COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

701 OCEAN STREET-4" FLOOR, SANTACRUZz, CA 95060
(831)454-2580 Fax (831)454-2131 Too: (831)454-2123

TOM BURNS, PLANNING DIRECTOR

September 28,2004

AGENDA DATE: Octc =r 7,2

Planning Commission
County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

SUBJECT: Agenda Item g
Appeal of Zoning Administrator’s Approval
Application #02-03 11; Coastal Permit and Time Extensionto an Agricultural
Buffer Determination
Assessor’s Parcel Number: 045-151-48

Members of the Commission:
BACKGROUND

Application 02-0311, a request to construct an addition to an existing single-family dwelling was
heard by the Zoning Administrator on October 17,2003 and August 6,2004 and was approvedwith
revised conditions (Exhibit B). An appeal was filed on August 19, 2004 by Andrew L.Delucchi
(Exhibit C).

ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

The applicant seeks to construct aroom additionto an existing single-family dwelling of 480 square
feet constructed in 1959. The property owner constructed an addition of 472 square feet without
benefit of permits, resulting in a structure of 952 square feet. This proposal seeks to recognize that
addition and a further addition of 1,008square feet to result in a one story, three bedroom, single-
family dwelling of 1,960 square feet on a 16,462 square foot parcel.

The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan Residential Urban Low designation (R-UL)
and with the implementingzoning, Single-familyResidential (R-1-6) inwhichitis located in that the
residential addition is a principal permitted use within the zone district and is consistent with all
development regulations with the exception of meeting the 200-foot setback from adjacent
Commercial Agricultural (CA) land at the rear (south) of the parcel.

Due to the site location adjacentto CA zoned land, APN 046-021-05, the 163.7-acreDelucci farm
and homesite, the project was required to be reviewed by the County Agricultural Policy Advisory
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Commission. A reduced agriculturalbuffer was recommended due to the irregular, triangular shape
of the lot, topography, and the location of the existing residence that would not allow sufficient
building area if the required 200-foot agricultural buffers were maintained. The existing physical
barrier of a 6-foot solid wood board fence and existingmature native evergreen landscaping was to
be maintained and an Agricultural Statement of Acknowledgment was recorded. The APAC
Commissionersconditioned the project subjectto a proper analysisby CountyPublic Works of the
potential adverse effects of staffs recommendation on upstream drainage from the Delucci property
and other parcels onto the applicant’s parcel (APN 045-151-48) (Exhibit B, page 35).

The Coastal Zone Permit was approved by the Zoning Administrator subsequentto approval of
drainage issues by County Public Works at a noticed public hearing with conditions (ExhibitB) on
August 6,2004. The Appellant proposed a waiver of liability (ExhibitD), but the subject property
owner chose not to record such document and the appeal was subsequently filed.

Issues of the Appeal

Drainage considerations: Conflicting data on flood elevation requirements was resolved to the
satisfaction of the Public Works Drainage Division as per Discretionary Review comments dated
June 22,2004 (Exhibit B pages 36-37). Freitas & Freitas Engineering determinedthe 100-yearstorm
flow as 88 cfs. There is to be minimal grading (six inches or less) around the home to provide for
adequate drainage. The goal is to accomplish a finish floor elevation of 100 feet asl for this
development, as per the Schaaf& Wheeler report submittedby Robert DeWitt Engineering (Exhibit
B, page 50), which would be above the 100 year flood elevation. The project was approved, with
conditions, by the Zoning Administrator at a noticed public hearing on August 6,2004 (Exhibit B).

Agricultural Buffer considerations: The subject property isrequired to maintain apermanent buffer
consisting of a 6-foot tall solid wood board fence and to maintain the existing mature, native,
evergreen vegetation along the southern property boundary adjacent to the CA land. The applicant
has recorded a Statementof Acknowledgement regarding the issuance ofa countybuildingpermitin
an area determined by the county of Santa Cruz to be subject to Agricultural-Residential use
conflicts, as Document 2002-0080955. The reduced setback was approved by APAC at a noticed
public hearing on November 21,2002.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

The proposed project is consistentwith the County General Plan policies and ordinances, and staff
recommends that the Zoning Administrator’s approval of Application #02-03 11 be upheld.

It is therefore, RECOMMENDED, that your Commission:

1. Certify the determination that the project is Categorically Exempt from the California
Environmental Quality Act; and

2. Deny the Appeal and uphold the Zoning Administrator’s approval of Application #02-0311,
subject to the Findings and Conditions as approved by the Zoning Administrator at the August
6,2004 public hearing.
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Sincerely,

Joan Van der Hoeven
Project Planner
Development Review

Reviewed By: %M/Ld/

Cathy Graves
Principal Planner
Development Review

Exhibits:

8/15/04

O Ow

Law Corporation on August 6,2004.

Project plans prepared by Mark L. McKinney, Architect, dated July 15,2004, revised

Staff Report to Zoning Administrator, dated August 6,2004
Letter of Appeal by Andrew L. Delucchi, received August 19,2004
Proposed release of liability presented to the Zoning Administrator by Dennis J. Kehoe,




Staff Report to the
Zoning Administrator Application Number: 02-0311

Applicant: Mark McKinney, Architect Date: August 6,2004
Owner: John Gates Agenda Item# 5
APN: 045-151-48 Time: After 11:00a.m.

Project Description: Proposal to construct a one-story addition to an existing one-story single-
family dwelling. Requires a Coastal DevelopmentPermit and a Time Extension to an approved
Agricultural Buffer Determination.

Location: Property located on the east side of Altivo Avenue, approximately 100yards
northeast from San Andreas Road, at 120 Altivo Avenue in La Selva Beach.

Permits Required: Coastal Zone Permit, Time Extension for Agricultural Buffer Determination

Staff Recommendation:
e Approval of Application 02-0311, based on the attached findings and conditions.

e Certificationthat the proposal is exempt from further Environmental Review under the
California Environmenta} Quality Act.

Exhibits

A Project plans E. APAC staff report & Minutes
B. Findings F. Comments & Correspondence
C. Conditions G. Site photographs

D. Categorical Exemption (CEQA

determination)

Parcel Information

Parcel Size: 16,462 square feet

Existing Land Use - Parcel: Single-family Residential

Existing Land Use = Surrounding: Single-familyResidential, Commercial Agriculture
Project Access: San Andreas Road to Altivo Avenue

Planning Area: La Selva Beach

Land Use Designation: R-UL (Urban Low Residential)

Zone District: R-1-6 (Single-family Residential with a 6,000 square

foot minimum parcel size)

County of Santa Cruz Planning Department
701 Ocean Street, 4t Floor, Santa Cruz CA 95060
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APN: 045-151-48
Owner: John Gates

Within Coastal Zone: X Inside  __ Outside

Appealableto Calif. Coastal Comm. _X Yes — No

Environmental Information

Geologic Hazards: Not mapped/no physical evidence on site
Soils: Elkhorn sandy loam

Fire Hazard: Not a mapped constraint

Slopes: 15-30percent

Env. Sen. Habitat: Mapped/no impact on Monarch butterflies
Grading: Foundation grading proposed <100 cubic yards
Tree Removal: No trees proposed to be removed

Scenic: Mapped resource — not visible from San Andreas Road or beaches
Drainage: Drainage studies accepted by Public Works
Traffic: No significantimpact

Roads: Existing roads adequate

Parks: Existing park facilities adequate

Archaeology: Not mapped/no physical evidence on site

Services Information

Inside Urban/Rural Services Line: __Yes _X_No

Water Supply: Soquel Creek Water District

Sewage Disposal: CSA#12, private septic system

Fire District: Aptos/La SelvaFire Protection District
Drainage District: Non-zone

History

The applicationwas received on June 18,2002 and reviewed and approved by the Santa Cruz
County Agricultural Policy Advisory Commissionon November 21,2002. The project was
Continued by the Zoning Administrator after hearings on October 17,2003 pending resolution of
drainage issues.

Project Setting

The existing single-family dwelling is located in an urban density development of single-family
dwellings adjacent to commercial farmland in the vicinity of Manresa State Beach, La SelvaBeach
Planning Area. A stand of native vegetation separatesthe farmland from the residential development.
Zoning & General Plan Consistency

The propertyis a 16,462 square foot lot, located in the R-1-6 (Single-family Residential/6,000 sq ft
min lot) zone district, a designation that allows residential uses. The proposed addition to the

existing 952 square foot single-familydwelling, constructed in 1959, is a principal permitted use
within the zone district and the project is consistent with the site's (R-UL) Urban Low Density

«“
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Residential General Plan designation. The project site is developed with a detached garage of 593
square feet and a detached storage shed of 224 square feet. The project is consistentwith the Single-
family Residential Development Standards for the R-1-6 zone district, in that is meets all required
setbacks, height, floor arearatio and lot coverage standards.

Due to the site location adjacent to Commercial Agriculture (CA) zoned land, the project was
required to be reviewedby the County Agricultural Policy Advisory Commission for an agricultural
buffer determination. CA zoned land is situated within 200 feet at the south side of the parcel at
Assessor's Parcel Number 046-021-05. A reduced agricultural buffer was recommended (Exhibit E)
due to the irregular, triangular shape of the lot and the location of the existing residence that would
not allow sufficientbuilding area if the required 200-foot agricultural buffers were maintained from
the adjacent CA zoned property. The applicant has a solid wood board, six-foot high fence at the
south side of the parcel and an existing, mature, evergreen vegetative screento mitigate the impact of
agricultural activities on the existing residential use, and to protect the agricultural interests of the
CA zoned property. The applicant has recorded a Statement of Acknowledgement regarding the
issuance of a countybuilding permit in an area determined by the County of SantaCruz to be subject
to Agricultural-Residential use conflicts as Document 2002-0080955. This application includes a
Time Extension to the approved Agricultural Buffer Determination.

Local Coastal Program Consistency

The proposed single-family dwelling is in conformance with the County's certified Local Coastal
Program in that the structure is sited and designed to be visually compatible, in scale with, and
integrated with the character of the surroundingneighborhood. The proposed additionwould result
in a one-story, three bedroom home of 1,960 square feet. Developed parcels in the area contain
single-family dwellings. Size and architectural styles vary widely in the area, and the design
submitted is not inconsistent with the existing range. The project site is not located between the
shoreline and the first public road and is not identified as a priority acquisition site in the County's
Local Coastal Program. Consequently, the proposed project will not interferewith public access to
the beach, ocean, or other nearby body of water. Public coastal access is availableat Manresa State
Beach in the project vicinity.

Design Review

The proposed single-family dwelling complies with the requirementsof the County Design Review
Ordinance, in that the proposed project will incorporatesite and architectural design features suchas
the use of neutral earth tone exterior colors and stucco finish, and landscapingto reduce the visual
impact of the proposed developmenton surrounding land uses and the natural landscape.

Conclusion

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

G EXHIBIT g
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Staff Recommendation

. APPROVAL of Application Number 02-0311, based on the attached findings and
conditions.

. Certification that the proposal is exempt from further Environmental Review under the
California Environmental Quality Act.

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

Report Prepared By: Joan Van der Hoeven
Santa Cruz County Planning Department
701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor
Santa Cruz CA 95060
Phone Number: (83 1) 454-5174

E-mail: plnl40@co.santa-cruz.ca.us
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Coastal Development Permit Findings

1. That the project is a use allowed in one of the basic zone districts, other than the Special
Use (SU) district, listed in section 13.10.170(d) as consistentwith the General Plan and
Local Coastal Program LUP designation.

This finding can be made, in that the property is zoned R-1-6 (Single-family Residential with a
6,000 square foot minimum parcel size), a designation which allows residential uses. The
proposed single-family dwellingis a principal permitted use within the zone district, consistent
with the site's (R-UL) Urban Low Residential General Plan designation.

2. That the project does not conflict with any existing easement or developmentrestrictions
such as public access, utility, or open space easements.

This finding can be made, in that the proposal does not conflict with any existing easement or
developmentrestriction such as public access, utility, or open space easements in that no such
easements or restrictions are known to encumber the project site. Public coastal access is
available at Manresa State Beach in the vicinity.

3. That the project is consistent with the design criteria and special use standards and
conditionsof this chapter pursuant to section 13.20.130et seq.

This finding can be made, in that the development is consistent with the surrounding
neighborhood in terms of architectural style; the site is surrounded by lots developed to an urban
density; the colors shall be natural in appearance and complementary to the site; the development
site is not on a prominent ridge, beach, or bluff top.

4. That the project conforms with the public access, recreation, and visitor-serving policies,
standardsand maps of the General Plan and Local Coastal Program land use plan,
specifically Chapter 2: figure 2.5 and Chapter 7, and, as to any development between and
nearest public road and the sea or the shoreline of any body of water located within the
coastal zone, such developmentis in conformitywith the public access and public
recreation policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act commencingwith section 30200.

This finding can be made, in that the project site is not located between the shoreline and the first
public road. Consequently,the single-family dwellingwill not interfere with public access to the
beach, ocean, or any nearby body of water. Further, the project site is not identified as a priority
acquisition site in the County Local Coastal Program.

5. That the proposed development is in conformitywith the certified local coastal program.

This finding can be made, in that the structure is sited and designed to be visually compatible, in
scale with, and integrated with the character of the surroundingneighborhood. Additionally,
residential uses are allowed uses in the R-1-6 (Single-family Residential with a 6,000 square foot
minimum parcel size) zone district of the area, as well as the General Plan and Local Coastal
Program land use designation. Developed parcels in the area contain single-family dwellings.

6 EXHIBITB
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APN: 045-151-43
Owner: John Gates

Size and architectural styles vary widely in the area, and the design submitted is not inconsistent
with the existingrange. The proposed addition will result in a one-story, three bedroom single-
family dwelling of 1,960 square feet that meets all development regulations of the R-1-6 zone
district.

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.

The location of the proposed addition to the existing single-family dwelling and the conditionsunder
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
improvementsin the vicinity in that the project is located in an area designated for residential uses
and is not encumbered by physical constraints to development. The project was reviewed and
approved by the County Agricultural Policy Advisory Commission, which determined that areduced
agricultural buffer was appropriatein that mitigations have been incorporated into required project
conditions of approval. Constructionwill comply with prevailingbuilding technology, the Uniform
Building Code, and the County Building ordinance to insure the optimum in safety and the
conservationof energy and resources. The proposed single-family dwellingwill not deprive adjacent
properties or the neighborhood of light, air, or open space, in that the structure meets all current
setbacks that ensure access to light, air, and open space in the neighborhood.

2. That the proposed location of the project and the conditionsunder 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 single-family dwelling and the
conditions under which it would be operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent
County ordinances and the purpose of the R-1-6 (Single-family Residential with a 6,000 square
foot minimum parcel size) zone district in that the primary use of the property will be one
single-family dwelling that meets all current site standards for the zone district.

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

This finding can be made, in that the proposed residential use is consistent with the use and

densityrequirements specified for the Urban Low Residential (R-UL) land use designation in the
County General Plan.

The proposed single-family dwelling will not adversely impact the light, solar opportunities, air,
and/or open space availableto other structures or properties, and meets all current site and

EXHIBITB
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development standards for the zone district as specified in Policy 8.1.3 (Residential Site and
Development Standards Ordinance), in that the single-family dwelling will not adversely shade
adjacent properties, and will meet current setbacks for the zone district that ensure access to light,
air, and open space in the neighborhood.

The proposed single-family dwellingwill not be improperly proportioned to the parcel size or the
character of the neighborhood as specified in General Plan Policy 8.6.1 (Maintaininga
Relationship Between Structure and Parcel Sizes), in that the proposed single-familydwelling
will comply with the site standards for the R-1-6 zone district (includingsetbacks, lot coverage,
floor arearatio, height, and number of stones) and will result in a structure consistentwith a
design that could be approved on any similarly sized lot in the vicinity.

A specificplan 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 streetsin the vicinity.

This finding can be made, in that the proposed additionto an existing single-familydwelling is to
be constructed on an existing developed lot. The expected level of traffic generated by the
proposed project is anticipatedto be only one peak trip per day (1 peak trip per dwelling unit),
such an increase will not adversely impact existing roads and intersectionsin the surrounding
area of La Selva Beach.

5. That the proposed project will complement and harmonize with the existing and proposed
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 proposed structure is located in a mixed neighborhood
containing a variety of architectural styles, and the proposed single-family dwelling is consistent
with the land use intensity and density of the neighborhood in that the proposed structure is one
story, in amixed neighborhood of one and two story homes, and the proposed single family room
addition resulting in a single-familydwelling of 1,960 square feet is consistent with the land use
intensity and density of the neighborhood.

6. The proposed development project is consistent with the Design Standards and
Guidelines (sections 13.11.070through 13.11.076), and any other applicable
requirements of this chapter.

This finding can be made, in that the proposed single-family dwellingwill be of an appropriate
scale and type of design that will enhance the aesthetic qualities of the surrounding properties
and will not reduce or visually impact available open space in the surroundingarea.

EXHIBITB
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Conditions of Approval

Exhibit A: Project plans, 3 sheets by Architect Mark McKinney dated 6/18/02, revised
8/15/02 & 7/15/04.

l. This permit authorizes the construction of an addition to an existing single-family
dwellingto result in a one story, three bedroom single-family dweling of 1,960 square
feet, (this includes all work done without permits in 19861.e. sfd addition and storage
building). 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. Obtain a Building Permit from the Santa Cruz County Building Official.

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

D. A maximum five-foot fence within the front setback is approved by this permit.
E. The hot tub shall be removed.
IL. Prior to issuance of a 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) within 30 days.

B. Submit Final Architectural Plans for review and approval by the Planning
Department. The final plans shall be in substantial compliancewith the plans
marked Exhibit “A*“on file with the Planning Department. The final plans shall
include the following additional information:

1. Identify finish of exterior materials and color of roof covering for Planning
Department approval. Any color boards must be in 8.5” x 11** format.

2. Grading, drainage, and erosion control plans.

3. Details showing compliance with Aptos/La Selva fire department
requirements.

C. Meet all requirements of the County Department of Public Works, Drainage.
Drainage fees will be assessed on the net increase in impervious area. Maximum
grades for Gates backyard section to pass 88 cfs discharge in creek to wsel 99-feet
at x-section 183 in order to accomplish 300 mm of freeboard for a finish floor
elevation of 100.00-feet for this development. (See Exhibit F.)

EXHIBITC
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APN: 045-151-48
Owner: John Gates

J.

Obtain an Environmental Health Clearance for this project from the County
Department of Environmental Health Services. Applicant has obtained clearance
for three bedrooms.

Meet all requirements and pay any applicableplan check fee of the Aptos/La
SelvaFire Protection District.

Submit 3 copies of a soils report prepared and stamped by a licensed Geotechnical
Engineer.

Pay the current fees for Parks and Child Care mitigation for two bedrooms.
Currently, these fees are, respectively, $1,000 and $109 per bedroom.

Provide required off-streetparking for three cars. Parking spaces must be 8.5 feet
wide by 18 feet long and must be located entirely outside vehicular rights-of way.
Parking must be clearly designated on the plot plan.

Submit a written statement signed by an authorized representative of the school
district in which the project is located confirming payment in full of all applicable
developer fees and other requirements lawfully imposed by the school district.

Complywith all APAC Conditions of Approval (Exhibit E).

1. All construction shall be performed according to the approved plans for the Building
Permit. Prior to final building inspection, the applicant/owner must meet the following

conditions:

A All site improvements shown on the final approved Building Permit plans shall be
installed.

B. All inspections required by the building permit shall be completed to the
satisfaction of the County Building Official.

C. The project must comply with all recommendations of any required soils reports.

D. Pursuant to Sections 16.40.040and 16.42.1000f 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-Coronerif the discovery contains human remains, or the Planning Director
if the discovery contains no human remains. The procedures establishedin
Sections 16.40.040and 16.42.100, shall be observed.

EXHIBITC
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IV, Operational Conditions

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

V. 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 significantlyprejudicial 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’sfees and costs; and
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 stipulationor settlementmadifying 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. SuccessorsBound. “Development Approval Holder” shall include the applicant
and the successor’(s) in interest, transferee(s), and assign(s) of the applicant.

_ EXHIBIT C
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Minor variations to this perm..which do not affect the overall conceptor density may be
approved by the Plamiing Director at the request of the
applicantor staff in accordancewith Chapter 18.10 of the County Code.

PLEASENOTE: THIS PERMIT EXPIRES ONE YEAR FROM THE EFFECTIVE
DATE OF APPROVAL UNLESS YOU OBTAIN THE REQUIRED PERMITS
AND COMMENCE CONSTRUCTION.

Approval Date: 08/06/04
Effective Date: 08/20/04
Expiration Date: 08/20/05

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.

_ Soa. Vaeolerfatre
Joan Van der Hoeven
Project Planner

Appeals: Any property owner, or other person aggrieved, or any other person whose interests are adverselyaffected
by any act or determination of the Zoning Administrator, may appeal the act or determinationto the Plamniing
Commissionin accordance With chapter 18.10 of the Santa Cruz County Code.

EXHIBIT C
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CALIFORNIAENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
NOTICE OF EXEMPTION

The Santa Cruz County Planning Department has reviewed the project described below and has
determinedthat it is exempt from the provisions of CEQA as specified in Sections 15061 - 15332 of
CEQA for the reason(s) which have been specified in this document.

Application Number: 02-0311
Assessor Parcel Number: 045-151-48
Project Location: 120 Altivo Avenue, La Selva Beach

Project Description: Proposal to constructa room addition to an existing single-family dwelling
Person or Agency Proposing Project: Mark McKinney, Architect

Contact Phone Number: (760) 804-1383

A The proposed activity is not a project under CEQA Guidelines Section 15378.

The proposed activity is not subject to CEQA as specified under CEQA Guidelines

B.
Section 15060 (c).

C. Ministerial Proiect involving only the use of fixed standards or objective

D.

measurements without personal judgment.
Statutorv Exemption other thana Ministerial Project (CEQA Guidelines Section
15260to 15285).

Specify type:

E. _X_.  Categorical Exemption

Specifytype: Existing small structure (Section 15301)

F. Reasons why the project is exempt:

Construction of a room addition to an existing single-family dwelling.

In addition, none of the conditions described in Section 15300.2 apply to this project.

Date: August 6,2004

Joan Van der Hoeven, Project Planner

EXHIBITD
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ Date: November 21, 2002
PLANNING DEPARTMENT Agenda Item: # 6-B
Time: 1:30 p.m.

STAFFREPORT TO THE AGRICULTURALPOLICY ADVISORY
COMMISSION

APPLICATION NO.: 02-0311 APN: 045-151-48
APPLICANT: Mark McKinney, Architect
OWNER: John Gates

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Proposal to construct a one-story addition to an existing one-story
single-family dwelling. Requires a Coastal Development Permit and an Agricultural Buffer
Determinationto reduce the required 200 footbuffer from Commercial Agricultural land to about 18
feet.

LOCATION: Property located on the east side of Altivo Avenue, approximately 100 yards
northeast from San Andreas Road in La Selva Beach.

PERMITS REQUIRED: Agricultural Buffer Setback Reduction, Coastal Zone Permit
ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: Exempt - Technical review only
COASTALZONE: X YesN o APPEALABLE TO CCC:___Yes_X_ No

PARCEL INFORMATION

PARCEL SIZE: 16,462 square feet
EXISTING LAND USE:

PARCEL.: Single-familyresidential
SURROUNDING Single-familyresidential, Agriculture, State beach
PROJECT ACCESS: San Andreas Road to Altivo Avenue
PLANNING AREA: La Selva Beach
LAND USE DESIGNATION: R-UL (Residential - Urban Low)
ZONING DISTRICT: R-1-6 (Single-familyResidential with a 6,000 square foot
minimum lot)

SUPERVISORIALDISTRICT:  Second (Pine)

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

a. Geologic Hazards Not mapped/no physical evidence on site
b. Soils Elkhorn sandyloam
c. Fire Hazard Not a mapped constraint

oo

d. Slopes d. 15-30percent

e. Env. Sen. Habitat e. Mapped biotic/no impact on Monarch butterflies

f. Grading f. No grading proposed

g. Tree Removal g No trees to be removed

h. Scenic h. Mapped resource not visible from San Andreas Rd
or Manresa State Beach

i. Drainage 1. Existing drainage adequate

j- Traffic i No significantimpact

K. Roads Existing roads adequate

1. Parks 1 Existing park facilities adequate

¥ EXHIBIT




Application #: 02-0311 Page 2
APN: 045-151-48
Onrer: John Gates

No

Yes

Not mapped/no physical evidence on site
Not a mapped resource

m. Sewer Availability
n. Water Availability

o. Archeology

p. Agricultural Resource

T e 53

SERVICES INFORMATION

Inside Urban/Rural ServicesLine:Y e s X No

Water Supply: Soquel Creek Water District
Sewage Disposal: ~ CSA#12 Private septic system
Fire District: Aptos/La SelvaFire protection District

Drainage District:  Non zone
ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

The proposed project is to constructan addition of 1,480square feet to an existing 480 square foot,
one story single-family dwelling, to result in an 1,960 square foot single-family dwelling on a
16,462 square foot parcel. The project is located at 120 Altivo Avenue, off San Andreas Road, in
La SelvaBeach. The building site is within 200 feet of Commercial Agricultural land to the south,
the 156-acre Delucchi farm. The applicant is requesting a reduction in the 200-foot agricultural
buffer setback to 18 feet feet from APN 046-021-05.

The subject property is characterized by slopingtopography withhigher elevation separatingthe two
properties, and a distinct existing, mature vegetative screen (see aerial photograph, Exhibit E). The
parcel is located outside of the Urban Services Line and may be characterized as a residential
neighborhood, abutting commercial agriculture. The parcel carries a Residential - Urban Low (R-
UL) General Plan designation and the implementingzoning is (R-1-6) Single-family Residential with
a6,000 square foot minimum lot. Commercial Agriculture zoned land is situated within 200 feet at
the south side of the parcel at Assessor’s Parcel Number 046-021-05.

A reduced agricultural buffer is recommended due to the fact that the triangular shape and the
location of the existing residence would not allow sufficient building area if 200 foot required
setbackswere maintained from the adjacent Commercial Agriculturezoned property. The applicant
has a solid six-foot fence at the south side ofthe parcel with an existing significant evergreen buffer
of plantings to reduce the impact of agricultural activities on the existing residential use, and to
therefore protect the agricultural interests on the Commercial Agriculture zoned parcel. The
applicant shall be required to record a Statement of Acknowledgement regarding the issuance of a
county building permit in an area determined by the County of Santa Cruz to be subject to
Agricultural-Residentialuse conflicts.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Commission APPROVE the Agricultural Buffer Reduction from 200
feet to about 18 feet feetto the single-family dwelling from the adjacent CA zoned property known
as APN 046-021-05, proposed under Application # 02-0311, based on the attached findings and
recommended conditions, and consistent with County Code Section 16.50.095.g. Final actionon the
Coastal DevelopmentPermit shall be taken by the Zoning Administrator at anoticed public hearing

i1 EXHIBIT




Application # 02-0311 Page 3
APN 045-151-48
Owner: John Gates

which has not yet been scheduled
EXHIBITS

Project plans, Mark McKinney, Architect, dated 6/18/02
Findings

Conditions

Assessor’s parcel map

Zoning map, General Plan Map, Aerial photo
Comments & Correspondence

ululicRel-b=

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.

Report Prepared By: oo FAsole K2t
J¥ean Van der Hoeven
Santa Cruz County Planning Department
701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor
Santa Cruz CA 95060
Phone Number: (831) 454-5174 (or, pin140(@co.santa-cruz.ca.us )

Report Reviewed By: ﬁ(%y,w/

Cathy Graves

Principal Planner

Development Review

Santa Cruz County Planning Department

s EXHIBIT
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Application# 02-0311 Page 4
APN 045-151-48
Owner: John Gates

REQUIRED FINDINGS FOR AGRICULTURAL BUFFER SE IBACK REDUCTION
COUNTY CODE SECTION 16.50.095(h}

1. SIGNIFICANT TOPOGRAPHICAL DIFFERENCES EXIST BEWTEEN THE
AGRICULTURAL AND NON-AGRICULTURAL USES WHICH ELIMINATE THE
NEED FOR A 200 FOOT SETBACK; OR

2. PERMANENT SUBSTANTIALVEGETATION OR OTHER PHYSICAL BARRIERS
EXIST BETWEEN THE AGRICULTURAL AND NON-AGRICULTURALUSES
WHICH ELIMINATE THE NEED FOR A 200 FOOT BUFFER SETBACK, OR A
LESSER SETBACK DISTANCE IS FOUND TO BE ADEQUATE TO PREVENT
CONFLICTS BETWEEN THE NON-AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT AND THE
ADJACENT AGRICULTURAL USES, BASED ON THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A
PHYSICAL BARRIER, UNLESS IT IS DETERMINED THAT THE INSTALLATION
OF A BARRIER WILL HINDER THE AFFECTED AGRICULTURAL USE MORE
THAN IT WOULD HELP IT, OR WOULD CREATE A SERIOUS TRAFFIC HAZARD
ON A PUBLIC OR PRIVATE RIGHT-OF-WAY; AND/OR SOME OTHER FACTOR
WHICH EFFECTIVELY SUPPLANTS THE 200 FOOT BUFFERING DISTANCE TO
THE GREATEST DEGREE POSSSIBLE; OR

The room additionto the existing single-familydwelling is proposed to be setback 18 feet feet from
the adjacent Commercial Agriculture zoned land. The effective agricultural setback would be
proposed to be 18 feet feet where 200 feet are required, due to both topography and the existing
vegetative barrier (see Exhibit E, aerial photo). An existing, effectivebufferingbarrier consisting of
a six foot tall solid wood fence enhanced with evergreen trees and shrubs has been adequate to
prevent conflicts between the non-agricultural development and the adjacent Commercial
Agriculture zoned land of APN 046-021-05, the 156-acreDelucchi farm. This existing barrier, shall
not create a hazard in terms of the vehicular sight distance necessary for safe passage of traffic.

3. THE IMPOSITION OF A 200 FOOT AGRICULTURAL BUFFER SETBACK WOULD
PRECLUDE BUILDING ON A PARCEL OF RECORD AS OF THE EFFECTIVE
DATE OF THIS CHAPTER, IN WHICH CASE A LESSER BUFFER SETBACK
DISTANCE MAY BE PERMITTED, PROVIDED THAT THE MAXIMUM POSSIBLE
SETBACK DISTANCE IS REQUIRED, COUPLED WITH A REQUIREMENT FOR A
PHYSICAL BARRIER, OR VEGETATIVE SCREENING OR OTHER TECHNIQUES
TO PROVIDE THE MAXIMUM BUFFERING POSSIBLE, CONSISTENT WITH THE
OBJECTIVE OF PERMITTING BUILDING ON A PARCEL OF RECORD.

ib EXHIBIT €




Application #: 02-0311 Page §
AFN 045-151-48
Owner: John Gates

REQUIRED FINDINGS FOR NON-AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT ON OR ADJACENT
TO COMMERCIAL AGRICULTURAL LAND, COUNTY CODE SECTION 16 50.095( )

ANY NON-AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED TO BE LOCATED ON OR
ADJACENTTOTYPE 1, TYPE2 ORTYPE 3AGRICULTURAL LAND SHALLBE SITED SO AT
TO MINIMIZE POSSIBLE CONFLICTSBETWEEN AGRICULTUREIN THE AREA AND NON-
AGRICULTURAL USES, AND WHERE STRUCTURES ARE TO BE LOCATED ON
AGRICULTURALPARCELS, SUCHSTRUCTURESSHALL BE LOCATED SOASTOREMOVE
ASLITTLE LAND AS POSSIBLE FROM PRODUCTION OR POTENTIAL PRODUCTION.

The subjectparcel is zoned Single-familyResidential with a 6,000 square foot minimum parcel
size(R-1-6) and carries a Residential Urban low (R-UL) General Plan designation. The 16,462
square foot parcel is developed with an existing single-family dwelling and detached garage.
The parcel is within 20 feet of CA ,Type 3zoned land, APN 046-021-05, the 156 acre Delucci
farm site. The project proposes a reduced agricultural buffer from these properties based on
the continued provision of the existing evergreen vegetative screeningand maintenance of a6
foot solid wood fence.

&1 EXHIBIT 6




Application # 02-0311 Page s
APN: 045-151-48
Owner: John Gates

1L

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

This permit authorizes an Agricultural Buffer Setback reduction of 18-feetfrom the
proposed residential use to APN (046-021-05). 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. Obtain a Building Permit from the Santa Cruz County Building Official.

Prior to issuance of a Building Permit the applicant/owner shall:

A. Submit final architectural plans for review and approval by the Planning
Department. The final plans shall be in substantial compliance with Exhibit A on

file with the Planning Department. The final plans shall include the following
additional information:

1. A development setback of aminimum of 18 feet feet from the single-
family dwelling to the adjacent Commercial Agriculture zoned parcel APN
046-021-05,

2. Final plans shall show the location of the vegetative buffering barrier and

6 foot solid wood fence used for the purpose of buffering adjacent
agricultural land.

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

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

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

B. The required vegetative and physical banier shall be maintained.

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

Operational Conditions

29 EXHIBITC




Application#: 02-0311

Page 6
APN: 045-151-48
Owner:John Gates
A. The vegetative and physical barrier shall be permanently maintained.
B. All required Agricultural Buffer Setbacksshall be maintained.
C. In the event that future County inspections of the subject property disclose non-

compliance with any Conditions of this Approval or any violation of the County
Code, the owner shall pay to the Countythe full cost of such County inspections,
up to and including permit revocation.

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 TWO YEARS FROM THE EFFECTIVE
DATE UNLESS YOU OBTAIN THE REQUIRED PERMITS
AND COMMENCE CONSTRUCTION.

Approval Date: 11/21/02
Effective Date: 12/05/02
Expiration Date: 12/05/04

Appeals: Any property owner, or other person aggrieved, or any other person whose interests are
adversely affected by any act or determination of the Agricultural Policy Advisory Commission
under the provisions of County Code Chapter 16.50, may appeal the act or determination to the

Board of Supervisorsin accordance with chapter 18.10 of the SantaCruz County Code.

EXHIBITC
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ArclMS Viewer

Page 10f 1

PROJECT LOCATION

EAHIBIT «

AP Ol JST FES

http://gismap.co.santa-cruz.ca.us/intranet/currentplanning/MapFrame.htm 7/15/2002
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ArcIMS Viewer

PROJECT LOGATION
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Aptos/La Selva Are Protection District

6934 Soquel Drive = Aptos, CA 95003
(831)685-6690 - Fax (831)685-6699

October 23,2002 - CORRECTED COPY

Planning Department

County of Santa Cruz

Attention: Joan Van der Hoeven
701 Ocean Street

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Subject: APN: 45-151-48/ Appl #02-0311
120 Altivo Avenue

Dear Ms. Van der Hoeven:
Please disregard original denial letter dated July 18,2002.

Aptos/La SelvaFire Department has reviewed the plans fc the above cited project and
has no objections as presented; however, compliance must be met on the following.

A 30 foot clearance will be maintained with non-combustible vegetation around
all structures or to the property line whichever is a shorter distance.
EXCEPTION Single specimens of trees, ornamental shrubbery or similar plants
used as ground covers, provided they do not form a means of rapidly trans-
mitting fire from native growth to any structure.

. Any other requirements will be addressed in the Building Permit phase.

. Plan check is based upon plans submitted to this office. Any changes or
alterations shall be re-submitted for review prior to construction.

S 0 8 o B o oSS T 426 o 25 O 6 5 5 545 6 5 555 o o o o o e s 56 o6 D 3 S0 o Nk S M ko o b

RECOMMEND you have the DESIGNER add the following appropriate NOTES and

DETAILS showing this information on the plans that are submitted for BUILDING
PERMIT.

NOTE on the plans that these plans are in compliance with California Building and Fire
Codes (1998)and District Amendment.
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APN: 045-151-48
Appl. # 02-0311
Page 2

NOTE on the plans the OCCUPANCY CLASSIFICATION, BUILDING
CONSTRUCTION TYPE / FIRE RATING , and SPRINKLERED or NON-
SPRINKLERED as determined by building official and outlined in Part IV of the
California Building Code.

(e.g. R-3, Type V-N, Sprinklered)

SHOW on the plans a public fire hydrant within 250 feet of any portion of the building
meeting the minimum required fire flow for the building. This information can be
obtained from the water company.

FIRE FLOW requirements for the subject property are 1000 gallons. NOTE on the plans
the REQUIRED and AVAILABLE FIRE FLOW. The AVAILABLE FIRE FLOW
information can be obtained from the water company,

NOTE on the plans that the building shall be protected by an approved automatic fire

sprinkler system complying with the currently adopted edition of NFPA 13D and
adopted standards of the authority having jurisdiction.

NOTE that the designer/installer shall submit three (3) sets of plans and calculations
for the underground and overhead Residential Automatic Fire Sprinkler System to this
agency for approval. Installation shall follow our guide sheet.

NOTE on the plans that an UNDERGROUND FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM
WORKING DRAWING must be prepared by the designer/installer. The plans shall
comply with the UNDERGROUND FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM INSTALLATION
POLICY HANDOUT.

SHOW on the plans where smoke detectors are to be installed according to the
following locations and approved by this agency as a minimum requirement.

+ One detector adjacent to each sleeping area (hall, foyer, balcony, or etc.)

+ One detector in each sleeping room.

* One at the top dof each stairway of 2 4 rise or greater and in an accessible
location by a ladder.

« There must be at least one smoke detector on each floor level regardless
of area usage.

+ There must be a minimum of one smoke detector in every basement area.

NOTE on the plans, building numbers shall be provided. Numbers shall be a minimum
of four(4) inch in height on a contrasting background and visible from the street. Where
numbers are not visible from the street, additional numbers shall be installed on a
directional sign at the property driveway and the street.

St




APN: 045-151-48
Appl. # 02-0311
Page 3

NOTE on the plans the installation of an approved spark arrester on the top of the
chimney. The wire mesh not to exceed 1/2 inch.

NOTE on the plans that the roof covering shall be no less than Class "C" rated roof.

NOTE on the plans that a 30 foot clearance will be maintained with non-combustible

vegetation around all structures or to the property line whichever is a shorter distance.
EXCEPTION: Single specimens of trees, ornamental shrubbery or similar plants
used as ground covers, provided they do not form a means of rapidly trans-
mitting fire from native growth to any structure.

NOTE on the plans the job copies of the building and fire systems plans and permits
must be on-site during inspections.

Note: As a condition of submittal of these plans, the submitter, designer and installer
certify that these plans and details comply with applicable Specifications, Standards,
Codes and Ordinances, agree that they are solely responsible for compliance with
applicable Specifications, Standards, Codes and Ordinances, and further agree to
correct any deficiencies noted by this review, subsequent review, inspection or other
source, and, to hold harmless and without prejudice, the reviewer and reviewing
agency.

]irr}; tas, Fire Marshal
Fire Prevention Division
Aptos/La SelvaFire Protection District

Cc:  John Gates
120 Altivo Avenue
La Selva Beach, CA 95076

Cc:  Mark McKinney, Architect
6564 Coneflower Drive
Carlsbad, CA 92009

CyLIT
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ
DISCRETIONARY APPLICATON  COMMENTS

Project Planner: Joan Van Der Hoeven Date: October 28, 2002
Application No.: 02-0311 Time: 10:57:09
APN: 045-151-48 Page: 1

Environmental Planning Completeness Comments
- REVIEW ON JULY 10, 2002 BY ROBERT S LDVELAND =========

1. The biotic concern for this parcel 1is Monarch Butterfly. This project has no
negative impact on the resource.

Environmental Planning Miscellaneous Comments
========= REVIEW ON JULY 10, 2002 BY ROBERT S LOVELAND ========-=

1. Please include a detailed erosion control plan for review. ldentify what type of
erosion control practice(s) (e.g. silt fencing, etc.) will be utilized on site,
where it will be installed and provide construction details for the practice(s).

Project Review Completeness Comments

s======== REVIEW ON JULY 18, 2002 BY JOAN VAN DER HOEVEN :===z==e== _

Site visit 7/16. No ag buffer issues - existing 6 ft wood fence, physical barrier of
topog{aphy and existing native evergreen trees and shrubseffectively protect CA
operations.

Project Review Miscellaneous Comments

NO COMMENT
Dpw Drainage Completeness Comments

========= REVIEW ON JULY 22, 2002 BY JOHN G LUMICAQ ========-
Dpw Drainage Miscellaneous Comments

========= REVIEW ON JULY 22, 2002 BY JOHN G LUMICAQ ========= 1, Show on plans
existing tightline connection to existing drainage ditch. Include in plans dimen-
sions or sizesof pipes.

2. The new dimension of impervious improvement is more than twice the existin%_area.
A result 1s an increase In storm runoff. Demonstrate that the existing tight line
connection 1s capable of handling this increase. Hydrologic calcs should be approved
by a civil engineer.

3. Show on plans a cross section of the typical drainage ditch. Is this channel
protected from the expected increase of storm runoff?

For questions regarding this review the Public Works Drainage staff is available
8:00am to 12:00noon Monday to Friday.

More information regarding drainage requirements is now available Online at this ad-
ress

33 mAMIDI




Discretionary Comments - Continued

Project Planner: Joan Van Der Hoeven Date: October 28, 2002
Application No.: 02-0311 Time: 10:57:09
APN: 045-151-48 Page: 2

http://sccounty0l.co.santa-cruz.ca.us/planning/drain.htm
Environmental Health Completeness Comments

clearance for 3 bedrooms.
Environmental Health Miscellaneous Comments

m=z====== REVIEW ON JULY 9, 2002 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========-
NO COMMENT

Aptos-La Selva Beach Fire Prot Dist Completeness C
LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR THIS AGENCY

=========_ REVIEW ON JULY 18, 2002 BY ERIN K STOW ========-

DEPARTMENT NAME :Aptos/La Sefva Fire Deﬁt. o _

Have the DESIGNER add the appropriate NOTES and DETAILS showing this information on

the plans and RESUBMIT, with an annotated copy of this letter: o

NOTE on the plans that the building shall be protected by an approved automatic fire

sprinkler system cgmply!ng_W|th the currently adopted edition of NFPA 130 and Chap-

ter_BS_of_Callfornla Building Code and adopted standards of the authority having
urisdiction.

OTE that the designer/installer shall submit three (3) sets of plans and calcula-
tions for the underground and overhead Residential Automatic Fire Sprinkler System
to this agency for approval. Installation shall follow our guide sheet.

NOTE on the plans that an UNDERGROUND FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM WORKING DRAWING must be
repared by the designer/installer. The plans shall comply with the UNDERGROUND FIRE
ROTECTION SYSTEM INSTALLATION POLICY HANDOUT. ) )

SHOW on the plans where the smoke detectors are to be installed according to the

following locations and approved by this agency as a minimum requirement. -One )

detector adjacent to each sleeping area (hall, foyer, balcony etc.) -0One detector in
each sleeping room. -Ons at the top of each stairway of 24" rise or greater and in
an accessible location by a ladder. -There must be at least one smoke detector on
each floor level regardless of area usage. -There must be a minimum of one smoke
detector iIn every basement area.

NOTE on the plans the installation of an approved spark arrester on the top of the

chimney. The wire mesh shall be 1/2 1inch.

NOTE on the plans that the roof covering shall be no less than Class C rated roof.

=========_[JPDATED ON OCTOBER 23, 2002 BY ERIN K STOW =========

DEPARTMENT NAME: Aptos/La Selva Fire Dept, PLANS APPROVED ) o

éll ElrehDepartment building requirements and fees will be addressed in the Building
ermit phase.

Plan check is based upon plans submitted to this office. Any changes or alterations

shall be re-submitted for review prior to construction.

Aptos-La Selva Beach Fire Prot Dist Miscellaneous
LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR THIS AGENCY

mg
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Discretionary Comments - Continued

Project Planner: Joan Van Der Hoeven Date: October 28, 2002
Application No.: 02-0311 Time: 10:57:09
APN: 045-151-48 Page: 3

s======== REVIEW ON JULY 18, 2002 BY ERIN K STOW =========

NO. COMMENT

========= [JPDATED ON OCTOBER 23, 2002 BY ERIN K STOW =========
NO COMMENT
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SANTA CRUZ COUNTY AGRICULTURAL POLICY
ADVISORY COMMISSION -
* REGULAR MEETING

MINUTES - November 21, 2002 °

staff Present Others Present

© Joan Vaa Der Hoeven. Karen Pursell - SR
- iF k“Lud” Mch'my Cae Moeller Darleae Dinn S B
Sam Eamshaw o : Pat Tabula Dennis Kehoe . S
- IKen Klmes _ o . Andrew Delucchi
M:ke Manfne P S . Mark McKinney

The tﬂeetlng was called 10 order by Chairperson Ran at 1:35 pam.

P

Ei-i’fh Pl

{ L’,{ ?J,Dnmval of October 17, 2002M1nutes

Motion by CommlssmnerMchy, seconded by Commissioner Kimes to approve

Octdoer 17,2002 Minuter. Motion passed unanimousty.
{bj | iAddi‘ ions/corrections to consent agenda:

P QC hau-‘person Dau requested ltem #6b. (Application Number 02-0311) be moved to
i., Rem, Agenda Item #8 and item #4b. (Famm Worker Housing) as Item #5.

. Revmw of APAC Correspondenceand Staff Reports: i k.

(a) Calendar for 2003 meetings
Letter from Dennis Kehoe regarding Irem #6.b (application number 92-0311)

© Introduction of new Planning Staff member: Karen Pursel

Commzssxoner’s Presentations:

f(‘a)’ *‘Aguculmal Viability Determinations:

Joan Van der Hoeven gave a brief preséntation on information she received from Ron

,Tyler, regarding the designation of %€ Jand types and viability. Information has remained
"thesame as 50 years ago. Suggested the Commissionmay want to consider updating the
criteriaat a future date. ‘The Commissionersexpressed several concerns about the
criteria. Joanwill put this jtem on the January APAC Agenda for further discussion.

a7s WESTRIDGE DIVE, WATSONVILLE, CALIFDRNIA 23070 '!‘1il.1?l‘lk}N]€iﬁ.'ll) THhERU8L FAN JEMD) Tol-82M
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- {b} Fann Worker Housing: Moved to Ragular Agenda ftem #9

3 Commxss:oner Eamshaw will coordinate with Jim Marshall o setorn on Februaxy 20,
j ; ; 2003 1o give 2 presentation to APAC Conumssmners on the use of native plant species
;11 for pusposes of ug buffering.

Ofal Communicatmns. None

Praposal to extend Penuit #99—0724 for a a habitable agcessory siructure with bathroom,
ndment to extend above permit.

" t1 Project located on the west side of Oceay, Street Extension, less than one mile from the
 intersection with Graham Hill R 115 Ocean Street Extension, Santa Cruz.

. Applicant: Mark Primack fos ol Bonita _- Co P

. Development Permit to exceed the maximum 800 square foot
nonconformmg dwetling, and Agncu}tuzal Buffer Determir@tion, and Archaeological Site
: rValley Drive, about 65§ feet from Apple

‘ Apphcat:on Number 02-0300
- AFNI107-311-22
Plannsr Joan Van der

Seven gave staff report and presented photo board furnished by the Al‘Chlteci‘
e project and surrounding area. Staff recommended approval of this proposal.

4tion by Commissioner Kimes, seconded by Commissioner McCrary to approve this proposal.

T M otion passed unanimously.
Tt
Py
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L ' 9 : }oan Van der Hoeven gave a brief report on Farm Worker Housing issue which will be on

There being 0o further business, the meeting was adjoufﬁed’ at3:45 p.m.

L AL T R s my

b avld W Moei[er

"-"n‘:li:w"&?g

E ; Proposal 10 constrict 2 one-story addition to an existing one~story single-family dweﬂmg ! : _‘7
Requires a Coastal Zope Development Permit and an Agricultural Buffer Determinationto -~~~ | °
reduce the required 200-footbuffer from Commercial Agriculture land to about 18 feet Property

. located on the east side o f Altivo Lane, approximately 100 yards northeast from San Andreas
i-Road, at 120 Altivo Lane in La Selva Beach.
; !'Apphpant Mark McKinney for John Gates

lAPN 045-151-48
Plamgler Joan Van der Hoeven

' Joan Va der Hoeven gave staff report and tead correspondence received from Dennis Kehoe
§ ragardmg the project Staff recommended approval of apphcmt’s proposal. :

Dennls Kehoe Attorney for nexghbermg property owner Andy Delucchl expressed his concerns
: aboutthls project because of drainage problem from the Detucchi property toward the proposed

srte and asked the Commlssmn to deny:the prcposai

; Andy Delucchi, nelghborlng property owner, answeredquesnons for the Commission and
expressed hls disapproval. _

,’ Denms Kehoe asked that as additional conditionbe attached requiringan analysis Of the : '
; potential impact on the subject property from upstream flows if this proposal is approved

g e o 1

Motlon by Commissioner Rimes, seconded by CommissionerEarnshaw to accept the sta:&’s —
mconunendat:on with the foIIowmg addltlonal condition:. L

: : ’prroml of ﬂqﬁ' recommendation snb;zct to a proper analys:s by County Public Worfrs af
’parenrtal adverse effects of staff’s recommendation on upstream drainage from the
ucchi propertjr and gther parcels ontp the apphcmt s parcel (APN 043-151 -48) "

? s Motmn passed with Commissioners McCrary and Manfre abstaining.

! APAC‘S Jannary Agenda.

. Commissioner Moeller attended a mee’tmg at the Farm Bureau to discuss this issue. 1t will be
, furthcr dlscussed at a future Farm Bureau Board meetdrg.

Comm:ssxnner Dau welcomed new Commissioner Mike Manfre representing the 4" District and
introductions to other Comrmissioners and staff were made.

i
f
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ
DISCRETIONARY APPLICATION  COMMENTS

Project Planner: Joan Van Der Hoeven Date: July 13. 2004
Application No. : 02-0311 Time: 09:07:35
APN: 045-151-48 Page: 1

Environmental Planning Completeness Comments
====a==== REVIEW ON JULY 10, 2002 BY ROBERT S LOVELAND =———=—=-

1. The biotic concern for this parcel is Monarch Butterfly. This project has no
negative impact on the resource.

Environmental Planning Miscellaneous Comments
========= REVIEW ON JULY 10, 2002 BY ROBERT S LOVELAND =========

1. Please include a detailed erosion control plan for review. Identify what type of
erosion control practice(s) (e.g. silt fencing, etc.) will be utilized on site,
where it will be installed and provide construction details for the practice(s).

Project Review Completeness Comments

========= REVIEW ON JULY 18. 2002 BY JOAN VAN DER HOEVEN =—======= _
Site visit 7/16. No ag buffer issues - existing 6 ft wood fence, physical barrier of
topography and existing native evergreen trees and shrubseffectively protect CA
operations.

NO COMMENT

Project Review Miscellaneous Comments

NO COMMENT

========= (JPDATED ON JUNE 23. 2004 BY JOAN VAN DER HOEVEN =========

Agricultural buffer permit i s due to expire 12-05-04 so a Time Extension will be re-
quired as the Building Permit must be picked up and first inspection passed prior to
the permit expiration as per County Code Section 18.10.133. This i s an administra-
tive permit (Level I¥) and is valid for a one-year extension past 12-04.

========= (JPDATED ON JUNE 23. 2004 BY JOAN VAN DER HOEVEN =====—=====

NO COMMENT

Dpw Drainage Completeness Comments

=========_ (JPDATED ON JULY 22. 2002 BY JOHN G LUMICAQ =————
NO COMMENT

========= (JPDATED ON APRIL 21, 2003 BY JOHN G LUMICAQ ===
See misc. comments

========= (JPDATED ON JNE 22. 2004 BY CARISA REGALADO =====mmmm=

Information addressing the County Design Criteria for flood overflow protection of
300 mm freeboard from the finish floor elevation was received in a report dated
April 30. 2004 from Schaaf & Wheeler Consulting Civil Engineers: "John Gates
Residence Floodplain Delineation, APN 45-151-48 Santa Cruz County, CA". Along with

EXHIBIT
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Discretionary Comments = Continued

Project Planner: Joan Van Der Hoeven Date: July 13, 2004
Application No. : 02-0311 Time: 09:07:35
APN: 045-151-48 Page: 2

the submittal dated May 27. 2004 from Robert L. DeWitt and Associates, Inc. With
further clarification on meeting this requirement as discussed in a telephone con-
versation and in Schaaf & Wheeler's mamo dated June 21, 2004: "June 18, 2004 Discus-
sion Regarding Gates Property Flood Map". As noted in the above report; the 100-year
storm flow is 88 cfs as determined by Freitas & Freitas Engineering and Planning
Consultants, Inc. in a report dated March 30, 2004. "Schaaf & Wheeler Consulting En-
gineers Report Delucchi Drainage System 100 Year Flows".

As indicated by Schaaf & Wheeler, the surrounding property will be lowered to meet
elevations outlined in their table: "Maximum Grades for Gates Backyard Section to
Pass 88 cfs Discharge in Creek to W& 99- ft at X-Section 183" in order to ac-
complish 300 mm of freeboard for a finish floor elevation of 100.00 for this
development. The discretionary stage application review IS complete for this divi-
sion.

Dpw Drainage Miscellaneous Comments

========= REVIEW ON JULY 22. 2002 BY JOHN G LUMICAQ =====—=== 1. Show ON plans
existing tightline connection to existing drainage ditch. Include in plans dimen-
sions or sizesof pipes.

2. The new dimension of impervious improvement i s more than twice the existing area.
A result is an increase in storm runoff. Demonstrate that the existing tight line
connection is capable of handling this increase. Hydrologic calcs should be approved
by a civil engineer.

3. Show on plans a cross section of the typical drainage ditch. Is this channel
protected from the expected increase in storm runoff?

For questions regarding this review the Public Works Drainage staff is available
8:00am to 12:00noon Monday to Friday.

dMore information regarding drainage requirements IS now available Online at this ad-
ress

http://sccounty0l.co.santa-cruz.ca.us/planning/drain. htm

A_dditiohnal review comments, these comments can be address in the building applica-
tion phase.

1. The building plans should include information on the minimum floor elevations.
#Finish floor line elevations). The floor elevations must provide 300mm freeboard
rom the Q100 or flood of record flow To demonstrate this submit a data/statistics
on the highest flood elevation for the area based on Q100.

2. Submit drainage calculations (hydrologic and hydraulic) for the watercourse bet-
ween the property and the Ag area and other drainage structures being introduced.
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Discretionary Comments - Continued

Project Planner: Joan Van Der Hoeven Date: July 13, 2004
Application No. : 02-0311 Time: 09:07:35
APN: 045-151-48 Page: 3

3. Detailed drawing such as cross sections with dimensions of all drainage struc-
tures (existing and proposed) should be shown on the plans.

========= JPDATED ON JUNE 22, 2004 BY CARISA REGALADD ====mmm===
No comment.

Environntental Health Completeness Comments

========= REVIEW ON JULY 9, 2002 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= Applicant received EHS
clearance for 3 bedrooms.

Environmental Health Miscellaneous Comments

========= REVIEW ON JULY 9, 2002 BY JIM G SAFRANEK
NO COMMENT

Aptos-La Selva Beach Fire Prot Dist Completeness C
LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR THIS AGENCY

=======—= FREN ON JULY 18, 2002 BY ERIN K STOW =sme==c==

DEPARTMENT NAME:Aptos/La Selva Fire Dept.

Have the DESIGNER add the appropriate NOTES and DETAILS showing this information on
the plans and RESUBMIT, with an annotated copy of this letter:

NOTE on the plans that the building shall be protected by an approved automatic fire
sprinkler system complying with the currently adopted edition of NFPA 13D and Chap-
ter 30?_ o{_ California Building Code and adopted standards of the authority having
jurisdiction, )

NOTE that the designer/instalier shall submit three (3) sets of plans and calcula-
tions for the underground and overhead Residential Automatic Fire Sprinkler System
to this agenc?/ for approval. Installation shall follow our guide sheet.

NOTE on the plans that an UNDERGROUND FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM WORKING DRAWING must be
prepared by the designer/installer. The plans shall comply with the UNDERGROUND FIRE
PROTECTION SYSTEM INSTALLATION POLICY HANDOUT.

SHOW on the plans where the smoke detectors are to be installed according to the
following locations and approved by this agency as a minimum requirement. -One
detector adjacent to each sleeping area (hall, foyer, balcony etc.) -One detector in
each sleeping room. -One at the top of each stairway of 24" rise or greater and in
an accessible location by a ladder. -There must be at least one smoke detector on
each floor level regardless of area usage. -There must be a minimum of one smoke
detector in every basement area.

NOTE on the plans the installation of an approved spark arrester on the top of the
chimney. The wire mesh shall be 1/2 inch.

NOTE on the plans that the roof covering shall be no less than Class C rated roof.
========= |JPDATED ON OCTOBER 23. 2002 BY ERIN K STOW =========

DEPARTMENT NAME:Aptos/La Selva Fire Dept. PLANS APPROVED

All Fire Department building requirements and fees will be addressed in the Building
Permit phase.

Plan check is based upon plans submitted to this office. Any changes or alterations
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Discretionary Comments - Continued

Project Planner: Joan Van Der Hoeven Date: Ju
Application No. : 02-0311 Time: 09:
APN: 045-151-48 Page: 4

13, 2004
135

shall be re-submitted for review prior to construction.

Aptos-La Selva Beach Fire Prot Dist Miscellaneous
LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR THIS AGENCY
========= REVIEW ON JULY 18, 2002 BY ERIN K SION ==——===

NO COMMENT
========= |JPDATED ON OCTOBER 23, 2002 BY ERIN K STOW ===—=

NO COMMENT

EXHIBIT F !




———_‘u_ FRa— —==- s = :”t- o] =R L) f'
Schaaf & \Wheeler
CONSULTING CM LENGINEERS
FAX TRANSMITTAL
o CanaNeaan,  oraxe | 4ri- zesf
Sce dhw- 01&1%__.;__ ST o
D.fy[-E: Tuyt. 2 \ '1[})\-{ FROM: w,‘ e Q)‘L&_QI\)

PROJECT; j’QLm #QM_-B\' | .TOB# &(}Nce,sg_o L DL

-
We are transmitting [

. . 1ol please
CORIALt US a4y goan ay mep 'ofPhSE sgo%h(guc?‘rtﬁﬁssrg? i)onlglyengonalfi] nnl;elcgl,;/g ﬁ]}'g“ t,rb%mgasm,s fax

in error, please discard it and contact us mmediate')/- Thank you.

REMARKS:
| CAMSA - ?QMM}QJL /ﬁ!z. AJMYJ ﬂécwc eurf e,
T — p—

— -

._g:_zjm We (i

YZS -ozry

~_ plewse QUJT %To{mlﬁﬂrﬁb;f _

[J 870 Marker street, Suite 1278
San Francisco, CA 94102-2506
(415)433-4848
(415)433-1029 FAX
E-mail swsff@swsy com

L3 100 N. Winchester Bivd., Suite 20 [_J100 12” Street, Bldg. 2900
" Sante Clara, CA 950506566 Marina, CA 93933-6000
(408) 245-4348 (831) 883-48438
(408) 246-5624 FAX (831) 883-2424 FAX
E-mail: s&w@swsv.com E-mail: swmb@swsv.com

(J 1001 4™ Avenue Plaza, Suite 3200
- Seattle, WA 98154-1005

(208) 624-9932

(206) 624-9983 FAX

E-mail. swps@swsv.com

Ul/d % /C /L

Ooverheadifzx form all.affinne. dns



mailto:swmb@swsv.com

Il .

Schaaf & Wheeler 100 12 Street. Bldg. 2900

CONSULTING C M L ENCINEERS Marina. CA 93931
{821) 8834848

FAX (83 1)883-2424

swmibflswsy.com

" MEMO

TO: Cearisa Duran, Santa Cruz County DATE:  Junezi, 2004
Department of Public.Works, Drainage

FROM:  Michee!J. Wilson. P.E /44.}&3 JOB#  GATE.01.04
‘Senior-Engincer

SCBJECT: June 18, 2004 Discussion regnrding Gates Property Flood Map

Ce: Robert DeWitt, Robert DeWitt and Associates. Inc.
Jahn Gates, c/o Robert DeWitt

This memorundum IS to summarize our telephone discussion regarding the estimated 100-year
waler surface elevation on John Gates property in La Selva Beach June 18,2004.

Mr. John Gates .authorized Schaaf & Wheeler to delineate the 100-vear water surface clevation
for John Gates property. which 1 did per the report “John Gates Residence Floodplain
Delineation APN 45-151-48 Santa Cruz County, CA” dated April 3¢, 2004. 1 was not informed
the propcrty improvements were to utilize the finished fluor elevation of the existing house. The
foliowing is how the findings in ihat report may have been written had T learned the existing
finished (loor was to be used.

“Mininmtum Finished Floor Efevation for .Dischargeof 88 cfs

The analysis indicates ponded water will occur to elevations greater than 99.27 feet within the
vicinity of the proposed structure and over 100 feet at the east comer Of the lot, as shown in the
floodplain map accompanying this report. The Santa Cruz County requirement to provide
minimum freeboard of 0.98 feci (300 mm) Tramthe 100-vear flood level to the finished floor
clevation cannot be met given the existing finished floor elevation of 100-feet under existing site
conditions. Therefore, the property owner must raise the finished floor elevation of the house to
100.25-feet, or lower the surrounding property to lower the estimated water surface levet to less
than 99.02-feci.”

Mr. Gates selected to meet the County‘s requirement. using the latter recommendation. The table
provided to your office from Rohert DeWits dared June 9, 2004 indicates the minimum grading
cuts required Lo lower the estimated 100-year water surface to 99-feel.
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Robert L. DeWitt

and Associates, Inc. 1607 Ocean Street - Suite 1

CivilEngineers & Land Surveyors O Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Telephone 831 425-1617
Fax Number 831 425-0224

o email ridawlt @aol corn

June 9,2004
Job No. RG3070

County of Santa Cruz
Department of Public Works
701 Ocean Street

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Attn:  Carissa Duran, Drainage Engineering

Re:  Application of John Gates
120Altivo Avenue, La Selva Beach
APN 045-151-48

Dear Carissa,

lenclose herewith a revised Table 1to accompany my letter to you dated May 27. This
Table Bwas corrected after a review with Michael Wilson of the firm of Schaaf & Wheeler.

The recommendationfor minor regrading to accommodate the 100-year flood with the
required free board of 300 mm remains unchanged.

Please discard the previous version of Table 1and use this table inits place.

Thank you qr your attention to this matter.

1

Robeft L. DeWht, PE .
RLD:kim
enclosure

cc: John Gates
Joan Van derHoeven,
Michael Wilson, Schaaf & Wheeler
Mark McKinney, Architect

R03070.6-9-04
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Robert L. DeWwitt

and Associates, Inc.
CivilEngineers&Land Surveyors g

1607 Ocean Sirest — Suite 1
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Telephone  831425-1617
Fax Number 831 425-0224
May 27,2004 O emait ridewiti@ aol com
Job No. R03070

County of Santa Cruz
Department of Public Works
701 Ocean Street

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Attn:  Carissa Duran, Drainage Review

Re:  Application by John Gates
APN 045-151-48

Dear Carissa,

We have receivedthe final report and recommendationsfrom Schaaf &Wheeler. The reportand
calculations were performed using the 100-year flow rate as re-calculated by Mr. Freitas at 88
cubic feet per second. Schaaf & Wheeler have computed the water surface elevation at each of
the identified cross sections (designated as River Stations inthe report). To provide the necessary
waterway area to achieve a minimum freeboard of 300 mm from the water surface to the finish
floor level, Schaaf & Wheeler have specified the maximum ground surface elevation at key
locations corresponding to the plotted cross sections.

We have plotted the information on the topographic site map and have labeled each of the data
points beginning with point number 1001 and greater.

We enclose a table showing the existing ground surface elevation compared to the maximum
ground elevation specified by Schaaf & Wheeler.

In conclusion, it is evident that very minor re-grading of the landscaped area between the new
addition and the channel will allow for the required freeboard for a 100-year design storm.

Please review, and if acceptable, notify Joan Van der Hoeven so she may proceed with the
continued hearing before the Planning Commission.

Please

myself or Schaaf & Wheeler with any questions.

Since

Robert L. DeWitt, PE
RLD:XIm

enclosures

cc: John Gates, Owner

Mark McKinney, Architect
Michael Wilson, Schaaf & Wheeler
+~Joan Van der Hoeven, Planning

R03070.5-27-04 Y7 EXHI B lT
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Schaaf & Wheeler

A . CONSULTING QIVIL ENGINEERS -
TunesB. Schuaf,PE 100 Twelfth Street, Building 2000 . Offcesin
. Kik R, Wheeler, PE ) Maﬁha,mgsgssm : B L Silison Valley
Pt o Tocgeenn, 75 © (83D8s3dsas Pugel Sound Arce
Charles D. Anderson, PE- ' FAX (831) 8832424 ' San Francioo
‘Femb®swsv.com
May 19, 2004

Mr. John Gaies,

C/o Mr. Robert DeWiit, P.LE.

Robert L. DeWitt and Associates, Inc.
1607 Ocean Street, Suite 1
SantaCruz, California 95060

RE: Preliminary Grading Elevations for Grading Plan for 88-¢fs Delueehi Ditch Discharge
across APN 45-151-48

Dear Mr-Gates:

We are submitting spot elevations that correspond to elevations in Cross sections to be uscd to
delincate the floodplain water surface elcvationon your preperty in the event of an §8-cfs
discharge in the ditch adjacent tu your property, which is being used to reprcscnt the 1 60-year
peak discharge in that ditch.

These spot elevations are the maximum clevations we reconunend, and snay be used as the baiy-
of-design to develop a new grading plan withinthe sectionsprovided. We have attemptedto
minimize the change in grades bawd on the topography provided by Robert L. DeWitt &
Agsociates, Inc, November' 14, 2003, All grading would he performed on lot APN 45-151-48.
Gradeswill allow your backyardto continue to drain towards the ditch. “$he minimum cross-
slopc of these spat elevations is 1%.

Unforiunately, the existing topography doesnot provide enough detait Within the region we have
given the elevations. A new survey will probably b required, Wc cannot guarantee the amount
of grading that will be required.

The new grading plan will need to incorporate our spot elevations or reduce the elevations to

provide the most appropriate plan for your backyard. These elevations cannot be raised without
affecting our calculated WSEL on your property.
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Spot Elevations for Regrade * I :2: R - - {p May 19, 2004

Please have your engineer provide us with an Auto-CAD version of the new'gmam'g plan. We
will then generate our report We look forward te providing our assistaiice (o you in these -+
muailters. A : !

Very truly yours,
‘& WHEELE

Senior Engineer

Enclosure:  Maximum Grades for Gates Backyard Section to Pass 88 efs i Creek to WYEL
99-ft. at X-Section 183; preliminary tables for Floodplain Delineation tobe used
in report; preliminary plots of relevant X-sections, sire map to be used for
floodplain delineation showing locations of x-sections.

Ce: Jim Schaaf, Schaaf & Wheeler
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Robert L. DeWitt

and Associates, Inc. 1607 Ocean Street — Suite 1
CivilEngineers &Land Surveyors o ' Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Telephone 831 425-1617
April 19,2004 S
Job No. R03037
Schaaf & Wheeler
100 Twelfth Street
Building 2900

Marina, CA 93933
Attn:  MichaelJ. Wilson, PE

Re:  John Gates Property at 120Altivo Avenue
Application N0. 02-0311 APN 045-151-48

Dear Michael,

We have requestedthat the County Departmentof Public Works review your reportand approve your
calculation that the fiow inthe channel resultingfrom a 100-year storm would be 82 cfs. As you know,
Mr. Freitas has recalculatedthe flow at this locationto be 88 cfs. rather than the 420 cfs shown in his
earlier report. By requesting County approval of your report,we are attemptingto minimize additional
expense to the owner, for the next step of calculation of the flood elevation.

However, | received a call from Carrisa Duraninthe Departmentof Public Works. Following review
within the Department, Ms. Duran informed me that the Departmentwould like to have the water

surface elevation calculated for both 82 cfs as well as 88 cfs. | subsequently spoke with her supervisor,
Ms. Rachel Fatoohi, and explained that runningthe water surface calculations for two separate flows was
extra expense for the owner. In reviewing the situation, Rachel agreed that if we were to calculate water
surface onjust one scenario, and we should use 88 cfs for the calculation, that would be acceptable to

the Department of Public Works. We would have the option of runningthe additional calculation at 82 cfs,
if deemed necessary.

We enclose herewith a copy of the report rerun by Mr. Freitas, as well as an electronic copy of our
topographic mapping.

With Mi. Gates' authorization, please calculate the water surface elevation for the 100-year flow of 88 cfs
at the location in the channel adjacent to the new addition to the Gates residence. The County is looking
for a difference of a minimum of 300 mm (0.91 feet) from the finish floor elevationto the 100-yearflood
level. Piggse provide me with a letter stating your findings and conclusions for submittal to the County.

Thank ouffor yqur at@ntion to this matter.

Ro ert .DeWift, PE .
RLD:kim
enclosure

cc: John Gates
Mark McKinney
Joan Vander Hoeven. Planning
Rachel Fatoohi. DPW
Carissa Duran. DPW

R03070 4-19-04 55 EXH‘ B l‘f F




FROM : Dellitt Assopciates | FAX NO. : 831 425 8224 { Apr. 81 2004 82:28PM P2

- fﬂ[ﬂﬂﬁ*[ﬂ[ﬂﬂﬂ - B o .3070 |

EXGIMEERING WD PLOSTING CONSULTANTS, BNC.
Mareh 30,2004 03002

" Mr. Robert DeWitt
Robert L. DeWitt and Assdciates, Inic. -
1607 Ocean Street — Suite 1

" Santa Cruz, Califormia 95060

- Subject:, Schaaf & Wheeler Consulting EngineersReport . -
Delucchi Drainage System 100 Year Flows

-Dear Bob:

As requested, I have reviewed the hydrology report prepared by Schaaf & Wheeler Consulting
Engineers for John Gates property adjacent to #e property of Andrew Delucchi i La Selva
Beach. The Schaaf and Wheeler Report indicates a peak 100 year flow along the drainage ditch
adjacent to Mi. Gates property of 82 ¢fs and the peak flow of the roadside ditch dong Altivo of
about 30 efs.

The Schaaf ad Wheeler Report utilizes the USGS quadrangle map at scale 1" = 2,000 feet and
simplifies the drainage basin IntD 3 subcatchments above the Gates property. My report using the
available 1" = 400 feet scale map divides the basin into 12 subeatchment areas above the Gates
property. | believe using a smaller mumber of subcatchment reduces the peak flows n small
watershed areas such as this one.

| noted N the Schaaf and Wheeler report that the total 24 hour rainfall used was 7.33 inches. This
is less than the amount | used in my March 2003 study. | now believe that | overestimated the
100 year 24 hour rainfall for this area. | now agree with the 7.33 inches total 24 hour minfall
used by the Schaaf and Wheeler report. | have revised my March 4,2003 hydrology report to
accommodate my overestimation | now caleulate a peak 100 year flow along the drainage ditch
adjacent 1 M. Gates property of 88 cfs (Reach 18). The detaited results Of the computer ran are
attached.

Ifyou have any questions, please call me.

‘Sincerely, W o
Wu(éf o I
Michael J. Frei

Freitas+ Freitas

CC  Andrew Deluechi, 105 Alta Street, La Selva Beach, CA 95076
Dennis ] Kehoe, 311 Bonita Drive, Aptos, CA 95003

Carisa Duran, SCC DP'W Stormwater Management, 701 Ocean St, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Enclosures
T
Dx'03002-Delucebi\Scheaf & Wheeler 100 Yaar Hyd:olow)-zm_dup EXH 1 b L 1 F
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. Robert L. DeWitt

and Associates, Inc.
CivilEngineers&Land Surveyors ©

coPY.

1607 Ocean Street = Suite 1
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 .
Telephone 831 425-1617

Fax Number 8371 4250224
March 5,2004 o emaif ridewitt @aol com

Job No. R03070

County of Santa Cruz
Department of Public Works
701 Ocean Street

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Attn:  Carrisa Duran

Re:  Application Number 02-0311 APN: 045-151-48
John Gates, Owner

Dear Carrisa,

We enclose herewith the hydrology report prepared for the owner by Schaaf & Wheeler,
Consulting Civil Engineers. The report was commissioned by Mr. Gates to respond to the
County's requirement that the finish floor elevation of the new construction be above the flood
level for a 100-year, 24 hour storm. In the review of the Freitas + Freitas report, Schaaf &
Wheeler have employed methodology appropriateto the area and have factored in soil type and
rainfall data. The estimated peak flow, according to the report, is 82 cubic feet per second. The
Freitas report had concluded the peak flow at the same location to be 430 cubic feet per
second.

Prior to proceeding with the calculation of the flood elevations, we request a review and
acceptance of this report on behalf of the owner. By copy of this letter, we are providing Mr.
Freitas a copy of this report for his information.

Please review and notify my office of your determination in this matter. We have been informed
by the planner, Joan Vanderhoeven, that the other deadlines apply to this application and she
will need to schedule the continued hearing before the Planning Commission at the earliest
opportunity.

fi o this matter.

RLD:kim
enclosure

cc: John Gates {w/enclosure)
Mark McKinney
Michael Wilson
« Joan Vanderhoeven
Mike Freitas (w/enclosure)
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¢ (hr) from midpoin all €xcess to pe
l\ﬁmng s n-value for watershed roughness ~
= leng{h ‘tmi) of the main water course

LCA = lén'gth
Subbasin n-value | | (mi) | Lica(mi) | S{ft/mi) | Lag(hr)
UP-1AB 007 0.606 0.303 704 0.18
Up-1CD 007 0.606 0.303 704 0.18
LO-2AB 0.07 0.81 041 98 0.3
LO-3AB 0.03 0.45 0.28 375 0.05 )
—
The hydrographs for subbasins UP-1AB and UP-1CD were combined in theHEC-1 model at ‘g
catchpointCP1. Thenthe resulting hydrograph, UP-1{AB&CD), was routed to catchpoint CP2, D
which is the confluence of the drainage ditch behind Mr. Gates property and the roadside ditch ~
located at the culvertalong Altivo Avenue. Routing information was provided by Freitas & o
Freitas simulating a circular channel 10-ft wide by 5-ft deep. \E
Modeling Results &-G
Copies of the HEC-1 model runs are provided in the appendices. The following table ~ % .
summarizes the results found in those rus. 2
~=
Mode! Catchpoint | Subbasin Hydrographs | Peak Time of Peak \g‘) \
Run ' Combined at Catchpoint Discharge = Q
i CP1 UP-TAB & UP-1CD 39 ofs 9.83-hrs N
1 CP2 UP-1(AB & CD) & LO 2AB | 82 cfs 10.00-hrs e
2 CP2 LO-3AB 30 cfs 10.00-hrs ‘A
~ —_—

* A 100-year, 24-hour design storm in the La Selva Beach area will produce a peak
discharge in the drain: ge ditch behind Mr. Gates property of about 82 cfs.

sC

p e old
county road on Altivo Avenue will be about 112 cfs,

Jert crossing

Schaaf & Wheeler Draft Hydrology Report
Jahn Gates Praperty 5 it gy Rep

March §, 2004
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FRAITAS + FRFITAS

*NGINEERING AND PLANNING CONSULTANTS
March 4,2003 03002

Mi. Andrew Delucchi
105 Alta Street
La Selva beach, California 9.5076

Subject: Drainage Boundary Plan and Hydrology Report
Dear Mr. Delucchi:

Enclosed with this letter for your review and comments are three copies of our Drainage
Boundary Plan and Hydrology Report Inaccordance with our engineering services agreement.

The report shows the tributary drainage area of the drainage basin within your property.

Using a 10year storm of 7.71 inches of rainfall over a 24 hour period and the Soil Conservation
Service SCS TR-20 method results in peak flows as follows:

Reach 26 Railroad Trestle =435 cfs
Reach 24 — 278 cfs
Reach 18 =155 cfs

Reach 18 is the channel along Altivo Drive which we walked. The existing channel appears to
be adequate for the flows generated by this moderate 10 year event storm.

The detailed results of the computer runs are shown in the report.
If you have any questions, please call me.

Sincerely, -..u.n

Michael J. Freitas
Freitas T Freitas

Frelesure:

D:W3002-DelucchiDelucchi Drainage Report.doe 5-7

301 LAURENT STREET, SANTA CRUL CAUFORMA 95063 TELEPHONE 831.420.5018 FACSIMILE 831.429.1264 EXH




DRAINAGE BOUNDARY PLAN

AND
HYDROLOGY REPORT

FOR

DELUCCHI DRAINAGE AREA
LA SELVABEACH, CALIFORNIA

MARCH 2003

FREITAS +FREITAS
Engineering and Planning Consultants
311 Laurent Street
Santa Cruz, California 95060
(831)429-5018
FAX (831) 429-1264




Drainage Boundary Plan
And Hydrology Report

1 Purpose of This Report

The purpose of this report is to prepare a tributary area drainage map and 10 year return Stom
water hydrology calculation for a small drainage basin just south of La Selva Beach, Santa Cruz
County, California. A large portion of this drainage basin is owned by Andrew Delucchi.

2. Description of Existing Drainage Area

The existing drainage area is shownon Figure 1 =Hydrology Plan Map included with this report.
The drainage area consists of a portion of the residentially developed area of La Selva Beach,
bench farmlands and undeveloped coastal scrub hillsides facing Monterey Bay.

The drainage courses run in steep canyons and gullies With the developed and farmland on bench
lands above the channels.

Soils of the area are divided about equally fran Elder sandy loam, Elkhorn Sandy Loam, and
Baywood Loamy Sand. These soils have moderate runoff potential and are a Category B classified
soil by the USDA Soil Conservation Service.

3. Hydrology and Hydraulic Analysis

The storm water drainage areas were modeled with the use of Hydrocad Storm Water
Monitoring System Version 6 prepared by Applied Microcomputer Systems of Chocoruna, New
Hampshire. The United States Soil Conservation Service Curve Number Unit Hydrograph Method
was utilized for a 24 hour 10 year storm from the Standards of Santa Cruz Gounty Public Works
Department. A 10year 24 hour storm will produce 7.70 inches of rain.

The drainage areas were subdivided into sub catchment areas and reaches consisting of the existing

channels shown on the topographic map. A drainage schematic plan and result printout for both
areas follows in this report.

The results of the analysis are shown in the computer printouts included in thisreport. Generally all
channels have sufficient capacity for the 10 year event storm.

The results of this modeling are shown below:
Reach 26 Railroad Trestle —435 cfs

Reach 24 - 278 cfs
Reach 18=155¢fs

Reach 18 is the channel along Altivo Drive which we walked. The existing channel appears to be
adequate for the flows generated by this moderate 10 year event storm.

S EXHIBIT F {4




Figure ]
Location Map
Delucchi Drainage Area

La Selva Beach, California
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Delucchi System Type{ 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"
Prepared by Freitas + Freitas

Page 1
HydroCAD® 8.00_s/in 001901 © 1986-2001 Applied Mierocornputer Systems . 312 /03

Time span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrs, 241 points
Runoffby SCS TR-20 method, UH=8CS, Type | 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"
Reach routing by Stor-ind+Trans method - Pond routing by Ster-ind method

Subcatchment 1:
Te=33.5 min CN=48 Area=37.800 aC Runofi=20.13 cfs 5806 af
Subcatchment 2
Tc=32.4 min CN=48 Area=38.000 ac Runoff=19.69 cfs 5533 af
Subcatchment 4
Te=42.1 min CN=48 Area=35.600 ac Runwoff= 16.70CfS 5.444 &
Subcatchment 5. _
Te=15.1mIin CN=70 Area=10.600 ac Runoff= 27.37 c¢fs 3.703 af
Subcatchment 7:
Te=12.0 min CN=48 Area=3.200 ac Runcff= 275 cfs 0497 af
Subcatchment 8
Te=43.0 min CN=48 Area=22300 ac Runoff= 10.34 cfs 3.409 af

Subcatchment 9 . \
Te=33.3 rnin CN=48 Area=14.600 ac Runoffz 7.80¢fs 2243 &

Subcatchment 14:
Te=43.3 min CN=48 Area=20.900 ac Runoffz 9.66 cfs 31 of
Subcatchment 13:
To=45.4 min CN=48 Area=24200 ac Runoff=10.88 cfs 3694 af
Subcatchment 14:
Te=36.0 min CN=48 Area=36.400 ac Runoff=1869 cfs 5584 af
Subcatchment 16: | -
Te=204 min CN=81 Area=27.800 ac Runoff=85.49 c¢fs 12.589 af
Subcatchment17:
Te=58.0 rnin CN=48 Area=31.800 ac Runoff= 1242 cfs 4.822 af
Subcatchment18:
Te=27.0 min CN=81 Area=7.100 ac Runoff=19.07¢fs 3.209 af
Subcatchment 20
Te=27.9 min CN=75 Area=33.300 ac Runoff=76.87 cfs 13.143 af
Subcatchment 22;

Te=28.5 min CN=75 Area=30.100 ac Runoff=87.78 ¢fs 11.878 af

ﬂ
i
i
i
‘
-
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Prepared by Freitas + Freitas. .
HydroCAD® 6.00 s/n 001901 © 1888-2001 Applied Microcomputer Systems

Subcatchment 23

Subcatchment 2 5

Reach 3

Reach 6

Reach11:

Reach1 2

Reach 15:

Reach 18:

Reach 21:

Reach 24:

Reach 26: SPRR Trestle

Page 2
3/4/03

Te=38.4 min CN=75 Area=24.200 aC Runoff= 46.02 cfs 9520 af

Tc=40.3 min CN=81 Area=51.700 ac Runoff= 11119 cfS 23277 af

Inflow=239.63 cfs 11.339 af
Length=500.0' Max Vel= 84 fps Capacity= 567.66 ¢fs Qutflon=39.32cfs 11.322 af

Inflow 66.40 cfs 20.469 af
Length= 560.0" Max Vel= 73 fps Capacity= 382.72¢fs Outflow= 64.96 cfs 20.431 af

Inflow= 86.34 cfs 27530 af
Length=3500 MaxVel=92fps Capacity=479.76 cfs Outflow 84.97 cfs 27.505 af

Inflow 9247 cfs 29.748 af
Length=1,800.0' MaxVel= 7.0fps Capacity=32558 cls Qutflov= 9062 cfs 29549 af

Inflow= 11823 cfS 38.827 af
Length=12000 Max Vel= 10.1fps Capacity= 484.74 ¢fs Quiflow= 117.04 cfs 38711 af

Inflow= 156.36 cfs 56.121 af
Length=880.0" Max Vel=7.8 fps Capacity= 307.86 cfs Outflow= 155.45 ¢fs 55981 af

Inflow= 220,62 fs 72.334 af
Length=400.0' Max Vel= 87 fps Capacity=317.33 cfs Outflow=220.38 cfs 72.261 af

Inflow=289.86 cfs 84.139 af
Length= 1,9000' Max Vel= 101 fps Capacity=356.65 cfs Quiflow= 278.72 cfs 83.797 af

Inflow= 435.13 cfs 116.594 af
Length=1000 Max Vel= 93 fps Capacity= 283.83 cfs Outflow 434.77 cfs 116,569 af

Runoff Area =447600 ac Volume =417.545 af Average Depth= 3.15"




Delucchi System " ael24-hr Rainfall=7.70"
Prepared by Freitas+ Freitas

Page3
HydroCAD® 6.00 s/n 001201 © 1986-2001 Applied Microcomputer Systems 3/4/03
Subcatchment 1.
Runoff = 20.13¢fs @ 10.36 hrs, Volume= 5.806 af

Type | 24-hr Rainfali=7.70"

Area(ac) CN Description .
37800 48 Brush, Good, HSG B R

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
(min) ___(feet)  {ftf) (Wsec) {cfs)

335 2000 01500 10 Lag/CN Method, o
Subcatchment 2
Runoff = 1969 cfs@ 10.34 hrs, Volume= 5.533 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=8CS, Time Span- 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrs_
Type | 24-hr Rainfali=7.70"

Area{ac) CN Description
36.000 48 Brush, Good, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
(min) __(feet) (/) (ft/sec) (cfs)

324 2150 0.1800 11 LagICN Method, o
Subcatchment4:
Runoff = 16.70 ¢fs @ 10.50 hrs, Volume= 5444 of

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Time Span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10 hrs
Type | 24-hr Rainfail=7.70"

Area(ac) CN Description

35600 48 Brush, Good, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
_{min) _ (feet) _ (fi/fft) (fi/sec) (efs)

421 2550 0,1400 10 Lag/CN Method,
Subcatchment5:
Runoff = 27.37 cfs@ 10.08nrs, Volume= 3.703 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=8CS, Time Span=0.0524.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrs
Type | 24-hr Rainfall-7.70'

6 EXHIBT




Delucchi System Type | 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"
Preparedby Freltas + Freitas o Psa}gfg g

Area(as) CN__ Description
10.600 70 1/2 acre lots, 29% imp, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description

151 1,300 0.1200 1.4 LagICN Method,
Subcatchment 7:
Runoff = 275 cfs@ 10.07 hrs, Volurre= 0.497 af

Runoffby SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10 hrs
Type | 24-hr Rainfail=7.70"

_Areafacy CN _Description . _
3.200 48 Brush, Good, HSG B _ .

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description

{min}) . (feet) (ft/f} (ft/sec) (cfs)
120 600 0.1700 0.8 LagICN Method,
Subcatchment 8:
Runoff = 10.34 cfs@ 10.51 trs, Veolumes= 3.409 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=8CS§, Time Span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 010 hrs
Type | 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"

Areaf{ael _ CN___Description
22.300 48 Brush, Good, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
i %))

430 2000 0.0910 08 ~ LagICN Method,
Subcatchment 9:
Runoff = 780cfs @ 10.36 hrs, Volume= 2.243 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=8CS8, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10 hrs
Type 124-hrRainfall=7,70"

——Area{ag) CN Description : _
14.600 48 Brush, Good, HSGR

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description

—(min) (feet) _ (f/) (ft’lsec)  (cfs)

333 1,350 0.0810 0.7 LagICN Method,

o EXHIBIT F
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Delucchi System Type 24-hr Rainfai=7.7g"
- Prepared by Heltas + Freitas Page s
HydroCAD® 600 s/n 001901 © 1986-2001 Applied Microcomputer Systems 3/4/03 -
Subcatchment10:
Runoff = 966¢cfs @ 10.52 hrs, Volume= 3.194 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=8CS, Time Span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10 hrs
Type | 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"

Area{ac¢) CN Description
20.900 48 Brush, Good, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{miny___(feet) _ (ft/f) _(Wsec) (cfs)

433 1600 0.0630 06 LagiCN Method,
Subcatchment 13:
Runoff = 10.89cfs @ 10.55 hrs, Volume= 3.694 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrg
Type | 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"

Area(ac) CN Description . , ‘
24200 48 Brush, Good, HSG B ﬁ

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
(min) ___ (feef)  (f/R)  {fi/sec) {efs)

it —— SORET T ‘ ”\w’ ‘._izifs‘;%‘ !
[ R Ry A R P S X

454 2,050 0.0850 08 LagICN Method,
: Subcatchment 14:
l Runoff = 1869 cfs@ 10.40 hrs, Volume= 5.584 af

Runoffby SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= .10 hrs
Type i 24-hr Ralnfall=7.70"

Area {ag) CN Description
36.400 48  Brush, Good, HSG B , - N R

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description

(min)  (feet) _ (ft/ftY _(Wsec) (cfs) : o
360 1,800 0.1100 08 LaglCN Method,
Subcatchment 16:
Runoff = 8549 cfs@ 10.13 hrs, Volume= 12.589 af

Runoffby SCS TR-20 method, UH=8CS, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 2.10 hrs
Type | 24-hr Rainfali=7.70"




Delucchi System Type R24-fir Rainfai=7. 70%|

Prepared by Freitas + Freitas Page8|
HydroCAD® 6,00_s/n 001801 © 1986-2001 Applied Microcomputer Systems _ 403

Area lac) _ CN Description
+27.800 81 Row crops, straightrew, Poor, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity CapaC|ty Descrlptlon
(min) __(feet) _(ft/A) (ft/sec) . (cfsh

204 1,700 0.0530 14 Lag/CN Method,

Subcatchment 17:

Runoff = 1242 cfs@ 10Q.7% hrs, Volume= 4.822 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=8CS, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10 hrs -
Type 124-hr Rainfail=7.70"

Area(agc) CN__ Description
31.800 48 Brush, Good, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
(min) _ (feet) (/)  (fisec) {cfs)

§8.0 2400 0.0670 0.7 Lag/CN Method,
Subcatchment 19:
Runoff = 19.07 cfs@ 10.21 hrs, Volume= 3.209 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Time Span= 0.00-24.00nrs, di= 0.10 hrs
Type | 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"

Area (ac) CN Description
7100 81 Row crops,straight row, Poor HSGB

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{mimy __ (feet) _(ft/ft) _(Wsec) (cfs) ‘
27.0 800 0.0110 0.6 LagICN Method,

Subcatchment2 0

Runoff = 7587 cfs@ 1023 hrs, Volumes= 13143 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, df= 0.10 hrs
Type 124-hr Rainfall=7.70"

Area {ac) CN Description .
33300 75 1/4acrelots, 38% imp, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) ___(feet) _ (f/ff)  (fi/sec) (cfs)
279 2400 0.0710 14 LagICN Method,

- BxHiBh
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TV"“° [ 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"
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Prepared by Freitas + Freitas Page 7

HydroCAD® 600 s/n 001901 © 1886-2001 Applied Micrecomputer Svstems 3/4/03
Subcatchment 22:

Runoff = 67.78 ¢fs @ 10.23 hrs, Volume= 11.878 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Time Span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 010 hrs
Type 1 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"

Arealact CN Description
30.100 75 14 acrelots, 38% imp, HSGE

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description

(min)  (feet) _ (ft/ft) (ft/sec) (cfs) o ;
285 2,350 0.0660 14 LagICN Method, - ,
Subcatchment23:
Runoff = 46.02 cfs@ 10.36 firs, Volume= 9520 af

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SC8, Time Span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 010 hrs
Type | 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"

Area(ac). CN Description
24200 75 1l4acre lots,38% imp, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity Gapacity Description
(miny  (feet)  (fft}) (ft/sec} {cfs)

384 2300 0.0350 '1.0 LagICN Method,
Subcatchment?2 5
Runoff = 11119 cfs@ 10.38 hrs, Volume= 23.277 of

Runofbe SCS TR-20 method, UH=8GCS, Time Span 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 010 hrs
Type | 24-hr Rainfall=7.70"

Area{ac) CN Description
51700 81 Row crops, straightrow, Poor, HSG B

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min} _ (feet)  (f/ft\ (fi/sec} {cfs)

403 2950 0.0330 12 LagICN Method,
Reach 3:
Inflow = 3963 cfs@ 10.35hrs, Volume= 11.339 af .
Oufflow = 39.32 cfs@ 10.39 hrs, Volume= 11.322 af, Atten= 1%, Lag= 23 min

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs. dt= 0.10 nrs
Max. Velocity= 84 fps, Min. Travel Time= 10 min
Avg. Velocity =53 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 1.6 min

“ o EXHIBIT_F ¢
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Delucchi System ¢ Typel24-hr Rainfall=7.70"
‘Prepared by Freitas + Freitas ‘ Page8

HydreCAD® 6.00_s/n 001901 @ 1886-2001 Applied MicrocomputerSystems 3/4/03

Peak Depth= 1.36'

Capacity at bank full= 567.66 cfs

Inlet Invert=180.00', Outlet Invert= 170.00'

1000 x 500 deep Parabolic Channel, n= 0.030 Length=5000" Siope= 0.0400 '/

Reach 6
Inflow = 6540 cfs@ 10.37 hrs, Volume= 20469 af
Oufflow = 64.96 cfs @ 10.41 hrs, Volume= 20431 af, Atten= 1%, Lag=22 min

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10 hrs
Max. Velocity= 7.3 fps, Min. Travel Time= 13 min
Avg. Velocity =42 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 22 min

Peak Depth=2.09
Capacity at bank full= 382.72 cfs
Inlet Invert= 170.00', Outlet Invert= 160.00'

10.00' x 500 deep Parabolic Channel, n=0.030 Length=550.0' Slope=0.0182 '/

Reach 11:
Inflow = &B.HAcfs@ 10.43 hrs, Volume= 27530 af
Oufflow = 84.97 cfs@ 1045 hrs, Volume= 27.505 af, Atten= 0%, Lag= 1.1rnin

Routing by Stor-ind+Trans method, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10 hrs
Max. Velocity= 9.2 fps, Min. Travel Time= 0.6 rnin
Avg. Velocity =53 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 1.1 min

Peak Depth=2.13

Capacity a bank full= 479.76 cfs

Inlet Invert=180.00", Outlet Invert=150.00'

10.00' x 5.00' deep ParabolicChannel, n=0.030 Length=350.0' Slope= 0.0286 '/

Reach 12
inflow = 9247 cfs@ 10.44 hrs, Volume= 29.748 af
Oufflow = 90.62 cfs@ 10.58 hrs, Volume= 29.549 af, Atten= 2%, Lag=8.5min

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrs
Max. Velocity= 7.0 fps, Min. Travel Time=4.5 rnin
Avg. Velocity =41 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 7.8 min

Peak Depth=2.66'
Capacity at bank full= 32558 cfs
Inlet Invert=150.00", Outlet Invert=125.00'

10.00' X 5.00' deep Parabolic Channel, n=0.030 Length= 1,900.0' Slope=0.0132 Y

-  EXHBIT |
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Delucchi System Type | 24-hr Rainfail=7.70"
Prepared by Freitas + Freitas Page 9
HydroCAD® 6.00 s/n 001901 @ 1986-2001Applied Microcomputer Systems 3/4/03
Reach 15:
Inflow = 11823 cfs@ 10.5%5hrs, Volume= 38.827 af
Outflow = 117.04¢fs @ 10.61 hrs, Volume= 38.711 af, Atten= 1%, Lag= 3.9 min

Routing by Stor-ind+Trans method, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10hrs
Max. Velocity= 101 fps, Min. Travel Time=2.0 min
Avg. Velocity = 5.9 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 34 min

Peak Depth= 248

Capacity at bank full= 484.74 cfs

Inlet Invert=125.00°, Outlet Invert=90.00'

10.00' X 5.00" deep Parabolic Channel, n= 0030 Length=1,200.0' Slope=0.0292 '/

Reach 18:
Inflow = 156.36 cfs@ 10.%5 hrs, Volume= 56.121 af
Outflow = 155.45¢fs @ 10.61 hrs, Volume= 55.981 af, Atten= 1%, Lag= 3.3 min

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10 hrs
Max. Velocity= 7.8 fps, Min. Travel Time= 1.8 min
Avg. Velocity = 45 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 31 min

Peak Depth= 357

Capacity at bank full= 307.86 cfs

Inlet Invert=20.00", OutletInvert= 80.00'

10.00' x 5.00" deep Parabolic Channel, n=0.030 Length=850.0' Slope=0.0118

Reach 21:
Inflow = 22062 cfs@ 10.31hrs, Volume= 72.334 af
Outflow = 22039 cfs@ 10.33 hrs, Volume= 72.261 af, Atten= Oh, Lag= 1.3 min

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10hrs
Max. Velocity= 8.7 fps, Min. Travel Time= 0.8 min
Avg. Velocity =50 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 1.3 min

Peak Depth=4.17"

Capacity at bank full= 317.33 cfs

Inlet Invert=80.00", Outlet Invert=75.00'

10.00" x 5.00" deep Parabolic Channel, n= 0.030 Length=400.0' Slope=0.0125 '/

sl S N o o 5 SO M55 5= WO, 7 W " M1 W, Ol 1377 WA

Reach 24:
inflow = 28386 cfs@ 10.30hrs, Volume= 84.139 af
Outflow = 27872 cfs@ 10.41hrs, Volume= 83.797 af, Atten= 2%, Lag=67 min

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10hrs
Max. Velocity= 10.1 fps, Min. Travel Time= 31 min
Avg. Velocity = 5.6 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 56 min

1 £ EXHIBIT F
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F Delucchi System

I
| ) LI Page 18‘
l , Prepared by Freitas + Freitas _
HydraCAD® 600 s/n 001901 © 1986-2001 Applied Microcomputer Systems e —3/4/03

Peak Depth= 446
l Capacity & bank fuli= 356.65 cfs

Inlet Invert=75.00", Outlet Invert=45.00 '

4 10.00' x 500 deep Parabolic Channel, n=0030 Length=1,900.0° Slope=0.0158"

' ' Reach 2 6 SPRR Trestle

l inflow = 43513cfs@ 1040 hrs, Volume= 116,594 af .
s Outflow = 43477¢fs@ 10.40 hrs, Volume= 116.569 af, Atten= 0%, Lag= 0.4min

Routing by Stor-Ind+Trans method, Time Span= 0.00-24.00 hrs, dt= 0.10 hrs
Max. Veloclty= 93 fps, Min. Travel Time= 02 min
Avg. Velocity =52 fps, Avg. Travel Time= 03 min

Peak Depth= 6.34'

Capacity at bank full= 283.83 cfs

Inlet Invert= 45.00", Outlet Invert= 44.00

1000' x 500 deep Parabolic Ghannel, n= 6,030 Length=100.0' Slepe=0.0100"
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October 13,2003 03002

Mr. Andrew Delucchi
105 Alta Street
La SelvaBeach, California95076

Subject: Comments on SCC Planning Department ApplicationNo. 02-0311

Dear Mr. Delucchi:

As requested, this letter contains our comments on the 9/19/03 letter to Mr. John Lumicao, of
Santa Qruz County Department of Public Works from Robert L. DeWitt, PE concerning
drainage issues of Santa Cruz County Planning Department ApplicationNo. 02-0311 (APN
045-151-48). This application is for the expansion of an existing 480 square foot house built

in 1959to0 a 1,960 square foot house adjacent to your property along Altivo Drive in La Selva
Beach

As you know, we prepared a Drainage Boundary Plan and Hydrology Report (copy
attached) for your property in March 2003. Our report includes the property included in the
application which also lies along the unnamed drainage system along Altivo Drive in La
Selva Beach.

Our review ofthe letter reveals the following comments:

1. We believe the 100 year flood discharge of the drainage system at this location is
much greater than the 117 cfs calculated by Mr. DeWitt. Our report determined the
flow at this location at more then 278 cfs. We modeled the drainage basin with the
use of Hydrocad Storm Water Monitoring System Version 6 prepared by Applied
Microcomputer Systems of Chocoruna, New Hampshire. This computer program uses
the United States Soil Conservation Service Curve Number Unit Hydrograph Method
of calculation for a 24 hour 10 year storm from the Standards of Santa Cruz County
Public Works Department. This method is a common method of analysis for rural

farming areas and accepted by Santa Cruz County for large drainage basins such as
this one.

2. We believe the water surface profile calculated for thisparcel did not include the flow
throttling effects of the existing silted 24" pipe culvert at the downstream end of the
subject property. This silted 24" culvertwill cause flowsto be at a much greater depth

along the channel, possibly extending onto both the Gates and your property if the
addition as proposed is built.

EXHIBIT F
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Mr. Andrew Delucchi
October 13,2003
Page 2

Therefore, we believe the 9/19/03 letter report is inadequate to show what the affects of this
project are upon your property. We suggest the flood flows and water surface profiles be

recalculated using more current hydrologic principles for flood flow and water surface profile
calculation.

In addition, we find no approval or concurrence by County Public Works with Mr. DeWitt’s
analysis as required by Item #8 of the November 21,2002 Minutes of the Santa Cruz County
Agricultural Policy Advisory Commissionwhich states:

“Approval of staff recommendation subject to a proper analysis by
County Public Works of the potential adverse effects of staff’s
recommendation on upstream drainage from Delucchi property and other
parcels onto the applicants parcel (APN 045-151-48)".

Also included with this letter for your information and use is a Statement of Qualifications
for my firm including my resume. If you have any questions, please call me.

Sincerely;

Micheed gﬂmﬁa

Michael J. Freitas
Registered Civil Engineer No. C23345
Freitas + Freitas

Cc  DennisJ. Kehoe, Attorney

DAO3002-DelucchiComments 10-13-03 dog
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Law Offices

DENNIS J. KEHOE
Law Corporation

311 Bonita Drive
Aptos, California95003
(831) 662-8444 FAX (831) 662-0227

November 12, 2003

ZONING ADMINISTRATOR
COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ
ATTENTION: DON BUSSEY
701 Ocean Street, 4™ Floor
SantaCruz, CA 95060

Re: Gates Application #02-0311, APN 045-151-48,
Initial Hearing on October 17,2003-Hearing Continued

Dear Mr. Bussey:

As indicated in my earlier correspondence and atthe public hearing of this
matter on October 17, 2003, the undersigned represents Andrew Delucchi in
connectionwith his agricultural property, APN 045-021-05. A brief presentation
was made to you by the undersigned on behalf of Mr. Delucchi on October 17,
2003. Also, my correspondence was delivered to your office on this matter on
October 14, 2003. By this letter, | incorporated my previous comments to you.
The following is additional pertinent information for your consideration.

1. INADEQUATE PROVISION FOR SANITATION

The undersigned has reviewed the various files in the County of Santa Cruz
Planning Department concerning the Gates property. The following was
discovered from the County files. Jeanne W. Gregory was the owner of APN 045-
151-37and 38 in 1977 and 1978. Ms. Gregory applied for a minor land division
and avariance with the Santa Cruz County Planning Department on August 8,
1977. In the application under the title "Description of Proposed Project” Ms.
Gregory stated as follows:

“T'wo houses are on 1 parcel (#37) fronting Elena. -
Vacant parcel (#38), at the rear of two houses is
unbuildable? due (to)septic leach lines running across
this level parcel. Vacant parcel #38 makes a natural
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ZONING ADMINISTRATOR
COUNTY OF SANTACRUZ
ATTENTION: DON BUSSEY
November 12,2003

Page Two

backyard for each house. Change isto put boundary
line between two houses, instead of behind them.” (See
attached Environmental Assessment
Application)(Parenthesis in original)

With her application, Ms. Gregory included a footprint of the two Assessor’s
parcels (#37 and #38) and the location ofthe homes. (Attached)Alsoincludedwith
the application was the then current Assessor’s Parcel Map which was marked
“77-1369MLD.” (attached) Asyou can observe, APN #37 and #38 were owned by
Ms. Gregory at that time. Shewished to realign the common boundary between
#37 and #38in a perpendicular fashion so that each home would have its own
separate parcel and Assessor’s Parcel Number. As you can observe on that
Assessor’s Parcel Map. the 500 square foot home that was constructed in 1959
(nowowned by Gates) was located on the then designated APN 045-151-39. As
quoted above, Ms. Gregory believed that the then designated APN #38 was
“unbuildable” due to septic leach lines running across the #38 parcel. The
undersigned is informed that the leach lines on #38still exist and continue to
serve the two (2)homes on #37.

On September 12, 1978,the Zoning Administrator grantedthevarianceand
MLD 77-1369 (attached). One of the conditions for the minor land divisionwas
that “aUse Permit for the 20’ R/W shall be obtained.” Asyou can see from the
enclosed map, there was a right-of-way required across a portion of #38to what
appearsto be astructuresuch as agarage. (Seeattached Tentative Parcel Map
Gregory}

OnMay 16, 1984, Mr. Gates purchased whatwas then known as APN 034-
151-39. Number 39 was a small triangular parcel with a 500 {-) square foot
home. OnFebruary 23, 1998,Mr. Gates purchased what was then know as APN
045-151-38. Number 38 is the parcel encumbered with the leach lines from the
two (2) houses located on #37. The Assessor’s records indicate that “owner
requestedon 5-12-99, combination (of) 045-151-38 +39.” Thetwo (2)parcelswere
combined by the Assessor’s Office on October 14, 1999, pursuant to the request
of Mr. Gates. Notwithstanding the combination of these two (2) parcels by the
Assessor at the request of Mr. Gates, the leach lines may still exist on #38 and
there may be aleach line easement encumbering #38 for the benefit of the two (2)
homes on #37.

EXHIBIT
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ZONING ADMINISTRATOR
COUNTY OF SANTACRUZ
ATTENTION: DON BUSSEY
November 12,2003

Page Three

The current applications of Mr. and Ms. Gates seek to expand the legal
building on their property which contains less than 500 square feet into ahome
of approximately 2,000 square feetwith further leach field lines and a septic tank.
The proposed Gatesleach fieldsmay not only be located atahigher elevation than
the home itself as proposed but also further encumber property historically
encumbered with aleach fields from two (2)existing homes. This creates at least
four (4) problems. Initially,the property the subject of the proposed, increased
leach fields may potentially be over burdened. Second,the proposed leach fields
are at a higher elevation than the proposed expansion of the Gates house from
500 square feet (-) to 2000 square feet (). Sludge does not ooze up hill. Third,
supersaturated earth will percolate effluent, especially during wet weather. This
will potentially create a health hazard not only to the occupants of the Gates
property butto others including the public. Ananalysis of the sanitation aspects
of this project must be prepared. Fourth,former APN 045-151-38,now apart of

APN 045-151-49. ,maybe encumbered by an already existing leach field easement
for the benefit of APN 045-151-37.

2. UNPERMITTED ADDITIONS AND STRUCTURES.

As indicated in my October 14, 2003, letter, the APAC staff report
specifically states:

“The proposed project isto construct an addition of 1,480square feet

to an existing _480 square foot, 1 story, single-family dwellingto
result in a_1,960square foot single-family dwelling.”’(Emphasis
added)

Nevertheless. the Planning staff report to you for the October 17, 2003, agenda
indicates under ANALYSIS AND DECISION that this application is the “proposed
addition to the existing 952 square foot single-family dwelling constructed n
1959." (Emphasisadded) There may have been illegal additions to the existing
Gates structure and outbuildings constructed without procurement of the
necessary development permits and building permits. Enclosed is a document
entitled “COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ. CHARACTERISTICS INQUIRE SCREEN
specifically stating that the main building contains ““480square feet” built in
1959. Either your Planning staff is in error by reporting that the existing home
is “952”square feet or Mr. Gates has added over 400 square feet to the existing
480 square foot home illegally. This needs clarification. Further, there appears
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ZONING ADMINISTRATOR
COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ
ATTENTION: DON BUSSEY
November 12,2003

Page Four

to be an unpermitted shed and another unpermitted structure on the Gates
property. If so, such structures must be removed.

3. NOVEMBER 3,2003, MEETING WITH PUBLIC WORKS _

There was ameeting with Public Works engineers Ms. Rachel Fatoohi and
Ms. Carisa Duran. Andy Delucchi and Michael Freitaswere in attendance aswell
as Bob DeWitt, the civil engineer for Mr. Gates. In order to proceed with this
application, Mr. Gates mustauthorize Bob DeWitt to provide additional pertinent
data including, but not limited to, the utilization of the “100" year storm datum
rather than the “10" year datum. Additionally, Mr. DeWitt must locate the foot

print of dl existing structures and the proposed addition on a topographic map
of the Gates and surrounding properties.

4. CONCLUSION.

The above issues must be adequately addressed and analyzed before any
further consideration of this matter.

Very trulyyours,

RENNIS . KBHOE
DENNIS J. KEHOE
DJK:jle

C: Andy Delucchl
Freitas *+ Freitas, Attention: Michael Freitas
County of Santa Cruz, Planning Department
Attention: Joan Van Der Hoeven
County Counsel, County of SantaCruz
Mark McKinney, Agent of Owner John Gates
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10/28/97 XRS5 COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ - ALUS 3.0 I-ALPSAL10
13 :04:50 CROSS REFERENCE BY APN ALSSA11O
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28197 . COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ VIAPNPO14L]

16:27 CHARACTERISTIC INQUIRY SCREEN VIAPHSO14L|

LN :04515103:3Pu/n

SEE NAME. . - GATES J

: .E ......... - 120 ALTIVO AV LA SELVA BCH

ING ADDRESS: 155- CAMING ALMAR

_ LA SELVA BEACH . CA 95076

CODE. wwsunus . SINGLE RESIDENCIFE{UCT oF

BUILDING. , .SQFT: 480 ROIUGNMT ..P.ATA 1 PO e 10

BUILT(ESTAH cent 1959 HEAT .......... WALL  SPA..uvivenenss
A CONCRETE SQFT: EC

eI - 301 " "Emmﬁ&é _
BATHRGOMS(F/H 1/0 CARPORT .SQFT: ROOF. ,,as,est : TILE :
. OTHER BUYILDI s: NO
LAND OATA

Rerverannt PUBLIC
TATION ... - SEPTIC  PARCEL $1ZE (COMPUTER EST.) u.u...SQFT:  10062.400

L NO.. ...z 045 151 39

NO ‘L1aBILITY 1S AssUMeD For THE Accuracy 0
NEW PARCEL NUMBER AND HIT ENTER, OR PA2 T¢ EXIT. EFP_EAS[EAWFO PF7=YALUE
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SANTA. CAUZ COUNTY PLAMNING COMMISS rop
400 Covernmyntal Center
: 701 Ocomn Street
fanta Cruz, Califoenia 93060
p Phona {408] €25-2191
' TENTATIVE PARLEL HAZ FOR NIMCR LAND DIVISION WG. m.m
S

APRLICANT SR ANME 8), GREGGEY .
noresS 327 CRATES 08, APTeC, ch. 90073 -
ASSESSCR'S FARCEL NO. 40 S¥/w RY, 2 & 74T DISTRICT A L. A T

.. CEOERAL LOCATION __ AN SEavA  Qase sl s

All corxespondanca and mape relating to This land division shall carry the above
foted "MIDY nuaber, ] ’ .

. This Tentative Pancel flap is approved subject to the following conditiens:

1. THE COUNTY OF SAMTA CRUZ REVESVES TRE AIGHT TO REZONE PROPERTY, EVEN THOUGH THE
TERTATIVE HAP HAS MEEN FILXO AND AYPROVED. X PARCEL MAP CAINOT BE FILED YF THE
BONING, IN EFTECT AT THE TIME OF FILING, WOULD WOT ALLOW -THE DIVISIONS AS PRO-
POSED IN THE TEMCATIVE HAPS. ANY WOAK OR ZXBCRDITURES 9¥ AN GWNER OF THE PROP-
ERTY PRIOR TO FILING OF THS PARCEL MAP SAALL BE AT THE ORMER'S RIEKX AND R0ULD
HOT_AFFECY THE COUNTY'S RIGHT 10 REZOME TME PROCERTY.

2. The actached Tentstive Parvel Map danotes the monner in which 4hs land shali be
. divided: all other State snd County lawe raelating to improvement of the propec~
ty, or affecting the public hoslels and safety shall cemain fully appiicable,

3. The divialen of the above nobted Assessor's Parcal uo. shall Fesult In a9 mora
than a‘ total lots, i{n tha approdmate aize and shape shown oh
the sttached Tehfative Parceld Map. : ’

. - ) i .
4. The minimtx lot mize shall be _QUAS {aquare feal, meheawewe] 8y requiccd
fox ¢ St } At k- i ool e LA R A SR “lzoning}
{Gerezal Plan). .

5. A Parcal Map of this land division ia requiyred to ba filed in the office of Ehe
County Surveyor and shall be recorded befors the sxpleation date of tha Toearative
Pargel Hap and prior to sale, leass or finsncing of thoua lors. The fallewing
charvked J.kcpn shall ba shown on the aap:

Z Lotz containing loss than .50 acruy shall shew net Ares to nearest square
foor. Laots containing 0.50 acxa or sarc shall show not acresge ba nearsst
hundyech. Groad acxodge in liga of agt may be shiown on lots genzaining
1.30 groga axres of more. !

rlghtvgf-vay (R/W) 4 indécated on the avtached Tentavive Parvel Mag,
) 2"' A rightenf-way (R/%) not lexw than 0 Zfeet La width as indicated o the
actached Tentative Parvel Hap. Whers the alignment changas geurss, it ,
"Bhall be'cuzved with a camter Lina radfus of at lesst 45 faet but prefer~
ably 75 Ceah. Intersections shall have a2 20=foot radius rocturn at proper-
ty lines. A 40-foobt radius s requirad at a tul-deesac.
The cwnex'e certificize shall includs an offer of dedicatian &£ rhe land
nuted on tha approved Téntative Parcel Map.

{The fallowing checkad gq‘ngral notes shall be no!':mI on che Parcel Nap to geflade
itews to ba ecompletsd prler to chtalning a bwilding permit):

peeds ot sonmyance shall include a statemunt of comsan ounership of woter
»¥atem - .

tots shall be conneected ko ;L r) 29 4

Lotg thall be ¢onnccted o -

.

6. Prior to oz concurrent with Fillng of the Parcel Map, the following chacked itemy
shall be complied wizh: o
’ Paga 1 of 2
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MINOR LAKY DIVISION NPPLICATION %0, HLD vage 2 of 2 -

¥ Sign and sobnit the attached form to combine Assesoer’s Parcaols.
. . Sign and submit attached aAgrtowant witosuxed by » Sotary Peblic. *
Submit legai evidence {(grant deed] thak the legal owmax(s) of tho wiole parcel
bafors divisien is (ore) ofher than
R grant fced shall be subaitcad to grant wo the County » righc-e{---y as i-mliaat.ed
on the atteched Tentative FParcal Map.

Submit procf of legal ancess feom publit yosd o chim prope=ty (46~foot xight-ofe

way LI access was recorded alier Decerbor 29, 19623,

Subpit and secure appraval of enginesred improvement plansz to the Depaztment af
Public Bozrks w5 reflact grading, base sud paving of roads, curhs and guiters,
sidevalky, storm drains, sanitacy seswers. sxosion control or other improvemants
feguized by the Subdivision Oxdinance Eo the extewt noted on the attachad map. -
An agreanent backcd by Eilnanciol securities, par Sections 13.08.310 and 512 of
the Subdivision Ordinance, shall be exacutad ¢o guarantas completion of this work.
h gradinoyg parmit shall be cbcpined f£res tho Duilding Official prior to constcug-
tion of driveway Or accesS rogd. Sthmit evidence of vompiianty with zubmictal
of Pargel Map.

Construct an 2ccuss voad betwesn Zhe limiks shown on the attached -‘um:ncl.ve Pap-

cel Map to the following standards, or batear: Width of roadl hase or paving shall

ba st Least fast. The minimum Centerline rading should he at ledst 735 Eeet.

Maximes grads shall not exéded 20%. N cul-de-3ac shall ba constructad to a radiva

- of 32 faec. Asphalt berms are requirad whexe necessary to contyol drainags. Ouher
draingge details shalil confors to current enginesting practics. " All road cone

Struction matarials shall cenform to the Stare of California Srandatd Sgpeaifi=-

cations.

The rosd shall ba copstructed with an oll and screenings sual eoat, nedium type, '

OB at least S-incheg of sggregate hase, closs 2. Ona and gna-half inches of
asphalt conexeta psvement. type B, shall be provided in-lise of 2 saAl soat on
portions of road whore grade exveeds 15a.

The road shall be constyticted wich one and ane-halZ inches of amphalt roocrete
Pavepent, Sype B, on At losat five inches of eggregata basy, class 2. .
Repair gelating access rnad. Fill an? coopact pat~holag with asphalk com:uta
Pavenaht, type D.

hoad gurfece shall be over-laid with unl and ona-half inchesn of psphaltia .
concrate pavement. Lype B -
fioad nurface shall be over~laid with aa oil and screenings aeal coat.. mediue Bype,
Bubmit proof te satisty the Health Depsrimant that the Jcprh of uasble ground

Wwatar iz groater thon 100 fuoer below ground surface, i

Each woll ghall de developed to the cequicssmaencs ol the Nealth Depsriment, .
Sulmit proof of adequate watezr Supply %o satisfy requicdpencs of the Healrh
Papartuant .

Submit cartiffoation by a Bagistered Samitszias to ascartain guitobilicy of

soils for inscallation of individual septic tamk system to fatlily mq\u:muts

. af the Bealth Departsent.

A loc check iz xequived on these parcels. Cantact the Eavironwental Health
Department to perform the ot check. A fee wlll be required.

Subislt proof of payment of fee in~Lisu of park dedicsbion. Recelpn ‘trm the

lanning Depsrtment will mesy this requirement.

Submit proct that thare 8Te no cutstanding tax llabilitiss against the alicoved

percels. A corzificarion from the Tax Collactor's Gffice will sacisfy chia

|

IHHHI

xequicement . .
’,
' JWMM&__—
- b
T A ED,
This Teatative Paresl Map is approved on subjnct to tha above conditions

AP g T b A
and the atu:hed nap. and -xpius 14 months fxom thc date ptanped harsén.

sim-.cralr FIULSE

KRY BADE
PLABNING DIRZCTOR

Ateactimenc: Tentative Parcel Map BY
©ec:  Gounty Surveyor | - i . -
Applicant

Santa Crur Cownty Code, Section 13.08.312 states: "a subdivider, or any psvson adverscly
affscred by the decision of the blanning Dirsctowr, for subdivizipns for which @ paroel
map is regquired. moy file an appoal with the Sacxetarsy of :M_ Plsnmrq Comaission within
15 days afges the docision randered by che Planning Directer.” If no appcal is submitted,
this approval will hecons eflective on .

PLN=3L
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ZONING ADMINISTRATOR Meeting Date: gept. 2, 1977
STAFF REPORT
Agenda ltem No.3g8a ¢ b
APPLICANT :JEANNE W GREGORY . Assessor's Parcel No.: 45~151~37 -
. OWINER Bame 45-131-38
. Application No.:77-1369=MLD Supervisorial Dlstrict :gecond
77-1370-v

Lecationion the south corner of altive Avenue (128 Altive Avenue)
and Blna Road {4 Elna Road). La selva Beach Arsa.

EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS
Parcel $l2e:11,000 square fesot total
Land Use:Twe existing single~family dwellings
Topography:Gentle slope
Vegetation:Landgcaped
Surface water:None

Soil Type:N/A Storle Rating: out of 10Q; Claass:

SPEC1AL &NvIRONMENTAL CONCERNS
Fault Zone:N/A
Slopa Stability:N/A
LiqusfactiomN/A
Flood plain:N/aA
Erosian:N/A
other:——

SERVICES
Fire Protestion;La Selva Bdach
Sewage Cispciel:Septic (existing) systems
Water Supply:Public
. School vistrictipajare Valley
grainage:Zone 4
AgcessiProposgsad 20' R/W off Altive Ave.

PLANNING POLICIES

Zone Dissrict:R~1-6 - Adopted: Area:
General Plan:Residentials 2-6idusac Adopted: 1974 -~ Area:fLa Selva
PROS Element:Existing Urban Adopted: 1973

Coastal Zone:In permit area. Does not conflict with pollicies.

ENVIROMMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE ACTION: Negative Declaration issued 8/22/77.

PROPOSAL

Minor Land pivision Application 1O redivide twoe existing parcels to
result in two new parcels: 5,000 and 6,100 square feet, alsc a

Site Area Variance Application tO reduce the required 60-foot minimum
building site_frontage to S¢ faet, and required 6,000 squaxe foot
minimum building sité area to %,000 square feet, to facilitate a
minor land division.




JEMWE W. GREGORY #8a 31D sept. 2, 1477 . . page 2
Hedqiired Findinas: Renmarks :
(a) That because of special circumstances {a) owe existing lots are being -
applicable to the property, including redivided to allow the! two existing

size, shape, tggography, location ez
surrcundings, the gtriet application
of the Zoning Ordinance deprives such |
rroperty Of privileges enjoyed by
othexr property in the vicinity and
under identical zoning classification.

*

houses {en one lot) tec have a lot
apiece, :

{b) That the granting of the variance {b) The proposal will not be detxi-

will be in harmony with the general mental to the area in any way.
intent and purpose of zoning ocbjec-

tives and WIll not be materially de-
tzimental to public health, safety
or welfare Or injurious {0 property
or improvements in the vicindity.

(¢) That the granting Of such variances (¢} Tthis will not be a grant of spicial
shall not constitute a grant «f privilege. _A ncnconforming use
special privileges incansistent with sitnation will be 'changed to a
the limitations upen other proparties conforming ane.
in the vicinity and sone in which such
is situated.

¢) That the proposed use 'is consistent (@) The proposael is consistent with
with the Genexasl Flan. (Section 13. the General plan.

04.108)
\
) O
S

5 EXHIBT F°




_ JEANNE W, GREGORY 48 + b Sapt. 2, 1f v page
BDIYISION FINDINGS

Required Findings: Remaxks :

(2) That the proposed subdivision meets {a} The proposed Minor Land Divi- B
all requirements or conditions of the sion meets al | reguirements
subadivision ordinance and the, Stata of the county Subdivision
Subdivision Map Act. Ordinance and the State

(b)

{c)

(d)

(¢}

Sukdivision Mp Act.

That the proposed subdivision, its {b)
design, and its isprovements, are

consistent with the genezxal plan,

and the area general plan or gpaci~

fic plan, if any.

The proposal is consistent
with the General Plan.

That the proposed subdivision comr (®) The proposal complies with all
plies with zoning ordinance provisions . provisions of the Zoning
as to uses of land, lot sizes and Ordinance. site Area
dimensicns and axy othex applicable Variance findings can be made.
requlations.
That the site of the proposed sub~ (d) The site is physically suitable
- division is physically suitable for gor the existing residential
" the type and density of development. development.
That the design & the proposed sub- te} The proposal will not be
division or type of improvements will : detrimental to the environment

f)

(g}

not cause substantial environmental
damage nor substantially and avoid-

ably injure £ish or wildlife or their
habitat.

That the proposed subdivisiea Or 8} The proposal will mot cause
type Of improvements will not cause .public health prob?ems.
sexious public health problems.

that the design of the proposed | {(3) The proposed Minor lLand
subdivigion oOr type Of improvemants Division will not conflict
¥ill NOt conflict With essements, with any public easements.

acguired by the public at large, for
access through, or use of property
within the proposed aubdivisien.

Reconmendation:

Approval, subject te the attached condihions: -
BWC: km

;e
8.26.77 5&.& o~
70 EXHIBIT
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ —

TR AGE

-PERMIT-

lssmn To TR RIRT S

322 tnales Drive

LOCATION OF USE ¢n Lo sgush corner of Rlkive [128 Bliive Avenus} and Tlaa Beas
{¢ Zinm Poad). T2 Balva Ssach Area,

PERMITTED USE  vuriance 4o radings e mmpuivad G0-Foot minimier buliding sike
frantage o 50 frel, and Xegulrzad §,000 eguare foot nminloem
building sita z2rae 4o 5,000 sguare feel, ke Fasmilifate a smiuox
land divisien, sudjact to F7-1359-Mn omditicas.

j ) R/
:

R K '
¢! q‘-aq

Septembar 13, 1972
THYS PERMIT WILL EXPIRE ON IF IT HAS ROT BEEN EXERCISED.

NOTE: APPLICANT MUST SIGN, 7
ACCEPTING COMDITIONS, OR PERMIT SANTA CRUZ COUNTY ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

- BECOMES WULL & VOID.

- ' o LT
> 7 i

P o 1 PR 2
R R U N R P mTE L e M
. =

Tt
ALY

angs iy

- o : :
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT PRSHLO MR T e v g
9

T .NOTE-THis 18 NO» . wunome perssT  EXHIBIT F |
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BANTA ' CRUZ COUNTY  PLANNING DEPARTMENT
ENVIRONMENYAYL ASSESSMENT

. For use withi A L’b No. ‘;., —
Plorse print|i Tivoe.of pavendly
Revelved byt
BACKGROUND INFORMATION .

Projooct losation 128 ALTIVO AMD 4 ELENA, LA SELVA BZACH, CALIF,

{Address)
Nearsat mjor intermtiou/!udmk. MAR MONTE & SAN AMDREAN ROAD, LSB

Assesaur'a Pavesi Nomber_ 4%-151-37 & 38 Current Zoning_ K-1-6000 -
LAND OWNERs APPLICANT:

JEANNE W. GREGORY XEEXEXKIREX : SAME AS ABOVE

{pame) : ) {nime)

329 COATES DRIVE .
{addreas) {uddrenn)
APTOS, CALIF. $5003 '

408~6B5-6170 ,
(phoas) . {phone)

Proxent land voa/activity; RESIDENTIAL — TWQ HOMES.

Description of proposed projeot (nolude plot piun and relevant mapa): TWO BOUSES ARE OH 1
PARCEL (£37), FEONTING ELERA. VACANT FARCEL (#33), AT REAR OF TS0 BODZES 13 DHBULLDABLE?
DUE _SEPTIC LEACR LINES A
mmwmmmﬁ, HANGE 15 FOT . RUUNDAR T NE YELWEER WU ROUG

7178 ATTTVT VS AFTEL SOUHDARY LINE ADISTUENT, OMNER WILL SAVE SZFAL
CONNECTED YO ¥4 BLEVA FOAD.

Gemdﬂmdﬁpﬁm__m_?s Z"(ﬂ———u{m

PROS Plan desiguation;  Alelné (redtN
Doasthapropoudprojaotroqmronpermitmmmotheromm stnteormgioml
agency? YER %

If yas, List prencies ggﬁg COMMISSION

Has any form of environmental statement been pregared for the projest?
TES NO__X .

!euﬁfymz&o-bmmwersnrsmmmwmhm&mmﬂeﬂsbnndbmﬂ
and T underatand that subsequent sotion to xeacind any permit based upon Hila queniicnnaire,,
may be ponaibia If avidence i3 uncoversd to the contrary.

%é' Lo con 2 o ALY freren ,‘% e —Ltag 2 a22Z
Sigxiature of Applicant / Data
ppllcan

o A 02500
$-571077-000230  TOWLA CH s++ (25,00

” EXHIBT F




FOR TAXN PURPOSES ONLY
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EXHIBIT F
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“OR TAX PURPOSES ONLY

urmmnmmmmmmun WAP ACCURACY MOR ASTUMES ANY
ABILITY FOR QTHER USES. NOT TO BE REPRODUCED.  ALL RICHTS RESERYED.

©) COPYRICHT SANTA CAUZ COUNYY ASSESSOR 2000

"1d ST

OMLLYX.

& qlv ¥NOA 304 K187I08 QIWACES 81 I

26MB2 1/26/36

HOTIHL SINVITE 40 NOSVAY A ONISRIIO0US0T KitY
~ YTWNSSY §T ALTNEVTT ON “STEDHVA ¥EHIO an™
<541 0L LOBISTE TVAENED NI ONV'T dHL

) SEC.
SEC. 33

Fron Pg. 14)
hanged pope refsd

redrown 174700 KSA

Par.

ally
0 KSA ¢
ol men (el

[

LA SELVA BEACH TR. NO. 1

. POR. SAN AND
SECS. 27, 28, 33 & 34,

SEC. 28
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APPEALTOBOARDOFSUPERVISORSOFTHECOUNTYOFSANTACRUZ
and the SANTA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION, and each of
them.

1. TO: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF
SANTA CRUZ and the SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION, and each ofthem.

2. FROM: APPELLANTS: ANDREW DELUCCHI, Individually
and as Trustee of the Delucchi
Trust, and each of them, owners of
APN No. 046-021-05

3. Send all legal notices and staff reports to: U
I
A DENNIS J. KEHOE, Law Corporation ,f‘ WG 20

The attorney for Appellant :@ ' 'k}mmﬂ iy
311 Bonita Drive A%  panning oest. B8
Aptos, CA 95003 7, ousty of Sz 0t
Telephone: (831)662-8444 fa
FAX: (831)662-0227 )
E-mail: kehoelaw@hotmail.com

B. Andrew Delucchi
105 Alta Drive
La Selva Beach, CA 95076

4. DECISIONS APPEALED.

On August 6, 2004, Agenda Item NO. 5, 02-0311, the Santa Cruz County
Zoning Administrator approved various itemswith respect to applications as they
relate to APN No. 045-151-048, owner John Gates, applicant Mark McKinney.
(See attached 8/6/04, agenda item 5)The initial hearing of the matter was

noticed for October 17,2003, but continued to August 6, 2004. (See attached

Appeal To: Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz and the
Santa Cruz County Planning Department

Page 1
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mailto:kehoelaw@hotmail.com

10/17/03, agenda item 2.) Appeal is taken from each one of the decisions and
approvals made by the Zoning Administrator on that date in connection with that
item including, but not necessarily limited to, the approval of an extension of time
to an Agricultural Buffer Determination; a reduction of the Agricultural Buffer
from the required 200-feet from Commercial Agricultural land (Delucchiproperty)
to about 18-feet; and the approval of a Coastal Development Permit, and each of
them. This appeal is also taken from not enly all of the foregoing decisions of the
Zoning Administrator but also the action of APAC and its recommendation, and
each them. The appeal is made to the Board of Supervisors of the County o
Santa Cruz and the Santa Cruz County Planning Commission, and each of them.
5. SOME PERTINENT FACTS.
The following are some of the pertinent facts.

A. lllegal Expansions and Structures.

The Delucchi property (APN No. 046-021-05) has been in agricultural use
since the late 1800s. It has been zoned as an Agricultural Preserve (AP)for over
30-years. The Delucchi property is under Williamson Act Contract between the
owner and the County of Santa Cruz whereby the County of Santa Cruz has
contracted, among other items, to protect the historic agricultural use o the

Delucchi property.

The Gates property (APNNo. 045-151-48) also known as 120 Altivo Avenue,

Appeal To: Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz and the
Santa Cruz County Planning Department

Page 2
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La Selva Beach, California, is, for the most part, within the 200-foot required
Agricultural Buffer and is adjacent to the Delucchi farmland. Moreover, a
substantial portion of the Gates property is within the 100-foot 100-year flood
plain zone. Originally, the Gates property had but one (1) small dwelling near
the upper end of the Gates property consisting of 480 sq.ft. Over the years, it has
been expanded significantly and appellant believes the expansion of the original
480 sqg.ft house was done without the necessary building and/or planning
discretionary permits. Other buildings have been placed on the property (without
any permits). Now, they are proposing to expand onto the original 480 sq.ft.
home an additional 1,500 sq.ft., which addition is well within the 200-foot
required agricultural buffer and, also, the 100-year flood plain area.

“The proposed project is to construct an addition of

1,480 sqg.ft. to an existing 480 sq.ft., 1-story, single-

family dwelling to result in a 1,960 sq.ft. single-family

dwelling.” (Staff report to APAC, pg.2)
The proposals will jeopardize the continued utilization of the Delucchi agricultural
property for agricultural purposes. Moreover, it could potentially expose the
County, among other parties, to litigation due to flooding of the expanded house
on the Gates property.

This very significant expansion is directed, for the most part, towards and

potentially within the natural drainage system over the Gates property.

Appeal To: Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz and the
Santa Cruz County Planning Department

Page 3
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Additionally, the plans for the expansion indicated that there will be a 1,000
gallon septic tank in front of the home with a 100% expansion of the leach field.

B. There Is Inadegquate Information Upon Which To Make Any

Approvals With Respect To The Applications Of Gates/McKinnev.

The applicant hired Schaaf & Wheeler, consulting civil engineers.
Responding to the client and to other consultant engineers, Schaaf & Wheeler
indicated that there is inadequate information and that a new survey would be
required in order to provide an accurate adequate determination. For example,
the attached May 19,2004, letter of Schaaf & Wheeler states, in part:

“Unfortunately,the existing topography does not provide

enough detail within the region we have given the

elevations. A new survey will probably be required.

We cannot guarantee the amount of gradient that will be

required.” (Emphasisadded)
A new surveywas never done. Furthermore,a map prepared by Schaaf & \Wheeler
attached to an April 30, 2004, report indicates that the 100-foot elevation is the
approximate area for the 100-year peak year flow, which elevation is above not
only the existing 480 sq.ft. home but also the proposed 1,500sq.ft. addition. See
map attached to the April 30, 2004, report of Schaaf & Wheeler, which map was
lodged with the Zoning Administrator on August 6, 2004, and also contained

within the County files on this matter.

C. There Is No Substantial Evidence Supporting The Findings For

Appeal To: Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz and the
Santa Cruz County Planning Department

Page 4
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The Reduction Of The Agricultural Required Buffer From 200-feat To18-feet

And The Coastal Develoument Permit.

There is no Substantial evidence supporting the required findings for the
approval of Coastal Development permit. There is no substantial evidence
supporting the required findings for the reduction of the agricultural required
buffer from 200-feet to 18-feet. Moreover, all the Substantial findings indicated
that the 200-foot agricultural buffer should not be reduced. Further, the only
Substantial evidence indicates that this will be adetriment to the general health,
safety, and welfare and adverse to prime agricultural lands and, therefore, the
required findings for a Coastal Development permit cannot be made.

D. Failure To Meet APAC Conditions.

APAC conditioned its approval of staff recommendation as follows:

“Approval of staff recommendation subject to a proper
analysis by the County Public Works of the potential
adverse effects of staffs recommendation on upstream
drainage from the Delucchi Propertv_and other
parcels onto the applicant’s parcel (APN 045-151-48}"
(Emphasis added)

There is no substantial evidenceand there has been no analysis, much less
a “proper’analysis, of the potential adverse effect “onup stream drainage fromthe
Delucchi property.” Also, APAC required a 6 ft. fence and Gates, who had a fence,

has since removed the fence.

1111

Appeal To: Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz and the
Santa Cruz County Planning Department

Page 5

104 EXH’B’T ¥




E. Grounds For Appeal.

The grounds for this appeal to the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Santa Cruz and the County of Santa Cruz Planning Commission, and each of
them, from the decisions of the Zoning Administrator including those on August
6, 2004, as hereinabove set forth include, but are not necessarily limited to, the
following, and each of them:

1. Error.

2. Error as a matter of law.

3. Abuse of discretion.

4. Lack of a fair and impartial hearing.

S. Each decision is not supported by any substantial evidence.

6. Each decision is not supported by findings.

7. Any so-called findings for each decision are not supported by
any substantial evidence.

8. Each decision appealed from is not supported by the facts
presented and considered at the time the decision appealed
from was made.

9. There was error, abuse of discretion, and other factors which
renders each determination unjustified and inappropriate, and

each of them, to the extent that a further review is necessary.

Appeal To: Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz and the
Santa Cruz County Planning Department

Page 6
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

The Zoning Administrator, APAC, and their staff, and each of

them, acted unreasonably, arbitrarily, inappropriately, abused

its discretion, made error, decided contrary to law, and each of

the foregoing.

The Zoning Administrator, APAC, and their determinations,

decisions, findings and denials of the application violated, the

following:
The federal and state constitutional rights of appellants
including, but not limited to, the right to just
compensation for the taking and damaging, and each of
them, of private property; the denial of equal protection;
denied the appellants’rights to procedural due process;
denied the substantive due process rights of the
appellants; impaired the contractual rights and
obligations of the appellants; and violated other
constitutional rights guaranteed to the appellants by the
federal and state constitutions, and each of them.
Moreover, the rights guaranteed to the appellants under
the federal Civil Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. 881983, et seq.,
have been violated thereby.

The decisions create legal impossibilities unenforceable in law

and in equity, and each of them.

The conduct and decisions deprive, unreasonably and

unlawfully, the appellants of viable economic use of their

property.

The decisions from which this appeal is taken do nst

Appeal To: Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz and the

Santa Cruz County Planning Department

Page 7
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substantially advance any legitimate public interest.

15. The Zoning Administrator, APAC, and each of them,
prejudicially abused their discretion. The decisions are not
supported by findings. Any purported findings are not
supported by substantial evidence.

16. The Zoning Administrator and APAC, and each of them,
proceeded without and in excess, and each of them, of its
jurisdiction.

17. There was not a fair hearing.

18. The Zoning Administrator and APAC, and each of them,
proceed in accordance with law applicable to this matter.

19. Anypurported findings or determinationsare merely makeshift
attempts by staff to shore up its unreasonable, illegal, and
abusive recommendation and, in turn, decision of the
decisions.  These “makeshift” findings are illegal and not
supported by substantial evidence or the law. See also Lucas

v. South Carolina Coastal Council (U.S.S.C.June 29, 1992)

20. Don Bussey is a County employee and a member of the County

Planning Department. He also was the hearing officer on this

Appeal To: Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz and the
Santa Cruz County Planning Department

Page 8
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matter, the Zoning Administrator. The staff person
recommending this matter is also a County employee and a
member of the County Planning Department. Appellants did
nat get a fair hearing and was denied both substantive and
procedural due process because of an inherent conflict of
interest, an internal self-interest from one County planner to
another and subject to a kangaroo court.

21. Thedecisionsviolated the state planning law protecting prime
agricultural land such as that of appellants and also violated
the General Plan, the Coastal Act, and the LCP, and each of the
foregoing.

Appellant, Andrew Delucchi, Individually
and as Trustee of the Delucchi Trust

Dated: August 19, 2004 .Mﬂ-,é;/ X Loleeti
ANDREW DELUCCHI and as authorized
Agent to sign for all appellants.

Appeal To: Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz and the
Santa Cruz County Planning Department

Page 9

(0¥ EXHIBIT




GENT BY: SCHAAF & WHEELER, MONTEREY w 831 aea 2424 MaY-18-04 (1 : 28PM; PAGE 8/5
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Devid AL Feo PE mﬂg&msamssm-eooo EE - Buget Sound Area

Pedar €, Jorgenier, PE A . . San Pranciico
Charles D Anderson, PE . FAX (831)883-2424 -

May 19,2004
Mr. John Gates,

/o Mr. Robert DeWiit, P.L.

Robert L. DeWitt and Associates, Irg.
1607 Ocean Street, Suite 1

Santa Cruz, California9s06¢

RE: Precliminary Grading Elevations for Grading Plan for 88-vls Defuvchi Ditch Discharge
across APN 43-151-48

Déa“r Mr, Gatas:v

‘We arc subsitting Spot elevations that correspond to elevations I «voss Sections to btuscdto
delingate the floodplain water surface elevation ON your property in the event of an 88-cfs
discharge in the diteh adjacent U your property, which is being used to represent the 100-year
peak discharge in that ditch.

These spot elevations are the maximum clevations we recommend, and may be used as the basis-
oMemgm to develop anew grading plan Withinthe sections provided. We have attempted to
minimize the change in grades based on the topography provided by Robert L. DeWitt &
Associates, Ine, November 14, 2003, All gradingwould bz performed on ot APN 45-151-48.
Grades will allow your backyard to continue to drain towards the ditch. “Ihe minimum ¢ross-
slope ofthese spot elevations is 1%.

Unfortunately, the existing topography does not provide enough detail Within the rcgion we have
given the elevations. A new survey will probably be required. Wc cannot guarantee the amount
of grading that will be required.

Ihe new grading plan will need to incorporate our spat elevations ot reduce the elevationsto
provide the most appropriate plan for your backyard. ‘These elevations cannot b raised without
affecting ow caleulated WSEL on your property.
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Senior Enemee'r :

Enclosure:  Maximum Grades for Gates Backyard Section to R 88 cfs in Creek io WSEL
99-ft. et X-Section 183; preliminary tables for Floodplaln Delineation to be used
In report; preliminary plots of relevantx-sections, site map to be used for
floodplain delineation showing locations Of X- sectlons

Ce: Jim Schaaf, Schaaf & Wheeler
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Santa Cruz County Zoning Administrator's Agenda
Page 2

4. 03-0415 APN(S): NO-APN-SPEC
Proposal to install a wireless commupita ion facility consisting of two flat panel antennas mounted on
an existing wood utility pole withz the public right-of-way, Requires a Commercial Development
Permit. Property located on uth side of Moon Valley Ranch Road at about 500 feet west ofthe

intersectionwith Larkin V

@ 02-0311(**) 120 ALTIVO AVENUE, LA SELVABEACH APN(S): 045-151-48

Proposal to construct a one-story addition to an existing one-story single family dwelling. Requires a
Coastal Development Permit and a time extension to an Agricultural Buffer Determinationto reduce the
required 200 foot buffer from Commercial Agricultural land to about 18 feet. Property located on the
east side of Altivo Avenue (120 Altivo Avenue) at approximately 100 yards northeast from San Andreas
Road, La Selva Beach.
OWNER: JOHN GATES
APPLICANT: MARK MCKINNEY

SUPERVISORIAL DIST: 2
PROJECT PLANNER: JOAN VAN DER HOEVEN, 454-5174

6. 03-0258 (**) NO SITUS , APN(S): 063-081-18

Proposal'tq construct a two-story single family dwelling witl attached garage, decks, and spa, of
approximately 8,083 square feet; construct a two-story segbnd unit of 1,200 square feet with an attached
440 square foot\garage (with no interior access); and cofstruct an access driveway, lap pool, and three
4,000 gallon waterxanks. Includes grading of approjmately 900 cubic yards cut and 570 cubic yards

fill. Requires a Coasta] Development Permit, Prefifninary Grading Review, a Residential Development
Permit for a Large Dwelling exceeding the 7,008 square foot maximum; a Residential Development
Permit to increase the maximgum 28 foot heighit limit to 37 feet by increasing the required 40 foot front
vard to 435 feet, the required 2( foot side ¥ard to 70 fget and 115 feet respectively, and the required 20
foot rear yard to 300 feet; and a Sgils Report Review. Property located on the south side of Blessing
Lane at approximately 1/10 mile wagt' from Bonny Doon Road.

OWNER- MARTIN RIST, ET A ' -

APPLICANT: JIM STROUPE”

SUPERVISORIAL DIST:

PROJECT PLANNER: JXCK NELSON, 4548259

7. 03-0272 (%) " 109 EMPIRE GRADE ROAD, SANTA CRUZ APN(S): 062-071-18
Proposal to génstruct a 1000 square foot horse stabls, and maintain existing paddocks (horse
pasture apd arena) located in the front portion of the prqperty, fenced t0 within about 5 feet of
the soyth property line and to within about 17 feet of the'north property line, and maintain an
exisythg paddock fence of about 4.5 feet high with 5 foot high fence posts in the front yard
setback. Includes 25 cubic yards or less of grading. Existing\]2 foot by 40 foot horse shade
gtructure to be demolished. Requires a Coastal Development Permit, and a Residential
Development Permit for the location of an existing paddock outside the rear half of the
property, to reduce the minimum 20 foot paddock distance from property lines to about 5 feet,
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NOTICE OF
PUBLIC HEARING.

Notice is hereby given that the County of Santa Cruz
Zoning Administrator will hold a public hearingon the following item:

2. 010311 (*%) 120 ALTIVO AVE,, LA SELVABEACH APN(S): 045-151-48
Proposal to construct a one-story additionto an existing one-story single family dwelling.
Requires a Coastal Development Permit and an Agricultural Buffer Determination to reduce
the required 200 foot buffer from Commercial Agriculturalland to about 18 feet. Property
located on the east side of Altivo Avenue (120 Altivo Avenue) at approximately 100 yards
northeast from San Andreas Road.

OWNER: JOHN GATES
APPLICANT: MARK MCKINNEY
SUPERVISORIALDIST: 2

PROJECT PLANNER: IOAN VAN DER HOEVEN, 454-5174

DATE: Friday, October 17,2003
TME:  The morning Agenda beginning at 19:00 a.m.
PLACE: Board of Supervisors Chamber

County Government Center

701 Ocean Street, Room 525

Santa Cruz CA 95060
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1. As a condition of this development permit approval 02-0311, the development
approval holder and the owner(s) of the subject property (045-151-48) including
John Gates, and each of them, shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
owner(s) and their predecessors and successors in interest of the nearby property
046-021-05, known as the Andrew Delucchi property, (indemnities) from and
against any and all claims, liabilities including indemnities’ active negligence, and
judgments including attorneys’ fees in any way related to this development
approval including, but not limited, to flooding and water damage to the Gates
property (045-151-48), whether the same are asserted by the owners or occupants

of the Gates property (045-151-48) and/or by third parties against indemnities.

2. This condition of approval shall runwith the land of the Gates property (045-151-
48) and shall be enforceable by the owner(s) of the Delucchi property (046-021-

05).
3. This development permit approval shall be signed by the development approval

holder and owner(s) of APN 045-151-48 and acknowledged before a notary

public, and then recorded in the Santa Cruz County Recorder’s Office.
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