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June 23, 2024 

SANTA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING COMMISION 
701 OCEAN ST.  
SANTA CRUZ, CA.  95060 

Re: Application No. 231069 (1960 Maciel Avenue); Storm Water Management Plan 

To Whom It May Concern 

My Family is the owner of 1922 Maciel Avenue (APN 029-121-01), adjacent and 

immediately downstream of the proposed development.  We prepared our response 

with the strong support of our Civil Engineer and land use attorney.   

From what we can discern from the application, the proposed Storm Water 

Management Plan (SWM) includes emergency release of storm water through our 

property.  Some of the inconsistencies in the staff report are: 

1. Sheet C5.1 shows “safe overland release” at the SE corner of 029-391-09 where 

it borders 029-121-01. In the attached letter dated May 1, 2024 from C2G Civil 

Consultants Group, it was stated that the overflow path would be relocated to the 

pre-development point of discharge. This is noted on page 12 of the Staff Report 

which reads "Safe overflow for storms exceeding 100-year storm design will 

follow existing patterns and route to an existing drainpipe located between lot 

numbers four and five." (This should read lot number three and four). The 

elevations currently shown in the plan set do not support this. The current 

grading from NE to SE shows a drop in elevation of more than 10 feet, with the 

low point being the SE corner of the parcel, which means that all overland water 

would flow to the SE corner of the parcel during a stormwater drainage system 

failure. 
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2. On Sheet C3.1, can the developer please indicate the INV of the 5 LF of 12” 

HDPE and the INV of the 83 LF of 12” HDPE within the drain at the SE corner of 

Lot #4?  

We agree to only accept the historical volume of storm water through our existing 

underground pipe near the border of Lots 3 and 4.  We will not accept any overland 

surface release water. 

Attached please find: 

• A letter from our Civil Engineer, Michael Goodhue stating requests for additional 

information. 

• A copy of the storm drainage calculations for our past development 029-121-01. 

• A copy of the aforementioned letter from C2G Engineering to Alyson Tom. 

We request you include Michael Goodhue's recommendations in the Tentative Map for 

the proposed development. 

S INCERELY,  
 
 
CARL WASHBURN 
1922 MACIEL AVENUE, 
SANTA CRUZ,  CA.  95062 
831-588-0651;  CWLOUIS1@GMAIL.COM 



PO Box 1914, Aptos, Ca. 95001 MichaelGoodhuepe@gmail.com (831)763-1661 www.mfgengineers.org 
 

 
 
May 21, 2024 
 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
 
RE:  Application No. 231069 (1960 Maciel Avenue) as it may affect 
        1922 Maciel Av, Santa Cruz; APN 029-121-01   
 
I am writing to voice a word of caution regarding the above referenced proposed development at 1960 
Maciel Avenue. Based on information provided to date the proponents of the above referenced 
development, hereinafter referred to as “Developer”, intend to use my client’s property at 1922 Maciel 
Avenue for overland storm water release.  Please find attached a letter from the Developer’s engineering 
showing the proposed overland release location.  I believe that the tentative map should be conditioned to 
address this issue. 
 
The proposed design needs to show mitigation of additional post development and construction term 
overflow runoff across 1922 Maciel Avenue.   
 
I believe that the following should be added to the Tentative Map conditions: 

1. The Developer shall provide storm drain calculations quantifying the existing and proposed 100 
year return period storm water release at the proposed overland release location. All 
calculations shall be made available to the owner of 1922 Maciel Avenue, hereinafter referred 
to as “Owner”, for review by his/her engineers.   

2. Developer shall design a storm drain inlet, with improvements on developer’s property, that 
will optimize flow into the existing 12” diameter storm drain pipe that crosses the parcel at 
1922 Maciel Avenue.  Developer shall determine if the 12” diameter pipe and new inlet is 
adequately sized to pass the 100 year return period storm from the new development. If not, 
Developer shall propose mitigations to address any overflow from this pipe. It may be 
necessary to provide additional conveyance out to Maciel Avenue.  All calculations and 
proposed designs shall be made available to the owner for review and comment by his/her 
engineers.  

3. Developer shall provide a robust consttuciton term erosion and sediment control design for any 
construction term runoff onto 1922 Maciel Avenue. 

4. Developer shall enter into an agreement with the owner for long term maintenance of these 
overland release improvements and clean up, restoration and mitigation of any damage caused 
by any future overland release.  All work shall be paid by the developer.  These conditions shall 
carry forward to the new development home owner’s association. 

5. Developer shall enter into an easement agreement with the owner whereby the owner will be 
compensated for the increased stormwater flow across his property. 

Please contact me if you have any questions or if any further clarification is necessary. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Michael F. Goodhue, P.E., L.S. 
 
Attachment 

mailto:MichaelGoodhuepe@gmail.com


 

 
 

C2G   4444 Scotts Valley Drive, Suite 6, Scotts Valley, CA 95066-4529 

831/438-4420 • Fax 831/438-5829 • [name]@c2gengrs.com • www.civilconsultantsgroup.com 

 

 

 
May 1, 2024 

 

 

Attn: Alyson Tom 

County of Santa Cruz 

Public Works - Drainage 

701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor 

Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

 

 

Subject:  1960 Maciel Ave. 21-Lot Residential Subdivision 

    Proposed Drainage Memorandum  
     
 

Dear Mrs. Tom, 

 

The above-mentioned project is being prepared to go before the Planning Commission for approval. 

 

Due to some recent comments from Public Works Encroachment, the proposed site layout has been slightly 

altered to address comments pertaining to individual driveways and pedestrian access. Due to these minor 

changes, adjustments will need to be made to the stormwater calculations to reflect the new impervious area 

totals. C2G shall ensure that the final mitigation design will be updated to account for final impervious and semi-

impervious areas.  

 

In addition to the calculations, the neighbor to the south of the proposed project expressed a concern with our 

previously proposed overland point-of-release (southeasterly corner). The previously proposed overland 

release  C2G has revised the Safe Overflow Routing to meet the pre-development point-of-discharge. Below is 

Exhibit “A” which depicts the existing and currently proposed overflow path. 

 

If you have any questions, please call my office. Thank you. 

 

Very truly yours, 

 

C2G/CIVIL CONSULTANTS GROUP, Inc. 

 

 
 

David Dauphin       Todd Creamer 

Vice President / Associate Engineer    President / Principal Engineer 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 

C2G   4444 Scotts Valley Drive, Suite 6, Scotts Valley, CA 95066-4529 

831/438-4420 • Fax 831/438-5829 • [name]@c2gengrs.com • www.civilconsultantsgroup.com 

Exhibit “A” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Existing Overflow Path 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Proposed Overflow Path 

 

OVERFLOW PATH
VIA DRAIN PIPE

OVERFLOW PATH
VIA DRAIN PIPE



























PUBLIC COMMENT 231069

Good morning.

Herewith with my comments for the BOS meeting of 25 June 2024 item number 231069 (1960 Maciel 

Ave. proposed development)

Thank you.

____________________________

I’m Markus Hutnak and I live at 2331 Mattison Lane, about 600 feet from the proposed development.  I 

bought the property in 2014 and have lived there since, creating a neighborhood homestead with fruit 

trees, raised beds, chickens, and flowers and have since that time made many improvements to the 

property including a bedroom addition and the construction of an ADU (Accessory Development Unit).

I’m writing to object to any changes in setback requirements as written on the proposed Maciel 

Residential Community plan, page ZT (Zoning Table).

As a County and community that champions Equity, how can we honestly make an exception for one 

party while not allowing exceptions for others?  I speak personally as I too could have added additional 

housing and capacity to my property, but was told by the Planning Department if we make an exception 

for you we would need to make an exception for everyone.  That’s what Equity is and sounds like.

The Maciel Development proposal as presented abandons Equity principles. It shouldn’t.  Instead, the 

development plan needs to conform to existing, established building codes and requirements.

As an example, current code setback requirements are 15 feet from the front and 5 feet on either side 

of the lot. These are known, agreed upon, and well established building guidelines that serve everyone, 

including the developer, the County and those residents living in the neighborhood.  The established 

building codes and setbacks must be applied to this project without any variance as a matter of Equity.

I kindly ask the Board of Supervisors to require Maciel Development LP to adhere to County established 

building requirements without exception.

Thank you.

Best regards,

Markus Hutnak

PS: As an example of how extreme Maciel Development LP's proposed setback variance is; Lots 11 and 

16 propose two foot setbacks — 24 inches!

The expression, "give an inch and they’ll take a mile" could not be more true if any exceptions are 

granted.



For next Wed. meeting on 1960 Maciel Ave. 
1-  I live directly across the street, so I smack dab in the middle of the western border.
2- PLEASE join me and others in the campaign to eradicate the grating pronunciation of 
the name as MACY-ul, as if it were related to the department store. This is a venerable 
Portuguese surname which we can try to say relatively close to the original.  /ma-si-'el/ 
in phonetic alphabet
or "mah-see-ELL" in layman's.  We do not say CAPE-a-tola or SAINT-a-cruise, why 
can't we get this one too?
3- If there is any way to transfer the ten parking spots scheduled for curbside on the 
avenue to
the interior of the development, that would be great. We fear another ugly car park glut 
like 30th Avenue between Brommer and Portola, or any number of other uncomfortable 
spots.
4- Big tree straddling the Damico (1960 Maciel) and Locatelli property behind it right in 
the middle of the lot:  must be saved. Can a common park-like space surround it on 
both sides of the property line?  (i.e. this suggestion applies to the application being 
submitted for the other project too).
5- I ran the request for waivers for 2331069 by my friend who now works in Sacramento 
and has decades of years of experience in permit affairs. He thinks what they are 
asking for is quite excessive, and other neighbors agree that every foot taken from 
normal regulations increases the chances of crowding and parking within the 
boundaries, which is undesirable.
6- The traffic analysis in the staff report is not convincing. Is there any way it would be 
continued before final resolution of this case?      Thanks for all your hard work and 
attention.  C.Perrone
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