MONTEREY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

Meeting: July 9, 2008 Time: 4> Q0 AN I Agenda Item No.: 3

Project Description: Combined Development Permit consisting of: (1) a Use Permit for
development on slopes in excess of 30% to allow the demolition of an existing drainage facility,
the construction of a replacement drainage facility required to mitigate stormwater runoff within
subwatershed no. 7 as defined in the Canyon Del Rey Watershed Master Drainage Plan, and
grading (approx. 7,200 cu. yds. cut/ 7,200 cu. yds. fill); and (2) an Administrative Permit to allow
development within a Site Plan Review district or "S" zoning district.

Project Location: 24700 Bit Road, Monterey APN: 416-193-013-000

Planning File Number: PLN060378 Name: Douglas & Lu Ann Meador TRS,
Property Owner

Plan Area: Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan | Flagged and staked: No

Zoning Designation: RDR/B-6-D-S [Rural Density Residential with Building Site, Design
Control, and Site Plan Review Overlays]

CEQA Action: Categorically Exempt per Section 15302

Department: RMA - Planning Department

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission approve Combined Development Permit based
on the Findings and Evidence (Exhibit C) and subject to recommended conditions of approval
(Exhibit D).

PROJECT OVERVIEW:

The Doug and Lu Ann Meador (“Applicants™) project application requests site improvements
proposed within an existing drainage easement to allow for the construction of a new drainage
facility. The existing stormwater detention/retention pond is inadequate and failing. The
proposed facility been designed to exceed the County stormwater detention standards for new
development although it consumes less space than the existing facility. These improvements
consist of the demolition of the existing drainage facility and grading of approximately 7,200
cubic yards of cut and 7,200 cubic yards fill. These grading activities include earth movement on
small portions of slopes exceeding 30%, which requires review and approval by the Planning
Commission pursuant to Monterey County Code. These improvements are the second part of a
two-part project. Part one was the approval of an amendment to the subdivision’s final map to
accommodate the proposed drainage facility and part two is to obtain approval to allow earth
movement on-site. Substantial evidence supports the conclusion that project related impacts will
result in less than significant or no impact on environmental resources. No unusual
circumstances, unresolved issues, or adverse environmental impacts were identified during
project review. The project, as described and conditioned, is consistent will all applicable County
of Monterey policies and regulations. Please see Exhibit B for a detailed discussion.

OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
v Salinas Rural Fire Protection District ¥" Water Resources Agency
v Public Works Department v" Environmental Health Division

The above checked agencies and departments have reviewed this project. Conditions
recommended by Planning, Public Works Department, and Water Resources Agency have been
incorporated into the Condition Compliance and Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Plan (Exhibit
D).




LUAC RECOMMENDATION:

The project was referred to the Greater Monterey Peninsula Land Use Advisory Committee
(LUAC) on August 16, 2006. The LUAC recommended approved the project with a 3-0 vote
with one member absent. The minutes are attached as Exhibit G.

Note: The decision on this project is appealable to the Board of Supervisors.

Elisa Manuguerra, As&iate Planner

(831) 755-5179, manuguerrae@co.monterey.ca.us

June 19, 2008

cc: Front Counter Copy; Planning Commission Members; Public Works; Water Resources
Agency; Environmental Health; Parks Department; Salinas Rural Fire Protection
District; Laura Lawrence, Planning Manager; Doug and Lu Ann Meador,
Applicant/Owner; John Bridges, Fenton & Keller, Attorney Agent; Greater Monterey
Peninsula LUAC members (5); Project File PLN060378.

Attachments: Exhibit A
Exhibit B
Exhibit C
Exhibit D
Exhibit E
Exhibit F
Exhibit G
Exhibit H

Exhibit I
Exhibit J
Exhibit K
Exhibit L
Exhibit M
Exhibit N-1
Exhibit N-2

Exhibit O

This report was reviewed by Laura

Project Data Sheet

Project Overview

Recommended Findings and Evidence

Recommended Conditions of Approval

Vicinity Map

Project Plan

LUAC Minutes

Mesa Hills West Final Map, recorded at Volume 17, Page 12 of Parcel
Maps

Mesa Hills West Tentative Map, Resolution No. 82-66

John Bolten Minor Subdivision, Resolution No. MS 84-40

John Bolten Minor Subdivision Amendment, Resolution No.

MS 88-90

John Bridges letter dated August 9, 2005

Curtis Weeks letter dated August 29, 2005

Drainage Report prepared by WWD Corporation for Meador Property,
Assessor’s Parcel Number 416-193-013-000 (LIB070165)

Drainage Report prepared by WWD Corporation for Meador Property,
Assessor’s Parcel Number 416-193-013-000 (LIB080281)

Boots Road Maintenance Association letter dated April 3, 2007

, Planning Services Manager



EXHIBIT A

Project Information for PLN060378

Project Title: MEADOR J DOUGLAS & LU ANN TRS
Location: 24700 BIT RD MONTEREY Primary APN:  416-193-013-000
Applicable Plan: Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan Coastal Zone: No
Permit Type: Combined Development Permit Zoning: RDR/B-6-D-S
Environmental Status: MND Plan Designation: RDR 5 AC+/UN
Advisory Committee: N/A Final Action Deadline (884): 9/8/2008
Project Site Data:
. Coverage Allowed: 25%
Lot Size: 40 AC Coverage Proposed: () SF
Existing Structures (sf): ) SF Height Allowed: 30 FT
Proposed Structures (sf): N/A Height Proposed: ( FT
Total Sq. Ft.: N/A FAR Allowed: N/A
FAR Proposed: N/A
Resource Zones and Reports:
Environmentally Sensitive Habitat: No Erosion Hazard Zone: V
Biological Report # N/A Soils Report # N/A
Forest Management Rpt. #: N/A
Archaeological Sensitivity Zone: MODERATE Geologic Hazard Zone: V]
Archaeological Report # N/A Geologic Report#: N/A
Fire Hazard Zone: HIGH Traffic Report # N/A
Other Information:
Water Source: N/A Sewage Disposal (method): N/A
Water Dist/Co: N/A Sewer District Name: N/A
Fire District: SATINAS RURAL Grading (cubic yds.):  14,400.0
Tree Removal: N/A

Date Printed: 06/19/2008



EXHIBIT B
PROJECT OVERVIEW

Project Description

The subject property consists of scenic easement, drainage easement, and a small portion available
for residential development. The property owners request to improve the existing drainage facility
located on the property within the drainage easement. Improvements to the dam are necessary to
comply with Water Resources Agency requests for improvements to the flow and capacity
capabilities of the failing dam in its present condition. In order to make these improvements,
entitlements must be secured for (1) an amendment to the subdivision’s parcel map to allow the
adjustment of existing drainage easement boundary (PLN070643) and (2) the physical site
improvements for grading (PLN060378).

Figure 1. Assessor’s Parcel Number 416-193-013-000
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On June 12, 2008, the Minor Subdivision Committed approved Planning File No. PLN070643,
an Amendment to the Mesa Hills West Final Map recorded at Volume 17, Page 12 of Parcel
Maps (Resolution No. MS 84-40) to include the abandonment of an existing 145,600 square foot
drainage easement boundary and the dedication of a 25,000 square foot drainage easement
boundary. It is necessary to amend the Mesa Hills West Final Map, attached as Exhibit H,
because small portions of the proposed drainage improvements would occur outside the existing
drainage easement boundary.

The subject development application, the second phase of this project, requests a Combined
Development Permit to allow the demolition of an existing drainage facility, the construction of a
" replacement drainage facility and grading (approx. 7,200 cu. yds. cut/ 7,200 cu. yds. fill). In order
to complete these improvements, the applicants must secure a Use Permit for development on
slopes in excess of 30% for the demolition and construction of the drainage facility and an
Administrative Permit to allow development within a Site Plan Review district or "S" zoning
district. The Applicants are proposing to replacement the existing pond designed to limit the 100-
year post-development runoff rate to the 2-year pre-development rate. The pond is designed with
9,163 cubic feet of silt storage capacity and 41,852 cubic feet of stormwater storage capacity. The
design criterion exceeds the County stormwater detention standards for new development.

Setting

The property is zoned Rural Density Residential with Building Site, Design Control, and Site

Plan Review zoning district overlays (RDR/B-6-D-S) and is located southwesterly of the

intersection of Highway 68 and Boots Road, approximately 10 miles outside the Monterey City
3



limits. The 40-acre subdivision area is surrounded by low-density residential uses. The parcel is
dominated by dense stands of mature mixed-oak woodland and constrained by steep slopes at the
northern portion. The drainage easement area, located near the intersection of Highway 68 and Bit
Road, has been cleared overtime; it is not heavily vegetated. See Figures 2 and 3 below.

Project Background

The parcel was created by the Mesa Hills West Subdivision in 1982. The tentative map and
resolution of the subdivision are attached as Exhibits H & I. The Final EIR prepared for the Mesa
Hills West Subdivision indicates that the subject parcel and respective drainage infrastructure were
designed to accommodate Sub-watershed No. 7 of the Canyon del Rey Watershed. The Sub
watershed No. 7 has a tributary drainage of 196 acres that includes Lots 31-33, 36-47, and portions
of Lots 1, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 34, and 35 of the Mesa West Subdivision. The subject 40-acre
property was a remainder parcel of the Mesa West Subdivision, which contained a drainage facility
as prescribed by the project’s EIR, specifically as Mitigation Measure No. 9, which required on-site
drainage for the Mesa West Subdivision area to be directed to three retention/siltation basins. The
drainage facility on the subject parcel is one of these three retention/siltation basins. The drainage
easement in its present configuration was recorded on the property as a result of Minor Subdivision
Resolution No. 88-90 (John Bolten Minor Subdivision).

In 1986, the John Bolten Minor Subdivision and the adoption of Minor Subdivision Resolution No.
84-40, attached as Exhibit J, further subdivided the subject 40-acre parcel. This subdivision
resulted in the creation of Parcel A, a 20.886-acre parcel, and Parcel B, a 19.114-acre parcel. Parcel
A, consists of a 19.84 acres in scenic easement and 1.046 acres available for residential
development. Parcel B consists of 10.655 acres in scenic easement, the road alignment for Boots
Road, and the subject drainage easement. It is important to note that Conditions 10 and 11 of
Subdivision Resolution No 88-90 specifically address concerns regarding the dam. Condition No.
10 requires that “a study be done by a Registered Civil Engineer to determine the adequacy and
condition of the dam and the adequacy of the pond for its intended purpose of storm water
detention.” In addition, Condition No. 11 specifies that the future owners of the Parcel 2 are
responsible to ensure that inspections and maintenance of the dam occur on a regular basis. In 1988,
an Amendment to the John Bolten Minor Subdivision Resolution No. 88-90 (Exhibit K) amended
the original subdivision approval. This amendment modified Condition No. 11 from requiring that
the property owner be responsible for the regular inspection and maintenance of the dam to
requiring the Boots Road Maintenance Association be responsible for the maintenance of the dam,
-outlet facilities, and the periodic removal of accumulated sediment. The current property owner,
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Douglas & Lu Ann Meador, requests the subject application for the drainage easement amendment,
however correspondence attached at Exhibit O, confirms that their request is an action on behalf
of the Boots Road Maintenance Association.

Development on Slopes exceeding 30%

Monterey County Code, Section 21.64.230.C requires a Use Permit for development on slopes
“exceeding 30%; there are no exceptions to this requirement. The Applicants request to demolish
and construct a drainage facility on-site, which will require the movement of approximately
14,400 cubic yards of soil. The existing facility is best described as a wide pond with a berm at
the northern face. The berm is approximately 210 linear feet in length, 60 linear feet wide, and 10
feet in height. Along the eastern border of the drainage, easement earth movement is proposed on
slopes exceeding 30% to allow the recontouring of the land surrounding the new drainage facility
as shown at Figure 4 below. County code requires development on slopes exceeding 30% to be
the minimum required under the circumstances of the case. The proposed development on slopes
exceeding 30% consist of the removal of the man-made berm and recontouring adjacent areas to
provide a natural be blending with the surrounding landscape. Considering development consists
of deconstructing man-made slopes and balancing soil materials on-site there does not appear to '
be areas that will unnecessarily be disturbed by the proposed construction activities. Staff finds
the proposed development on slopes exceeding 30% to be the minimum required under the
circumstances of the case.
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Environmental Review / California Environmental Quality Act Compliance

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15302 (Class 2) categorically
exempts the replacement or reconstruction of existing structures and facilities where the new
structure will be located on the same site as the structure replace and will have substantially the
same purpose and capacity as the structure replaced. The existing drainage easement is a like-for-
like replacement of the existing drainage facility that is failing.



Greater Monterey Peninsula Land Use Advisory Committee Review

The project was referred to the Greater Monterey Peninsula (LUAC) on August 16, 2006. The
LUAC recommended approval of the site improvements with a 3-0 vote with one member absent
to include the condition that the Applicants install a grate over the culvert, which passes under
Bit Road. This recommendation has been incorporated as Condition of Approval No. 9. The
minutes are attached as Exhibit G.

Conclusion
The proposed site improvements to allow the construction of a new drainage facility are
consistent with applicable Monterey County policies, requirements, and standards. The project
will not have a significant environmental effect subject to adherence to recommended conditions
of approval.



1. FINDING:

EVIDENCE:

EXHIBIT C
RECOMMENDED FINDINGS AND EVIDENCE

CONSISTENCY - The subject Combined Development Permit
(PLN060378), as described in Condition No. 1 and as conditioned, conforms
to the policies, requirements, and standards of the Monterey County General
Plan, Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan, Greater Monterey Peninsula
Area Plan Inventory and Analysis, and the Monterey County Zoning
Ordinance (Title 21), which designates this area as appropriate for residential
development.

(a) The text, policies, and regulations in the above referenced documents have
been evaluated during the course of review of applications. No conflicts
were found to exist. No communications were received during the course
of review of the project indicating any inconsistencies with the text,
policies, and regulations in these documents.

(b) The property is located at 24700 Bit Road, Monterey (Assessor's Parcel
Number 416-193-013-000), Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan. The
property is zoned “RDR/B-6-D-S” or Rural Density Residential with
Building Site, Design Control, and Site Plan Review zoning district
overlays. The property complies with the size requirements of the land use
and zoning designations.

(c) Site Plan Review or “S” zoning requires review of development in those
areas of the County of Monterey where development, by reason of its
location has the potential to adversely affect or be adversely affected by
natural resources or site constraints, without imposing undue restrictions
on private property. Section 21.45.040.C of the Monterey County Zoning
Ordinance (Title 21) requires an Administrative Permit for the
construction of structures, additions, deposit, or removal of materials. As
such, this Combined Development Permit includes an Administrative
Permit for the site improvements within the drainage easement.

(d) Design Control or “D” zoning requires design review of structures to
assures the protection of the public viewshed, neighborhood character, and
the visually integrity of certain developments without imposing undue
restrictions on private property. The construction of structures is not part
of the subject application and therefore a Design Approval application 1is
not incorporated.

(e) Monterey County Code, Section 21.64.230.C requires a Use Permit for
development on slopes exceeding 30%. See Finding 4.

(f) The project was referred to the Greater Monterey Peninsula (LUAC) on
August 16, 2006. The LUAC recommended approval of the site
improvements with a 3-0 vote with one member absent to include the
condition that the Applicants install a grate over the culvert, which passes
under Bit Road. This recommendation has been incorporated as Condition
of Approval No. 9. The minutes are attached as Exhibit G of the July 9,
2008 Planning Commission Staff Report.

(2) The project planner conducted a site inspection on July 13, 2006 to verify
that the project on the subject parcel conforms to the plans listed above.

(h) The application, project plans, and related support materials submitted by
the project applicant to the Monterey County Resource Management
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. Agency — Planning Department for the proposed development found in
7 Project File PLN060378.

2. FINDING: SITE SUITABILITY - The site is physically suitable for the use proposed.
EVIDENCE: (a) The project has been reviewed for site suitability by the following

3 departments and agencies: RMA - Planning Department, Salinas Rural
Fire Protection District, Parks Department, Public Works, Environmental
Health Division, Water Resources Agency, and Housing &
Redevelopment. There has been no indication from these
departments/agencies that the site is not suitable for the proposed
development. Conditions recommended have been incorporated.

(b) The property is located at 24700 Bit Road, Monterey (Assessor's Parcel
Number 416-193-013-000), Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan. The
property is zoned “RDR/B-6-D-S” or Rural Density Residential with
Building Site, Design Control, and Site Plan Review zoning district
overlays. The property complies with the size requirements of the land use
and zoning designations. '

(c) On June 12, 2008, the Minor Subdivision Committed approved Planning
File No. PLN070643, an Amendment to the Mesa Hills West Final Map
recorded at Volume 17, Page 12 of Parcel Maps (Resolution No. MS 84-
40) to include the abandonment of an existing 145,600 square foot
drainage easement boundary and the dedication of a 25,000 square foot
drainage easement boundary. It is necessary to amend the Mesa Hills West
Final Map, attached as Exhibit H of the July 9, 2008 Planning
Commission Staff Report, because small portions of the proposed drainage
improvements would occur outside the existing drainage easement
boundary. The subject development application, the second phase of this
project, requests a Combined Development Permit to allow the demolition
of an existing drainage facility, the construction of a replacement drainage
facility and grading (approx. 7,200 cu. yds. cut/ 7,200 cu. yds. fill). In
order to complete these improvements, the applicants must secure a Use
Permit for development on slopes in excess of 30% for the demolition and
construction of the drainage facility and an Administrative Permit to allow
development within a Site Plan Review district or "S" zoning district. The
Applicants are proposing to replacement the existing pond designed to
limit the 100-year post-development runoff rate to the 2-year pre-
development rate. The pond is designed with 9,163 cubic feet of silt
storage capacity and 41,852 cubic feet of stormwater storage capacity. The

“design criterion exceeds the County stormwater detention standards for
new development.

(d) The parcel was created by the Mesa Hills West Subdivision in 1982. The
resolution and tentative map of the subdivision are attached as Exhibit H & I
to the July 9, 2008 Planning Commission Staff Report. The Final EIR
prepared for the Mesa Hills West Subdivision indicates that the subject
parcel and respective drainage infrastructure was designed to accommodate
Sub-watershed No. 7 of the Canyon del Rey Watershed. The Sub watershed
No. 7 has a tributary drainage of 196 acres that includes Lots 31-33, 36-47,

i and portions of Lots 1, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 34, and 35 of the Mesa West

Subdivision. The subject 40-acre property was a remainder parcel of the
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3. FINDING:

Mesa West Subdivision, which contained a drainage facility as prescribed by
the project’s EIR, specifically as Mitigation Measure No. 9, which required
on-site drainage for the Mesa West Subdivision area to be directed to three
retention/siltation basins. The drainage facility on the subject parcel is one of
these three retention/siltation basins. The drainage easement in its present
configuration was recorded on the property as a result of Minor Subdivision
Amendment Resolution No. 88-90 (John Bolten Minor Subdivision).

(e) In 1986, the John Bolten Minor Subdivision and the adoption of Minor
Subdivision Resolution No. 84-40, attached as Exhibit J to the July 9, 2008
Planning Commission Staff Report, further subdivided the subject 40-acre
parcel. This subdivision resulted in the creation of Parcel A, a 20.886-acre
parcel, and Parcel B, a 19.114-acre parcel. Parcel A, consists of a 19.84
acres in scenic easement and 1.046 acres available for residential
development. Parcel B consists of 10.655 acres in scenic easement, the road
alignment for Boots Road, and the subject drainage easement. It is important
to note that Conditions 10 and 11 of Subdivision Resolution No 88-90
specifically address concerns regarding the dam. Condition No. 10 requires
that “a study be done by a Registered Civil Engineer to determine the
adequacy and condition of the dam and the adequacy of the pond for its
intended purpose of storm water detention.” In addition, Condition No. 11
specifies that the future owners of the Parcel 2 are responsible to ensure that
inspections and maintenance of the dam occur on a regular basis. In 1988, an
Amendment to the John Bolten Minor Subdivision Resolution No. 88-90
(Exhibit K to the July 9, 2008 Planning Commission Staff Report)
amended the original subdivision approval. This amendment modified
Condition No. 11 from requiring that the property owner be responsible for
the regular inspection and maintenance of the dam to requiring the Boots
Road Maintenance Association be responsible for the maintenance of the
dam, outlet facilities, and the periodic removal of accumulated sediment.
The current property owner, Douglas & Lu Ann Meador, requests the
subject application for the drainage easement amendment, however
correspondence attached as Exhibit O to the July 9, 2008 Planning
Commission Staff Report, confirms that their request is an action on
behalf of the Boots Road Maintenance Association.

(f) Drainage Report prepared by WWD Corporation for Meador Property,
Assessor’s Parcel Number 416-193-013-000 dated March 2007
(LIB070165).

(2) Drainage Report prepared by WWD Corporation for Meador Property,
Assessor’s Parcel Number 416-193-013-000 dated May 15, 2006
(LIB080281).

(h) Staff conducted a site visit on July 13, 2006 to verify that the site is
suitable for this use.

(i) The application, project plans, and related support materials submitted by
the project applicant to the Monterey County Resource Management
Agency — Planning Department for the proposed development found in
Project File No. PLN060378.

CEQA (Exempt) — The project is categorically exempt from environmental
review and no unusual circumstances were identified to exist for the proposed

project.
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EVIDENCE: (a) California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15302.

4. FINDING:

Class 2 categorically exempts the replacement or reconstruction of existing
structures and facilities where the new structure will be located on the
same site as the structure replace and will have substantially the same
purpose and capacity as the structure replaced. The new structure will be
located on the same site as the structure replace and will have substantially
the same purpose and capacity as the structure replaced. The existing
drainage easement is a like-for-like replacement of the existing drainage
facility that is failing.

(b) On June 12, 2008, the Minor Subdivision Committed approved Planning

File No. PLN070643, an Amendment to the Mesa Hills West Final Map
recorded at Volume 17, Page 12 of Parcel Maps (Resolution No. MS 84-
40) to include the abandonment of an existing 145,600 square foot
drainage easement boundary and the dedication of a 25,000 square foot
drainage easement boundary. It is necessary to amend the Mesa Hills West
Final Map, attached as Exhibit H of the July 9, 2008 Planning
Commission Staff Report, because small portions of the proposed drainage
improvements would occur outside the existing drainage easement
boundary. The subject development application, the second phase of this
project, requests a Combined Development Permit to allow the demolition
of an existing drainage facility, the construction of a replacement drainage
facility and grading (approx. 7,200 cu. yds. cut/ 7,200 cu. yds. fill). In
order to complete these improvements, the applicants must secure a Use
Permit for development on slopes in excess of 30% for the demolition and
construction of the drainage facility and an Administrative Permit to allow
development within a Site Plan Review district or "S" zoning district. The
Applicants are proposing to replacement the existing pond designed to
limit the 100-year post-development runoff rate to the 2-year pre-
development rate. The pond is designed with 9,163 cubic feet of silt
storage capacity and 41,852 cubic feet of stormwater storage capacity. The
design criterion exceeds the County stormwater detention standards for
new development. No adverse environmental effects were identified
during staff review of the project application and during site-visits on July
13, 2006.

(c) See preceding and following findings and supporting evidence.

DEVELOPMENT ON SLOPES IN EXCESS OF 30% - The project, as
conditioned, is consistent with the Regulations for Development on Slopes in

- Excess of 30%, Section 21.64.230 of the Monterey County Zoning Ordinance
(Title 21). As such, there exists no feasible alternative, which would allow
development to occur on slopes less than 30%.

EVIDENCE: (a) The subject property consists of scenic easement, drainage easement, and a

small portion and available for residential development. The property
owners request to improve the existing drainage facility located on the
property within the drainage easement. Improvements to the dam are
necessary to comply with Water Resources Agency requests for
improvements to the flow and capacity capabilities of the failing dam in its
present conditions. In order to make these improvements entitlements must
be secured for (1) an amendment to the subdivision’s parcel map to allow
the adjustment of existing drainage easement boundary (PLN070643) and
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(2) the physical site improvements for grading (PLN060378). On June 12,
2008, the Minor Subdivision Committed approved Planning File No.
PI.N070643, an Amendment to the Mesa Hills West Final Map recorded at
Volume 17, Page 12 of Parcel Maps (Resolution No. MS 84-40) to include
the abandonment of an existing 145,600 square foot drainage easement
boundary and the dedication of a 25,000 square foot drainage easement
boundary. It is necessary to amend the Mesa Hills West Final Map
(attached as Exhibit H to the July 9, 2008 Planning Commission Staff
Report) because small portions of the proposed drainage improvements
would occur outside the existing drainage easement boundary.

(b) The Mesa Hills West Subdivision created the parcel in 1982. The resolution
and tentative map of the subdivision are attached as Exhibits H & I to the
July 9, 2008 Planning Commission Staff Report. The Final EIR prepared
for the Mesa Hills West Subdivision indicates that the subject parcel and
respective drainage infrastructure was designed to accommodate Sub-
watershed No. 7 of the Canyon del Rey Watershed. The Sub watershed No.
7 has a tributary drainage of 196 acres that includes Lots 31-33, 36-47, and
portions of Lots 1, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 34, and 35 of the Mesa West
Subdivision. The subject 40-acre property was a remainder parcel of the
Mesa West Subdivision, which contained a drainage facility as prescribed by
the project’s EIR, specifically as Mitigation Measure No. 9, which required
on-site drainage for the Mesa West Subdivision area to be directed to three
retention/siltation basins. The drainage facility on the subject parcel is one of
these three retention/siltation basins. The drainage easement in its present
configuration was recorded on the property as a result of Minor Subdivision
Amendment Resolution No. 88-90 (John Bolten Minor Subdivision).

(c) Monterey County Code, Section 21.64.230.C requires a Use Permit for
development on slopes exceeding 30%; there are no exceptions to this
requirement. The applicants request to demolish and construct a drainage
facility on-site, which will require the movement of approximately 7,200
cubic yards of soil. The existing facility is best described as a wide pond
with a berm at the northern face. The berm is approximately 210 linear
feet in length, 60 linear feet wide, and 10 feet in height. Along the eastern
border of the drainage easement earth movement is proposed on slopes
exceeding 30% to allow the recontouring of the land surrounding the new
drainage facility as shown at Figure 1 below. County code requires the
development on slopes exceeding 30% be the minimum required under the
circumstances of the case. The proposed development on slopes exceeding
30% consist of the removal of the berm and recontouring adjacent areas to
provide a natural be blend with the surrounding landscape. Considering
development consists of deconstructing man-made slopes and balancing
soil materials on-site there does not appear to be areas that will
unnecessarily be disturbed by the proposed construction activities.

(d) The site is located within a V or “moderate” landslide and erosion
susceptibility zone and within a VI or “very high” seismic hazard zone.
Condition No. 5 has been incorporated requiring that geotechnical
certification be submitted to the Director of the RMA - Planning
Department for review and approval prior to final building inspection.

11



. FINDING:

EVIDENCE:

. FINDING:

EVIDENCE:

(e) Drainage Report prepared by WWD Corporation for Meador Property,
Assessor’s Parcel Number 416-193-013-000 dated March 2007
(LIB070165).

(f) Drainage Report prepared by WWD Corporation for Meador Property,
Assessor’s Parcel Number 416-193-013-000 dated May 15, 2006
(LIB0080281).

(g) Staff conducted a site visit on July 13, 2006 to verify that development on
slopes exceeding 30% is the minimum required under the circumstances of
the case.

(h) The application, project plans, and related support materials submitted by
the project Applicant to the Monterey County Resource Management
Agency — Planning Department for the proposed development found in
Project File PLN060378.

NO VIOLATIONS - The subject property is in compliance with all rules and
regulations pertaining to zoning uses, subdivision, and any other applicable
provisions of the County’s zoning ordinance. No violations exist on the
property. Zoning violation abatement costs, if any, have been paid.

(a) Staff reviewed Monterey County RMA — Planning Department and
Building Services Department records and is not aware of any violations
existing on subject property.

(b) See Findings 1 and 2.

HEALTH AND SAFETY - The establishment, maintenance, or operation of
the project applied for will not under the circumstances of this particular case
be detrimental to the health, safety, peace, morals, comfort, and general
welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of such proposed
use, or be detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the
neighborhood or to the general welfare of the County. '
See Findings 1, 2, and 4.

. APPEALABILITY - The decision on this project is appealable to the Board of Supervisors.

EVIDENCE:

Sections 21.80.040(D) of the Monterey County Zoning Ordinance (Title 21).
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MINUTES

Greater Monterey Peninsula Land Use Advisory
Wednesday, August 16, 2006

1. Meeting called to order . 1Y Qo

2. Members Present: 0 ¥\L §RUH - PAML Ghp el g BILD | AUAN Cdorey
T . i

3. Members Absent: WR Ihtolhs

Sﬁ) /M)‘)A M[‘:\e“\
4. Approval of Minutes: Motion: __ Pdia Choiten C%LQA{\F & " (LUAC Member's Nawr
(July 5, 2006)
Second: WMIMLGEWenet Oty rsicn (LUAC Member's Nan
Ayes: b it Ohtasiiie | Odota
Noes: ©
Absent: ! J{Lond
Abstain: ®
5. Public Comments:
o
6. Other Items: ’ A) Preﬁrrﬁﬁary Courtesy Presentations by Applicants Regarding Potential
Projects/Applications
Pone -

~ ) fessis e Vo |
Gttt 12 ext meeting
Mo Ais cussigre Tovle yalac@



Action by Land Use Advisory Committee
Project Referral Sheet

Planning & Building Inspection Department
168 W Alisal St 2™ Floor
Salinas, California
(831) 755-5025

Advisory Committee: Greater Monterey Peninsula
Please submit your recommendations for this application by Wednesday, August 16, 2006. .

Project Title: MEADOR J DOUGLAS & LU ANN TRS

File Number: PLN060378

File Type: ZA

Planner: MANUGUERRA

Location: 24700 BIT RD MONTEREY

Project Description: ‘

COMBINED DEVELOPMENT PERMIT CONSISTING OF: (1) A USE PERMIT FOR DEVELOPMENT O

SLOPES IN EXCESS OF 30% TO ALLOW THE RE-GRADING OF AN EXISTING DRAINAGE EASEME. (7,200
CU. YDS. CUT/7,200 CU. YDS. FILL); AND(2) AN ADMINISTRATIVE PERMIT FOR DEVELOPMENT THIN A
SITE PLAN REVIEW DISTRICTS ("S" DISTRICT). THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT 24700 BIT ROAI .
MONTEREY (ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER 416-193-013-000), GREATER MONTEREY PENINSULZA REA.

. - -
Was 'thpplicant/chresentative Present at Meeting? Yes X No Z \WW\/

PUBLIC COMMENT:

TV e

~ AREAS OF CONCERN (e.g. traffic, neighborhood compatibility, visual impact, etc.): B
Wee Ooanadh - w P (wap»-\«% N MM. St € ke ik, Ty &MHHJV 9*/(‘*0%1-*’
k“ﬁ)r""\MM v\(((\at)w\k v wo\‘ T Sum\u_ Qo Wainls
M. St b tomtsanad Ghod Pt iselin drgunn) ond aetin whe 3 ).
The sngpanasn W“*W%y&\mvm%\mg MMAWMW )
W Comnntyy i Vs oo 1din Yo
—V’QM&\&M\F@;‘f\M ﬁwﬁ\m&mﬁ&\;ﬁ ) o cﬁktdiw sutn Hin ontrema b
Fre odont o (owws 24 U%H\mpm\q o o dude MMA/J%(\LW)\& funan o e
P b, D oo gy et Iy B v no .+ Tha sy cnd s Mw s
e ey MMMAM& Do v gdmsdnasod g 6085y udond H



7 [PLN060378 MEADOR CONTINUED]

RECOMMENDED CHANGES/CO_NDITIONS (e.é. ré(iuge scale, relocate on property, reduce lighting, etc.):
‘ \‘)\\93- Fonr Yoo N‘—"C"M‘\"MM\@\S \:\5&\ Wk ve (\Xm‘ys o.%i‘;\_ \’(& S/\,q.t;\\'\hﬁ .
N RCIRIS S VO TR L MM WQU"V /J!—%—k avd Mstsed v an w6
SR a et o Wtare wakive plek
VS I A g\ a3
My Goonda h (e @_\%&SW‘.@@AM EJ»—‘&ML&\MA\(D s wakoral 2% e .
- RN i NG &\ &w&k%wmcﬁm
STV A W |
IR “SWL\*M\'E: P LAC NWSM - f{\dkx " {&m,u& ovan T odoal &)

Do paaon driannane\ \OMWMWM\"&QW s ) ek g dodas W\&u\w\ )

M \r ,&M\\ 1
ADDITIONAL LUAC COMMENTS:

N o ——

RECOMMENDATION (e.@ recommend denial; recommend continuance):

\J\PM*‘ P\eo wamasnd a;;/\mvo& ﬁ,\»\/\«\(v;\-iv B Csm@and Goun ) ﬂ,“cww;ok:ms_
'\)\\bs.qu&\\oz Stegwdad .

CONCUR WITH RECOMMENDATION:

AYES: 3 Cuwiod, Oamits, sramy
NOES: o) 4
ABSENT: U Iiveslos
ABSTAIN: & |

MEETING ADJOURNED AT: ___ 32F {w~
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RESOLUTION NO. 82-66 Exhibit =—_
NTEREY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

a

WHEREAS: The tentative subdivislon map of Mesa Hllls West was flled
with the Planning Commlssfon on March 10, 1982 for coﬁsldaration fn conjunc~
tlon with fhe Environmenta! impact Report cert|fied by the Board of Super-
visors on July fd:.]981, and

WHEREAS: The Planning Commission fournd the map In conformance to tha
Subdivision Ordinance and the General Plan, and

WHEREAS: The Planning Commlsslon considsred Conditlon No. 13 of the
State Office of P{anning and Research Extenslion Agreament of Novembar 3, 1981
and »

WHEREAS: The Plann!ﬁg Commission, wilth refarence to sald Condlitlion
No. 13, recommsnds to the Board of Supervisors that it find, based on sub-
stantial svidence submltted by ths subdivider, that there Is exlsting adequate
water, sewsr, and roadway cepaclty to service the proposed devz}opmgnt, or
that there Is a reasonable probablllty that the infrastructure can be develop-~
ed pursuant to conditional approval of the appllication, now therafore be 1t

RESOLVED:; That the tentative ﬁap of Hesa HIlls West Is hereby approv-

ed subject to the conditions set out In Exhibit "A" attached hersto and made

a part hereof.

Regularly passed and adopted by the
Pianning Commission of the County of
Monterey, Stats of Californla, on the
10th day of March, 1982 by the follow-
ing vote: '

CAYES: Baéham,iG&Jcagno,.Jlmanezﬁ‘f“:'
#4111, Reaves, Callotto

NOES: Hendr Ick

ABSENT: Owen, Varga

ATTEST:

. W, 1ARS , E PETER CATLOTTO, CHATRMAN

THIS CONSTITUTES THE REPORT TO THE BOARD oF
SUPERVISORS AS REQUIRED BY SECTION 6.7b OF THE SUBD{-
VISION ORDINANCE AHD 1S SUBJECT TO THEIR APPROVAL
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“shall include all shonlder arcas and all cut and {il] slopes.

‘of the Couuty Surveyor and include the following:

EXHIB! T “A" L

The subdivider shall submit t-rec prints of the approved tentative map to
each of the following utility companies: Pacilic Gas and Electric Co.,
Pacific Telephone Co., Water Company. Utility companies shall submit their
reconmendations, if any, to the Director of Public Works for all required
gascaents.

The subdivider shall oay for all maintenance and operation of open space,
private raads, and siorm drainage from the Lime of installation until ac-
ceptance of the improvements for the subdivision by the Board of Super-
visors as compleled in accordance with the ogreement and until a homeowners
association or olher agency with legal authorization Lo collect fees suf.
ficient Lo support the services is formed to assure responsibility for the
services, .

That all natura) drainane channels be designated on the final map by ease-
ments labeled 'Hatural Drainane Easements''.

That @ drainane repert be submitted for approval of the Director of Public
Works, The reporl is to include and show all wributary areas and informa-
tion pertinent Lo the capability of the detention ponds to include antici-
pated sill load.

That adequate storm water detention siltation ponds be provided for this
development to the satisfaction of the Directnr of Public Works such that
the flow rate from the subdivision will not exceed that from the tributary
area in its natural state during a ten year design storm. The Homeowners'
Associatlion shall be responsible for maintcnance of the ponds.

Wheve cuts or Fills at property line exceed §' driveways shall be rouah
graded in when sirects are rough graded, and pnsitive drainage and erosion
control provided.

That the common driveways have passing turnouts as required by sioht dis-
tance to the approval of the Public Works Director and have minimum traver-
sible width of 16 feet.

That catch basins be desiuyned with grease traps.

That Lhe impiovement and grading plans include the specific plan and
implementation schedule .of measure for the prevention and control of ero-
sion, siltation and dust during and immediately following construction and
until erosion coentrol plantings become established. Temporary silt traps
may be required. This plan shall be approved by the Director of Building
Inspeclion for lot grading and the Public Works Director for road construc-
tinn.

That all araded areas of the street right of way he planted and maintained
as reauired by rhe Tounty Surveyor to control erosion. The area planted

A report and

plan preearad by a qualified person shall bn sulmitted to the satisfaction

a) That the cul and fill slopes can be stabilized.

b) Specific method of treatment and type of nlanting,
type and slope required to satisfy item a.

c) Type and amount of maintenance required to satisfy item a.

.by area for each soil

1-1/2 to | except as specifically approved in con

That cut slopes not excecd d i
Slope rounding shall be a minimum

currence with the erosion control plan.
of 10 feet by 10 fect Lo include replacement of
That the subdivider dead to Lhe County Lhat are
Lines ol Stale Highway 03 subject to a reversiom
used within s 20 year period is returned to the subdivider.

That abutiers rights of access Le relinguished alona the Hidden Mesa Road
frontage of lots served by common driveways and along one frontage of
double--frontane lots. A . . o o

That a yrading permit be oblained fram the Bnilding Department.

That a Homeowmers Association be formed For opnn space, road and drainage
maintenance, arcase trap cleaning, Strect sweeping and similar acts required
Gy Lhe ANBAR 208 Study,
That an adequate access
siltation pond on Lots 2

.

topsoil. :
a within the 0fficial Plan
ary clause whereby land nat

casement he provided Ln the storm water delention
5, 27, & 28, for mainLecnance purposes.

1
’ (CONTINUED)
b -
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PAGE TWO ‘ .

17.

18.

19,

20.

21,
22.

23.

L2k,

25,

26.

28,
29.

30.

.27. That the developer grant an avigation eas

Perform purcolation tests and ‘or soil barings as required by the.Health
Deparimenl Lo determine the s:bdivision's suitability for sewage disposal
by septic tank system. When o determination of rhe depth to groundwater

Is necessary, that determination may be required during the ralny season.
Lots determined to be unsultaile by the Health Department shall be con-
verted te open space: ol comhined with anather suitable lot subject to the
approval of the Director of Planning. The Health Department must be con-
tacted tn witness all soil borings and percolation tests.

Provide sulficient ngelogical and hydroneolingival data to assure thal a
subsurflare sewage dispnsal system'can be installed on each lot. Some lots
may require huilding envelopes to be placed nn the final map. Lots that
are determined to be unsuitable for septic system use should be combined
with other sultable lots subject to the approval of the Director of Plan-
ning. : .

Provide crrtification and any neccssary dacumentation from State agencies
tnat Caimel Valley itutual Water Company can and will supply sufficient
water Flow and pressurc to comply with both Health and fire flow stan-
dards. and submit a letter from the local Fire auency stating that the
system has heen testad lor compliance. ’ o D
fonlact the State Department of Health to.determine the requirements for
expanding Carmel Valley Hutual Water System. Forward all State Department
of Health determinations and comments to the Lounty Health Department.
Submit plans for the proposed water system additions to the Health Depart-
ment for approval and construct the additions according to the approved

plans.
That a Soils Engineers Report he submitted te the Building Department.

Thal the lots and huilding sethack line be applied in accordance with the
recommendations containad in the geotechnical report referred to in the

certilicd EIR,
That a scenlc
space parcels
mitted to and

map.
That limprovement plans showing tree locatians be submitted to the Planning

Directar demonstrating that attempts were made to avoid the removal of

trees for Lhe road construction.
That the subdivision restrictions shall contain the following requirements,

restrictions and provisions in a form suhject to the approval of the

casemenl be conveyed to the County on slopes over 30%, open
and forest reserve parcels. Scenic ecasement deed to be sub-
approved by Director of Planning prior to filing of parcel

Director of Planning:

(1) o trees shall be unnecessarily removed or damaged. .

(2) OFf-road wehicles shall not be permitted in the open space and forest
resaerve parcels. )

(3) Dogs shall not be permitted to run free al any time.

(&) Native vegetation and open space shall be preserved.

(5) Fences shall be restricted to the immediale vicinity of dwellings.

(6) Residences are encouraged to use fire resistant native vegetation

and removed problem exotic vegetation.

(7) Residents are encouraged to preserve the two rare and endangered
species and one rare plant species that have been discovered in various
locations in the vicinity. They are: Carmel Valley bushmallow, Toro

- Manzanita and Honterey ceanothus.
(8) ConsCruction shall be limited to daylighi hours.
That the equestrian and hiking trail be dedicated to the public over Boots
Boad, Lomino luevo and Hidden Mesa Road subject to the approval of the

Director of Manning. . .
ement to the Monterey Peninsula

Airport District. . ] .
That the subdivision be rezoned to an 5C-B6 & 0‘classiflc?tion. .
Applicant shall comply with the requirements of the Inclusionary Housing

Ordinance (Ordinance #2694) priaor to filiny of the final map.
In the mvent that the County of Monterey adopts an overall ordinance pro-

viding for the construction and funding of Higtway 68 improvements prior
Lo recordation of rhe final subdivision map, the subdivider shall compily

with that ordinance.

(CONT I HUED)
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1 31, That the suhdivision annex tc the Salinas Rural Ffre District.

2 32. This approval is subhject to the Board of Supervisors, making the necessary
Findings required by Condition Ho. 13 of the State Office of Planning and

3

4

Research Extension Agreement »f Hovember 3, 1931.
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Exhib itg__

: MINOR SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE
COUNTY OF MONTEREY, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

RESOLUTION NO» 86~10
MINOR SUBDIVISION § MS5-84-40
A,P.¥# 416-151~07, 0B and 08

FINDINGS AND DECISION

In the matter of the application of Estate of John Boltan (M5~
84~40) for a Minor Subdivision in accordance with Chapter 19.32
of Title 19 (Subdivisions) of the County of Monterey Code, to
allow a minor subdivision to allow the divislon of a 40 acre
‘parcel into three parcels of 21 acres, 14 acres and 5 acres
each, located on Assessgor's Map of Indian Ridge Development
Corp., a portion of Township 16 South, Range 2 East, Monterey
County Lands, Tract 2 & El1 Toro Rancho, Parcel 21, Hidden Hills

area, fronting on and southerly of Highway 68, came on regul Y

for hearing before the Minor Subdivision Committee on February
13, 1986,

Said Minor Subdiviesion Committee, having considered the
application and the evidence presented relating thereto, .

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Finding: The tentative map for this subdivision, together
with the provisions for 1ts design and
improvement, is consistent with the Greater
Monterey Area Peninsula Plan.

Evidence: The Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan land use
element designates this parcel as "Rural Density
Residential, 5+ acres per unit'. The overall
density of the project is 1 unit per 20.0 acres
and the project is consistent with the other
elements of the Land Use Plan.

The site of the proposed subdivision is
physically suitable for the type of development

proposed.

2. Finding:

Evidence: The proposed minor subdivision will allow the
development of 40 acres into -3 -parcels of 21

- acres and 19 acres. The 21 acre parcel (parcel
A) will become a portion of lots 49, 50 and 51
and a portion of open space parcel "B" of Mesa
Hills West Subdivision and has a designated
building site on the upper portion of the lot
that was approved as a part of the Mesa Hills
West Subdivision (818). The 19 acre parcel is a
combination of proposed parcels B and C. The
lower portion of the combined parcels is"
developed and the remaining portions will be
placed into scenic easement. The majority cf the
land in proposed parcel B is undevelopable
because of slopes greater than 30% and limited

access.

The design of the proposed minor subdivision is
physically suitable for the proposed density of
development.

3. Finding:




Estate of John Bolten (MS-84-40)
Page -2-

Evidence:

Finding:

Evidence:

Finding:

Evidence:

Finding:

Evidence:

Finding:

Evidence:

Finding:

Evidence:

The proposed development will result in the
creation of two lots of 19 acres and 21 acres.
The 19 acre parcel (parcels B and C) 1s currently
developed with a tract office for subdivision
sales and the 21 acre parcel will become a part
of the approved Mesa Hills West Subdivision. MNo
further development of the property will take

place.

The design of the subdivision proposed by the
tentative map or the proposed improvements are
not likely to cause substantial environmental
damage or substantially or unavoidably injure
fish or wildlife or their habitat.

As determined by the Initial study this property
is not a significant wildlife habitat nor does it
contain any rare or endangered plant/animal

species.’

The design of the subdivision proposed by the
tentative map or type of improvements on the
tentative map is not likely to cause serious
public health problems.

By virtue of the building site in lot A and the
combination of lots B and ¢ will allow areas of
sufficient size to meet septic tank reguirements
of the Regional Water Quality Control Board and
Monterey County Health Department as determined

by the Initial Study.

In approving the proposed minor subdivision, the
Minor Subdivision Committee has balanced the
housing needs of the County against the public
service needs of its' residents and available
fiscal and environmental resources.

The Committee has required, as a condition of
approval, that the development comply with the
County's Inclusionary Housing Ordinance in
existence at the time the application for minor

" subdivision is deemed complete.

In approving the proposed minor subdivision, the
Minor subdivision Committee finds that the
fulfillment of the required conditions of
approval is necessary.

For the public health, safety and orderly
development in the surrounding area as determined
by the Departments-of Planning, .Public .Works,
Flood Control and Health.

In approving the proposed minor subdivision the
Minor Subdivision Committee has determined that

the approval will have no significant effect on
the environment and a negative declaration has

been filed.
As determined by the Initial Study for the
proposed project.



Estate of John Bolten (MS-84-40)
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10.

THEREFORE,

Finding: 1In approving the proposed minor subdivision the
Minor subdivision Committee has considered the
effect of this minor subdivision in relation with
the supply and demand of current water resources

of the area.

Evidence: The Minor subdivision Committee has reguired that
' in order to approve this application for develop-
ment the number of lots will be reduced from a
proposal of 3 to 2 lots. This reduction will not
increase the currsnt demand of water in the area.
Proposed lot A will be a portion of lots 49, 50
and 51 and a portlon of open space parcel "B" of
the previously approved Mesa Hills West
subdivision. Lots 49, 50 and 51 of Mesa Hills
West have approved bullding sites and have been
conditioned upon the approval of a water system
that will be approved by the Environmental Health
Division and the combination of proposed lots B

and C 1s already developed.

Finding: ©Pursuant to Section 19.12.140(M) of the Monterey
County Code, the Minor sSubdivision Committee
finds that a reguirement for underground
utilities on parcels B and C of MS-84-40 would be
unreasonable and impractical.

Parcels B and C will be combined into one parcel
to be known as Parcel B as a condition of
approval. Said parcel B is an already developed
parcel with overhead utilities which are well
screened by existing vegetation and topography.
The extent of the screening was fileld checked by
a Planning Department staff member on February

13, 198s6.

‘Evidence:

DECISION

it 1s the decision of said Minor Subdivision

Committee that the Negative Declaration be adopted and that said
application for a minor subdivision be granted as shown on the
attached sketch subject to the following conditlons:

1.

subdivider."

[Fupplementa

That a note be placed on the parcel map-‘indicating that
vynderground utilities are reguired for Parcel "aw in
accordance with Chapter 19.12.140(M) of the Monterey County
Ccode and and may or may not have been installed by the
The note shall be located in a conspicuous
manner subject to the approval of the Director of Public

Works.

That a scenic easement be conveyed to.the County over those
portions of the property where the slope exceeds 30%.
Scenic easement deed to be submitted to and approved by
Director of Planning prior to filing of parcel map.

That the developer grant an avigation easement to the
Monterey Peninsula Airport District for each parcel created
by this minor subdivislon and that the deed by accepted by
the Airport District prior to filing of the parcel map.

That a note be placed on the parcel map stating that
"geologic reports have been prepared for this and
surrounding properties by Oliver Bowen and J. Michael
Cleary Associates and are contained in the Mesa Hills West
L 1 EIR (EIR #84-010) which is on file at the

Monterey County Planning Department."
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5.

l0.

11.

12.

13,

14.

- =

File parcel map delineating all existing and required
easements or rights of way and monument new lines.

Thirty days prior to expiration date of the tentative map,
Step A (8 items) of the County Surveyor's Check Off List
for Parcel Map Processing shall be completed.

Prior to filing of the parcel map the applicant shall
request in writing the combining "sSc-B-6" zoning classifi-
cation for combined parcels B and C and the combining "SC--
B-5 21 acre minimum" for parcel A.

That lots B and C be combined into one lot to be identified
as parcel B.

An analysis shall be performed by a Registered civil
Engineer to determine the area subject to inundation in the
event of a dam fallure. This area shall be placed in a

drainage easement.

A study shall be done by a Regilistered civil Engineer to
determine the adeguacy and condition of the dam_and the
adequacy of the_pond for its intended purpose of storm
water detention. If improvements are needed, they shall be
completed prior to the filing of the parcel map, or a bond
or acceptable surety shall be provided to the Director of
Public Works for that purpose.

A notice shall be recorded advising future owners of Parcel
“B" that they are responsible to see that inspections of
the dam and pond are done on a regular basis and that
necessary maintenance is accomplished. This notice shall
also be placed on the parcel map. Notice shall be recorded

concurrently with the parcel map.

That the standard hold-harmless agreement with County be
regquired and that it be recorded.

Subdivider shall comply with Title 10.08 of Monterey County
Code.
For Parcel "A", the subdivider shall contribute to a fund

for drainage facility improvements in Canyon Del Rey his
proportionate share to be determined by the Flood Control

District. -

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 13TH day of February, 1986, by the
following vote:

AYES:
NOES:

COPY

Chiulos, Friedrich, Naslund, Perkins, Plopa, Stewart
None

‘ ABSENT: Riddl:a - }\'):(;QLOL‘VQ/Q&A;C .

NICHOLAS CHIULOCS, SECRETARY

OF THIS DECISION WAS MAILED TO APPLICANT ON:February 21,

1986.

IF ANYOME WISHES TO APPEAT THIS DECISION, AND APPEAL FORM MUST
BE COMPLETED AND SUEBMITTED TO THE CLERK TO THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS ALONG WITH THE APPROPRIATE FILING FEE ON OR BEFORE

MARCH 4, 198G.
UNLESS EXTENDED AS PROVIDED BY CHAPTER 19.32.130, TITLE 19

(SUBDIVISIONS), MONTEREY COUNTY CODE,
FEBRUARY 13, 1988.

THIS APPROVAL EXPIRES ON
EXTENSIOR REQUESTS MUST BE MADE IN WRITING

30 DAYS PRIOR T0 THE AFOREMENTIONED EXPIRATION DATE.

THE

SE PERMIT SUPERCIENES ALL PREVIOUS PERMITS PREVIOUSLY MATLED 'TO THE

APPLICANT.
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MINOR SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE
COUNTY OF MONTEREY, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

; '\\w E “ RESOLUTION NO. 88-90

MINOR SUBDIVISION # M5-84-40

i Y A.\gﬁi&
givt = N A.P.# 416-193-13
o\
oy
N\O‘;\é g WOD FINDINGS AND DECISION

In the matter of the application of JOHN BOLTEN (M8-B4-40) for a
Minor Subdivision in accordance with Chapter 19.04 of Title 19
(subdivisions) of the County of Monterey Code, to allow an
- amendment to the recorded parcel map, Volume 17 Parcel Maps, page
12, Recorded October 21, 1986 for a previously approved Minor
Subdivision (MS-B4-40) regarding Condition #11 which requires
that YA notice shall be recorded advising future owners of Parcel
*B' that they are responsible to see that inspections of the dam
and pond are done on a regular basis and that necessary
maintenance is accomplished." Located on Parcel 2, Monterey City
Lands Tract #2, Hidden Hills area, fronting on Bit and Boots
Roads, came on regularly for hearing before the Minor Subdivision

Committee on September 25, 1988.

Said Minor Subdivision Committee, having considered the
application and the evidence presented relating thereto,

FINDINGS QOF FACT

That the proposed amendment of the parcel map will
not impose any additional burden on the present
fee owner of the property and does not alter any
right, title or interest in the real property on
the recorded map.

The existing notice on the parcel map states:
"pArea bounded by Boots Road on the east, and
drainage easement on the west, including Bit Road,
is subject to inundation in the event of dam
failure. Owners are responsible for continuing
periodic inspection and maintenance of dam and
outlet facilities, and for periodic removal of
accumulated sediment. See report dated 30 May
1986 by C.L. Hooper, R.C.E. 13017, on file at
Public Works Dept., County of Monterey".

1. Finding:

Evidence:

The amended notice will state the following:
"Area bounded by Boots Road on the east, and
drainage easement on the west, including Bit Road,
is subject to inundation in the event of dam
failure. Boots Road Maintenance Association is
responsible for continuing periodic inspection and
maintenance of dam and outlet facilities and for
periodic removal of accumulated sediment. See
report dated 30 May 1986 by C.L. Hooper, R.C.E.
13017, on file at Public Works Dept., county of
- ‘Monterey". - .- - F S

That the proposed deletion of approved condition
411 of the Estate of John Bolten (MS 84~40) will
not impose any additional burden on the present
fee owner of the property or property owners
within the approved subdivision and does not alter
any right, title or interest in the real property
on the recorded map.
Evidence: The proposed deletion of this condition of
approval, which states: "A notice shall be
recorded advising future owners of Parcel 'B' that

2. Finding:
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3.

4.

. THEREFORE,

they are responsible to see that inspections of
the dam and pond are done on a regular basis and
that necessary maintenance is accomplished. This
potice shall also be placed on the parcel map.
Notice shall be recorded concurrently with the
parcel map" is an item addressed in the Articles
of Incorporation of the Boots Road Maintenance

Association.

Article III, Section 1, Association

Responsibilities of the aforementioned Articles
states, in part: The Board of the Association will

have the responsibility of managing the
maintenance of Boots Road...The term °maintenance
of Boots Road' as used herein, shall include
maintenance and repair of all erosion control
facilities associated with Boots Road, including,
without 1limitation, all drainage structures,
piping and the detention dam located adjacent to
the real property commonly known a(s) 24700 Bit
Road, Monterey, California®.
Removal of Condition #11 will not affect the
requirements of the homeowners in the subject
subdivision to maintain and repair the dam and the

pond.

Finding: The amended parcel map is consistent with the
Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan. )

Evidence: The Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan land use
element designates the subject area as "Rural
pDensity Residential, 10 acres per unit". The
parcel map was filed in accordance with the
approval of a tentative parcel map (MS 84-40 and
Minor Subdivision Committee Resolution No 86-10).
Amending the parcel map and deleting Condition #11.
will not alter +the density of the minor
subdivision nor adjust any lot lines.

The Negative Declaration filed for the Estate of
John Bolten (M5 B4-40) Yremains an adeguate
environmental assessment for this project.
Evidence: No significant environmental impact(s) will result
from the changes proposed in this project. The
Initial Study identifies increased project run-off
as an insignificant impact that can be mitigated.
The changes in the project that would result from
proposed modifications still require property
owners to provide for the maintenance and repair
of the dam and detention pond.

Finding:

DECISION

it is the decision of said Minor Subdivision Committee
Negative Declaration be found -

that the previously adopted
adequate and that the approval of MS-84-40 shall be modified

subject to the following conditions:

1.

Condition #11 of Resolution No. 86-10 shall be amended to
read: "The dam and pond shall be maintained by the Boots
Road Maintenance Association and noticed on the parcel map."
That the applicant file an amended parcel map, subject to
the approval of Flcod Control and Water Conservation
District and the Director of Planning and Building
Inspection, which includes the following notice: "Area
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PAGE 3

bounded by Boots Road on the east, and drainage easement on
the west, including Bit Road, is subject to inundation in
the event. of dam failure. Boots Road Maintenance
Association:. is responsible for <continuing periodic
inspection and maintenance of dam and outlet facilities, and
for periodic removal of accumulated sediment. See report
dated 30 May 1986 by C.L. Hooper, R.C.E. 13017, on file at
Public Works Dept., County of Monterey".

Provide proof of recordation of the Boots Road Homeowner's
Maintenance Agreement to the Flood Control District and
Director of Planning and Building Inspection.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 29TH day of BSEPTEMBER, 1988, by the
following vote:

Chiulos, LeWarne, Lundquist, McPharlin, Moore, Stewart,

AYES:

Walker
NOES: None
ABSENT: None

SECRET

OLAS CHIULOS,

COPY OF THIS DECISION WAS MAILED TO THE APPLICANT ON OCTOBER 17,
1988

IF ANYONE WISHES TO APPEAL THIS DECISION, AN APPEAL FORM MUST BE
COMPLETED AND SUBMITTED TO THE CLERK TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
ALONG WITH THE APPROPRIATE FILING FEE ON OR BEFORE OCTOBER 27,

1388
THIE CORRECTED PERMIT BUPERSEDEES PERMIT PREVIOUSLY MAILED TO YOU.

Msl1




SR SR EIN




CHARLES R. KELLEK

%, KRONALD F. SCHOLL

» THOMAS H. JAMISON
LARRY E. HAYES

MARK A CAMERON

JOHN S BRIDGES

DENNIS G MCCARTHY
JACQUELINE F. MCMANUS
CHRISTOPHER E PANETTA
DAVID C SWEIGERT

. VIRGINIA E HOWARD

JENNIFER M PAVLET
SARA B BOVYNS
TIMOTHY M STUART
SHARILYN R PAYNE
BRIAN E. TURLINGTON
AMBER D. PASSNO

JOHK S. BRIDGES

Exhibit L

FENTON & KELLER

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION ‘ }
ATTORNEYS AT LAW ‘
2801 MONTEREY-SALINAS HIGHWAY
POST OFFICE BOX 791
MONTEREY., CALIFORNIA 93942.079!1

LEWIS L. FENTON
1925-200%

FROM SALINAS '°
TELEPHONE (831) 373.1241

FACSIMILE (83)) 373.7210

August 9, 2005
ext. 238

Monterey County Water Resources Agency
Attn: Curtis Weeks

P.0. Box 930

Salinas, CA 93902

Re: Meador Property at 24700 Bit Road (APN 416-1 93-013/Siltation Basin Removal)
Our File: 2035.29501

Dear Curtis:

This letter is to follow up on our March 22 meeting regarding the Meador property.
Based on the record materials we have reviewed regarding the siltation basin located on the

Meador property we have determined:

1.

o

The siltation basin was initially developed in 1969 to address siltation concerns
associated with subdivision by the Hidden Hills Land Company. Evidence of this
is found in the August 31, 1969, report prepared by Bestor Engineers where the
purpose of the facility is described as being “for interim measures to prevent
downstream siltation...” (see also 9-12-69 drainage plans; attached). Evidence is
also found on the subdivision map recorded at Volume 17 of Parcel Maps, Fage
12; note 7 which references a May 30, 1986, report by Carl Hooper on file at
County Public Works which report clearly defines the facility as being for
“siltation protection” with any.function as detention being “coincidental” and “not
obligatory.” That original interim downstream siltation purpose has been fulfilled
since the area is now essentially built out and Mr. Meador intends to now reuse

his land.

As far as the basin being used for water detention is concemed, if any requirement
for detention on the site exists it would only be that related to the Mesa Hills West
subdivision which, according to the above referenced May 30, 1986, Bestor
Engineers report, equates to approximately 1.56 cfs (52.1 cfs x .03). Although
Mr. Meador does 1ot concede any legal obligation that his property must provide
detention for said 1.56 cfs, Mr. Meador is willing, in the spirit of compronuise, to

i: documents kme. 1193s9d.do

TELEPHONE (18310 737-8937

JBridges@F enlonKeller.com



Monterey County Water Resources Agency
Aungust 9, 2005
Page Two

the Boots Road Maintenance Association to design and build a

agree with
(see attached WWD

detention facility on the property that will handle 1.56 cfs
Engineering letter discussing MCWRA design criteria).

3. The maintenance responsibility for the existing basin currently rests with the
Boots Road Maintenance Association consistent with their Resolution No. 88-90.

As we discussed, Mr. Meador is willing to agree with the Boots Road Maintenance
Association to design and build such a detention facility on the property in accordance with the
attached WWD Engineering letter. The cost of tiis project would be borne by Mr. Meador and
the Boots Road Maintenance Association. Mr. Meador will also agree to ensure that the Boots
Road Maintenance Association continues to monitor and maintain the facility. Based on our
meeting and subject to your written concurrence with the WWD letter, Mr. Meador is prepared
t6 commence design of the detention facility and submit a grading permit to the Monterey

County Planning & Building Inspection Department to remove the existing siltation basin and

thereafter to work with the Boots Road Maintenance Association to construct said detention
hannel bunkers designed to allow

facility (which would consist of two earthen berny drainage c
routine access for sediment control). We understand your Agency would support such an

application and assist in its processing.

As we discussed, before proceeding to the design stage, Mr. Meador needs your
concurrence with the background record set forth above and with the letter prepared by WWD
(attached). In light of the significant expense associated with developing the detention facility, it
is only reasonable for Mr. Meador to seek your advance approval. Of course, in order to
comiplete the project before the next rainy season begins we need to move forward expeditiously.

Thank you.
© Very truly yours,
FENTON & KELLER
A Professional Coqp/omti%
R
’//’ Fj r y L/ M\/ R
| . /
<Lohn‘, S. Bridges / '
N
JSB:kmce
Enclosures
cc: Doug Meador (w/encs.)

Dave Fuller, WWD (w/encs.)

H:documentskme.1i193s9d.doc
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WWD CORPORATION

ENGINEERING - SURVEYING - PLANNING - CONSULTANTS

April 27, 2005

John Bridges

Fenton & Keller

2801 Monterey-Salinas Hwy
Monterey, CA. 93940

Subject: Meador property at 24700 Bit Road (APN 416-193-013) (detention facility).

Dear Mr. Bridges:

» You have asked me to comment on your draft letter to Mr. Weeks of the Monterey County
Water Resources Agency (MCWRA).

In that letter, under number 2, a flow of 1.56 cubic feet per second (CFS) 15 to be detained.

" Assuming an event duration of one hour, the required detention volume would be
1.56 CFS x 3600 SECS / HR = 5,616 cubic feet.

The existing channel on the Meador property south of Boots Road and east of Whip Road
can be utilized for this storage by placing a dam-(or series of dams) within the channel. The dam(s)
(channel barrier) would allow water to back up and be detained. A small diameter opening at the
bottom of the dam(s) would allow detention area(s) to drain at a low rate so within a short period of
time (say 4 hours) the detention facility would be empty and ready to receive water from

subsequent storms.

The owner (Mr. Meador) has suggested that possibly an 8 foot deep by 6 foot wide flat
concrete channel could be built within the existing dramage channel with.a concrete dam at the
down stream end. As an additional benefit, this would also act as a stilling basin to settle out silts
and would therefore need to be accessible by equipment for cleaning as needed.

This is, in my opinion, a workable solution. There are numerous other solutions also
~ which could provide the 5,616 CFS storage and access for cleaning. The owner should have the
option of selecting the most efficient and economical design after careful review of the various

options.

o

Sincerely, 4

David K. Fuller
PE24400

2801 MONTEREY-SALINAS HIGHWAY, SUITE I
MONTEREY, CA 93940
Phone: (831) 6552723 Fax: (831) 655-3425
Web Site: WWDENGINEERING.COM  E-Maik: MAIL@WWDENGINEERING.COM




Exhibit ' . M

- MONTEREY COUNTY

WATER RESOURCES AGENCY

PO BOX 930
SALINAS, CA 93902
(831) 755-4860

FAX (B31) 424-7935 August 29, 2005 STREET ADDRESS
CURTIS V. WEEKS ‘ 893 BLANGO CIRGLE
SALINAS, CA 93001-4455

GENERAL MANAGER

Mr. John Bridges

Fenton & Keller

2801 Monterey-Salinas Hwy
Monterey, CA 93942-0791

Subject: 24700 Bit Road, APN 416—’1‘93-013—000', Boots Road Pond.

Dear Mr. Bridges:

In response to your correspondence of August 9, 2005 regarding our meeting of March 22, 2005,
please recall that the Agency has conducted several reviews of the subject parcel and pond
previous to our March 22 meeting, and recommended in the past that your client move forward
through the County’s Planning and Building process. By receipt of this letter, we conclude that
your client is prepared to begin that process.

The Agency’s efforts, to date, consist of review of the Agency documentation, consultation
the Bestor Engineering, consultation with the former attorney for Laguna Seca Golf Ranch, Mr.
Donald Hubbard, and review of the title for the existing easements on the subject property. From
this review, we have established the following history of the subject pond and dam. Moreover,
we acknowledge that there are gaps in the records of previous subdivisions and the formation

documentation of the existing structures.

It appears that the dam was constructed to resolve a private dispute in 1969 between landowners
(Laguna Seca Golf Ranch — Plaintiffs v. Hidden Hills Land Company (Mr. Hogan) -
Defendants) in the Hidden Hills area. As a result, George C. Bestor & Associates, Inc.,

_ according to Mr. Car] Hooper, was -appointed by the courts to review the plan, prepare a report
and recommend final correcfive measures and to supervise their implementation. That letter
report from George C. Bestor Inc. signed by Mr. Carl Hooper to Mr. Donald Hubbard, attorney
for Laguna Seca Golf Ranch Inc is dated 31 August 1969.

The letter report makes recommendations to Mr. Hubbard as to how siltation from Mr. Hogan’s
property (Hidden Hills Land Company) can be prevented from impacting plaintiff’s pr operty
Laguna Seca Golf Ranch. According to Mr. Hubbard, Boots Road was under construction in
1968 when severe rainstorms in early 1969 caused considerable amount of erosion and siltation
from the construction of Boots Road damaging downstream properties including Laguna Seca
Golf Ranch and Highway 68. Mr. Hooper has indicated that the 1968 construction included

Monterey County Water Resources Agency provides flood control services and manages, prolects. and enhances the quantiry and

~



Mr. John Bridges
August 29, 2005
Page 2

- s

ponds that were intended as siltation protection. However, the rains, erosion, and siltation in
1969 exceeded the capacity of those facilities, and resulted in the construction of a new pond and

dam in late 1969. This is the facility that exists today.

The 1969 Bestor letter report makes some recommendations, but it 1s not clear what
recommendations were followed or implemented. In a letter to the Monterey County Building
Department dated 12 March 1971 (Attachment 1), Mr. Carl Hooper certifies that all work
outlined in the grading permit for Boots Road as issued to Mr. Edward F. Hogan, has been
completed essentially in compliance with the terms set forth in the report prepared by Carl
Hooper on 31 August 1969. We cannot locate the grading permit addressed in the 1971

correspondence, nor can we determine if a grading permit was issued.

The subject parcel (APN 416-193-013-000) was created as part of the Bolton Minor Subdivision
(MS 84-40). Apparently, an engineer’s report was prepared to satisfy a condition of approval for
the minor subdivision. In Resolution No. 86-10 (Attachment 2), condition no. 10 reads: “A
study shall be done by a Registered Civil Engineer to determine the adequacy and condition of
the dam and the adequacy of the pond for its intended purpose of storm water detention. If
improvements are needed, they shall be completed prior to filing of the parcel map, or a bond or
acceptable surety shall be provided to the Director of Public Works for that purpose.” The
engineer’s report prepared as a result of the above condition is the 30 May 1986 report prepared

by Mr. Carl Hooper (Attachment 3).

According to Mr. Hooper, the existing pond was constructed in 1969 with an approximate
capacity of 2.5 acre feet behind a 16 to 18 foot constructed height earth filled embankment
approximately 210 feet long. The combined pipe and spillway outlets could carry a peak 100-
year runoff. Although, according to Mr. Carl Hooper, the 1968 construction of the ponds was
truly intended for siltation protection. Its function as detention was coincidental, but not

-obligatory.

Condition No. 9 of Resolution No. 86-10 (Attachment 2), states: “An analysis shall be
performed by a Registered Civil Engineer to determine the area subject to inundation in the event
of dam failure. This-area shall be placed in a drainage easement.” The drainage easement with
the associated area of inundation is shown on Attachment 4. The drainage easement is owned by
Indian Ridge Development Corporation and Standard International Corporation (Attachment 4).

Condition No. 11 of Resolution No. 86-10, states: “A notice shall be recorded advising future
owners of Parcel “B” (also known as part of APN 416-193-013-000) that they are responsible to
see that inspections of the dam and pond are done on a regular basis and that necessary
maintenance is accomplished. This notice shall be recorded concurrently with the final map.”
Condition No. 11 of Resolution No. 86-10 was modified by Resolution No. 88-90 (Attachment



M. John Bridges
August 29, 2005
Page 3

5) to read: “The dam and pond shall be maintained by the Boots Road Maintenance Association
and noticed on the parcel map.”

In Resolution No. 88-90, Findings of fact number 2 states: “Finding: That the proposed deletion
of approved Condition #11 of the Estate of John Bolten (MS 84-40) will not impose any
additional burden on the present fee owner of the property or property Owners within the
approved subdivision and does not alter any right, title or interest in the real property on the
recorded map. Evidence: The proposed deletion of this condition of approval, which states: “A
notice shall be recorded advising future owners of Parcel B that they are responsible to see that
inspections of the dam and pond are done on a regular basis and that necessary maintenance 1s
accomplished. This notice shall also be placed on the parcel map. Notice shall be recorded
concurrently with the parcel map” is an item addressed in the Articles of Incorporation of the

Boots Road Maintenance Association.

Article ITI, Section 1, Association Responsibilities (Resolution No. 88-90) of the aforementioned
Articles state, in part: “The Board of the Association will have the responsibility of managing
the maintenance of Boots Road... The term maintenance of Boots Road, as used herein, shall
include maintenance and repair of all erosion control facilities associated with Boots Road,
including, without limitation, all drainage structures, piping and the detention dam located
adjacent to the real property commonly known a (s) 24700 Bit Road, Monterey, California.”
Removal of Condition #11 will not affect the requirements of the homeowners in the subject

subdivision to maintain and repair the dam and the pond.”

The pond (dam) history is also connected to the Final Supplemental EIR for the Mesa Hills West
Tentative Subdivision and Rezoning (Final Supplemental EIR) (Attachment 6), County of
Monterey, dated December 1984. On page 44, it is stated that: “Subwatershed No. 7. This
subwatershed has a tributary drainage of 196 acres. - It has a well-defined creek channel that
extends from the upper reaches, close to the dividing line with the Carmel Watershed, down to a
gravity dam built close to Canyon del Rey Creek. A paved road, Boots Road, climbs to the
upper part of this watershed, where a substantial amount of earthwork has already been done,
readying the land for subdividing. The dam discharges through a 24” CMP that ends in a
concrete box energy dissipator (refer to Figure 18). The proposed Mesa Hills West lots that fall
within this watershed are as follows: Lots — 31-33, 36-47 and portions of Lots 1, 26, 27, 28, 29,
30, 34, and 35.” There have been many subdivisions within the watershed; however, Agency
records are incomplete. In Resolution No. 82-66 (Attachment 7), related to the tentative
subdivision map for Mesa Hills West, Condition No. 5 states: “That adequate storm water
detention siltation ponds be provided for this development to the satisfaction of the Director of
Public Works such that the flow rate from the subdivision will not exceed that from the tributary
area in its natural state during a ten year design storm. The Homeowners’ Association shall be
responsible for maintenance of the ponds.” From our research, two ponds currently exist, one is



Mr. John Bridges
August 29, 2005
Page 4

near Hidden Mesa Road and Camino Nuevo on the Jeanette Hogan Property and the other is
located at the foot of Boots Road.

The above history demonstrates a reliance on the pond and dam at the base of Boots Road for
siltation and storm water detention, albeit without the rigor and continuity the Agency currently
would utilize. In addition, we have found that the area of the pond and dam to Bit Road are in a
recorded drainage easement owned by Indian Ridge Development Corporation and Standard
International. This finding is not consistent with publicly held siltation or storm water facilities.

It should also be noted that this area is to be maintained by the Boots Road Maintenance

Association.

The Agency’s records are incomplete with regard to the use, designation and reliance of the dam
and pond for the multiple subdivisions that have been developed over time. As we understand,
your client’s intent is to remove the existing dam as it has served its purpose for siltation removal
subject to the 1969 litigation resolution. The Agency will assist in your client’s efforts to modify
or remove the existing dam through the appropriate permitting process.

For example, it is likely that the proposed modification of the existing pond would be subject to a
grading permit from Monterey County. = As part of the permitting process, the Agency will
review the design for the proposed changes, and supporting dramage analysis prepared by a
registered civil engineer. It is not clear at thig time what additional information may be required

to complete our review

Regarding any change in the parcel’s configuration, grading, project construction or removal of
the dam and pond, appropriate permits would be required. The Agency stands ready to assist
‘your client as he moves forward. We encourage you to contact Planning and Building Inspection
regarding the procedure for such construction or demolition and any required permits. :

General Manager

Attachments:
Attachments 1-7
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GENERAL

The Meador property is approximately 19.11 acres and is located South of Highway 68 on Bit Road (24700
Bit Road). It has had a silt basin on its premises for many years. The basin earth berm is in poor repair and in
danger of failing, which could cause significant down stream damage. The outlet structure is no longer
functiona] and considerable erosion has occurred around the structure.

The owner of the property (Meador) is very concerned about this problem. He is tasked with maintaining the
basin, as is the Boots Road Maintenance Association per MS84 —40 (Resolution 88-90). As MCWRA is
aware, the owner has been attempting to get County permission to do work to correct thisproblem, for
sometime.

The Monterey County Water Resources Agency (MCWRA) has indicated it is their belief that this isiot a silt

basin but a detention basin. The owner disagrees, indicating it has always been a silt basin a and never. officially.

~required to be a “detention facility. There have been numerous reports and rev1s1on reports spanning (to my
knowledge) 37+ years which deal directly or indirectly with this basin.

The purpose of this report is not be rehash the numerous documents in the record but to design a facility which
will provide the safeguards to the public that the owner feels are at risk due to the failing earth berm and, at the
same time, take into account the MCWRA desires to provide detention storage on this site for the entire

mbutary area,

T.RIBUTARY AREA

The area tributary.to the basin on the Meador property (in'the past annotated as the “Boots Road Pond”) is
-entirely north of the basin. The highest elevations in the water shed is approximately 1230° MSL and the
lowest is 362.76” (which is the jnvert of the 60” culvert leaving the Meador property). The total 1ength of the
watershed is approximately 4800 feet.

The total area of the watershed is 185 acres, of which 16.2 acres drain to a retention pond (approximately
40,000 cubic feet in volume) on the condo parcel in Mesa Hills West. Therefore, the tributary area to the
Meador (Boots Road) basin is 168.8 Acres. The attached 11x17 (1” = 400”) USGS map shows all the tributary
area and the lots of record within the area. _

The writer of this report and John Cuda (past president of Boots Road Maintenance Assoc1atlon) met on
2/01/07 and inspected the entire site to determine which units were tributary to the Watershed The basin site
on the Condo parcel was also visited and meastred for volurne. .

DESIGN CRITERIA

A meeting with MCWRA was held on 2/1/07 to discuss this project and design criteria. MCWRA. suggested it
would be appropriate to design the basin volume in accordance with today’s guidelines to hold a volume
_equivalent to the difference between the peak 100 year post-development storm water runoff and the peak 10
year pre-development storm water runoff. It was also suggested that and outlets below the overflow be
designed to pass only the 2 year peak pre-development storm. (Two of these openings might be appropnate
orie above the other so if the botfom is plugged water can still leave the basin in the other). The design will
provide that when the water is at the overﬂow level, both outlets will allow only the 2year pre-development
storm out of the basin.

Formula: .
Q=Aci A =Tributary area in acres
’ C = Runoff Coefficient
1 = Raipfall intensity at tc
tc = Time of concentration =60 (11 9,L£E[)?ff:i:t.lOMmutes roof-to-gutter-time

Where L =Length of longest water course, oiles _
‘And  H =Elevation difference between divide and outlet (feet)



At least 5,000 cubic feet of silt storage will be provided in the bottom of the basin below the lowest outlet.
DESIGN CALCULATIONS _
to =60 (11.9 L¥H)™*® =60 (11.9 x 0.91%1230-363)"*¥ = 60 (0.0103)"**%*
=60x0.17

. e =10.32 Min

Roof to Gutter = 10min =10.00 Min
Therefore: tc =20.32 Min
say = 21 Minutes

PRE-DEVELOPMENT : 2 Year Peak Runoff
Q;=Aci 1——06x775/tc = 1.01 in/hr

.. A=168.8 Ac.

-Road 4300 LF @ 28’

_ C=0.10
Therefore: Q, = 168.8 x 0.10x 1.01 = 17.0 CFS

10 Yea}r Peak Runoff
Quo = Aci i=0.6 x 7.75/tc* x 1.48 = 1.49 in/hr
Q =168.8x0.10x 1.49 =25.2 CFS

POST-DEVELOPMENT: 100 Year Peak Runoff

IMPERVIOUS AREAS . .
' 28 Residential Units:  Avg Roof Area . =4500SF
Avg Dwy Area =1500 SF
Avg Flat Work = 500 SE
Per Lot Total - 6,500 SF -
28 Units x 6500 SF~ =182,000 SF =418 AC

ROADS .
120,400
73,200
15,400
10,800
14,400
234,200 + 43,560 =538 AC
Impervious Area (Total) =9.56 AC

Road - 3050 LF @ 24
Road, ' 700 LF @ 227
(Half Road) 900LF @12’
(Common Dwy) 1200LF @ 12’

I R I

CNatural =0.10
Clmpervious =0.95

C=(0.95x9.56=0.10 x 159.24) / 168.8 = 25.06/ 168.8 = 0.148
T . Say0.15
Quoo=168.8 x 0.15 x 0.6 x 7.75/21% x 2.22 = 57.04.CES

M (Qioo POst ~ Quo pre) x to x 60°
‘ =(57.04 - 25.20) x 21 x 60 = 40,118 CF




SUMMARY ,

Required minimum storage at overflow (Q100 post) = 40,118 CF

Required maximum outflow = (Q; pre) =17.0 CFS @ water level 369° ‘

Minimum design Overflow = Qyqo post) = 57.04 CFS —17.0 CFS = 40 CFS @ 370%
(Design for 50 CFS in case one opening is plugged)

DETENTION BASIN VOLUME CALCULATIONS

YOULUNLLE
BETWEEN
: BASIN :
ELEV CONTOUR CONTOURS CUMULATIVE ,
FT AREA (SF) (CF) VOLUME (CF) COMMENTS :
R V- U < Y S o peos
6210
362 - 3600 _ 6210
2953 -
362.75 4275 - ' 9163 . Silt storage
5906
364 5175 15,069
' 11,943
. 6768 . . 27,012
e e o ... 14,958
368 T 78190 S T 41,970
: 9,045 _ ‘
369 9180 _ 51,015 Overflow weir elevation .
- : 9,675 : -
370 10,170 60,690 Maximum water level

Basin has 9,163CF of silt storage below elevation 362.75 wh1ch is the elevation at Wh1ch basin will
begin to dxscharge thru the openings in the headwall.

Basin has useable storage of approxima'tely 41,852GF between elevation 362.75 and 369.00
(overflow weir elevation). This volume excludes the 9,163CF below elevation 362.75 which is

. allocated for silt storage. Basin stores 50,527 CF at Elevation 370 while overflowing 50CFS.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS :
The required storage between the lowest outlet and the overflows is 40,118 CF Approxm'xately 42,000 CF is

. provided between elevation 369.00 and elevation 362.75. Also, over 9,000 CF of silt storage is prov1ded below

elevation 362.75.

,A headwall type outlet structure is to be constructed to con1rol outﬂow from t.he detentxon basm The overﬂow

will be a weir overflow (15 long and 2’ deep) which wil allow 50 CFS to overflow at a 1’ flow depth over the

weir.

There will be 2 outlcts in the wall. One W111 be 12” diameter at elevation 363.25 (centerline) and the other will
be 9.8” dianieter at elevation 365.0 (centerline). The combined discharge from these 2 outlets when the basin

water level is at the overflow (elev 369. OO) is less than 17.0 CFS, which is eqmvalent to the pre-development 2
.. year peak mmoff: . . _ -



The combined flow with the water level at 370.00 (1’ over the overflow) will be 67.0+ CFS which is 10 CFS
~ more than the post development 100 year runoff 57.04 CFS. (50 CFS over the overflow and 17 + CFS through
the 2 outlets).

The 607 (existing) culvert at 3% slope. (n—O 013) will carry the 17cfs flow at a depth of 0.83 83 feet-and the 57
CFS flow at a depth of 1.70 feet. .

See attached 11x17 map drawing showing the tributary area and the attached 8.5 x 11 detail of the outlet
structure and relative elevations.
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:Mr. Donald G. Hubbard

400 Camine Aguajito
Monterey, California 93940

Dear Mx. Hubbard:
of Hidden Hills Noxrth.

section of Boots and Bit, Roads,

are also preparing detailed
culvert§ as outlined herein.

the Board of Supervisors,

A. Runoff coefficients:

the Bit Road-Baots Road area.

velopment as zoned, we estimate
0.20. That is,

20 percent.

_B. Concentration timess: .
FPor minor road culverts,
utes.
Pportion of the watershed
land and along gutters to

Pursuant to our agreement with Mr. Edw
we have investigated the drainage situ

grading and drainage plan for th

Hidden Hills North has been zoned
dwelling unit per two and one hal

pPresently about 15
property will run off to the creek,

_ClviL -E'NGIN-EERU':G" .
- 400 Camino Aguajito o
" Phone (408} 3732941 s

R
. LTS .

We find the drainage watershegd information contained in Mr.
laration +o be substantially correct.

Trequirements as outlined in the Monter
of the Subdivision. Ordinance of Montexrey
by the Planning Commission and is ‘prese

ite inspections.
s of the area adjacent
and will soén have available a complete

at portion of Hidden Hills North. wWe -
Plans for certain spillways, channels, and

LAND S‘UBVEYJNG . LAND PLANNING
;._Monjl'akey.. California 93940
" . From Salinas 424768

ard F. Hogan dated August 6, 1969,
ation on the northwestexrly portion
In the performance of this investigation, we
have .analysed the declaration of Mr. Ralph E. Voice, P.E. ; dated Aug-
ust 1, 1969, and have made extensive g :
preparing detailed topograhic map

We are pres ently
to the inter--

Voice's dec~

Utilizing the drainage design
ey County Standard Details, a part
County, which has been approved
ntly under study for approval by
we determine the following design runoff char—
acteristics to apply to the applicable Portions of those watersheds:

.

for wvarying densities averaging one

For the two principal onsite watersheds, Boots Road

45 minutes.

f acres in the portions ‘tribufary to

We estimate the present runoff coefficient
to be 0.15, due to the steepness and general vegetative cover.
the .ultimate runoff coefficient
pexcent of any rain falling upon the
whereas this may ultimately rise to

to be

we will assume a concentration time of 20 min-~
That is, it will take that water falling upon +the most rémote

of any specific culvert 20 minutes to flow over-—
reach the inlet to that culvert.

and Whip Road, each

T ——— .
gth, we assume & concentration time of
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For the total watershed 1n question, which lncludes also portions of

the Laguna. Seca Ranch propertles (former "Satellite Kennedy" property) _
and containg several ex: stlng and proposed ponds, we assume a concentra--
tion tlme of 60 mlnutas.

C. Rainfall intensities:
Based upon.the Montérey County Standards, which are derived from Weather
Bureau documents, we determine the following critical rainfall intensi-
ties:

2 year, one hour. - - « + = » « 0.55 inches per hour

10 year, one hour . « « - . . . 0.83 inches per hour

100 year, one hout. . « . . < . 1.23 inches per hdur P

Time of Concentration . 2 year . 10 year 100 year
20 minutes . « 4 « < o . = : - 0.96. . < ", 1.43 & . . . . 2,14
30 minutes « « o « ¢ « o @ « «0.78. 4 . .. L15 .. . .. 1.53
45 minutes . <~ . . ; ~ + s « « 0.64. . L .. 0.95 .. . . . 1.42
60 Minutes . « - + « < « « « - 0.55. + o . o.és e e - e+ 1.23

D. TDesign criteria:

‘Although the present requirement is for interim measures to prevent

downstream siltation, we have analysed the 1Q year and 100. year requires. ..... ...

ments under futnre fully developed conditions since that is the basis
upon which Monterey County will review any lmprovements for future sub- )
divison approvals. In certain cases, our recommendations are phased for
present (2-year, undeveloped) necessity, with later supplemental work to
improve to full subdivision needs. In other cases we feel that it would
be economically ill advised to construct a lessexr facility that would
reqguire replacement in a few years, hence we will recommend the 10-year
guality. In the case of dam spillways and fhe‘ggggggL;thIngg_the Dun-
’Eéﬁfﬁngerty,_because of the great possible damage due to failures, we
~will recommend protection to the .unltimate 100 year need.

E. Recommended improvements:
‘1. "Roadways

The roads that have been rough graded have qulte steep gradients, fre-
quently in excess of 12 percent. These are susceptible to considerable
erosion if large volumes of water are permitted to flow down them. We
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recommend;, therefore), that' culverts be placed adréss these roads at
frequent interyals, breaklng the flow into small segments. These cul-
verts should be’ placed 4£'a11 side watercourses and at approximate 300 .
1‘ to 400 foot spacing along the roads where they can discharge onto -nat-
: ural ground. This will create a number of small watersheds, never ex—
' ceeding about eight acres, from which the two year flow should be less
than one cubic foot per second (cfs). This volume of flow should be
tolerable uporn the .roadways and upon the surface below the road with
little erosion. In this way surfacing of the roads will not be neces-
sary, and can be deferred until it is desired for traffic capacity-

THe culverts (except where side watercourses cross the roads) may be
12-inch, but will then regquire replacement upon subdivision (18-inch
.’is the smallest culvert acceptable on County roads). In lieu of cul-
verts, it would be possible to construct asphalt concrete splllways
~ having a depth of “three to four inches and a width of two to Ethree .
feet. These would reduce the utility of roads, but would serve equally
as well as the culverts.

The native soil from which these roads have been cut is primarily of a
fine sandy nature. Cuts in similar soils along nearby state highways
reveal very little erosion where there 1§_ng§:atlxa_QQEg;i,but gquite
extensive erosion where left bare. We recommend, therefore, that ef-

* fort be made to establish a grass cover as soon as possible, before
major rivulefs start to form. Probably the best method would be the
"hydroseed" process, using native grass seed,- fertilizex, and sawdust -
in an emulsion base. This should be sprayed on the completed cut
slopes shortly before rains are expected, and should be possibly Spray-
irrigated once or twice to initiate gexrmination. The £ill slqge54could'
be similaxly treated, oxr could be seeded merely by broadcastiny seed
and fertilizer. Those roads that are only partially graded should not
be so treated, since any vegetation thus initiated would be lost upon
final gradlng-

We reserve comment on the compaction of existing fills, since that is

better a part of road construction than of drainage analysis. The

;. adequacy of compaction or lack thereof should be determined by soil
‘tests at the time of xoad pavement construction.

2.  Side watercourses

Three 81de watercourses are to be conducted across roads, requiring
special consideration:

a. Boots road; 1300 feet south of Bit. The watershed is 35 acres,
whence 1l0-year,” 30 minute runoff after dJevelopment is 8 cfs.. A 15—
inch .corrugated metal pipe culvert has been placed across the road at
a 'gradient of approximately 10 percent. Although road grading is not
complete, it will be possible to create a catchment basin which will
permit headwater depth of approximately three feet above the top of
pipe. The entrance should be made with a prefabrlcated flare to re-

'K/ add y grz (,,,1)//.,[7;,» Gczﬁf/ M/Ae-c hz/71/uc (a/(f A&/. _};/cfn .44-/_]4;34/.
& ﬁf@&y’éﬂ% ‘
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duce headloss. Under these conditions, this culvért can develop a
capacity in excess of tlie 8 cfs design 'flow. 'This volume of water
falling free from a carntilevered outlet will undoubtedly cause con-—
siderable erosion. ' The outfall should be modified either by adding
an-elbow and extending the pipe down the slope to the stream bed or
~i;§lac1ng¥a heavy rubble energy dissipator below the outfall. The
pipe extension would be preferable, and could be placed by stake an~'
chors on the surface. It should terminate with a tee to act as an
energy dissipator. If rubble is elected, it should consist of heavy
rock, 100 pound or larger, and should extend 15 or 20 feet down the
slope.

It is essential that the road grade be built up to provide the head-
-water depth, or a considerable volume could flow down the roadway
below this culvert. .
b. Boots Road intersection with Bit Road: The watershed is 170 acéres
with a length of 5100 feet, whence the 45 minute design flows would be
24.2 cfs for the present condition 10 year storm (170 x 0.15 x 0.95 =
24.2) and 48.3 cfs for the 100 year fully developed condition (170 x

0.20 x 1.42 = 48.3)., Mr. Hogan has constructed two small earthen dams
to act as siltation basins and has placed a 15 inch corrugated metal

culvert under Bit Road. Our recommendations for these facilities are

(1) Upper dam, approximately 400 feet above Bit Road, has
been constructed using the relatively cohesive surface soils
from the ©ld stream bed. _It has a base width of 50 to 60 "=
feet, upstream slopes of about 4 ‘to 1, downstream slopes of
about 1-1/2 to 1, 'and a present maximum height of about 8
feet. It can be extended at the same slopes an additional
two feet, still providing a 10 foot maintenance road along
its top. Compaction has been obtained by multiple pass zoll-—
ing with a loaded tractor drawn scraper. If sufficiently
uniform, this could be satisfactory, but it should be tested
by a qualified soils’ engineer.

This dam, upon being raised to 10 feet (crest height of about-
390) can create a total of about 2.5 acre feet of storage, a
combination of water and siltation. This is about 1.4 hour
retention of 10 year inflow at present, but will decrease as
siltation reduces the water volume. This will create an _ex—
cellent stllllnq pond, permlttlng sedimentation of the majoxr
portion of any silt carried by the creek.

A spillway should be constructed to pass the 100 year ultimafe
/ﬁ_ﬂb since a washout could be quite harmful. This would re—
quire a channel 12 feet wide and 16 .inches deep, which would
flow at a depth of 0.78 feet undex present 10 year storm, .
1.20 feet under ultimate 100 year storm. It should be con-
structed with a stilling basin at its base to dissipate the
energy. Sketches of .the proposed design,are‘atpachgd.
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’

"Although a spillway -of less than half this caéacity would
probably suffice as an interim measure, its cost would be
- only a.20 to 25 per'cent saving,-and it would requ:.re dupli-

_\ t I S cation at a latex: Jdate. ) :

S It would be undesirable to permit & pond of this depth and
capacity to stand full permanently; as long term saturation
of the earthen dam could cause failure. We recommend, there—
for, the provision of a valved outlet pipe supplied by an
open topped, perforated corrugated metal riser. We have in-
dicated an eight inch pipe, which would discharge a peak of

about 4.5 cfs (2000 gpm) , but a smaller pipe would be satis-— -

factory. Four inch, for instance, would discharge a peak
of about 0.8 cfs (350 gpm) requiring-about two days to drain
‘the pond.

(2) Lower dam, consisting of the Bit Road flll and a continu~
tion to the west, has a crest elevation of 367. 1, a maximum
depth of 3.5 feet, and a total storage volume of about 400
cubic yards (0.25 acre feet). The present outlet is a 15~
inch corrugated metal.pipe set 1.5 feét above the pond bed.™
TRis creates a secondary settling basin of about two to

three minutes retention, which should result in only very
minoer sedimentation.

The capacity of the 15 inch pipe, which has a gradient of 9
percent, is about 12 cfs. or half of the 10 year .inflow rate.
The two year peak would be somewhat less than 12 cfs, since
the upper dam would have adequate retention to create a con-
centration time at this culvert of about 90 minutes. This
culvert is thus adequate for an interim measure, but it
should be -supplemented by a 24 inch plpe for. ultimate 100 s
year cz:apacz.ty.

Since overflow is highly improbable, due to the fact a head-
water depth of 1.0 feet is available on the 15 inch pipe,
and since the low point on the westerly berm occurs where
the berm is only one foot high so any washout would be of
small consequence, a spillway is not justified. Any over-—
flow would be directed along the toe of the cut bark to
nghwaz 68 and would then flow in the highway ditch in a
westerly direction, crossing the highway in an existing cul-
vert about 350 feet west of the Rancho Boundaxy. Although
this is technlcally a diversion out of a watershed, and
would therefore not be recommended, we feel that it can be
done in this case because it is merely rerouting downstream
in the same watershed, and would be limited to very minox
and short term overflows. It should.be nbi:ed here that the
high point on the hlghway is at the Rancho line, and posi—
tive grading measures. should be taken.to ensure that the
diversion is to the west along the hlghway Since added ditch
filow to the east could damage the Mlller and Duncan drn_ve-'
ways -
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(3) The outfall from the Bit Road culvert’ wifl direct water
to the east in a vexy shallow swale across, the Pratt proper— |
ty to the present pond- This should be deepened slightly to
provide a minimum- depth of about one foot to prevent extens-
ive sheet flow to the north.

c. Whip Road. The watershed here is 110 acres, with a 'le'ngt-h of 4200
feet. It will have.characteristics of flow approximately two-thirds
those of Boots Road, with a ten year peak of 16 cfs and a 100 year

_peak of 31-cfs. A dam similar to that on Boots Road has been started.

It is in a much narrower and steeper valley and it will store only
approximately 0.6 acre feet at a maximum depth of 10 feet. This is
about a 30 minutes retention under 10 year flow conditions,.hence it
should act guite well'as a settling basin preventing major flows of
silt dcross Bit Road. . .
The spillway for this dam should be similar to that of Boots Road, ex-
cept only eight feet wide rather than twelve- A four inch outlet
pipe with a six or e:Lght inch perforated riser should be adequate,
since it will permit draining the.pond in about ten or twelve hours.

) ‘ -
The culvert under Bit road should have a ten year design capacity of
at least 16 cfs, which would require an 18 inch culvert at a minimum
6 percent gradient.

d. Bit Road. The watershed which must cross Bit Road approximately

* 700 feet east of Whip Road contains 190 acres, 23 of which are in

Lagune Seca ownership. Depending upon the method of construction of
Bit Road, these 23 acres could be excluded and all water retained on
the north side of the road. It is more logical to assume that a cul-—
vert will lead most of this onto Hidden Hills North (Parcel 13).

This watershed is 5000 feet long and includes a small (six to eight
acre foot) pond in a natural depression at elevation 827. This pond
can intercépt and detain flow from about one third of the watershed,
including all of the potentially dénse development area. Tlhe design
flows would thus be based upon a 60 minute concentratien time, and
would be 31 cfs for the ultimate 10 year and 46 cfs for the ultimate
100 year storm. Since this wvalley is quite broad and flat, hav:.ng an

.average slope of only seven percent, it is unllkely that extensive

grading will ever be done here. No siltation basin would appear
necessary, and _the culvert should be designed only on the l0-year
basis. This would probably require a__gi_o_r—._:m__ingh_gulm& depend~
ing upon the available gradient and headwater conditions. .

Since no major grading is.proposed in this watershed at the present
time, it will not be mnecessary to prov:.de any, J_mprovements .now. We
have commented on the Bit Road watershed ~only. for future su_bdlv:l.s:.on
purposes.

o4 Tl . R B i
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3. Offsite outfall improvements

T : -8 ) - .- Los
A1l of the above mentionmed:watersheds drain into the natural water=

course which traverses.ithe Elliott and Pratt proverties. This formeré'

~fydrained through the Duncan property in a culvert under the old

County Road, aéprox1mately 12 feet below the roadway drade (present
ground level). This culvert has been plugged and the rayine filled
with sediment causing the -formation of a .lake. Three possmble al-
ternatives exist to prevent surface flow across the Duncan property:
re—excavate the ravine and open the culvert, install a new culvert,
or install an open channel. Because of the possibility of plugging
of a culvert, we recommend an open channel., as detailed on the en-
closed sketches?

>

The watershed at the Lake is approx1mately 540 acres. Using a 60 mln-

ute concentratlon time, the peak flows would be as follows: .

‘Present Developed
2-year - . . . - . . - . 48cfs . . . .. .. 64 cfs
10 year . « « = v o = -« T2 CES 2 4« « . . . 96 cfs
100 year - - « + - - - « 107 CfS - « - ... . . 143 cfs

We recommend a_concrete lined channel having-a three foot bottom,
foot depth, one~to-one side slopes, at a two percent gradient. This
will have a capacity of 150 cfs when full, and will carxy 107 cfs at
a depth of 20 inches. Since the creek bank is extremely steep, we.
recommend that a pipe be placed down the slope, with a tee deflector
at the bottom. The recommended 24 inch pipe at a 50.percent slqpe
will readlly handle the design flows. .

Prior to any work on this channel and pipe, an easement should be

_granted by Mr. Duncan to Mr. Hogan.

The elevations indicated have been selected to maintain a waterlevel
of 341.3, 0.3 feet below the waterlevel at the present time. This
could easily be raised if desired to retain a sizable stock pond. It
is our understandlng from Mr. Hogan that Mrs. Pratt

‘pond be maintained, otherw1se the channel could be placed deeper and

permit free. dralnlng. This pond prov1des a final settllng basin to
further limit discharge of any silt into thé creek. An arm of the
pond should be excavated to the inlet to the channel, which is indi-
cated approximately 10 feet inside the Pratt property. ‘

F. Summary.
In order that the volume of 51lt transported from ‘the Hidden Hllls

property be held to a minimum; we have recommended the provision of
the following improvements:

7\4/&,9,%

L0

zzﬂ
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¢

HE
A series of culverts or channels across Wh;p and Boots Roads to

‘break downgrade flow lnto small lncrements- . .

..2.“

Detention ‘ponds onutwo larqe watersheds and on the Pratt property,

with -spillways sized for 100 year ultimate flow.-

3.

Culverts under Bit Road sized for IO vear ultimate flow.

We will complete detailed draw1ngs for the abovementioned improve—

ments and will provide construction staking and inspection service

to

ensure that they are constructed to properly serve their function.

If the re€commendations included herein receive the approval of Mr.

and Mr. Voice, we will proceed immediately, enabling construction to

proceed during the month of October.

Since no portion of the work is

excessively time consuming, all work should be capable of completion
priox to_EgzggQg;_Lﬁ@ which is the probable end of the dry season.

2591.2
CLH/s

cc:
cc:
cc:
cc:
cc:

- Hogan

Hollingsworth
McIntosh
Neill

Vofce

Very truly yours,

GEORGE C. BESTOR AND ASSOCIATES INC.

Carl L. Hooper
Registered Civil Engineer #13017
State of Galifornia

Neill
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ENGINEER'S REPORT
DETENTION POND ON BOOTS ROAD

»

. 1. 'PURPQSE

A stormwater siltation and detentjon pond was constructed adjacent

to the lower end of Boots Road in the Hidden Hills area of Monterey
County in 1969. That pond is located on lands of the Billy Graham.
Evangelical Association,” known as AP 416-151-09. . That parcel is a

portion of Parcel 21 of Hidden Hills North which is to be divided

Tnto two parcels by Minor Subdivision MS B4-40. Conditjon 9 and 10

of the approved Minor Subdivision require an analysis to determine

area of finundation in the event of fajlure, an analysis of the

adequacy and condition of the dam and pond, and accomplishment of

any indicated vmprovements. - Londition 11 requires a recorded
notice of continuing responsibility for inspections and mainte- -
Tiance. The purpose of this report is to respond to those conditions.

2. _WATERSHED AND RUNOFF ANALYSIS

Prior correspondence with County Flood Control {CLH~Owen Stewart, 22
August 1985) has indicated the watershed areca to be 204 acres and to
contain 34 single family homesites and a nine unit condominium
site. Included within the improvement plans for ] inj
@ separate small siltation and deteption basin which intercepts flow
from seven homesites and the condo site. o0f the 34 contributory
homesites, seven are already developed, including relatively com-
‘pleted landscaping., The condominium site will be Tully developed in
1986-87, The remaining 27 lots will be developed vith custom homes,
probably extending over a perjod of 10 to 15 years, During that

Period, there will undoubtedly be one or two Jots with relatively :
unfinished grading during each winter, . o

: o b RS

Total ultimate roofed and paved surfaces Will be approximately:

Roads

- Common Drives

Roofs

On-Tot drjves,

patios, etc,
~Impervious =

The remafning area,” epproximately 19] acres, will
(probably 15 - 2g acres)

11,300 L.F, @ 30' width = 7:8 ac
3,000 L.F, 8 12' width = 0.8 ac
37 @ 3000 s.f. = 7.5 ac
37 €@ 2000 s.T, = 1,7 ac
- Total. - . 12.8 Ac’

] be Tandscaped
or Teft in its more or less natural state.

The composite runoff coefficient thus becomes:

Impervious
Landscaped
Natural
Total

Thus; total runof
rainfall.

Buascoe EHQ|GC-(‘:r‘H‘ Inc:.

12.8 x 0.92 = 11,8
17.5 x 0.20 = 3.5
1737 x 0.10 = 17.3
204 x0.16 = 3.5

f from 191 acres will be 2.55 pcre Feet per inch of

-~

A0 Ceartingo Aguapito Niormterey, Calforre 93940
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Hence average overall runoff coefffbi%pt will be 16%, up 6% from the
pre-development 10%. It should be no bd that 6300 feet of the roads
were constructed and paved prior to~forma] reguirement for onsite
detentfon. This accounts for 4.3 dcres of the 12.8 acres of imper-
vious surfaces, or one third of the cevelopment increase, The 1968
construction of pends was, truly intended as siltation protection.
Its function as detention was coincedental, but was not obT{gatory. .
Technically, only the 4% increase from post - 1980 development 1s
statutorily required to be detained, @f that, nearly 1% will be
detained within the condominium project, so the main pond -is only
required to detain the final 3%,

The design storm parameters are:

2 year - 1 hour -~ 0,55 iph
10 year - 1 hour - 0.83 iph
100 year - 1 hour ~ 1,22 iph

Assumed concentration time, based upon 10 minute overland plus 6600
feet -of channel flow at an average of 5 fps, is 32 minutes, Design
intensities are thus: 10 year, 32 minutes = 1,04 {ph; 100 year, 32
minute = 1.67 iph,. .

Gross peak runoff, ignoring condo pond, becomes:
Pre-development (i.e., pre- 1969) -

10 year -7 196 ac x 10% x 1.04 = 20.4 cfs
100 year - 196 ac x 10% x 1.567 = 32,6 cfs

Current (seven homes, 6300 feet roads)
10 year - - 196 ac x 12% x 1.04 = 24.4 cfs.
100 year - 196 ac x 124 x 1.67 = 39,2 cfs

Ultimate {34 homes + 9 condos and Huff diversion) -
10 year ~ 204 ac x 16% x 1.0 = 34,0 cfs
100 year - 204 ac x 16% x 1.67 =. 54,6 cfs

Ultimate, 1ncfud1ng condg detentfon
10 year - 34.0 cfs - 2,5 cfs = 31,5 cfs
100 year = 54,6 cfs - 2.5 ¢fs 52.ly;fs

#on

Llong Term Runoff for detention~desigﬁ purposes, should be based upon

6 hour or even 24 hour rainfall projections. Using NOAA Atlas No.
2, we find tho following:

100 year - 6 hour depth - 2.g inches
100 year -'24 hour depth - 3.5 inches
160 year -6 houyr runoff, Ultimate; ig
204 x 16% x 2,0/12 = 5.44 Acre feet
100 year - 24 hour runoff - Ultimate,
204 x 16% x 3.4/12 = 9,05 Acre feet
100 year, pre-development - 24 hoyr
196 x 10% x 3,4/12 = 5.56 Acre feet

Bestoe Engmeaars, e, A00 Caerimo Aguajito Mon\tcr'ay, Califormin 83940
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3.._POND DISCHARGE FACILITIES

The 1963 pond was constructed with a 15] foot tong 18" corrugated
metal pipe outlcet at approximate elevation 375.0 (2pprox. six feat
below spillway elevation of 381,4). It has square end entry and Tee
exit, with a hog wire trash rack at entry, (Elevations stated here-

s

flow at the spillway. This wil] generate approximately 24 cfs
outflow from the effective 14% gradient between "maximum headwater
and suppressed tailwater maximum, beginning at zero when pond level
fs at or below the 375 invert, -

The spillway, at elevation 381,4, is 13.8 feet wide and 16 inches
deep, acting as 3 broad crested weir., At 9 inch depth (0.5 foot
frecboard) its capacity is approx. 26 cfs (Q = 3.33 thl.5), At 12
Inch depth, it rises to 40 cfs, and at 15 inch depth {no freeboard)
this rises to 62 cfs.

The combined pipe and spiliway outlets could thus carry more than
tha peak 100 year runoff (52.1 cfs, ultimate) even if it should
occur as the aftermath of a storm Which already  filled the pond to
full capacity. It should be noted that the design flow at Jonger
concentration time than the 32 minute peak rapidly declines from the
52.1 cfs rate. As an example, at one hour, {t becomes only about 28
Cfs, at two hours it becomes 26 cfs., That rate could be passed by,
the 18 inch pipe plus somewhat Tess than one half foot spilliway
depth, o -

These main dam outlets discharge to a natural swale which leads to
Bit Road. Two culyerts pass beneath Bit Road, 15" apd 24" C.M.P.y
each 80' Tong, with headwall entry providing 4.1 feet headwater

. depth, and conerete box exit which suppresses discharge so pipes

- operate as pressure conduits. The 15 jnch Will pass 12.5 cfs at
effective 10% gradient, and the 24 inch wild-pass 40 cfs at the
effective BY gradient (accounting for entry and exit losses). This
Ts slightly in excess of the 100 year ultimate peak flow without
allowance for main pond detention, - o

Facilities downstream across the Bay Ridge Pratt parcel and Duncan
Were sized far in excess of current projected runoff, since they
accept runoff from 540 acres projected in 1970 to have 0.20 runoff
coefficient, versus the 0.16 NOW projected as ultimate in the Roots
watershed and much less in the two easterly sub-watersheds,

No outlet improvements are necessary, The 18" main dam cutfaltl,
however, has sagged at its Tow end and should be repaired. This
requires some minor 111, a pew rock dissipator pad to prevent
future washouts, and possible replacement or straightening of one’
bent section. '

Bescar Ermgirnsars, Ine, A00 Carmino Aguapto MO!{Eer“ey, Calformzs 859840
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4. MAIN pan

The 210 foot long earth fi11 dam was constructed in 1969, It wgs
tested for compaction by Michael Obelé and found satisfactory. Two
vertical pipes were set and water levels were recorded though one
complete wet season, showing that the maximum pool hydraulic
gradient through the dam passed beneath the downstream toe. This
toe has since beap buttressed by several faet of dredge deposits,
adding to stability. The maximum constructed heizit of fi11 was 16
to 18 feet. This has been effectively reduced to about 14 feet by
the downstream mass £i17. T

The upstream slope face {s about 2.5 to 1, the downstream face s at .
¢ to 1, Both faces ‘have substantial grass and brush cover which

of the structure, The top is about 12 - 14 feet wide and does show
very minor suyrface erosion. Levels run across the roadway in May
1986 show slight irregularities, with one point about 50 feet west
of the spillway being 0.3 feet below top of spillway curbing (st{1}
1.08' above spillway 1ip). This roadway should be regraded and
raised to at Jeast 0,5 feet above spiliway curb (to elevation
383.4).  This wil] require approximately 58 cubic yards of fi1]
material (210' long, 12 wide, average 0.5 feet” deep, maximum 0.8
fecet deep). : , .

There s no evidence of any seepage on the downstream face or {n the
T111 area below the dam, Recént grading for a water tank foundation
about 150 feet north of the toe did “encounter wet soils requiring
removal of unsuitable materials, This was not necessarily related
to. the pond, however, and may have been merely the resuit of perched
- water which has been encountered 1n numerous Tocations -. including

The eXisting basin was constructed in 1969, 1t has been cleaned of
sediment twice, in 1979 and in 1982. " No precise data of volume of
sediment removal haye been_found, but it may be assumed that it was
Tess than 2500 cubic yards (1.6 acre Teet) at each cleaning since
that is the approximately total volume below the outlet pipe. That
volume can be cxpected to be. deposited-within the pond, on an aver-
age, within three to fivye years until ali upstream grading opera-
tions are fully stabilized. Some sediment déposit will continuve
indefinitely, but at a lesser rate as the neighborhood becomes more
fully developed ang landscaping measures become more effect]ve,

In the past, the sediment was placed on the flat area below the
dam.  This site ig approximately ‘0.6 acre. in area, resulting in
placing roughly two feet of fill at each cleaning. This practice
. can continue for three or four more cleanings (up to about 10,000
Cubic yards) with no detrimental effect other than-a raising of the
flat area by 10 to 12 foet and probable 1oss of one oak tree. The

Brstor Engineers, Inc, 400 Carruro ALajita Monteray, Catformia IS0
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removal soil is relativély sterile, so 1ittle brush growth is to be
anticipated, The 0.6 acre flat pad will, therefore, present a bar=-
ren appearance, It can only be seen for a brief period of several
seconds by persons travelling down Boots Road. Subsequent clean-
“ings, beyond about 1995 - 2000, may require removal offsite of
dredgings. .

The sediment removal has been by dragline and dump truck. In
extremely dry years, it could probably be done at lower cost by .
scrapers, A siphon has been placed to simplify drafning the pond,

but it will be covered by soil, so should be relocated to the.
spiilway outfall swale. Probable <cost of each cleaning, - at an
average of once each four years; is $10 - 12,000 in 1986 costs.

6. DETENTION CAPACITY _
The pond must be assumed to be f1lled to 18" pipe outlet Tevel (375)

at the start of any storm, since percolation is virtually non-exis~
tent. Water surface ared and storage volumes are:

DESCR, - ELEVATION = AREA, AC YoL., A.f. YOL., A.F.
Outlet, jnvert 375.0 0.40 -0 - « Q-
———— 378.0 . 0.46 . 1.3 1.3
Spillway Lip 381.4 0.57 1.7 3.0
Maximum 382.6 0.61 0.7 3.7

Tota] detention volume .at 381.4, without spillway operatién, is 3.0
acre feet, This is 56% of -the 100 year -~ & hour runoff at ultimate
development. During 6 hours, the 18 inch pipe could discharge up to
about 8 to 10 acre feet, however, so that Jlevel should never be
reached.  The spillway will most likely never be used unless the 18
inch pipe should become plugged, except for brief surge outflows
(Section e, below) 1n extreme storms. .

The net result of detention is:

a. Outflow will begin at a very Tow rate, reaching 1its Meritical |
_slope® maximum of 7.1 ecfs at about -elévation 377.2, and remaining at
that rate until outlet submergence occurs (Section d.)

b. Storage capacity at 377.2 is approximately 0.7 AF, or about
30,000 cubic feet. This is the inflow from about 15 minutes peak
inflow in 2 10 year storm, or 10 minutes in a 100 year storm. De-
sign 1nflows would drop to about 80-85% of peak during that perfod,
or about 24 cfs in 10 year or 43 cfs in 10 year storm, :

¢. Storage wilt then rise to spiTiway Tevel; another 2.7 AF, with
discharge remaining at 7.1 cfs, or about 25% of 10 year inflow
rate.- That 2.7 AF will take approximately five hours in a 10 year
storm, or three hours in a 100 year storm, when depth of rainfall
has reached about 1.2 to 1,3 inches

.

Besror Engineers. ine 400 Camino Agumto Monterey, Caiformia 33940
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"d. If rainfall intensity still exceeds 0.23 fnches per hour, and,
inflow still exceeds 7.1 c¢fs, there will then be overflow at the
spillway, equal to about the inflow minus 7 cfs, minus added stor-
age. Since storage capacity increases by about 0.05 acre feet for
each 0.1 foot rise in water level, it will take at least another 0.3
fnches of rain within a one hour period to cause any spillway flow,

e. At 7.1 cfs, the Bit Road pipes are not quite flowing full (about
0.4 feet open on 24" and 0.3 feet surcharge on the 15 inch at eleva-
tion 353). This level s 4.3 feet below the crown of the main dam
discharge, hence it is not surcharged by tailwater and remains at
7.1 cfs.  Only spillway discharge adequate to raise Bit headwater
above 357.5 (about 40 cfs total, or 33 cfs spillway and 7 cfs pipe}
will cause 18 inch pipe to surge into pressure pipe mode, at which -
time its capacity jumps to 24 cfs, level drops, and spillway. ceases
to flow. This then causes Bit headwater to slowly full below the
leve] required to create tailwater on the 18 inch,

f. The 18 inch line under surcharge discharges 2.0 acre feet per
hour - the equivalent of about 0.8 inches of rain, Unless rainfall
rafe exceeds that - which would be a phenomenal rate, equivalent to
the peak hour of a 10 year storm - the pond level will slowly fall,
re- ducing 18 inch capacity below 24 ¢fs at just below spillway
1ip. This drops surcharge on Bit pipes, in turn dropping tailwater
gnllﬂ inch pipe, causing it to revert to critical slope capacity of
.1 cfs, )

g. The pond Tevel will then rise slowly until spillway again dis-
charges 33 cfs, causing the entire cycle to repeat.

h. Obviously, when rainfall rate drops below 0.8 inches per hour,
- the spillway never reaches 33 ¢fs, and the surcharge cycle never
5 : occurs. When rainfall drops below 0.23 jnches per hour, the 18 1inch
: '11nedcapacity 0f 7.1 ¢fs exceeds inflow rate, and pond level slowly
recedes. : :

i, Consequently, the spillway will probably never flow. IT DID
NOT FLOW DURING 1982 OR 1983 STORMS. ) T

7. FAILURE EFFECTS

.

The pond will almost always contain water and/or sediment to the
outiet pipe level of 375, which is 8.4 foet below the earth dam
crest. It will only contain water above the spiliway lip, which s
2.0 feet below the earth crest, for very brief periods - fn terms of
minutes during the most extreme 100 year or greater storms. It wil]
. fall to within a few inches of the outlet pipe Tevel within a few
fnches of the outlet pipe level within a few hours after even those
| extreme storms. The probability of any faflure while containing
water is therefore cxtremely low. : .

Bestor Engnoers, Inc. 400 Caming Aguopto MO;'{Eeﬁey, Celformic 93840
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The maximum dam height s now about 14 feet, and will be reduced by
several feet each time sediment is rvemoved and placed below 1ts -
toe. This will even further reduce any possibility of failure.

We have recommended regrading crest yoad to improve freeboard to at
least 0.5 feet above spillway curb to positively eliminate any
overflow across earth face even if outlet pipe becomes plugged and
spillway becomes partially plugged. ’

The dam has stood through 16 years, including several very wet
years, (27 inches and 38 {nches versus anpnual average of 15,5 inches
Tainfall) with no signs of distress, .

In the extremely unlikely event of sefsmic failure when the dam is -
at spiliway 1ip Tevel, however, we see the following effect:

a, Pond would contain as much as 3.5 to 4.0 acre feet, no more
boing even remotely probable, s

b. Assuming a 60 minute collapse rate - berm is 21 feet wide at
maximum probable water Tevel {spillway 1ip elevation) - there would
be an average of about 45 ¢fs outflow, ‘

c. Assuming peak rate to be double average, peak outflow might
reach 80 cfs, C

d. Bit Road culverts at pending overflow will pass up to 52 cfs,
rising to about 55 cfs with a half foot overfiow depth.

€. As much as 35 cfs -could, for very brief periods, flow down Bit
Road to Highway 68. This would be about.20 feet Wwide, and Tess than
a half foot deep, at about 4.0 feet per second. This flow Wwould
probably continue for only a few minutes, 15 to 20 at most, after

. Which outflow rate would recede to more nearly the 45 cfs average -
which can pass through Bit culverts, -

f. The. Bay Ridge Office area would also pas§ some flow to Jower Bit
Road, probably at depths of only a few -dnches. This should hot
damgge the buildings, which have floor- Tevels substantially aboye
gradae, .

g. B1t Road north curb and berm would probably not be overtopped,

$0 long as it remains at fulj hetght.  Driveways should be con-
structed to maintain that Tevel, -

8. RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS
As outlined above, the foi]ow1ng improvements a}e'recomménded:

2. Regrade main dam roadway to eliminate tow points. Estimated at
$1000. o

Bestor Enginecrs, Ire, 400 Carruno Aguajico Monterey, California 83940
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b. Relocate siphon at time of next dredging, estimated at $400.

C. Repair or rcplace lower 20' section of 18" outfall. Install new
rock energy dissipator consisting of 15 v 20 tons of 100 ~ 150 pound
rock or concrete rubble, Estimated cost is $2500.

d. Patch hogwire screen-at pond outlet to protect 18" inlet. Esti-
mated cost is $100. : ,

c. TJotal estimated Improvements cost {s $4000.

f. Dredging is not recommended at this time, but should probably be
scheduled for 1987 or 1388, Estimated cost if $10 - 12,,000Q.

g. Inspection of upstream areas should be made to determine any
properties that contain excessive ‘erosion areas. The ovmers of
those properties should be informed of County Erosion Control
Ordinance-prohibitions of continued excessive erosion and should be

requested to take necessary corrective action. That work 15 not

within the scope of the recommended *onsite" improvement outlined
above, : ’

Respec: Supe ';;(/

Registéred Civ¥l Engineer #13017
State of California

30 May 1986°
W.0. 2591,40
0752C :

Bester BEngmeees, Inc, 400 Comno Agusito Montarey Californio 939340
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It is intended thal Boots Road will be extended to the east to connect with Highway 68 opbosite the
proposed Bishop Ranch enfrance. The present Bit Road entrance to the Hidden Hills/Mesa Hills area will
then be closed. ~ »

Drainage from the canyon which contains Boots Road is carried under Bit Road south of Boots Road by
15 inch and 24 inch corrugated metal pipes (cmp). These pipes have a‘joint capacity of 35 cubic feet per
second. The actual flow in normal design storms (10 year probable retum frequency) is less than that
amount. Total runoff from the canyon is intercepted by a sedimentation/detention pond about 400 feet
west of Bit Road. That pond was designed by Charles Fisher and constructed in 1968 or 1969 by Ed
Hogan and was subject to review by Bestor Engineers as a court appointed independent review engineer,
The Bit Road culverts and a downstream culvert crossing fand of Carl Duncan (recently acquired by
Behen) were designed by Bestor Engineers and constructed by Ed Hogan, all as a matter in settlement
of litigation. Design basis for the Bit Road culverts was to handle spiliway discharge at 100 year flow of
48.3 cfs (vs. 10 year peak of 24.2 cfs), including bypass flow down Bit Road gutter. .

This culvert flow was then carried in an open ditch to the lake on Pratt {now Behen) 5 acre parcel. The
lake also accepts inflow from the two canyons to the east, a total of 540 acres. Outflow from the lake
was calculated to be 96 cfsin a 10 year storm, or 143 cfs in a 100 year storm (including the Boots
canyon inflow discussed above). That flow is carried across the Behen 1 acre parcel (was Dunlap) in a
36 inch pipe with a capacity of 120 cfs, substantially above the 10 year flow, and only 16% les$ than 100
year flow. i .

It should be pointed out that the design flows in 1969 were all based on substantially higher development
densities within the watershed than is now permitted by the 5 acre deasity zoning. Present day 100 year
design would be substantially less than 1969 design, by at {east the 16% factor on the 36 inch culver.
That culvert does suffice for 100 year flow now, whereas it was only intended to handle 10 year flows.

The design of future improvemen{s include diverting the Bit Road culvert outlet fo carry the 35 ¢fs ~ -
capacity by pipe to the 36 inch pipe across Behen 1 acre parcel. This eliminates open ditch flow across "
the 5 acre parcel from Bit. The 36 inch pipe, as discussed above, was designed to accept this flow,
whether by pipe or via the open ditch.
Boots Road will cross the main channel of Canyon del Rey Creek. We have shown a culvert to be
constructed which has a capacity greater than the existing highway culvert downstream. Design flow is”
150 cfs, so we show either a 54" cmp.or 48 inch concrete pipe, both having capacily in excess of 150 cfs.
)

A

Respecifully

4

Registefed Ci Engineer #13017 -
State of California :
Expires 3/31/97

23 June 1885 . ¢
W. 0. 2085.22 :
CLH/h.2740 .

Bestor Engineers, inc. 8701 Blue Larkspur Lane MBnte‘re{r, California 83840



BOOTS ROAD MAINTENANCE ASSOCIAT][ON Exhibit O
11109 SADDLE ROAD -
MONTEREY, CALIFORNIA 93940

April 3, 2007

Ms. Elisa Manguera

Planner

Monterey Planning & Building Department
168 West Alisal, 2™ Floor

Salinas, CA 93902

. Beth Shirk
Ombudsman
Monterey Planning & Building Department
168 West Alisal, 2™ Floor
Salinas, CA 93902

Re:  Meador J Douglas & Lu Ann Trs
Project File No: PLN 060378
Project location: 24700 Bit Road, Monterey
-APN: 416-193-013-000

This letter serves as a formal acknowledgement that Clinton Thelander of Thelander
Management serves our interests as our management@gent. The letter he sent you on October
9, 2006 is in agreement with our position.

We again wish to express that the applicant of this Project File, Douglas J Meadow, is acting on
behalf of the Boots Road Maintenance Association (‘BRMA”). The BRMA provides maintenance
services for Boots Road and associated facilities, including the drain basis improvements
described in subject application for the Bay Ridge, Mesa Hills West, Halcyon Hills and Halcyon
Heights Homeowners Association and area independent home owners that utilize Boots Road.

Shouid you have any further demands, please address them directly to Clinton Thelander. He
can be reached using the contact information found at the foot of this letter.

Yours truly,

74k Do

President, Board of Diréctors
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Secretary, Board of Directors ARD YT 2

MONT L«H:“\il COUNTY
BLANNING & B SUILDING
INSPECTION DEPT.

THELANDER MANAGEMENT
P.O. BOX 1531
Salinas, California 93902
Office: (831) 758-2855 Fax: (831) 758-1147



Boots Road Maintenance Association
25545 Boots Road Monterey, CA 93940 Tel. 655-3569

April 15, 1999

ATTN: Roy Marci
Water Resources Agency, County of Monterey
893 Blanco Circle.

FAX 655-3335

Salinas, CA

Tel. 755-4860, FAX 424-7935
marcir@co.monterey.ca.us

Contacts in the Boots Road, Mesa Hills West, Bay Ridge, Halcyon Heights area:

Name

Thomas Brooks

Association

Boots Road

President Maintenance Assoc.
John Stevenson Bay Ridge HA
President

Irma Nunez Mesa Hills West HA
President

Tony Cricelli Halcyon Heights HA
President

Mark Tamangi Bay Ridge HA

Bob Seidel Mesa Hills West HA
‘Walter Wolf Halcyon Hills HA

Address

25545 Boots Road
Monterey, CA 93940

24909 Paseo Estribo
Monterey, CA 93940

10571 Hidden Mesa PI.

Monterey, CA 93940

11627 Spur Road
Monterey, CA 93940

11250 Saddle Road
Monterey, CA 93940

10600 Hidden Mesa P1.

Monterey, CA 93940

25520 Boots Road
Monterey, CA 93940

brooks@mbay.net
Phone Number  e-mail or FAX
655-8914 brooks@mbay.net
655-8946 go@mbay.net
646-0352 cainseed@aol.com
373-0772 tony@redshift.com
455-1512
373-2183 rmseidel@aol.com
© 655-9600
656-9203



