in item #2 of our letter dated 12/9/04 and was in 
direct response to your item #2 of your letter dated 9/4/04. W& all do respect, please read 
the accompanying letter of each submittal. 

2. a. b. c. and comments 

It is the opinion of the Salesian Sisters and our msultants that all rights of way, deeds, 
existing and proposed road widths, and property m e r  deeds as requested by the County 
of Santa Cruz have been submitted and are described as accurately as can be provided. 
The 40 foot right of way described in the Salesian Sisters' deed goes over the existing 
road. In general convention it is shown as being 20 feet on either side of the center lim of 
the existing mad. This is shown in plain view and clearly noted on the plans. As our letter 
of 12/9/04 dearly states, we do not see any point in providing you with other people's 
rights of way, as these are not Qerma - 6 9 - 
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S a W i  Sisters School Application #OM384 
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Amugh necessary for a compkh application, additional grading volumes, cut 
and fill totals and cut details for existing drainage berms, further drainage calculations, 
details for the existing o ~ b  dramage @ern, and other detaibd documentation could 
later be provided with respect to the currently proposed plans by lfland Engineers [Ei 
sheets mgarding the road and 3 sheets regarding the parking lot]. These plans can be wet 
stamped and signed when they are final plans. However, generating more detailed 
infomation at this point wdd require that the Salesians Sisters expend more money. 
Until it is decided whether or not a pathway Will &e required, and e d y  how wide the 
roadway should be, it is not useful to expend further money and energy in providing any 
further details. 

YOU have our pposa! of an 18 foot wide mad, with 24 feet in width for  the first 40 feet, 
and a pathway up to the top of the first hill separated from the roadway by an asphalt 
benn. This is our current proposal and should be the pruposal you take to the hearing. 
Any other design should be a result of a pubk hearing, at which point we will ptovide 
whatever reasonabk details are necessary on implementation plans. It appears at 
this point that neither the Sisters nor the neighbors may want the pathway. The pathway 
was a response b the initial neighbofiosd meeting held regarding this project and m s  
intended not for students walking to the Salesians school, but for neighboit~oad children 
walking d m  the hiti b;, their bus stop at the bottom of Enos Lane. The Sisters are open to 
either having or not having this pathway. 

The sanitation disposal system works pfoperty and has done so ower the years. Abo, it 
has already been upgraded and approved for he school population of 250 students. [see 
EHS, John Ricker report of 12/17/03; Betty Cost letter of 12/9/04; and Peter Maase tetter 
of 12)9M.] 

In closing, as per your letter dated January 19: 2005 to Mr. Dennis Kehoe ,  Attorney for the 
Salesian Sisters, the school is very hopeful that in our next meeting the school and the County 
can adequately address the outstanding issues that allow this application to be d m e d  
complete. 
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CONDITION OF TITLE REPORT 

STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY 
herein caChdthe company 

G 1578- 50503 

SUBJECT TO THE TERMS, LIMITATIONS AND CONDITIONS OF THE 
APPLICATION FOR THIS CONDITION OF TITLE REPORT, WHICH 

APPLICATION, OR COPY THEREOF, IS ATTACHED HERETO 
ANT) MADE A PART THEREOF 

REPORTS 

To the party named in Schedule A, that as disclosed by the Title Instruments, the ownership of 
and the defects, liens and encumbrances against the Interest in the Land are as shown in 
Schedule B. 

Any claim or other notice to the company shall be in writing and shall be addressed to the 
Company at the issuing office or to 

Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
Claims Department 

1980 Post Oak Blvd., Suite SO0 
Houston, Texas 77056 

THIS REPORT IS NOT VALID A N D  THE COMPANS SHALL HAVE NO LLABLLITY 
HEREUNDER UNLESS THE APPLICATION REFERRED TO ABOVE, OR COPY 
THEREOF, IS ATTACHED HERETO. 

STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY 

- 7 1 -  



EXHIBIT 7: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 

- 7 2 -  



COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
701 OCEAN STREET. 4” FLOOR. %NTA CRUZ. CA 95060 

April 5,2005 

Mr. Dennis Kehoe 
311 Bonita Drive 
Aptos, CA 95003 

(831) 454-2580 FAX: (831) 454-2131 TDD: (831) 454-2123 
TOM BURNS, PLANNING DIRECTOR 

RE: Appeal of Application Completeness Determination 
Application No. 04-0384 
B. Cost for Salesian Sisters 

I Dear Mr. Kehoe: 

We received your appeal of the determination of incompleteness on this application on 
January 20,2005. You and I met on January 25* to discuss the requested information and to 
define what would be required for the application to be deemed complete. Since then, we have 
received revised plans for the roadway improvements to Enos Lane and additional information 
from Strategic Construction addressing some of the details that had been requested. Although 
not all of the materials requested have been submitted, I feel that sufficient information has 
been submitted to deem it complete. Therefore, I am upholding your appeal and determining 
that the application is complete for processing. 

The next step in the permit review process is the CEQA review, where an Initial Study is 
prepared to analyze the potential impads of the project. As I discussed with you on March 
16*, several of the outstanding technical requirements for the project will have to be resolved 
before environmental review can be completed. These include approval by Environmental 
Health Services (EHS) of a preliminary design for advanced treatment for the septic system, 
approval of preliminary designs for the drainage systems serving the new construction by 
Public Works and some minor details regarding the grading proposed. In my conversations 
with EHS, it was clear that Peter Haase knows what is needed to complete the septic systern- 
upgrade design and lfland Engineers has a long history of meeting County requirements for all 
types of projects. 

It is my hope that these technical details can be resolved expeditiously. If you have any 
additional questions or concerns about this project, do not hesitate to telephone me at 454- 
31 83. 

Mark M. Deming, 
Assistant 

cc: R. Adams 
- 7 3 -  
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Mar 29 06 05r05p ~ i 2 - e  Mcade 831-739-0273 

.. ~ 

I 
L ’  

Transportation quotw were solicited and d v c d  fiom three companies! Michacl’s 
Transportation s#vicc, Durham School Servicies, and Laidlaw Education Services. All 
companics agree tbat to pmvkk service from the Watmnvillc and Apt= regions for ow 
current student body requirts fbur busses. Costs arc ns follows: 

Michael’s $365/bus s 1 4 6 O h y  $262,8OOfyear 

Durham $45O/bus $1,8Wday $324,0oO/ycar 

Laidlaw $467- $1,868/day S336240Eyeat 
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FALL CREEK ENGINEERING, INC. 
Civil Environmefital Water Resource Engineering and Sciences 

ie l  (831; 426 305:. 
.a- *-.%.--- .- 

P.0 Box 7894. Santa  Chz. CA 95K1 

March 4,2005 

Santa Cruz County Planning Dcpartmcnt 
Attn: Randall A d a m  
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Subjcct: , Application No. 04-03833 
Septic System for Salesian Sisters School 
APN 107-571-01 

Dear Mr. Adams: 

Fall Creek Engincering, Inc. (FCE) has prepared this lcttcr to inform you that the existing 
septic system is operating satisfactorily at the current level of use. Based 011 information 
preparcd by the County of Santa Ci-uz, Health Scrvices Agency, thc cxisting system 
capacity was determined to be adequate to accommodate a school student population of 
250 peopic. which with I concur. 

To maintain the. system in good working order, I would recommend that the Sc-hool 
conduct semi-annual monitoring of the system. To this end, 1 would further re~o~iimcnd 
that thc School have thc septic systcin pumped and inspected twice a year to monitor i ts  
condition. 

Thank you for your attctition in this matter. If you have any questions or requirc 
additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me at (83 1) 426-9053. 

Si 11 cercl y, 
P! 

PETER NAASE 
Principal Engiiiecr 

Cc: Sr. Charlotte Greer, Corralitos 
Dennis Kehoe, Aptos 
Ilavid Robison, Santa Cruz 

WCEIVED 
MAR 0 7 2005 

2.: :‘iA rEGlC C.M. 
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

Applicant: 

GEORGE DAVIS FOR SALESIAN SISTERS, BY SISTER MARY HELEN 
c 

Name of Project, if any: 

Project Location: 
West side of Enos Lane (605 Enos Lane), 1 mile north of Hames Road. 
Corralitos Area. 

Project Description: 
Zoning Appl to rezone from REC to UBS-40. Appl to amend Use Permit 
78-323-U to operate a school for Grades K, 1, 5, 6 ,  7, and 8 by 
expanding the school facilities to include Grades 2, 3, 4, 9 ,  10, 11 
and 12 in existing buildings. 

APN: 107-121-60 - 

File NO. 
78- 935-2 
78-1539-U 

Staff Person : 
Suzanne Kulick 

Telephone : 
(408) 425-2191 X - 

425-2286 

Findin%: This project Will not have a significant effect on the environment as documented 
in the Initial Study on this project attached to the original of this notice, on 
file with the Community Resources Agency, County of Santa Cruz, 701 Ocean Street, 
Santa .Cruz, California. 

Mitiaation Measures or Conditions: 

Negative Declaration with Conditions: 

1. Until the roadway is improved to Fire Marshall Standards of 16-foot width or 
until the formation of an assessment district to accomplish the required road 
improvements, the school operation shall be limited to Grades K-8 with a maximum 
of 125 students. There is a continuing requirement for carpooling or busing. 

2. When the roadway is improved per Condition #1 (above) or when an assessment 
district to accomplish the improvements is formed, the total number of students 
may be increased to 250 Students, Grades K-12. 

Date approved by Environmental Review Committee: 

Review period ends: 3-15-79 

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION (If project is approved, complete file this notice with Clerk 

The final approval of this project was granted by: 

of the Board.) 

on e NO EIR was prepared under CEQA. 
(Decision-making body) 

Date completed notice filed 
with Clerk of the Board: 

BY 
Clerk of decision-making body 

Rev. 4/78 4- - 7 9 -  
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Law Offices of 

Law Corporation 
3 1 1 Bonita Drive 

Aptos, California 95003 

Dennis J. Kehoe 

(83 1) 662-8444 Fax (83 1) 662-0227 

March 16,2006 

Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
Attn: Paia Levine 
701 Ocean Street, 4‘h Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Application 04-0384; Salesian Sisters’ School, K-8 

Dear Ms. Levine: 
The undersigned was recently provided copies of two (2) letters addressed to you; 

one letter is from Dianne Castellanos dated Feb. 27, 2006, and a second undated letter is 
from her husband, Andrew Fidandis. Both letters contain a number of inaccuracies, 
errors, and misstatements concerning facts; history; County permits, procedures and 
compliance therewith; and make many unsupported accusations against, among other 
people, the Salesian Sisters and their students and parents. Each and every such 
allegation, misstatement, innuendo, and accusation contained in those letters made 
against the Salesian School and the Sisters, parents, and children is specifically denied. 
Although not all inclusive, the following is highlighted. 

For your information, Salesian facilities have been serving the people of this 
County since the 1920s, and the Sisters have owned the Enos Lane property since 1975, 
long before Ms. Castellanos and her husband moved to the Enos Lane area three years 
ago. The Sisters are not temporary. They have a history and future in Santa Cruz County 
of serving the people of our area. 

Moreover, the Salesian Sisters’ stated purpose is to educate through “reason, 
religion, and loving kindness” thereby strengthening family bonds and civic 
responsibility. Concerning ethnic diversity, 24% of the students are Hispanic, and the 
Sisters themselves are very ethnically diverse. Further, the Sisters provide an affordable 
religious education to children of working parents and children of single working mothers 
by offering their contributed services and helping families in financial crisis when 
necessary. The Salesian Sisters’ school is definitely not a “for-profit” institution but 
exists for the common good of society by promoting the education of youth. 

Recently, the Sisters held an evening meeting on Feb. 28, 2006, at the school for 
any interested people in the Enos Lane area. The meeting was moderated by Andy Kreeft. 
David Robison, the Sisters’ consultant, made an overall presentation and responded to 
inquires for those who had questions. Moreover, there was a general discussion among 
those in attendance. Although 1 did not make a head count, 1 would estimate that there 
were 25 to 35 people who attended the meeting. Many of the people where apparently 
from “upper” Enos Lane. Nevertheless, a woman who has lived and owned a home on 
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“lower” Enos Lane near Hames Road since 1979, spoke to all present and confirmed that 
the Salesian carpool is working; that the school drivers are courteous and drive safely; 
and that the Salesian Sisters and the Salesian school are a benefit to the general 
neighborhood. Moreover, a mother of young school children who also lives on Enos Lane 
stated that the school, the parents, and the carpool drivers are courteous and an asset to 
the area. Her children attend public school and not the Salesian Sisters K-8 school. 

Near the end of the meeting, Mr. Robison asked if anyone was opposed to the 
Sisters’ pending application with the County and only one man raised his hand. When 
asked why he opposed the application, he stated that, in his opinion, the Sisters should 
- not have to go through the County processes in the first place. He also is a residentlower 
of property on Enos Lane. 

undersigneF:>L, Should you 

is J. Ke oe 

ions concerning the above, , please kQd,hy contact the 

f /‘‘)q/WQ 

C: Sisters Theresa and Charlotte, Salesian Sisters school, Corralitos, CA 
Provincial Office of Daughters of Mary Help of Christian, 
Attn: Sisters Sandra Neaves and Claudette Germain 
David Robison, Strategic Construction Management 
Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Analyst Robin Musitelli 
Planning Director Tom Bums 
Assistant Planning Director David Lee 
Staff Planner Randall Adams 
Gustavo Gonzales 
Assessor Gary Hazelton 
Sheriff-Coroner Steve Robbins 
Fire Chief Corralitos Fire Station Ron Prince 
California Insurance Commissioner John Garamendi 
California Department of Insurance Legal Division 

I - 8 2 -  
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I - -I- Lani Freeman 

From: PLN AgendaMail 

Sent: 
To: PLN AgendaMail 

Subject: Agenda Comments 

.".." " - . I 

Tuesday, March 27,2007 500 PM 

. - ~" ~ _. _- . " _.-_ I" 

Meeting Type : Planning Commission 

Meeting Date : 3/28/2007 Item Number : 10.00 

Name : Tony Young Email : Not Supplied 

Address : 29 Aka DR. 
La Selva Beach, CA 95076 

Phone : Not Supplied 

Comments : 
The school should be given more time to work out the road details. Six months is not that much time for a 
project of this size 



County of Santa Cruz 
Planning Department 

General Information Desk 
Santa Cruz: 454-3252 + Aptos: 4547576 4 Felton: 461-7450 

Tracking Dropped Off Materials 
Screening at the Building and Zoning Counter is needed for the following materials: 

1 Applications for all new projects 

Revisions of projects that alter the permit description 

1 Applications for revisions of projects I change orders for issued permits 

Any submittal which requires a fee to be paid 
I 

Please ask the aeneral information desk for assistance. 

To track material that does not need to 
E screened at the zoning counter, 
>lease complete this form and have it 
*eviewed at the general information 
jesk. A copy will be attached to the 
naterial and a receipt will be given to 
iou once completed. 

Today's Date: 0mL a47 , w r > 7  
In -4 71 - 01 - Parcel Number (APN): 

Building Application #: I 

Discretionary Application #: 

(if Discretionary) Project Planner: 

Other: 

Person Dropping off Material: Name: 
1 

Person Dropping off Material: Phone #: 338- % 7 q  
Contact Name (if different from above): 

Contact Phone #: 

Contact Email: 

Description of Material: 
(Reminder: Any plans submitted need to be 

folded to 8 112" x 12" format) 

Indicate number of copieskets submitted 

Is Code Compliance Involved: No 0 Yes Investigator: 
" 

/ '  
Destination of Material: Person: elm. n f ! 4  c 

Note: All discretionary project material will be 
eviewed by the project planner first, then will 
)e passed on to the final destination) 

I -r 

1 Original: Receipt Pink: GIDfile 
'racking form (Excel) pln - 1001 - 12/20/02 



Proposed Changes to Planning 
Department Staff Report 

Application Number: 04-0384 
Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 

APN: 107-571-01 

March 27,2007 

1 
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Copies hand-delivered to Planning Commissioners 
Copy hand-delivered to Ellen Pirie 
Copy hand-delivered to Tom Bums 

March 28,2007 
March 27,2007 
March 27,2007 

Additions to original document appear irli/icizec/. 
Deletions from original document appear as 

2 
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The initial use permit issued for the existing educational facility was Use Permit 75-600- 
U, which authorized a novitiate and summer camp, with staff quarters and dormitories for 
up to 90 girls. This approval was for three two-week long summer camp sessions, and 
one yearly retreat for up to 4 0 sisters. After the novitiate and summer camp were 
approved, a staff initiated Rezoning (75-1001 -2) was performed to rezone the property to 
the REC (Recreational) zone district to reflect the novitiate and summer camp use. The 
remaining orchard on the subject property was rezoned to the A- 10 (Agriculture - 10 
acre minimum) zone district at that time. An accessory storage building was later 
approved, under Use Permit 77-557-U, for the novitiate facility. 

Following the approval for the novitiate and summer camp, an application for Use 
Permit 78-323-U was submitted to allow the operation of a school up to a maximum of 
90 students (grades K-1 & 5-8) in the existing buildings. This application was approved 
with the requirement that the road be improved to a minimum width of 16 feet, that a 
busing or carpooling plan be submitted that would minimize school related traffic on 
Enos Lane, and that all requirements of the County Fire Marshall be met. This permit 
also required that the property be rezoned from the REC (Recreation) zone district to a 
more appropriate zone district prior to consideration of any further use permit. 

Shortly after the approval of the permit for the school, an application for Use Permit 78- 
1539-U and Rezoning 78-935-2 was made to expand the school to 250 students 
(including all grades K-8 and 9-12). Although this application was for 250 students (and 
included grades 9-12), i t  was ultimately approved for 125 students (and limited to grades 
K-8). As a result, the environmental documentation from the initial study, as well as a 
condition related to the septic clearance added the Planning Commission, both contain 
language which was based on the 250 student proposal. The Negnrive Decliii.cttioii s o t d  
thnr iiiitii the i-ocdit~ci~. is iriyrovecf to cf “ I  6,foot i,t.ic/ti?”. the school’ cpel.c[tioi? is- iiiliiit‘rl io 
125 side;iis; hoi.t<ei>ei.. irhen the i*oiicAt.c/?. ~ i m  i;qwo\-ecI to 16 feer. the total i?liiiibel. of 

lens; i4 . j ie t  . i f 7  u.ic-lrli.)The Board of Supervisors took final action on the proposal, 
resulting in an approval for a maximum of 125 students (grades K-8): ,’lOlI‘ei’eii.. rlii. 
Bocird deieteci three q f  the siiggested corditioiis: “i “(Eiios Lane to be iiiTpi.ol.ed io CI 

i ~ ~ i i j i i ~ ~ i / j ~ ~  it.ic-itii nf i 6jeet io the Soiesinii Sisiri-s i-/i-i\~ei~t~q~.) “2 ’ *  ( I o ’ $ ~ i  :\,ide i-ncdheiii 

Approximately ten years later, Commercial Development Permit 88- 1 105 authorized 
the construction of a 12 bedroom central living quarters for the Sisters who reside at the 
school. Prior to this time, the Sisters were residing in rooms scattered throughout the 
campus and the centralized living area was proposed for safety reasons and to create a 
sense of community. 
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Copies of the permits described above and other associated information are included as 
Exhibit E to this report. 



Permit Compliance Issues 
Since the approval of Use Permit 78- 1539-U, which authorized a school of up to 125 
students, the enrollment has increased to over 200 students. Complaints regarding the 
increased enrollment have been filed with the County, and Code Compliance action has 
been taken against the school. A settlement agreement has been reached whch is 
temporarily allowing the school to operate at the existing level of enrollment (205 
students) while this amendment to the prior use permits is being processed. 

PAGE 5 
Road Widening & Improvements 
As a result of the proposed increase in enrollment, the applicants have been required by 
the local fire agency to widen Enos Lane to a minimum of 18 feet in width iir7less 
ot/?ei-uise pyoiYded. This requirement by the fire agency will be applied to any 
application that would increase the number of students above % 200 or the number of 
vehicle trips above those associated with 4% 200 students- 18 feet - .  

PAGE 6 
Right of Way 
The question of the location of the vehicular right of way is mbskady defined. 

+way. Deeds provided by the neighbors indicate a right of way, but do not specifically 
indicate a location. From reviewing the deeds, it appears as though the right of way 
referenced in earlier deeds was later recorded to reflect the road as traveled in deeds 
beginning in 197 1. Coiintj. cippi-ovec/ lot spliis [ t i l ( !  i.FC<)/-liec./ p / - c e !  i l i c t p  ifini jic7i.e 

sri?Tr!s reco,oni~e ihe right q f i t c j ' .  The neighboring property owners dispute the location 
of the right of way depicted on the project plans (Exhibit A), which display the centerline 
of the 40 foot right of way as the center of the currently traveled roadway. The area of 
concern is where the roadway is proposed to be widened to 24 feet in width, at the 
intersection of Enos Lane and Hames Road. A'c\.ei-ilielrss. ihe coritlc' ~imi1eci' c! ;i!!ii.rber. 
qfpernliis oncl ioi spiirs thcti hci1-e crccepteti Enos i m e  i m c i ~ t . ~ ! ~ .  in jt5 exisiir7,o ioccition. 
The roadway in this area is already in compliance with the minimum (1 8foot width) 
requirement of the fire department and the concern of the neighbors is that further 
widening (and the construction of the pedestrian pathway) would occur outside of the 
right of way and would require the acquisition of additional easements by the school in 
order to construct the required improvements. Propei-tJ.. if.mi.1.. dci1!/iCcl E?. Mci i~os  . fbr- c! 
pen'est~ini7 1 1 ~ c i 1 I ~ ~ ~ ~ q ~ ~  ~.iazilc/ nor be c/ediictetifkm ilirii- ilci~ccyr coiiiit . .  A)/- pit/po-ye.v of 
pcwcel spiir. 

. .  
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Traffic Management Plan 
Vehicles which transport children to and/or from the school will be counted during each 
two hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) and no children may be dropped off before 7 
AM unless arriving with a teacher or school staff or' to utterid 1-sligioiis scivices. 
Vehicles which do not transport children to and/or from the school (teachers, staff, school 
residents, deliveries, etc.) and vehicles originating from Enos Lane (above or below the 
school) will not be counted towards the maximum number of allowed trips. 

After 5 years, the final maximum enrollment for the school will be established based on 
the review of compliance with the traffic performance criteria by the Planning 
D e p a r t m e n t G  . .  

. .  . 
. If the performance criteria cannot be 
5'h year review) enrollment will be 

required to decrease below the final maximum enrollment level until the performance 
criteria can be met. 
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Conditions of Approval 
Exhibit A: 
Project plans "Salesian Sisters School", 10 sheets, prepared by Ifland Engineers, dated 
3/28/05 & 10/14/05. os rrioc/$ec/ ljer-eipi 

1. 
This permit authorizes the continued operation of an existing school, summer camp, and 
associated uses within allowed limits as described in further detail below. This permit 
amends and replaces Commercial Development Permits 75-600-U, 77-557-U, 78-323-U, 
78-1539-U, and 88-1 105. All conditions of the prior permits are replaced by the 
conditions for this permit. E:~-cqx cu Iier~i?7 srcuec-1. prior to exercising any rights granted 
by this permit including, without limitation, any construction or site disturbance, the 
applicant/owner shall: 

A. 
Sign, date, and return to the Planning Department one copy of the approval to 
indicate acceptance and agreement with the conditions thereof. 

B. 
Pay the required fee to the Clerk of the Board of the County of Santa Cruz for 

posting the Negative Declaration as required by the California Department of Fish 
and Game mitigation fees program. 

c. 
Obtain a Grading Permit from the Santa Cruz County Planning Department. 

D. 
Obtain a Building Permit from the Santa Cruz County Building Official, if 
required, for retaining walls and site improvements. 

5 
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E. 
Obtain an Encroachment Permit from the Department of Public Works for all offsite 
work performed in the County road right-of-way. 

11. 
E.xrqv ns her-ein stcited, prior to issuance of a Grading and/or Building Permit the 
applicandowner shall: 

A. 
Submit proof that these conditions have been recorded in the official records of 

the County of Santa Cruz (Office of the County Recorder). 

B 
Submit final engineering plans for review and approval by the Planning 

Department except herein chuiigecf. The final plans shall be in substantial compliance 
with the plans marked Exhibit "A" on file with the Planning Department e-1-cept CIS here i17 
modifietl. Any  changes from the approved Exhibit "A" for this development permit on the 
plans submitted for the Grading and/or Building Permit must be clearly called out and 
labeled by standard architectural methods to indicate such changes. Any changes that are 
not properly called out and labeled will not be authorized by any Grading andor Building 
Permit that is issued for the proposed development. The final plans shall include the 
following additional information: 

1. 
Engineered improvement plans for all on-site and off-si te improvements prepared, wet- 
stamped, and signed by a licensed civil engineer. 
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b. 
Road bumps shall be installed on the lower portion of Enos Lane (between Hames Road 
and station 17+00). Road bumps shall be be designed to limit vehicle speed to 15 MPH 
along this section of Enos Lane. A minimum of three road bumps are required in order to 
limit speeds to 15 MPH. PI-o\,idecl thni the o~~~mvYs )  ci,ffected consem ji7 \~~ i t i i 7g  to donnte. 
if'ilecessnr?.. the land to do so 
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c. 
Prcn~idetl rhnt the oi\xei-(.~) cdjected coiisenr in i ~ ~ r i t i i i ~  to doncite. (.f'i7ecessai?.. the / m C /  IO 

(tccoinplish the sctine , a  pedestrian pathway, a minimum of 3 feet in width, shall be 
installed on the east side of the lower portion of Enos Lane (between Hames Road and 
station 17+75). The path shall be separated from the roadway a solid white line (or 
landscaping, if separated from the roadway by over 3 feet) and surfaced with 
decomposed granite or other aggregate material. 
d. 

e. 
Delete the proposed crosswalk across Hames Road at the intersection with Enos Lane. 

2. 

Grading, drainage, and erosion control plans, that are prepared, wet stamped, and signed 
by a licensed civil engineer. Grading and drainage plans must include estimated 
earthwork, cross sections through all improvements, existing and proposed cut and fill 
areas, existing and proposed walls, drainage facilities, and details of devices such as back 
drains, culverts, energy dissipaters, detention pipes, etc. 

a. 
Air Oualitv: 
In order to ensure that the one hour air quality threshold for the pollutant acrolein is not 
exceeded during grading and paving, prior to the issuance of the grading permit, the 
applicant shall modify the grading plans to include notes incorporating the construction 
conditions given by the Monterey Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as 
follows: 

i 
All pre- 1994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA certified diesel oxidation 
catalysts or all such equipment shall be fueled with B99 diesel fuel; 

i i  
Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or b99 diesel fuel until 
completion of the project; 

iii 
Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and equipment throughout the project 
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iv 
Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk assessment to the MBAPCD for 
review and approval. Any recommendations and requirements of the MBAPCD will 
become conditions of constructing the project. 



3. 
A parking plan, showing all existing and proposed parking on the subject property. 

a. 
Standard parking spaces must be 8.5 feet wide by 18 feet long and must be located 
entirely outside vehicular rights-of way. 

b. 
All applicable accessibility requirements must be met in the existing a d - p q a d  

parking areas. 

4. 
Details showing compliance with fire department requirements, including all 
requirements of the Urban Wildland Intermix Code, if applicable. 

a. 
The access roadway shall be widened to a minimum width of 18 feet for vehicular and 
emergency vehicle access, , pi-ovirled thnt the ciCjJcice~ir 011 ner-fs) 111 t h i  cil-en o#'it.ideriiiig 
consetit in it.i-iting to the snnre and donate .if'necessai? . ike Icmd io ciccoivplish the snnie : 

b. 
The loop roadway around the existing school facility shall be marked as a fire lane, 
clearly marked as a no parking area to allow free movement of fire equipment around the 
school buildings. 

5. 
Groundwater Recharge: In order to ensure that loss of area for groundwater recharge is 

less than significant, the applicant shall submit a detailed groundwater recharge plan for 
review and approval by the Department of Public Works drainage staff and Planning 
staff. The plan shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, of runoff from the new 
paved parking area (after it has passed through a silt and grease filter) 
f .  The plan 
shall show infrastructure for directing and spreading runoff and measures to prevent 
erosion at outlets, and shall include calculations quantifLing the expected runoff and 
demonstrating that there is no net loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking 
surfacing. The plan shall be accompanied by a letter of approval by the project soil 
engineer. The plan shall also indicate where excess fill is being placed in order to prevent 
conflicts with recharge goals. 

6. 
Show replacement trees to be located at a 3: 1 ratio for all trees removed due to road 

widening, construction of the parking lot, and other improvements. 
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7. 
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C. 
Submit four copies of the approved Discretionary Permit with the Conditions of 

Approval attached. The Conditions of Approval shall be recorded prior to submittal, if 
applicable. 

D. 
Meet all requirements of and pay Zone 7 drainage fees to the County Department of 
Public Works, Drainage. Drainage fees will be assessed on the net increase in impervious 
area. 

E. 
Obtain an Environmental Health Clearance for this project from the County Department 
of Environmental Health Services. 

F. 
Meet all requirements and pay any applicable plan check fee of the California 
Department of Forestry/County Fire. 

G .  
Submit 3 copies of a plan review letter prepared and stamped by a licensed Geotechnical 
Engineer. 

III 
All construction shall be performed according to the approved plans for the Grading 
Permit and/or Building Permit. The applicant/owner must meet the following conditions 
during construction of the project: 

A. 
Improvements must be installed within the following timeframes 

9 3 -  

1. 
Road bumps must be installed within 90 days from the effective date of this permit. 



3. 
The new parking l o t 1  
2 Il,iii br insrcriieii' t r i  the 
discretion of'the applicant. 

. .  

B. 
All work adjacent to or within a County road shall be subject to the provisions of Chapter 
9.70 of the County Code, including obtaining an encroachment permit where required. 
Where feasible, all improvements adjacent to or affecting a County road shall be 
coordinated with any planned County-sponsored construction on that road. Obtain an 
Encroachment Permit from the Department of Public Works for any work performed in 
the public right of way. All work shall be consistent with the Department of Public 
Works Design Criteria unless otherwise specifically excepted by these conditions of 
approval. 
C. 
No land clearing, grading or excavating shall take place between October 15 and April 15 
unless the Planning Director approves a separate winter erosion-control plan that may or 
may not be granted. 
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D. 
To minimize noise, dust and nuisance impacts to surrounding properties during 
construction, the owner/applicant shall or shall have the project contractor, comply with 
the following measures during all construction work: 

1. 
Limit all construction to the time between 8:OO a m  and 5:OO pm weekdays unless a 
temporary exception to this time restriction is approved in advance by the Santa Cruz 
County Planning Department to address an emergency situation; and 

2. 
Each day it  does not rain, wet all exposed soil frequently enough to prevent significant 
amounts of dust from leaving the site. 

3. 
The applicant shall designate a disturbance coordinator and a 24-hour contact number 
shall be conspicuously posted on the job site. The disturbance coordinator shall record the 
name, phone number, and nature of all complaints received regarding the construction 
site. The disturbance coordinator shall investigate complaints and take remedial action, if 
necessary, within 24 hours of receipt of the complaint or inquiry. 
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E. 
Water Qualitv: To prevent project drainage discharges from carrying silt, grease, and 
other contaminants, the applicant shall install silt and grease traps according to the 
approved plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners according to the following 
monitoring and maintenance schedule: 

1. 
The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning or repair prior to October 
15 each year, at a minimum interval of once per year; 

2 .  
A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the conclusion of each 
October inspection and submitted to the Drainage Section of the Department of Public 
Works within 5 days of inspection. This monitoring report shall specify any repairs that 
have been done or that are needed to allow the trap to function adequately. 

F. 
Prior to final inspection, the applicant/owner must meet the following conditions: 

1. 
All site improvements shown on the final approved Grading Permit and/or Building 
Permit plans shall be installed. 

2 .  
All inspections required by the Grading andor Building permit shall be completed to the 
reasonable satisfaction of the County Building Official and Planning Department staff. 

3. 
The project must comply with all recommendations of the approved soils reports. 
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G. 
Pursuant to Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.1 00 of the County Code, if at any time during 
site preparation, excavation, or other ground disturbance associated with this 
development, any artifact or other evidence of an historic archaeological resource or a 
Native American cultural site is discovered, the responsible persons shall immediately 
cease and desist from all further site excavation and notify the Sheriff-Coroner if the 
discovery contains human remains, or the Planning Director if the discovery contains no 
human remains. The procedures established in Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.100, shall 
be observed. 
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1v. 
Operational Conditions 

A. 
Master Occupancy Program (School): Given the location of the project with respect to 
existing residential uses, any change of use request will require an amendment to this 
permit. Only the uses listed below are allowed at the school facility: 

Private Re/i.giozw School: A private school (Kinder through Sth grade years only) with an 
enrollment level based on the performance standards listed below (Condition 1V.B) is 
authorized by this permit. €iwtm&m &-the School classes may not begin before 8AM 
7;50 Ah1 and drop off of students more than one hour before this time IS not allowed 
except CIS noted in the tr.c@c wciiicigei~i~iil p1m.  Any change in the scheduling of the 
school classes which causes instruction to begin prior to Q7:iO .-1,Uls not authorized 
by permit. 
(7.50 Ah4 is the cur-1-erit start time fbr’ the school) 

School Related Meetings and Events: 
Are allowed in conjunction with the private school use. Parent meetings, parent teacher 
conferences, back to school night, plays, and other events which occur while classes are 
not in session are allowed without a restriction on total number of vehicle trips. 
Carpooling is recommended for individuals attending these school related meetings and 
events. School related events that occur during regular school hours (grandparents day, 
parents breakfast, kinder promotion, etc.) are allowed, at a maximum of 8 events per 
year, without a restriction on total number of vehicle trips. No more than 8 school related 
events that occur during regular school hours are allowed during any one regular school 
year. No sporting events (other than regular practice by Salesian school students) are 
allowed at the school facility. Prior to the start of each regular school year, the school 
must submit to the Santa Cruz Planning Department a calendar that indicates the dates 
and times of each of the planned school related events. 

Summer Camr, & Remedial Classes: 
A summer camp and remedial classes (summer school) outside of tbe regular school year 
are authorized based on the following limitations: The total number of campers (both day 
and overnight) is limited to no more than 90 campers at the school facility at any one 
time. The total number of day campers and/or remedial class students is limited to no 
more than 60 total (day campers and/or remedial class students). Carpooling or busing is 
required for day campers and/or remedial class students to reduce traffic, with a 
maximum of 45 school related vehicle trips in and out (90 total trips) of the school 
facility during any continuous two hour period between 7:30 AM and 5:30 PM. 
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Retreats: Up to SLY II t.ekenc! r-t.ligior1.s retreats for a maximum of 
60 people at each retreat are authorized by this permit for each one year period. Up to 
eight one day i-elig-ioz/s retreats (occumng only on weekend days) for a maximum of 90 
people at each retreat are authorized by this permit for each one year period. Carpooling 
or busing is recommended for individuals and groups attending retreats. 
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Community Meetings: 
Community meetings are allowed at the school facilities outside of regular school hours. 
The use of the school facilities for community meetings does not include the renting of 
the facilities for conferences or other commercial activities. 

Religious Services and Prayer Groups: 
Religious services i m i i i c i i q  p x ~ w  gi-oi~ps O F I C ~  nicisses are allowed at the school facility. 
Carpooling is recommended for individuals attending siicli religious services and prayer 
groups. 

Residents: 
The use of the school facility for residential purposes is allowed with all of the residents 
living as a family unit (sharing cooking facilities and common areas). The construction of 
additional independent residential units is not authorized by this permit. 

Novitiate: 
The use of the school facility as a novitiate is authorized by this permit. The total number 
of novices residing on site will be limited by the residential facilities on the project site. 

The following additional restrictions apply to all uses: 

m: 
Parking must occur in approved spaces, and may not at any time block access to the 
structures or turn-around areas for emergency equipment. Parking for all events shall 
comply with the approved parking plan and the recommendations of the approved traffic 
studies. 

Scheduling: 
Uses (school, meetings, events, services, retreats, etc.) can not be scheduled in an 
overlapping manner which will result in a combined parking demand that can not be met 
on the project site. 

B. 
Enrollment: 

Enrollment at the existing school during the regular school year (not including summer 
remedial classes or summer camp) will be limited by the following: 

The initial maximum enrollment wi!! begin at 200 students and will increase or decrease 
by 25 student increments, or remain constant, depending on compliance with the traffic 
performance criteria (as measured by independent random monitoring, at the school’s 
expense, with review by the Planning Department) for each level of enrollment. Any 
potential enrollment increase or decrease will begin in the third year and will be 
determined by the Planning Department based on compliance with the traffic 
performance criteria through the middle of the second year, with reviews continuing at 
the middle of each following school year fur n i u ~ ~ t t ~ i i i / t ?  nf’f i i*e (3) 1.ecil.s.. 250 students is 
the maximum enrollment level that could be allowed at the school based on compliance 
with the traffic perfonnance criteria. 
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Maximum 
Enrollment 

Up to 125 Students 

150.175. or 200 
Students’ 

225 Students 

250 Students 

No enrollment increase oL’el- 200 s ~ z ~ f e n i s  will be allowed until all required road 
improvements 
(speed bumps r i d  road widening and pedestrian pathway, if’cypiicnble ) have been 
installed 

Traffic Performance Criteria 

45 max. trips in and out (90 total trips) 
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 
50 max. trips in and out (100 total trips) 
per each 2’hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 

55 max. trips in and out ( 1  10 total trips) 
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 

60 max. trips in and out (1 20 total tnps)per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM 
& 2-4 PM) 

Compliance with Traffic performance Criteria: Vehicles which transport children to 
and/or from the school will be counted during each two hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 
PM) and no children may be dropped off before 7 AM unless arriving with a teacher or 
school staff 01- io nttei7d i-elzgiozis senxices. Vehicles which do not transport children to 
and/or from the school (teachers, staff, school residents, deliveries, etc.) and vehicles 
originating from Enos Lane (above or below the school) will not be counted towards the 
maximum number of allowed trips. 

5‘h Year Review: At As qfthe mid point of the fifth regular school year after approval of 
this permit, the final maximum enrollment for the school will be established. This will be 
based on a review of compliance with the performance criteria by the Santa Cruz County 
Planning Department clfiei. the Plnlliliiig Depnr-tment hcis ,oii;eii r-emoncihlc prior m t i w  TG 

,So;e.yim qfij.5 i-elieii. cri id 1t?iiti/ti\.r cle;er.irzinn~ion. The maximum enrollment for the 
school will be based on the compliance with the performance criteria for the years 
leading up to this review. This review will be performed in addition to annual reviews 
leading up to the fifth year. The results of the fifth year review will be heard before the 
Planning Commission on the consent agenda, and the final maximum enrollment will be 
determined by the Planning Commission at that time, yi-oiidet? ihzar /he schclcji 110s bw7  
piveri o iwxnnahle prior- opportritiih. io ncidr-ess ihis isszre. Annual reporting of traffic 
counts (performed at the school’s expense) will be required each year (per Condition 
1V.C) up to the fifth year of review. 4 d k e e ~ ~ c  ts -r :he % 

. .  
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Enrollment List: 
Prior to the start of each regular school year, the school must submit to the Santa Cruz 
Planning Department the iiui77ber qfstudents to be enrolled at the schoolS 

Failure to Comply: 
Failure to reduce enrollment when required, or to comply with the required performance 
criteria at the established level of enrollment, or to supply enrollment information or 
traffic reports, will be a violation of the terms of this permit. Operating the school at a 
higher level of enrollment than is authorized by these conditions, or at a higher volume of 
traffic than is allowed for the level of enrollment, is a violation of the terms of this 
permit. Any violation of the terms of this permit may result in permit revocation. 

C. 
Traffic Management & Reporting: 
A Traffic Management Plan is required for all enrollment levels for the school during the 
regular school year, subject to the following requirements: 
1. 
Prior to the start of each school year, but after the enrollment level has been established, a 
carpooVhousing plan must be provided to the Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
which indicates the total number of vehicles and the number of children assigned to each 
vehicle. 

a. 
Carpools may not meet or be formed on Enos Lane or at the intersection of Hames Road 
and Enos Lane, unless the vehicles originate from Enos Lane (or other roadways directly 
connected to Enos Lane north of the Harnes Road intersection. 

2. 
Reporting of random traffic counts at regular intervals (at the midpoint of each school 
year) performed at the school’s remoiiiihle expense by an independent third party traffic 
consultant (overseen by a licensed traffic engineer) must be provided to the Santa Cruz 
County Planning Department on an annual basis,fb- the fir?.sr,fi\.e t“5? j m i - s .  

a. 
The school must agree to allow the County of Santa Cruz Planning Department to 
contract, at the school’s 1-,~~7soi70hle expense, with an independent third party traffic 
consulting firm to perfom random traffic counts at the school facility, prior- i7o/ice of The 
costs r’?ni’iiig bee;? pi-ei’ii-ki! 16 the .sc!~oc~~.  

1. 

A positive at cost account balance with the County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
must be maintained by the school, with sufficient funds to allow r-ensoiidde payments to 
the traffic consulting firm throughout the contract period and to account for Planning 
Department staff time. 
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b. 
Random, unannounced traffic counts are required during the AM peak (7 AM to 9 AM) 
and PM peak (2 PM to 4 PM) periods throughout the regular school year. 
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Traffic counts must occur on a minimum of We ot7e day per full month that the school is 
in regular session, up to the fifth year review. 

C. 

1. 

Dates will be selected by Planning Department staff and provided to the independent 
third party traffic consulting firm, who will perform the traffic counts. 

d. 
For r /  ninxirnr;ni oLfive ( 5) 1.em-s and ii:ith ,vici.simiix of i7irie (9 )  ~ ~ ~ : ~ ~ i ~  pc::. .,LJ ~ / . i i o ~ /  3 - 1 -  , Lcll., 

reports must be submitted by the independent third party traffic consultant djrectiy to the 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department at the midpoint of each regular school year ~ i i i 7  
copies qf'oll siicli r-epor-ts pi-os!ided to i!Te school by the coiisiilfcliif. 
e. 
Additional traffic counts and associated reports may be wipwxh l i i n ined  by the Santa 
Cruz County Planning Department at theehwh ' its expense, for as long as the school 
facility is in operation, in order to ensure compliance with permit conditions. 

F 

Compliance with the performance criteria specified under Condition N.A (Operational 
Conditions - Enrollment) will be determined based on the traffic counts in the reports 
submitted and not on other sources of information provided by the school administration 
or the general public. 

3. 
School Related Vehicle Trips: 
Vehicles which carry children to andor from the school facility are considered as school 

related vehicle trips, with the exception of Enos Lane resident vehicles. 
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a. 
Enos Lane Residents: 
Vehicles with children originating from Enos Lane (or other roadways directly connected 
to Enos Lane north of the Hames Road intersection) will not be counted towards the 
maximum number of allowed trips. These vehicles must be clearly designated as vehicles 
of Enos Lane origin and each student traveling in an Enos Lane vehicle must be 
accounted for in the enrollment list and carpoolhusing plan for each school year. 

4 .  
Non-Peak and Non-School Related Vehicle Trips: 
Due to the common occurrence of illness, doctor's appointments, and other unforeseen 
circumstances, children which need to be driven to and from school between peak hours 
are not subject to carpool requirements. Dropping off children prior to the AM peak is not 
allowed (unless amving in a vehicle of a teacher or staff person who does not reside at 
the school facility oi- to u i ~ e d  religiciis sei-\,ices). Any vehicles bringing children to the 
school prior to the AM peak will be counted towards the maximum number of trips for 
the AM peak. 
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a. 
Residents of the school facility (sisters, novices, etc.) may leave and enter the facility 
without being counted as school related vehicle trips, unless these vehicles are 
transporting children to andor from the school facility. 

b. 
Delivery and service vehicles may leave and enter the facility without being counted as 
school related vehicle trips, unless these vehicles are transporting e b d - d ~ ~  Scrlesicm 
stzideriis to and/or from the school facility. 

V. 
Road Maintenance: If a r.ensoimbie road maintenance association (or agreement) is 
formed, the school will be obligated to participate in the road maintenance. eqea44e 

VI. 
In the event that future County inspections of the subject property disclose 
noncompliance with any Conditions of this approval or any violation of the County Code, 
the owner shali pay to the County the fuii r-rcisni7nbic. cost of such County inspections, 
including any follow-up inspections andor necessary enforcement actions, up to and 
including permit revocation prm.ided il'cirl r/tei.e Is i-t.osoi7nh;e pr-iur i7oiice io the school 
Ofszrcli ullegecll il0~7-coi~~ylici~7i~e. nilci i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ / ~ c ~ ~ h / i ~  oppriririih. tG cidch-ess ihe scime. 
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VII. 
As a condition of this development approval, to the exrent it I S  olheniise le,oilli:b. 
enfoi-cecible, the holder of this development approval (“Development Approval Holder”), 
is required to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the COUNTY, its officers, 
employees, 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 
amendment of this development approval which is requested by the Development 
Approval Holder. 

A. 
COUNTY shall promptly notify the Development Approval Holder of any claim, action, 
or proceeding against which the COUNTY seeks to be defended, indemnified, or held 
harmless. COUNTY shall cooperate fully in such defense. If COUNTY fails to notify the 
Development Approval Holder within sixty (60) days of any such claim, action, or 
proceeding, or fails to cooperate fully in the defense thereof, the Development Approval 
Holder shall not thereafter be responsible to defend, indemnify, or hold harmless the 
COUNTY if such failure to notify or cooperate was significantly prejudicial to the 
Development Approval Holder. 

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

1. 
COUNTY bears its own attorney’s fees and costs; and 
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2. 
COUNTY defends the action in good faith. 

C. 
Settlement. 
The Development Approval Holder shall not be required to pay or perform any 
settlement unless such Development Approval Holder has approved the settlement. When 
representing the County, the Development Approval Holder shall not enter into any 
stipulation or settlement modifying or affecting the interpretation or validity of any of the 
terms or conditions of the development approval without the prior written consent of the 
County. 

D. Successors Bound. 
“Development Approval Holder” shall include the applicant and the successor’(s) in 
interest, transferee(s), and assign(s) of the applicant. 
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VIII. 
Mitigation Monitoring Program 

The mitigation measures listed under this heading have been incorporated into the 
conditions of approval for this project in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on 
the environment. As required by Section 2 1081.6 of the California Public Resources 
Code, a monitoring and reporting program for the above mitigations is hereby adopted as 
a condition of approval for this project. This monitoring program is specifically described 
following each mitigation measure listed below. The purpose of this monitoring is to 
ensure compliance with the environmental mitigations during project implementation and 
operation. Failure to comply with the conditions of approval, including the terms of the 
adopted monitoring program, may result in permit revocation pursuant to Section 
18.10.462 of the Santa Cruz County Code. 

A. 
Mitigation Measure: Groundwater Recharge (Condition II.B.5) 
Monitoring Program: In order to ensure that loss of area for groundwater recharge is less 
than significant, the applicant shall submit a detailed groundwater recharge plan for 
review and approval by the Department of Public Works drainage staff and Planning 
staff. The plan shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, of runoff from the new 
paved parking area (after it has passed through a silt and grease filter) and also runoff 
from the sections of Enos Lane that are widened, where the latter is feasible. The plan 
shall show infrastructure for directing and spreading runoff and measures to prevent 
erosion at outlets, and shall include calculations quantifying the expected runoff and 
demonstrating that there is no net loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking 
surfacing. The plan shall be accompanied by a letter of approval by the project soil 
engineer. The plan shall also indicate where excess fill is being placed in order to prevent 
conflicts with recharge goals. 

B. 
Mitigation Measure: Water Quality (Condition 1II.E) 
Monitoring Program: To prevent project drainage discharges from carrying silt, grease, 
and other contaminants, the applicant shall install silt and grease traps according to the 
approved plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners according to the following 
monitoring and maintenance schedule: 
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1. 
The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning or repair prior to October 
15 each year, at a minimum interval of once per year; 

2. 
A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the conclusion of each 
October inspection and submitted to the Drainage Section of the Department of Public 
Works within 5 days of inspection. This monitoring report shall specify any repairs that 
have been done or that are needed to allow the trap to function adequately. 
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C. 
Mitigation Measure: Traffic Safety (Conditions II.B.1,IV.A & 1 V.C) 

Monitoring Program: 
To prevent traffic from creating andor exacerbating traffic hazards to vehicles and 

pedestrians: 

1. 
The school administrators shall submit a transportation management plan, which will 
effectively limit the total number of vehicles going in and out during the morning and 
afternoon peak periods to the baseline amount, 45 - 60 cars representing a total of 90 - 
120 trips during the peak times us her.eir7 speczfied. This management may be 
accomplished by carpooling, staggering class and assembly times, vanpooling, busing, 
multi modal transport, managing enrollment, etc. The plan shall include monitoring that 
incorporates periodic unannounced traffic counts by the project traffic engineer to verify 
that the goal is being met os her+ein specified. 

2. 
In addition to implementing the proposed widening of Enos Lane, the applicant shall 
submit for review and approval a road plan prepared by the project traffic engineer that 
shows the following: installation of speed bumps that are designed and spaced to limit 
traffic to 15 MPH, a stop sign and warning sign at the curve at station 18+00 as  
recommended in the letter of Higgins Associates, December 1 5,2005, and ~ f ~ o p p / i c c ~ l ~ / e ,  
a defined walking path on the east side of Enos Lane between Hames and station 17+75 
(Ifland Engineers, sheets C2 and C4). ~fnpplicnble, ihe walking path shall be three feet 
wide, separated from the roadway by a solid white line and surfaced with decomposed 
granite or other aggregate material. 1 

D. 
Mitigation Measure: Air Quality (Condition II.B.2.a) 
Monitoring Program: 
In order to ensure that the one hour air quality threshold for the pollutant acrolein is not 
exceeded during grading and paving, prior to the issuance of the grading permit, the 
applicant shall modify the grading plans to include notes incorporating the constmction 
conditions given by the Monterey Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as 
fo'oIlows: 

1. 
All pre- 1994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA certified diesel oxidation 
catalysts or all such equipment shall be fueled with B99 diesel fuel; 
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Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or b99 diesel fuel until 
completion of the project; 

3. 
Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and equipment throughout the 
project . 

4. 
Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk assessment to the MBAPCD for 
review and approval. Any recommendations and requirements of the MBAPCD will 
become conditions of constructing the project. 

Iiitei-im Status: 
Tlie exisling Secoiicl Aiiiencled Complioiice ..l,o:.reinent slinll be rxterirled for tlie 2007- 
2008 school ?'ear or ii/itil this pei-iTiit isj711~1. ;i,hi'chevei- last occws. I n  tlie rrienntime, the 
school (cippliccmt) i'esei-i:es irs riglit to )i,ithcil-cni- this iipylicotioii in ithich event the prior- 
yemiits shnll coiitinue to he trppliccrble. 
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From: Randall Adams 

Sent: 
To: Lani Freeman 
Subject: FW: Salesian School Expansion Conditions 

Wednesday, March 28,2007 7:41 AM 

-----Original Message----- 
From: David Koch [mailto:DKOCH@ci.watsonville.ca.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2007 9:Ol PM 
To: Tom Burns; Randall Adams 
Cc: Ellen Pirie 
Subject: Salesian School Expansion Conditions 

To Planning Commission and Staff 

I wanted to provide a few brief, last-minute comments on this item before the Planning Commission hearing tomorrow. I'm in 
general agreement with the proposed conditions but would suggest the following modifications: 

1) The requirement to widen the first 40 feet of Enos Lane to 24 feet should be eliminated and the existing oak trees should be 
preserved. 

2) Salesian should not be required to construct a new parking lot. With the existing and proposed car pooling, the added lot area 
is not required for safe drop-off/pick-up and the school has successfully used the existing paved basketball/volley ball courts for 
special event parking. Creating a vast new expanse of asphalt will destroy habitat and will increase the potential for storm water 
runoff problems. An additional new parking lot would provide no significant benefit. 

3) Since adequate right-of-way is in question in some locations, the condition requiring a pathway could, itself, be conditioned 
upon the availability of adequate right-of-way. The requirement to construct the pathway could become effective as soon as the 
right-of-way is available. 

4) The required road right-of-way survey should be limited to those portions of roadway where the right-of-way location and 
width is in question. 

Thanks 
David Koch 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject : 

Randall Adams 
Wednesday, March 28,2007 7:49 AM 
Lani Freeman 
FW: Salesian Sisters School Enrollment Expansion Project - Comment 

Importance: High 

_ - _ _ -  Original Message----- 
From: Jean Getchell (mailto:jgetchell@mbuapcd.orgl 
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2007 12:26 PM 
To: Randall Adams 
Subject: Salesian Sisters School Enrollment Expansion Project - Comment 
Importance: High 

* *  High Priority * *  

Randal 1 : 

I could not find a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program in the 
document on the Planning website. 
My final comment concerns the monitoring of the car pool program to 
limit the number of vehicular trips during peak hours, which is a 
project condition. 
Suggested Mitigation 
"A staff member of the Santa Cruz County Public Works Department or its 
designee shall perform random monitoring, at least every ninety days, to 
determine compliance with the condition associated with Traffic 
Performance Criteria, and the Project Applicant shall cover the County 
costs associated therewith." 

Thanks for the opportunity to comment. 

Jean Getchell 
Supervising Planner 
Monterey Bay Unified APCD 
24580 Silver Cloud Court 
Monterey, CA 93940 
(831) 647-9411 x 227 
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03/27/07 

Albert Aramburu 
Santa Cruz County Planning Dept. 
701 Ocean StreetSanta Cruz: CA 95060 

RE: Salesian Elementary and Junior High School 

Dear Mr. Aramburu, 

My name is Sandra Lilly. I am a 3d generation Santa Cruz Native. I have lived most of 
my live in Santa Cruz up until 4 years ago when I moved to Aptos. First of all, I want to 
let you know that I absolutely love living in this area. It’s so peaceful, beautiful and a 
wonderful family environment. 

One of the best reasons of living here is being able to send my children to Salesians 
School. I cannot praise this school enough. It has done wonders .for my children. They 
are ages 6 and 10. Aside from them absolutely loving their school and looking forward 
to going everyday (honestly). They care about their grades, learning, have joined sport 
teams and my daughter even started a yearly fundraiser (dog wash) with all proceeds 
going to an orphanage in Rowanda. They were doing none of this a year ago while 
attending another elementary school. I am so grateful to this school! 



03/27/2007 1 4 : 1 7  FAX a003/003 

I am extremely concerned about the requirements that are being imposed on the school. I 
feel that they are extremely unfair. I am asking you via this letter to please help keep this 
urgent matter fair. I do not feel that it is fair to require the following from the school: 

1. To maintain a K-8 school with only 125 students and still make it  affordable to 
our school community as a whole. 

2. The financial burden of the requirements on top of the $300,000 debt already 
incurred due to this matter. 

3. The county’s deadline for this project. 
4. The requirement to update the septic system when the fact is that the current one 

is more than efficient. 

I ask you to please hear our pleas and to do whatever is in you power to assure fairness 
and an amicable solution to this critical situation. 

I thank you in advance for taking the time to read this letter. 

Sincerely, 
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COUNTYOFSANTACRUZ 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Planning Commission 
Meeting Date: 03/28/07 
Agenda Item: # 10 
Time: After 9:OO a.m. 

ITEM 10 

MATERIALS SUBMITTED DURING 
THE PUBLIC HEARING 
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3/26/07 

Planning Commissioners 
County of Santa Cruz 
701 Ocean Street 
4~ Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re:Salesian Sisters’ School(Daughters of Mary Christians) Application 04-0384 to 
legalize over 75 students in excess of the authorized 125 students, and request an increase 
to 250 students 

We are the owners of property at the corner of Hames Road and the historic prescriptive 
use area known as Enos Lane. We have owned this property since April of 1977.0ur 
eastern property line borders with the Tindall Ranch property line and the City of 
Watsonville waterworks. There is no public 4OftRN on our property. The Sisters’ legal 
representative even testified to this fact in 1979(see ATTACHMENT A), nothing has 
changed since 1979. We haven’t granted anyone an easement. 
The application before you is a 30 year compilation of problems associated with the 
illegal intensification of a permitted Novitiate turned grade school (primarily traffic and 
pedestrian safety of our neighborhood children) which have become an unreasonable 
burden on our rural community. The school has historically violated their use permits 
without regard to the law and without regard to the neighborhoods’ land owners’ feelings. 
The‘current application which is asking for a doubling of the size of the school expects 
the rural community to sustain all the impacts associated with the expansion. THIS IS 
AN UNREASONABLE BURDEN ON OUR RURAL COMMUNITY, we didn’t 
anticipate this when we welcomed the Sisters Novitiate to our community in the mid 
70’s. 
I want to address two major issues which we raised during the Environmental Review 
comment period in 2006 which were not addressed by your planning staff and must have 
been missed due to the volume of comments. A primary concern during the hearing 
before the Planning Commission in 1979 was the issue that the school site was 
surrounded on three sides by designated CRITICAL FIRE HAZARD AREA. This was 
considered such a major issue that the Planning Commission after discussion imposed 
two very specific conditions to address this Hazard. They imposed a condition for 
Emergency-secondary access and a Requirement for vans &/or buses (see 
ATTACHMENT B). Unfortunately, these conditions were subsequently deleted by the 
Board of Supervisors at the request of the applicant. 
WHAT HAS CHANGED SINCE 1979! 
Every for profit private school similar in size to the Salesian School in the Monterey Bay 
region uses a combination of buses/vans and car pool - ALL THAT IS EXCEPT 
SALESlAN SCHOOL. 
In 1979 the Planning Commission conditioned the USE Permit to require buses for 250 
students to reduce the BURDEN on the community and to have a way for SAFE 
Emergency Evacuation in the event of a major canyon fire. The FIRE HAZARD has 
INCREASED over the last 28 years, more fire fuel and debris has built up in the 
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CRITICAL FIRE HAZARD AREAS-don’t believe me, check with the California 
Division of Forestry in Corralitos. How far along has the Salesians Emergency Bus 
Acquisition Plan come in the last 28 years? The staff report didn’t address this point. 
Since my comments in 2006, and at my encouragement an Emergency Management 
Preparedness Plan has been prepared and certified for the school site. The operation of 
this plan as explained by the planning staff is to retain students and staff on site during a 
disaster and wait for car pool rescue. This will work for major disasters like earthquakes, 
tornadoes, and major rain storms, but what will happen when there is a canyon fire? The 
canyon could turn into an ugly smoked filled oxygen depleted inferno with the residents 
on upper and lower Enos Lane and Howell all trying to evacuate. 
THIS IS A DISASTER WAITING TO HAPPEN!! This is not a road issue or a car pool 
monitoring issue. This is a school created by violation, with over 200 students in 
violation of a 125 student Use Permit. This school is located in a CRITICAL FIRE 
HAZARD AREA on a DEAD-END canyon road. 
The County, after the Love Creek disaster in the San Lorenzo Valley, significantly 
strengthened its geological standards to prevent such a disaster from happening again. It 
has the opportunity and obligation to do the same for the CRITICAL FIRE H A Z A R D S .  
Please treat this application and the CRITICAL FIRE HAZARD environment that the 
school exists in- a canyon with only one exit- with great concern for the students and the 
staff. .I think the County should err on the side of caution and require emergency 
vanshuses as was conditioned by the Planning Commission in 1979. Voting to expand a 
school for 200 students in a known CRITICAL FIRE HAZRD AREA without emergency 
studenvstaff vanshuses with evacuation capabilities is negligent, and could well expose 
the County to liability if injury or deaths should occur at this site due to a known hazard. 

Please make the RIGHT DECISION. D0N”T BALANCE THE 30 YEARS OF 
VIOLATIONS BY THE SALESIANS ON OUR COMMUNITY. 

*REQUIRE BUSES AND VANS LIKE ALL OTHER PRIVATE SCHOOLS FOR 
SAFE EVACUTION OF ALL STUDENTS AND STAFF 

*REQUIRE 18FT MAXIMUM ROAD ALONG ENTIRE ENOS LANE 

*REMOVE NO TREES ALONG ENOS LANE 

*ENFORCE ALL PREVIOUS USE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Les &Susan Stmad 
354Hames Road 
Corralitos, CA95076-0207 
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cc: Richard H. Allen, Attorney At Law 
Ellen Pirie, Supervisor 
Randall Adams, Project Planner 
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Excerpts of Stints C r u z  County 
P l  a n n i  ng Conimi ssi on [\liniiter, 
u f  5/16/79 Sales i  an  Sisters  

Ray Amrhein i s  working on a maintenance d i s t r i c t .  
Lane i s  a drainage way as well as road. 
in order of cos t :  

width of t h e  right-of-way. 
o a s t  t h e  Pindall  Droperty .  Alonq t h e  Tindal l  property i t  i s 20' , bir t  the,-e i s  

The upper pol-;i(,n o f  ;nos 
He described the  i!iainteirifncc o3t io i i5  Men?* 'I 

+,,,? 1 C,,.\t..,,c..L d i s t r i c t .  Conitnissioner Eberly asked how they p l a n n e d  t o  solve the prctllem cf 
&-l*%jf\kt.l'-) p r iva t e  maintenance, County maintenance , and s ~ s c ~ s ~ ; . c ' t - ~ ~  

NF. Ainrhein r eo l i ed  t h a t  i t  i s  a 40' i-ight-of-xay 

poss ible  addi t ional  10' t h a t  could be cont r ibu ted .  _______ Coniinissionc-r Ro;!e asked  
i f  there  has been an es t imate  o f  the  cos t  o f  bring t h e  road up 2s Cocin'cy 
standards , has t h a t  co s t  been compared w i t h  o the r  c o s t s ,  ; ~ n d  w h a t  h a c  Seen 
the  response t o  these proposals  Eli- . , Anirhein ___-- r ep l i ed  t h u  t ,  rough::/ stj2ciki i i ~ ,  
County mai ntenance cos t s  twi ce a s  much of con t r ac t  maintenance.  ?::-:c! asL?sc,rrie:ix 
d i s t r i c t  niaintenance cos t s  three o r  four  times a s  much. __-____ Comini5siciner V o i i  der- 
11uhl1 asked i f  the re  i s  a f e a s i b l e  secondary access .  P l r .  Arnriieir, thinks S O ,  
a n d  i s  sure something can be worked o u t .  

Chris E n m y  of Howell Lane spoke of her d e s i r e  f o r  hei- daughter t o  :IO t o  t h e  
Sales ian S i s t e r s '  school and of t he  need f o r  mai.ntc-nance o f  EI-IOZ LZI-IE: .  

-. 

/Jc 5 e- 

J a k e  Heact of  €nos Lanc s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  road  i s  h a r d  t o  i i ! a in t a in :  b c c a u z ?  L'ocI - ,  
winter datiiages i t .  The drainage problem i s  b a d ,  with 50 hollies G I :  EI!OS L;!r:? 
w i t h  d ra imge  systeins. There i s  a t r a f f i c  pi-oblertl on the  road, ridt on17 :'ram 
-the scl-io01 . He -is re1 uctant  t o  improve  t h e  r o a d ,  s ince  hc;;avy er,L;i pxtit :;os 
ruined i t  i n  the p a s t .  Regarding t h e  I S 0  f i r e  r a t i n y ,  i t  was q i -cnted v i i c i~  
a S a l s i  puedes tanker present  which i s  not always t he r e .  
a sked  i f  t h e  area pays i n t o  a d r a i n a g e  d i s t r i c t .  
not; the County twice cleaned o u t  the d ra inage  d i t c h ,  b u t  w i l l  r io t  do i t  a n y m r t .  

-. Co1ii1i;il rS5.i m e r  C ~ ~ - t i ? o i l  ____ 
___ i.?r- - tlcsd __ replii?d the;/ d i d  

Lloni ca Baronovi ch,  a 7 t h  grader a t  the Sa les i  i i r i  S >  s Lei-:, ' School . to1 ti T I I C  
Coniinission how pleased she i s  w i t h  her  education a t  thc.  s c h o o l .  

I-ES S t r n a d ,  who l i v e s  a t  the corner o f  Enos Lanc a n d  i-iaii?s Roads, :x:i-LeL t ! - i a t  
.the S i s t e r s  a re  an a s s e t  t o  t h e  community, b u t  he ~ C E S  n o t  belic-vc- th? hicii-, 
school s h o u l d  be approved a n d  wonders how litany tt-a-r"-F.i c- i  nduci n'j S C . ' ~ : G O ~  -,-e:h.t?d 
act1 vi t i  cs a h i g h  school would generate .  
been working. 
D i  s t r i c t ,  b u t  they no longer tnai n ta i  I) t h ?  drainage d i  tchec,. 
i s  on thei  r property and T i  iidal1 I s p roper ty ,  b u t  they were no t  ccntactzd f o r  
regat-di rig an assessiiient d i  s t r i  cl:, and are >!@ndci-i n g  hcW 1.t wOu1d t!cJl-!c - The;; 
agree t h a t  secondary access is  necessary.  

RPgai-di n q  the r o a d ,  cai-;Jool i 1-15 hcis 
Regardi ng d r a i  nage ,  they pay i n t o  the Resource Co! i~~ i -? ra - t i  on 

The 1-i ght-c.f-l;!sy 

Si  s t e r  Cesi  'i-a, principal  o f  t h e  school , s t a t e d  t h a t  the h i  qh  :chrjc,l XOCI icl b? I: 

sinal 1 g i r l s  h i g h  school program. 
a n d  they do n o t  t h i n k  they can o f f e r  t r a f f i  c- i n d u c ?  n g  ;ii-oqi-aiiis. I I-rey c o t  \lei-;* 
good cooperation eri t h  t h e i  r carpool proqrarn  a n d  parent  ilieeti ri!Is 3r-e ~ ~ a r j g e r c - d  
s o  a l l  do n o t  a r r i v e  a t  once. 
the school wi l l  s t o p .  
t o  expand t o  a l a rge  school ;  t h e r e  a r e  no plans bellol~id what  i s  here i n  tiiese 
app l ica t ions .  

l h e  school does n o t  r:lclnt s-tudc-il - t t i - a i f i  i 

Conmissioner -____. Eter ly  - - I - ask?rl where tile expans ion  o f  
S i s t e r  Cesirs. explained t h a t  f i n a n c i a l l y  i i  i s  nrit p o s s i b : ~  

Comrni s s i  oner Von der  t 4 u h l l  a sked  a b o u t  suiiizier cai:!p. 5i c l e r  Cssi 1-k 
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' L  I 

GEORGE .DAVIS ,for SALESZAN SISTERS Htiy 2, 1979 
78-1 539-U 

USE PERMIT RECOfWENDATIONS AND CONDETZOMS 

~ a ~ s n d a d  bq (See a t tached f ind ings  ) 

c m e n d a t i o n :  Approval of use permeit t o  allow expansion of school t o  100 str 
.aurin+ 2979-  IwSuQe 12% s t u d e n t s  .grades K-8 w i  t h  the f o l 1  owing 

to cond i t ions  t o  be cmpleted pr-for t o  "Le beg3u-hg-g.f 
school-yea+-293 expnsionb$gh$,SB~tu and snbsequent 

1. 

m d e d  by 2. 
Planning 
commission 
5/16/79. 3 -  

4. 

Added by 5 -  
Plannhng 
c d s s f  on 
on 5/16/75? e 6. 

7. 

EROS Lane s h a l l  be improved t o  a mlnlmm width Qf l€Pfeet up ' to  the 
SalesIan  Sisters'  driveway i n t o  t h e  grounds. 

The 16-foot 'wl de travel 1 ed roadbed shal 
rock, class 2, w l  t h  o i l  and screenings~'sein8 coatp a d  

Notorized road maintenance agreement shal l  be submftted for Cornunity 
Resources Agency s t a f f  revlew and approval 0. 

Continuance of  car pool program. . 

e constructed w i t h  5 inches base 
-engbeer&id ;&ainagespl;ra 

sha l l  be submitted t o  and approved by %he Deprfm%n$ of ,bublfe Works, 

. .  
. _ .  

There shall be no p w r k h g  on Enm Isno hlsckfng  the .road t3hen pazkdng axccedr 
the 38-SpQC8 ~ X p t r d t y  0% tho p 2 k h g  eOe, 

When more thm 200 p@opJ@ &.?e in , ~ o p s ~ d o n ~ ~ ~  3 P r T E g e  deer-ernco shalE be 
obtained from Envim mtal N o ~ L t h ~  

1 
' t  

u PC~-"  qr] 2 ~ : m  .L:JJCY J',XW irpr & v i i ~ . n  ~ i ~ i i . t i .  4 
. .  . 

As an a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  the above three t:ond$t-lons,; the Commission ma.y wish t o  
I . .  consider the fol lowl ng : . I  . I  

, 

The expansion 
the f o l  1 owl  ng 

1. Road shal  
screening 

a. Carpool-lng program will be llmited t o  '?he $978-79 procJriliii (2!; CC",?S) and the 
addi t ional  35 s tuden t s  shhll be t r a n s p o r t e d  by one b u s ,  

of  t h e  school t o  251) students, grades K-.!2> may be permitted w i t h  
condi t ions:  

be paved t o  16- feet  width wfth 2- foo t  improved gravelcd o i l  and 
shoulders on both sides and a continuous pedestrlan p a t h  along 

+- 

one s i d e  separa ted  from the roadway. 

2. Carpooling- s h a l l  cont inue .  . x  

3. A b u s i n g  program shall be developed tfi t r a n s p o r t  50% t o  75% o f  the students,  
Jepenang upon the d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e l r  r e s idences .  

.+ 

SK: g f  
4/27/79 

ON MAY 16, 1979, THE PLANNING CcLhlMI;SSIoFI RECOMMENDED APPROVdL OF THE REZONING 
APPLJCATION 78-935-2 To THB B W  OF SUPERVISORS A N D  APPROVED USE PERMIT 
A P P L I C A T I O N  78-1 539-U WITH AMENDED CONDITIONS, 
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March 28,2007 

Commissioners: 
My name is Barbara Smith and I have been a parent of former students at Salesian. I 
have also been a teacher there for 14 years, and am currently part of the administrative 
team as well as a teacher. 

My children who attended Salesain as well as most of their classmates have gone on to 
high school, graduated from college, and are now productive citizens in their 
communities. The values that they received from their Salesian education have guided 
them through their lives to be caring and responsible members of society. 

Acting as an administrator during this school year has given me an new appreciation of 
exactly what Salesian is up against in applying for this use pennit. I would like to share 
some of these insights with you. 

First, our school receives no funding from the Monterey Diocese or any parish. It is a 
self-sustaining school that must live within a limited budget. Our budget is a little over 
$1,000,000. The operating expenses exceed the tuition which is charged, and to make up 
this deficit parents vigorously fund raise. Our fund raising efforts net about $50,000 a 
year. 

Our tuition is kept low so we can accommodate working families, which is the mission of 
the Salesian Sisters. A large majority of our children come from families where both 
parents work outside the home, and over 25% of our student body is made up of 
minorities. 

Most of the teachers, including myself, are fully credentialed, yet we work for far less 
than we could receive if we taught in the local public schools. This is because we believe 
in Catholic education, and our commitment is our personal contribution. 

We already have a debt of over $300,000 to the Sister’s province for costs that have 
resulted from the current application process with the county, all of which needs to be 
repaid. The source of this loan came from the other 1 1 self supported schools and youth 
wcenter in the province. We can no longer borrow money from these schools. 

If we are not granted this pennit, and we are forced to limit enrollment to 125 students 
and with that number we would could not maintain a K-8 school. Even if we deleted 
some grade levels, because of the fixed costs, we would not be able to operate without 
raising tuition which would make it unaffordable for most of our parents. We need the 
permit to continue ours school but some of the conditions that you have place on us will 
cause us to have to close our school. 

In summary, we are a small private Catholic school with limited resources. We are not 
trying to negotiate the terms and conditions for the permit which are outlined in your 
report. We simply can not survive if we are forced to comply with some of these 
conditions. 

h 
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Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 

March 28,2007 

My name is Katie Davis and I am a teacher and administrator at Salesian Elementary and 
Junior High. I have been affiliated with the school for ten years, first as a parent and for 
the last six years as a staff member. When we moved to the area my husband and I 
selected Salesian for our children because we felt on our initial visit as if we were at 
home. That feeling continued even after our children graduated and moved on to high 
school and now college. We have always felt a sense of belonging to the Salesian 
community. Though my children have moved on, I have remained a part of the daily 
operation of Salesian. 

This year I became a member of the administrative team. Our team has worked hard to 
meet the requirements of the Second Amended Compliance Agreement. We have 
addressed each concern brought to our attention on a timely basis, and operated an 
exemplary carpool program. 

Last month I was present at a meeting in which we were given a summary of the 
Conditions of Approval. The conditions were overwhelming. We want to work with the 
neighborhood on a solution to the problem. The solution however must be one which 
will not put us out of business. The original document will do this. 

We are proposing some changes to the Conditions of Approval. 1 would like to address 
the most significant of these: 

Pages 6-8 refer to the road widening, an additional speed bump, and walk path. We are 
very willing to pay our share of road improvements which will benefit all 58 households 
who use Enos Lane as their main access. We are also willing to bear a reasonable cost for 
a walkway adjacent to the road which would benefit the residents of Lower Enos Lane. 
We must however insist that these things be done at the consent of the property owners 
who would be affected. We do not have the resources to litigate the acquisition of land 
from owners who are not willing to use their land for these purposes. Nor do we wish to 
create ill-will by such forceful action. 

- 8 -  

Page 9 refers to our septic system deemed suitable for 250 students by Fall Creek 
Engineering. Spending $140,000 to replace it is an unnecessary burden. 



Salesian Sisters School 
605 Enos Lane 
Corralitos, CA 95076 

Statement of Sr. Theresa Sironi to the Santa Cruz Planning Commission 

My name is Sr. Theresa, and I would like to take a moment to explain who we, Salesian 
Sisters, are and what we do. We are a religious community of women founded by St. 
John Bosco and St. Mary Mazzarello. Our mission is to provide Christian education and 
formation to the young, especially of the working class, preparing them to be responsible 
and honest citizens. We are a private school totally independent fiom any other entity. 
Our tuition is kept at a low level, with a reduction for families with more than one child. 

Our Salesian style of education respects the young people and places great hope in them. 
We strive to provide academic excellence and promote human and Gospel values in a 
Salesian atmospherMoy and nurturing. Parents, as first educators, choose to send 
their children to us because they value the faith education we offer, the environment of 
family spirit and the dedication of both, religious and lay educators. 

Our Sisters have served the youth of Santa Cruz County since 1921, first at the old St. 
Francis School on East Lake in Watsonville, and beginning in 1960 in Aptos. After 
relinquishing our house and school in 1974 to Cabrillo College for its expansion, we 
eventually built at our current location in Corralitos, which is called “Mary Help of 
Christians Youth Center”. While we help young people in other ways, we know from 
experience that the best way to form the mind and heart of a child is through formal 
education at school. This is what we do best, and the caliber of our alumnae, some of 
whom you will hear from today, can demonstrate that. We work to help youth learn to 
serve other young people becoming catalysts of hope and positive change in their local 
society. 

Many sisters have served at Salesian School in these last thirty years, and some of them 
have gone already to their eternal reward. They all brought their many personal gifts and 
served in a variety of different roles, but the spirit was always the same. My prayer and 
wishes are that we may continue to serve the young of this area, offering them our 
charisma of education. I assure you, anyone who can help us to make this possible shares 
in the most wonderful mission, and the Lord will reward you for it. 

Thank you! 

/ d J  / 

Sr. Theresa Sironi, FMA March 28,2007 

9 -  



March 28, 2007 

County of Santa Cruz 
Planning Commission 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 

RE: Salesian Sisters Elementary School 
605 Enos Lane, Watsonville 
04-0384 
APN: 107-571-01 

My name is Theresa Barreras-Rose and David Rose. 

We are both full time working parents who have chosen to send our child to Salesian Sisters Elementary 
School. 

We relocated our home and family from Gilroy to Watsonville solely because of Salesian. 

We chose to send our children to this Catholic Elementary school because of its emphasis on the child 
through it's philosophy of reason, religion and loving kindness. Also because this school has a 
reputation for producing children with strong Catholic values who later go on to become good members of 
the local community. 

0 

0 

b 

0 

0 

Six and a half years ago it was made very clear upon first enrolling our child into 
Salesian that car pooling was a requirement. 
When we were asked to step-up our carpooling efforts in 2004, we worked with 
the school administration to add to our carpool. 
Each parent at Salesian would like to drive carpool in order to be able to spend 
more time with our children. 
The vast majority of parents have sacrificed this privilege in order to 
accommodate the car pool rules. 
Parents such as ourselves with a vehicle which can accommodate 7 children 
safely, go out of our way to accommodate the car pool rules by filling as many 
seats as possible. 
In my afternoon car pool I make 4 stops before I get home, dropping off the 
children in my carpool. Currently, I have one child at Salesian. 

The nuns as well as the parents have kept the faith and will continue to keep the faith in working with the 
Enos Lane community. 

Sincerely, 

Theresa Barreras-Rose and David Rose 
8 Pelican Drive 
Watsonville 

- 1 0 -  
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My name is Maureen Roach, for almost thirty years my husband and I 
have lived on Enos Lane in Corralitos ... I have good neighbors, and 
outstanding ones and I am here today to talk about the most outstanding 
ones whom I believe are the “The Salesians Sisters” and the school 
children that I have the joy of seeing almost everyday. I recently lost my 
husband to cancer, and it was these beautiful sisters and school children 
and their families that brought me the most comfort. Their prayers, notes 
and calls speak volumes. They have always been courteous, kind and 
most thoughtful. 

The parents that bring these children to the Salesian Sisters School try 
very hard to accommodate the neighbors. I notice that most every car 
going pass my home is filled, many of the large cars carrying up to 6 to 7 
children. The speed they travel is definitely within the limits. Many times 
I have to leave my drive-way about the same time that the parents are 
either delivering their children or picking them up and I have never had 
to fight to get out on the road. I have to say they are respectful and aware 
that I too have an agenda and I appreciate their consideration. 

I have had the opportunity to attend Holy Mass services there with the 
children and every Tuesday I have the privilege of being apart of a 
weekly prayer group. I do observe my surroundings and I see first hand 
that the children at Salesian School are taught not only to think of self, 
but to think of others. Some of these children go to the migrant camps 
and tutor other children. Some get together and serve the homeless at the 
local church or at the Salvation Army. Others have raised money all on 
their own for the poor. 

This school is unique; they educate not only the mind but also the heart. 
It does not take a genius to see that our community is a 
stronger place by having the presence of the Salesian Sisters School in 
Corralitos. The daily Christian values that they are instilling in these 
children are a breath of fresh air. If only we had more high quality 
schools like them I truly believe gang violence and disrespect of others 
would be greatly lessened in the future. As a resident of Enos Lane I 
want to go on record that the Salesian Sisters School h l ly  has my 
support. Thank you! 

Maureen Roach 
120 Enos Lane 



Proposed Changes to Planning 
Department Staff Report 

Application Number: 04-0384 
Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 

APN: 107-571-01 

March 27,2007 
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Copies hand-delivered to Planning Commissioners 
Copy hand-delivered to Ellen Pirie 
Copy hand-delivered to Tom Bums 

March 28,2007 
March 27,2007 
March 27,2007 

Additions to original document appear irctiickeci. 
Deletions from original document appear as 
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PAGE 3 

The initial use permit issued for the existing educational facility was Use Permit 75-600- 
U, which authorized a novitiate and summer camp, with staff quarters and dormitories for 
up to 90 girls. This approval was for three two-week long summer camp sessions, and 
one yearly retreat for up to 4 0 sisters. After the novitiate and summer camp were 
approved, a staff initiated Rezoning (75-1001-2) was performed to rezone the property to 
the REC (Recreational) zone district to reflect the novitiate and m e r  camp use. The 
remaining orchard on the subject property was rezoned to the A- 10 (Agriculture - 10 
acre minimum) zone district at that time. An accessory storage building was later 
approved, under Use Permit 77-557-U, for the novitiate facility. 

Following the approval for the novitiate and summer camp, an application for Use 
Permit 78-323-U was submitted to allow the operation of a school up  to a maximum of 
90 students (grades K- 1 & 5-8) in the existing buildings. This application was approved 
with the requirement that the road be improved to a minimum width of 16 feet, that a 
busing or carpooling plan be submitted that would minimize school related traffic on 
Enos Lane, and that all requirements of the County Fire Marshall be met. This permit 
also required that the property be rezoned from the REC (Recreation) zone district to a 
more appropriate zone district prior to consideration of any further use permit. 

Shortly after the approval of the permit for the school, an application for Use Permit 78- 
1539-U and Rezoning 78-935-2 was made to expand the school to 250 students 
(including all grades K-8 and 9-12). Although this application was for 250 students (and 
included grades 9- 12), i t  was ultimately approved for 125 students (and limited to grades 
K-8). As a result, the environmental documentation from the initial study, as well as a 
condition related to the septic clearance added the Planning Commission, both contain 
language which was based on the 250 student proposal. T!ie hiegd3.e Declrri-ntiori >intt?il 
{hni i i i? f i i  the ~-oociii~iij. iz improived to ci “i 6.foor ]\.idti7 ”. ihe scl?ool opei-iirioii is- iiiiliirti io 
123 sTlic/p/?iy: !mtm:er, itdireti llie i-oaht.cii. i i m  i??ipi.o\m’ 10 i 5-feei. ilire totiil 1711iilbei. qf 

ieasi 16.jket . it7 u.Zc/th.)The Board of Supervisors took final action on the proposal, 
resulting in an approval for a maximum of 125 students (grades K-8); F~mi.e;.er, i? Ip  

Boa:a’ deieted i h e e  qf’the sriggested coiiditions: “i “(EHOS Lane to be iil7pl.oied io ci 

ii7iiii1?1liil~ lI.idrh c f i  6 leet I O  the SolesioiT Sisrei-s drir-eit.m..) “I” (16-foor i i ?&  I Y I C ~ ~ P ~ ~  
’ .  

.( 9 c c / E ; ; ~ s  iiii;i’ ?TE i;ic~l-cii.~~C/ to :-,Q stiiile;i/s ”. ( i i i  IS’S8 i l i ~  ; . ~ i ; & - c ~ .  i . i ’ i is i i i i i . r i i ~ ~ l f  i i s  17; 

- ,. iSaies im o h f L 7 i r i  CI cecxonciar?. ciccess.) 

Approximately ten years later, Commercial Development Permit 88- 1 105 authorized 
the construction o f a  12 bedroom central living quarters for the Sisters who reside at the 
school. Prior to this time, the Sisters were residing in rooms scattered throughout the 
campus and the centralized living area was proposed for safety reasons and to create a 
sense of community. 

Copies of the permits described above and other associated information are included as 
Exhibit E to this report. 

3 
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Permit Compliance Issues 
Since the approval of Use Permit 78- 1539-U, which authorized a school of up to 125 
students, the enrollment has increased to over 200 students. Complaints regarding the 
increased enrollment have been filed with the County, and Code Compliance action has 
been taken against the school. A settlement agreement has been reached whch is 
temporarily allowing the school to operate at the existing level of enrollment (205 
students) while this amendment to the prior use permits is being processed. 

PAGE 5 
Road Widening & Improvements 
As a result of the proposed increase in enrollment, the applicants have been required by 
the local fire agency to widen Enos Lane to a minimum of 18 feet in width riiiless 
ot1ieix:ise pt-oi.iclec/. This requirement by the fire agency will be applied to any 
application that would increase the number of students above 4-25 200 or the number of 
vehicle trips above those associated with 44% 200 students. In . .  

PAGE 6 
Right of Way 
The question of the location of the vehicular right of way is eekkady defined. 

"ttp~. Deeds provided by the neighbors indicate a right of way, bnt do not specifically 
indicate a location. From reviewing the deeds, i t  appears as thougb the right of way 
referenced in earlier deeds was later recorded to reflect the road as traveled in deeds 
beginning in 1 97 1. CGiiilt j '  cippim.ec! lot split: mvi i-woidedprrrc-P~ innps that iicii.e 
sr:i-sg.s i.eco,oi?ize ihe :-ight q f~1 '0~ ' .  The neighboring property owners dispute the location 
of the right of way depicted on the project plans (Exhibit A), which display the centerline 
of the 40 foot right of way as the center of the currently traveled roadway. The area of 
concern is where the roadway is proposed to be widened to 24 feet in width, at the 
intersection of Enos Lane and Hames Road. .'Vet.ei-!/ieless. the cormc' gi-mted c! iiiiiiihei. 
gf'pe1mit.r n ~ d  iot spiits thitt iiril1e ciccepieci €170.7 1 m e  i m I c h ' c p ~  in its esisrirq iocciti~i7. 
The roadway in this area is already in compliance with the m i n i m  (1  8foot width) 
requirement of the fire department and the concern of the neighbors is that further 
widening (and the construction of the pedestrian pathway) would occur outside of the 
right of  way and would require the acquisition of additional easements by the school in 
order to construct the required improvements. Fi-o,~~ei-tl; i f ~ i m . .  . .  cr'omietl b ~ .  i2kittu.s .fcbr cl 
prde.sti-inii Ii.n//a\:ci~. i\.oiild 1701 be deniictet!fi-oiii t , 'x i i .  m-reqe  count iOrpiiipo.~t..y of 
;: N 1.ct.1 sp ii i . 
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PAGE 8 
Traffic Management Plan 
Vehicles which transport children to and/or from the school will be counted during each 
two hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) and no children may be dropped off before 7 
AM unless amving with a teacher or school staff 01. io cr~terid ~ - ~ f i g i o i / . ~  sei-iices. 
Vehicles which do not transport children to and/or from the school (teachers, staff, school 
residents, deliveries, etc.j and vehicles originating from Enos Lane (above or below the 
school) will not be counted towards the maximum number of a l laved trips. 

After 5 years, the final maximum enrollment for the school will be established based on 
the review of compliance with the traffic performance criteria by tfie Planning 
D e p a r t m e n t f l ' z  C X ~  

1. If the performance criteria cannot be 
met for the final maximum enrollment (after the 5Ih year review) enrollment will be 
required to decrease below the final maximum enrollment level until the performance 
criteria can be met. 

. .  
. .  

PAGE 22 

Conditions of Approval 
Exhibit A: 
Project plans "Salesian Sisters School", 10 sheets, prepared by Ifland Engineers, dated 

3/28/05 & 1011 4/05. CIS 1no&,/ietl I ~ P I . P ~ J I  

1. 
This permit authorizes the continued operation of an existing school, summer camp, and 
associated uses within allowed limits as described in further detail below. This permit 
amends and replaces Commercial Development Permits 75-600-U,77-557-U, 78-323-U, 
78-1539-U, and 88-1 105. All conditions of the prior permits are replaced by the 
conditions for this permit. E . Y c ~  (15 hei-eiil ztnied. prior to exerciskg any rights granted 
by this permit including, without limitation, any construction or site disturbance, the 
applicantlowner shall: 

A. 
Sign, date, and return to the Planning Department one copy of the approval to 
indicate acceptance and agreement with the conditions thereof. 

B. 
Pay the required fee to the Clerk of the Board of the County of Santa Cruz for 

posting the Negative Declaration as required by the California Department of Fish 
and Game mitigation fees program. 

C. 
Obtain a Grading Permit from the Santa Cruz County Planning Department. 

D. 
Obtain a Building Permit from the Santa Cruz County Building Official, if 

required, for retaining walls and site improvements. 

5 
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E. 
Obtain an Encroachment Permit from the Department of Public Works for all offsite 
work performed in the County road right-of-way. 

11. 
Ex-cept nr hei.eii7 stoied. prior to issuance of a Grading and/or Building Permit the 
applicant/owner shall: 

A. 
Submit proof that these conditions have been recorded in the official records of 

the County of Santa Cruz (Office of the County Recorder). 

B 
Submit final engineering plans for review and approval by the Planning 

Department eycept h e i ~ i i ?  chiriigetl. The final plans shall be in substantial compliance 
with the plans marked Exhibit "A" on file with the Planning Department e-ycepr os here in 
modz$eci. Any changes from the approved Exhibit "A" for this development permit on the 
plans submitted for the Grading andor Building Permit must be clearly called out and 
labeled by standard architectural methods to indicate such changes. Any changes that are 
not properly called out and labeled will not be authorized by any Grading andor Building 
Permit that is issued for the proposed development. The final plans shall include the 
following additional information: 

1. 
Engineered improvement plans for all on-site and off-site improvements prepared, wet- 
stamped, and signed by a licensed csvil engineer. 

PAGE 23 

b. 
Road bumps shall be installed on the lower portion of Enos Lane (between Hames Road 
and station 17+00). Road bumps shall be be designed to limit vehicle speed to 15 MPH 
along this section of Enos Lane. A minimum of three road bumps are required in order to 
limit speeds to 15 MPH. Pi-oi.idd ihni ili? o-~tnt ' i . /s) (ih'ec?cd c0iis~i71 in ~ ~ i t i i i ?  to doiioie, 
if'ileces.sm?., rhe lcind io do SO. 
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C.  

Pi-01 i i l d  iI?(iI rile mi.iiei-(sj ciflecrecl coiisenl in 1 L.ritiiig to doiicite, jfnecessni~.. the ic- ir jr i  10 

(/C.c.oii?pii..li iht; .s(ili7e ,a  pedestrian pathway, a minimum of 3 feet in width, shall be 
installed on the east side of the lower portion of €nos Lane (between Hames Road and 
station 17+75). The path shall be separated from the roadway a solid white line (or 
landscaping, if separated from the roadway by over 3 feet) and surfaced with 
decomposed granite or other aggregate material. 
d. 

e.  
Delete the proposed crosswalk across Hames Road at the intersection with Enos Lane. 

2. 

Grading, drainage, and erosion control plans, that are prepared, wet stamped, and signed 
by a licensed civil engineer. Grading and drainage plans must include estimated 
earthwork: cross sections through all improvements, existing and proposed cut and fill 
areas, existing and proposed walls, drainage facilities, and details of devices such as back 
drains, culverts, energy dissipaters, detention pipes, etc. 

a. 
Air Ouality: 
In order to ensure that the one hour air quality threshold for the pollutant acrolein is not 
exceeded during grading and paving, prior to the issuance of the grading permit, the 
applicant shall modify the grading plans to include notes incorporating the construction 
conditions given by the Monterey Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as 
follows : 

i 
A11 pre- 1994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA certified diesel oxidation 
catalysts or all such equipment shall be fueled with B99 diesel fuel; 

ii 
Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or b99 diesel fuel until 
completion of the project; 

iii 
Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and equipment throughout the project 

PAGE 24 

iv 
Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk assessment to the MBAPCD for 
review and approval. Any recommendations and requirements of the MBAPCD will 
become conditions of constructing the project. 

7 
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3. 
A parking plan, showing all existing and proposed parking on the subject property. 

a. 
Standard parking spaces must be 8.5 feet wide by 18 feet long and must be located 
entirely outside vehicular rights-of way. 

b. 
All applicable accessibility requirements must be met in the existing 

parking areas. 

4. 
Details showing compliance with fire department requirements, including all 
requirements of the Urban Wildland lntermix Code, if applicable. 

a. 
The access roadway shall be widened to a minimum width of 18 feet for vehicular and 
emergency vehicle access, , pr-oiwled tho/ the cidiuctw1 011 iiei-(s) in ilicrr cii-eci of T i  ideiiiii,o 
coiiseiit 111 11 i-iliiig to the smie md cloncire .ii mcesscin ihe ln1id io ciccoinplislr tile sciine 

b. 
The loop roadway around the existing school facility shall be marked as a fire lane, 
clearly marked as a no parking area to allow free movement of fire equipment around the 
school buildings. 

5. 
Groundwater Recharge: In order to ensure that loss of area for groundwater recharge is 

less than significant, the applicant shall submit a detailed groundwater recharge plan for 
review and approval by the Department of Public Works drainage staff and Planning 
staff. The plan shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, of runoff from the new 
paved parking area (after i t  has passed through a silt and grease filter) 
y. The plan 
shall show infrastructure for directing and spreading runoff and measures to prevent 
erosion at outlets, and shall include calculations quantifying the expected runoff and 
demonstrating that there is no net loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking 
surfacing. The plan shall be accompanied by a letter of approval by the project soil 
engineer. The plan shall also indicate where excess fi l l  is being placed in order to prevent 
conflicts with recharge goals. 

- 1 9 -  

4. 
Show replacement trees to be located at a 3: I ratio for all trees removed due to road 

widening, construction of the parking lot, and other improvements. 



7. 

PAGE 25 

C. 
Submit four copies of the approved Discretionary Permit with the Conditions of 

Approval attached. The Conditions of Approval shall be recorded prior to submittal, if 
applicable. 

D. 
Meet all requirements of and pay Zone 7 drainage fees to the County Department of 

Public Works, Drainage. Drainage fees will be assessed on the net increase in impervious 
area. 

E. 
Obtain an Environmental Health Clearance for this project from the County Department 
of Environmental Health Services. 

F. 
Meet all requirements and pay any applicable plan check fee of the California 
Department of Forestry/County Fire. 

G .  
Submit 3 copies of a plan review letter prepared and stamped by a licensed GeotechnicaI 
Engineer. 

111 
All construction shall be performed according to the approved plans for the Grading 
Permit andor  Building Permit. The applicant/owner must meet the following conditions 
during construction of the project: 

A' 
lmprovements must be installed within the following timeframes 

1 .  
Road bumps must be installed within 90 days from the effective date of this permit. 

9 
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3. 
The new parking  lot^ e I I  iii bt. imrc/iied oi the 
discretion oj'tlie cyplicunt. 

. .  

B. 
All work adjacent to or within a County road shall be subject to the provisions of Chapter 
9.70 of the County Code, including obtaining an encroachment permit where required. 
Where feasible, all improvements adjacent to or affecting a County road shall be 
coordinated with any planned County-sponsored construction on that road. Obtain an 
Encroachment Permit from the Department of Public Works for any work performed in 
the public right of way. All work shall be consistent with the Department of Public 
Works Design Criteria unless otherwise specifically excepted by these conditions of 
approval. 
C. 
No land clearing, grading or excavating shall take place between October 15 and April 15 
unless the Planning Director approves a separate winter erosion-control plan that may or 
may not be granted. 
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D. 
To minimize noise, dust and nuisance impacts to surrounding properties during 
construction, the owner/applicant shall or shall have the project contractor, comply with 
the following measures during all construction work: 

1. 
Limit all construction to the time between 8:OO a m  and 5 : O O  pm weekdays unless a 
temporary exception to this time restriction is approved in advance by the Santa Cruz 
County Planning Department to address an emergency situation; and 

2. 
Each day i t  does not rain, wet all exposed soil frequently enough to prevent significant 
amounts of dust from leaving the site. 

3. 
The applicant shall designate a disturbance coordinator and a 24-hour contact number 
shall be conspicuously posted on the job site. The disturbance coordinator shall record the 
name, phone number, and nature of all complaints received regarding the construction 
site. The disturbance coordinator shall investigate complaints and take remedial action, if 
necessary, within 24 hours of receipt of the complaint or inquiry. 
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E. 
Water Qualitv: To prevent project drainage discharges from carrying silt, grease, and 
other contaminants, the applicant shall install silt and grease traps according to the 
approved plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners according to the following 
monitoring and maintenance schedule: 

1 .  
The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning or repair prior to October 
15 each year, at a minimum interval of once per year; 

2 .  
A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the conclusion of each 
October inspection and submitted to the Drainage Section of the Department of Public 
Works within 5 days of inspection. This monitoring report shall specify any repairs that 
have been done or that are needed to allow the trap to function adequately. 

F. 
Prior to final inspection, the applicant/owner must meet the following conditions: 

1. 
All site improvements shown on the final approved Grading Permit and/or Building 
Permit plans shall be installed. 

2 .  
All inspections required by the Grading and/or Building permit shall be completed to the 
reasonable satisfaction of the County Building Official and Planning Department staff. 

3. 
The project must comply with all recommendations of the approved soils reports. 
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G. 
Pursuant to Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.1 00 of the County Code, if at any time during 
site preparation, excavation, or other ground disturbance associated with this 
development: any artifact or other evidence of an historic archaeological resource or a 
Native American cultural site is discovered, the responsible persons shall immediately 
cease arid desist from all hrther site excavation and notify the Sheriff-Coroner if the 
discovery contains human remains, or the Planning Director if the discovery contains no 
human remains. The procedures established in Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.100, shall 
be observed. 
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IV. 
Operational Conditions 

A. 
Master Occupancy Program (School): Given the location of the project with respect to 
existing residential uses, any change of use request will require an amendment to this 
permit. Only the uses listed below are allowed at the school facility: 

Private Re/i,eiozis School: A private school (Kinder through 
enrollment level based on the performance standards listed below (Condition 1V.B) is 
authorized by this permit. €&met-k rteeke School classes may not begin before 
7:jO Ah1 and drop off of students more than one hour before this time is not allowed 
except CIS r7oterf in the ~r-qfjic imiiogemei7t plmi. Any change in the scheduling of the 
school classes which causes instruction to begin prior to %444-?:50 A M  is not authorized 
by permit. 
(??:20 A M  is the cwi-ent stcir-t tiine,fbi. the S C ~ G O ~ )  

grade years only) with an 

School Related Meetinps and Events: 
Are allowed in conjunction with the private school use. Parent meetings, parent teacher 
conferences, back to school night, plays, and other events which occur while classes are 
not in session are allowed without a restriction on total number of vehicle trips. 
Carpooling is recommended for individuals attending these school related meetings and 
events. School related events that occur during regular school hours (grandparents day, 
parents breakfast, kinder promotion, etc.) are allowed, at  a maximum of 8 events per 
year, without a restriction on total number of vehicle tnps. No more than 8 school related 
events that occur during regular school hours are allowed during any one regular school 
year. No sporting events (other than regular practice by Salesian school students) are 
allowed at the school facility. Prior to the start of each regular school year, the school 
must submit to the Santa Cruz Planning Department a calendar that indicates the dates 
and times of each of the planned school related events. 

Summer Camp & Remedial Classes: 
A summer camp and remedial classes (summer school) outside of the regular school year 
are authorized based on the following limitations: The total number of campers (both day 
and overnight) is limited to no more than 90 campers at the school facility at any one 
tsme. The total number of day campers andor remedial class students is limited to no 
more than 60 total (day campers andor  remedial class students). Carpooling or busing is 
required for day campers andor  remedial class stiidents to reduce traffic, with a 
maximum of 45 school related vehicle trips in and out (90 total trips) of the school 
facility during any continuous two hour period between 7:30 AM and 5:30 PM. 
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Retreats: Up to si:- 1 1  ~ ~ k ~ ; i O  i - c l i~ io~ / s  I-m-t-'cus for a maximum of 
60 people at each retreat are authorized by this permit for each one year period. Up to 
eight one day I-eiigiolls retreats (occumng only on weekend days) for a maximum of 90 
people at each retreat are authorized by this permit for each one year period. Carpooling 
or busing is recommended for individuals and groups attending retreats. 
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Community Meetings: 
Community meetings are allowed at the school facilities outside of regular school hours. 
The use of the school facilities for community meetings does not include the renting of 
the facilities for conferences or other commercial activities. 

Religious Services and Prayer Groups: 
Religious services incirdlng pi-ovei- gi-oiips ard iiicisses are allowed at the school facility. 
Carpooling is recommended for individuals attending such religious services and prayer 
groups. 

Residents: 
The use of the school facility for residential purposes is allowed with all of the residents 
living as a family unit (sharing cooking facilities and common areas). The constructjon of 
additional independent residential units is not authorized by this permit. 

Novitiate: 
The use of the school facility as a novitiate is authorized by this permit. The total number 
of novices residing on site will be limited by the residential facilities on the project site. 

The following additional restrictions apply to all uses: 

w: 
Parkjng must occur in approved spaces, and may not at any time block access to the 
structures or turn-around areas for emergency equipment. Parking for all events shall 
comply with the approved parking plan and the recommendations of the approved traffic 
studies. 

Scheduling: 
Uses (school, meetings, events, services, retreats, etc.) can not be scheduled in an 
overlapping manner which will result in a combined parking demand that can not be met 
on the project site. 

B. . 

En r oilmen t : 
Enrollment at the existing school during the regular school year (not including summer 
remedial classes or summer camp) will be limited by the following: 

The iaitia! maximum er~ollment will begin at 200 students and will increase or decrease 
by 25  student increments, or remain constant, depending on compliance with the traffic 
performance criteria (as  measured by independent random monitoring, at the school's 
expense, with review by the Planning Department) for each level of enrollment. Any 
potential enrollment increase or decrease will begin in the third year and will be 
determined by the Planning Department based on compliance with the traffic 
performance criteria through the middle of the second year, with reviews continuing at 
the middle of each following school year,fo;- c! i ? ? ~ ~ . ~ i / ~ ~ i / / ~ ~  qf:fh*t. (5)  ~ ' P L - U X .  2 5 0  students is 
the maximum enrollment level that could be allowed at the school based on compliance 
with the traffic performance criteria. 
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No enrollment increase oi'ei- 200 ~ 1 i i d e w ; ~  will be allowed until all required road 
improvements 
(speed bumps m d  road widening and pedestrian pathway, i f  ~ipplkrtble ) have been 
installed 

Traffic Performance Criteria (the number of trips allowed at each enrollment level): 

Maximum 
Enrollment 

Up to 125 Students 

150.175. or 200 
Students' 

Traffic Performance Criteria 

45 max. trips in and out (90 total trips) 
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 
50 max. trips in and out ( 1  00 total trips) 
per each 2'hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 

225 Students 

250 Students 

55 max. trips in and out ( I  10 total trips) 
per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 PM) 

60 max. trips in and out (120 total tnps)per each 2 hour peak period (7-9 AM 
& 2-4 PM) 

Compliance with Traffic performance Criteria: Vehicles which transport children to 
and/or from the school will be counted during each two hour peak period (7-9 AM & 2-4 
PM) and no children may be dropped off before 7 AM unless arriving with a teacher or 
school staff or- io C I T ~ ~ M ~  religioits .yei-ixes. Vehicles which do not transport children to 
andor from the school (teachers, staff, school residents, del~veries, etc.) and vehicles 
originating from Enos Lane (above or below the school) will not be counted towards the 
maximum number of allowed trips. 

51'~ Year Review: At -4s ofthe mid point of the fifth regular school year after approval of 
this permit, the final maximum enrollment for the school will be established. This will be 
based on a review of compliance with the performance criteria by the Santa Cruz County 
PI anning Department C! f 3 ~ 1 .  ih e Plni;l i i  iiip C Ppjiii-Tii I ei 7 i li i i .5 pi i 'C i i  i-r"ns o i i ii ii it. pi-;o I -  i 7 o i i ~ .  P io 
Snlesiirii uj'iis i.ei.ieJ1. niicl ierrtntive ' - l ~ i ~ i . ~ ? ~ i ; i ~ ~ ~ i ~ i i .  The maximum enrollment for the 
school wi!l be based on the compliance with the performance criteria fer the years 
leading up to this review. This review will be performed in addition to annual reviews 
leading up to the fifth year. The resuits of the fifth year review will be heard before the 
Planning Commission on the consent agenda, and the final maximum enrollment will be 
determined by the Planning Commissjon at that time, ; T - C ~ ? . ~ J P C ~  ;hrrr  !/7r :(.h<i<>i /7os het.17 
piveii i i  imsoimhle prior oppoi~tiiuiti~ 10 m'di-ess iiii.c i.rxi/c. Annual reporting of traffic 
counts (performed at the school's expense) will be required each year (per Condition 
1V.C) up to the fifth year of review. f i  . .  
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Enrollment List: 
Prior to the start of each regular school year, the school must submit to the Santa Cruz 
Planning Department the nzmher ofstudents to be enrolled at the school, 

Failure to Comply: 
Failure to reduce enrollment when required, or to comply with the required performance 
criteria at the established level of enrollment, or to supply enrollment information or 
traffic reports, will be a violation of the terms of this permit. Operating the school at a 
higher level of enrollment than is authorized by these conditions, or at a higher volume of 
traffic than is allowed for the level of enrollment, is a violation of the terms of this 
permit. Any violation of the terms of this permit may result in permit revocation. 

C. 
Traffic Management & Reporting: 
A Traffic Management Plan is required for all enrollment levels for the school during the 
regular school year, subject to the following requirements: 
1. 
Prior to the start of each school year, but after the enrollment level has been established, a 
carpooVhousjng plan must be provided to the Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
which indicates the total number of vehicles and the number of children assigned to each 
vehicle. 

a.  
Carpools may not meet or be formed on Enos Lane or at the intersection of Hames Road 
and Enos Lane, unless the vehicles originate from Enos Lane (or other roadways directly 
connected to Enos Lane north of the Hames Road intersection. 

2. 
Reporting of random traffic counts at regular intervals (at the midpoint of each school 
year) performed at the school's I eusoixhir expense by an independent third party traffic 
consultant (overseen by a licensed traffic engineer) must be provided to the Santa Cruz 
County Planning Department on an annual basis for- rhe firsl.fi1.e [5,? i ~ c i r s .  

a. 
The school must agree to allow the County of Santa Cruz Planning Department to 
contract, at the school's !m?.r3m!:.!e expense, with an independent third party traffic 
consulting firm to perform random traffic counts at the school facility, pl-ioi- i lo t i ie  o!'tiw 
~'<;rt> hoi'i!ig ) ~ p p ; l  p,~*f i \ , jdpc /  ! ( , i  /,l ip , ~ < , / I Q ~ I / .  

1. 

A positive at cost account balance with the County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
must be maintained by the school, with sufficient funds to allow :-emoiic{l?le payments to 
the traffic consulting firm throughout the contract period and to account for Planning 
Department staff t i  me. 
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b. 
Random, unannounced traffic counts are required during the AM peak (7 AM to 9 AM) 
and PM peak (2 PM to 4 PM) periods throughout the regular school year. 
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Traffic counts must occur on a minimum of We o w  day per full month that the school is 
in regular session, up to the fifth year review. ~ 

C. 

1. 

Dates will be selected by Planning Department staff and provided to the independent 
third party traffic consulting firm, who will perform the traffic counts. 

d. 
F G ~ .  n inmin i im ?[five ( 5)  j.en1-s Cillc! 1r.ii11 i7lo.yifi7liili of'nirse (9) ccZ!i i iS  pel- school J.ecir-, 
reports must be submitted by the independent third party traffic consultant directly to the 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department at the midpoint of each regular school year ~i.itl7 
copies Of'~il1 siich reporis pi-osYded lo ilie school h ~ .  ihe C.oisL~rilin~?~- 
e .  
Additional traffic counts and associated reports may be -Eiriiiiec/ by the Santa 
Cniz County Planning Department at &e-&ee& ' irs expense, for as long as the school 
facility is in operation, in order to ensure compliance with permit conditions. 

F 

Compliance with the performance criteria specified under Condition N.A (Operational 
Conditions - Enrollment) will be determined based on the traffic counts in the reports 
submitted and not on other sources of information provided by the school administration 
or the general public. 

\I A l 
. .  . .'L , [ ( T?:CSC c::'!icl~s g1-p it;l cc!!r?-c! ~ , f . ? , h p  

i'tii~iih'. not the .~c'liooI.) 

3. 
School Related Vehicle Trips: 
Vehicles which cany children to and/or from the school facility are considered as school 

related vehicle trips, with the exception of Enos Lane resident vehicles. 
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a. 
Enos Lane Residents: 

Vehicles with children originating from Enos Lane (or other roadways directly connected 
to Enos Lane north of the Hames Road intersection) will not be counted towards the 
maximum number of allowed trips. These vehicles must be clearly designated as vehicles 
of Enos Lane origin and each student traveling in an Enos Lane vehicle must be 
accounted for in the enrollment list and carpoollbusing plan for each school year. 

4 .  
Non-Peak and Non-School Related Vehicle Trips: 
Due to the common occurrence of illness, doctor's appointments, and other unforeseen 
circumstances; children which need to be driven to and from school between peak hours 
are not subject to carpool requirements. Dropping off children prior to the AM peak is not 
allowed (unless amving in a vehicle of a teacher or staff person who does not reside at 
the school facility 01- to Nitelid i.eli,cioz/s sei-\>ices). Any vehicles bringing children to the 
school prior to the AM peak will be counted towards the maximum number of trips for 
the AM peak. 
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a. 
Residents of the school facility (sisters, novices, etc.) may leave and  enter the facility 
without being counted as school related vehicle trips, unless these vehicles are 
transporting children to and/or from the school facility. 

b. 
Delivery and service vehicles may leave and enter the facility without being counted as 
school related vehicle trips, unless these vehicles are transporting c%-I&=w S~ilcsioii 
cii/c/eiTr. to andor  from the school facility. 

V. 
Road Maintenance: If a r w z o u d ~ i e  road maintenance association (or agreement) is 
formed, the school will be obligated to participate in the road maintenance. ecp4-h 

VI. 
In the event that future County inspections of the subject property disclose 
noncompliance with any Conditions of this approval or any violalion of the County Code, 
the owner shall pay to the County the full 1-et~s0170bie cost of such County inspections, 
including any follow-up inspections andor  necessary enforcement actions, up to and 
including permit revocation pi-o\.iiJed i l m  ij1ei.r is m-isniinble yrioi- iioiice IO ihe _rcIrciol 
(?f.Y7!C17 t711PFPd ~ j ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . ( ~ i i i ~ ~ l i f l ~ ~ ~  12. i l i l i !  i-eosoi7Oh/e O p J ~ 0 1 7 l \ i l ~ h ~  / O  Oddl'eSS ihc . S G C P .  
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VII. 
As a condition of this development approval, i(i 
enioi-ceoble, the holder of this development approval (“Development Approval Holder”), 
is required to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the COUNTY, its officers, 
employees, 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 
amendment of this development approval which is requested by the Development 
Approval Holder. 

e w ~ ~ ~ :  i t  i.\- o&t.;;i.i.i.t. Iegnl~). 

A. 
COUNTY shall promptly notify the Development Approval Holder of any claim, action, 
or proceeding against which the COUNTY seeks to be defended, indemnified, or held 
harmless. COUNTY shall cooperate fully in such defense. If COUNTY fails to notify the 
Development Approval Holder within sixty (60) days of any such claim, action, or 
proceeding, or fails to cooperate fully in the defense thereof, the  Development Approval 
Holder shall not thereafter be responsible to defend. indemnify, or hold harmless the 
COUNTY if such failure to notify or cooperate was significantly prejudicial to the 
Development Approval Holder. 

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

1. 
COUNTY bears its own attorney’s fees and costs; and 
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2. 
COUNTY defends the action in good faith. 

C. 
Settlement. 
The Development Approval Holder shall not be required to pay or perform any 
settlement unless such Development Approval Holder has approved the settlement. When 
representing the County, the Development Approval Holder shall no? enter into any 
stipulation or settlement modifying or affecting the interpretation o r  validity of any of the 
terms or conditions of the development approval without the prior written consent of the 
County. 

D. Successors Bound. 
“Development Approval Holder” shall include the applicant and the successor’(s) in 
interest, transferee(s), and assign(s) of the applicant. 
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VIII. 
Mitigation Monitoring Program 

The mitigation measures listed under this heading have been incorporated into the 
conditions of approval for this project in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on 
the environment. As required by Section 2 108 1.6 of the California Public Resources 
Code, a monitoring and reporting program for the above mitigations is hereby adopted as 
a condition of approval for this project. This monitoring program is specifically described 
following each mitigation measure listed below. The purpose of tihis monitoring is to 
ensure compliance with the environmental mitigations during project implementatjon and 
operation. Failure to comply with the conditions of approval, including the terms of the 
adopted monitoring program, may result in permit revocation pursuant to Section 
18.10.462 of the Santa Cruz County Code. 

A. 
Mitigation Measure: Groundwater Recharge (Condition JI.B.5) 
Monitoring Program: In order to ensure that loss of area for groundwater recharge is less 
than significant; the applicant shall submit a detailed groundwater recharge plan for 
review and approvaI by the Department of Public Works drainage staff and Planning 
staff. The plan shall provide for recharge, on the subject property, o f  runoff from the new 
paved parking area (after i t  has passed through a silt and grease filter) and also runoff 
from the sections of Enos Lane that are widened, where the latter is feasible. The plan 
shall show infrastructure for directing and spreading runoff and measures to prevent 
erosion at outlets, and shall include calculations quantifying the expected runoff and 
demonstrating that there is no net loss of recharge capacity as a result of the parking 
surfacing. The plan shall be accompanied by a letter of approval by the project soil 
engineer. The plan shall also indicate where excess fill is being placed in order to prevent 
conflicts with recharge goals. 

B. 
Mitigation Measure: Water Quality (Condition 1II.E) 
Monitoring Program: To prevent project drainage discharges from carrying silt, grease, 
and other contami.nants, the applicant shall install silt and grease traps according to the 
approved plans. The traps shall be maintained by the owners according to the following 
monitoring and maintenance schedule: 
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I .  
The traps shall be inspected to determine if they need cleaning orrepair  prior to October 
15 each year, at a mininium interval of once per year; 

2. 
A brief annual report shall be prepared by the trap inspector at the conclusion of each 
October inspection and submitted to the Drainage Section of the Department of Public 
Works within 5 days of inspection. This monitoring report shall specify any repairs that 
have been done or that are needed to allow the trap to function adequately. 

- 3 0 -  
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C .  
Mitigation Measure: Traffic Safety (Conditions II.B.l, 1V.A & 1V.C) 

Monitoring Program: 
To prevent traffic from creating andor exacerbating traffic hazards to vehicles and 

pedestrians: 

1. 
The school administrators shall submit a transportation management plan, which will 
effectively limit the total number of vehicles going in and out during the morning and 
afternoon peak periods to the baseline amount, 45 - 60 cars representing a total of 90 - 
120 trips during the peak times (IS her-ei17 s-peczfieci. This management may be 
accomplished by carpooling, staggering class and assembly times, vanpooling, busing, 
multi modal transport, managing enrollment, etc. The plan shall include monitoring that 
incorporates periodic unannounced traffic counts by the project traffic engineer to verify 
that the goal is being met CIS herein specified. 

2. 
In addition to implementing the proposed widening of Enos Lane, the applicant shall 
submit for review and approval a road plan prepared by the project traffic engineer that 
shows the following: installation of speed bumps that are designed and spaced to limit 
traffic to 15 MPH, a stop sign and warning sign at the curve at station 18+00 as 
recommended in the letter of Higgins Associates, December 15,2005, and j fcypl icdl~lc ,  
a defined walking path on the east side of Enos Lane between Harnes and station 17+75 
(Ifland Engineers, sheets C2 and C4). ~i’’c/ppliC~cil~lt.. ihe walking path shall be three feet 
wide, separated from the roadway by a solid white line and surfaced with decomposed 
granite or other aggregate material. 

D. 
Mitigation Measure: Air Quality (Condition II.B.2.a) 
Monitoring Program: 
In order to ensure that the one hour air quality threshold for the pollutant acrolein is not 
exceeded during grading and paving, prior to the issuance of the grading permit, the 
applicant shall modi@ the grading plans tc include notes incorporating the constnction 
conditions given by the Monterey Bay Air Pollution Control District (MBAPCD) as 
follows : 

1. 
All pre- 1994 diesel equipment shall be retrofitted with EPA certiiied diesel oxidation 
catalysts or all such equipment shall be fueled with B99 diesel fuel; 
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Applicant shall retain receipts for purchases of catalysts or b99 diesel he1  until 
completion of the project; 

3. 
Applicant shall allow MBAPCD to inspect receipts and equipment throughout the 
project . 

4. 
Alternatively, the applicant may submit a health risk assessment to the MBAPCD for 
review and approval. Any recommendations and requirements of the MBAPCD will 
become conditions of constructing the project. 
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Law Offices of 

DENNIS J. KEHOE 
Law Corporation 

Aptos, California 95003 
3 11 Boni~a Drive 

(831) 662-8444 FAX (831) 662-0227 

March 27, 2007 

HAND-DELIVERED 

SANTA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
701 Ocean Street, 4* Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Application No. 04-0384; Salesian Sisters, 
Daughters of Mary, Help of Christians 
Planning Commission Hearing, March 28, 2006, Item 10 

Dear Planning Commissioners: 

The undersigned represents the Salesian Sisters, Daughters of Mary, Help 
of Christians. Please include this letter including the attachments as part of your 
proceeding and in the Administrative Record for this matter. Although more data 
is provided further below, there are some summary, foundational facts and 
applicable law including the following: 

I. 
BRIEF SUMMARY 

- A. RLUIPA: 

All components and aspects of the existing and proposed land use are 
essential parts of a “religious assembly or institute,” the Daughters of Mary, Help 
of Christians (referenced as Salesians in this letter). This Catholic elementary 
school (K-8) is an integral and essentially part of the Salesians “religious assembly 
and institute,” especially since the Salesians stated purpose is to educate through 
“reason, religion, and loving kindness.” Thus, the federal Religious Land Use and 
Institutionalized Persons Act (RLUIPA) protects this Salesian elementary school 
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including that which is proposed by this application. Please keep in mind a K-8 
Catholic elementary school was approved back in the 1970s and has existed at 
this location since that time to present. Moreover, no new buildings are being 
proposed. Additionally, the Salesians and parents have been well within the 
carpool restrictions set forth the Compliance Agreement with the County. This 
fact has been verified by an independent traffic engineering firm (Higgins Traffic 
Engineers) and by the schools’ counts. (Staff report, Ex. G ,  “Carpool Monitoring 
Results.”) 

- B. TAXPAYERS’ SAVINGS: 

Pajaro Valley Unified School District supported the Salesians earlier 
application. 

“To Whom It May Concern: 

As Superintendent of the Pajaro Valley Unified School District I have been 
asked to write a letter as to the need for a new parochial school program such 
as the Salesian Sisters have proposed. 

Even though our school system is trying harder than ever to meet the needs 
of our Community, there are a large number of parents who are seeking either 
private or parochial schooling for their students. Based upon the limited 
number of such schools in our Community, I feel a definite need does exist 
for a school such as the one proposed by the Salesian Sisters. 

Cordially, 
Wallace A. Raynor 
Superintendent” 

Additionally, by providing private Catholic elementary education, the 
Salesians and the parents are saving the California taxpayers millions of dollars 
but at the very substantial financial burden of the parents and the Salesians. For 
example, the State of California and Pajaro Valley Unified School District state 
that each student in the public school elementary system costs the taxpayers 
$7,800 per year, excluding “food services, facilities, acquisition and construction, 
and certain other expenditures ...” (See attachment, Ex. 1 from Pajaro Valley 
Unified School District, 2004-05 school year.) Thus, the taxpayers’ savings are at  
least $1,560,000 per school year and $12,480,000 over an eight (8) year period. 
(200 Salesian students x $7,800 x 8) 

- C. ENOS LANE IS A NOT A RELEVANT ISSUE: 

Enos Lane is not a relevant issue. Those who assert (incorrectly) to the 
contrary do so either out of ignorance or for irrelevant motives. (Enos Lane is also 
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known as Rider Road.) For example, the Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors 
approved and confirmed Rider Road as a 40-foot right-of-way in 1883 and it has 
been openly used since that time. (Staff Ex. H) Second, the County has approved 
use permits, lot splits, and parcel maps, all using and describing Rider Road. 
Third, all recorded parcel maps approved by the County describe and depict Rider 
Road (aka Enos Lane). Fourth, all known deeds to properties along Rider Road 
make specific reference to “Rider Road.” (e.g. deeds to Sternad, Head, 
MacCoambridge, Mattos/Wilson) Fifth, for the most part, Enos Lane already is 
18-feet wide and its use has been open and continuous for decades, long beyond 
the five (5) year prescriptive period. Sixth, its use is by many, even aside from the 
Salesian elementary school. Seventh, Salesians’ deed makes specific reference 
to Rider Road “40” foot right-of-way which go to “Hames Road.” (See also attached 
Ex. 2, August 1, 2006, letter of Tom Burns, Planning Director; Ex. 3, July 29, 
2005, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe; Ex. 4, March 27, 2007, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe 
to Robert Bosso) Additionally, many false issues have been raised. (March 16, 
2006, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe to Paia Levine, County Planning, Ex. 11) 

D. STAFF’S PROPOSED CONDITIONS ARE SIGNIFICANTLY 
OPPRESSIVE. UNREASONABLE. REDUNDANT. AND UNCERTAIN: 

Staff recommends approval of this application but, effectively, kills the 
project and potentially closes the school by highly oppressive, unreasonable, and 
confusing proposed “Conditions of Approval.” (Staff report, Ex. C.) Staff proposed 
conditions contains 14 pages including I through VI11 major paragraphs with 90 
sub through sub-sub paragraphs of confusing, unreasonable, oppressive verbiage 
which very effectively drains out any viability of this application to reasonably go 
forward. 

Staffs proposed condition should be deleted in total or significantly deleted 
in total. Just last month staff (Mr. Adams and Mr. Deming) met with Salesians 
representatives and presented for the first time staffs then proposed 
recommendations, all contained on a staff prepared 2 page document. After 
reviewing the Salesians have revised that 2 page document (Staff report, Ex. I ,  
pgs. 263-266) 

Moreover, should something need to be done to the existing Enos Lane, it 
needs to be done by all those on Enos Lane and the feeder streets, even aside from 
this application, and not the Salesians. 

11. 
BACKGROUND 

The following is a more detailed statement of some pertinent facts and law. 
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A. EnosLane: 

The Saiesian Sisters have been in their existing location since the  1970s. 
Even prior to their purchase of the property, Enos Lane, formerly know as Rider 
Road, was the historic access to a number of properties including the Salesian 
Sisters’ propere. Moreover, the Grant Deed to the Sisters specifically includes 
an appurtenant “right-of-way 40-feet wide” mer Enos Lane from their property 
*‘scv~therly- tQ Hames Road, a County R0a.d.” Please refer to the recorded Salesian 
Grant Deod, a copy of which was provided to you with the application submitted 
on -9ue;ust 11, 20C4. 

Additionally, the Coucty of Santa Cruz previously issued various permits 
Lickding, b.~t  not necessarily limited to, 75-600-U; 77-557-U; 78-323-U; 78- 
1539-U; and 88- 1 105. The County permit$: either specifically Gr generally, 
required the Salesian Sisters to use Enos Lane as the same exists from the 
Szlcsian Sisters property to €lames Road. Further, the use of Enos Lane from the 
Sajesian Sisters property to Hames Road has always been open, well-traveled, 
and continuous since-long before the Salesians’ Grant Deed in 1975. Any 
qTles‘rions concerning Enos Lane by any objectors to this application are 
misguided. Please also refer to the Title Report of Stewart Title Compny dated 
3ctobcr 23, 2904 arid submitted on.&nuary 20, 20C5, to Mr. Burns and also my 
iertei- dated Jiily 29. 2005, to Mi-. Bums. (Both are in the Administrative Record 
Sut omitwd frcm yQur over 200 page staff report..j Furthermore, various building 
permits, s:ptic system permits, and other County permits have been issued to the 
halesisn Sisters all eitner explicitly cr implicitly contemplating the use of Enos 
Land from the Sisters’ property to K a m e s  Road. 

Addirionallly, the County hiis approved other permits all involiiing the usage 
Iif Enos La6.e to Hames Road. Further, under the California Recording Act, this 
right-of-way is binding on lands whose deeds that make reference to the 40-f~ot 
right-of- way which most if not ail do. Also, Enos Lane has been used, repaired, 

impi-m-4 for more than 25-years. 

112 sddition, there are numerous County approved parcel maps and/or 
ju r :~y  maps of Enos Lane (Rider Road) cf record and in the County Public Works 
Depaitiiiw~ (e .g .  i4 Maps Book 45; 22 Maps Rook 57; 29 Maps Book 17; 62 Map 
13; F3d-W Work file A2-66). Enos Lane {Ridx Road) right-of-way has existed for 
i3pp:oximately 100-years. (See also my Jub 29, 2005, letter to Tom Burns, 
Planning Director, attached Ex. 3.) Your staff report suggests re-surveying of 
Enos Lane. Staffs suggestim i s  no! only unrehsonable and cost prohibitive but 
also uririecessary because the Countv has alrcady approved and recorded surveys 
dfscribing most of the pertinent parts of Enos Lane. Y o u  a c t  referred to the 
Covnty approved iecorded parcel maps above referenced. The cost to siirvey the 



mtirety cf Enos Lane is prohibitive and staffs suggestion unaecessary, 
oppressive, m u  unrcasonable, in any event. 

- B. No Waiver Of Rights BY Salesian Sisters: 

In iate 2003, the County received seven (7) complaints of alleged County 
cede viclntians. (Stdf report, J3x.E) After investigations, none were applicable 
except two 13) alleged violations; (1 )  parked cars on the Salesian 1 0 0 ~  road around 
th:: bv.ild;-?igs, which parking was promptly eliminated, and (2) over 125 students. 
(Staff, Ex. E, pgs. 14 1- 147) Subsequently, the Compliance Agreement(s) were 
elitered inta by the County and the Salesian Sisters and this application then 
lodged with the County on August.  11, 2004. Although the Salesian Sisters 
submitted t k h  application, they specificaliy have not waived any of their rights in 
dahg so. (See attached Ex. 5, Second Amended Compliance Agreement) 

- C. Burdensome Anplication Process: 

. Af’tei the County ar,d Salesians entered into the initial Compliance 
Az-cement, ..a on Aug~lst 1 1, 2004, the Salesian Sisters submitted this application 
:a rhe Count-y of Ssnta Cruz Planning Department. The application is dated by 
the County August 11, 2004. Extensive material required by the Couniy was 
sahmitted at that time. Neverthelzss, a letter dated September 9, 23C4, of 
“inconqAeteness” was transmitted by the staff planner demanding vet more 
info;rnat;ion and requiring a response by Deczmber 9, 2004. In response, a 
t’orr espondence da?ed December 9,2304, hgether with extensive documentation 
.was deli.rer..d on behalf of the Sisters to the County with supporting data. Yet, 
once again, a Jaiiuary 6, 2005, letter was traismitted by the prcject pixnilcr 
purpsrthg that the application was  still “incomplete” and demanding yet mwe 
1nfm-mntioh. ?he Zanuary 6, 2005, staff planner demand was appcaled to the 
Ylanning Director. (Attached, Ex. 6, Appeal) The appeal was upheld an April 5, 
‘ZQOL wad the ap2!ication uws finally deemed completed (attached A.pril 5, 20d5 
?t:Vwj- bf Xarii Ocmitig, Ex. 7). The processing of the applicsltion tlnally started. 
!\:eve.-*elesrs: staff demanded more information. Eventudly, this matter was 
sc2-,ec‘iiJed for hearing on M;;lrch 28, 2007. 

(As a reshlt of the above and aue to the potential of, among other items, an 
3pptal to the Board of Supervisors, t.he existing Second Amended Compliance 
,lgxce;ner.: shculd be extended for the 2007-08 school year or until this permit 
p r x e s s  Is final, whichever last mcurs. I n  the meantime, the Salesians reserve &he 
right to wiI5.draa this application ir! which event the prior CoLnty permits shall 
continue .tc be applicable.) 

D. This Salesian Sisters Catholic Institution With Its  Multiple 
-- Facets3s - __._------- Protected Bv Our_ Constitutions And The Religious Land Use Law: 
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The Salesian Sisters have always used‘and are now using their property for 
religious assembly and as a religious institution. This includes, but is not limited 
to, praise and worship of God, Godly student elementary school education, and 
other religious activities. Also, the Salesian Sisters stated purpose is to educate 
through “reason, religion, and loving kindness” thereby strengthening family 
bonds and civic responsibility. They encourage ethnic diversity with about a 
quarter of their school students being Hispanic. The Sisters also come from 
diverse ethnic cultures. Further, the Salesians provide affordable religious 
education to children including those of working parents and children of single- 
working mothers by offering their contributed services and helping families in 
financial crisis when necessary. 

All of the above are protected by the state and federal constitutions and 
other laws including, but not limited to, the Religious Land Use and 
Institutionalized Persons Act (RLUIPA) and the federal Civil Rights Act 42 U.S.C. 
§§2000cc et seq.; 42 U.S.C 591983 et seq. Even aside from the legally protected 
historic use by the Salesian Sisters of their property, the County is prohibited by 
RLUIPA from imposing substantial burdens on these religious assemblies and 
activities unless it is doing so in furtherance of a compelling government interest 
and the County is using the least restrictive means of furthering that 
comDelling interest. 

(1) “Land Use Regulation”: 

The County’s land use permit processes and planning staffs list of 
proposed conditions and “required” improvements are “land use regulations” 
under RLUIPA. By its terms, RLUIPA applies to government imposition or 
implementation of a land use regulation. Under RLUIPA’s definition of “land use 
regulation,” a government agency implements a “land use regulation” when it acts 
pursuant to a “zoning or landmarking law“ that attempts to limit the manner in 
which an applicant such as Salesians may use property in which it has an interest 
42 U.S.C. § 2 0 0 0 ~ ~ ~ - 5 ( 5 ) .  

Moreover, RLUIPA protection extends to the Salesians lands, 
including its appurtenances and right-of way. Jurisdiction applies under RLUIPA 
since “substantial burden is imposed in the implementation of a land use 
regulation or system of land use regulations, under which a government makes, 
or has in place formal or informal procedures or practices that permit the 
government to make, individualized assessments of the proposed uses for property 
involved.” See 42 U.S.C !$2OOOccc(2)(C) 

(2) Santa Cruz County’s Exercise Of Land Use Regulation 
Regarding The Salesian Propertp On Enos Land Affects A “Religious 
Institution”: 



RLUIPA expressly prohibits the placement of unreasonable limitations 
and/or burdens on “a religious assembly or institution.” This Catholic school is 
a “religious institution” under RLUIPA. For example, the courts have ruled that 
where the very existence of the school is premised on a religious mission such as 
Salesians, there is a religious institution. Curay-Cramer v. Ursuline Academy 
(2004)355 F. Supp, 2d, 933, 926, n3, affirmed, 450 F.3d 130 (wherein that the 
Court ruled that Curay-Cramer’s argument that the Catholic school was not a 
religious institution is “patently absurd” and “illogical.”) Further, denial by a 
Zoning Board of a religious school’s application which interferes with the school’s 
ability to provide an adequate elementary school education will be overturned by 
a court pursuant to RLUJPA. 

(3) Substantial Burden: 

Staff‘s proposed “conditions” and almost all of staff‘s proposed 
required “improvements” are not only arbitrary and unreasonable but they are 
oppressive to a significantly great extent and thereby violate, among other laws, 
RLUIPA. (Staff report, Ex. C ) The County, including the Commission, is referred 
to the testimony and documentation provided to you on behalf of the Salesian 
Sisters. 

Additionally, although not all inclusive, the following is highlighted. 
The “conditions” and “requirements” are open-end and financially and practically 
impossible. The cost burden to the Salesians, even if the conditions were 
possible, exceeds $500,000. Additionally, such costs should not be imposed on 
Salesians since, aside from the school, many of the staffs proposed conditions 
benefit many Enos Lane owners. Furthermore, the Commission is referred to 
Salesian letter dated March 27, 2007, to the Commission which is incorporated 
herein by this reference. A s  Jus t  one example, staff wants a new septic. Yet, the 
current system will adequately serve 250 students. (Attached Peter Haase letter 
of Fall Creek Engineering, Inc.) 

* Moreover, the staff proposed “Conditions” of approval and other 
conditions are arbitrary, oppressive, unreasonable, and unenforceable. Among 
other items, there is no reasonable connection (nexus) between each such 
proposed condition and the existing uses including the student population of over 
200 students. Additionally, there is no proportionability between the existing and 
proposed 250 students and those onerous conditions. 

(3 Limited Funds: 

Additionally, the following are some financial facts about Salesian 
Sisters K - 8  school. Salesian Sisters is a private Catholic school and receives no 
funding from the Monterey Diocese, any parish in Santa Cruz County and/or the 
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public school system. The Salesian Sisters of the Western Province is the owner 
of the school The Western Province consists of 12 school and youth centers in 
four states all of which work on a self-sustaining model. Overall, their religious 
facilities serve people, many of whom are from low and moderate income levels. 
The tuition for this 2006-07 Salesian school year is only $4,950 for the 1”‘ child 
and significantly lower for subsequent siblings. An effort is made to keep tuition 
low as to serve more of the general population. Based on this Catholic School and 
the parents whose children attend, this saves the California taxpayers over 
$1,560,000 per year and over $12,440,000 for eight (8) years plus many millions 
in the future. 

Additionally, most of the teachers at Salesians are credentialed, but 
work for considerably less than the prevailing wage of public school teachers. The 
difference is their personal contribution to Catholic education. Nevertheless the 
tuition only covers 85% of the cost of this Salesian education. The rest is made 
up through fund-raising by parents. (Auctions, candy sales, golf tournaments, 
book fairs, raffles, etc.) The large majority of the children come from families 
where both parents work full-time jobs. Also, the Salesians serves students with 
identified learning and emotional disabilities. 

In addition, this Salesian School owes the Sisters Province over 
$300,000 for costs that have resulted from this land use process with the County. 
The source of this loan (which must be repaid) came for the 11 self-supported 
schools and youth centers whose limited funds can no longer be depleted. These 
costs include County fees, significant payments charged by the County for staff 
time, engineering reports and consultants costs, and lawyers fees, etc. 

(51 Religious School’s Existence I s  Inmeriled 

A denial of Salesian’s application 01 an approval but imposing the 
onerous “Conditions of Approval” suggested by staff ( Staff, Ex.C) will significantly 
interfere with Salesians religious exercise and greatly hinder the schools ability 
to provide a Catholic elementary education; retain and attract students; hire 
faculty; and imperil its continued existence. 

- E. The County Has Amroved A Number Of ADRlications Without 
Reauirina Such Onerous UConditions”: 

(1) (Other Applications): 

The County have approved a number of discretionary applications 
along or near (other applications) Enos Lane without requiring improvements 
such a s  now proposed to be levied against Salesians. Just a few of those County 
spprovals are recorded Parcel Maps above referenced. 
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(2) (Salesians): 

Earlier the County stated to the Salesians that once Enos Lane is 
improved =6-feetn in width (which it has been done), the student enrollment may 
be increased to 250 students. (County, May 1, 1979, Negative Declaration, 
attached Ex. 10 ) 

F. The County Is  Prevented From Denvina 250 Students In Thh 
ReligiGs Based: 

By way of background, the County has issued a number of permits 
to the Salesian Sisters on the subject property. Although not all inclusive, these 
include permit 75-600-U for a novitiate including a main building with a chapel, 
staff quarters, and dining room and to operate a summer camp; permit 77-557-U 
to construct a detached accessory storage building; permit 78-323-U for an 
elementary school including grades K, 1 ,5 ,6 ,7 ,  and 8 for 90 students and permit 
78-1539-!J for an eiementary school of K through 8. In addition, application 78- 
1 5 3 9 -U  for 250 students was supported by the Pajaro Valley Unified School 
District due a need for a parochial school . 

The Eiivironmental Rekiew Committee reviewed this proposal for 250 
students and granted a Negative Declaration with a condition that stating, in part, 
;hat the school operation should be limited to 125 students but, only until Enos 
Lane was improved to a “l6-foot width.”, in which event the total number of 
students may be increased to “250” students. Thereafter, permit 78- 1539-U was 
issued. Subsequently, the roadway was improved in 1988 to at  least a “16-foot 
width”. Half of these improvement costs to Enos Lane were paid for by the 
Salesiar, Sistei-s and the other half was paid by other owners using Enos Lane 
south of the Salesians. 

Again, in 1989, the County issued permit 88- 1105 consisting of an 
addition to the existing noviate and a central common area. In issuing all these 
permits and after County inspections of existing facilities and land uses, there 
were 110 red-tags, citations, and/or non-compliances issued by the County to the 
Salesian Sisters until just the recent red tags in January 2003. In summary, the 
County is prevented (through legal doctrines including estoppel and laches) from 
denying an elementary student population of 250 students within the existing 
facilities. 

Moreover, there has been compliance with the carpooling required by 
the Compliance Agreement. According to County data, the average carpool for 
other private schools is 2.5 siudents per car. At Salesians, this average is 4.4 
students per car. Both Salesians carpool vehicle counts and independent counts 
done by a traffic engineer at  the County’s request confirm that the carpool 
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vehicles are well within the limits as specified in the Compliance Agreements. 
This has greatly restricted traffic on Enos Lane. Staff‘s suggestion of “van/busesn 
is not only unnecessary and unreasonable bur it also is cost prohibitive for the 
Salesians. (See Bus cost attachment, Ex. 8) 

----_ 

-, 
\.. \ 

1.). ! K : j 1 c 
Enclosures: See Attached List 

C: Salesian Sisters 
Board of Supervisors, County of Santa Cruz, (Hand-Delivered) 
County Supervisor, Ellen Pirie, (Hand-Delivered) 
County Counsel of Santa Cruz , (Hand-Delivered) 
Planning Department, County of Santa Cruz, 

Planning.Dcpartment, County of Santa Cruz, 
Attn: Tom Burns, Planning Director, (Hand-Delivered) 

Attr,: Randall Adams, Staff Planner, (Hand-Delivered) 

List of AttdAed Enclosures 
to Letter dated Mach  27. 2007 to 
- Santa Cruz Countyflannina Commission: 

1. 
2. 
3. 

.4. 

5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 
11. 

Exhibit 1 : Pajaro Valley Unified School Expense of Education; 
Exhibit 2: August 1, 2006, letter of Tom Bums, Planning Director; 
-- Exhibit 3: July 29, 2005, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe; 
-- Exhibit 4: March 27, 2007, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe to Robert 

BOSS~; 
Exhibit 5: Second Amended Compliance Agreement; 
Exhibit 6: Appeal of Salesians; 
Exhibit 7: Appeal upheld, April 5, 2005 letter of Mark Deming; 
Exhibit 3: Bus costs; 
Exhibit 9: Fall Creek Engineering, lnc.,Peter Haase; 
Exhibit 10. Negative Declaration 
Exhibit 11: March 16, 2006, letter of Dennis J. Kehoe to Paia 

Levine, County Planning. 
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EXHIBIT 1: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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Financial Reports - Gcncr~I Fund Tab 

- 

CURRENT EXPENSE OF EDUCATION PER ADA 
(Per Education Code Section 41 372) 
Pajaro Valley Unified School, 2004-05 

$7,127 
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EXHIBIT 2: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

701 OCEAN STREET - 4M FLOOR, SANTA CRUZ CA 95060 
(831) 454-2580 FAX: (831) 454-2131 TDIX (831) 454-2123 

TOM BURNS, PLANNING DIRECTOR 

August 1,2006 
Richard H. Allen 
18 Alexander Street, P.O. Box 309 
Watsonville, Ca 95077 

Subject: Application ## 04-0384; Assessor's Parcel #: 107-571-01 
Owner: Daughters of Mary Help of Christians 

Dear Mr. Allen: 

This letter is in response to your continued inquiry regarding the access to the Salesian Sisters 
property via Enos Lane in Corralitos. 

As discussed in my earlier letter, dated September 2 1,2005, the Salesian Sisters have applied for 
an amendment to their existing Use Permits (75-600-U, 77-557-U, 78-323-U and 78-1 539-U). 
All of the prior applications were approved based on access via Enos Lane. The applicants have 
submitted a title report with the current application which describes a 40 foot right of way to 
access their property along Enos Lane. This is considered as satisfactory evidence of a right to 
access a property for all development applications. However, due to your clients earlier 
concerns, Planning Department staff performed additional research and identified the 40 foot 
wide right of way (along what is now considered Enos Lane) in an 1883 Viewer's Report which 
was approved by the Board of Supervisors to establish this private road. Typically, the approval 
of such a report is the final action in establishing a roadway. 

The roadway described above (and mentioned in deeds as either Rider Road or Enos Lane) has 
been used for many decades to access properties on upper Enos h e  and Corralitos Ridge Road 
(including the Salesian Sisters property). The road may have been altered or realigned as 
necessary, during the years of use for this purpose, and the current location of the roadway is 
what appears to be described in the Salesian Sisters deed. Furthermore, it does not appear that 
the 1963 realignment that you have mentioned is related to your clients property. It is our 
understanding that the 1963 adjustment was to relocate a portion of the right of way which 
separated APN 107-571-03 & 04 to the edge of APN 107-571 -03 near the Salesian Sisters 
property. The roadway currently used to access the upper section of Enos Lane and the Salesian 
Sisters school follows the realigned right of way in this area. 

As mentioned in my earlier letter, I am not able to comment regarding the absence of the right of 
on your clients' property deeds. Perhaps information regarding the right of way was not properly 
described in the property deeds and was, therefore, not described in the title reports. Regardless, 
it would be inappropriate to require additional information fiom the applicants at this time, as 
they have provided satisfactory evidence of a right to use Enos Lane for access and prior 
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development permits have been issued based on access from Enos Lane. 

Again, I hope that I have adequately addressed your inquiry regarding this matter. Further 
discussion of this matter may best be handled through discussions between the property owners 
involved. 

Sincere1 

& 
Planning Director 

cc: J Salesian Sisters 
605 Enos Lane 
Wastonville, Ca 95076 
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Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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Law Offices of 

DENNIS J. =HOE 
Law Corporation 

Aptos, California 95003 
31 1 Bonita Drive 

(831) 662-8444 FAX (831) 662-0227 

July 29, 2005 

COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
ATTENTION: TOM BURNS, Planning Director 
701 Ocean Street, 4* Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
FAX: 454-2131 

Re: Salesian Sisters Application No. 04-0384, Enos Lane/Rider Road 

Dear Mr. Burns: 

It was recently brought to my attention that Richard Allen corresponded 
His 

Although not all 
with you in a letter dated April 4, 2005, a copy of which is enclosed. 
correspondence has numerous factual and legal errors. 
inclusive, the following are highlighted. 

Initially, Mr. Allen is incorrect as to his understanding of the Sisters’ 
application and Enos Lane, formerly known as Rider Road. For example, this 
application does not include a pedestrian walkway. Further, there is a deep 
concrete ditch between the homes of Mr. Allen’s respective clients and Enos Lane. 
The concrete ditch terminates in the County road right-of-way at Hames Road. 
A s  far as can be determined, the concrete ditch was constructed by U.S. 
government workers in the 1930s. The existing improvements on Enos Lane 
parallel this long established concrete ditch but are on the -Dos i te  side from the 
homes of the clients of Mr. Allen. Enclosed are two (2) color copies of the concrete 
ditch. Additionally, according to Glen Ifland of Ifland Engineers, Inc., none of the 
trees and/or signs (to the extent that they even exist) between the concrete ditch 
and the existing improvements on Enos Lane will be removed. In the area 
between the concrete ditch and the existing pavement, any added asphalt on that 
side of Enos Lane would be only about two (2) feet in width for a distance of 
approximately 40 feet from the entrance of Hames Road. 

Second, concerning the earlier permit no. 78-323, if anything the same 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
ATTENTION: TOM BURNS, Planning Director 
July 29, 2005 
Page Two 

confirms a 40-foot right-of-way. Mr. Allen’s misdirected attempt asserting that 
asphalt of ” 16” feet width in some manner adversely impacts the 40-foot right-of- 
way is disingenuous. &l of the recorded deeds of his clients make specific 
references to “Rider Road.” For example, the deed to Strnad refers to and 
acknowledges the existence of “Rider Road.” (Righetti to Strnad, 2749 Official 
Records [OR] of the Santa Cruz County Recorder’s Office commencing at 254.) 
The Macambridge deed also acknowledges and refers to “Rider Road.” (5882 OR 
125, 1997-0033979) Moreover, the deed to Head acknowledges and makes 
references to “Rider Road.” (1654 OR 164) Additionally, Enos Lane (Rider Road) 
has historically been used including that portion which parallels the concrete 
lined ditch installed in the 1930s. Further, there are numerous recorded survey 
maps that indicate Rider Road (Enos Lane) is a forty (40) foot right-of-way 
including, but not limited to, the recorded survey map showing the 40-foot Rider 
Road right-of-way over the Head and the Cutler properties. (Cutler property was 
eventually conveyed to Macambridge, 1789 OR 601, 2867 OR 318.) See Parcel 
Map recorded in 17 PM 26. 

Third, years ago the Sisters received a grant deed with legal warranties of 
an appurtenant 40-foot easement over “Rider Road.” (2554 OR 398) Additionally, 
a Condition of Title Report was submitted to the Planning Department just this 
year and is part of the application process. The same is dated October 28, 2004. 
Please refer to parcels 3 and 4 making reference to “Rider Road”; a forty (40 foot) 
right-of-way . 

Fourth, the Strnad, Macambridge, and Head deeds all specifically make 
reference to “Rider Road.” Rider Road has been in existence for a number of 
years. There is only a strip of land between the edge of the 1930s concrete ditch 
and the existing road. The homes of Strnad, Head, and Macambridge are 
separated from Enos Lane by the concrete ditch. Their objections have no merit. 

Fifth, Rider Road (Enos Lane) existed long before Stmad, Macambridge, and 
Head purchased their properties. The road has always been obvious. There is 
an obvious barrier (concrete ditch) between their homes and Rider Road. Bluntly, 
the objection of those individuals is a “red herring“; supported by no facts and no 
law. Even Mr. Allen admits that the Board of Supervisors formally approved 
Rider Road as a right-of-way in the late 1800s. Since that time, it has 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
ATTENTION: TOM BURNS, Planning Director 
July 29, 2005 
Page Three 

been used as a road, openly, notoriously, obviously, and continuously, all of which 
was observerable by Strnads, Macambridge, and Heads prior to the purchase of 
their respective properties. Even the County Assessor’s records specifies that 
Rider Road is a 40-foot right-of-way. 

Should you have any questions concerning the foregoing, please contact the 
undersigned. 

Very truly yours, 

DENN IS I KEHD-E 
DENNIS J. KEHOE 

D J K :j lc 
Enclosures 1. Two (2) color copy photos 

Strnad deed (2749 OR 254) 
Head deed (1654 OR 164) 
Macambridge deed (5882 OR 25, 1987-0033979, 

Parcel Map, 17 PM 26 
April 4, 2005, letter of Mr. Allen 

2. 
3. 
4. 

5. 
6. 

1789 OR 601,2867 OR 318) 

c: Mark Deming, Assistant Planning Director, w/enclosures 
Glen Ifland, Ifland Engineers, Inc., w/enclosures 
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' ATTAMED HERETO AND MADE A PART REROOF.. . 



the State of Calrfornia 

thereto and A o w n  name as ATTORNEY-IN-FACT 
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GRAN? DEED (JOINT TENANCY) 

Recorded at the reques! of 

GRANT S tc JAKE and MBliLL3[N HEAD, hie wife 

as JOINT TENANTS all that real property situate in the 

county of santa cruz , Slaie of California, described ab follows: 

BEIWG a part of the  lands conveyed t o  Julius J. widell ,  ly deed 
recorded in Volume 1154, page 184 O f f i c i a l  Records Santil Cmz County 
and more particularly described as follows: 

BEX;IIJNIUG at a point. on the  Westerly line of se id  lands of Widell 
from w h i c h  a 3/4" pip- at the Northwesterly corner thereof bars 
N o m  00 32' Yest 22 ieet ana North 9 O  14' East 187.46 feet dis tant ,  
thence from said pomt of beginning along the Westerly and Northerly 
l i n e  of seid lands of Widell t he  following couraes and distances: 
North OD 32' West 22 feet t6 a 3/4" pipe, North 9O 11' East 187d.6 
f e e t  to a 3/4" pipe, North 73O 30' Eaet 169.72 f ee t  to a 3/4" pipe on 
t he  c a t e r l i n e  of a road, Imown *S Biders bad, thence along t he  
cen t e rme  of sa id  road sonth 6 O  49' East 113.82 f ee t  to a 3/4" pipe 
auu SOW& 30 19' East 155 f ee t  t o  a 3/1" pipe, thence lear ing said 
centerline blssterly in a direct l i n e  215 feet  more or  less t o  the 
point of begilming. 

Together u i t h  and subject to  a right of way over Riders Road. 

107-161412 
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VDL. 5 8 8 2 ~ ~ 6 ~  125 41566 I cwu No. 
F ~ w W .  1331138 , 
Loen No. 

GMNT DEED 

SEE LEW, DESCRlPllON AlTCHED HERETO AND-MDE A PART HEREOF 

‘S Ab 

Description: Santa Cruz, CA Document-Book. Page 5882.725 Page: f of 2 
Order: 954 7 739 Comment: 
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rot. 5 8 8 2 ~ ~ ~ ~  126 

lo .  l.33413-6 

Page 2 of 5 

Description: Santa Cruz, CA Document-Book. Page 5882.7 25 Page: 2 of 2 
Order: 954 1 739 Comment: 
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Un)ncarpontrd A m  
SANTA CRW 

SEE LEGAL DESCRiPTlMV ATSACHED HERETO AM) MACE A PART HEREOF 

&Description: Santa Cruz, CA Document-Year. DoclD 1997.33979 Page: 1 of 2 
- 5 9 -  Order: 954 i 739 Comment: 
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A R I M T  OF wAy.F)\rsR XUDERS ROAD. 

A.P. NO. : 207-311-02 

bDescription: Sante Cruz, CA Document-Year. DoclD 7997.33979 Page: 2 of 2 
Order: 954 7 735 Comment - 6 0 -  
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! - rMr. & Mre. Douglas P. Tart2 
,*-n~ 23 Bnor Lane *ILI 

1 
LUatmonriLle CA 95076 
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The law referred to hemin is darcrlbcd m~ l o t ! ~ ~ ~ :  

STPUATE IN  THE COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ, STATE OF W X F O R N l A  AND DESCRSBED 
AS FOLLOWS: 

'8EZIUG A PART OF THE LANDS CONVEYED TO 3ULlUS 4. WIDDELL BY DEED RECORDED 
I N  VOLUME t l l b ,  PACE l U 4 ,  OFFICIAL RECORDS OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY AND 

MORE tC3lARl.Y ESCRIBeO A5 FOLLOWS: 

8EZatNNWG AT A P O S M  ON THE WESTERLY LINE OF M I D  LANDS OF WIDELL mOpI 
Y CORNER THEREOF BEARS NORTH OQ 
T 187.46 FEET DXSTANT, THENCE FRO# 
TERlY A)6 SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAfD 
An, DJSTANGES: SOUTH Do 32' EAST 
EAST 156.30 FEET TO A 3f4" PIPE, 

P m ,  SO- by0 12' EAST 36 FEE? 

F WXDELL ON THE EASTERLY LfNE OF 

1 
25.22 FEET TO A 3/4" PIPE AT THE 

QE AkW SASD EASTERLY LINE NORTH to 
E, THENCE LuL1IZNC SAm EASTERLY LIN€ SOUTH 

NORTH 6 O  5 5 '  EAST 170 FEET TO A 3/4" PIPE, 
PEP€ ON THE CENTERLINE OF R3DERS ROAD, 

hE WE-STERLY I N  A DIRECT LXNE 215  FEET MORE 

TOGETHER WfTH AND SUBdECT TO A RlGHT OF WAY OVER RIDERS ROAD. 

107-31 1-02 

1 
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For value received Jt)HN E. KLEIN and 
IMRJOPCCE E, KLEIN, his wLfe 

ELTB? R. CUTLER, hie w i f e  
*_ GRANT --.--to JOSEPH H. CUTUR and 

5 JOINT TENANTS dl that r d  property situuie in the 

sank cnrz , State 01 California. described as lollovrs 
J _ _  of - _I.-.-. 

md A Juliur J. d i # & l l  by deed zbeordo..: in 
eoordc! of Saute Cruz  County .!& ROE 

sterly U n -  of soir i  lnnas of d i d e l l  from h i &  :, 
comer thereof hers Poi* v“ ;2’ h e s t  22 feet  
e t  distant, thsnoe from said p0iS.t of beginning 

of s:.ld 1-65 of ~ ! i d r l l  the Sollorlap. 

h 26° 06’ E c p t  ?a feet to a 3/kn p i p ,  
pi e, S-uth 6 7  East 1.’5.22 feet t3 8 
er of said lmdc  of ~ i i e l l  a the Eestsrly 

STATE OF CAUFORNIA 

County of ...Saaltc- CU . 
On JUS:..=., ... ..... 19..66 bclore me. . . . .  .tbe...?!!cfsi.~-~ . o Notary 

Public i !  end lor soid .. - ......... . County and Slatc. personally a~pemred . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
.. . .. ; I O H & E , ~ - m d . . > W D . . E  .... KLEIN.. ........................... . . . . . . . . . .  

known IO me to be the po~n.4- w h  n~.9 rub~oibad 10 the within instrument. and acknowledged :o me 

:hat .kho,S created the 

Nclrvy C X L L  Public 7 ! Y !  
:Jy cornmiasion expires - 6 3 -  
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EXHIBIT 4: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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Santa Cruz Coun Plbming Department 
TOM BURNS, D&CTOR 
701 Ocean Street, Room 400 
Santa Cruz, California 95060-4068 
Tele hone: (831) 454-2580 
FAX! (831) 454-2131 

COUNTY OF SANTA CR 

In the Matter of ) 
DAUGHTERS OF MARY, HELP OF 1 
CHRISTIANS, ) SECOND AMENDED COMPLIANCE 
Property Owners. ) AGREEMENT 

1 .  The parties to this compliance agreement are DAUGHTERS OF MARY, HELP OF 

CHRISTIANS and the SANTA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT. 

2. DAUGHTERS OF MARY, HELP OF CHRISTIANS, hereinafter referred to as “Owner” are 

the owners of record of the real property located at 605 Enos Lane, Watsonville California and 

described as Assessor’s Parcel No. 107-571 -01 and hereinafter referred to as “subject 

property”. Owner operates the Salesian Elementary (Grades K through 8) on subject property. 

3. The County alleges that the subject property is in violation of Santa Cruz County Code 

Section(s) 13.10.275 in that: 

A. Owner has exceeded the 125-student enrollment maximum allowed under USE 

PERMIT 78-1 539-U; 

B. Owner has, in the past, been in violation of the Fire Marshal’s requirements regarding 

emergency and evacuation access; 

C. Use permit 78-323-U, which established a maximum enrollment of 90 students, 

required a plan for carpooling or busing to minimize traffic on Enos Lane. This 

condition was reiterated in the subsequent permit amendment, 78- 1 539-U, which 

allowed expansion to 125 students. While the permit conditions did not set forth a 

specific vehicle limit, it is clear that the objective of minimizing traffic on Enos Lane 

1 
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has been compromised by the unauthorized increase in student enrollment and related 

4. 

5 .  

5. 

vehicular traffic, necessitating the development of an aggressive carpooling program. 

Pursuant to the original Compliance Agreement between the County and the Owner, on 

August 1 1 , 2004, Owner filed Application # 04-0384 with the County Planning Department. 

Owner seeks County approval to increase enrollment to 250 students, to widen Enos Lane, and 

to construct a new parking lot. Owner and County mutually agreed that Owner shall diligently 

pursue, and County shall diligently process, said application. Application #04-0384 requires 

environmental review, consideration by the Planning Commission at a duly noticed public 

hearing, and a final decision by the County Board of Supervisors at a duly noticed public 

hearing. 

Since a final decision on this application did not occur prior to June 30,2005, the County and 

the Salesians signed an Amended Compliance agreement on August 241h for the 2005-2006 

academic year. This amended agreement expires on June 30,2006. 

While Application #04-0384 is pending in the development review process and while 

considerable staff time has been spent on the processing of this application, a public hearing 

before the Planning Commission and final action by the Board of Supervisors will not occur 

prior to June 30, 2006. Further, both parties agree that more time for discussion and 

negotiation between the Owner, the County, and  communi^ representatives will benefit all 

parties. Therefore, it is again necessary to again execute an amended Compliance Agreement 

effective July I ,  2006. 

Owner hereby agrees as follows: 

A. Continue to comply with the corrective order issued by the County Fire Marshal 

addressing traffic congestion that amounted to an ingresdegress obstruction in 

violation of the Fire Code. This includes maintaining signage and curb coloring, 



prohibiting cars from parking along the access route around the school, and managing 

the flow of school traffic on Enos Lane so as to not create congestion that amounts to 

an obstruction; 

B. Maintain an enrollment cap of 205 students for the 2006-2007 academic school year; 

C. By August I , 2006, develop a traffic management plan (including some combination of 

carpooling, shuttle, or busing) to reduce student related school traffic in the morning 

(7:30-8:30 am) and afternoon (2:30-3:30 pm) peak periods to a maximum of 45 

vehicles total (the vehicle maximum does not include vehicles originating on upper 

Enos Lane or its side streets who have children attending Salesian School); provide a 

copy of said plan to the Planning Department by August IO: 2006, and implement this 

plan at the start of the fall school session (August 16: 2006); 

D. Require that any of the 17 off-site faculty and other school staff, who drive, to arrive 

prior to 7:30 arn to separate this traffic from the student traffic; 

E. Owner shall maintain records demonstrating compliance with these requirements, 

including staff and student peak period morning and afternoon vehicle counts, and 

shall provide those records to the County by the I 5 I h  day of each month for the 

preceding month. School officials shall do morning and afternoon unannounced peak 

period vehicle counts on the school driveway at the entrance to the school on different 

days of the week, with a minimum of 4 daily vehicle counts per month (a minimum of 

once a week during school session); 

F. Owner and County acknowledge that it will be necessary to have independent traffic 

counts on the school driveway at the entrance to the school in addition to those 

performed by school personnel. Therefore, the school shall contract with a Traffic 

Engineer by August 1,2006, to conduct random, unannounced peak morning and peak 

afternoon vehicle counts of school related vehicle traffic. School shall provide a copy 

of the executed contract with the traffic engineer to the Planning Department by 

August 10,2006. The Traffic Engineer shall be Higgins Associates or other fm 

approved by the County and shall perform such counts when requested by the County; 

'3 
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provided, however, that such independent counts shall not exceed a maximum of 6 

during the fall session and, if necessary, an additional 6 during the spring session. 

G. I f  initiated and processed by the residents on upper and lower Enos Lane and their side 

streets, owner shall install two speed humps on lower Enos Lane by August I ,  2006 or 

as soon as practical thereafter after receiving the written consent of the residents on 

upper and lower Enos Lane and their side streets (with one vote to each residence 

served by Enos Lane beyond the school access driveway and two votes for each 

residence served by Enos Lane before the school access driveway) and agreement as to 

the desired location of said speed humps; 

H. Owner shall prepare an emergency evacuation plan and obtain approval of said plan by 

the County Fire Marshal by August 1,2006, and shall provide a copy of the approved 

plan to the County prior to the commencement of the 2006-2007 academic school year; 

Owner agrees to continue to participate in mutual problem solving meetings with 

neighborhood representatives throughout the term of this agreement through Owner’s 

1. 

standing 3 member committee chaired by parent Andrew Kreefi; and 

J .  Owner agrees to continue to require parents to review and sign a parent handbook that 

details the School’s expectations regarding traffic management and safety, emergency 

evacuation plan, and courteous driving, as well as the consequences of violations of the 

school’s policies. 

This agreement does not constitute approval of any existing uses at the property other than 

those expressly granted in previous County permits, nor does it restrict in any way the 

authority of the decision-making body, the County Board of Supervisors, to approve, deny, or 

otherwise condition any permit applications that come before them. This agreement does not 

constitute a waiver of the County’s ability to pursue all legal remedies against the owner for 

compliance with existing permit conditions and/or approvals, should the County deem such 

action necessary in the future. Without waiving any of Owner’s rights, Owner acknowledges 

the County’s intent to take further enforcement action to reduce student enrollment to the 

- 6 9 -  
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9. 

alleged permitted level (presently 125 students) for the 2007-2008 and subsequent academic 

years if Owner withdraws Application # 04-0384, if the County abandons said application, or 

if the application to increase enrollment is denied. 

This agreement is null and void on July 1,2007 or prior if any of the following occur: the 

Owner does not materially comply with any of the terms set forth above in this agreement; if 

Application # 04-0384 to amend Use Permit 78-1 539 U is subsequently withdrawn by the 

applicant or abandoned by the County; or upon final action by the County Board of 

Supervisors on the Use Permit amendment application. This agreement does not constitute a 

waiver of any rights of the Owner. 

Sister Charlotte Greer represents to the Planning Department that she is authorized to agree to 

the above terms and to execute this Compliance Agreement on behalf of Daughters of Mary, 

Help of Christians for the Salesians School. 

10. Owner understands that compliance with the terms of this agreement will enhance its relations 

with its neighbors and provide the Planning Department a technical basis for evaluating and 

making recommendations with regard to Owner's pending application to expand enrollment at 

the school. 

"W As t Planning Director, County of Santa Cruz 

5 
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EXHIBIT 5: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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Law Offices of 

DENNIS J. Kl3HOE 
Law Corporation 

3 11  Bonita Drive 
Aptos, California 95003 

(831) 662-8444 FAX (831) 662-0227 

March 27,2007 

lHand-Delivered] 

BOSSO WILLIAMS 
ATTENTION: BOB BOSSO, ESQ. 
133 Mission Street, Suite 280 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Salesian Sisters, County Planning Commission No. 04-0384 
March 28,2007, Item 10 

Dear Bob: 

I received a copy of your March 20,2007, letter to the Planning Commission. You 
indicate that your clients own APN 107-461-25, 350 Hames Road. Santa Cruz Title 
Company has provided copies of the deeds in the chain of title to your clients’ property, 
all of which specifically mention “Rider Road” and that their property is to the east of 
Rider Road. Additionally, the owners of your clients’ property deeded a water tank lot to 
the City of Watsonville (APN 107-46 1-02) and that description makes specific reference 
to the survey of the 40’ Rider Road right-of-way approved by the Board of Supervisors on 
July 16, 1883. I was also provided by Kim Mattos a map prepared by Stan Nielsen, Mid 
Coast Engineers. Enclosed is a copy of the same. A s  indicated on that map, Enos Lane 
is within the right-of-way. 

Furthermore, your clients’ property including an old barbed wire fence is at a 
significant higher elevation than Enos Lane. This elevation differential varies anywhere 
from approximately two (2) to four (4) feet in height. Moreover, Enos Lane (Rider Road) 
has been in open use for decades. 

As mentioned to you in our recent telephone conversation, the Salesian Sisters 
interest in a walkway over your clients’ property. Also, my clients have no have 

interest in widening Enos Lane to 24‘. 

If you or your clients have any questions, please contact me at your earliest 
convenience. 

Very truly yours, 

DENNIS 
DENNIS J. KEHOE 

DJK:jlc; Enclosure 
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EXHIBIT 6: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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Law Offices of 

DENNIS J. KEHOE 
Law Corporation 

Aptos, California 95003 
3 1 1 Bonita Drive 

(83 1 )  662-8444 FAX (831) 662-0227 

January 20,2005 

HAND-DELIVERED 

TOM BURNS, Planning Director 
SAN’rA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
701 Ocean Street, 4* Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Application No. 04-0384; 
Appeal To The Planning Director from the January 6,2005, Staff 
Person Determination That The Application I s  Incomplete. 

Dear Mr. Burns: 

This letter shall constitute the appeal of the applicant and aggrieved person 
from the January 6,  2005, letter of Rmdall Adams, staff planner, asserting that 
the application above referenced is incomplete. You are requested to review this 
appeal with the applicant/appellant and its representatives. We will make 
ourselves available to you at your convenience. (In the meantime, we will be 
available to meet with Mark Deming to address and, hopefully, reasonably resolve 
the outstanding issues) For your benefit, the appeal has been divided into several 
sections; Brief Background, Overall Appeal, and Other Appeal Items. 

I. 
BRIEF BACKGROUND 

A. Although not all inclusive, the following is a brief background with 
respect to the applicant. The Salesian Sisters have been in their existing location 
since 1975. Prior to their purchase of the property, Enos Lane, formerly know as 
Rider Road, was the historic access to the Salesian Sisters’ property. Moreover, 
the Grant Deed to the Sisters specifically includes an appurtenant “right-of-way 
40-feet wide” from their property “southerly to Hames Road, a County Road.” 
Please refer to the recorded Grant Deed, a copy of which was provided to you with 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
(Salesian Sisters) January 20,2005 

Page 1 
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the application submitted on August 1 1, 200b. Additionally, the County of Santa 
Cruz previously issued various permits including, but not necessarily limited to, 
75-600-U; 77-557-U; 78-323-U; 78- 1538-U; and 88-1 105. The County permits, 
either specifically or generally, required the Salesian Sisters to use Enos Lane as 
the same exists from the Salesian Sisters property to Hames Road. Further, the 
use of Enos Lane from the Salesian Sisters property to Hames Road has been open 
and continuous since long before the Salesians’ Grant Deed in 1975. 

- B. Additionally, the County never before required a “guarantee” of the 
Salesian Sisters’ right to use Enos Lane. Rather, the County, at various times, 
has required some improvement by the Salesian Sisters or contribution towards 
improvement by the Salesian Sisters of Enos Lane. And such improvements were 
made as requested by the County. Furthermore, various building permits, septic 
system permits, and other County permits have been issued to the Salesian 
Sisters all either explicitly or implicitly contemplating the use of Enos L a n  from 
the Sisters’ property to Harnes Road. 2 

- C. Although the Salesian Sisters submitted the above referenced 
application, they specifically did not waive any of their rights in submitting the 
application. (See Compliance Agreement) On August 11, 2004, the Salesian 
Sisters submitted this application to the County of Santa Cruz, Planning 
Department. The application is dated by the County 8/ 1 1 /2004, and designated 
as Application No. 04-0384. Extensive material meeting all legitimate County 
criteria was submitted at that time. Nevertheless, a letter dated September 9, 
2004, of “incompleteness” w a s  transmitted by the project planner to Salesian 
Sisters. In response to that letter, a correspondence dated December 9, 2004, 
together with extensive documentation was delivered on behalf of the Sisters to 
the County with supporting data. Once again, a January 6, 2005, letter was 
transmitted by the project planner purporting that the application is uincomplete” 
and wanting yet more information, and indicating the applicant has a right to 
appeal his decision to you as the Planning Director. The letter of January 6,2005, 
and all contents therein contained are appealed to you. Hopefully, you will meet 
with us before deciding our appeal. 

- D. The Salesian Sisters have always used this property for religious 
assembly and as a religious institution. This includes, but is not limited to, 
praise and worship of God, Godly student education, and other religious activities, 
all of which are protected by the state and federal constitutions and other laws 
including, but not limited to, the Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons 
Act (RLUIPA) and the federal Civil Rights Act. Even aside from the historic use by 
the Salesian Sisters of the property, the County is prohibited from imposing 
substantial burdens on the Sisters’ assemblies and activities unless it is doing so 
in furtherance of a compelling government interest gt& the County uses the least 
restrictive means of furthering that compelling interest. 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
(Salesian Sisters) January 20,2005 
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11. 
OVERALL APPEAL 

A. Permit Streamlininp Act. 

Prior to the enactment of the Permit Streamlining Act, the legislative history 
of that law reveals the following abuses. Land use applicants would submit 
applications to public agencies. The public agencies would request more 
information which was then provided. In turn, the additional information was 
used as a spring-board to ask for yet more information. Applicants expended 
significant funds in order to meet these on-going requests for “further information” 
just to get the agency to process their applications. Even aside from the 
significant expenditure in an attempting to respond to the requests and further 
requests, significant time was lost in even starting the application process. Thus, 
the Legislature enacted the Permit Streamlining Act. Among other items, that Act  
requires that the County compile a list that “shall specify in detail the information 
that will be required from any applicant.” Government Code §65940(a) Here, the 
Salesian Sisters provided information complying with legitimate County criteria. 
The requests for ufurther information” contained in the January 6, 2005, letter is 
- not in compliance with the Permit Streamlining Act. Therefore, the application 
is complete and the land use processing must commence. 

B. The January 6, 2005. Request For Further Information Ls 
Unreasonabie, Arbitrarv, And Substantiallv Burdensome. 

(1) The information requested in the January 6, 2005, letter is 
extremely detailed and is not necessary in order to process this application. This 
includes, but is not limited to, the staff planner’s detailed and conflicting requests 
which mav in some respects be appropriate but only aRer approval of the 
application. Additionally, some of the demands are totally unreasonable and 
contrary to law. For example, Mr. Martin (Public Works) wants 24-feet of Enos 
Lane surface, an additional +foot buffer, and an additional 4- fOOt  walkway. (32 
feet in total whereas the existing is 18-feet for the most part!) This is ridiculous. 
The people in the area and the applicant want po more than 18-feet of surface as 
shown on the Ifland plans submitted to the Planning Department. 

(2) In addition, the January 6, 2005, letter now demands a 
uguarantee” of the right-of-way. This is unreasonable, arbitrary, extremely 
burdensome, and beyond the County’s jurisdiction. The County has approved 
numerous permits to the Sisters, all requiring usage of Enos Lane to Hames Road. 
Enos Lane was always used, even prior to the purchase of the property by the 
Salesian Sisters. The grant deed to Salesian Sisters specifically conveys a 40- 
foot right-of-way to Hames Road. Under the California Recording Act, this 
recorded right-of-way is binding whether intervening property deeds make 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Sants Cruz County Planning Department 
(Salesian Sisters) L---- iy 20,2005 - 7 6 -  Pa- 



reference to the 40-foot right-of-way or not. Furthermore, Enos Land has  been 
used, repaired, and improved for more than 25-years. Additionally, there are 
numerous survey maps of Enos Lane (Rider Road) of record and in the County 
Public Works Department (e.g. 14 Maps 45; 22 Maps 57; 29 Maps 17; 62 Map 13; 
Public Work file A2-66). Moreover, additional information has been submitted 
showing that Enos Lane was formerly known as Rider Road and that that right-of- 
way has existed for approximately 100-years. Ifland Engineers have also mapped 
the right-of-way on its submittals to the County. Additionally, the multiple 
County permits issued to the Sisters confirm that Enos Lane to Hames Road is the 
right-of-way to their property. 

The “guarantee” of the right-of-way is contrary to numerous prior County 
permits granted to the Salesian Sisters. I t  is contrary to the usage of Enos Lane 
for decades. It is contrary to common sense, extremely burdensome, and beyond 
the County’s jurisdiction. Further, it is not required by any legitimate “County 
list” criteria. Nevertheless, without waiving any rights, enclosed is the October 
2004, Title Report from Stewart Title Guarantee Company. 

(3) The SaIesian Sisters have met the legitimate County requested 
items. “Further information” is necessary in order to process this application. 
Consequently, the application is complete. You are requested to accept the 
application of the Salesian Sisters as complete and begin the permit processing. 

111. 
OTHER APPEAL ITEMS. 

Appeal of the January 6, 2005, staff project planner letter is taken and 
reference is made to the numbered paragraphs in that letter. 

- 1. This request is unreasonable; arbitrary; never before requested; not 
on the legitimate County information list; not with the jurisdiction of the County 
to require; ownership information has been previously provided; imposes 
substantial burden on the Salesian Sisters and is in the least restrictive 
means in furtherance of any compelling interest; irrelevant, especially in view of 
prior and current usage of Enos Lane and prior County permits issued to 
applicant. 

Without waiving any of applicant’s rights, enclosed is the October 28,2004, 
Title Report of Stewart Title Company, see Parcels Three, Four, and Five - right-of- 
way over Rider Road “40-feet wide” “Southerly to Hames Road, a County Road.” 
The applicant’s additional submittals included recorded maps confirming that 
“Rider Road” is also known as “Enos Lane.” Also, Ifland Engineers submitted 
copies of County Public Work’s maps and recorded maps confirming existence and 
location of Enos Lane and that “Rider Road” is also known as Enos Lane. 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
(Salesian Sisters’-j -try 20,2005 
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Moreover, Ifland Engineers also submitted detailed Enos Lane lmprovement plans 
including cross-sections and notations. 

- 2. All the objections to #1 above are incorporated herein by this 
reference as objections to #2. Additionally, the staff planner incorrectly asserts 
that it is “unclear as to what access rights were intended to be displayed by the 
old maps ...” In that staff planner’s September 9, 2004, letter to applicant asking 
for more information, the staff planner, himself, requested information that PEnos 
Lane used to be called Rider Road.” These older maps, both recorded and  the 
County maps, show, among other items, that Enos Lane used to be known as 
Rider Road. 

Furthermore, all of applicant’s submittals including those in response to 
staff planner’s September 9,2004, were organized, properly bound and delivered 
to the Planning Department. What happened once the County had the 
documentation is not applicant’s responsibility, although applicant will cooperate 
with the Planning Department in order to organize or reorganize the submitted 
documentation and/ or provide additional requested copies. 

2a. All the objections to #1 & #2 above are by this reference 
incorparated herein in response to #2a. 

2b. All the objections to #1 & #2, and %2a above are by this 
reference incorporated herein in response to #2b. This information is already 
contained in applicant’s previous submittals including the details of Ifland’s Enos 
Lane lmprovement Plans. 

2c. All the objections to #1,# 2.# 2a, and #2b are incorporated 
herein by this reference in response to 2c. Additionally, this information.has 
already been adequately provided for purposes of a complete application. The staff 
is unreasonable for purposes of a complete application. 

- 3. Comments. 

All the objections to #1,# 2. #2a, #2b, and #2c are incorporated 
herein a though fully set forth herein in response to 3 Comments. Moreover, 
the applicant has already submitted the legitimate required County information 
for a completed application. 

The Comments, and each of them, are seeking information which is 
extremely expensive to applicant to obtain, if it is obtainable at all. Further, the 
same is not required for a completed application. Moreover, some of the 
requested additional information mav be appropriate post land use approval but 
& to complete the application. Attached and incorporated is the January 20, 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
(Salesian Sisters) January 20,2005 
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2005, letter of David Robinson. 

Please also confirm that the “30” day compliance period was met. It appears 
that it was not. 

V q  truly yours, 
F D E i j i - i j i O E ,  Law Corporati& 

L 
DENNIS J. KEHOE, Attofid 
Applicant and Appellant 

SALESIAN SISTERS, DAUGHTERS OF 
MARY HELP OF CHRISTIANS 

DJK:jlc 
Enclosures 

Tom Burns, Planning Director, Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
(Salesian Sisters) January 20, 2005 
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01/20/’2005 1 6 : 3 1  FAX: 6 3 1  4 6 6 _ 3 ’ i  STRATEGlC CY 
L. : ,-. . . . Iw uuz 

lis' Strategic 
A Construction Management” 

January 20,2005 

Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
Attn: Tom Bums, Planning Director 
701 Ocean Smt, 4& Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Applicatim No. 04-0384; 
Appeal to the Planning Director from the January 6,2005, staff person 
determination that the application is incomplete. 

Dear Mr. Bums: 

Regarding the application for the Salesian Sisters Schoo! and the letter response requirements 
from the County of Santa Cruz dated January 6,2005, please note the foliowing: 

I. The deeds and t b  report pmvided originally with our application clearly and specffical\y 
include the 40 foot easement and right of way for €nos Lane. All title reports are backed 
by the typical “Tit4 Insurance” reports. Please find encrosed another copy from a 
secondary source, Stewarf Title Guarantee Company, dated 70/28/04 that again 
substantiates the 40 foot easement and right of way. 

2. Ail We reports, plans and documentafion quested by the County were submitted in the 
required format, in the exact order requested, and were clearfy labeled, stapled, bound 
and folded. Please refer to your letter dated 9/4/04 and OW ~ s p o n s e  dated 42/9/04 for the 
format of massernbling the documents submitted to the County of Santa CNZ. The plans 
were in order and bound separately as road plans and sitedparking lot plans when 
submitted. The single sheets submitted were only to show to you that Enos Lane used to 
be R i r  Road. These pages should not be bound with the other development plans. The 
purpose of these pages was explained in item #2 of our letter dated 12/9/04 and was in 
direct mponse to your item #2 of your letter dated 9M#O4- With all do respect, please read 
the accompanying letter of each submittal. 

2. a. b. c. and comments 

It is the opinion of the Salesian Sisters and our consultants that all rights of way, deeds, 
existing and proposed road widths, and property m e r  deeds as requested by the County 
of Sa& Cruz have been submitted and are described as accurately as can be provided. 
The 40 foot right of way described in the Saksian Sisters’ deed goes over the existing 
m d .  In general convention it is shown as being 20 feet an either side of the aenter l i  of 
the existing mad. This is shown in plain view and deariy noted on the plans. As our letter 
of 1U9W deady states, we do not see any point in providing you with other people’s 
rights of way, as these are not germane. 
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Saksbn Sisters School ApplicaVon 1Y04-0384 
Mr. Torn Burns 
Page 2 

AMU@ necessary for a complete application, additional greding volumes, cut 
and fill bbls and cut detaHs for existing berms, fwther drainage mlwlations, 
detaits fcx the existing omsite drainage system, and other detailed documentation auld 
later be provided with respect to the currently proposd plans by Ifland Engineers 16 
sheets regarding the road and 3 sheets regarding the pafkhg lot]. These plans can be wst 
stamped and signed when they we final plans. Hawever, generating m m  detailed 
information at this point WUM quire that the Sakssiens S i s  expend more money. 
Until it is decided whether or not a pathway will be required, and exactly bow wide the 
roadway should be, it is not useful to 
further details. 

Further money and energy in providing any 

YOU haye OUT pmposal of an 18 foot wide road, with 24 feet in width far the first 40 feet, 
and a pgthway up to the top of the first hili separated from the madway by an asphalt 
berm. This is our current proposal and should be the plroposa! you take b the hearing. 
Any other design should be a result of a pubk hearing, at which point we will provide 
wtratwer reawnable detalls am nscsersary on implementation plans. It appears at 
this point that neither the sisters nor the neighbors may want the pathway. The pathway 
was a response to ihe initial neighborhood meet*hg held mgarding this p m c t  and was 
intended not for siucjents walkii  b ttte Salesians school, but for neighborhood ctWm 
w~tking down fhe hill fn their bus stap at Un3 boffwn of hKzs Lane. The Sisters are open to 
either having or not having this pathway. 

The sanitation disposal system worlcs pmpewfy and has done so over the years. Abo, H 
has already been upgraded and approved for !he schocrl population of 250 students. [see 
EHS, John Ricker report of 12/17/03; Cost letter of 12/9/04; and Peter Haase tetter 
of 12mm .] 

In closing, as per your tetter dated January 19,2005 to Mr. Dennis K e h o e ,  Attorney for the 
Salesian Sisters, the school is very hopeful that in our next meeting fie sched and the County 
can adequately address the outstanding issues that a h  this a p p l i i i n  tu be deemed 
complete. 
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CONDITION OF TITLE REPORT 

STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY 
herein calhdthe Company 

G 1578- 50503 

SUBJECT TO THE TERMS, LLMITATIONS AND CONDITIONS OF THE 
APPLICATION FOR THIS CONDITION OF TITLE REPORT, WHICH 

APPLICATION, OR COPY THEREOF, IS ATTACHED HERETO 
AND MADE A PART THEREOF 

REPORTS 

To the party named in Schedule A, that as disclosed by the Title Instruments, the ownership of 
and the defects, liens and encumbrances against the Interest in the Land areas shown in 
Schedule B. 

A J I ~  claim or other notice to the company shall be in writing and shall be addressed to the 
Company at the issuing office or to 

Stewart Title Guaranty Company 
Claims Department 

1980 Post Oak Blvd., Suite 800 
Houston, Texas 77056 

THIS REPORT IS NOT VALID AND THE COMPANY SHALL HAVE NO LLABLLITY 
HEREUNDER UNLESS THE APPLICATION REFERRED TO ABOVE, OR COPY 
THEREOF, IS ATTACHED HERETO. 

STEWART TITLE GUAWLNTY COMPANY 

Counter Sibature  1 
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EXHIBIT 7: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

701 OCEAN W E T .  4” FLOOR. -A CRUZ. CA 95060 
(831) 454-2580 FAX: (831) 454-2131 TM): (831) 454-2123 

TOM BURNS, PUNNING DIRECTOR 

April 5,2005 

Mr. Dennis Kehoe 
311 Bonita Drive 
Aptos, CA 95003 

RE: Appeal of Application Completeness Determination 
Application No. 04-0384 
B. Cost for Salesian S i e r s  

Dear Mr. Kehoe: 

We received your appeal of the determination of incompleteness on this application on 
January 20,2005. You and I met on January 25* to discuss the requested information and to 
define what Wuki be required for the application to be deemed complete. Since then, we have 
received revised plans for the roadway improvements to €nos Lane and additional information 
from Strategic Construction addressing some of the details that had been requested. Although 
not all of the materials requested have been submitted, I feel that sufficient information has 
been submitted to deem it complete. Therefore, I am upholding your appeal and determining 
that the application is compiete for processing. 

The next step in the permit review process is the CEQA review, where an Initial Study is 
prepared to analyze the potential impacts of the project. As I discussed with you on March 
16’, several of the outstanding technical requirements for the project will have to be resolved 
before environmental review can be completed. These indude approval by Environmental 
Health Services (EHS) of a preliminary design for advanced treatment for the septic system, 
approval of preliminary designs for the drainage systems serving the new construction by 
Public Works and some minor details regarding the grading proposed. In my conversations 
with EHS, it was clear that Peter Haase knows what is needed to complete the septic system- 
upgrade design and lfland Engineers has a long history of meeting County requirements for all 
typesofprojects. - 
It is my hope that these technical details can be resolved expeditiously. If you have any 
additional questions or concerns about this project, do not hesitate to telephone me at 454- 
31 83. 

Mark M. Deming, 
Assistant 

cc: R. Adams 
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EXHIBIT 8: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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Mar 29 06 0S:OSp Di+-e Mcadc 
\ 

, I  

831 -7-,-0273 
I . :  -. . 

Transpormiian quotes were solicitsd and r d v c d  fiom three companies: Michacl’s 
Tmqoxtation &ice, Durham School Scrvims, and Laidlaw Education Services. All 
compmio~ ognt tbat to pnwidc service fiom the Wabonvillc and Aptos regions fbr our 
cumxit r(rtudant body taquirts four busses. costs arc as follows: 

Michael’s $365/bus S146Wd8y $262,80O&ear 

Durhm WSO/bus S1,8Wday $324.- 
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EXHIBIT 9: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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FALI, CREEK ENGINEERING, INC. 
Civil e Envimnmedal e Water Resource Engineering arid Sciences 
i e l  (831: 426 9051 

----_)I .“_*-..- ~ - - - -- - .-,r.-- 8%-~x--.....”w-% 

P.O. Box 7894. Santa Cruz. CA 95051 

March 4, 2005 

Santa Cmz County Planning Department 
Attn: Randall Adam 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Subject: Application No. 04-03843 
Septic System for Salesian Sisters School 
APN 107-57 1-01 

Dear Mr. Adams: 

Fall Creek Enginccring, Inc. (FCE) has preparcd this lcttcr to inform you that the existing 
septic system is operating satisfactorily at the current level of use. Based on iiifonnation 
preprcd hy the County o f  Santa Ciuz, Ilealtli Services Agency, the existing system 
capacity was detemiined to be adequate to accoininodate a school student population of 
250 people, which with I concur. 

To iiiaintaiii the system in good working order, I would recommend that the Sc.hool 
conduct semi-annual monitoring of thc system. To this end, I would further reconimeiid 
that the School have the scptic system pumped and inspected twice a year to monitor ils 
condition. 

Thank you for your attention in this matter. If you have any questions or require 
additional itifonnation, please do not hesitate to contact me at (83 1) 426-9054. 

Sincerely, 

PETER NAASE 
Principal Enginecr 

Cc: Sr. Charlotte Greer, Corralitos 
Dennis Kehoe, Aptos 
David Kobison, Santa Cruz 

RECEIVED 
MAR 0 7 2005 

G.! rEGlC C.M. 

- 8 8 -  



EXHIBIT 10: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

App 1 i cant : 

GEORGE DAVIS FOR SALESIAN SISTERS, BY SISTER MARY HELEN 
Name of Project, if any: 

Project Location: 
West side of Enos Lane (605 Enos Lane), 1 mile north of Hames Road. 
Corralitos Area. 

Project Description: 
Zoning Appl to rezone from REC to UBS-40. Appl to amend Use Permit 
78-323-U to operate a school for Grades K, 1, 5, 6 ,  7, and 0 by 
expanding the school facilities to include Grades 2, 3, 4, 9, 10, 11 
and 12 in existing buildings. 

APN : 107-121-60 - 

F i l e  NO. 
78- 935-2 
78-1539-U 

Staff Person: 
Suzanne Kulick 

Telephone: 
(408)  425-2191 X - - 425-2286 

Findin%: This project will not have a significant effect on the environment as documented 
in the Initial Study on this project attached to the original of this notice, on 
file with the Community Resources Agency, County of Santa Cruz, 701 Ocean Street, 
Santa rCruz, California. 

Mitigation Measures or Conditions: 

Negative Declaration with Conditions: 

1. Until the roadway is improved to Fire Marshall Standards of 16-foot width or 
until the formation of an assessment district to accomplish the required road 
improvements, the school operation shall be limited to Grades K-8 with a maximum 
of 125 students. There is a continuing requirement for carpooling or busing. 

2. When the roadway is improved per Condition #1 (above) or when an assessment 
district to accomplish the improvements is formed, the total number of students 
may be increased to 250 Students, Grades K-12. 

Date approved by Environmental Review Committee: 

Review period ends: 3-15-79 

Jan Winters 

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION (If project is approved, complete file this notice with Clerk 
of the Board.) 

4 

The final approval of this project was granted by: 

on . No EIR was prepared under CEQA. 
(Decision-making body) 

Date completed notice filed 
with Clerk of the Board: 

Rev. 4/78 

BY 
Clerk of decision-making body 

Tii:le : 

-- b - 
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EXHIBIT 11: 
Letter dated March 27, 2007, of Dennis J. Kehoe to 

Santa Cruz County Planning Commission 
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Law Offices of 

Law Corporation 
3 1 1 Bonita Drive 

Aptos, California 95003 

Dennis J. Kehoe 

(831) 662-8444 Fax (83 1) 662-0227 

March 16,2006 

Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
Attn: Paia Levine 
701 Ocean Street, 4‘h Floor 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Application 04-0384; Salesian Sisters’ School, K-8 

Dear Ms. Levine: 
The undersigned was recently provided copies of two (2) letters addressed to you; 

one letter is from Dianne Castellanos dated Feb. 27, 2006, and a second undated letter is 
from her husband, Andrew Fidandis. Both letters contain a number of inaccuracies, 
errors, and misstatements concerning facts; history; County permits, procedures and 
compliance therewith; and make many unsupported accusations against, among other 
people, the Salesian Sisters and their students and parents. Each and every such 
allegation, misstatement, innuendo, and accusation contained in those letters made 
against the Salesian School and the Sisters, parents, and children is specifically denied. 
Although not all inclusive, the following is highlighted. 

For your information, Salesian facilities have been serving the people of this 
County since the 1920s, and the Sisters have owned the Enos Lane property since 1975, 
long before Ms. Castellanos and her husband moved to the h o s  Lane area three years 
ago. The Sisters are not temporary. They have a history and future in Santa Cruz County 
of serving the people of our area. 

Moreover, the Salesian Sisters’ stated purpose is to educate through “reason, 
religion, and loving kindness” thereby strengthening family bonds and civic 
responsibility. Concerning ethnic diversity, 24% of the students are Hispanic, and the 
Sisters themselves are very ethnically diverse. Further, the Sisters provide an affordable 
religious education to children of working parents and children of single working mothers 
by offering their contributed services and helping families in financial crisis when 
necessary. The Salesian Sisters’ school is definitely poJ a “for-profit” institution but 
exists for the common good of society by promoting the education of youth. 

Recently, the Sisters held an evening meeting on Feb. 28, 2006, at the school for 
any interested people in the Enos Lane area. The meeting was moderated by Andy Kreeft. 
David Robison, the Sisters’ consultant, made an overall presentation and responded to 
inquires for those who had questions. Moreover, there was a general discussion among 
those in attendance. Although I did not make a head count, I would estimate that there 
were 25 to 35 people who attended the meeting. Many of the people where apparently 
from “upper” Enos Lane. Nevertheless, a woman who has lived and owned a home on 



“lower” Enos Lane near Hames Road since 979, spoke to all present and confirmed that 
the Salesian carpool is working; that the school drivers are courteous and drive safely; 
and that the Salesian Sisters and the Salesian school are a benefit to the genera] 
neighborhood. Moreover, a mother of young school children who also lives on Enos Lane 
stated that the school, the parents, and the carpool drivers are courteous and an asset to 
the area. Her children attend public school and not the Salesian Sisters K-8 school. 

Near the end of the meeting, Mr. Robison asked if anyone was opposed to the 
Sisters’ pending application with the County and only one man raised his hand. When 
asked why he opposed the application, he stated that, in his opinion, the Sisters should 
- not have to go through the County processes in the first place. He also is a residenvowner 
of property on Enos Lane. 

-- 

C: Sisters Theresa and Charlotte, Salesian Sisters school. Corralitos, CA 
Provincial Office of Daughters of Mary Help of Christian, 
Attn: Sisters Sandra Neaves and Claudette Germain 
David Robison, Strategic Construction Management 
Supervisor Ellen Pirie 
Analyst Robin Musitelli 
Planning Director Tom Bums 
Assistant Planning Director David Lee 
Staff Planner Randall Adams 
Gustavo Gonzales 
Assessor Gary Hazelton 
Sheriff-Coroner Steve Robbins 
Fire Chief Corralitos Fire Station Ron Prince 
California Insurance Commissioner John Garamendi 
California Department of Insurance Legal Division 
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