Attachment 5

COUNTY -
SN COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO PLN-2041

OBISPO DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & BUILDING 02/14/2020
NEGATIVE DECLARATION ADDENDUM

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION NO. ED24-085
DATE: June 13, 2024

PROJECT/ENTITLEMENT: Crocker Amendment AMEND2023-00005

APPLICANT NAME: Jeff Crocker

CONTACT PERSON: Kerry Margason

ADDRESS: 3559 S Higuera St, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
EMAIL.: kmargason@mbslandsurveys.com
TELEPHONE: 805-440-4215

PROPOSED USES/INTENT: Hearing to consider a request by Jeff Crocker to amend a building envelope
on Parcel 6 of Tract 1931 (AMEND2023-00005). The request includes adding an additional 18,755 square
foot building envelope to construct an accessory dwelling unit, structure, or other development as allowed
by County Code in the western portion of an approximately 5.45-acre parcel. The proposed amendment is
within the Residential Rural land use category and is located at 232 Cimarron Lane, approximately 2,100
feet north of Thompson Road, directly east of Highway 101 and approximately two miles north of the
community of Nipomo. The site is in the South County Inland Sub Area of the South County Planning Area.

LOCATION: The project is located at 232 Cimarron Lane Road approximately 2 miles north of the
community of Nipomo. The site is within the South County Inland sub area of the South County Planning
Area.

LEAD AGENCY: County of San Luis Obispo
Dept of Planning & Building
976 Osos Street, Rm. 200
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408-2040
Website: http://www.sloplanning.org

Findings: Per State CEQA Guidelines (Sec. 15164(a), Sec. 15162), the Lead Agency may prepare
an addendum to an adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration where all of the following apply:
1) only minor technical changes or additions are necessary; 2) no substantial changes have
been made or occurred that would require major revisions to the Mitigated Negative
Declaration due to either new significant effects or substantial increases in the severity of
previously identified significant effects; 3) substantial changes have not occurred with
respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken; 4) no new information
of substantial importance which was not known or could not have been known at the time of
the adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration.
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Attachment 5

Based on staff's determination that all the above conditions apply, an addendum to the
adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration is appropriate. The basis for this conclusion is
described in the following section. In addition, please refer to the original Mitigated Negative
Declaration for further discussion about all potentially significant issues originally identified
for the proposed project.

Basis for Addendum: The previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) (ED90-734)
prepared for the project identified potentially significant impacts relating to biological resources, cultural
resources, noise, and traffic. Since circulation of the MND, the applicant is proposing revisions to the
project description to allow 18,755 square feet of additional area for a building envelope. Based on these
changes, there is the potential for additional impacts on biological resources. However, the amended
building envelope will be expanded into areas that do not contain significant vegetation. Three oak trees
are to be removed and four could potentially be impacted by an access driveway to the building envelope,
but the conditions of approval from the previously approved project include mitigation measures for tree
protection and replacement. Therefore, any potential impacts will be less than significant with the
incorporation of the previously adopted mitigation.

A summary of the relevant environmental issues:

Biological Resources. No listed plant or animal species were identified on the project site in the location of the
proposed building envelope. A site visit conducted by biologists Cindy Cleveland, Paul Cleveland, and botanist
Steve Junak, where they observed habitats that could support five special-status plants and 11 special-status
animals, including the federally listed California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii). There is also one sensitive
vegetation community on the proposed project site. The biological resources assessment proposed additional
avoidance and minimization measures in conjunction with the previously required mitigation measures. The
proposed mitigation measures will reduce any impacts to a less-than-significant level. Additionally, County staff
visited the project site December 8, 2023, and found that the 18,755 square foot expansion area was consistent
with other homes in the area that are located within the oak woodland. Therefore, the project is not expected to
result in significant impacts to biological resources.

Cultural Resources. No cultural resources have been identified on the project site. Cultural Resource
Management Services (CRMS) conducted monitoring during the remodel of the existing barn and to
underground utilities to an existing PG&E power pole near the proposed new structure. During the course of
monitoring, there was no evidence of cultural materials on site. Additionally, CRMS was not able to locate the
previously identified site CA-SLO-1224. After checking the coordinates for the site record, it appears the site is
somewhat removed from the actual new building envelope. Therefore, the project is not expected to result in
significant impacts to cultural resources, and the previously adopted mitigation measures will lessen potential
impacts to a less than significant level.

Other CEQA Issues Considered

County staff also considered issue areas such as air quality, noise, traffic, and cumulative impacts, and
determined the impacts to these issue areas are less than significant as the overall project characteristics
will not change.

Conclusion

The Environmental Coordinator, after review of the previously-prepared MND finds that: there are no
substantial changes proposed for the project which would require substantial revisions of the previous
MND; no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstance under which the project is
undertaken; minor clarifications have been proposed to ensure consistency with current County policies;
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and no new information of substantial importance has been identified which was not known at the time that
the previous MND was adopted. Therefore, recirculation of the previously adopted MND is not required.

Additional Information: Additional information pertaining to this environmental determination may be
obtained by contacting the Lead Agency at the above address or telephone number.

Notice of Determination State Clearinghouse No. 2008051059

This is to advise that the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission as Lead Agency
Responsible Agency approved the above described project on _%_ and has made the following
determinations regarding the above described project: wiyll, Zo24-

The project will not have a significant effect on the environment. An Addendum to the Negative Declaration

was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. Mitigation measures and monitoring were
made a condition of approval of the project. A Statement of Overriding Considerations was not adopted for

this project. Findings were made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that the Negative Declaration with comments and responses and record of project
approval is available to the General Public at the ‘Lead Agency’ address above.

EZ é M Blake Maule (bmaule@co.slo.ca.us/ 805-781-4163) County of San Luis Obispo

Signature Project Manager Name Date Public Agency
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ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION NO. ED20-734 DATE: MARCH 13, 1992
REVISED: QCTOBER 23, 1998

P

APPLICANT/ENTITLEMENT: Sejera Tract Map; TRS0-1931/8880337T
PLANNING AREA: South County - Inland; rural

LAND USE CATEGORY: Residential Rural

. PARCEL SIZE: 68.8 acres

NUMBER AND SIZE OF PROPOSED PARCELS Twelve parcels ranging from 5.0to 7. 0 acres
each

LOCATION: On the north side of Thompson Road, immediately east of Highway 101, north of the
community of Nipomo

PROPOSED USES/INTENT: A request to subdivide a 68.8-acre parcel into twelve parcels,
ranging from 5.0 to 7.0 acres each, for the sale and/or development of each proposed parcel
APPLICANT: Thompson Family Trust; Arroyo Grande, CA

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
‘TOPOGRAPHY: Gently to moderately sloping
VEGETATION: Oak woodland; grassland; coastal scrub/chaparral
SOIL TYPE: Chamise shaly loam
SOIL CHARACTERISTICS: Not well drained; low to moderate erodibility; moderate
. shrink-swell potential; may present some limitations to the
A percolation of sewage effluent due to slow percolation rate
GEOLOGIC HAZARDS: Low landslide potential, low to moderate liquefaction
potential
FIRE HAZARD: Moderate
WATER: On-site well
SEWAGE DISPOSAL: On-site septic system
EXISTING USES: Three single-family residences with accessory structures;
B ' grazing; undeveloped
SURROUNDING USES: Scattered single-family residences; Highway 101; grazing;
irigated row crops; undeveloped e
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Additional information pertaining to this environmental determination may be obtained by contacting
the Department of Planning and Building - Environmental Division, County Government Center,
Room 310, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408-2040, (805) 781-5600.

T QF FINDI

The Environmental Coordinator, after completion of the initial study, finds that there is no
substantial evidence that the project may have a significant effect on the environment, and the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report is not necessary. Therefore, a Negative
Declaration (pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 21108, 21151 &21167) is proposed.

A copy of the Negative Declaration is available for review from the San Luis Obispo County Clerk,

1144 Manterev Street. Suite A San | nis ﬂhlenn A QRAANRINAN
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Attachment 5

COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO -3 7
INITIAL STUDY SUMMARY - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Project Title & No. Sejera Tract Map; ED90-734. TR1931/S890337T
Project Environmental 'Anal_y,gis

The County's environmental review process incorporates all of the requirements for completing the Initial
Study as required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines. The Initial
Study includes staff's on-site inspection of the project site and surroundings and a detailed réview of the
information in the file for the project. In addition, available background information is reviewed for each
project. Relevant information regarding soil types and characteristics, geologic information, significant
vegetation and/or wildlife resources, water availability, wastewater disposal services, existing land uses and
surrounding land use categories and other information relevant to the environmental review process are
evaluated for each project. The Environmental Division uses the checklist to summarize the results of the
research accomplished during the initial environmental review of the project. Persons, agencies or
organizations interested. in obtaining more information regarding the environmental review process for a
project should contact the County of San Luis Obispo Environmental Division, Rm. 310, County Government
Center, San Luis Obispo, CA, 93408-2040 or call (805) 781-5600.

Initial Studv Reference and Agency Contacts: The following referencc materials are used in the

environmental review for each project and are hereby incorporated by reference into the Initial Study.

e  Project File for the Subject Application e  Archaeological Resources Map
e  County Geperal Plan (Inland & Coastal, e  Natural Resources Conservation
- including all maps & elements) - Service Soil Survey for SLO County
e  County Land Use Ordinance - ' e  Flood Hazard Maps
e  Area of Critical Concerns Map e  Airport Land Use Plans
e  Fire Hazard Severity Map . @  Other special studies, reports and
e  Natural Species Diversity Database : existing EIRs as appropriate
e  Areas of Special Biological Importance Map .

In addition to the above, the County Planning or Environmental Division have contacted responsible and
trustee agencies for their comments on the proposed project. With respect to the subject application, the
following agencies have been contacted (marked with an “X") or have responded (marked with "XX"):

XX_ County Engineering Department —_. CA Departinent of Fish and Game
xx_County Environmental Health Division - XX CA Department of Forestry

— County Planning Divisiogt . - Xx_CA Department of Transportation
xx_County Agricultural Commissioner's Office - — Regional Water-Quality Control Board
__ County Airport Manager . — CA Coastal Commission - ,

___ Airport Land Use Commission . __ Community Service
xx_Air Pollution Control District. . - District . - :

— County Sheriff's’Department ‘ _Other

Checklist Identification of Mitigations for Potential Impacts: The checklist provides the ideritification and
summary of the project's potential environmental impacts. Where potential impacts require mitigation, the
following list of mitigations explains how the identified potential environmental impacts can and will be
avoided or substantially lessened:. - '

County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Studv Checklist Page 5 of 32 :



Attachment 5

California Department of Fish and Game.

CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION

De Minimis Impact Finding

PROJECT TITLE & NUMBER: Sejera Tract Map: ED90-734 (S890337T. TR1931)
Project Applicant

Name: Thompson Family Trust (Caroline Sejera, et al)
Address: 290 Cimarron Way 3
City, State, Zip Code: Arro de, CA 93420
Telephone #: (805)929-3410
PROJECT DESCRIPTION/LOCATION: See attached Notice of Determination
FINDINGS OF EXEMPTION:

There is no evidence before this agency that the proposed project has the potential for adverse effect on
wildlife resources for one or more of the following reason(s):

( )A ' The project is located in an urbanized area that does not contain substantial fish or
wildlife resources or their habitat.

() The project is located in a highly disturbed area that does not contain substantial fish or |
wildlife resources or their habitat.

x) “The project is of a limited size and scope and is not located in close proximity to
significant wildlife habitat.

) The applicable filing fees have/will be collected at the time of issuance of other County

approvals for this project. Reference Document Name and No.
) Other:
CERTIFICATION:

I hereby certify that the lead agency has made the above findings of fact and that, based upon
the initial study and the hearing record, the project will not individually or cumulatively have an
adverse effect on wildlife resources, as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

(e I Ko

len Carroll, Envirofimental Coordinator
ounty of San Luis Obispo

Date: October 23, 1998

CAOFFICE\WPWINAWPDOCS\ND\PROJECTS\sejeradfg. wpd
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C-3

A. The project has been changed to avoid or substantially lessen environmental impacts. Where v
changes require explanation, the change(s) will be discussed in the Special Environmental
Considerations section or attached material following the checklist.

B. The project is subject to standards and requirements of the Land Use Element/Land Use
Ordinance and/or other County ordinances that include provisions to avoid or substantially
lessen environmental impacts. These provisions are requirements that must be incorporated
into the project.

C. The project is subject to state and/or federal regulations, laws and/or requirements that include
provisions to avoid or substantially lessen environmental impacts. The project must
incorporate the above provisions in order to be in compliance with Federal or State law.

D. A special mitigation plan to avoid or lessen environmental impacts has been agreed to by the
applicant. This will be noted on the checklist and, if necessary, discussed in an attachment to
the checklist.

COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

- 4=Not.Applicable

P
)

L BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 1
A.  Wildlife OOV O)
* B.  Vegetation OO)(O)
* C.  HabitatArea O@O)()
D. Rare and/or Endangered Species OO
* E. Unique or Fragile Biotic Community OO
F. State Area of Special Biological Importance SISI®I Y
G.  Riparian/Wetland Area OO W)
H.  Other OO00)
Mitigation: A B_ C__ D__

(*) See attached exhibits: (V)Developer’s Statement; ( JAgency Response
( )Revised Plans; (v/)Designated Bldg Sites
(*) See Special Environmental Considerations

(*)See Document in file Holland/Ovler Vegetation Studies

IL DRAINAGE, EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION
* A. Increased Storm Water Runoff OO (O)
* B. Erodible Soils/Erosion OOWMO)
C. Poorly Drained Soils SISIYIN
* D. Sedimentation OYOYW™m(QO)
* E. Contributes to Existing Drainage Problem OOYWM(O)
F. Alters Existing Drainage Course or Waterway O™
G.  Other: OO00)
* Mitigation: A __ B ¢ [see LUO 5ec.22.05.036(CZLU0 23.05.036); C___ D ___
22.05.040(CZLUO 23.05.040)}
( ) See attached exhibit(s): ( )Developer’s Statement; { )Agency Response
( )Sedimentation & Erosion Control/Drainage Plan
( ) See Special Environmental Considerations
( ) See Document in file
County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study Checklist Page 2
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'fi"fz.

m. GEOLOG
Landslide Hazard
Seismic Hazard
Topographic Alteration; Grading for
Building _, Driveways__, Roads ¢/, Other
Soil Expansion

Steep Slopes

Other:

S/SITE ALTERATION

*
mEy Owp

Mitigation: A___ B__ C__ D__

(*) See attached ex exhibit(s): (ll)Developer's Statement; ( )Agency Response,

p:ictCan & Wilk: be Mitigm:
.3=Insxgmf' feant Impact '
-4=Not Applicable -

() Sed./Erosion Control Plan; ( )Revised Plans; { ) Designated Bldg Sites

(*) See Special Environmental Considerations
( ) See Document in file

IV. WATER RESQURCES

* A.  Groundwater Quantity OOWMO
B. - Groundwater Quality OOW()
C. Surface Water Quantity OYOYWMm()
_D.  Surface Water Quality OO O)
E. Stream Flow Change (YOO
F. Change to Estuarine Environment (YOO
G.  Other; OO0
* Mitigation: A__ B ¢ C__ D__
( ) See attached exhibit(s): ( )Developer's Statement; ( )Agency Response
( )Hydrology Report
( ) See Special Environmental Considerations
( ) See Document in file
V.  POLLUTION
A.  Hazardous Materials OOWM(O)
B. Groundwater Pollution OOW(QO)
C. Surface Water Pollution OO (O)
* D. Increase in Existing Noise Levels SIC]ININ)
* E. Exposure of People to Severe Noise Levels (YWMMO(O)
F.  Substantial Air Emissions OO (O)
G. Deterioration of Ambient Air Quality OI®III®
H  Creation of Objectionable Odors OOMMO)
I Other: ()OOO)
* Mitigation: A__ B__ C__ D ¢«
(*) See attached ex exhibit(s): (v/)Developer's Statement; { )Agency Response
(' YHydrology/Noise Study
( ) See Special Environmental Considerations
(*) See Document in file Noise Studv (Asquith; July: 1990)
County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study Checklist Page 3
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: 2=fuipact Can & Wil be: 'Mihgaﬁed-.f
’ 3——Insxgmﬁcantlmpact e

TRAFFIC

A. Increase in Vehicle Trips )

B. Reduced Levels of Service on Existing Public Roadways )

C. Limited or Unsafe Access _ )

D. Creates Unsafe Conditions on Public Roadways ()
()
()
()

*H

E. Areawide Traffic Circulation
F. Intemnal Traffic Circulation
G. Other:

* % ¥ »

* Mitigation: A ___ B & ({see Co. Code Title 13.01.010-060; C__ D ¢«
South Countv_Circuiation Fee]
(*) See attached exhibit(s): (v)Developer's Statement; (v/)Agency Response _Caltrans, Co. Eng.
( )Traffic Study
(*) See Special Environmental Considerations
( ) See Document in file

VIL PUBLIC SERVICES
* A. Fire Protection Services YOYWO™D(O)
* B. Police/Sheriff Services OO
* C.  Schools OOW(Q)
D.  Community Wastewater )OO
E.  Community Water Supply OO @)
F.  Solid Waste Disposal )OO
G.  Onsite Wastewater O)O()
H.  Onsite Water (3O O)
L Other: )OO0
* Mitigation: A __ B ¢ (School Fee, Countywide Fee) C_ D ___
( ) See attached exhibit(s): ( )Developer's Statement; { )Agency Response
( )Hydrology Report
(*) See Special Environmental Considerations
( ) See Document in file
VIII. AESTHETIC/CULTURAL RESOURCES
* A Visual Impact from Public Roadway SIIOIS)
B.  Increased Light or Glare QISICII®
C.  Alters Important Scenic Vista OO@()
+ D.  Archaeological Resources QOO ()
E.  Historic Resources QISICHI®
F.  Other; O0O00

* Mitigation: A__ B_ C__ Dv_
(*) See attached exhibit(s): (v)Developer's Statement; ( )Agency Response
( YVisual Analysis; ( )Revised Plans; ( )Landscape Plan; ( ) Designated Bldg Sites
(*) See Special Environmental Considerations

(+) Document in file _Archaeological Report (Singer: Sept., 1997)

County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study Checklist Page 4
Page 9 of 32
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._ﬁz=1mpact Can & Will be Mitxgated
.;;.3==Insxgmfieant Impact - R
.'4=Not Applicable ~

- IX. HOUSING AND ENERGY 1 2 3 4
A. Creates Substantial Demand for Housing OHYOYW ()
B. Uses Substantial Amount of Fuel or Energy OO O)
C. Encourages Growth Beyond Resource Capacities OO ()
D.  Other: OO0
Mitigation: A__ B__ C__ D__
( ) See attached exhlbxt(s) ( )Developer‘s Statement; ( )Agency Response,
( ) See Special Environmental Considerations
( ) See Document in file
X. AGRICULTURAL/MINERAL RESOURCES i
A. Eliminates Valuable Mineral Resources SISI®IZ
B. Prime Agricultural Soils OO W
C. Conflicts with Existing Agricultural Area OO ()
D. Change from Agriculture to Other Uses OOYO) @
E.  Other )OO
Mitigation: A__ B__ C__ D__
() See attached ex exhibit(s): ( )Developet s Statement; { )Agency Response
( ) See Special Environmental Considerations
( ) See Document in file
XL ROWTH IND /! ATIVE EFFECT
A.  Growth Inducing Effects OOy
B. Precedent for Change in Area Land Use (YOO
* C. Cumulative Effects: (YO (O)Y(O)
OO0
()OO O)
()OO0
OO0
()OO0
O0O00)
D.  Other:__ )OO
* Mitigation: A___ B _¢ (School Fee, Countywide Fee) C__ D ___
( ) See attached exhibit(s): ( )Developer's Statement; ( JAgency Response
(*) See Special Environmental Considerations
( ) See Document in file
C:OFFICE\WPWIN\WPDOCS\PRONSEJER A\Sejerand. wpd(12/96)
County of San Luis Obispo, Initial Study Checklist Page 5
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Environmental Determination No. ED90-734 Date: October 23, 1998 F
Project: Sejera (Thompson) Tract Map; TR90-1931/S890337T

' SPECIAL ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

The applicant is requesting to subdivide a 68.8 acre parcel into twelve parcels, rangmg from5to 7
acres each, for the sale and/or development of each proposed parcel. The project is located on the
north side of Thompson Road, immediately east of Highway 101, nonh of the commumty of
Nipomo. )

Dun'ng the Initial Study process, several issues were evaluated to determine if the project could result
in significant environmental effects. In each case, the applicant has agreed to specific mitigation
“measures to reduce the identified impact and it hds been determined that . no sxgmﬁcant
environmental effects will occur from the proposed project. The following i 1s a dlscussmn of the
results of the Initia] Study conducted for the prOJect, foeusmg on: these issues. _ o

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Several biological reports (Holland, 11/97; Oyler, 5/91; Holland/Oyler, 7/90) have been prepared
for the subject property. The subject properties contain coastal live oak woodland, coastal
scrub/chaparral and grassiand habitats. In efforts to minimize impacts to the oak treesand manzamm,
the applicant has revised building site locations and driveways to avoid this vegetation to the greatest
extent possible. No oak trees or manzanita will be removed for tract mpmvemenis ‘The applicant
has agreed to protect the exlstmg oaks by stahng/fencmg around the oaks prior to and during tract
improvements and avoid eompacung, cutting or filling under the dnplmes While several individual
oaks and manzanita within some of the bmldmg envelopés may be impacted or removed from future:
residential development, gmdehnes have been agréed t by the apphcant to minimize these impacts
(refer to Developer s Statement). Based on the above provxszons being unplemented, potential
vegetation impacts is not considered significant.

DRAINAGE, EROSION AND Sznmnmnm

The proposed project is required to prepare a drainage plan (per County Land Use Ordinance, Sec..
22.05.040) that will be incorporated into the project to minimize potential drainage impacts. This
drainage plan (Sec. 22.05.044) will need to include adequate measures, such as constructing on-site
retention and detention basins, or installing surface water flow dissipaters. The dramage plan forthe
increased runoff from new construction will need to show that there will not be any increase in
surface runoff beyond that of historic flows. Implementation of this drainage plan will reduce
potential drainage impacts to less than significant levels.

NoIsE -

To minimize the potential noise impacts (Asquith report; July, 1990; and County Noise Element)
from the adjacent Highway 101, the applicant has agreed to locate all residences outside of the future
65dB" setback zone, and then incorporate appropriate County Noise Element mitigation into the
design of the project to reduce firture usable exterior noise levels to an acceptable level (60 dB).
These measures should reduce potential impacts to insignificant levels.

Page 11 ‘o’f 32
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Primary access to the tract will be from a new road connectmg to Thompson near the the Highway
101/Thompson Ave. interchange. Caltrans (March, 1990 letter) completed & preliminary review of
the previous nine-lot tract and indicated that a left-turn channel on Thompson Road into the tract,
may be needed. County Engineering expressed similar concerns and recommendations. To
minimize potential traffic impacts at the Highway 101/ Thompson Road interchange, the applicant

has agreed to provide this channelization'should either County Engineering or Caltrans determine
it necessary upon final design of the project.

TRAFFIC

AESTHETICS

The proposed subdxvxslon will result in'up to seven parcels that are potennally visible to the Highway
Thompson Road interchange viewshed. To minimize visual impacts to insignificant Jevels, the
applicant has agreed to the: following: each structure.and larger cut and fills/retaining walls (greater
than 3'in height) shall be landscaped neutral colored and "soft-textured" exteriors shall be used for
each structure; landscape screening shall be provided; and residential development height shali be
limited to single-story should development occur on the upper half of each building envelope.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

According to an older archaeological report (Dllls, 1985) one archaeologlcal deposit had been
discovered on the subject property (within proposed. Parcels 6 and 7). Acoordmg to a subsequent
surface survey (Sihger, 1997) this previous deposit was not found.and assumed to have been
destroyed through subsequent earthmoving activities (e.g. gradmg for stable). . Since the potential
still exists that résources.could exist the apphcant has agreed to retain a qualified archaeologist to
moritor all earth disturbing activities for these two, parcels As stated in the County’s LUO, if any
archacologxcal resources até found during monitoring on these parcels or gmdmg elsewhere within.
the subject property, work shall stop within 150 feet of the resource until such time as the resource
can be evaluated by an archaeologist and adequate measures apphed to mitigate impacts.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

The proposed project will have cumulative impacts m the following areas: traffic, fire and
pohce/shenﬁ‘ protection, schools, and air quality. To minimize traffic xmpa.cts the applicant is
subject to a "fair share" fee for each new residence that was established through the South County
Circulation Study. For fire and police/sheriff protection, the apphcant is subject to a "fair share" fee
through the Countywide Public Facilities fee program. ‘To minimize impacts to the school system,
the State has passed legislation to require that the propesed project contribute its "fair share" based
on the structure's square footage. The Clean Air Plan, in efforts to bring the County back into
"attainment” for ozone and respirable particulate matter, includes numerous pollution-reducing
strategies, of which one or more may be applicable to the proposed project.

In addition, the new residence(s) will be subject to the South County Air Quality fee, which is
intended to partially mitigate the cumulative effects of newresidential development within the South
County planning area. This program funds several strategies within the South County to improve
air quality, such as: attracting transit ridefship throughregional bus stop improvements, encouraging
carpooling through park-and-ride lot improvements and ridesharing advertising, promoting the use

Page 12 of 32




Attachment 5
of bicycles through bike lane installation, reducing dust through limited road paving of several
unpaved roads and reducing traffic through telecommuting/ teleconferencing.

Based on the above discussion, the potential on-site, off site, and cumulative impacts associated with
the request are not considered significant. Therefore, a Negative Declaration is appropriate under
the California Environmental Quality Act.

CAOFFICE\WPWIN\WPDOCS\PRONSEJERA\specenve. wpd
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.~ Attachment 5 " .
C-7Y
September 1, 1998

DEVELOPER’S STATEMENT FOR SEJERA/THOMPSON TRACT MAP
ED90-734 (TR1931, S890337T)

The applicant agrees to incorporate the following measures into the project. These measures become a
part of the project description and therefore become a part of the record of action upon which the
environmental determination is based. All development activity must occur in strict compliance with
the following mitigation measures. These measures shall be perpetual and run with the land. These
measures are binding on all successors in interest of the subject property.

Note: The items contained in the boxes labeled "Monitoring" describe the County
procedures to be used to ensure compliance with the mitigation measures. :

Project Description

The applicant is proposing to subdivide a 68.8 acre parcel into 12 parcels ranging from 5.0 to 7.0
acres each. The proposed tract improvements are limited to the construction of 1) an approximate
1,600-foot long internal cul-de-sac road (Cimarron Way) with a common access driveway
connecting that provides access to lots 5, 6, 7 and 8; and 2) construct a circulation access road
connecting to Cimarron Road to the north. Individual driveway and building site construction/
grading shall be done on a lot-by-lot basis and will be subject to subsequent environmental review.
Substantial portions of the property (namely Lots 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 & 9) are covered with native
habitat including coast live oak and Edna manzanita. -

MAP CONDITIONS —

The following mitigation measures address impacts that may occur as a result of the mmal
development of the project.

Traffic

Caltrans (March, 1990 letter) has completed a preliminary review of the proposed tract and has
indicated that a ieft-tum channel on Thompson Road may be needed. To minimize potential traffic
impacts at the Highway 101/ Thompson Road interchange, the following shall apply:

L. Prior to map recordation, should Caltrans or County Engineering determine, after a final
review, that a left-tum channel is necessary on Thompson Road, the applicant agrees to
make or bond for this improvement.

- Monitoring #1: If required after final map, will be shown on an additional map sheet.
Compliance-will be verified by the Department of Planning and Building
and/or the County Engineering Department, in consultation with the
Environmental Coordinator. Ifrequired before ﬁna.l map, will be included in
~ the map improvement plans.

Developer’s Statement for Sejera Iract Map; ED90-734, TR90-1931 Page 1
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PLANS

————

——

The following mitigation measures are items that must be included on the map improvement plans.
Vegetation Impacts

Lots 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 & 9 are mostly covered with oak woodland and coastal scrub/chaparral
habitats (Holland; Nov., 1997). To minimize impacts to this native vegetation on the subject
property, the applicant, and/or successors-in-interest, agree to minimize oak tree and manzanita
impacts to the greatest extent feasible and agree to the following:

2. As a part of the tract improvements proposed (see above "project description™) and based on
the botanical map prepared (Oyler; May, 1991), no more than three oak trees shall be
removed.

3. Based on the above-referenced botanical map, no manzanita shall be removed as a part of
tract improvements.

4. All construction plans for tract improvements shall show the following information:

a Location of all oak trees (and their driplines) within 25° of the construction limits (no
trees are identified for removal).

b. All trees identified within these limits shall be fenced at their driplines with sturdy
fencing for tree and root protection prior to any grading.

c. No grading (e.g., utility trenching) or compaction of soil shall occur within these
staked/fenced areas. Fill material placed within the trees’ driplines shall also be
avoided. If necessary, retaining walls (which avoid most roots) shall be constructed
to minimize cut and fill impacts proposed within the trees’ driplines. Care shall be
taken to avoid surface roots within the top 18 inches of soil.

d. Once the fencing has been installed, and prior to any grading, the applicant shall
contact the County (Environmental Division) for an on-site inspection that fencmg
has been appropnately placed.

Momtonng ftems #2, 3& 4. Comphance will be verified by the Depamnent of
... Planning and Building, i in consultation with the E:mronmenmi Coordinator.

Traffic

Caltrans (March, 1990 letter) has completed a preliminary review of the proposed tract and has
indicated that a left-tum channel on Thompson road may be needed. To minimize potential traffic
impacts at the Highway 101/ Thompson Road interchange, the following shall apply:

5. Should Caltrans or County Engineering determine, after a final review, that a left-tum
channel is necessary on Thompson Road, the applicant agrees to make this improvement or
bond for, prior to recordation .of the map.

Developer's Statement for Sejera Iract Map; ED90-734, TR90-1931 Page 2
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Monitoring #5: Ifreqmmdaﬂcrﬁnal map, wi]l be shown 6n an addmonal map sheet.
Compliance will be verified by the Department of Planning and Building
and/or the County . Engmeenng Department, in consultation with the

Enwronmental Coordinator.. Ifneqmred before ﬁnal map, wﬂl be included i in
- the map xmprovement plans. -

ADDITIONAL MAP SHEET

eS—

Prior to recordation of the final map, the applicant shall prepare an additional map sheet, to be
approved by the Director of Planning and Building and recorded with the final map. The additional
map sheet shall include the following:

Vegetation Impacts

To minimize impacts to the sensitive native vegetation on the subject property, the applicant, and/or
successors-in-interest, agree to minimize oak -tree’ and manzanita impacts to the greatest extent
feasible and agree to the following:

6. * As a part of the tract improvements proposed at this time (see above "project description")
and based on the botanical map prepared (Oyler; May, 1991), no more than three oak trees
shall be removed.

7. Based on the above-referenced botanical map, no manzanita shall be removed as a part of
tract improvements.

8. All construction plans for tract improvements shall show the following information:

a. Location of all oak* trees (and their driplines) within 25" of the construction limits,
including which trees will be removed and retained.

b. All trees identified within these limits that are to be retained shall be fenced at their
driplines for protection prior to any grading. ’

c. No grading (e.g., utility trenching) or compaction of soil shall occur within these
staked/fenced areas. Fill material placed within the trees’ driplines shall also be
avoided. If necessary, retaining walls (which avoid most roots) shall be constructed
to minimize cut and fill impacts proposed within the trees’ driplines. Care shall be
taken to avoid surface roots within the top 18 inches of soil.

d. Once the fencing has been installed, and prior to any grading, the applicant shall
contact the County (Environmental Division) for an on-site inspection to determine
that adequate measures have been taken.

9. The following guidelines for vegetation removal shall apply as part of future building/ grading
permits for residential improvements on each lot:

a. All driveways to serve future building sites and future residences are to be located and
designed so as to minimize the removal/disturbance of existing oak trees and manzanita to
the greatest extent feasible. All future residential development shall stay within the building
envelopes, as delineated for each parcel (see attached map). Structures shall be setback at
least 30 feet from existing oak trees.

Developer’s Statement for Sejera Lract Map; £ED90-734, 1R90-1931 Page 3
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b. All utility trenching shall either be done under the driveway or outside the dripline of 7
existing oak trees.

c. The guidelines included in the supplemental botanical report (Holland; Nov., 1997) shall be
used, where feasible, which includes: installing as many utility lines at one time as possible
into one trench; avoid summer months for trenching if oak roots would be exposed; under no
circumstances will trenching be allowed closer than §* from tree trunk; any ripped, broken or
permanently-exposed roots shall be cleanly cut so they are not exposed to the air; any
temporarily exposed, uncut roots shall be kept moist (e.g. covered with wet burlap bags);
when grading or trenching, separate top 18" of soil removed so it can be returned as topsoil;
any grading done shall not change the drainage pattern to or from nearby oaks; the keeping
of any livestock shall be limited to within the building envelopes.

d. If any oaks are removed or impacted, replacement shall follow the County Environmental
Division’s current program on replanting, maintenance and monitoring.

e. If manzanita must be removed, the following shall apply:

M Prior to removal, the applicant shall retain an individual qualified in native vegetation
(i.e. native plant nurseryman) to determine if the plant to be removed can be
transplanted. If not, at least two cuttings per plant removed shall be taken,
propagated at a native plant nursery, then replanted on-site.

2) Monitoring of the transplanting/replanting shall be required.

f. Residential structures shall be located within their respective building sites, so that no oak or
manzanita removal outside of the building envelope will be necessary for fire safety/setback

purposes.
*An aaktreezsdeﬁnedashavmgasumchdzameteraz45feetﬁamtheground

Momtormg #6-9 Comphancewﬂl‘ be venﬁed by the Depamnent of Planmng and .
: Buildmg, in consultanon thh the Envuonmental Coordmator. .

Visual Impacts

To minimize potential visual impacts to the Highway 101 viewshed from residential development on
proposed Lots 1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 11 and 12, the applicant and successors-in-interest, agree to the following:

10.

11.

12,

Prior to issuance of a building permit for development on each of these lots, a landscaping plan
shall be prepared by the applicant and submitted to the County (Environmental Division) for review
and approval, that provides landscaping to screen/break up all future residences and accessory
structures as seen from the Highway 101 viewshed. At least 80% of the vegetation shall be
evergreen and considered fast-growing (reach maturity within five years. Tree container sizes shall
be no less than 15 gallons each. Intermittent grouping of trees is an acceptable method of screening.
A regular watering system/scedule shall also be included in the plan. Retaining walls and cut/fill
slopes greater than three feet in height that are visible to the Highway 101 corridor shall also be
landscaped. Implementation of this landscaping plan shall be completed prior to occupancy.

Prior to issuance of a building permit for development on each of these lots, to minimize
potential contrast between future structures with the surrounding environment, the applicant shail
provide a color/material pallette that shows the use of neutral exterior structure colors. "Soft-
textured” materials such as stone, masonry, plaster, tile and wood may also be incorporated into
structure design as long as it blends with the surrounding environment.

All structures within the Highway 101 viewshed are encouraged to be of a single story or split-level

Developer’s Statement for Sejera 1ract Map; EDJ0-734, TR90-1931 Page 4
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design. If two-story structures are proposed they shall be placed on the lower half of the building
envelope. All structures shall be articulated with varied roof lines and facade setbacks, in efforts to
avoid large single-planed surfaces.

13.  When possible, structures shall be located where existing oak trees will act as a partial visual screen
from Highway 101, as long as significant impacts will not occur for the existing oak trees and CDF
requirements can be met.

14,  Prior to issuance of a building permit for development on each of these lots, any grading plan
shall show the top and bottom edges of all cut and fill areas will be "rounded" to better blend with
the natural topography

Momtormg #10—#14' Departmem: of Planmng and Bmldmg will veufymclusxon of
- required elements on plans. Building inspector and/or Environmental Division
will venfy compﬁance with approved plans '

Noise

To minimize the potential noise impacts (Asquith report; July, 1990; and County Noise Element) from the
adjacent Highway 101, the applicant agrees to incorporate the following:

15.  The following information shall be included, as applicable, on all future construction plans:
delineation of the future buildout noise contour (from the freeway) for the 60 dB and 65 dB levels.

16.  Prior to building permit issuance for residences on Lots 1 and 2, all residential structures shall be
located outside of the 65dB "recommended (noise) setback zone" (see attached map).

17. Prior to building permit issuance for residences on Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 10, 11 and 12, all
residential structures that propose development within the future 60 to 65 dB line (see attached map)
shall incorporate appropriate County Noise Element mitigation into the design of the project to
reduce ﬁmn'e usable extenor noise levels to an acceptable Ievel (60 dB).

Monitortng #15-#17 : Depanmem of Planning and BuiIdmg wiII venfy mclusmn of requu-ed :
" elements on plans. Building inspéctor andlor Environmentat Dmsxon will venfy
comphaneethh approved plans.. - . : - : :

Archaeology

18.  During construction activities on Parcels 6 and 7, the applicant shall retain a qualified
archaeologist, approved by the Environmental Coordinator, to monitor all earth disturbing
activities. If any archaeological resources are found during monitoring, work shall stop within
150 feet of the resource until such time as the resource can be evaluated by an archaeologist.
The applicant shall implement the recommendations of the archaeologist, as required by the
Environmental Coordinator. Upon completion of grading and prior to final inspection, 2
report from the archaeologist shall be submitted by the applicant to the county.

Monitoniig #18: Department of Plannmg and Building will accept report and verify
condition consistency.

Developer’s Statement for Sejera Iract Map; ED90-734, 1R90-1931 Page 5
Page 20 of 32




Attachment 5 6 )
T7?

Prior to recordation of the Final Map, the applicant shall enter into an agreement With the County,ina
form acceptable to the County Counsel, where by the applicant agrees, on behalf of the- apphmt and
successors in interest, that the following shall be done:

AGREEMENT

N

19.  The following guidelines for vegetation removal shall apply as part of future building/'gmding :
permits for residential improvements on each lot:

a All driveways to serve future building sites and future residences are to be located and
designed so as to minimize the removal/disturbance of existing oak trees and manzanita to
the greatest extent feasible. All future residential development shall stay within the buildable
areas delineated- for each parcel (see attached map). Structures shall be setback at least 30
feet from existing oak trees.

b. All utility trenching shall either be done under the driveway or outside the dnplme of
existing oak trees.

c. The guidelines included in the supplemental botanical report (Holland; Nov., 1997) shall be
used, where feasible, which includes: installing as many utility lines at one time as possible
into one trench; avoid summer months for trenching if oak roots would be exposed; under no
circumstances will trenching be allowed closer than 5° from tree trunk; any ripped, broken or
permanently-exposed roots shall be cleanly cut so they are not exposed to the air; any
temporarily exposed, uncut roots shall be kept moist (e.g. covered with wet burlap bags);
when grading or trenching, separate top 18" of soil removed 'so it can be returned as topsoil;
any grading done shall not change the drainage pattern to or, from nearby oaks; the keeping
of any livestock shall be limited to within the building envelopes.

d. If any oaks are removed or impacted, replacement shail follow the County Environmental
Division’s current program on replanting, maintenance and monitoring.

e. _ If manzanita must be removed, the following shall apply:

¢)) Prior to removal, the applicant shall retain an individual qualified in native vegetation
(i.e. native plant nurseryman) to determine if the plant to be rémoved can be,
transplanted. If not, at least two cuntings per plant removed shall be taken,
propagated at a native plant nursery, then replanted on-site.
2) Monitoring of the transplanting/replanting shall be required.
f. Residential structures shall be located within their respective building sites, so that no oak or
manzanita removal outside of the. building eavelope will be necessary for fire safety/setback

purposes.

*Ari oak tree is é;ﬁned as having a six inch diameter at 4.5 feet from the ground.
Noise -

To minimize the potential noise impacts (Asquith report; July, 1990; and County Noise Element) from the
adjacent Highway 101, the applicant agrees to incorporate the following:

20.  Prior to building permit issuance for residencé, all residential structures for Lots 1 and 2 shall be
located outside of the 65dB "recommended (noise) setback zone" (see attached map). '

21. Prior to buxldmg permit issuance for residences, all resxdenual structures for Lots 1, 2 3,4,9, 10
11 and 12 that propose development within the future 60 to 65 dB line (see attached map) shall
incorporate appropnate County Noise Element mitigation into the design of the project to reduce
future exterior noise levels to an acceptable level (60 dB). .

Developer's Statement for Sejera Iract Map; ED90-734, IR90-1931. — - Page6
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C.C&R's — : =

If C:.C.& R's are developed for this project, the following environmental mitigation measures and/or
standards shall be included:

Vegetation

22. The following guidelines for vegetation removal shall apply as part of future county building/
grading pémmits for residential improvements on each lot: -

‘a. All driveways to serve future building sites and future residences. are to be located and
designed so as to minimize the removal/disturbance of existing oak trees and manzanita to
the greatest extent féasible. All future: residential development shall stay within the buildable
areas delineated for each parcel (see attached map). Structures -shall be setback at least 30
feet from existing oak trees.

b. Al utility treriching shall either be done under the driveway or-outside the dripline of
‘existing ozk trees.

c. The guidelines included in the supplemental botanical report (Holland; Nov 1997) shall be
used, where feasible, which includes: installing as many utility lines at one time as possible
into one trench; avoid summer months for trenching if oak roots would be exposed; under no
circumstances will trenching be allowed closer than 5° from tree trunk; any ripped, broken or

- permanently-exposed roots shall be cleanly cut so they are nét.exposed to the air; any
temporarily exposed, uncut roots shall be kept moist (e.g. covered with wet burlap bags);
when grading or trenching, separate top 18" of soil removed so it can be returned as topsoil;
any grading done-shall not change the drainage pattern to or from nearby oaks; the keeping
of any livestock shall be limited to within the building envelopes.

d. If any oaks are removed or impacted, replacement shall follow the County Environmental
Division’s current program on replanting, maintenance and monitoring.

e If manzanita must be removed, the following shall apply:

(1)  Prior to rérhoval, the applicant shall retain an individual qualified in native vegetation
(i.e. native plant nurseryman) to determine. if the plant to be removed can be
transplanted. If not, at least two cuttings per plant removed shall be taken,
propagsted at a native plant nursery, then replanted on-site.
(2) . Monitoring of the transplanting/replanting shall be required.
f. Residential structures shall be located within their respective building sites, so that no oak or
manzanita removal outs:de of the building envelope will be necessary for fire saféty/setback

purposes. - ,

*An oak tree is defined as having a six inch diameter at 4.5 feet from the ground.
Noise - : : ‘

To minimize the potential noise impacts (Asquith report; July, 1990; and County Noise Element) from the
adjacent. Highway 101, the applicant agrees to incorporate the following: .

23. Prior to building permit issuance for residences, all residential structures for Lots 1 and 2 shall be
located outside of the'65dB "recommended (noise) setback 2one" (see attached map).

24, Prior to building permit issuance for residences, all residéntial structures for Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 10,
11 and 12 that propose development within the futire 60 to 65 dB line (see attached map) shall

Developer's Statement for Sejera 1ract Map; ED90-734, I R90-1931 » Page7
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mcorporate appropnate County Noise Element mitigation mto the design of the project to reduce
future exterior noise levels to an acceptable level (60 dB).

Visual

To minimize potential visual impacts to the Highway 101 viewshed from residential development on
proposed Lots 1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 11 and 12, the applicant and successors-in-interest, agree to the following:

25.  Prior to issuance of a building permit for development on each of these lots, 2 landscapmg plan
shall be prepared by the applicant and submitted to the County (Environmental Division) for review
and approval, that provides landscaping to screen/break up all future residences and accessory
structures as seen from the Highway 101 viewshed. At least 80% of the vegetation shall be
evergreen and considered fast-growing (reach maturity within five years. Tree container sizes shall
be no less than 15 gallons each. Intermittent grouping of trees is an acceptable method of screening.
A regular watering system/scedule.shall also be included in the plan. Retaining walls and cut/fill
slopes greater than three feet in height that are visible to the Highway 101 corridor shall also be
landscaped. Implementatxon of this landscaping plan shall be completed prior to occupancy

26.  Prior to issuance of a building permit for development on each of these lols, to minimize
potential contrast between future structires with the: surrounding environment, the applicant shall
provide a color/material pallette that shows the uSe of neutral exterior structure colors: "Soft-
textured materials such as stone, masonry, plaster, tile and wood may also be incorporated into
structure design as long as it blends with the surrounding environment.

27.  All structures within the Highway 101 viewshed are encouraged to be of a single story or split-level
design. ' If two-story structures are proposed.they shall be placed on the lower half of the building
envelope. All structures shall be articulated with. vaned roof lines and facade setbacks, in efforts to
avoid large single-planed surfaces. . :

28.  When possible, structures shall be located where existing oak trees will act as a pamal v1sual screen
from Highway 101, as long as significant impacts will not occur for the exlstmg oak trees and CDF
requirements -can be met.

29.  Prior to issaance of a building permit for development on each of these lots, any gradiig plan
shall show the top and bottom edges of all cut and fill areas will be "rounded"” to better blend with
the natural topography.

The applicant understands that any changes made to the project subsequent to this environmental
determination must be reviewed by the Environmental Coordinator’s. Office.and may require a new
environmental determination for the project. By signing this agreemen4 the owner(s) agrees to:and
accepts the incorporation of the above-discussed measures into the proposed project.

) | 7//%/ 78

v Lt -
Name (Print) )
CAOFFICEWPWIN\WPDOCS\PRONSEJERA\DS. WPD
Developer's Statement for Sejera Tract Map; ED90-734, ﬂ@_. 0-1931 Pige 5
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INTER-OFFICE MEMO

Big ..

TO: Jobn D. McKenzie, Planning Dept. 8
e .
' [ veand
FROM: .  Mikel Goodwin, Enginecﬁngpe@ =
SUBJECT: Tract 1951, Cimarron Way - =
. : o s .
DATE; 04 April 1998 : - &
. . e . u
[

Historv - This connectxon h.as been part of our circulation plan for this nexghborhood since it's creation. We first looked
this:subdivision in 1990 and have requested this-connection each time it comes up for discussion. Currently both ends of
Cimarron Way show on the.old Land Use Maps used for vicinity miaps. It does not show on the current: South County
Rural Circulation Maps as it is considered a local road and only collector and arterial roads are considered on the

Circulation maps.

Policies and Regufations - The Real Property Division Ordinance requires a minimum of. 50 feet for a road: rxght-of—way
when it will be a fitll width street. The parcels adjoining Tract 1931 are already at the minimum size for the zoning,
thérefore there is no possibility of obtaining additional igtit-of-way at this time from future subdivisions, meaning we
must Consider this to be the ultimate development for this road.  The state fire safety regs have a maximum length for 2
‘dead end road. For § ac t0'20 ac lot sizes thar is 2640 feet. Since it is less than 2400 feet to lot six, this subdivision by it
self meets this requirement, however when we look at the neighborhood, witliout the Cimarron Way connection that has
been planned for decades-all of the Rimrock Rd., Dana-Foothill and Upper Los Berros Area does not comply. This is one
chance to remedy that concemn. Another solution was proposed to the applicant but rejected and that was to connect the
two portions of Daga-Foothill Road.. This connection would also provide.secondary access and it is shown on the Land
Use Circulation Maps as'a future collector. Broken Arrow Way was also proposed for 2 connection but was lost some
years back, without Broken Arrow the Cimarron corinettion becomes more. important. Board Resol 91-366 will require
that the Cimarron secondary access road be paved eighteen feet wide with four foot gravel shoulders The Plapning

Commission could mochfy that policy'ona case by case basrs.

Comments - Previous alignment proposa!s for Cimarron were constrained by an environmentaily sensitive area, a barn
and. corrals are now built in that area, so thiis particular restraint is probably no longer important. A connection between
the two portions of Cimarron Way is fieédéd, the applicants proposal will meét the requirements of the ordinance and
policies, it is not a desirable solution from the Engineering Dept point of view. We still prefér that the main road through
the project connect to tie:northern Cimarron. If the “perimeter road” is emergency only and has.a “crash gare” installed at
the northern end, it will become overgrown without traffic if constructed as a gravel road and will deteriorate quickly if
AC (aspha!t pavemem;s geed waffic to knead the mix and keep flexiblé, to prevent drying and cracking). With no use there
will be ng “eyes™ to see when maintenance is needed, the road could become impassible after 2 major storm without
anyone knowing, ‘The left turn pocket on Thompson Road may be-desirable because of the proximity to-the HWY. 101
on and 6ff ramps. The intersection is probably far enough away not to be a gréblem. Considering the left turn pocket
based on traffic counts, it does notappear to be needed. Sight distance is marginial bitt appears to meet the minimum
requirements. Ifitis nmpormnx to have a hard answer [ would sug,est an analysxs by a rraﬂic engmeer

Recommendation - No Ieft turn pocket is needed at this time. The sight distance should be adequate. " Cimarron Way
should go thought the project, be paved and open to traffic. Since the “perimeter road” ¢an meet'the requirements of the
county with a few adjustments, the applicants proposal should be considered. The condmons and requirements suggested

in May of 1997 are still valid.
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‘ . Sa.« LUIS OB!SPO COUNTY
DEPAR'IT’IENT OF PLANN!NG AND BUILDING
ALEX HINDS
DIRECTOR
ASSISTANT BrabCeeis
ENVIRONMENTAL C%QR%%&
THIS IS A NEW PROTECT REFERRAL | mccaY
CHIEF BUILDINC OFFIC!AL
. DATE: &S =-723-37 RMA SALISBU
— ! ADMXNImATWE SERV!CES OF?!CER
C 2 = %!HE&Q{HC\ T4~ 3/~ <z /62&
o mou. k/A» Project Name & Number  /
K pment Review Section (PHONE: 781. /S 73 )

R 50
momcrnzscxmon. _gggém#a_/ o= Tlber 73/ A'/@W)

_44)&M¢J&@/M_%_&G§%g§

«. PARTI ISTHE A‘ITACHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE FOR YOU TO DO YOUR REVIEW’
¥ YES (Pleassgoonto P-\RT 18y}
NO  (Call me ASAP to discuss what else you neced. We have only 30 days in which we must
accept the project as complete or request additional information. )
m ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR AREA OF
REVIEW? ’ : :
__NO  (Plesss go on to PART IIL)
—YES (Please describe impacts, ilong with'recommended mitigation measures to reduce the
impacts to im-t.han-sxgm.xant levels, and attach to this Jetter.)

PART ITT INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION. Please attach any conditioas of
approval you recommend to be incorporated iato the project’s approval, or state reasons for recommending denial.
IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT," FLEASE SO INDICATE, OR CALL- 02 Deibe o sies

LaRrees | [ ot veq b Tiowpsen Biad wlsles b @M

a\[ Frec Sue [@as — B Ren!  coy sae o M mné. 0 gl med  3s Ts
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.Széa-g;_@ a3 _L&fw:_

Aaav-mlm? ITIRE S C.ch-lp)sﬁlf Daiat - Fotmll Bd  THR4 o TUE SE, s f'ﬂ/ﬂnsb/

REF!tr\\lIBI%nJ SA"’SF& e "Ermal yt-swvem-w ‘.'>wL T feel 4 15 A 435
- COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTRR - .Smwsc)asro CALFORMIA 93408 - (805)781—5600°Fm.(805);_81-13‘42025624
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" CDF/ SLO CUUNTY™™ ™ con womm sl
FIRE DEPARTMENT i s

635 N. SANTA ROSA ¢ SAN LUIS OBISPO » CALIFORNIA 93405

RECE®ED
JUN 18 1597

S L 0 \,_:,. :_Y
Mr. Jay Johnson PLANMNING 3_;‘{'
SLO County Planning
County Government Center
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

June 10, 1987

SUBJECT: ., Tract 1931/Sejera (Thompson)
Dear Mr. ' Johnson:

I joined Mike Goodwin from County Engineering and met with the
applicant and agent on site July 29, 1996. The re-submittal of
Tract 1931 is a response to the conditions we d:.scussed on site.

The preferred alignment of Cirmarron Way would allow traff:.c to’
drive through the applicant's existing parcels. This was not
acceptable to the applicant. The existing proposal provides
necéssary area circulation and avoids creating a dead-end road over
1/2 mile serving' parcels less than 20 acres. Although the road
alz.gnmem: is not ideal, it meets the access and area circulation
requirements identified in County Land Use Ordinance 22.05.104 and
the 1994 Uniform Fire Code.

Leonard Mansell, 781-5199, can assist the applicant with road
‘naming requirements. ' .

The: existing dwellings shall Dbe brought into compliance with
current life/safety requlrements prior to recording of the map.
Our records show the last inspection for project #B894439-001 was
on July 1, 1992. This is one of the Thompson Family Trust (Sejera)
- parcels. Minor addressing and water storage tank requirements have
still not been finaled.

For your information, other related projects include ED- 90-734 and
C0-94-087.

SERVING MANY OF THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF SAN LUIS OBISPO CQUNTY .
°3 Inciuding the communities of:

' i Avila Valley Cholame Heritage Ranch Pan Shandon
Catifornia Valley Crestan Nipomg Parkhilt | Simmier
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‘The proposed subdivision will require a final inspection cértifying
all fire/life safety requirements have been completed prior to
recordation of the final map. The applicant or agent can call 543-
4244 ext. 2220 and arrange for an inspection.

If I can provide additional information or assistance, please call
.me at 543-4244, ext. 2122. I am available Monday - Wednesday 8:00-

5:00.
Sincerely, i
Tim Eckles . ST
Fire Captain

iad '

cc: Dan Anderson, Battalion Chief .
Tim Roberts '
Caroline Sejera

vy g
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DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

ALEX HINDS'
DIRECT OR
SRYCE
ASSISTANT om?gr%g
. - EFER ENV!RO.NMENTKL E%%’ég?&%&.
SIS A PQOJ'ECT AL . )

- Z p 7 - CHIEF BUIL&%%#SCCXAAZ

DAIE: . ADM:N!STMRVE'SENmess OFI?:&‘;
T0: éw Hmuﬁ-\ T (73] — - Splaed

Project Name & Numben -. 7 . +(/

FROM: dk Review Section (PHONE: 731- 4573 L
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: M 723/ Aﬁfa» )
A /) parel ,Sa/://:_éaz__f/é’v ("SB;QL

his 1 with-ve ter /ﬁ?27 1777
PARTT iS THE ATTAm NFORMATION ADEQUATE FOR YOU TO DO YOUR REVIEW’

- YES (P!asegoon.oPAR‘l'IL)

NO (Call me ASAP to discuss what else vou need. Wehavean!y30dzysmwhxchwcmxm
accept the project as complete or request additional information.)

_ OZART Il ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS, PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR AREA OF

NO {Please go on to PART I11.)

YES (Please describe impacts, along Mth'mcnmmended mitigation measures to reduce the
impacts 10 less-than-significant levels, and anach to this letter.)

PART T INDICATE YOUR RECOMMENDATION FOR FINAL ACTION. Please attach any conditions of
' appmvalyoumommd to be incorporated into the project’s approval, or state reasons for recommending denial.
IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT,” PLEASE SO INDICA’I‘E, OR CALL. .

:::xu\umzse EH—'%‘“’M é“'“ﬁjlﬁ»z%a«bfﬂzm

COUNTY GOVERNMENT CINTER - SAN LU OBSPO - CAUFORNA. 93408 = (B05) 781-5600 - FAX (8051131-1,2‘42085624
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DEPARTMENT OF PLANNI N(u AND BUI LDING

ALEX HINDS
DIRECTOR

- P BRYCE TINGLE
: ASSISTANT DIRECTOR

ELLEN CARROLL
ENWRONMENTAL COQRDINATOR

SIS A NEW PROJECT REFERRAL o BARNEY MCCAY
) o : , S ' Cmer BUILDING OFFICIAL
.DATE: __4/1¢ [427 . : ' NORMA SALISBURY
: ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES OFFICER
1%0;4 Fnampf Cing <c,hfimmach/ 5‘{6656/
~ Project Name & Number -*

/e.d /"\(’,nc,{/)‘ .
(j Development’ Revxew Section (PHONE 781-_5 74;} -

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: __of [ine ad jusrime ;s c:rF {@(r(e/s

R his | with v ur omm attached no lat 4/ "’O/G_

PART I "IS THE ATTACHED INFORMATION ADEQUATE FOR YOU TO DO YOUR REVIEW?

Y. YES. (Pleasegoon to PART II )

NO (Call me ASAP to discuss what else you peed. We have only 30 days in which we must -
accept the pto_]ect as complele or requxt addztxonal information.) o

.PART IO ARE THERE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS PROBLEMS OR IMPACTS IN YOUR AREA OF
REVIEW? ' .

y° NO {Please.go on to PART IL.)

YES  (Pleasé describe impacts, along with recommended. mitigation mmsurcs to reduce the
impacts to less-than-significant levels, and attach to this letter.)

PART Il INDICATE YOUR. RECOMMENDATIOI"} FOR FINAL ACTION. Pleasé attach any conditions of
approval you recommend. to be incorporated into the project’s approval, or state reasons for recommending denial.
IF YOU HAVE "NO COMMENT PLEASE.SO INDICATE, OR CALL. . :

@wgﬂ:f Aﬁmom/‘/’—’" A La:-t’-l&/e.us

- REC="20
14 Ao, 97 Goodewsr : L8282 GUuniYENG
.7 - T2A.2 Ul AREBTME?‘NNTEER‘NG_

Date Name ‘ .- : Phone

REF.1e\1/23/96/ . - . ) .
COUNTY GOVERNWENT GNTER - SAN LUS OISO - CAORWA 93408 - (805) 7815600 - FAx (805) 7811242 OR 5624
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