MONTEREY COUNTY PLANNING COMJVHSSION |

Meeting: February 12,2014 Time: 10:00am | Agenda Ttem No.: 5

Project Description: Fee Waiver Request to waive permit fees for PLN130891 which includes an
after-the-fact variance to clear code violations (CE060213) for the construction of a 1,644 square
foot detached garage in a location inconsistent with the issued permit (BP043135). The property is
located at 1260 North Highway 101 Aromas (Assessor's Parcel Number 141 013-010-000), North

County Area '

Project Location: 1260 Highway 101 Aromas APN: 141-013-010-000

| Planning File Number: REF140007 (PLN130891) 2;’;?‘;:32‘;&; Eﬁt Company Custodian

Planning Area: North County Area Plan | “ | Flagged and staked: No

Zoning Designation: : RG/10 [Rural Grazing, 10 acres per unit]
. CEQA Action: Not a project under CEQA :

Department: RMA - Planning

RECOMMENDATION: '
Staff recommends that the Planning Commlssmn adopt a resolution (Exhlblt B) to deny the Fee
Waiver Request (REF140007) based on the findings and evidence.

PROJECT OVERVIEW :

A Fee Waiver Request was received on January 2, 2014 requestmg that a variance fee for
PLN130891 in the amount of $5,120.29 be waived. A justification letter was attached to the Fee
Waiver Request (Exhibit C) which states the current property owner bought the property with
the existing violations, that he has been worklng in good faith to clea;r the violations, and the cost
has exceeded $3, OOO

The Fee Wa;lver Request is mcon31stent with the Fee Waiver Policy. Resolution Numbers 2000-
. 342 and 12-643 adopted by the Board of Supervisors because the project is not a daycare fac111ty,
" inclusionary/affordable housing development; owned by non-profit organization, part of a
government agency project, due to an emergency, or a zoning/general plan amendment o
correction. :
Staff recommends denial of the Fee Waiver Request because it is not consistent with the Board'
of Supervisors Policy (Resolutlon Numbers 2000-342 and 12-643), the property owner had
knowledge of the violations prior to purchasmg the property. It is not appropriate to waive fees
for code enforcement actlons and waiving fees should be associated with truly umque
_circumstances.

See Exhlblt B for further dlscuss1on

' OTHER AGEN CY INVOLVEMENT The followmg agenc1es and depanments rev1ewed this
pIO_] ject: '
RMA - Public Works Depa‘rtment‘
N Environmental Health Bureau
v Water Resources Agency’
S 'Aromas Tri-County FPD

Agen01es that submltted comments are noted with a check mark (“\/”)

Note: The decision on thls pIO_] ject is appealable to the Board of Superv1sors
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' ogdan PI‘OJ ect El?/a?ég )
\1) 7966414, bogdang@ .ca.us

cc: Front Counter Copy; Planning Commission; Monterey County Regional Fire Protection
District; Public Works Department; Environmental Health Bureau; Water Resources
Agency; John Ford, Planning Services Manager; Grace Bogdan, Project Planner; Carol
Allen, Senior Secretary; Tony Flores, ©Owner; Steve Mickel, Agent; The Open Monterey
Pro;ect LandWatch Planning Flle PLN130891.

'Attachments Exh1b1t A D1scu551on _ .
- Exhibit B Draft Resolution, including:
~ e Site Plan (PLN130891), Assessor’s Parcel Map and Photo -
Exhibi_t C  Fee Waiver Request & Justification Letter '
Exhibit D Fee Waiver Policy

* This report was reviewed by John F -d..E
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EXHIBIT A
DISCUSSION

HISTORY
~ A building permit (BP043135) was issued for the construction of a 1,644 square foot two- story
non-habitable accessory structure in July 6, 2005. Between December 2005 and April 2006,
RMA - Building Services conducted and approved various building inspections. On June 30,
2006, the Environmental Health Bureau staff revoked the septic system permit for non-
compliance with the originally issued permit. A code enforcement case was opened in July of
2006 for in-progress construction of a two-story detached garage/home office not built in the
location approved and permitted in plans, BP043135. Staff communicated with the previous
property owner; however the previous owner never took corrective actions. BP043135 never had
final inspection and expired, resulting in the entire structure being unpermitted. The property
went into foreclosure and was purchased by the current property owner.

: The current property owner subrmtted a building permit (13CPOO423) in March of 2013 to
partially clear CE060213. There were several meetings in the course 0of 2013 to resolve past
issues with the property, previous building permit (BP043135) and code enforcement case
(CE060213). It was determined that the two story garage and office was built in a location
inconsistent with the previously issued building permit (BP043135) and the office space had
been converted into living space. The building permit (13CP00423) was issued in October of
2013 to clear other violations on the property consisting of demolition of unpermitted structures,
restoration of illegal cut at the rear of the property and relocation of a structure that was on the
property line. At that time, County staff told the property owner and agent that a Variance would
be required to keep the two story garage and office at its current location, to allow a reduction in
front yard setback from ﬁfty (50) feet to six feet nine inches (6 feet 9 inches) from the property
line.

FEE WAIVER REQUEST

A Fee Waiver Request and Justification letter (Exhlblt C) was received on J anuary 2, 2014

- requesting that the Variance fee for PLN130891 in the amount of $5,120.29 be waived. The Fee
. Waiver Request and Justlﬁcatlon letter cite two reasons for the fee waiver:

1) The two story building was constructed in 2005 and any issues with the location should
have been caught at that time -

2) To date, fees for RMA — Building Serv1ces permit and code Vlolatlons have exceeded
$3 000. .

- FEE WAIVER POLICY: : '

~ Fee Waiver Requests consistent with the Fee Wa:wer Policy adopted by the Board of Supervisors
August 29, 2000 and revised on July 10, 2012 (Exhibit D) can be approved by the RMA - =
Director of Planning. These projects consist of applications for daycare facilities,
mclusmnary/affordable housing development, non-profit organizations, government agency
pI‘O_] ects, emergenc1es ora zomng/ general plan amendment correction. -

The proposed Fee Waiver Request is inconsistent with the Fee Waiver Policy (Resolution

~ Numbers 2000-342 and 12-643) adopted by the Board of Supervisors because the projectis not a
‘type eligible for a fee waiver. The Fee Waiver policy does allow the Plannmg Comrmssmn to ‘

' review requests that do not conform to the pohcy :
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- REVIEW BY COUNTY DEPARTMENTS:

The Fee Waiver Request was reviewed by the Enylronmental Health Bureau, Water Resources’
Agency and RMA - Public Works and Planning. RMA — Public Works and the Water Resources
Agency support the fee waiver because there is no new development that would require review.
The Environmental Health Bureau does not support the fee waiver because significant staff time
was spent conducting site visits, consulting with applicant and attending meetings for this site.

- RMA - Plamli‘ng staff reviewed the justification letter and concludes that they do not justify a fee

waiver approval. The Variance is requested to allow a two story structure to remain at a location
in which it was not authorized. The original building permit (BP043135) approved the two story
structure at a different location on the property in an area that complies with setbacks. The plans .
for the building permit clearly show the two story structure in a location different from where it

" was constructed. Building inspections were conducted by RMA — Building Services and

Environmental Health Bureau, which found that the structure is in an nnproper location. There
are two alternatives to address this existing Vlolatlon

- Remove the building
2) Receive approval of a Variance to allow the two story structure to remain in this location
and then obtain appropriate building permits

Itis Monterey County’s practice that code violations run Wlth the land whether the property

“owner created the violations or not. The property owner has worked in good faith to clear the

existing violations, but that alone would not be grounds to support a Fee Waiver Request. Many »

“applicants work in good faith with the county and pay all necessary permit fees, (and in the case
- of code enforcement actions, double fees.) RMA staff has not charged the current property owner
~ for code violation fees related to the building permit nor Variance, and is only requiring the

permit fees as it would for any other entitlement. The variance fee of $5,120.29 does not include
the code violation charge, which would have totaled $10,240.58. Additionally, RMA — Building. -

- Services has refunded $2, 436 of code violation fees related to building permit 13CP00423. Staff.
" has spent significant time on building permit 13CP00423 and will spend additional time

processing the required Variance..

STAFF RECOMMENDATION ’

Staff recommends denial of the fee waiver request. The property owner bought the property Wlth
knowledge of existing code violations and is asking for a fee waiver based on actions by a
previous property owner, not based on hardship resulting from actions beyond his control. This is

“ related to a code enforcement case which is the result of decisions by a previous property owner

to construct a two story structure in the wrong location. The Variance application is not the only
means of resolving this violation. Removal of the two story structure would also resolve the ‘
enforcement action. It is essentially conducting an illegal activity, askmg for after the fact special
pr1v1lege and then asking the county’to pay for the cost.

In addltlon 1t costs the county to process a Var1ance or any other entitlement. Homeowners who
request a Variance are expected to pay the processing fee. The applicant has requested the Fee

‘Waiver because the cost of the Variance would deplete his funds. This is true of every

application and applicant. The Fee Waiver policy focuses on circumstances which contribute to
the needs of the larger public and not the individual. A Fee Waiver Request should not be
granted to the benefit of an 1nd1y1dua1 without truly unique c1rcumstances

Ttis argued that the two story structure has been there for a prolonged perlod of time. Th1s 1s true
- but it is not a permitted structure. This has been an active code enforcement case since 2006.
Based upon these factors staff does not find sufficient grounds to support a Fee Wawer Request

and recommends the Planmng Commission deny the request
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EXHIBIT B
DRAFT RESOLUTION

Be_foi'e the Planning Commission in and for the
County of Monterey, State of California

In the matter of the application of: : '
Pensco Trust Company Custodian (REF140007)
RESOLUTION NO.

~Resolution by the Monterey County Planning

Commission to approve a Fee Waiver Request to
waive permit fees for PLN130891 which includes an
after-the-fact variance to clear code violations

- (CE060213) for the construction of a 1,644 square -

foot detached garage in a location inconsistent with
the issued permit (BP043 135). :
[REF140007, Pensco Trust Company Custodian,
1260 N Highway 101, Aromas (APN: 141-013-010-

000)]

‘A Fee Waiver Request (REF140007) came on for public hearing before the Monterey
' County Planning Commission on February 12, 2014. Having considered all the written and
 documentary evidence, the administrative record, the staff report, oral testimony, and

other evidence presented, the Planning Commission finds and decides as follows:

INCONSISTENCY - This Fee Waiver Request is inconsistent with the
Board of Supervisors Fee Waiver Policy, which gives the RMA —
Director of Planning authority to approve. Therefore, given the Fee
Waiver Request and department’s recommendations, the Planning

The proposed Fee Waiver Request to waive the Vanance permit fee for
PLN130891 in the amount of $5,120.29 does not qualify for a RMA -

_ Director of Planning approval. Pursuant to the Fee Waiver Policy

Resolution Numbers 2000-342 and 12-643 adopted by the Board of
Supervisors, the project is not a daycare facility, inclusionary/ affordable

- housing development; owned by non-profit organizat%on, partof a.

government agency project, due to an emergency, or a zoning/ general

The property is located at 1260 N Highway 101, Aromas (Assessor’s

Parcel Number 141-013-010-000), North County Area Plan. The parcel
is zoned RG/10 [Rural Grazing, 10 acres per unit], which allows support
facilities for grazing uses and residential uses. The pIOJect requires a -
Variance for reduction in front yard setback from a minimum of fifty

) (50) feet to six feet nine inches (6 feet 9 inches). The prOJect requlres

The project planner conducted a site inspection on July 29 2013 to

- FINDINGS
1.~ FINDING:
S -~ Commmission shall render a decision. -
EVIDENCE: ' a)
- plan amendment correction.

b

. review and approval by the Zoning Administrator.
c)

review the violations on the property.

4

The apphcatlon project plans, and related support materials submitted
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2. . FINDING:-

EVIDENCE: a)

,b).

- h)

)

3. FINDING:

EVIDENCE E

by the project apphcant to the Monterey County RMA - Planning ,
Department for the proposed development found in Project File
REF140007. .

CODE VIOLATIONS - The subj ect property is not in compliance with
all rules and regulations pertaining to zoning site development standards
and any other applicable provisions of the County’s zoning ordinance -

due to the location of the two story garage and office being six feet nine

inches (6 feet 9 inches) from the front yard property line.

Staff reviewed Monterey County RMA - Planning and Building

- Services records and is.aware of a violation on the subject property that

was opened in July of 2006 (CE060213) for in-progress construction of
a two-story detached garage/home office not built on site approved and
permitted in plans, BP043135. -

A building permit (BP043 135) was 1ssued in 2005 for the construction
of 1,644 square foot two story structure. After multiple building
inspections were conducted and approved by RMA — Building Services,
the Environmental Health Bureau revoked their permit during a site
inspection due to building and septic system location mcon51stent with

. the issued permit (BP043135).
‘A code enforcement case, CE060213, was opened in 2006 for in-

progress construction of a two-story detached garage/home office not

~built on site approved and permitted in plans, BP043135.
Building Permit BP043135 expired in April of 2007, resulting in the
~ entire 1,644 square foot two-story structure having been built without

final permit approval.
The property went into foreclosure and was bought by the current
property owner in 2012.

The current property owner submitted a building permit (13CPOO423) in

March of 2013 to clear CE060213.

The project planiner conducted a site mspectlon on July 29, 2013 to
review the violations on the property.

Building permit 13CP00423 was issued in October of 2013 to clear
other violations on the property consisting of demolition of unpermitted,
structures, correct illegal cut at the rear of the property and relocation of
a structure that was on the property line. : :

A Variance is required to maintain the two story garage and office at its

N

" current location, which would allow a reduction in front yard setback

from fifty (50) feet to six feet nine mohes (6 feet 9 mches) from the
property line.

The application, plans and supporting materlals submitted by the proj ect
applicant to the Monterey County Planning Department for the proposed.
development are found in Project File REF140007

FEE WAIVER REQUEST - PIOJ ects that are consistent with the Fee
Waiver Policy, Resolution Numbers 2000-342 and 12-643, (Exhibit D)
adopted by the Board of Supervisors can be approved by the RMA ~
Director of Planmng This project does not conform to the Board of
Superv1sors Fee Waiver Policy, therefore the Fee Waiver Request and
department’s recommiendations were heard before the Planning

‘Commission on February 12, 2014.

A Fee Warver Request (Exhlblt C) was submitted on January 2, 2014
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: requestmg that a Variance fee for PLN130891 in the amount of
$5,120.29 be waived. A justification letter was attached to the request
which states the current property owner bought the property with the
existing violations. The property owner states that he has been working

‘ in good faith to clear the violations, and the cost has exceeded $3,000.

e ~ b)  Feeshave been paid in full related to Building Permit 13CP00423 that .
total $6,751.01. RMA — Building Services has refunded $2,436.87 of -
code violation fees related to 13CP00423. '

¢) The Fee Waiver Request was reviewed by the Environmental Health

Bureau, RMA — Public Works and Planning and Water Resources
Agency. RMA — Public Works and the Water Resources Agency
support the fee waiver because there is no new development that would
requlre review. The Environmental Health Bureau does not support the
fee waiver because significant staff time was spent conducting site
visits, consulting with applicant and attending meetings for this site.
RMA — Planning does not support the Fee Waiver Request because the
property owner bought the property with knowledge of existing code -
violations and is asking for a fee waiver based on actions by a previous
property owner, not based on hardship.

'd)  Monterey County Code states that applications to remedy outstanding
code violations shall be reviewed the same, whether the applicant for
the permit was the owner of record at the time of such violation or the.
applicant is the current owner. ’

e) . Based on review of the project and pursuant to the Fee Waiver Pohcy,
Resolution Numbers 2000-342 and 12-643 (Exhibit D) adopted by the
Board of Supervisors, the Variance.fee does not qualify for a fee waiver.

4. - FINDING: APPEALABILITY - The decision on this project may be appealed to the
Ny o . Board of Supervisors.
EVIDENCE: a) Section21.80.040.C Monterey County Zomng Ordinance (Board of
Superv1sors) . _
DECISION

NOW, THEREFORE, ‘based on the above ﬁndlnos and evidence, the Planmng Commission
does hereby deny the Fee Waiver Request in the amount of $5,120.29 for PLN130891, which
includes an after-the-fact variance to clear code violations (CE060213) for the construction of a
1 644 square foot detached garage. in a location inconsistent with the issued permit (BP043135).

PASSED AND ADOPTED thls 12th day of February, 2014 upon motlon of Jseconded by
, by the following vote: :

AYES: ,
NOES: . o ©
ABSENT: : '
ABSTAIN: ~

: Mike-Nove, Director of Planning
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COPY OF THIS DECISION MAILED TO APPLICANT ON
THIS APPLICATION IS APPEALABLE TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS.

-IF ANYONE WISHES TO APPEAL THIS DECISION, AN APPEAL FORM MUST BE COMPLETED
AND SUBMITTED TO THE CLERK TO THE BOARD ALONG WITH THE APPROPRIATE FILING |
FEE ON OR BEFORE (D, |

_ Th1s decision, if this-is the final administrative decision, is subject to judicial review pursuant to Cahforma
Code of Civil Procedure Sections 1094.5 and 1094.6. Any Petition for Writ of Mandate must be filed with
the Court no later than the 90th day following the date on which this decision becomes final.
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GENERAL NOTES

PROJECT DATA
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IHCHES I DEPTH. (18.08.510 E) -

- | PLANNING DEPAHTMENT |
. ¢ TO PRUNEDALE/SALINAS

VICINITY MAP.

ARG A

1. ALL WORK SHALL BE COMPLETEQ IN ACCORDANCE WITH THESE FLAKS AND 1. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE COUHTY 45 HOURS BEFORE STARTING AY GRADINO CONTRACTOR EXISTINO FROPOSED .
ACCOMPANYIND SPECIFICATIONS, IN ADDMION ALL WORK SHALL ALSO CONFORM WITH THE DFERATIONS. - . e ——— i e e BOUNDARY LINE ————
LATCST REVISION OF THE MONTEREY COUMTY DESION STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS, - . MICKEL CONSTRUCTION INC. .
THE LATEST REVISION OF THE STATE OF CAUFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 2. ALL GRADINO SHALL COMFORM TG THE COUNTY GRADIHG ORDIRANCE (#2538), THE 18 YERGA BUENA CT. i e — L — EASEMENT (EST) _—— e — -
AND (STATE AND THE LATCST REVISION OF EROSION COMTROL. ORDINANCE (#2806) AND THE ORADING SPECIFICATIONS IN THE MOWTEREY, CA. 93840
THE ‘CALIFORNIA BUILDINO CODE (CBC) AS THEY AT APPLY AND THE PROJECT GEOTECHNICAL REFORY PREPARED BY GRICE ENOINEERINO, DECEMBER, 2012. ALL SOIL —_—— CENTERLINE (CL) — T
GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION (DATED DECEMBER 21, 2012, BY ORICE ENOINEERINO & SHALL BE COMPACTED T0 A MINIMUM OF SDX RELATIVE COMPAGTION. STRUGTURAL ENGINEER i, - STORM DRAIN stA spr 220
*3. 1715 THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBILTY TO SECURE THE REQUIRED PERMITS PRIOR TO ALEXANDER OTT F DRA
2, THE CONTRAGTOR SMALL FAMILURIZE NIMSELF WITH THE PLAKS, DETALS, AND THE COMMENCEWENT OF ORADINO. RIDHT-OF-ENIRY, PERMISSION TO GRADE, AWD 603 PALK AVENE ROOF ORAIN LATERAL
SPECIFICATIONS AND SITE_CONDITIONS PRIOR 10 THE START OF COWSTRUCTION. IN THE ENCROACHMENT PERMIT(S) MAY BE REQUIRED ‘PRIOR TO GRADING. SEASIDE, GA. 93958 [ SANITARY SEWER MAIH ——mpas
EENT THAT THE COHTRACTOR FINOS ANY DISCREPANCIES, OMISSIONS, OR DEFICIENCIES . TEL. 831-304-5936 =
IR THE PLANS, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE DESION ENGINEER. 4. 1T IS THE CONTRACTORS RESPONSIBILITY TO PREPARE THE GROUND SURFAGE TO . X S . WAYER MAMN oW
RECEIVE THE FILLS TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE SOIL ENOIHEER AND TO PLACE, SPREAD,
3. 1T IS THE CONTRACTORS RESPONSIBILITY YO SECURE ALL REQUIRED PERMIS PRICR TO NIX, WATER, AND COMPACT. THE FILL N ACCORDANCE WITH THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CIVIL ENGINEER ORAMAOE FLOW UNE ettt e
THE START OF CONSTRUCTIDH, PROJECT CEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION. THE_CONTRACTOR SHALL ALSO REMOVE ALL FRANK CANPO, G3 ENGINEERING :
MATERIAL CONSIGERED UNSATISFACTORY BY THE SOILS ENOINEER. 55 BONFACID BLACE, SUME C SAWEUT PPV vTITe
4. THE LOCATIONS AND SIZE OF UNDEROROUNO UTILTIES AND OR OTHER STRUCTURES RNy, <A 93940 ’ H
. SHOWN HEREQN WERE OBTAINED FROM A FIELO SURYEY (BY OTHERS) AND OR FROM S, 'WHERE UNSTABLE OR: UNSUITABLE MATERIALS ARE ENCOUNTEREQ DURIND SUBGRADE e a7 182 GRADE BREAK a
RECORD, WTORATION, NEITHER THE ENGINEER NOR THE OWNER MAKES ANY PREPARATION, THE AREA N QUESTION, SHALL BE OVER EXCAVATED AN BACKFILLED WITH —647~ 3
REPRESENTATION TO THE ACCURACY OF SIZE AND OR LOCATION OF ANY OF THE H GINEER, g
UTILITIES OR STRUCTURES SNOWN OK THESE PLANS NOR FOR THE EXISTENCE OF ANT OWNER ACCESSIBLE PATH OF TRAVEL IHNARUTUIHERL
OTHER BURIED OBJECTS OR UTILITIES WHICH MAT BE ENCOUNTERED TNAT ARE NOT 6. MAKIMUM CUT AND FILL SLOPE SHALL SE 2 HORIZONTAL TO { VERTICAL UNLESS ——— i — MAIOR COHTOUR 12—
SHOWN ON THIS PLAN. IT IS THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIEILITY O FIELO VERIFY THE OTHERWISE DIRECTED IR WRITINO BY THE SOILS ENGINEER. ANTONIO FLORES g g . g 2
SIZE_ AND LOCATION OF EXISTING UNDERGROUNO UTILITIES, SURFACE IMPROVEMENTS, AND . 2051 MARSALA CIRCLE — i — — HIHOR CONTOUR —tir- g
OTHER STRUCTURES AND TAKE ALL NECESSARY PRECAUTIONS TO PROTECT THEM FROM 7, ALL CUT SLOPES SHALL BE ROUNDED TO MEET EXISTING GRADES AND BLEND WITH MONTEREY, GA. B3840 £a
DAMAGE DURINO CONSTRUCTION. SURRCUNGING TOPOGRAFHY. ALL CRADED SLOPES SHALL BE PLANTED WITH SUITABLE . FEHCE RS- n p g
3 m 08¢
S, THE COHTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR CONTACTING APPROPRIATE UTIUTY . SCOPE OF WORK C—JC a
COMPANIES AHD REQUESTING VERIFICATION OF SERVICE_POINTS, FIELD VERIFICATION OF 8. TREE REMOVAL SHALL INCLUDE REMOVAL OF TRUNKS, STUMFS, AND ROOTBALLS. THE SPOT ELEVATION 99.99 [
LOCATION, SIZE, DEPTH, EYC. FOR ALL THEIR. FACILITIES AND TO COORDIMATE WORK REMAIHING CAVITY SHALL BE CLEARED OF ALL ROOTS LARGER THAN 1/2" YO A DEPTHS OF - RELOCATE DETACHED 2 CAR GARAGE DRAIRAGE FLOW —— ad%
SCHEDULES. NOT LESS THAN 18" AND BACKMILLED WITH SUITABLE MATERIAL TNEN COMPACTED TO DEMOLISH AND REWOVE 3 SHEOS i : e ESS
CONFORW WITN THE EXISTING GROUNO. X CORRECT ILLEGAL CUT AT REAR OF 2 STORY . DROP INLET (01) = Cagd
6, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL MOYIFY UNDERORQUND SERVICE ALERT AT (800) 227-2600 . - . ~ 8UILOING ) e T
AT LEAST 48 HOURS PRIOR TO EXCAYATION TO VERIFY THE LOCATION OF EXISTINO 9, CONTRACTOR SMALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR REMOVAL, OFF-HAUL, AND PROFER DISPOSAL & CURB INLET (c1) a D Eg
UNOEROROUND UTILMIES, OF ALL ITEMS TO BE REMOYVED INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMTED TO: CONCRETE, ASPHALT ~ o Coggh
CONCRETE, STRIPING, ANY AND ALL OTHER QEBRIS FROM THE SITE, EXCESS MATERIAL FROM DETACHED GARAGE AREA ORAIN (AD} = b3
TRENCHING AND PAVEMENT CONSTRUCTION, TREES AND ROOT BALLS, FENGING AND SPOILS DETACHEO GAAGE g w5 so. . . A — g ul
FROM EXCAVATION. v R - [ STORM DRAIK WANHOLE (SDWH) @ g 2 3
10. CONTRACTOR SHALL USE CAUTION WHEH. GRADING AROUND AND/OR OVER EXISTING SPRINKLERS: KO O SANITARY SEWER MANHDLE (SSNN) @ EELT]
ResPon: o e oo oF TRAFT i a UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, - p v. n Bt
NSTRUC INCLUDING PRECAUTIONARY MEASURES TO ENSURE THE OWNER FIRE HYORANT (FH] - o §%
WILL_NOT DRIVE OFF THE WHARF). FOR ALL TRENCH EXCAVATION FIVE (5) FIEY OR 11, THE SOILS ENOINEER SHALL BE NOTIFIED AT LEAST THREE (3) OAYS IN AOVANCE OF 2 STORY BUILDING AREA (EXISTING ginE
MORE IN DEPTH, THE CONTRACIOR SHALL OBTAIN A FERMI FROM TNE DIVISION OF - COMMENGIHG WORK, INCLUDING SITE STRIPPING AND CRADINO OPERATIONS. THIS WORK UPPER LEVEL, OFFICES, BATH 855 50, FT. ® WATER VALYE (WV) ~ tigs
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH PRIOR 10 BEGIHKINO AKY EXCAYATION. A COPY'OF SHALL BE OBSERVED ANO TESTED AY THE SOILS ENGINEER. . LOWER LEVEL GARAGE 475 S0. FI. R
THIS PERMIT SHALL BE AVAILABLE AT THE CONSTRUCTION SITE AT ALL TIMES. 12, EARTHWORK QUANTITES: LOWER LEVEL, STORAGE, BATH, STARS 380 5, FT. Y CLEANOUT - ﬁ u” £ mmm
8. EXISTING CURB, GUITER, SIOLWALX, SURVEY MONUMEHTS, AND OTHER PUSUC Ceur = ooy i TOTAL_BULDING AREA 1710 50. FLL 2 EQ)
IMPROVEMENTS WITHIN PROJECT SITE THAT ARE DAMAGID OR DISPLACED SHALL BE FILL = 135 CY HEIGHT: 23'—4" u g mm
REPLACED BY THE CONTRACTOR. NET = 185 CY FILL . SPRINKLERS: HO - = p5e
MAXIMUS HEIBHT OF EXCAVATIOR © . - m ]
9, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL ASSUWE SOLE AND COMPLETE RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE JoB MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF EMBANKMENT 6 . -
SITE CONDITIONS AND SAFETY OF ALL PERSONS AND PROFERTY DUAING THE COURSE OF . _OTHER BUILDING AREAS SHEET INDEX
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROJECT. THE CONTRACTOR AGREES 10 HOLD HARMLESS, EARTHWORK QUANTITIES ARE ESTIMATES ONLY. IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE - .
INDEMNIFY AND DEFEND THE OWNER, THE ENGINEER, AND ALL DESICN CONSULTANTS CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY THE ACTUAL EARTHWORX QUANTITIES. NO ALLOWANCE HAS BEEN EXIST, WOBK HOLE 42 50 T Y
FROM ANY AND ALL LIABILITY, CLAIMS, (DSSES OR DAMAGES ARISING FROM THE MADE T0 ACCOUNT FOR QUANTITIES FROM TREKCHINO FOR FOUNDATION FOOTIHOS AND OR —SHEB-TO-REMAIN— —4B0-5e—FT-— €1 COVER & GENERAL NOTES E
PERFORMANCE OF THE WORK DESCRIBED NEREIN EXCEPT TNOSE ARISINO FROW THE SOLE UTILIES TRENCHES. SHED TO REMAIM 198 s0. FT. €2 SNE PN .
NEGLIGENCE OF AMY OF THE PREVIOUSLT MENTIONED PEOPLE OR ENTITIES. THIS ‘ YorAl OTHER BUNOWGS 1820 S0 _FF, €3 CRADING PUN
REQUIREMENT SHALL BE WADE TO AFPLY CONTIHUOUSLY AND NOT BE LINMED T0 13, ALL SURFACE DRAINAGE SHALL MAINTAIN ZX SLOPE MINIMUM. . C4  EROSION CONIRCL PLAN
HORMAL WORKING HOURS. . . . S SIRUCTURAL NOTES AND DETALS
14, FERVIOUS SURFACES IMMEDIATELY AOJACENT TO THE FOUNDATION SHALL BE SLOPED LOT COVERAGE 52 DETACHED GARAGE:STRUCTURAL PLANS AND ELEVATIONS
10. CONCRETE, ASPHALY, STRIPIKG, ROOT-BALLS AND OTHER DELETERIOUS MATERIAL, AWAY FROM THE HUILDINO AT A SLOPE OF NOT LESS THAR 5% FOR A MIHIMUW DISTANCE
SHALL BE DISPOSEO OF OFF SITE AT THE CONTRACTOR'S EXPEMSE. . OF 1D FEET MEASURED PERPEROICULAR TO THE FACE OF THE WALL  IF PHYSICAL Lor siZE 101,309.44 SOFT, OR 2.3 ACRES ~ .
OBSTRUCTIONS OR LOT LINES PROHIBIT 10 FEET OF HORIZONTAL DISTANCE, A 3X SLOPE EXISTHNG 2 STORY BUILDING 855 SQ. FT. ONE LEVEL
11, If ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESDURCES OR HUMAN REUAINS ARE DISCOVERED DURING SHALL BE PROVIDED TO AH APPROVED ALTERNATIVE WETHOD OF DIVERTINO WATER AWAY DETACHED GARAGE 480 50 FT.
- CONSTRUCTION, WORK SHALL BE HALTED WITHIN 30 FEET OF THE FIHD UNTIL IT CAR FROM THE FOUNDATION, SWALES USED FOR THIS FURPOSE SHALL BE SLDPED A MINIMUM EXIST. MOBIL HOME W42 S0, T -
BE EVALUATED BY A QUALIFIED PROFESSIONAL ARCHAEQLOGIST. IF THE FIRO IS B OF 2% WHERE LOCATED WITHIN 10 FEET OF THE BUILDING FOUDATION. IMPERVIOUS T SHED To REWAN 198 so. Pt -
OETERMINEO TO BE SIDNIFICAMY, APPROPRIATE MITIGATION MEASURES SHALL 8E SURFACES WITHIN 1D FEET OF THE BUILDING FOUNDATION SHALL BE SLOPED A MINIMUW OF .
. FORMULATED AND IMPLEMENTED. 2% AWAY FRON THE BUILDIND. . TOTAL _LOT COVERAGE 2872 50, FTL = 03X '
12. ALL REVISIONS YO THESE PLANS WUST BE APFROVED BY THE EKQINEER AS WILL AS 15, IVERTS OF ALL STORM DRAIH UNES CONNECTINO RETAINING WALL SUB-DRAINS AND CDDES IN USE :
THE OWNER PRIOR TO THEIR CONSTRUCTION AXD SHALL BE ACCURATILY SHOWN ON FOUHDATION SUS-DRAINS SHALL BE FIELO VERIFIED AFTER FOOTINGS ARE PLACED. CODESINUSE
RECORD DRAWINOS PRIOR TO THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE WORK AS COMPLETE. ANY R ARCHITECHTURAL/STRUCTURAL 2010 CBC
CHANOES TO OR DEVIATIONS FROM THE PLANS MAOE WITHOUT AUTHORIZATION SHALL BE. 18, BUILDINGS CONSTRUCTED ACROSS CUT/FILL LINE SHALL JIAYE COMPACTION TESTS VECHANICAL/PLUMBING 2010 CHC & CPC
AT THE CONTRACTOR'S SOLE RISK AND SHALL ABSOLYE THE ENOINEER OF ANY AND ALL TAXEN CUT AREA AS WELL AS THE PILL AREA. TESTS SHALL MEET S0X OF THE RELATVE ey 2010 CEC
RESPONSIILITY ASSOCIATEG WITH THE THE CRANGE OR DEVIATION. COMPACTION PER ASTM D137 . e, B4 m «
. Py
13, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL TAKE ALL NECESSARY WEASURES TO KEEP PUBLIC STREETS 17. ALL STORM DRAN MAIHS SHALL HAVE A KIKIMUM OF 127 COVER. CAUFORNIA RESIOENTAL CODE 2010 CRC 0 3
AND PRIVATE PRIVATE ORVEWAYS FREE FROM DIRT AND DEGRIS. SHOULD ANY DIRT OR ENERGY 2010 CAUIF, ENERGY CODE H Z a
DEBRIS BE DEPOSITED (H THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY, THE CONTRAGTOR SHALL REWOYE 16. DURINO WINTER OPERATIONS (BEVWEEH OCTOBER {5 AND APRIL 15) THE FOLLOWING BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES o 3
T IMMEDIATELY, MEASURES WUST BE TAKEN: . SESNIC ZOHE (4) mJd|ma 3
14. THE CONTRACYOR SHALL TAKE ALL MECESSARY MEASURES TO PREVENT AIRBDRNE A. DISTURBEQ SURFACES NOT INYOLVEQ IN IMMEOIATE OPERATIONS MUST BE PROTECTED OCCUPANGY: R-Y RESIDENCE, U GARAGE Yo Guney [:0} n_v S.n
DUST FROM BECOMING A NUISAKCE TO NEIGHBORING PROPERTIES. DUST CONTROL BY MULCHING AND OR OTHER EFFECTIVE WEANS OF SOIL PROTECTION. CONSTAUCTION TYPE: V-B & 9
WEASURES YO BE IMPLEWENTED WHCLUDE 8UT ARE NOT LIITED To THE FOLLOWING: HIGH FIRE HAZARO SEVERTY 2ONE - H
5. ALL ROADS AND DRIVEWAYS SHALL HAVE DRAINAGE FACILTIES SUFFICIENT 10 . 7] Sg
e%aﬂﬂun«._um»mﬂ_:z: AND MARFGHER REQUNRED FOR WATERING ALl EXFOSED OF. PREVENT EROSION ON OR ADJACENT TO THE' ROADWAY OR'ON DOWNHILL PROPERTIES, - 70 NATSOWVILLE Sm ? &%
Auv %_mw,ﬁ.znﬂu_mhn ILES OF DEBRIS, SOIL, OR OTKER MATERALS WHICH MAY CONTRIEUTE C. RUH-OFF FROM THE SHE SHALL BE DETAINED OR FILTERED BY BERMS, YEGETATED " . R T g
nw KEEP CONSYRUCTION AREAS.ANO ADJACENT STREEY FREE OF WUD AND DUST. FILTER STRIPS, ANO OR CATCH BASINS TO PREVENT THE ESCAFE OF SEOMENT FROM o5y
D) LANDSCAPE, SEED, OR COYER PORTIONS OF THE SITE AS SOON AS CONSTRUCTION y X ' Ny 28
o ram e B O S 00 e LIE O THE PROJECT DURNG WINTER oMl M m £h
€Ol THROUGI FE O PROJEC] IRING WINTER
15. A COPY OF ALL FIELD REPORTS/COMPACTIONS TESTS AD FINAL ORADIKO REPORT ~16.12080) g|
B T et At SCHEDOLED IRSPECTIONS. OPERATIONS (MONTEREY COUNTY ORADING/EROSION ORD.2806-16.12030) 0 6] 0 L ZE
- 5 o
18, RETAINING WALL/S REQUIRE SEPARATE BUILDINO PERMIT, ﬁrhﬂkﬂomoeﬂ_umwwoﬁhkuﬁugnhv_u PAYED SURFACES, SPLASH BLOCKS OR BE & ! 3
17, SOILS REFORI. FILE NO, 8020-12.09 BY ORICE ENGINEERING AND CEOLOCY W 22. VEGETATION REMOVAL. ACTUAL GRADING SHALL BEGIN WITHIN 30 DAYS OF VEGETATION g fy R
ke ey ol ioaties Wi, OF THESE PLANS AND SHALL. RECOMUENDATIONS REMQYAL OR THAT AREA SHALL BE PLANTED UNDER TNE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 16.08.340 g Lo
T0 CONTROL EROSIOHS. ($6.08.300 €.1) 3
MARK 21, HD VEGETATION REMOYVAL OR ORADINO WILL BE ALLOWED WIICH WILL RESULT IN =
BENCH SILTATION OF WATER COURSES OR UNCONTROLLABLE EROSION. (16.08.300 C.2) 4
22. PAEPARATIDN OF CROUND FOR FILL. THE OROUND SURFACE SHALL SE PREPARED TO
TEWPORARY BEHCHWARK ELEVATION=1537 (NAYD 1983) FEET, TAKER AT NORTH WIST RECEWE FILL BY THE AL Of OIL AND OTHER UNSUI. TERIALS a0’
CORNER OF TWO STORY STRUCTURE AT TOP OF CONCRETE PAD. B R, -\ AN OTHE UNSUTARLE AT 4 . SCALE; 17ati0
(SEE SHEET C3) ) Ny DATE: 09~26~2013.
23, PREPARATION OF THE OROUND. THE OROUNO SURFACE SHALL BE PREPAREQ TO ECEIVE [oesion v FiC|
RECEVE FILL BY REMOVING VEGETATION, NOH~COMPLYINO FILL, TOPSOIL AND OTHER :
UNSUITABLE MATERIALS SCARIFYINO TO PROVIOE A BOND WITN THE MEW FILL DEC X 32013 DRAWN BY: £CH
L - A
24. FILL MATERIAL PERMITTED, NO ORDAHIC MATERIAL SRALL BE PERMITTEO IH ALL EXCEFT [4ONTEREY COUTY CHECKED BY: re.
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To the Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission:

The property, 1260 Highway 101, Aromas, APN 141-013-010-000 was purchased in 2012 with
existing code violations. Prior to the purchase | discussed the existing code violations and solutions
with personnel in Building Services and we agreed to work in good faith to clear these violations
since the property was abandon.

| am asking for two reasons, for a fee waiver to the two- story variance the County of Monterey is
asking from me as a result of a planning meeting in October of 2013.

1) The two-story building has been in existence_since 2005/6. All construction inspections
with the exception of the final inspection have been signed off by County inspectors prior
to the property purchase. Any property line setbacks and construction of the two-story not
properly located should have been caught at the time of planning and/or county
inspections back then.

2) To date, County fees and permits to correct the other code violations have exceeded
$3,000. Between engineering, demolition, construction and permit costs | will be depleting
funds to complete clearlng the property of all code violations. :

In conclusion, without the variance fee waived | may be forced to conclude_ pursuing the two-story
variance the County has asked of me. Additionally, | feel the variance fee is penalizing me for past
‘mistakes | was not associated with. Waiving the two- -story variance fee would allow us to pursue
the variance and be in good faith as we discussed.

- Thankyou

Antonio Flores



+ 12-643 No. 11.1 Revised

Monterey County
168 West Alisat Street,
~ dstFloor
o Salinas;, CA 938901
Board Order 831.755.5066

Updn motion of Supervisor Salinas, seconded by Supervisor Parker and carried by those members

present, the Board of Supervisors hereby

Adopted Resolution No. 12-384 amending the Monterey County Fee Resolution to:

a. .Authorize the Direcfor of Planning to consider and decide requests for waiver of land use appeal fees
when the appellant is unable to afford the appeal fee due-to appellant’s financial condition: and

. . Authorize the. Appropnate Authority to hearappeals from the Director of Planning’s decisions on

Jand use fee waiver requests. (Fee Waiver Resolutlon/REFlZOO@)

~PASSED AND ADOPTED on this 10" day of 3uly:2’0.’1‘2 by the following vote; fo-wit:

AYES: Supervisors Ammenta, Calcagno Salings, and Parker

NOES:  None
ABSENT: Supervisor Potter

1, Gail.T. Borkewskl Clerk of the Board of Supemsors of the County of Monterey, State of California, hereby certify that
the foregoing is a frue copy-of an original order of said Board of Supervisors:duly made and entered i the minutes thereof of
Minute Book 76 for the meeting on. July 10,2012: -

Dated: Angust 13,2012, ' : ; Gaﬂ'T Borkowski, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.

] File Number: 12:643 . . County of Monterey, State of California

Revised: 01-25-13 -

BY, &yﬂ?/w SR 4 mmjﬁ&_
Deputy -




File ID 12-643 No. 11.1 Revised

- Before the Board of Supervisors in and for the
Ceounty of Monterey, State of California

Resolution No. 12-384

Resolution amending the Iv'onterey County b
Fee Resolution to Augment and’ Clanfy Fee )
Waiver PIOCEAUIES. ..ivisomrnrivsinserinesiineians )
(REF120049/Fee Waiver Process) Y

WHEREAS, staté law authorizes the County to estabhsh fees for the cost of processing
Iand use entitlements;, so long as'such fees do not exceed the estimated réasonable cost of
providing the service for which'the service is charged;

WHEREAS pursuant to statelaw, the Board of Supervisers has penodloally established |

fees for the processing of land use entitlements (“1and use application fees™), including fees for

filing administrative appeals of land use decisions (“land use appeal fees™), and the:current land.
use fee schedule includes fées for filing appeals of land use entitlements in‘the inland ' :
uninecorporated area of the County, appeals of admlnlstratlve determinations, and appeals of fee
determmatlons

WHEPEAS the land use appeal fees are: imposed to cover aportion of the costs of
processing the appeal, and in enacting the fees, the Board of Supervisors found that the land tise
apphca’non fees and.land use appeal fees do mot exceed the estnnateé reasonable cost of
processing the land use applications and appeals;

“WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors. may, in the exercise of its police powers waive
land use apphcatlon fees, mcludmg land use appeal fees, ‘when poliey or other reasons dictate:
that a - waiver of fees is appropnate ‘

“WHEREAS, on August 29,2000, the Board of Supervisors: adopted Resolution No. 2000-
342 authorizing the County s Director of Planmng to grant requests for waivers of apphcatlon
and appeal fees for discretionary land use permits and building permits.if the fee waiver request
meets certain criteria and authorizing the:-Monterey County. Planning Commission to consider all
Jand use fee walver requests not meeting the specific criteria, a copy of said resoluﬁon being
attached hereto as Exhibit | and incorporated herein by reference;

WHEREAS, the existing land use fee waiver process allows appellants to. request a fee
waiver dieto mabﬂlty to pay, but the Board of Supervisors desires to make explicit that those

‘Who are genuinely unable to afford the fee are not barred from filing a land use appeal due to
their ﬁnan(:lal condltlon

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors desires to-augment the criteria under which the -

‘Diréctor of Planning has authority to grant a fee waiver to include grant of a waiver of land use
appeal fees when the appeliant provides evidence that the appellant is unable-to afford the appeal )
- fee due to appellant’s financial condition, provided that the appellant provides evidence in
support of the fee-waiver request such as evidence demonstrating that appellant would qualify for

a'waiver of court . fees and costs pursuant to Cahforma Govemment Code section 68632 because
of hiis or her financial condition;

Page 1 of 3
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File ID 12-643 No. 11.1 Revised

WHEREAS, questions have arisen in the implementatior: of Resolution No. 2000-342 as
to which County hearing body may hear appeals from the Director’s fee waiver decisions, and
thoroforc thg, Board. of SUyGTVISOIa desnes to olarlfy that. the ‘Approprl ate Authomy who.is

+

authonzed 1o hear and demd_e appeals from the Dueotor s- dec151ons on fee wawer requestsm «

WHEREAS, the fees to ‘which this waiver applies ate not.a tax and are- exempt from voter

.approval pursuant to subparagraphs (1) through (3) and subparagraph. (6) of section 1 -of Article

13C of the California Constitution (Proposition 26), and this fee waiver does riot result in
increased charges and feés to other land use permit apphcants as the loss of revenue will be

borne by the County’s General Fund;

WHEREAS, thls action related to fee waivers is statutorﬂy exempt from the California

" Envifonmental Quality Act pursuant to section 21 080(b)(8) of the Public: Resources Code
~ becatse the fees:are charges to cover operating expenses;

WHEREAS, Section 1.46.010 of Chapter 1. 40 of the Monterey County Code prov1des
that all fees penalﬂes refunds relmbursements and charges of any k:md by the Coun‘cy may be

WHEREAS, the Board_mt,endS‘,_that thlSi r_esolut;on, sall 'augment Resolution. Nfo;.Z.O'O'O—.
342 and that the Moriterey County Fee Resolution shall incorporate the procedures. specified by
this resolution.

DECISION

NOW ’I'HEREF ORE, based on all of the above facts and clrcumstances the Board of
Supervisors does hereby resolve as’ follows

1. The Board of 'Supe’rvisors hereby authorizes the Director of Plamning to consider and
decide-upon requests from appellants: for a-waiver of land use appeal fees when the.
-appellant provides evidence that:appellant is unable to afford the-appeal fees due'to:
appellant’s financial condition, provided that'the appellant provides evidence in support.
of the fee waiver request such as evidence demonstrating that appellant would qualify for
a waiver of court fees and costs pursuant to Cahfomla Govemment Code section 68632
because of hlS or her financial condltlon :

2. The hearing body designated by the Monterey County Code as the Appropnate Authonty
- tohear an appeal of a land use decision. is also hereby authorized to hear and decide
appeals | from the Director of Planmno S de(:1s1ons on land use fe.e waiver requests..

3. This resolution. augments Resolunon No. No. 2000-342, and establishes Article 14.D.of

~ the Monterey County Fee Resohmon ~which shall 1ncorporate the procedures specified in
-Sectlons 1 and 2 of this resolution

Page 2 of 3:
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File ID 12-643 No. 11.1 Revised
PASSED-AND ADOPTED upon motion of Supervlsor Salinas, seconded by Supervisor Parker,
and carried this 10th day of July 2012, by the following vote, to wit:,

The Board hereby adopts this Resolution amending the Monterey County Master Fee Resolution
to clarify the fee for appeals on land use issues and establish criteria for the waiver of fees in

specific circumstances. v

AYES:  Supervisors Armenta, Calcagno, Salinas, and Parker
NOES:  None

:ABSENT Supemso1 Potter

I, Gail T. Borkowsk1 Clerk of the Board of Superwsors of the County of Monterey, State-of
California, hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of an original order of said Board of -
Supervisors-duly made and entered in the minutes thereof of Mmute Book 76 for the meeting on
July 10, 2012.

Dated: August IS@v'ZOI.Z - Gail T. Borkowskd, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
File Number: 12-643, _ County of Monterey, State of California
Revised: January 25,2013

By /({ZQ’E C/ locem cerct?

Deputy
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!  Whereas: The Board has Iecexved report and recommandam}ns from the Coumy'

Before the Boord of Supervisors in and for the
) Coumfy of Morterey, Staie of California

Resolua‘zon 2000- 342

R&soluton Amending thc Monte:sy )
County Master Fee Resolutionfo )
Clarify the Fee for Appeals on )
Land Use Issnes and Establish 3
Criteria for the Waiver of Fessin )
‘Bpecific Circumstances. )

Wharsas Chapter 1.40 of the Montexsy Coumy Code. astabhahcs the Mmtcrey County Master
Fee Resolution {the Resolution) as the vehicle fcu setiing and amﬂuumg fees; and,

Whereas; The Boa:ﬂ wzshcs to clanﬁrﬁ:s appeal fes for land use Issnes and to establish criteria
~ gnd authority for the Director of Planning and Building Inspection to waive fees in specific

cases; and,

. Adminisiraitve Office and Plarming and Building Inspecuon, ani

‘Whereas: ‘The Board has held a public hearing as re:qurmd by law and heard from all mterested
parﬁe5'

NOW thersfore, be It resolved that the Board clarifies that the appeal fee for appeals io The
Plam:mg Com:rmssmn or Board of Supervisers on land uselssam is $671.00.

Be it fwsﬂacr resolved that the Director of Plamnmg and Building Inspecﬁon'may waive
application and appel fees for discretionary permit and building permit applications for:

1. Small day care centers (less than‘m%relye children).

2. Inchisionary portions of proposed residential developﬁmnts.

‘& Specizl Handling affordable housing projects, as detailed n the adopted Special
Handling odteria (25% affordable honsing). Amount of fees waived Is based on the
percentage of affordable honsing provided, and may inciude additional fees beyond the

" priginal application fees.

b. Persons age 62 or over on 3 fixed, very Jow income as defined by Housmg and Utban.
Development.




——

c. Reclassification Epphcanons to bn.ng property into consistency with existing General
Plan land use designations. :

d. Colmty‘ or other govermment agencies.

€. Permit fees for the repair or teconstrastion of proj)erty and strictnres damaged or
destroyed by an act ar event that has been dectared 2 disaster by the Board of Supervisors
-where Tosnrance is inadequate to pay the applicable fess.

g. Deve]opment, euhaneement, expansion of modification of needed commum-'y facilities
by non-profit organizations and (:DmmIIDJ'ly gronps meeting the following criteria:
a The proposed project is available for nse by the general pubJic; and
b. Provides a scope of benefit beyond the residents of the immediate vicinity; aud,
c. Is of obvious public benefit, Evidence of public benefii includes, but is not
timited io, projects that:
i Meet a public need previously identified or recognized by the Board of
Supezvisors;
ii. Provide a public facility not presently avafizbles in the commmmity;
5. Have generated obvious, substantial commrommity supports or,
fv. Would either reduce County Gosts or increass County revenne.
9. Gsnprai Plan amendmernts for parcels with imappropmate of macouraie land nse
destgnations provided the property has been field checked and veznﬁeri that it is
inaccurately or mappmpr.ataiy dcmgnzmi .

" Rennests N ot Confomlmg io Policy:

The Plamming Cormmission shall comsider all requests for fee watvers not- me°ﬁng the abova-‘
GIﬁEnn. ’ .

Aam°al of Director’s Decision:

"‘he Planuing Commlssmn shall CDDSldBI' alt appeals of demsmns of the Director on fee waiver
requests.

Paymy en‘t of Fees:

AJl fees shall be paid at the time of the fiing a application or an appeal. Should the fees
subsequently be waived, the fees shall be rofunded. '

, . . :
On motion of Swpervisor _ PENNYC00K ,seconded by Supervisor_ SALINAS

and carded by fhose members present, the Board hergby adopts this resotutios amending the -
‘Monterey County Master Fee Resolution to cladify the fee for appeals on Tand use issues and
establish criteria for the waiver of fees in specific ciicumstances.




PASSED AND ADOPTED this 29 day of Augnst,; 2000, by the following vote, to-wit:

AYES: Supervisors Salinas, Pennycook and Calcagno.

NOES: Noze.

- ABSENT: Supervisors Johnsen and Potter.

1, 3ALLY R_REED, Clerk of the Board of Supervistrs of he County of Monterzy, State of Ca]ii:amia, hi:eby cerfify that fhe

foregoing jsa krue copy of an origival erder of szid Board of Supervisors duly
of Minute Book 70, on August 29, 2000,

| DATED: Augest 25,2000 g -

made and entered in the mimites thereof at page ~

SALLY R. REED, Clerk of 1he Board
of Superyisars, Comnty ol Mogterey, Smte-of

ifornia

By:




