COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

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

KATHLEEN MOLLOY PREVISICH, PLANNING DIRECTOR

April 30, 2014

Agenda Date: May 28, 2014
Planning Commission Agenda ltem #: 8
County of Santa Cruz Time: After 9:00 a.m.

701 Ocean Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Subject: Appeal of the approval of Coastal Development Permit 141027,
located partly on APN 028-142-13 (120 13™ Avenue) and partly within
the right-of way for 13" Avenue.

Members of the Commission:

On April 18, 2014 the Zoning Administrator approved application 141027, a proposal to
install a tied-back shotcrete upper bluff coastal stabilization structure across the end of
13th Avenue and on a portion of APN 028-142-13; to grade approximately 15 cubic
yards of material to extend the existing public overlook by around 180 square feet; to
construct improvements including safety fencing and to allow for the retention of an
existing fence post located at the point where the top of the coastal bluff intersects the
property boundary with APN 028-142-13.

Project Setting

The land at the end of 13th Avenue between the road and the top of the coastal bluff
lies within the Parks, Recreation and Open Space zone district and has been used for
many years as an unofficial public park and coastal overlook area. However, the area is
not maintained by the County Parks and Recreation division and the improvements are
minimal, consisting of two benches.

At one time there was a beach access staircase from the end of 13th Avenue, but this
was very badly damaged in storm events that occurred in 1977 and 1979 and it was
subsequently removed. Following this, a replacement beach access path and staircase
was developed along the propertx line between 130 and 150 13" Avenue, about 85 feet
north of the bluff at the end of 13" Avenue. However, because there is no fence or
other barrier at the top of the bluff, many members of the public continue to access the
beach by climbing down the steep slope and over the rip rap to the sand below. This
repeated unauthorized foot traffic has, over time, caused significant erosion of the bluff
face, particularly on either side of the overlook adjacent to neighboring fences.

The overlook is bordered to both the east and west by private homes and this project to
construct public improvements at the overlook area was proposed and will be paid for
by the owner of 120 13" Avenue (APN 028-142-13) located directly east of the
overlook.
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Background

The proposed project is the result of lengthy discussions with the California Coastal
Commission in conjunction with a separate application (131264), a proposal to construct
a replacement garage and associated landscape improvements on APN 028-142-13.
Application 131264 also included replacement of the fence that runs along the front
property boundary and bordering the overlook to the top of the coastal bluff.

Because of accelerated erosion on the public side of the fence adjacent to the overlook,
the existing wood fence appears to extend beyond the face of the bluff when viewed
from the overlook side, whereas the erosion on the private side of the fence is minimal.
In an attempt to prevent continued erosion from public use of the area, the property
owner at 120 13" Avenue has in the past placed concrete around the final fence post
and within the eroded area. During the review of 131264 the Coastal Commission
determined that this concrete was unsightly. However, instead of requiring removal of
the concrete and thereby also the final fence post, a plan was negotiated with the
Coastal Commission whereby the erosion adjacent to the fence could be repaired and
the face of the bluff restored to its former line as part of a larger project for
improvements to the public overlook.

A draft design was then submitted to the Planning Department for initial review that
proposed a tied-back shotcrete stabilization structure across the end of 13" Avenue and
extending approximately 16 feet onto APN 028-142-13. To blend with the existing
natural environment the proposed shotcrete structure would be colored and contoured
to match the bluff face. In addition, the proposed project included grading of
approximately 15 cubic yards of material to fill the areas between the proposed
shotcrete wall and the eroded bluff edge in order to repair the damaged areas on both
sides of the overlook. As a result, the public overlook area would be enlarged by
around 180 square feet.

Because the proposed improvements are mostly within the public right-of-way, the draft
design was reviewed by the Department of Public Works for conformance with current
codes. As a result of this review the project was required to also include a new safety
fence across the end of 13™ Avenue along the ocean-facing edge of the overlook. The
fence is required by the Department of Public Works to protect the public safety and to
prevent continued public access down the bluff.

In order to preserve ocean and beach views to the greatest extent possible, the required
safety fence has been designed to be “see-through”. In ongoing discussions with the
Department of Public Works and the Coastal Commission a design that included an
open wire mesh with redwood posts and a chamfered redwood cap was approved as
being the least visually intrusive option that would provide the required public safety
while maintaining coastal views. In addition, although not a part of this project, the
Coastal Commission required that the southernmost 17 feet 6 inches of the replacement
front yard fence on APN 028-142-13 that is proposed to be erected in conjunction with
application 131264, must be replaced with a “see-through’ fence that will match this
safety fence. As a result, the overlook will be further enhanced in that views to the east
along the coastline that are currently blocked by the existing solid fence will be opened
up allowing wider panoramic views.
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On March 3, 2014 application 141027 was submitted for a Coastal Development Permit
for the bluff stabilization and for improvements to the public overlook. The submitted
plans were reviewed by Development Review, Environmental Planning, the County
Geologist, the Department of Public Works and the Coastal Commission, and were
determined to be in compliance with the prior discussions as well as with all current
codes and policies. A staff report was therefore prepared recommending approval of
application 141027 (Exhibit B)

A public hearing before the Zoning Administrator was scheduled on April 18, 2014.
During the required public notification period correspondence was received from several
neighbors on 13™ Avenue, some in support of the project, but many expressing
concerns about the change in the existing coastal views that would result from the
safety fence (Exhibit C).

Prior to the hearing neighbors contacted the Department of Public Works requesting
that the design of the proposed safety fence be revised to replace the wire mesh with
vertical metal rods, to result in a fence design similar to that used along East CIiff Drive
in Pleasure Point. Although this design had originally been proposed by the applicant,
the Coastal Commission’s original position was that the wire mesh would have the least
impact on coastal views. However, as a result of this request, the Director of Public
Works contacted the Coastal Commission and received confirmation in writing that this
originally proposed design would be an acceptable alternative (Exhibit D).

At the hearing public comment was heard from several neighbors, generally in favor of
the proposed bluff stabilization and overlook improvements, but concerned about the
loss of coastal views created by the safety fence. During the ensuing discussion it was
determined that the final design of the required safety fence could be revised to allow
for either vertical rods or wire mesh, as preferred by the neighbors. In addition it was
determined that it would be acceptable to allow a minor change to the proposed grading
as suggested by the project engineer, to slightly lower the grade at the edge of the bluff/
fence and to also raise the benches.

The Zoning Administrator therefore approved application 141027 with revised
conditions of approval to allow for revisions to the design of the fence and the proposed
grading as discussed at the hearing, so long as the final project was acceptable to the
project Engineer and both the Department of Public Works and the Coastal Commission
(Exhibits E & F).

Following the hearing the project Engineer, John Kasunich, met with the neighbors at
the overlook at the end of 13" Avenue to discuss the proposed revisions to the grade.
As a result, a revised proposal was submitted that has since been accepted by the
Department of Public Works and the Zoning Administrator. The revised grading raises
the benches approximately 6 inches, the greatest extent possible without exceeding
safety code requirements with regard to maximum grades at the overlook (Exhibit G).

In spite of the serious attempts to work with the neighbors to provide a solution that they
could support, it has not been possible to reach a mutually acceptable plan that will
remove or further reduce the impact of the required safety fence while still complying
with current safety codes that are required by the Department of Public Works.
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Appeal of Coastal Development Permit 141027

On April 29, 2014 an appeal was filed by W. Scott McGilvray, resident at 335 13"
Avenue, Santa Cruz. In his letter of appeal dated April 28, 2014 (Exhibit A), Mr.
McGilvray sets out his reasons for the appeal. These reasons are summarized below:

1. The 42" safety fence proposed with the bluff stabilization is a visual blight.

2. The proposed shotcrete bluff stabilization structure will create a greater hazard than
currently exists.

3. The bluff is no longer subject to rapid erosion.

4. Alternative stabilization methods, such as vegetation, would be a preferred solution.

The 42" safety fence proposed with the bluff stabilization is a visual blight

Although the proposed safety fence will alter the existing unprotected view from the
benches at the end of 13" Avenue, great care has been taken to design a fence that
has the minimum amount of impact on public views while maintaining public safety.

The design of the safety fence is in accordance with section 1013 of the California
Building Code which requires a minimum 42 Inch height (section 1013.3) and the
maximum size for an opening in a fence of 4 inches (section 1013.4).

The proposed shotcrete bluff stabilization structure will create a greater hazard than
currently exists

The proposed shotcrete that will be laid over the existing bluff face will not create a
“slide” that will be an “attractive nuisance” appealing to, “especially young males”, as
alleged by the appellant, in that the shotcrete will have a rough texture that will not be
conducive to sliding. Although it may be possible to climb over the proposed safety
fence, the fence is intended to protect the general public from tripping and falling
accidents and cannot be designed to eliminate dangerous behavior.

Further, the existing signs directing the public to the official beach access are small and
not readily visible, therefore many members of the public from outside the immediate
neighborhood scramble down the bluff, unaware of the paved public pathway and stairs
that is located just 85 feet north from the end of 13" Avenue. To remedy this situation,
the applicant has been required, as a condition of approval of Coastal Development
Permit 141027, to work with the Department of Public Works to provide better signage
at the overiook and also on 13" Avenue at the top of the official beach access that will
help to direct people to the beach via the official paved pathway.

The bluff is no longer subject to rapid erosion

Although coastal erosion patterns were changed by the development of the harbor, the
main concern at the 13" Avenue overlook at this time is the erosion that has already
been caused by unauthorized pedestrian movements up and down the bluff over time.
This repeated incursion over steep slopes characterized by loose, easily dislodged
material, has resulted in deep gullies at the bluff face, particularly at either side of the
overlook adjacent to the private residential properties. The proposed shotcrete bluff
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stabilization structure allows for the repair of these eroded gullies and the restoration of
the edge of the bluff to the approximate line that existed prior to its erosion caused by
pedestrian movements. As a result the size of the overlook area will be increased by
approximately 180 square feet, restoring the area to approximately its former size.

Alternative stabilization methods, such as vegetation, would be a preferred solution

Although, once established, vegetation can provide some protection against erosion,
the use of planting to repair the existing erosion and to deter established pedestrian
circulation routes is not feasible. First, without irrigation it would be extremely difficult to
establish plants on the steep, dry slopes of the bluff and second, in order to give the
plants time to become established sufficiently to prevent pedestrian traffic, the entire
planting area would need to be protected by fencing for several years, if not in
perpetuity. Such fencing would likely have the same visual impact as the proposed
safety fence and there would be added visual impacts from the mature vegetation.

Conclusion

The proposed upper bluff stabilization and other associated improvements will enhance
the existing public beach overlook at the end of 13" Avenue by restoring areas of the
bluff top that have been eroded by pedestrian traffic. This will result in an overall
increase in the size of the overlook area by approximately 180 square feet. In addition
the area will be re-graded slightly to create a more level walking surface. Although the
bluff edge is currently open, the proposed safety fence that is required by the
Department of Public Works has been designed to have the least visual impact possible
to maintain coastal views while protecting public safety. The visual impacts from this
fence will be minimal. Further, although not included within this application, the fence
along the front property line at the adjacent private property to the east, APN 028-142-
13, that is currently solid wood, will be replaced with an open “see-through” fence that
will match the safety fence of the overlook. This related project will therefore open up
wider views that are not currently available.

The proposed project will not interfere with public access to the beach since, although
access down the bluff to the beach will be blocked by the new safety fence, the existing
beach access staircase, located 85 feet north of the overlook, will continue to be
available. Further, as a condition of approval of this project the applicant will be
required to work with the County of Santa Cruz, Department of Public Works, to provide
signage that better directs the public to the official beach access.

Recommendation

The proposed installation of a shotcrete upper bluff stabilization structure, and
associated improvements to the public beach overlook is consistent with all County
General Plan policies and ordinances, and staff recommends that the Planning
Commission uphold the decision of the Zoning Administrator and take the following
actions:

e Approve Application No. 141027 with revised conditions as approved by the
Zoning Administrator;
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o Certify the CEQA Categorical Exemption of Application 141027; and

e Deny the appellant's appeal of the Zoning Administrator's approval of this
application.

Sincerely,

Lezanne Jeffs
Project Planner
Development Review

Reviewed By:
Steven Guiney AICP
Principal Planner
Development Review
Exhibits:
A. Letter of appeal submitted by W. Scott McGilvray, dated April 28, 2014
B. Staff Report to the Zoning Administrator
C. Late public comments and correspondence submitted prior to, or at the Zoning
Administrator hearing of April 18, 2014
D. E-mail correspondence between the department of Public Works and the
California Coastal Commission
E. Alternate safety fence design
=i Revised conditions of approval as approved by the Zoning Administrator
G. Approved revisions to the proposed grading at the overlook
H. Additional appeal materials submitted May 12, 2014 by William F. Clark



W. Scott McGilvray
335 13" Ave.

Santa Cruz CA 95062
Email: wscottmegilvray@yahoo.com

Planning Department April 28, 2014
County of Santa Cruz, Room 400.

701 Ocean St.

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Re: Appeal of Zoning Administrator Decision, April 18,
Item #4, of the hearing agenda.. #141027**

My name is Scott McGilvray. I am a resident of 13™ Avenue. My address is 335 13™ avenue, Santa
Cruz, 95062. I am appealing the decision of the Zoning Administrator to approve the proposal for a
bluff stabilization project at the end of 13™ Avenue. The applicant is Charlene Atack, Atack and
Penrose, LLP. The parcel APN is 028-142-13.

1 was the president and owner of Jensen Corporation, Landscape Contractors for 25 years. Jensen
Corporation builds parks and public spaces, among them the Apple and Oracle world headquarters and
the recent expansion of Cabrillo College. I have an “A” contractor’s license, inactive. In my work 1
have considerable experience dealing with what is termed an “attractive nuisance.”

“attractive nuisance doctrine n. a legal doctrine which makes a person negligent for leaving a piece of
equipment or other condition on property which would be both attractive and dangerous to curious
children. These have included tractors, unguarded swimming pools, open pits, and abandoned
refrigerators. Liability could be placed on the people owning or controlling the premises even when the
child was a trespasser who sneaked on the property. Basically the doctrine was intended to make people
careful about what dangerous conditions they left untended. Some jurisdictions (including California)
have abolished the attractive nuisance doctrine and replaced it with specific conditions (e.g. open pit
and refrigerators) and would make property owners liable only by applying rules of foreseeable danger
which make negligence harder to prove.” Free legal dictionary, online definition.

Here are the reasons for the appeal: ‘

1. The 42” safety fence proposed with the bluff stabilization is a visual blight. It is directly in
the site line of the beach and the surf when viewed from the existing benches. The serenity,
excitement, majesty or other emotion of the view is destroyed by the 4”°x4” horizontal beam
and the vertical bars 4” on center.
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2. The solution created by the bluff stabilization plan creates a hazard that is worse than the
existing condition. The 42” safety fence can be easily climbed. The other side will have a
33’ long concrete slide, angled at 25 degrees. 25 degrees is the angle of a playground slide.
This creates what is called an “attractive nuisance.” This is appealing to persons, especially
young males, who will see this as a shortcut down to the beach. Therefore the liability of the
county is increased if this project is permitted and constructed. The current condition (an
uneven bluff with considerable vegetation) is uncertain and acts as a restraint to approach.
My wife and I have sat on the benches for 13 years on this bluff, and notice the effect of the
uneven and unpredictable on the curious.

3. The bluff is alleged to be rapidly eroding. This is questionable. While substantial erosion
has occurred at this bluff over the last 100 years, two actions have arrested the erosion.

a. The street does not slope down 13™ Ave. to the end. Therefore there is no large
amount of water running to the end of 13* and over the bluff. 1t is estimated that not
more than 500 sq. ft. are sloped toward the ocean, thus runoff is minimal.

b. The construction of the harbor has turned the beach into a depository of additional
sand. Each year the width of the beach grows and the ocean recedes.

4. The proposed bluff stabilization material is concrete. Other materials, particularly
vegetation, would provide better stabilization and less exposure to the county from falls or

other accidents at the bluff edge.

Enclosed is a check for $1,200 as required to file the appeal.

Sincerely yours,

Scott McGilvray




COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ

RECEIPT FOR PAYMENT CASHIER: GF
APPLICATION NO. PARCEL NO. DATE: 04/29/2014
141027 028-142-13 TIME: 9:08.41

RECEIPT NUMBER: 21575

TRANSACTION FUNDING FOR FEE AMOUNT
141027
Fee Paid NAC-Appeal Zoning AdmEnvCoord Non-Applic $1,200.00
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" $1,200.00
TOTALDUE T $1,200.00
PAYMENT TYPE CHECK NO. RECEIVED FROM
Check 851 Leslie/Scott McGilvray . $1200.00
TOTAL PAID $1,200.00
CHANGE $0.00
OVER PAYMENT $0.00



Staff Report to the
Zoning Administrator  Application Number: 141027

Applicant: Charlene Atack Agenda Date: April 18, 2014
Owner: Reed Geisreiter / County of Santa Cruz Agenda Item #: 4
APN: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec Time: After 9:00 a.m.

Project Description: The proposal is to install a tied-back shotcrete upper bluff coastal
stabilization structure across the end of 13th Avenue and on a portion of APN 026-142-13, to
grade approximately 15 cubic yards of material to extend the existing public overlook by around
180 square feet, to construct improvements including safety fencing and to allow for the
retention of an existing fence post located at the point where the top of the coastal bluff intersects
the property boundary with APN 028-142-13, in the R-1-6 and PR zone districts. This requires a
Coastal Development Permit.

Location: The project is located at the southern end of 13" Avenue and on a portion of the
parcel to the east of 1 3" Avenue (120 13™ Avenue) at the point where the street terminates at the
coastal bluff, approximately 860 feet from the intersection with Prospect Street.

Supervisorial District: First District (District Supervisor: John Leopold)

Permits Required: Coastal Development Permit
Technical Reviews: None

Staff Recommendation:

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

e Approval of Application 141027, based on the attached findings and conditions.

Exhibits

A. Categorical Exemption (CEQA F. Letters from Haro, Kasunich and
determination) Associates dated October 15, 2010,

B. Findings May 31, 2012, and November 6,

C. Conditions 2012.

D. Project plans G. Comments and correspondence.

E. Assessor's, Location, Zoning and
General Plan Maps

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

10 EXHIBIT ®



Application #: 141027
APN: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec
Owner: Reed Geisreiter / County of Santa Cruz

Parcel Information

Parcel Size:

Existing Land Use - Parcel:
Existing Land Use - Surrounding:
Project Access:

Planning Area:

Land Use Designation:

Zone District:

Page 2

12,850 square feet / N/A

Single-family dwelling / Public beach overlook
Residential neighborhood and beach/ocean

13™ Avenue

Live Oak

R-UL / O-R (Urban Low Residential / Existing Parks and
Recreationl)

R-1-6 / PR (Single-family Residential / Parks Recreation

and Open Space)
Coastal Zone: X Inside ___ Outside
Appealable to Calif. Coastal X Yes _ No
Comm.
Environmental Information
Geologic Hazards: Coastal bluff
Soils: Pinto Loam
Fire Hazard: Not a mapped constraint
Slopes: Steep coastal bluff
Env. Sen. Habitat: - Not mapped/no physical evidence on site
Grading: 15 cubic yards of fill to repair eroded top of bluff
Tree Removal: No trees proposed to be removed
Scenic: Coastal/beach viewshed
Drainage: Preliminary plans approved by the Department of Public Works,
Stormwater Division.
Archeology: Not mapped/no physical evidence on site
Services Information
Urban/Rural Services Line: X Inside __ Outside

Water Supply:
Sewage Disposal:
Fire District:
Drainage District:

Background

Santa Cruz City Water District

Santa Cruz county Sanitation District:
Central Fire Protection District

Zone 5

A portion of the land that lies within the right-of-way for 13th Avenue, between end of the road
and the top of the coastal bluff, has been used for many years as an unofficial small public park
and coastal overlook area. The area is not maintained as a public park by the County Parks and
Recreation division and improvements in this area are minimal. At one time there was a beach
access staircase from the end of 13th Avenue to the beach below, however these stairs were very
badly damaged in storm events that occurred in 1977 and 1979 and were removed. Due to the
high cost of providing a replacement staircase in an area subject to repeated tidal action, the
County determined that it was infeasible to construct a replacement staircase in this location and
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closed the area to pedestrian traffic. In June 1983 the County instead accepted a 5 foot beach
access easement adjacent to 150 13" Avenue (Resolution 328-83) and the decision was made to
relocate the 13™ Ave stairway to this location. This revised coastal access was also approved
subject to Coastal Commission Permit XS-82-37.

Although the beach access staircase was removed and the area closed, there is no fence or other
barrier, and many members of the public have continued to access the beach by climbing down
the coastal bluff and over the rip rap to the sand below. This repeated unauthorized foot traffic
has, over time, caused significant erosion of the bluff face. In the past, residents on the street
have been concerned about the impacts to the 13" Avenue bluffs from users and have contacted
the Parks Department to do erosion control protection and prevent beach access. The
Department of Public Works only maintains the paved area of the public street and the guardrail.

Permit History

On January 18, 2013 Coastal Development Permit, Residential Development Permit and
Variance 121143 was approved by the Zoning Administrator for the construction of a
replacement garage at 120 13™ Avenue (APN 028-142-13), to the east of the overlook at the end
of 13" Avenue. This permit included the construction of a replacement fence along the front
property line adjacent to the public overlook at the end of 13™ Avenue and other landscape and
yard improvements. The California Coastal Commission reviewed the approved staff report and
plans for 121143 and determined that the project was inconsistent with a previous Coastal
Permit, P-77-0933, that had been issued by the Commission in 1977 for the fence along the
western/front property line.

Because of this and other concerns about the proposed project, the Coastal Commission indicated
that they would call the project up on appeal. To avoid this, the property owner worked with the
Coastal Commission to revise their project to reflect an acceptable design for the replacement
front yard fence, along with other required modifications to 121143.

Application 131264 was submitted on October 25, 2013 for a Minor Variation to Coastal
Development Permit, Residential Development Permit and Variance 121143 for the agreed upon
revisions. However, that application cannot be approved until the proposed bluff stabilization
project has been approved to allow for the retention of the existing final fence post at the bluff
edge.

Project Setting

The existing public overlook is located at the southern end of 13™ Avenue beyond a metal guard
rail that is located at the end of the paved street. The coastal bluff is approximately 24 feet in
height and protected at its base by rip-rap. South of the overlook is the beach and the Pacific
Ocean. The overlook area is mostly unimproved except for the provision of two public benches,
and is characterized by bare trampled earth in the most heavily trafficked areas with
unmaintained grass areas around the periphery. At the southeastern corner of the overlook there
is a well worn pathway down the coastal bluff that has been created by repeated public access
from 13™ Avenue to the beach below.
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The overlook is bordered to both the east and west by private homes. The street is continuously
developed on both sides and constitutes a mixed neighborhood that is made up of mostly older
one and two story single-family residential homes with some newer or remodeled structures.

Proposed Project

A tied back shotcrete stabilization structure is proposed to be installed across the end of 13
Avenue which will extend approximately 16 feet onto APN 128-142-13. In addition,
approximately 15 cubic yards of fill will be added between the proposed shotcrete structure and
the existing eroded bluff edge and this will enlarge the public overlook area by around 180
square feet. The shotcrete wall will be colored and contoured to blend with the existing bluff
face.

To protect the public safety and also to prevent continued public access down the bluff, a new
safety rail is proposed to be erected along the ocean- facing edge of the overlook. This fence has
been designed using an open wire mesh with redwood posts and a chamfered redwood cap that
will protect public safety while providing the minimal obstruction to the public views of the
beach and ocean. The southernmost 17 feet 6 inches of the proposed front yard fence on APN
028-142-13 (to be erected in conjunction with application 131264) will match this safety rail. As
a result, public views to the east and along the coastline that are currently blocked by the existing
solid fence, will be opened up, thereby enhancing the public overlook.

Zoning & General Plan Consistency

The public beach overlook is located in the Parks Recreation and Open Space (PR) zone district,
a designation which allows recreational and open space uses. The proposed bluff stabilization
and public overlook improvements are a principal permitted use within the zone district and the
zoning is consistent with the site's Existing Parks and Recreation (O-R) General Plan
designation.

The portion of the proposed bluff stabilization that will be on APN 028-142-13 lies within the
R-1-6 (Single-family Residential) zone district, a designation which allows for the repair and
maintenance of existing topographic features. The proposed bluff stabilization, which will help
protect the proposed front yard fence, is therefore allowed within the zone district and the zoning
is consistent with the property’s Urban Low Residential (R-UL) General Plan designation.

Local Coastal Program Consistency

The proposed upper bluff stabilization is in conformance with the County's certified Local
Coastal Program, in that the proposed project will be designed to be visually compatible, in scale
with, and integrated with the character of the existing coastline. The exposed concrete surfaces
of the proposed structure will have a contoured surface that follows natural bluff landforms in
the vicinity to help to blend the structure into the existing natural bluff face. In addition, the
concrete surface will be colored to match the color of the bluff face so that it will be natural in
appearance. The proposed bluff stabilization will enhance an existing public overlook and
expand the area by around 108 square feet.
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The proposed upper bluff stabilization and public overlook improvements will not interfere with
public access to the beach, ocean, or any nearby body of water. Although an unofficial beach
access will be blocked by the provision of a new safety fence at the top of the bluff an existing
beach access staircase is located approximately 85 feet north of the project site and this facility
will continue to be available to public use. As a condition of approval of this project the
applicant will be required to work with the County of Santa Cruz, Department of Public Works,
to provide signage that directs the public to the official beach access.

Existing coastal views will be protected in that the proposed safety fence has been designed
utilizing an open mesh that will minimize view impacts. In addition, in conjunction with an
associated project on the adjacent residential property adjacent to the overlook, an existing solid
board fence will be replaced with a see-through fence with a design to match the proposed safety
rail, thereby opening up public views to the east and along the coastline that are currently not
available.

Design Review

The proposed bluff stabilization and public beach overlook improvements complies with the
requirements of the County Design Review Ordinance, in that the proposed shotcrete structure
will be textured and colored to blend with the existing coastal bluff to reduce the visual impact of
the proposed development on surrounding land uses and the natural landscape. Further, the
proposed safety rail has been designed to incorporate redwood posts and a chamfered redwood
cap with an open wire mesh to minimize the impact of the fence on coastal scenic views.

Environmental Review

Environmental Review has not been required for the proposed project since, as proposed, the
project qualifies for an exemption under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
consistent with the CEQA guidelines in Section 1, Existing Facilities (1530), in that the proposed
bluff stabilization and public beach overlook improvements will be constructed mostly within an
area designated for recreational uses with only a minor extension of the proposed work onto an
adjacent residential parcel. The proposed repair and minor alterations to the coastal bluff to
improve the existing public overlook will result in negligible expansion of the existing
recreational use and no expansion to the adjacent residential use.

Conclusion
As proposed and conditioned, the project is consistent with all applicable codes and policies of
the Zoning Ordinance and General Plan/LLCP. Please see Exhibit "B" ("Findings") for a

complete listing of findings and evidence related to the above discussion.

Staff Recommendation

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

. APPROVAL of Application Number 141027, based on the attached findings and
conditions.
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Application #: 141027 Page 6
APN: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec
Owner: Reed Geisreiter / County of Santa Cruz

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: Lezanne Jeffs
Santa Cruz County Planning Department
701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor
Santa Cruz CA 95060
Phone Number: (831) 454-2480
E-mail: lezanne.jeffs@co.santa-cruz.ca.us
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CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
NOTICE OF EXEMPTION

The Santa Cruz County Planning Department has reviewed the project described below and has
determined that 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: 141027
Assessor Parcel Number: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec
Project Location: 120 13th Avenue / Street, Santa Cruz

Project Description: Proposal to install a tied-back shotcrete upper bluff coastal
stabilization structure across the end of 13th Avenue and on a portion
of APN 028-142-13, to grade approximately 15 cubic yards to extend
the existing public overlook by around 180 square feet and install
fencing.

Person or Agency Proposing Project: Charlene Atack

Contact Phone Number: (831) 515-3344

A. The proposed activity is not a project under CEQA Guidelines Section 15378.
B. The proposed activity is not subject to CEQA as specified under CEQA

Guidelines Section 15060 (c).
C. Ministerial Project involving only the use of fixed standards or objective
D

measurements without personal judgment.
Statutory Exemption other than a Ministerial Project (CEQA Guidelines Section
15260 to 15285).

E. X Categorical Exemption

Specify type: Class 1 — Existing Facilities (Section 15301)
F. Reasons why the project is exempt:

Repairs and minor alterations to existing topographical features involving negligible expansion
of use.

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

Date:

Lezanne Jeffs, Project Planner

EXHIBIT A
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Application #: 141027
APN: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec
Owner: Reed Geisreiter / County of Santa Cruz

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 consistent with the General
Plan and Local Coastal Program LUP designation.

The portion of the right-of-way for 13™ Avenue that is located beyond the end of the paved street
is zoned for Parks Recreation and Open Space (PR), a designation which allows for recreational
uses. The proposed bluff stabilization will improve an existing small public beach overlook and
is therefore a principal permitted use within the zone district, and the zoning is consistent with
the site's Existing Parks and Recreationl (R-UL) General Plan designation.

The portion of the proposed bluff stabilization that will be on an adjacent residential parcel, APN
028-142-13, lies within the R-1-6 (Single-family Residential) zone district, a designation which
allows for the repair and maintenance of existing topographic features. The proposed bluff
stabilization, which will help protect the existing fence post that is located at the edge of the
coastal bluff, is therefore allowed within the zone district. The zoning of that parcel is consistent
with the property’s Urban Low Residential (R-UL) General Plan designation.

Therefore this finding can be made.

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

This finding can be made, in that no such easements or restrictions are known to encumber the
project site. Further, the proposed bluff stabilization will enhance an existing public overlook
and expand the area by around 108 square feet. The existing beach access that is located
approximately 85 feet north of the public overlook will continue to be available and improved
signage is proposed as a condition of approval of this project to better direct the public to this
facility.

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

The exposed concrete surfaces of the proposed bluff stabilization structure will have a contoured
surface that mimics natural bluff landforms in the vicinity to help to blend it into the natural and
existing bluff face. In addition, the concrete surface will be colored to match the color of the
bluff face so that it will be natural in appearance. The color, texture, and undulations of the
seawall surface will be maintained throughout the life of the structure.

Therefore this finding can be made.

EXHIBIT B
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Application #: 141027
APN: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec
Owner: Reed Geisreiter / County of Santa Cruz

4. That the project conforms with the public access, recreation, and visitor-serving
policies, standards and 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 development is in conformity
with the public access and public recreation policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act
commencing with section 30200.

This finding can be made, in that the project will enhance an existing public beach overlook that
is located within the public right-of way at the end of 13™ Avenue, between the end of the paved
road and the coastal bluff. The proposed stabilization of the bluff face, repair of the bluff edge
and addition of new safety railings will not interfere with public access to the beach, ocean, or
any nearby body of water in that an existing beach access staircase is located approximately 85
feet north of the project site and this facility will continue to be available to public use. Existing
coastal views will be protected in that the proposed safety fence has been designed utilizing an
open mesh that will minimize view impacts. In addition, in conjunction with an associated
project on the residential property adjacent to the overlook, an existing solid board fence will
also be replaced with a see-through fence with a design to match the proposed safety rail, thereby
opening up public views to the east and along the coastline that are currently not available.

The project site is not identified as a priority acquisition site in the County Local Coastal
Program,

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

This finding can be made, in that the proposed upper bluff stabilization and improvements to the
existing public coastal overlook will be sited and designed to be visually compatible, in scale,
and integrated with the existing coastal landscape and with the adjacent neighborhood.
Additionally, recreational and public uses uses are allowed uses in Parks Recreation and Open
Space (PR) zone district, as well as in the General Plan and Local Coastal Program land use
designation.

EXHIBIT B
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Application #: 141027
APN: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec
Owner: Reed Geisreiter / County of Santa Cruz

Development Permit Findings

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

This finding can be made, in that the project is located in an area designated for recreational and
private residential yard uses. Construction will comply with prevailing building technology, the
California Building Code, and the County Building ordinance to insure the optimum in safety
and the conservation of energy and resources. Further, the proposed upper bluff stabilization
structure has been designed in accordance with the recommendations of both a consulting
Geotechnical Engineer and Geologist and has been reviewed by the County Geologist for
conformance with the Geologic Hazards ordinance, chapter 16.10 of County Code. The
proposed bluff stabilization will not deprive adjacent properties or the neighborhood of light, air,
or open space, in that the structure will be constructed over the existing bluff face.

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

The proposed location of the upper bluff stabilization structure and associated public
improvements within the right-of-way for 13™ Avenue, and the conditions under which they will
be operated or maintained, will be consistent with all pertinent County ordinances and the
purpose of the Parks Recreation and Open Space (PR) and Single-family Residential (R-1-6)
zone districts. This finding can be made in that the primary use of the property will continue to
be a public beach overlook adjacent to existing residential properties and the bluff stabilization
meets all current site standards for the respective zone districts in which it is located.

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

This finding can be made, in that the proposed stabilization use is consistent with the use and
density requirements specified for the Existing Parks and Recreationl (O-R) and Urban Low
Residential (R-UL) land use designations in the County General Plan.

Further, the safety fence that will be erected in conjunction with the proposed bluff stabilization
and public overlook improvements will be constructed using an open mesh design so as to
minimize the impact on existing public views as specified in Policy 5.10.3 (Protection of Public
Vistas).

The General Plan/Local Coastal Program sets out a hierarchy of land use priorities within the
Coastal Zone. The first priority is agriculture and coastal dependant industry, the second priority
is recreation, including public parks, visitor serving commercial uses and coastal recreation
facilities, the third priority is private residential, general industrial and general commercial uses.
Because the surrounding area is a densely developed urban neighborhood, the land uses and
zoning designations in the area are for residential uses and parks and recreation. There are no
existing or potential sites for higher priority coastal uses such as agriculture or coastal dependant

EXHIBIT B
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APN: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec
Owner: Reed Geisreiter / County of Santa Cruz

industry. The maintenance and enhancement of the existing coastal overlook is therefore in
conformance with the public access and coastal recreation, policies, standards as set out in Policy
2.22.1 (Priority Uses within the Coastal Zone).

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

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

This finding can be made, in that the proposed bluff will not require the use of any public
utilities and will not change the level of traffic generated by the existing coastal overlook.

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.

The proposed upper bluff stabilization structure and fencing improvements will enhance an
existing public overlook and therefore serve to upgrade the appearance of the neighborhood.
Exposed concrete surfaces of the proposed bluff stabilization structure will have a contoured
surface that mimics natural bluff landforms in the vicinity to help to blend it into the natural and
existing bluff face. In addition, the concrete surface will be colored to match the color of the
bluff face so that it will be natural in appearance. The proposed safety rail has been designed to
incorporate redwood posts and a chamfered redwood cap with an open wire mesh that will
minimize the impact of the fence on coastal scenic views and will be compatible with the
existing, widely varying, physical design aspects of the neighborhood..

Therefore this finding can be made.

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

This finding can be made, in that the proposed shotcrete structure will be textured and colored to
blend with the existing coastal bluff to reduce the visual impact of the proposed development on
surrounding land uses and the natural landscape. Further, the proposed safety rail has been
designed to incorporate redwood posts and a chamfered redwood cap with an open wire mesh, to
minimize the impact of the fence on coastal scenic views. Therefore the proposed bluff
stabilization and public overlook improvements will be of an appropriate scale and type of
design that will enhance the aesthetic qualities of the surrounding properties and enhance the
open space that is available to the surrounding area.

EXHIBIT B
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Application #: 141027
APN: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec
Owner: Reed Geisreiter / County of Santa Cruz

Conditions of Approval
Exhibit D: 6 sheets prepared by Haro, Kasunich and Associates, Inc., dated 2/20/2014.

L This permit authorizes the construction of a tied-back upper bluff stabilization stucture
with a wire mesh safety fence, associated grading of around 15 cubic yards of material
between the existing edge of the bluff and the new structure to extend the overlook area
by approximately 180 square feet and the retention of the existing fence post at the edge
of the coastal bluff on the property line with APN 028-142-13. This approval does not
confer legal status on any existing structure(s) or existing use(s) on the subject property
that are not specifically authorized by this permit. 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.

1. Any outstanding balance due to the Planning Department must be paid
prior to making a Building Permit application. Applications for Building
Permits will not be accepted or processed while there is an outstanding
balance due.

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

D. 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 from
the effective date of this permit.

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

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

1. Supply a color and material board in 8 1/2” x 11" format for Planning
Department review and approval for the proposed shotcrete upper bluff

protection structure to show conformance with the following requirement:

All concrete surfaces shall be contoured surface that mimics natural bluff

EXHIBIT C
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APN: 028-142-13 / No-APN-Spec

Owner: Reed Geisreiter / County of Santa Cruz
landforms in the vicinity to help to blend it into the natural and existing
bluff face. In addition, the concrete surface will be an irregular colored
nozzle finish to match the color of the bluff face so that it will be natural
in appearance. The color, texture, and undulations of the seawall surface
shall be maintained throughout the life of the structure.

2. The proposed safety fence will be 42” high as required by County code
and will include 4” x 4” wire fence that is designed to be see-through as
per submitted plans.

3. Grading, drainage, and erosion control plans.

NOTE: No additional drainage shall be directed toward the bluff. The
irrigation plan, if one is necessary, shall be reviewed and approved by the
geotechnical engineer prior to building permit approval

4. A stormwater pollution control plan that meets the requirements set forth
in the County’s Construction Site Stormwater Pollution Control Best
Management Practices Manual. The Manual may be found on our website
at sccoplanning.com by navigation to Environmental / Erosion and
Stormwater Pollution Control / Construction Site Stormwater BMP
Manual.

5. Provide additional copies of the October 15, 2010, May 31, 2012, and
November 6, 2012 letters from Haro, Kasunich and Associates.

6. Provide a construction staging and access plan to be reviewed by the
County Geologist.
B. Submit four copies of the approved Discretionary Permit with the Conditions of

Approval attached. The Conditions of Approval shall be recorded prior to
submittal, if applicable.

C. Meet all requirements of and pay Zone 5 drainage fees to the County Department
of Public Works, Stormwater Management. A drainage fee will be assessed on
the net increase in impervious area. The fees are currently $1.14 per square foot,
and are subject to increase based on the fee amount applicable at the time of
permit issuance. Reduced fees (50%) are assessed for semi-pervious surfacing
(such as gravel, base rock, paver blocks, porous pavement, etc.) to offset costs and
encourage more extensive use of these materials.

For fee calculations please provide tabulation of new impervious and semi-
impervious (gravel, base rock, paver blocks, pervious pavement) areas resulting
from the proposed project. Make clear on the plans by shading or hatching the
limits of both the existing and new impervious areas. To receive credit for the
existing impervious surfaces to be removed please provide documentation such as
assessor’s records, survey records, aerial photos or other official records that will
help establish and determine the dates they were built

EXHIBIT C
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II1.

D.

Provide an assessment of the existing onsite drainage systems. Identify any
problems and proposed any needed improvements. Make clear on the plans how
runoff directed toward the proposed bluff stabilization structure will be controlled
and directed to a safe point of release

Record a maintenance agreement for all improvements within the County right-
of-way (as noted in the permit description) to state that all improvements shall be
the responsibility of the property owner for 120 13" Avenue (028-142-13). This
requirement shall run with the land and is required to be recorded on the property
deed. Prior to recordation the maintenance agreement shall be approved by the
Department of Public Works, Encroachment Division.

Work with the Department of Public Works to provide signage designed to direct
the public at the beach overlook area and on 13"™ Avenue to the existing beach
access staircase. Submit details of the final, agreed upon signs.

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.

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

No equipment shall be used on the beach and any impacts must be minimized and
any disturbances along the access route must be restored to pre-construction

conditions upon project completion.

To the extent that is reasonably practical public access to the public overlook shall
be maintained throughout the duration of construction of the project.

The project must comply with all recommendations of the project Geotechnical
Engineer and Geologist.

Prior to Building Permit final the applicant shall submit:

a. Final inspection form signed and stamped by the soils engineer.
b. Final inspection form signed and stamped by the project geologist.
c. Final inspection form signed and stamped by the civil engineer.

Pursuant to Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.080 of the County Code, if at any time
during site preparation, excavation, or other ground disturbance associated with
this development, any artifact or other evidence of an historic archaeological
resource or a Native American cultural site is discovered, the responsible persons

| EXHIBIT C
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Iv.

shall immediately cease and desist from all further site excavation and notify the
Sheriff-Coroner if the discovery contains human remains, or the Planning
Director if the discovery contains no human remains. The procedures established
in Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.080, shall be observed.

Operational Conditions

A.

All improvements within the right-of-way for 13™ Avenue shall be maintained in
accordance with all provisions of the recorded Maintenance Agreement as
approved by the Department of Public Works, Encroachment Division.

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

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

A.

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

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

1. COUNTY bears its own attorney's fees and costs; and
2. COUNTY defends the action in good faith.

Settlement. The Development Approval Holder shall not be required to pay or
perform any settlement unless such Development Approval Holder has approved
the settlement. When representing the County, the Development Approval Holder
shall not enter into any stipulation or settlement modifying or affecting the
interpretation or validity of any of the terms or conditions of the development
approval without the prior written consent of the County.
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D. Successors Bound. “Development Approval Holder” shall include the applicant
and the successor’(s) in interest, transferee(s), and assign(s) of the applicant.

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 three years from the effective date listed below unless a
building permit (or permits) is obtained for the primary structure described in the
development permit (does not include demolition, temporary power pole or other site
preparation permits, or accessory structures unless these are the primary subject of the
development permit). Failure to exercise the building permit and to complete all of the
construction under the building permit, resulting in the expiration of the building permit,
will void the development permit, unless there are special circumstances as determined by
the Planning Director.

Approval Date:

Effective Date:

Expiration Date:

Wanda Williams Lezanne Jeffs
Deputy Zoning Administrator Project Planner

Appeals: Any property owner, or other person aggrieved, or any other person whose interests are adversely affected
by any act or determination of the Zoning Administrator, may appeal the act or determination to the Planning
Commission in accordance with chapter 18.10 of the Santa Cruz County Code.
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GENERAL NOTES

PURPOSE AND OVERVIEW

Puposa srd Overvew: The puposs of these plans s 1 provide for statitization of the present comstal
aveilook area at the erd of Thitewith Averus and expand the public vta a2 oul 10 I exating lerce post
o the seaward side of the biust edge. A pblE beach access alsirway exists Approximalely 75 foet from me
coaull ovarlook area and shal remain open ardl sseiabie for public use dufing contructon.

By undartaking 1he stabikzation, the exialing ccastal overicok wH be made Wroer arc sater by instabation of &
structucal lied back shotorets Lpper tuff relsining Siruclus that & dends down L the 10p of the existng psap
revelmars.

The tota) length of the proposed seawad work & abou 60fesl. The proposed shatarete aterrative was

salected becauce it is Mruciurally berwficia! and staps erosion of te puIC NGt of way, minimizes wall

thickre s and beach coverags, and allowa Bt coionng and wxtuing of 1he surfece of the wall The ganeral

public benefits the coastal biufl il pamment of { 15 cubic yerde

of backdli1a create add lional biufl top and an incremsed coaslal ovaricok area, see-throLgh fencing exending

h\ S{eet Niard om the modt sesvward edge of the biufl, a 34oal, Sinch ealety lenas running slong the edgs
the bluff iop.

RESIDENTIAL ACCESS PROTECTION

The proposed wark is partly on Sarta Crur Caurty property. The proposed conslrction sccess roule is along
ThideerTh Avenus 10 where & enca ai the fop of the cosalal bLfl  Impacts to the sccess mue muat be
minimizad. The impads to boach access and residential access Must be minimized. Appropriate signage
4nall be used 1o make sre thet beach Leers know what to do as they sopromdh (he work stes.

EXAMNATION OF JOB SITE. PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS

A. The Contracior shall exeming carefully ihe site of work and (e Plars ana Specificatiors. The submimsion of
& bid shail be Gorciusive evidercs tht the Cotacter has investigated ard i satisied ae to the conditions 1o
be ercourtered, s t0 e chvacie!, qLBRty, and 5cope of work 0 be perfomed, Uw quantites of mat erias 1o
be furishad and == to te of the ard Comstal 'on and Plans
i theae Specificatiors. The plans consist of 5 shaats.

B. Reed Gemraitar & 120 Thinlearth Averue. Sarta Crie County is the Owner of Thiesnth Averse. Ham,
Kasunich snd Associales, Conmuling Geolechnical, Coastal ard Civil Ergmesrs & (he Ergineer for the
project and will represent the Owners during design and constuction of the project, Haro, Kasunich and
Aswciates, Corsuling Gedachnal, Conslal and Civil Enpineers are the Engneems 107 the project and
reprasent the project appiicart during demgn and consiiuction of the project

C. The conlmcior shell recogize that the plans used for 1he drawings of the Seawall Stncturos may differ
Fom the acusl phyacal site. D are Befare ing with the work, i whall tm the
Conradar's resparaibilty 10 check the sie in telsion |0 the drawings and specificalions. Repodt any
discraparces K Ihe Ownel and the Engineer.

D. The Contmclor musi atiend a pre-bid meating with Lha Engineer pior to submilling & propossl 1o completa
the mroposed wark. Tha Corlracir may be required 10 alland 8 pre-conaimicion mestng wih the Engesr
priar 1o Ihe commencemen of conaiLcbon. The pupom of hese Meelings is 80 the Conlracior may ask
questions conceming (e wark and o make sire the Conltacicr undentards the pemit conditions and
enviorvmental corsirainis

COMPLIANCE WITH CODES:

A, A construction and materimls shafl be a6 wpociled and as tequired by the Caifornia Buildng Code, the
Bukding Code Slandards, iocally enforoed codes and suthorities. All anicias, matenals and equipment shail e
inaialied, appled and connecied as drected by lha manfactrar's lest writen spscficalions axoert where
otherwime roled,

5. The Contracior shasl keep timsel! fity infomed of a¥ sppiicable codes, lawa, rdinances and feguations of

any juisdetion or authority, and shal adhers sinctly themto, Compiance with all laws, ordinances ard

ﬁr—.‘hﬂg of Faderal, Sle, County and Local mgencies shall 1ake precedence ove: sl otter Cantiaa
onte.

TIMETABLE

These pars show the propomd studural work, gardng, drinage ard geraral efokion cortrol Measuee B he
implemerted as soon 8 possible.

INSPECTIONS AND MAINTENANCE

Trs Owner and his mpresanistves shall have the righl b inspect mry material broug It 1o the job 848 ard shell
rave ihe rigH 1o mject any s o nat irg 1o the The Regstersd
Geotechnical Engirear andicr hia repmsantativs shal be called 1o perfom comstrudion cosanvalkn g 1o
make 8 fina} inpection of the drairwge end 8rosoN cortrol tacklies ko aewxe thel the work is completsd
according 1 plan, Wirter slorm inspections shal be conduried o idently problem aress and asess the resd
for cormective actions. Wrtlan documentalion should be mainained fhal roles Inspedion dales, coirctive
actions hesdad wxd carrective aciors taken.

NOTIFICATION OF ENGINEER

The Enginesr shouild te noiffied w lessl four (4) working duys piior ko any sta dearing of ading 8o that the
work inthe fekl can be cooriinated with the grading cartractor. and sringements for suneying, 1astrg and
abservation can be made.

WORK HOUR RESTRICTIONS

Waw nunup related flcod condiions may restrict the svaitabie wark ime, i the work is urdertaken in the winter
stom season

Hours of operation &r movement of heawy corstruction equipmant shal be limited to batwesn 800 a.m. and
&00 p.m., Monday thyough Saturday. Such oparations shall nat aceur an Sunday ar holidays.

NOSE

All squipment thel will operl for exiended pariods of time al the project aile shal be squipped with residential
type mufflens.

ACCESS

The Cortrader shall nal close ar obeirud dmets, walks, dives or other cocupied o wsed apaces of faciites
wihout the wiitten pemisson of the Owner. Undeground uillies sre located Under the acosss rous and
/el be petected fom damage.

SITE DISTURBANCE

Disturbance of the properly beyord the Emits of the necemsary work area shall be awokled, Serwitive hablat

axite mmediatoly adacert 1o the work area. The Conlraciol shoukd expect reguisiory agercias fo be
panculary  concernsd  sbeul ey mpacts  oubide dhe wak  ama.

STAKING AND LOCATION

1. The ergineer whall lbaate the wall baatiore ard mak with stakes prior ¥ corstruction, for review and
corstrudion by conracior  The contactar shal pay for daking.

2 Reference points wil be sstabished by tu Engirear o1 by the Surveyor. Thase referance points will be
used 10 coriml placemert of the Wruchses relative 1o cuial feales ard © slevation. I shall be Ihe
Contrador’s esponsiiliy 1o fumish ard sel such edddional mirks and dtakes as is determined necassary 1o
estabiah knes and grades raquired fof the mpietcn of e work specifed. as shown on the pers. The
conlractes shall have a gade checke? on site 15 check slevel ore and rtrol the pasibon of the work.

3 Locations of exiating drain faciliss we sppoxmate. The contacior shel veriy Jocations ang prated in
Aico, if within the Imits of work. The contisdior shali plup, cap, o raconnect /reirstal existing diairege
fcilies damaged during constiucion, ss directed by enginser.

DRANPIPES AND UNDERGROUND UTIUTIES

Ewafing crairpipms and urdergiound ulifties wihin the work area (f any) shal be kocaled by the Contractor
and avoided adior protectad dunng consyuCon,

A Tra Contractr snall ocals, idently, and protect utiibes fom damage The existing underground Wity
locations ({ any) am ot shown on the plars. The Contractor s cemponaible for locating of existing Litias prior
o slarling wark ard arotecting uibties throughoul course of work.

B. Tha Cartrector stwf nal irdecsipt Uiies 6 ning 0ocupied of Used aciilies without the wntten pamismion of
tha Ownwr ard authorities having jurisiation. if necessery. prowide lsmowary utities.

C. The Contractor stal rotily the Owner pricr 1o shut-off of exsting uilties.

D. Exposed subgrade wnde! drinage outel Dipss and beckhl) aver ard around the ppes shall be compad ed
1 90 perert reielive campaction. Ab dranage dscharge bcatins shal be approvea by the Enginesr

GRADING, DRAINAGE, AND EROSION CONTROL NOTES
TIMETABLE

This plan shows the proposed grading, dranage and penecal aosion corucl measures lo be implementad.
Botwasn October 15 and Agnil 15, sxposad sall stad be poteclad from smson at all times. Such pratection
ey cormml of muching, pning of wpetalion of sdequale denmty, or covering solls win plasiic. Exposed
sailk on datutbad slores shall be prowcted fiom erosion prior Lo Dctober 15.

GRADING

Excavation: Excavmed matecisis shall be Lsed as bacfil o dsposed of where direcied by Owner o
Enginess at an appioved dumipsite,

Tempomry Cul Slapes: Maximum geadients shall nol excesd 1.0:1.0 (HV), except in haid bediock
Temporary cit skopse must be inspscled by the Ergines: duig excavalion, (o delermine the need tor
tamporasy shOTiNg of kemporary urderpinnng of adjacent mianing sirutures ardio improvements. Tha
Corwrador shall bs requred 10 implerment shoring a4 requimd by the Exgines: and as requirad by OSHA end
alher reguisory agendes.

Delaterious Materials. The Contracior shall carefuly excavate al materimis necacsacy, of whitavar nafure,
for cormtTuCtion of tha work. Any material of an unsutable or delsterious nalure discaverad beiow the fooling of
e proposad misining walls shall be dOUH 1o the atiertion of the Geotechnical Engineer before proceeding
with Ihe work,

Volds: Any woids exposad during excavalion work shail be bacidfilied ea directed by tha Ergineer.

Fodling Excavations: Excavatiors must be nepecied by Engineer ard appioved by Engineer, priof lo
placemant of stesl and concrote.

Wall Back: Relmining walls shall be bacidiled with gravel where indicated by the Engioer. Graval shall be
Calrare pemaabla matwrisl Class I, Type A (Caitrace spaciication 66-1.025) or % inch argubar gravel, as
selected by the Ergineer. Gt backfill stal be compisied i ifts ndl sxceeding two feet Lhick. Gravel shall
be placed 10 wihin two verticel feet of frish grade. Dranpipes 1o allow esepage that sccumuates in the gravel
10 pass through Lhe wail shal be irstalled as diceciad by iha Engineer.

FIR Placernant: The placement and spreading of il materials and the sroosssing ard campadtion of fill
matenals by looding, pording, or jetling shall rat be permifted withaut the priar approval of ihe Geotechnical
Enginaer. Fils should be keyad and berched o fi soil The (il shal ba placed in 8 inch lifts (compacied
layers), moisture condiioned 8s required and compacled 1o al loas! 50 parcent felalive compaction as per
ASTM Tesl Pracesurs D1557. Fasld densily Tests shal be made by the Geotechnical Engineer lo ersure
proper compacuan. Freid denaity lests wil be performed in accordence with ASTM D1S57. The number of
teets and their loaation shwl be al (e wia disction of the Gacteshnical Ergineer.

Waather Mo fil material shal be plced, spraad or compacted during Unfavarabis weather carctiors. When
wark is MieTupted by heavy ras, fil operations shall nat resume uniil fiekl densty tests taken by te
Gadlachnical Engireer ndicale Tat the mosture content end dersdy of the fil meel the spacified
toquirame s

PROTECTION OF IMPROVEMENTS

Improvemenss on e ahal be prolecled from damage, Where improvements (such as ferces, mings,
paving, of sgrege) wed 1o be removed to allow access of corwruclion, they shall be removed and replaced
withimpovements of equat qrality.

EROSION CONTROL.

During corsbudbn, eiasion contrdl measures shavl be in place Thess construction measures shal be in the
form of dust cortrd, sit feres srd walllen placed at T eppvoprisle sress of work as directed by the
Engree

DUST CONTROL

For dust control pusposes, waleiing of exposed surfaces during dearing, excasation. stockpisng and gading.
and in the late morning and the end of sech workiay shall te done. Grading activities shall be prohibied
during periods of high winds gramler than 30 miles an howr

SUPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATIONS
" conditions are dring or If the proposed construction will differ Wom

trat panred al the tme, Haro, Kasurich and Aesacistes, Inc., shal be naufied so thet supplemental
Tecommendations can bo g,

INIPEC TIONS AND MAINTENENCE

The Regisiored Geotechnical and Cwil Erginest sndlor hia representalive shall be called ta pedorm
construdion obsenvetion and lo make a final nspaction of the sile 10 assue (hat the work & complelad
according Lo plan, Winter slomm mspections shal be canducted 1 identity paoblam areaa and assesa the need
for cormective sctiors. Wiitten documeniation ehould de maintained that notes nepactian dates, corredve
actions neeaed and corrective acions taken.

SUPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATIONS

¥ undasicable cordiiors sm during jon. of if the propased construction will diffes from
fhat plarned  this dme, our fm shat be ndiifled 30 thal supRemental recoTTendations: can be gven.

CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT PLAN PROVISIONS

Conatudtion sccoss sl be Fom the end of Thiteentn Avenus. No squipment shall ba used on Ihe beach. Impsa 1o
the acoesy mute mudl be minimized and distubance alang the access roule must be resiored to pre-consinuction
condtions Upon pioject compleson. The falowing provisions shafl apply o the work

Any debris generated durng tonsyudion shall b ramoved from the beach and siher used s (il landward of the
proposed seawall of hauled otfeite b an approved dumpsile.

Al work shall ake pinca during daylight hours end (ighting of the beach eres is piohibiled uniees, dus 1o exteniating
ciroumsiances, the Santa Cruz County Planning Directos of Exeoutive Direcios of te Caliora Coaslal Commssan
authonzes ron-daylight work and/or beach area lighting

Conat udion work and equipment dpefations shall nol be conducted sesward of the mean high witer iine

Al construdion eguipment shal remain ee far lencwind as possible, and svoid contaat wih ocsan waters and inusrtidal
sress.

A srosion end seciment comrols shall ba In place prior 10 the commencement of consruction s well 3 et the e of
anch work day. Bilt fences, or aquivalent apparats, may be insled at ihw perimeter of the constructon wite lo pravent
congruction related runoff and/or sediment from snlering iio the Paciic Ocean. Fending may be used al the back odge
of tha beach for e1osion and sediment controls 8¢ Necesssry W cortsin jock and/or sediments at the project sde,

Conetrudion malerials and squipment may be sored at the end of Thitesnth Averus, The exiert of ovemight storage
areas shall be kept the minimum necemary,

No work shall 6caur 66 the beach during Sundays or Holideys Uniem. dus © exeruasng Gcumatances (such as fidal
issums or oihmr anvioAmental conceme), and the Santa Cruz County Pnning Direclor or Exeautive Diredtor of the
Califorria Coamal Commisaian 8 harizes sudh work

Al haavy equipment used for concrate pouring shal be sel sl ieast 25 feel landward of the biffiop ard chall use fexidie
hoses of sniculsted booms Lo deliver conaele to the project sim. Othar heavy equipment rmay be wsad pariodically atop
the comstsl biUfl, but shatl be removed from e biuff-top when not i uee Al heavy equipment and projecl construction
materinis shall be siored on dry land along the road or drivewsy arsas adjacent 10 tha project site

Equipment washing, rafusling, and/or sarvicing shall not take place o the beach, of wittn 100 el of the shoreline.

Petrolsum products and othes hazardous maierils will ba kapl on pubbe ioads of 2 distance of ot lead 100 fead from the
shoraline and shall be stored offide.

The conebruction eite shall maintain good ity corirols and proced: (e.p. ckanup al
leaks, drps. and other spills snmedisiely; keep matsriais Covered and out of the rain (including covering exposed pées o!
30l s wastes); dispose of all wakes properly, place imeh receplacies on sie foi thal purpose, cover open tesh
receptacies during wel waather, ramove any coneiriction debris flom the besch).

Al weas dstabad by eonstnction actvites shell be resiored to their orginal preconsincton candion. Upon
complation of consTuGion of the waawall, thass amas shall be restored 1o their of igihal condition or beller.

Al all imes during project construction actviies, copies of each of the loowing shal be maintained in & conspicus
location &t 1he GonsirLCEon job sile (w here such copies shal ba svailable for public raview} and al persons nvolved with
the consy uction shall be briafed on the contert and meaning of each prior 1 cemmencemenl of canatnudian. (a) the
signed coaslal davelopmant permil; and (&) the approved final plans

MARINE PROTECTION

To prevent any impacts upan the marine habital, no overburden or wet cement may be allowad to adversely impuct the
baach or entel 1he tidal zone. Any aress of loose o Lreiable el must be stabuized immadialely after other porions of
the project e finahed. Any heavy squipment opsiation must be conducled with care near the edge of the blulf to
prevant Ihe gestabilzation of the subsirals and additibnal ercsion. Care must be taken 20 the coastal bluffs ouside the
woik area are nol demaged durng consirction.

CONSTRUC TION COORDINATOR

Cortractor shall provide & comsiruction coordinaior that can be confacted during corstiuction, shoud guestiona aries
during cormtruction. (in case of both regular inquiries and in emergencias). The contact iormation (inchaing Lheir
adidiess and 24 howr phone numbers) sheil be cormpicucusly posted at the job site in a manner co that ihe contact
information |s readily wisibla fram public vewing mreas. The posting shail indale thal the consinsction coordinator
shoud bo contacked 10 ancwer quesiions thal sriss duing construction. (in casa of both raguar inquiries and in

The shail racord the rame, phone number and natue of all complains (£ any}
teceived during and shall and ke ramadial adion, i necessary, within 24 hours of
ieceipt of the camplaint or inquiry
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SEE-THROUGH WELDED WIRE TO BE STRONG HOT-DIP
GALVANIZED WELDED WIRE PANELS WITH 1/4 IN.

DIAMETER RODS ON 4 INCH CENTERS BOTH WAYS 3z
AVAILABLE FROM WWW PREMIER1SUPPLIES.COM 1127
ITEM NUMBER 964500
407 X 72" WELDED WIRE PANEL WITH 4" x 4" OPENINGS u_~|\rm.3.
OR EQUIVALENT AS APPROVED BY ENGINEER
RAIL CAP DIMENSIONS
SEE-THROUGH CHAMFERED 4°%6"
WELDED WiRE Par REDWOOD RAIL CAP
| \ R / J CHAMFERED 4'x6*
L , X — REDWOOD RAIL CAP jw
/ \ I
Asl \ 1 3 ]
2
/ az % a2
i \ SEE-THROUGH
! Y WELDED WIRE
fa X i h—
f T4 3 %6 REDWOOD BOTTOM RAIL —— -
TOP OF ——} - N x m
UPPER BLUFF . . “. Coe e . . NG, . ‘a4
STABILIZATION - dar | [ L .. mmmamw_mwwqu R .
STRUA “ PR : - . 4"
CTURE . R ™~ 46" REDWOOD 7, o .
P <, ¢ POSTS@EOC - b B LRI 3x6* REDWOOD BOTTOM RAIL .
PR .\ LJd .t ...A-.\ L N LI,I-.
: ER . . - .
_. 60" i U UPPER BLUFF
. STABILIZATION
e STRUCTURE
/T SEE-THROUGH SAFETY FENCE AT BLUFF EDGE DETAILS
C SCALE: V2" = 10"
SEE-THROUGH PROPERTY LINE
FENCE BY SEPARATE PERMIT
SEAWARD EXISTING FENCE
POST OF FROPERTY LINE
SEE-THROUGH SAFETY FENCE TO REMAIN IN SAME
FENCE AT BLUFF EDGE LOCATION
CHAMFERED 46"
SEE-THROUGH REDWOOD RAIL CAP,
WELDED WIRE 2 7 P
! \ A — i
L x —r
TOP OF UPPER BLUFF T ~]
STABILIZATION STRUCTURE \ | S
<, a8°
a2
EXISTING
GRADE [ 1
[ \
= X
E
3
T X = " Fa .
L . t e Reowaon
. “ - . . - 4, 68" W
¢ et a'xsREDWOOD st « . POST@FENCE ",
© o+ . posts@soc , L . JUNCTION S|l
b oo k

/2> SEE-THROUGH FENCE AT JUNCTION

C SCALE: 1/2" = 10"
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Haro, KasuNicH AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

Corsuirms GeoTecrnical & Coastar Engwieens

Project No. SC2803

15 October 2010
MR. REED GEISREITER
120 13" Avenue
Santa Cruz, California 95062
Subject: Summary of Geotechnical and Coastal Investigation and Coastal

Protection Structure Maintenance

Reference: 120 13" Avenue and 130 13" Avenue
Santa Cruz County, California

Dear Reed:

in late 2008, your dad (Bill Geisreiter) requested that Haro Kasunich and Associates
make recommendations for maintenance, and assist him in obtaining a contractor to do
maintenance work on the existing coastal protection structure adjacent to your family's
home at 120 13" Avenue. Haro, Kasunich and Associates submitted a proposal fo
perform a Geotechnical and Coastal Investigation related to the maintenance work. The
purpose of this letter is to summarize the work we did for you. The existing rip-rap
coastal protection structure (called a "revetment”) extends from the Santa Cruz County
owned 13" Avenue right of way parcel downcoast across the oceanfront portion of the
two Geisreiter Family Trust parcels (both are within Assessor Parcel Number 28-142-
13) to the edge of cove where the revetment crosses onto the Starkey Family Trust
(formerly Brattan) parcel (Assessor Parcel Number 28-142-36) and turns inland,
eventually extending past the front of the Starkey home at 130 13" Avenue and.
terminating at the public beach access stairs.

Prior to conducting our work we had made approximately 25 years of intermittent site
observations, conversations with you, a brief site visit and review of some photographs
and site plans, giving us a reasonable understanding of the coastal conditions at your
home. We understand your property has been impacted by wave impact and runup
during the past and coastal protection structures have been constructed to resist coastal
erosion, bluff recession and wave impact. In 2008 we observed that the existing coastal
protection structures have been deteriorating with age and were in need of repair and
maintenance. We understand that prior to our involvement the California Coastal
Commission had verbally indicated that it would not be possible for you to do any
maintenance of the revetment without obtaining a new Coastal Development Permit

The purpose of our investigation was to evaluate the condition of your existing coastal
protection structures, evaluate the appurtenant risks to your home and property, and
address what recommended maintenance, repair or improvements should be made to
your coastal protection structure. We did a reconnaissance of the site and reviewed
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Mr. Reed Geisreiter

Project No. SC9803

120 13% Avenue and 130 13" Avenue
15 October 2010

Page 2

available data your family and the Starkey's provided to us, as well as data in our files
regarding the site and region. This included the prior report we did for your property.

We had Dunbar and Craig (Licensed land surveyors) establish vertical elevation control
points and prepare a topographic survey of the seaward part of your property showing
the parcel lines, the approximate Mean High Tide Line, and actual elevations. The map
included the area of rip rap to the east of your property that is on the parcel cwned by
the Starkey Family Trust. We located the existing coastal protection structures and
prepared four profiles that relate its position to your home, patio, fence and other
improvements. Based on the approximate position of the Mean High Tide Line mapped
by Dunbar and Craig, we found that the revetment (including the portions buried by
sand) was landward of the Mean High Tide Line and was not on State property. After
obtaining a Right of Entry permit from the California State Parks Department, we used
their 14" Avenue beach access route, and excavated 4 exploratory test pits on your
property (out on the beach) with a backhoe. We used these test pits to examine
surface and subsurface soil conditions in selected areas, short/long term scour, and the
condition of the coastal protection structures. Our test pits exposed the bedrock platform
below the beach sand and we measured its elevation.

We reviewed time sequential oblique and vertical aerial photography and historical plat
maps to assess bluff recession and coastal erosion hazards, and help evaluate the

condition of the revetment.

We also reviewed document files at the County of Santa Cruz and the California
Coastal Commission offices.

The primary document of importance is California Coastal Commission Permit P-80-276
which was approved on 9/30/1980. The plans submitted with this pemmit were drawn by
ifland Engineers and dated 8-24-1979. They depict a revetment structure across the
entire Geisreiter property and on a portion of the Starkey property. The revetment turns
slightly into the cove on the Starkey property. Pemmit P-80-276 was issued to
"Geisreiter, Brattan and Starkey" and included the following Conditions:

Condition: "5. It is the responsibility of the permittee, semi-annually, to maintain the
seawall in good condition and remove large rocks that migrate significantly onto the
sandy beach."

and
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Mr. Reed Geisreiter

Project No. SC9803

120 13" Avenue and 130 13" Avenue
15 October 2010

Page 3

Condition: "6. This Permit authorizes future maintenance work on the seawall without a
separate Coastal Permit but subject to the Assistant Executive Director and any
conditions he deems appropriate.”

In 1983, a severe series of coastal storms caused widespread damage to the California
coast and impacted the Geisreiter and Starkey properties. [fland Engineers prepared
plans dated 2-11-1983 that depict restacking about 65 lineal feet of rip-rap that was
installed in 1980 on the Brattan property and placing about 145 lineal feet of additional
rip-rap on the Brattan (Starkey) property. On 3/9/1983 Santa Cruz County issued a
Grading Permit to G. J. Brattan for this work which indicated 800 tons of rip-rap were to
be placed. On May 5, 1983, Linda Locklin of the Coastal Commission signed a letter
for Les Strnad (Les was the Coastal Commission Chief of Permits) and sent the letter to
the Brattan's indicating that it had come to their attention that a Coastal Commission
permit for this rip-rap was required. We found an unsigned copy of a Coastal Permit
application dated 5-17-1983 in the Geisreiter records, naming Joe Brattan, H. Jean
Starkey and William E. Geisreiter as permit applicants. Hand written notations on that
application suggest it was received by the Coastal Commission on 5-17-1983 and
returned to the applicant on 6-7-1983. We found a letter from Joe Brattan to Cathy
Terry at the Coastal Commission dated August 4, 1983 transmitting a check in the
amount of $75.00 and 2 copies of [fland Engineers drawings to the Coastal
Commission. We reviewed the Coastal Commission files and there is no record of this
permit application in their files.

Because there is no written record of this permit application in the Coastal Commission
files, and there is no written record of any Coastal Commission approval of the 1983
work on the Brattan (Starkey) property, there is a possibility that the Coastal
Commission could allege that the requirements in their May 5, 1983 letter were never
complied with, and a Coastal Act violation exists. We consuited with Les Strnad, who
has retired from the Coastal Commission, and he did further Coastal Commission
research. He was unable to find any record of receipt of any such permit application or
of the Coastal Commission's receipt of funds in the amount of $75.00. He suspected
that after these documents and funds were submitted to the Coastal Commission, a
decision was made to allow the 1983 work under the future maintenance provisions
required by the prior Permit P-80-276. He indicated that this would not be allowed
today, but may have been aliowed in 1983 because Coastal Commission staff was
stretched thin from processing an abundance of permit applications related to the
severe series of coastal storms caused widespread 1983 damage to the California
coast. No written records of any Coastal Commission approval for the 1983 work were

found.
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Mr. Reed Geisreiter

Project No. SC9803

120 13% Avenue and 130 13™ Avenue
15 October 2010

Page 4

In consultation with Les Stmad, we ultimately decided to prepare a 2009 Maintenance
Plan that showed the 1980 coastal protection work, the 1883 coastal protection work
that was presumed to be maintenance allowed under the provisions of the 1980 permit,
and identified all of the historical maintenance with written approvals since then. These
include:

On 8/20/1987 Lee Otter of the Coastal Commission issued a letter authorizing
maintenance work on the seawall constructed pursuant to Coastal Development Permit
P-80-276.

On 1/2/1990 Les Strnad of the Coastal Commission issued a letter to William Geisreiter
approving his request to perform maintenance work on the seawall constructed
pursuant to Coastal Development Permit P-80-276.

On 12/6/1991 Les Strnad of the Coastal Commission issued a letter to William
Geisreiter approving his request to perform maintenance work on the seawall
constructed pursuant to Coastal Development Permit P-80-276.

On 9/22/1997 Lee Otter of the Coastal Commission issued a letter to William Geisreiter
approving his request to perform maintenance work on the seawall constructed
pursuant to Coastal Development Permit P-80-276.

On 2/26/1998 Lee Otter of the Coastal Commission issued a letter to William Geisreiter
approving his request to perform maintenance work on the seawall constructed
pursuant to Coastal Development Permit P-80-276.

From 1999 to 2007, Bill Geisreiter attempted to get permission to do maintenance on
the revetment, particularly near the end of 13™ Avenue, in order to comply with the
requirements of Permit P-80-276. Those attempts were unsuccessful, in part because
of changing State Park and Coastal Commission policies.

We reviewed all of our collected field data, the survey, the photos and maps, and the
prior plans in conjunction with the documents at the County of Santa Cruz and the
California Coastal Commission. In the 2009-2010 winter, storms had lowered the beach
sand elevations at the Geisreiter and Starkey properties, and expcsed scattered rip-rap
rocks seaward of the existing revetment. Some rocks had been plucked out of the
revetment trunk since the last maintenance in 1997. Some areas of rock had settled.
We recommended maintenance and repair of the revetment.
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Mr. Reed Geisreiter

Project No. SC9803

120 13™ Avenue and 130 13" Avenue
15 October 2010

Page 5

In prior discussions with Susan Craig, the Coastal Planner at the Coastal Commission,
she indicated that her supervisor (Dan Carl) would not allow supplemental new rock to
be used for maintenance. At the time of that discussion, in our opinion, beneficial
maintenance that would strengthen the revetment could be completed without the need
for supplemental new rock. In an effort to perform the beneficial maintenance without
triggering a new coastal permit, we met with you and Bill and we all decided to limit the
approval we were seeking to not include any new rip-rap.

We then prepared a plan dated 12/2/09, in conjunction with Ifland Engineers, depicting
current site conditions and schematically showing recommended and required
revetment maintenance (attached). We submitted the plan to the California State Parks
DetEartment (Victor Roth) and obtained a Right of Entry permit to use the State Parks
14" Avenue beach access road to gain necessary equipment (excavator) access to the
beach to reach the revetment on the Geisreiter and Starkey properties. The excavator
is not able to reach the base of bluff in this area without the excavator crossing State

Parks Land.

The plan was then submitted to Susan Craig, the Coastal Planner at the Coastal
Commission for the Santa Cruz section of the coastline; along with a request to perform
maintenance work required by P-80-276. She initially verbally denied the maintenance
request under the grounds that there were no maintenance provisions in permits of
1980 vintage, and indicated that a new coastal development permit would be required to
perform maintenance. Further discussions revealed that she did not have a copy of P-
80-276. We provided her a copy of that permit with a transmittal directing her attention
to the required maintenance condition and the condition that authorizes future
maintenance work on the seawall without a separate Coastal Permit. Finally, she sent
an email on February 10, 2010 approving the Geisreiter family's request to perform
maintenance work on the seawall constructed pursuant to Coastal Development Permit
P-80-276.

On February 11, 2010, Reber Construction Company brought an excavator to the site and
repaired and performed maintenance on the revetment by removing fugitive rocks from the
beach, repositioning individual rocks that had been plucked from the structure, and re-
orienting other rocks to provide better rock interlocking. Because of the high elevation
beach sand levels during the work, only the exposed portion of the revetment could be
maintained; the buried portion of the revetment was inaccessible. Best Management Plan
criteria was used by the contractor. Mark Foxx of Haro, Kasunich and Associates was on-
site to observe the work. After the rip-rap work was complete, the sand was smoothed out
where rip-rap was excavated and the contractor left the site.
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Mr. Reed Geisreiter

Project No. SC9803

120 13" Avenue and 130 13™ Avenue
15 October 2010

Page 6

On 3/16/2010 Susan Craig of the Coastal Commission issued a letter (attached)
confirming her February 10, 2010 approval of William Geisreiter's request to perform
maintenance work on the seawall constructed pursuant to Coastal Development Permit

P-80-276.

We recommend that regular maintenance and repair of the revetment be conducted, in
part to preserve Permit P-80-276, but also to maintain coastal protection at your
property. The revetment should be inspected annually and after severe storms and
during periods when beach elevations are very low. The beach elevations fluctuate
based on the dredging activites at the Santa Cruz Harbor, and storm wave
characteristics (direction, frequency, size, coincidence with extreme high tides, etc.) In
some years, no maintenance, repair or improvement to the coastal protection will be
needed. Less frequently, greater repair or emergency response will be required. The
revetment appears to be in good condition right now. You should notify us when beach
sand elevations are "abnormally” low so we can inspect the toe and lower trunk of the

revetment.
We appreciate this opportunity to be of service to you on this project.

Respectfully submitted,

RO, KASUNICH & ASSOCIATES, INC.

Jolh E. Késunich
G’E. 455

Mark Foxx
C.E. G. 1493

JEK/MF

Attachments: 1. Revetment Maintenance Plan by Ifland Engineers dated 12-2-2009
2. Califomia Coastal Commission March 16, 2010 letter approving
revetment maintenance dated March 16, 2010

Copies 2 to Addressee
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"Haro, KAsuNICH AND AsSOCIATES, INC.

- _'Consuums GeoTECHUICAL & CoASTAL ENGINEERS

. Project No. SC9803
- 31May2012

S REED GEISREITER
120 13" Avenue -
' '-Santa Cruz Cahforma 95062 o

" Subject:  Proposed Garage Expansion
A - Impact from Adjacent Coastal Bluff

 Reference: 120 30" Avenue
- Santa Cruz, Califorrlia |

Dear Mr. Geisreiter:

- As project geotechnical and coastal engineers for maintenance of the existing
rock revetment, coastal protection siructure at the referenced property we
presented recommendations for and inspected the repair of the revetment
“structure located against the coastal bluff in front of your residential structure.
The riprap rock that had drifted seaward onto the beach was salvaged and
' replaced on the revetment structure in appropriate areas. :

You propose to expand your garage by widening it 12 feet seaward. This
expansion will cover an existing grouted brick patio area. The top of the coastal

- bluff is located 85 to 100 feet from the existing garage building. It is our opinion
the expansion of the single car garage to a two car garage as proposed will not

. negatively impact the coastal bluff; nor will the coastal bluff impact the proposed
garage addition over the next 100 years If the existing rock revetment structure is

mamtamed

The proposed garage expansion will cover an existing grouted brick patio area.
The proposed increase in impermeable area due to expanded roof coverage over
an existing impermeable patio area will result in no change to storm water
infiltration rates at the reference property
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- Reed Geisreiter

~ Project No. SC9803
- 120 30" Avenue

31 May 2012
Page 2 '

R - If you have any questions, please call our office.

) Vel’y tru]y yours,

HARO, KASUNICH AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

po

JEKI/dk
Copies: . 1to Addressee
~ 1to Larry Rego
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ARG, FASUNICH AND ASSOCIATES, NG,

Project No. SC9803
6 November 2012

MR. LARRY REGO
P. O. Box 1878
Capitola, California 95010

Subject: Response to Incomplete Application
Additional Information Required from
County of Santa Cruz Planning Department
Application #121143
APN 028-142-13

Reference: 120 Thirteenth Avenue
Santa Cruz, California

Dear Mr. Rego:

At your request, we reviewed the most recent plans for the Giesreiter residence
hardscape by Michae! Arnone and Associates. The plans are also in a response
to the Incomplete and Additional Information Request by Santa Cruz County
dated 1 October 2012. Specifically we focused on Sheets L-1 and L-2, revision
date 30 October 2012.

The revised plans show the full extent of existing and new concrete paving areas
and indicate clearly where the new paving will extend beyond the limits of the
current concrete paved area. Portions of the new and old concrete paving area
do lie within the 25 foot setback from the edge of the coastal bluff. The proposed
installation of the new concrete paving and the gradients to be established for
drainage of this new concrete pavement area are positive. They direct storm
water flow away from the coastal bluff towards a drainage inlet box as
recommended in our geotechnical supplemental letter. The proposed concrete
pavements will not negatively affect drainage. The new concrete pavements and
the old concrete pavements flow positively to a drainage inlet that carries water
away from the coastal bluff where it is discharged in a proper manner in a historic
outlet on the northeast side of the reference property.

Based on our review of the County letter and the most updated landscape plans,
it is our opinion that all geotechnical aspects of the proposed development have

been adhere to.
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Mr. Larry Rego

Project No. SC9803
120 Thirteenth Avenue
6 November 2012
Page 2

If you have any questions, please call our office.
Respectfully Submitted,

HARO, KASUNICH AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

JohnE Kasﬁ}mich
G.E. 455

JEK/dk
Copies: 3 to Addressee
1 to Reed Geisreiter
120 13" Avenue
Santa Cruz, California 95062
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Lezanne Jeffs

From: Lezanne Jeffs

Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 4:39 PM

To: ‘Lynn Dunn'

Cc: John Leopold

Subject: RE: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public outlook---Public Hearing
Dear Lynn

This application for a bluff stabilization project and for improvements to the existing overlook, including the safety
fence, has not yet been approved by the Planning Department. The proposed project includes fencing as a requirement
of the Department of Public Works for public safety reasons. This fence has been designed using an open wire mesh to
minimize any impacts on coastal views. In addition, a portion of the existing solid fence at 120 13™ Avenue will be
replaced with similar wire mesh fencing to open views to the east that are currently blocked.

The project is scheduled to be reviewed by the Zoning Administrator at public hearing and a decision will be made at
that time. The hearing is scheduled for April 18, 2014 at 9:00 am and will be held in the Board of Supervisors chambers
on the 5" floor of the County building at 701 Ocean Street, Santa Cruz.

Following a decision by the Zoning Administrator to either approve or deny this application there will be a two week
public appeal period, during which time an appeal (subject to the payment of fees) may be filed at the Planning
Department. In addition, because the project falls within the appeals jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission, the project
can also be appealed directly to the Coastal Commission. The Coastal Commission appeal period (10 working days)
commences following the expiration of the county appeal period if no appeal has been filed. The proposed project will
not be effective and no construction can commence until both appeal periods have expired.

The previous Variance and Coastal Development Permit application (121143), for a garage, a replacement front yard
fence and landscape improvements on the adjacent parcel (120 13" Avenue) did not include any improvements in the
right-of-way.

Sincerely,

Lezanne

Lezanne Jeffs

Project Planner
Development Review

Tel:(831) 454 2480
lezanne.jeffs@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

From: Lynn Dunn [mailto:dunnreimers@me.com]

Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 2:02 PM

To: Lezanne Jeffs

Cc: John Leopold

Subject: Fwd: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public outlook---Public Hearing
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To: County Planner Leanne Jeffs

Fm: Lynn Dunn & Charles Reimers, owners
165 13th Ave. Santa Cruz, CA 950

Re: Proposed "safety" fencing @ public outlook.
Application 14102 proposes safety fencing across 13th Ave public outlook bluff.

There is no "safety” fencing @ 12th & 14th Aves and other Live Oak Aves @ public
outlook bluffs.

This proposal obstructs the public view. We understand the County approved a
variance for a

no cost improvement to the public outlook bluff that obstructs the public view. The County

approved this public view obstruction without notification of the neighbors. What is the date of the public
hearing ?
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Lezanne Jeffs

From: carlisplace@comcast.net

Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2014 11:22 AM
To: Lezanne Jeffs

Cc: Lynn Dunn

Subject: fencing at end of 13th Ave.

To:: Lezanne Jeffs
From: Carli Stevens
231 13th Ave. Santa Cruz

Dear Luzanne, Lynn Dunn was kind enough to copy your letter to me. My family has lived on 13th for
over 34 yrs., after living in the house where Lynn and her husband live now, when we came to Santa
Cruz in 1961. We loved it here so much we came back to the neighborhood. We have lots of
gatherings at the end of the block as a neighborhood, and communicate quite frequently. | have been
the Neighborhood Watch person since | asked to meet about five years ago with the Sheriff's at a
meeting at Simpkins Center.

| just want to express my reaction to the notice on the Geisreiter's fence for the new project and
fence. Unfortunately, Reed didn't give any of us a heads up on it, so the word spread about a fence,
blocking the view, etc. He realizes that was not a good thing, that we do like to know what might
happen in the future and he is willing to talk to anyone. They have been wonderful neighbors, and
they treasure the home his grandfather built when there were buildings beyond the house that are
gone. My reaction when | met with him and saw the plans, was that the fence will not obstruct the
view, although | do feel it has never been a public safety concern without a fence. As see through as
itis, a fence is a fence. People step or jump over the barriers out on West Cliff constantly, and
disregard the signs. In all the years we have lived here, | don't recall an ambulance coming because
someone fell down the cliffside.

Many years ago, we all backed the cement walkway down to the beach, and that has worked really
well. (A better sign at the top of the stairs and an arrow would be better that the existing one at the
bluff, or in addition to that one would be good.) Carl Conely, whose family still owns a small cottage
next to our house, was the spearhead to getting the stairway in many years ago. We had and still do
have elderly people who couldn't go to the beach and families with small children who couldn't go
down the cliff. Safety and access was our main concern. A small fence on the cliff would make littie
difference for safety, but be a bit of a blot on the scenery as you sit on the benches.

| know the fence will be the biggest objection to the current proposal. | feel that the Geisreiter's,
aside from funding a huge project to keep the land and add a little more, are acting in all of our best
interests, not just theirs. | also feel they are giving up most of their privacy with requiring 15 ft. of the
17ft.for see thru fencing. | have expressed my opinion to several neighbors-a small fence, if
mandated, is a minor thing in the whole picture of the two projects combined. However, | would not
want objection to the fence on the cliff to forestall the progress. We all know this has been at least a
two year process already. We also realize the County can't afford to keep the land from eroding.

Hopefully, this can be resolved with the hearings coming up. Thank you for your work on it, Carli
Stevens
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Lezanne Jeffs

From: Robert Brown [papa33044@yahoo.com}
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2014 6:34 AM

To: Lezanne Jeffs

Subject: 120 13th Ave Fence

Lezanne,

We live at 254 13th Ave. and our neighbors of Reed Geisreiter. After reviewing his plan to "enhance" and
protect the bluff at the end of street, we STRONGLY recommend approval of his plan with the proviso that
we re-firb and raise the viewing benches so that the new 42" fence does not obstruct our precious view of
the ocean. Please count this as a strong vote "FOR" this enhancement to our street.

Bob and Laurie Brown
254 13th Avenue

831 479-1848

49 'L.w» ‘-:"i, ! !



Lezanne Jeffs

From: John Presleigh

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2014 11:36 AM

To: ‘Lynn Dunn'; Lezanne Jeffs; kathleen.previsich@santacruzcounty.us

Cce: John Leopold; Robert Brown; Scott Mcgilvray; John Neater; wfclarksc@yahoo.com; Kitty

Steffen; Nancy Cassidy; Edwin Fix; rogntre@baymoon.com; Theresa Crocker;
scott@stillinger.com; prudence masseth; mariedunn@comcast.net
Subject: RE: Pictures of a 42" fence @PP--re:app 14102 13th Ave

Hi Lynn, we are trying to make this design work. The outstanding item is getting the Coastal Commission to buy into
this. Thanks for your assistance. We will know more in the next day or so. John

From: Lynn Dunn [mailto:dunnreimers@mac.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2014 6:35 AM

To: John Presleigh; Lezanne Jeffs; kathleen.previsich@santacruzcounty.us

Cc: John Leopold; Robert Brown; Scott Mcgilvray; John Neater; wfclarksc@yahoo.com; Kitty Steffen; Nancy Cassidy;
Edwin Fix; rogntre@baymoon.com; Theresa Crocker; scott@stillinger.com; prudence masseth; mariedunn@comcast.net
Subject: Fwd: Pictures of a 42" fence @PP--re:app 14102 13th Ave

John:

Here's another idea on the fencing. Positioning, height and type of fence can address some obstruction of
views. You will note the vertical material versus the mesh does provide less obstruction. Safety, public
enjoyment of coastal views and ada can be achieved.

Thank you,
Lynn Dunn & Charles Reimers

Begin forwarded message:

From: Robert Brown <papa33044@yahoo.com>

Subject: Pictures of the fence

Date: April 14, 2014 8:05:23 PM PDT

To: Scott McGilvray <wscottmcgilvray@yahoo.com>, "Scottm@wateraware.net”
<Scottm@wateraware.net>, "dunnreimers@mac.com”" <dunnreimers@mac.com>, john
neater <jrneater@gmail.com>

Cc: Bob Brown <papa33044@yahoo.com>

Reply-To: Robert Brown <papa33044@yahoo.com>

We went down to Pleasure Point to see the exact 42" fence that the County is specifying for 13th Ave.
See pictures attached. The fence is required for any end of street situation when beach access is not
allowed/doesn’t have steps to beach at end of street.

If we move the benches closer to fence I think we are OK and we get a shored up bluff to stop erosion and
people sliding dow to the beach.

50



Lezanne Jeffs

From: Scott Mcgilvray [scottm@wateraware.net]

Sent: Sunday, Aprit 13, 2014 12:25 PM

To: Lezanne Jeffs

Cc: John Leopold; dunnreimers@me.com; John Neater; Bob Brown; Leslie McGilvray
Subject: 13th Avenue bluff stabilization project

Attachments: Bluff stabilization on 13th Ave..doc; End of 13th Avenue, section.jpeg

Dear Ms. Jeffs,

I am writing regarding the proposed bluff stabilization project; in particular, we are
concerned about the 42” high fence proposed at the end of the street.

Please see attached letter and drawing.

Scott McGilvray




W. Scott McGilvray
335 13 Ave.

Santa Cruz CA 95062
Email: wscottmcgilvray@yahoo.com

Ms. Lezanne Jeffs April 13,2014
Project Planner

Santa Cruz County

Ocean St.

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Re: The 13" Avenue proposed bluff stabilization and improvements to the overlook, and the
installation of a safety fence.

Dear Ms. Jefts,

My wife and I are concerned with the proposed 42” high safety fence planned for installation
as part of a bluff stabilization project at the end of 13™ Avenue

Many of the neighboring residents and a large number of visitors enjoy viewing the open
ocean and the view up and down the coast with the breeze in our face and a sense of
unobstructed relationship with the view. That view is enjoyed not only from the edge of the
bluff, but also on the walk down 13™ Avenue from Prospect. The open view of the
approaching ocean makes that walk calming and magical.

It is our request that the unobstructed view be preserved. Is it possible to eliminate the safety
fence? If it is not possible to eliminate the 42> high safety fence, then we would like to see it
moved down the slope of the bluff enough to have the top of the fence below the 32’ elevation.
I have attached a schematic drawing of a simple change in location of the proposed 42 safety
fence that I believe would preserve the view from the street and the top of the bluff should the

county find it necessary to include a 42” high safety fence in the proposed bluff stabilization.

Sincerely yours,

Scott and Leslie McGilvray

Cc: Supervisor John Leopold
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April 14, 2014

Zoning Administrator

701 Ocean Street, Rm: 400

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Re: Public Hearing #4. 141027

120 13th Ave. Santa Cruz, Ca

APN: 028-142-13

Dear Zoning Administrator,

Since the postings on March 28th and April 8th many impacted neighbors

have discussed DWP’s plan to obstruct our public view with a fence. No

one in the neighborhood had any idea DWP had plans to erected a 42 inch
mesh fence in front of our 40 year old community benches. We are all in
shock. In 18 days, | was able to give copies of the plans to 12 neighbors.
Everyone objects to the obstruction of the public view. The impact on our aging
neighbors and disabled is forever. Attached is the letter to our supervisor
John Leopold and emails from our block captain and Scott McGilvray. On Sunday,
Scott rode his bicycle to all of the 16 public outlooks from Twins Lakes to 41st
Ave. none of them have obstructing mesh fences.

We request you to consider other options and the two included in this packet.

We appreciate your consideration.

(ﬁfﬂ/ﬁ/ /@M/LL

Lynn Dunn & Charles Reimers

165 13th Ave.

Santa Cruz, CA 95062
nnreimers@mac.com

831-476-3465
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April 14, 2014

Supervisor John Leopoid

701 Ocean Ave. #500

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Dear Supervisor,

Permit Application 14102 proposes a fence in the 13th Ave public right

away, which obstructs the ocean view from our two community benches.

The unobstructed view from these benches have been enjoyed for

40 years by generations of families. Now, some 80 & 90 years of age, with

physical challenges and disabilities. Scott McGilvray(335 13th) rode his bike to the 16
dead end streets with bluffs between Twin Lakes and 41st Ave., none have fences.
Neighbors have proposed two options to preserve our unobstructed public views.

1. increase the grade differential to raise the benches over the top railing of the fence
g lower the fence placement(4 inches) on the bluff to preserve again to preserve view
Enclosed are emails from neighbors Carli Stevens(231 13th)(n. watch captain),

Scott McGilvray. In the short time made available(22 days), | have provided 12
neighbors the plans and last night, we met with Joe Hall(1814 Prospect )to seek
solutions. Carli Stevens email correctly states none us knew DPW's had plans for our
ocean bluff. We will attend the Public Hearing Friday, April 18, 2014. The applicant
Reed Geisreiter (120 13th) told my husband and Carli Stevens on April 6, 2014, the

the application has been approved. Can you arrange a meeting for us with DPW before

the public hearing on Friday, April 18th ?

Sincerely,

Lynn Dunn & Charles Reimers
165 13th Ave. dunnreimers@mac.com 831-476-3465
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Scott Mcgilvray <scottm®@wateraware.net>&

Re: 13th Avenue bluff stabilization project

April 13, 2014 8:48:51 PM PDT

Lynn Dunn <dunnreimers @me.com>

John Neater <jmeater @gmail.com>, Bob Brown <papa33044 @yahoo.com>, Leslie McGilvray <lesliemcgilvray @yahoo.com>

2 Altachiments, 5.8 MB

Lynn,

Thank you for bringing the proposal to our attention. Without the envelope you and Charlie put in our maitbox, We would not even have
known what was going on at the end of the street.

After | wrote the letter, | rode my bike all along the sireets that branch ofi East Cliff from Twin Lakes o 41st. There are 16 streets that dead
end into the bluffs between Twin lakes (11th) and 41st. Avenue. Not one of them, including 41st. has a 42" high fence. | do not see why
we need a security fence at all. No other street has one, except Pleasure point, which is a trail,,not a dead end street.

i do not think we need to raise the grade af the end of 13ih, just leave it alone. If they have to have a fence, put it down the slope.

I have attached 2 photographs of the end of 13th Ave, and 12th Ave. | hope they help you. 1 also have photos of all the other street dead

ends at the bluffs, if you would like somse.

Thank you for raising this issue with the county. | am going to be gone for the week, returning on Saturday, or possibly late on Friday.
Please keep us informed.

Scott and Leslie McGiIvray.
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On Apr 13, 2014, at 7:58 PM, Lynn Dunn <dunnreimers @me.coms wrote:

Scott,

THANK YOU. We just finished brain storming with Joe Hall. The other option we came up with is to increase the grade to raise the
benches(to see over the fence) to preserve the unobstructed view.  Charlie and ! will go tomorrow and try to get an appointment with
Leopold before the meeting on Friday.

2. We just view the bench on 12th and is does appear the the grade was increased for the bench.

3. Do you know anyone | can ask 1o take a pictures of the benches and views on 12th & 13th ? Plus a picture of Joe's fence, whichis a
good example of the mesh fence the county is proposing.

Thanks. Lynn Dunn & Charles Reimers
On Apr 13, 2014, at 12:24 PM, Scott Mcgilvray wrote:

Dear Mg, Jsifs,

{am writing regarding the proposed biufl stabifization nroiect: in particular, we ars concerned apocut the 427 high tance proposed at the
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From: carlisplace@comcast.net
Subject: Fwd: Fencing across the end on the bluff?!
Date: April 6, 2014 5:10:34 PM PDT
-~ To: Lynn Dunn <dunnreimers@me.com>. Stanlev D Stevens <sstevens@ucsc.edu> .. .

From: carlisplace @comcast.net

To: "Reed Geisreiter" <reed.geisreiter@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 6, 2014 5:09:35 PM

Subject: Fencing across the end on the bluff?!

Hi Reed, | just got an email today about a request about
fencing in the end of the block for public safety? | can
understand you wanting privacy along your yard where your
existing fence is, and for you not to like surfers and people like
me taking pictures of the bay, but across the end? Seems a
bit extreme. We had the walkway put in so most people don't
go down the cliff, it seems to work pretty well.. Are you liable
if someone falls down? Has that ever happened? | thought
that the County took that over several years ago and thats
why they have been involved with some of the upkeep. |
recall that it was a dispute for awhile with your dad when he
was concerned about erosion, but it wasn't his responsibility to
put riprap to save it like in front of the house. | am confused
as usual, but | don't think it is appropriate to fence that area, it
would limit the view and what would it look like? The public
seems to have survived this long there even before Carl
Connelly helped us get the walkway for older people and little
kids, and to stop the erosion. Please let us know what is up
with this. Carli
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From: carlisplace@comcast.net
Subject: Re: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public outlook---Public Hearing
Date: April 8, 2014 10:32:37 AM PDT
- To: Lvnn Dunn <dunnreimers@me.com> . ...

Thanks Lynn, you and Charlie have been quite a pair with all
the support you give each other thru family "stuff’, | know how
important that is in our case as well. | guess | have been too
edgy this year, and | haven't really been concerned about
things outside of family and other activities I finally got back to
that | love. | am hoping we all get a break for our own good
health to continue. | am glad you concentrated on the fencing
part of the deal, that makes for sense for an approach with
future hearings, etc. | feel it is unnessary since anyone can
jump over a 4ft. fence and go down the new area if they really
want to. As | told Reed, and he agrees, through the years no
one has been badly injured and hundreds have gone up and
down, so "safety wise", | don't think we need it either. The
rest of the project sounds necessary for 13th to be protected
thru the years. | will write a letter about the fence as a concept
for safety, because | don't think we need it, although | don't
feel it will obstruct views per se. love me

From: "Lynn Dunn" <dunnreimers@me.com>

To: carlisplace@comcast.net

Sent: Tuesday, April 8, 2014 6:37:21 AM

Subject: Fwd: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public
outlook---Public Hearing

Carli, as always, thanks for caring and sharing. Love you and
yours, Lynn & Charlie

59



From: carlisplace@comcast.net
Subject: Re: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public outlook
Date: April 6, 2014 8:51:18 PM PDT
-Jo:-Lvnn Dunn <dunnreimers@me.com> - - -

Hi, | had a nice long visit with Reed on the bench, after he had
gotten out of his car and before he read my email. He would
like to explain the project to you, | have the plans. The County
was wanting so many things from him, and it all came down to
give and take. Reed is actually willing to give up thousands of
dollars to secure the cliff, fill in for more space, avoid any
more erosion, have see thru fences, which the county insists
on both for our viewing at the end and thru their yard some 15
ft. to replace the current wooden fence. After talking to him, |
feel he is really doing a service to preserve the cliff and stop
the erosion, and the fence is definitely okay to me, four feet,
totally see thru from the benches and thru their yard just sitting
down. He knows the County has no money so he has offered
to pay for it all. He just found out that the plan has been
approved by a large majority of the county players, and all he
and Trish really wanted to begin with was a new 2 car garage
on the existing area the old one is on, and a new fence. Trish
has been worried about parking on the street, and going in
alone when Reed isn't home. He is concerned about the
neighbors and heiping to maintain the end, and he will be
happy to talk to anyone about it. | will give you the plans
tomorrow so you can see what is going on, he is earnest and
really does care. Carli

From: "Lynn Dunn" <dunnreimers@me.com>
To: carlisplace @comcast.net
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April 9, 2014

Dear Neighbors,

1. Enclosed are the Dept. of Public Works plans for our public outlook. Our
objection is obstruction of the public coastal views with a 42 inch wire mesh
fence and the loss of quiet enjoyment of the coastal views sitting on the bluff benches.

2. DPW's rationalizations are attached in project planner Lezanne Jeffs, April 7, 2014
email: safety, expanded eastern views and bluff stabilization.

3.We've sat @13th Ave public outlook benches with a 42 inch post, our
coastal biuff views are obstructed. We are seniors with disabilities, the benches
provide access to the peaceful enjoyment of the public coastal views.

4. Join us on Friday, April 18th, to inform the Zoning Administrator, DPW'’s

42 inch wire mesh fence obstructs 13th Ave Public Coastal Views which adversely
affects the public’s enjoyment including the disabled. Live Oak bluffs do not have 42
inch wire mesh fences obstructing coastal views. Many of the bluffs have benches.

S. Feel free to share with neighbors and provide us with your objections for the Zoning
Administrator. We know their are other options.

6. We will have 42 inch posts available in our flower bed for neighbors use in
visualizing the fence and posts.

Thank you for your support,

Lynn & Charlie
165 13th Ave.

dunnreimers@mac.com

cc: Supervisor John Leopold
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NOTICE OF
PUBLIC HEARING

Notice is hereby given that the County of Santa Cruz
_Zoning Administrator will hold a public hearing on the following item:

Item #4. 141027*%* 120 13® Avenue, Santa Cruz APN: 028-142-13
Proposal to install a tied-back shotcrete upper bluff coastal stabilization structure across the end of 13th
Avenue and on a portion of APN 028-142-13, to grade approximately 15 cubic yards of material to
extend the existing public overlook by around 180 square feet, to construct improvements including
safety fencing and to allow for the retention of an existing fence post located at the point where the top
of the coastal bluff intersects the property boundary with APN 02 8-142-13, in the R-1-6 and PR zone
districts. Requires a Coastal Development Permit.

Project located at the southern end of 13® Avenue and on a portion of the parcel to the east of 13%
Avenue (120 13™ Avenue) at the point where the street terminates at the coastal bluff, approximately
860 feet from the intersection with Prospect Street.

OWNER: Reed Geisreiter

APPLICANT: Charlene Atack, Atack and Penrose LLP
SUPERVISORIAL DIST: 1

PROJECT PLANNER: Lezanne Jeffs, 454-2480
EMAIL: Lezanne.Jeffs@santacruzcounty.us

DATE: FRIDAY, April 18, 2014
TIME: The Morning Agenda beginning at 9:00 AM
PLACE: Board of Supervisors Chamber

County Government Center

701 Ocean Street, Room 525

Santa Cruz CA 95060

Any persons whose interests are adversely affected by any act or determination by the Zoning Administrator may appeal such act
of determination to the Planning Commission. Appeals from any action of the Zoning Administrator shall be taken by filing a
written notice of appeal with the Planning Department and paying the appeal fee, not later than the fourteenth calendar day after
the day on which the act or determination appealed was made.

If any person challenges an action taken on the foregoing matter(s) in court, they may be limited to raising only those issues which
were raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning Commission at or
rior to the public hearing.

All interested persons are invited to provide comments to the Zoning Administrator either at the public hearing, or in writing.
Written comments may be sent to the Zoning Administrator at the County Government Center, 701 Ocean Street, Room 400,

Santa Cruz CA 95060. Staff reports on permit applications are available for review or purchase one week before the hearing by
calling 454-3371. s -

The County of Santa Cruz does not discriminate on the basis of disability, and no person shall, by reason of a disability, be denied
the benefits of its services, programs, or activities. The Board of Supervisors Chambers is located in an accessible facility. If you
wish to attend this meeting and you require special assistance Blbrder to participate, please contact the ADA Coordinator at 454-
3137 (TDD number 454-2123), at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting, to make arrangements. Persons with disabilities may
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April 17, 2014
To: John Presleigh, DPW Director
Fr: Lynn Dunn & Charles Reimers, 13th Ave

Re: Public Hearing APN 028-142-13 fence/obstruction of view community benches

We do support the coastal overlook improvement plans on the county public outlook,
and do support senior citizens continued unobstructed views from the existing 40 year
old public benches. These public benches approved by the County were paid for and
installed by the 13th Ave. neighborhood residents. These public benches have provided
decades of peaceful enjoyment and hold both happy and sad memories. These
benches are 13th Ave’s public front porch, to gather, to contemplate and to heal. The
inscription on the bench near south fence reads: Robert Wallace Clinchard, Thank you
Dad for Loving Us. Nature, Family, Music, Love, Truth, Honor. We love you.
3/24/39-7-11-90. Second bench reads. Sheridan B. Clinchard, | wish you Grace, Honor,
Truth, Fortitude, Harmony, Faith and Love, Mom. The 13th Ave public benches with
unobstructed coastal views is a rare treasure in the rapid urbanization of Santa Cruz.
See staff report page 3 and exhibit E, plan view for existing community benches.

1. The existing benches, see plan views, coastal overlook improvement plans for
location of existing benches. Exhibit E.

2. The existing benches, will be removed when the proposed tied-back shotcrete upper
bluff coastal stabilization structure(seawall)( that allows for the retention of the
existing final fence post at the bluff edge on a portion of Reed Geistreiter’s property
APN 028-142-13), including grading approximately 15 cubic yards of material and
installation of 42" safety fencing across the county’s entire coastal outlook bluff.

3. The 42" safety fencing will be connected to Geistreiter’s south end fence post and
from this location, of the fence, the existing benches coastal views and senior citizens
site line from the benches will be obstructed by the cap of the 42" fence cap.

4. The reinstallation of the existing benches, removed during construction, are relocated
next to the safety fence at the south end of the 4" by 4" post of the property marker
where the fence is tied to the south Geistreiter’s property APN 028-142-13 to assure
unobstructed line of site viewing from the benches. Again, this is to provide senior
citizens sitting on the community benches the same unobstructed view as the public
standing, looking over the safety fence. Final engineered plans will provided detail
drawings of the benches for review and approval by the Planning Department and
Public. '

5. Public review, of the final plans, regarding preservation and location of the public
benches.
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April 18, 2014 l

. : M,_a:ﬂ(f (g
To: Wanda Williams, Zone Administrator J 539/‘_; S
Fr: Lynn Dunn & Charles Reimers

Re: App. 141027 View Obstruction/Existing Community Benches
& fence wire mesh & cap

We do support the application with the inclusion of 2 conditions.The public young and
old have enjoyed the community benches for over forty years. The staff report
addresses the existing public benches once on page 3, Project Setting, line 4, for the
provision of two public benches”. The benches are not addressed any where else in the
report with the exception of Exhibit E(pg.19 & 20) plan view and cross section which
include existing benches. Plan of fence no page number.

It is the cap on the 42" fence and the wire mesh that obstructs the views for young and
old sitting on the two benches.

Our 2 recommendations for conditions are:

1. Language in the staff report to include the preservation of the community benches
and preservation of the public's coastal and beach views above the cap of the 42” fence
in appropriate exhibits.

2. The proposed design using an open wire mesh with redwood posts and a

chamfered redwood(page 4) does not minimize obstruction, to the public view of the
ocean and beach sitting on the existing benches. The criss cross pattern of the

wire mesh(see fence details plan) confuses the eye, substitute vertical metal
pickets(attached photo) to minimize obstruction. Minimize fence cap(see fence

details plan) and substitute cap shown in Pleasure Point fence(see photo).

Provide public review before plans are approved.
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Lezanne Jeffs

From: Lynn Dunn [dunnreimers@me.com]

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 1:54 PM

To: Edwin Fix

Cc: John Neater; Nancy Cassidy; Kitty Steffen; Lezanne Jeffs; carlisplace@comcast.net; Scott
Mcgilvray

Subject: Re: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public outlook---Public Hearing

Dear Ed,

THANK YOU for your response. We can support the project with the only exception being the placement of
the 42 inch mesh fence. Seeking solutions two other options have bubbled up so far. 1: establish the fence 4
inches lower on the buff. 2: a grade differential to raise the benches over the top of the railing, like on 12th
Ave.

3. We feel these are minor revisions to preserve the unobstructed view from our 40 year old benches.
Especially for our seniors and disabled.

4. 1814 Prospect has a mesh fence that is similar to the one proposed. It is 36 inches high. I encourage everyone
to take look at the fence. It will definitely obstructed our coastal views from the benches.

5. We also thought this was a give and take between Reed G. and DPW. If you will read the last line in Leanne
Jeff's email. "The previous variance and Coastal Development Permit application(121143), for a garage, a
replacement front yard fence and landscape improvements on the adjacent parcel(120 13th Ave.) DID NOT
include any improvements in the right-of-way." We are very confused. DWP never notified the public 2 years
ago, 1t was planning to make changes in the public right away. Why has DPW's asked Reed Geisreiter to make
and pay for improvements in the public right-of-way ?

6. Scott McGilvary (335 13th) on Sunday, rode his bicycle from Twin Lakes to 41st. He viewed 16
neighborhood ocean bluff right of way outlooks, none of them have mesh fences.

7. Carli says yes there is give and take and she does acknowledge the view from our benches is obstructed.

I hope you can support our efforts to preserve the public view.

Again, thank you for your willingness to get involved.  Lynn & Charlie
On Apr 14, 2014, at 10:58 AM, Edwin Fix wrote:

Lynn and Charlie:

I had a nice chat with Reed this weekend and now have a new impression of this project. While we all feel a
fence would be a negative at the end of the street, he explained that it came down to "give and take" as Carli
pointed out in her email. Net, net the whole area will be benefited with the improvements that have been
outlined. So I can now support the project.

Best Regards,

Ed Fix

220 13th Ave.

From: Lynn Dunn <dunnreimers@me.com>

To: John Neater <jrneater@gmail.com>; Nancy Cassidy <nancycassidymusic@gmail.com>; Kitty Steffen
<kittysteffen@comcast.net>; edfix2@sbcglobal.net

Sent: Tuesday, April 8, 2014 6:28 AM

Subject: Fwd: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public outlook---Public Hearing
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April 15, 2014

To: Zoning Administrator
)

v

Fm: Lynn Dunn«D(

Re: Public Hearing #4 141027
120 13th Ave. Santa Cruz, CA
APN: 026-142-13
Lezanne Jeffs

P‘Iéase include these photos in the packet of information submitted on April 14, 2014,

See attached routing form.
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From: Robert Brown <papa33044@yahoo.com> &
Subject: Pictures of the fence
Data: April 14, 2014 8:05:23 PM PDT
To: Scott McGilvray <wscottmcgilvray @yahoo.com>, "Scottm @wateraware.net" <Scottm@wateraware.net>,
"dunnreimers @mac.com" <dunnreimers @mac.com>, john neater <jrneater @gmail.com>
Cz: Bob Brown <papa33044 @yahoo.com>
Feply-To: Robert Brown <papa33044@yahoo.com>

2 Aftachments, 3.5 MB

We went down to Pleasure Point to see the exact 42" fence that the County is specifying for 13th Ave. See pictures
attached. The fence is required for any end of street situation when beach access is not allowed/doesn't have steps to

beach at end of street.

If we move the benches closer to fence I think we are OK and we get a shored up bluff to stop erosion and people sliding
dow to the beach.
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: Lynn Dunn <dunnreimers @mac.com>

i: Re: Pictures of the fence

. April 14, 2014 11:09:42 PM PDT

T Robert Brown <papa33044 @yahoo.corm>

<o Scott McGilvray <wscottmegilvray@yahoo.com>, Scott Mcgilvray <Scottm @wateraware.net>, John Neater
<jrneater @gmail.com>

Bab,

Thank you. Unfortunately, the plans shows a mesh fence, vertical fence poles provides a less obstrucied view. Take a look at the fence on
Prospect(1814) and the one on the corer of Portola and Laurel. If the ground is gradually elevated approx. 4 inches, the view of the ocean
would not be obstructed but the ocean/beach views would still be obstructed. But again not as much if the fence poles were vertical as
shown in your pictures. | will provide your piciures & suggestion to DWP. You are welcome to join us on Friday. Thanks, Lynn & Charlie
On Apr 14, 2014, at 8:05 PM, Robert Brown wrote:

We went down to Pleasure Point to see the exact 42" fence that the County is specifying for 13th Ave. See pictures
attached. The fence is required for any end of street situation when beach access is not allowed/doesn't have steps to
beach at end of street.

if we move the benches closer to fence I think we are OK and we get a shored up bluff to stop erosion and people
sliding dow to the beach.
<IMG_0334.jpg><IMG_0335.jpg>

Lynn Dunn
dunnreimers @mac . com
808-255-4797 cell
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From: PLNAgendaMail@co.santa-cruz.ca.us /

Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 6:06 PM l &\ 02‘/7

To: PLN AgendaMail

Subject: Agenda Comments

Meeting Type : Zoning

Meeting Date : 4/18/2014 Item Number : 4.00

Name : Roger and Teresa Douglass Email : rogntre(@comeast.net
Address : 210 13th Ave Phone : 831-475-2798

Comments :
We've just learned a week ago of the proposal to modify the end of our street with a view obstructing fence.

We have lived 7 houses up 13th Ave from the beach for 40 years and enjoy the bench and view at the end of our
street almost daily. We feel there are many street-ends in Live Oak that need cliff stabilization and a fenc e for
public safety, but our street is not one of them.

The bluff at 13th Ave is not a cliff, it is a bank with green growth. We have not known of anyone ever injured at
this location. If the county creates a cliff with concrete it will indeed need a safety fence, which will obscure the
view.

It seems this project is related to permits for improvements at 120 13th Ave. We think it should be possible to
build a support for the crumbling fence on the street side of the yard at 120 13th Ave without 'tied-back

shotcrete' armoring and a safety fence all the way across 13th Ave.

If this project goes forward, perhaps the fence could be located down a stepped slope to preserve the
unobstructed view we now have from the street and bench.

Roger and Teresa Douglass
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Lezanne Jeffs

From: Edwin Fix [edfix2@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 10:58 AM

To: Lynn Dunn; John Neater; Nancy Cassidy; Kitty Steffen

Cc: Lezanne Jeffs; carlisplace@comcast.net

Subject: Re: Fwd: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public outlook---Public Hearing

Lynn and Charlie:

I'had a nice chat with Reed this weekend and now have a new impression of this project. While we all feel a
fence would be a negative at the end of the street, he explained that it came down to "give and take" as Carli
pointed out in her email. Net, net the whole area will be benefited with the improvements that have been
outlined. So I can now support the project.

Best Regards,

Ed Fix

220 13th Ave.

From: Lynn Dunn <dunnreimers@me.com>

To: John Neater <jrneater@gmail.com>; Nancy Cassidy <pancycassidymusic@gmail.com>; Kitty Steffen
<kittysteffen@comcast.net>; edfix2@sbcglobal.net

Sent: Tuesday, April 8, 2014 6:28 AM

Subject: Fwd: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public outlook---Public Hearing

Good Morning. Pls. review and let me know what questions you have. We will respond to Lezanne's
email with questions. Pls. feel free to forward to other neighbors. Lynn & Charlie

Begin forwarded message:

From: Lezanne Jeffs <Lezanne.Jeffs@santacruzcounty.us>

Subject: RE: App. 14102--"safety" fencing-- 13th Ave. public outlook---Public
Hearing

Date: April 7, 2014 4.38:50 PM PDT

To: 'Lynn Dunn' <dunnreimers@me.com>

Cc: John Leopold <John.Leopold@santacruzcounty.us>

Dear Lynn

This application for a bluff stabilization project and for improvements to the existing overlook, including the
safety fence, has not yet been approved by the Planning Department. The proposed project includes fencing
as a requirement of the Department of Public Works for public safety reasons. This fence has been designed
using an open wire mesh to minimize any impacts on coastal views. In addition, a portion of the existing solid
fence at 120 13™ Avenue will be replaced with similar wire mesh fencing to open views to the east that are
currently blocked.

The project is scheduled to be reviewed by the Zoning Administrator at public hearing and a decision will be
made at that time. The hearing is scheduled for April 18, 2014 at 9:00 am and will be held in the Board of
Supervisors chambers on the 5" floor of the County building at 701 Ocean Street, Santa Cruz.



Lezanne Jeffs

From: Joe Starkey [star1030@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Lezanne Jeffs

Subject: Application #: 141027

To whom it may concern,

My name is Joe Starkey, and I am an owner of 130 13th Ave, Santa Cruz, next door to the
application. I have no objections to the proposed project. I think the project will enhance
the area, and protect the cliff.

Joe Starkey
130 13th Ave.




| ezanne Jeffs

From: jethoits [jethoits@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Lezanne Jeffs

Subject: APN 028-142-13

Lezanne Jeffs,

I have sent my comments in the required county comment section. You may receive 2 emails
there. Please disregard the first one, this was sent before completion. The correct one reads
as below.

Thank you, Jim Thoits

After review of the proposed improvements for the bluff at the end of 13th Avenue I am very
pleased for this addition of ground space and especially the guard rail that has been long
needed. In past years the lack of a guard rail adjoining the bluff has caused concerns to for
safety. I would like to express my overwhelming favor of this addition of a public overlook
but mostly the construction of the guard rail system. Thank you, Jim Thoits



Lezanne Jeffs

From: Chris Hackett [chackett@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, April 12, 2014 2:09 PM

To: Lezanne Jeffs

Subject: Message in favor of App# 141027 - Safety rail on 13th Ave

Dear Lezanne,

My name is Chris Hackett, I am the property owner across the street from Reed Geisreiter on 13th avenue and I
am writing in support of item 141027 — 120 13th Ave and the construction of a safety rail.

Like Reed, this property has been in my family since before I was born and I too have seen the drastic changes
that nature and people have done to the public access at the end of the street.

Despite very nice and accessible public stairs just a few feet away, people continue to climb up and down the

cliff at the end of the street for beach access. As someone who has been at this house his entire life, I've seen

many people have difficulty negotiating the rocks and loose dirt, especially children. Parents are often unable

to keep their children’s anticipation and excitement in check and the kids often rush down the chiff to the beach.
Over the years I've seen my fair share of people fall and in some cases hurt themselves.

We've seen the bluff deteriorate over the years, not only reducing the area at the top for the neighbors to view
the ocean but also creating risks for the people that do gather there. Additionally, if the bluff continues to
erode, it will only be a matter of time before it begins to affect the roadway and eventually the public
infrastructure such as water and sewer lines.

The County has seen far too many examples of roadways giving out due to erosion and then trying to juggle
budgets for the massive costs of putting the infrastructure back in place.

Some neighbors have raised the point that other streets nearby don’t have a safety railing but as you know, these
other streets have major, county maintained access points and are typically without the steep and dangerous
conditions that are present on 13th avenue. The areas around Twin Lakes beach offer a gentle transition to the
sand and water. 12th avenue has a very large, county maintained stairwell and the end of 14th avenue has a
beautiful new stairwell as well as road access for the beach rangers to drive their patrol cars.

Comparisons with these other streets do not offer an apples to apples example. Rather, the conditions at the end
of 13th avenue represent a danger to the public due to the steep cliff and deteriorating conditions.

Thank you for your time, I’m hopeful this project will be approved.

Regards,
chris

Chris Hackett

115 13th Ave,
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
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Lezanne Jeffs

From: Joel Lacagnin

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2014 9:19 AM
To: Lezanne Jeffs

Subject: FW: 13th Avenue overlook

Hi Lezanne,

The applicant should use the same fence framing detail as shown on their plan, except that Public Works is now requiring
1/2" vertical rods in place of the mesh spaced per UBC requirements (4-inch spacing). The final product is very similar to
the Pleasure Point fence. The Coastal Commission has already approved this approach (see e-mail below). Call me if you
need further explanation.

Thanks
Joel

From: Carl, Dan@Coastal [mailto:Dan.Carl@coastal.ca.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 5:31 PM

To: Joel Lacagnin; jkasunich@harokasunich.com; 'Charlene Atack'
Cc: Geisler, Karen@Coastal

Subject: 13th Avenue overlook

FYI. We are OK with the railing detail that John forwarded last Tuesday (using wire mesh), or the same railing
detail using “2-inch vertical rods in place of the wire mesh. In either case, the property line fence style should
match the overlook fence style, albeit the property line fence is allowed to be up to 48 inches when the overlook
fence is at 42 inches. Let me know if questions. Thanks...Dan
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Conditions of Approval

Development Permit No. 141027
Property Owner: Reed Geisreiter
Assessor's Parcel No.: 028-142-13

Conditions of Approval

Exhibit D: 6 sheets prepared by Haro, Kasunich and Associates, Inc., dated 2/20/2014.

L.

II.

This permit authorizes the construction of a tied-back upper bluff stabilization stucture
with a safety fence that includes either an open wire mesh or vertical metal rods as
approved by the Department of public Works and the California Coastal Commission
that safetyfenee, associated grading of around 15 cubic yards of material between the
existing edge of the bluff and the new structure to extend the overlook area by
approximately 180 square feet and the retention of the existing fence post at the edge of
the coastal bluff on the property line with APN 028-142-13. Incidental grading of the
overlook area associated with the installation of the shotcrete structure that results in a
slight alteration in the existing grade of the overlook, the elevation of the public benches
and the elevation at the top of the bluff are allowed subject to the approval of the project
engineer, the Department of Public Works and the Coastal Commission. This approval
does not confer legal status on any existing structure(s) or existing use(s) on the subject
property that are not specifically authorized by this permit. 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.

1. Any outstanding balance due to the Planning Department must be paid
prior to making a Building Permit application. Applications for Building
Permits will not be accepted or processed while there is an outstanding
balance due.

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

D. 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 from
the effective date of this permit.

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

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

Conditions of Approval — Application Number: 141027 - APN: 028-142-13 Page 2
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marked Exhibit "D" on file with the Planning Department. Any changes from the
approved Exhibit "D" for this development permit on the plans submitted for the
Building Permit must be clearly called out and labeled by standard architectural
methods to indicate such changes. Any changes that are not properly called out
and labeled will not be authorized by any Building Permit that is issued for the
proposed development. The final plans shall include the following additional
information:

1. Supply a color and material board in 8 1/2” x 11” format for Planning
Department review and approval for the proposed shotcrete upper bluff
protection structure to show conformance with the following requirement:

All concrete surfaces shall be contoured surface that mimics natural bluff
landforms in the vicinity to help to blend it into the natural and existing
bluff face. In addition, the concrete surface will be an irregular colored
nozzle finish to match the color of the bluff face so that it will be natural
in appearance. The color, texture, and undulations of the seawall surface
shall be maintained throughout the life of the structure.

2. The proposed safety fence will be 42” high as required by County code
and will include either a 4” x 4” wire fence or vertical metal rods, that is
designed to be see-through as per submitted plans. The proposed safety
fence shall be approved by both the Department of Public Works and the
California Coastal Commission.

3. Grading, drainage, and erosion control plans.

NOTE: No additional drainage shall be directed toward the bluff. The
irrigation plan, if one is necessary, shall be reviewed and approved by the
geotechnical engineer prior to building permit approval

4, A stormwater pollution control plan that meets the requirements set forth
in the County’s Construction Site Stormwater Pollution Control Best
Management Practices Manual. The Manual may be found on our website
at sccoplanning.com by navigation to Environmental / Erosion and
Stormwater Pollution Control / Construction Site Stormwater BMP
Manual.

5. Provide additional copies of the October 15, 2010, May 31, 2012, and
November 6, 2012 letters from Haro, Kasunich and Associates.

6. Provide a construction staging and access plan to be reviewed by the
County Geologist.
B. Submit four copies of the approved Discretionary Permit with the Conditions of

Approval attached. The Conditions of Approval shall be recorded prior to
submittal, if applicable.

C. Meet all requirements of and pay Zone 5 drainage fees to the County Department
of Public Works, Stormwater Management. A drainage fee will be assessed on
the net increase in impervious area. The fees are currently $1.14 per square foot,
and are subject to increase based on the fee amount applicable at the time of

Conditions of Approval — Application Number: 141027 - APN: 028-142-13 Page 3
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permit issuance. Reduced fees (50%) are assessed for semi-pervious surfacing
(such as gravel, base rock, paver blocks, porous pavement, etc.) to offset costs and
encourage more extensive use of these materials.

For fee calculations please provide tabulation of new impervious and semi-
impervious (gravel, base rock, paver blocks, pervious pavement) areas resulting
from the proposed project. Make clear on the plans by shading or hatching the
limits of both the existing and new impervious areas. To receive credit for the
existing impervious surfaces to be removed please provide documentation such as
assessor’s records, survey records, aerial photos or other official records that will
help establish and determine the dates they were built

Provide an assessment of the existing onsite drainage systems. Identify any
problems and proposed any needed improvements. Make clear on the plans how
runoff directed toward the proposed bluff stabilization structure will be controlled
and directed to a safe point of release

Record a maintenance agreement for all improvements within the County right-
of-way (as noted in the permit description) to state that all improvements shall be
the responsibility of the property owner for 120 13™ Avenue (028-142-13). This
requirement shall run with the land and is required to be recorded on the property
deed. Prior to recordation the maintenance agreement shall be approved by the
Department of Public Works, Encroachment Division.

Work with the Department of Public Works to provide signage designed to direct
the public at the beach overlook area and on 13" Avenue to the existing beach
access staircase. Submit details of the final, agreed upon signs.

II.  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. No equipment shall be used on the beach and any impacts must be minimized and
any disturbances along the access route must be restored to pre-construction
conditions upon project completion.

D. To the extent that is reasonably practical public access to the public overlook shall
be maintained throughout the duration of construction of the project.

E. The project must comply with all recommendations of the project Geotechnical
Engineer and Geologist.

F. Prior to Building Permit final the applicant shall submit:

a. Final inspection form signed and stamped by the soils engineer.

Conditions of Approval — Application Number: 141027 - APN: 028-142-13 Page 4

84



IV.

b. Final inspection form signed and stamped by the project geologist.

c. Final inspection form signed andvstamped by the civil engineer.

Pursuant to Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.080 of the County Code, if at any time
during site preparation, excavation, or other ground disturbance associated with
this development, any artifact or other evidence of an historic archaeological
resource or a Native American cultural site is discovered, the responsible persons
shall immediately cease and desist from all further site excavation and notify the
Sheriff-Coroner if the discovery contains human remains, or the Planning
Director if the discovery contains no human remains. The procedures established
in Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.080, shall be observed.

Operational Conditions

A.

All improvements within the right-of-way for 13" Avenue shall be maintained in
accordance with all provisions of the recorded Maintenance Agreement as
approved by the Department of Public Works, Encroachment Division.

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

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

A.

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

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

1. COUNTY bears its own attorney's fees and costs; and
2. COUNTY defends the action in good faith.

Settlement. The Development Approval Holder shall not be required to pay or
perform any settlement unless such Development Approval Holder has approved

Conditions of Approval — Application Number: 141027 - APN: 028-142-13 Page 5

85



the settlement. When representing the County, the Development Approval Holder
shall not enter into any stipulation or settlement modifying or affecting the
interpretation or validity of any of the terms or conditions of the development
approval without the prior written consent of the County.

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

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 three years from the effective date listed below unless a
building permit (or permits) is obtained for the primary structure described in the
development permit (does not include demolition, temporary power pole or other site
preparation permits, or accessory structures unless these are the primary subject of the
development permit). Failure to exercise the building permit and to complete all of the
construction under the building permit, resulting in the expiration of the building permit,
will void the development permit, unless there are special circumstances as determined by
the Planning Director.

Approval Date: April 18,2014

Effective Date: May 2, 2014 (plus Coastal Commission Appeal Period)

Expiration Date: May 2, 2017 (plus Coastal Commission Appeal Period)
Conditions of Approval — Application Number: 141027 - APN: 028-142-13 Page 6
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May 12, 2014
Agenda Date: May 28, 2014

Time: After 9:00 a.m.

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

S22 T
Subject: Appeal of Application Number 028-142-13 (Armoring of 13*" Avenue
coastal bluff).

Members of the Commission:

On behalf of W. Scott McGilvray, who filed the appeal on April 28, 2014, my self and
other concerned citizens (see Exhibit A of list of petition signatories), we respectfully
ask that the Commissioners over turn the decision of the Zonal Administrator on April
18,2014 approving the above-referenced application. We ask for this repeal because
we believe the Zonal Administrator both underestimated the public harm the
approval would create—destruction of a public pristine unobstructed view of the
Monterey Bay viewshed—and overestimated the potential public safety hazards and
erosion problems the proposal alleged to resolve. In fact, as we discuss below, we
believe the proposed project will create a greater public safety hazard for which the
County will be liable. Finally, we ask for this repeal to work with the applicant,
Department of Public Works and the Planning Department to fully specify alternative
solutions to keep the unobstructed view and allow the owner to achieve his goals.

BACKGROUND

On January 18, 2013 the Zonal Administrator approved permits (121143) that would
allow the applicant to construct a replacement garage, a replacement fence and other
landscape and yard improvements. The California Coastal Commission reviewed the
plan and determined it was out of compliance with a Coastal Permit (P-77-0933) it had
issued 37 years ago in 1977. The applicant worked with Costal Commission staff and
modified the project to bring it into compliance with the 1977 permit.

The new revised application (131264) was submitted on October 25,2013 to the Zonal
Administrator with the agreed-upon revisions indicated by the Coastal Commission
staff. At this point, the County Department of Public Works said that it would not be
approved unless the applicant paid for a bluff stabilization project, estimated to be at
a cost of $250,000, on the entire public portion of the upper coastal bluff. The alleged
connection to the applicant’s modest project (replacement garage, replacement fence
and landscaping) is that the quarter-million dollar bluff stabilization project is required
to allow for the retention of the existing final fence post at the bluff edge (see Exhibit
B). The coastal armoring, in turn, necessitates, according to the County Department of
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Public Works, the construction of a 42-inch high fence. This fence will destroy forever
the public pristine unobstructed panoramic view of the beach, surfline and
Monterey Bay currently enjoyed by the public. The destruction of this public resource
is the stimulus for this appeal.

Each of our major points is discussed below.

LOSS OF UNOBSTRUCTED PUBLIC VIEW

The proposed project intends to construct a 42-inch high fence across the public
overlook at the end of 13t Avenue. As the photograph in Exhibit C shows, the fence is
directly in the site line of the beach, surfline and the waters of Monterey Bay as viewed
when sitting on the existing two benches. This visual blight destroys a pristine
panoramic view currently enjoyed by the public. The serenity, excitement, sense of
majesty and other emotions such a view evokes would be lost forever. No other public
overlook in the Live Oak area, from Twin Lakes beach to Pleasure Point, has such a
fence and 15 of the 16 have no fence at all. Exhibit D shows a sample of several of the
other public overlooks in the area.

In addition, the loss of this public pristine unobstructed view will harm the
homeowners of the area whose property values are related to public access to an
unobstructed view.

PUBLIC SAFETY HAZARD

The construction of the proposed fence is termed a “safety fence” in the application,
presumably as a deterrent to individuals who seek beach access by directly going
down the bluff and climbing over the riprap. Up to this point, residents who have lived
decades on 13" Avenue have never heard of anyone being injured while climbing
down the bluff. Nor were any reports of injury or death mentioned in the application.

Consequently, given evidence to the contrary, we consider the assertion that the
current situation constitutes a public safety issue to be baseless. Again, as Exhibit D
illustrated, no other 42-inch high fences exist at the other 16 public overlooks in the
Live Oak area, some with shear drops. We conclude that the assertion that a public
hazard currently exists overestimates the reality of the situation.

However, if the proposed coastal armoring stabilization project is constructed, it will
Create approximately a 33-foot straight slide with a slope of approximately 30
degrees—the same as a playground slide. In effect, this “slide” will Create an “attractive
nuisance,” and fence-jumpers will no longer have vegetation to cushion or halt their
falls but rather crash directly into the jagged riprap below. If we the undersigned can
foresee the real possibility of injury or death, then surely the injured party or parties’
lawyer(s) will also view it as foreseeable. As q County structure, the County will be
liable for injuries and deaths associated with the 13" Avenue killer slide. Itis a
catastrophic solution to a nonexistent problem.
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EROSION

The application states that “many members of the public” have continued to access
the beach from the coastal bluff and “caused significant erosion to the bluff face.” As
Exhibit E illustrates, the path down the bluff is not a well-trodden thoroughfare. The
applicant does not quantify how many individuals make up “many members of the
public” nor “significant erosion.” Given the steepness of the slope and riprap to
traverse, it is unreasonable to assume families, carrying ice chests, towels, umbrellas,
pails and shovels and little children use the path to get to the beach when there is a 5-
foot wide beach access cement staircase within 75 feet of the overlook, a staircase that
has been there for 30 years. Whatever the number of the “many,” the “many members”
that do go down the path, once they have to cross the riprap to get to the beach, are
unlikely to go back up the same way.

As indicated, the bluff, covered in vegetation, is already protected by riprap that goes
over halfway up the cliff face. The beach below is permanent with signs of expansion
due to the annual sediment dredging deposits from the nearby harbor. Compared to a
photograph from 1972 of the 13t Avenue beach and bluff area, the current beach is
larger (Exhibit F). Furthermore, the end of 13 Avenue slopes upwards so any storm
drainage will flow away from the bluff,

When asked for empirical evidence to quantify the “significant erosion” at the April
hearing, the County supplied none.

As reality indicates, there are no signs of active erosion that would warrant the
armoring of the 13* Avenue coastal bluff and thereby set a dangerous precedent for
additional armoring along the coast. As the Commissioners may know, the Monterey
Bay National Marine Sanctuary opposes new coastal armoring (see MBNMS for
additional information).

In sum, we believe the Zonal Administrator overestimated the significance of erosion
occurring at the bluff due to unsubstantiated assertions made by the applicant that
are not supported by empirical evidence. In addition, new coastal armoring would set
a dangerous precedent for implementing an erosion control tech nique that is
expensive and problematic at best.

ALTERNATIVES

We request that the Planning Commissioners direct the applicant, the Department of
Public Works and the Planning Department to develop alternative solutions to his final
fence post problem—if one is really needed. These solutions should be aimed at
eliminating the “attractive nuisance” of the 33-foot slide and substitute a more
durable, safer solution (e.g., riprap to the top of the bluff).

In addition, we ask, independent of any alternatives, that the Department of Public
Works install new signage to deter beach access at the end of the Avenue (e.g.,
‘DANGEROUS CLIFF") and to increase the size of the present 5.5-inch x 12-inch
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plaque, less than 3 feet above street level, indicating the public access cement
staircase so to be more noticeable to beach goers.

Finally, we ask that the Department of Public Works re-examine the requirement of a
42-inch “safety fence” and research under what circumstances variances can be
permitted under that standard. A variance, rather than the strict adherence of a
standard that denies the public’s access to a pristine unobstructed view of the
Monterey Bay, may save the view. Perhaps if the County works backwards from first
examining what fence, if any, is needed, then solutions to other parts of the problem
may fall into place.

CONCLUSION

This situation consists of two separate projects: the private replacement garage and
the public coastal armoring of 13t Avenue. Unfortunately, the two projects have been
unnaturally joined together by the County. We support the original private project
that was approved by the Zonal Administrator in January 18, 2013 and later modified
to be in compliance with the California Coastal Commission. We are opposed to the
public project that will irreparably destroy a pristine panoramic view enjoyed by the
public and create a greater safety hazard, and liability to the County, that now exists. It
is a project that is not necessary and that unfairly harms the residents of the Live Oak
coastal area while setting a dangerous precedent of promoting armoring of the
coastal bluffs of Santa Cruz County.

For all of the above, we request the Planning Commission overturn the Zonal
Administrator’s decision of April 28, 2014 regarding APN 028-142-13,

William F. Clark
350 13% Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95062

wfclarksc@yahoo.com

And others (See Exhibit A)
List of Exhibits

Photocopy of petition signatories

Photo of existing final fence post

Photograph of line of sight and 42-inch high fence
Photograph of Live Oak overlooks, benches and coastal bluffs
Photographs of the path

Photograph of 1972 view of 13t Avenue coast area

TmMoN®»
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EXHIBIT A

SIGNATORIES TO PETITION AGAINST APPLICATION NUMBER 028-142-13
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We the undersigned support the maintenance of the present unobstructed view of the beach,
surf line and waters of Monterey Bay from the public overlook at the end of 13th Avenue and
request that the County consider alternatives to its present plans.

NAME ADDREESS/E-MAIL

MATT LEAL (=59 1255 Tospedst. Revdlea\@yahy

Boo Downe Swth 334 12401 Ak Bl Criz

SRR gmail T

/%ZA /2%/ 257 /3 cz/w/. S
(st Pm!@ 250 |2 Que 5Coc063

93 EXHIBIT H



APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 4)

The information and facts stated above are correct to the best of my/our knowledge.

Zeep,. L CZA

Signature of Appellant(s) or Authorized Agent

Date:

Note: If signed by agent, appellant(s) must also sign below.

Section VI. Agent Authorization
I/We hereby

authorize
to act as my/our representative and to bind me/us in all matters concerning this appeal.

Loo belyer

Signature of Appellant(s)
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APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 4)

SECTION V. Cortificatian

The information and facts stated above are correct to the best of my/our knowledge.

Signature of Appellant(s) or Authorized Agent

Date:

Note: If signed by agent, appellant(s) must also sign below,

Section V1. Agent Authorization

I/We hereby

authorize
to act as my/our representative and to bind me/us in all matters concerning this appeal.

Signature of Appellant(s)

5_76;\94.[ Up & Date: FR wil
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APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 4)

SECTION V. Cortification
ekt e

-

 The information and facts stated above are correct to the best of my/our knowledge.

Signature of Appellant(s) or Authorized Agent

Date:

Note: If signed by agent, appellant(s) must also sign below.

Section V1. Agent Authorization

I/We hereby

authorize
to act as my/our representative and to bind me/us in all matters concerning this appeal.

Signature of Appellant(s)

M%&ép 55 DO’?C”W’V@%& -
Jdeav~lue DvrovT

| Sor St
Diane Hill1nger
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APPEAL FR DECISI FL

The mfonnatmn and facts stated above are correct to the best of my/our knowledge.

L Signature of Appellant(s) or Authorized Agent

Date:

Note: If signed by agent, appellant(s) must also sign below.

Section V1. A t ati

I/'We hereby
authorize

to act as my/our representative and to bind mh(us in all matters concerning this appcal

o Signature of Appcllant(s?
7 3T J% ch(z.
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J
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EXHIBIT B
13th Avenue Final Fence Post
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