Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: John Valleg <reef_magnel@yahoo.com>
Sent: Maonday, December 10, 2018 8:26 AM
T Coastal Hollitser

Ce: Hollister Ranch

Subject: Hollister Ranch Aceess Program

Dear Commissioners-

I would like to provide some personal input on the Hollister Ranch issue.l am a 69 year old physician and outdoor
enthusiast and have lived in Santa Barbara for 40 years, in southiern California for 60 years.| have a background in marine
biology, have a longstanding interest in coastal issues, and am a member of Channelkeepers.

| have had the opportunity to visit Hollister Ranch many times over many years and have followed the access issug
closely. | know Hollister Ranch to be the last pristine section of Califarnia coast in southern California,untouched by
crowds, litter, and environmental degradation. The abundance and diversity of maring life is unique, given its proximity
to Paint Conception.Furthermare;the marine and coastal ecosystems are largely untouched and unchanged in this
stretch of coast, unlike the rest of southern California.lt is in the bestinterests of California that it remain 0.

The upcoming review of the 1982 Hollister Ranch Public Access Program toncerns me. This program is badly outdated;
if implemented, it would result in.overcrowding of the Ranch, ,environmental degradation, and irreparable damage.The
1987 Program deservesa careful, complete,unrushed revision at this point.Such deliberation should certainly include
the principal owner of this land,the Hollister Ranch Owners Association. 1 know that the enviranment and resources of
Hollister Rarich have been closely and carefully protected by the current owner; their input and suggestions are critical,

The State of California is nat financially or structurally capable of developing this stretch of coast into a state parkas per
the 1982 agreemant.Much more time and effort are needed.How will a program of massive public access be
financed ?How will environmental ruination be prevented? How will we keep this from turning the pristine stretch of
roast (nto'yet another crowded southern California beach park?

Finally, on a personal note, my hobbies include surfing and tidal biology.When | visit Hollister Ranch | find abundant
‘tidal ecology and uncrowded surfing; it is like going back to the California of my youth.This is a magical stretch of our

coast. Please don’t allow it to devolve into an overcrowded mess.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

JohnH vallee MD
41 Tierra Cielo Lane
Santa Barbara,CA
93105

reef magnet@yahoo.com



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

Fronu Locklin, Linda@Coastal

Sent: tMonday, December 10, 2018 10:35 AM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: FW: Hollister Ranch Plan Update

Attachments: Comments on public access at Hollister Raneh 2.docx

From: Mark Robinson [mailto:markkrobinson@verizon.net)

‘Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 7:14 AM

To: Locklin, Linda@Coastal; Hudson, Steve@Coastal, Carey, Barbara@Coastal; Phelps, Jacqueline@Coastal
Subject: Hollister Ranch Plan Update

Dear Commission Officials. _

I'was unable to provide the attached public comment on Hollister Ranch through your website (technical problems) or by
FAX {no response). So | am taking the liberty of emailing it to you in the hopes that it can be considered before the
meeting this Wednesday.

Thank you for constdening these comments (attached Word file).

Mark Robinsan MD

Bishop CA

(760) 914 2800



Comments on public access at Hollister Ranch:

1 lived on the California coast for 20 years and have access te the Hollister Ranch through my
family, but have never lived there. Tam familiar with the entire coast of Southern Calilornia fram
almaist four decades of travel and recreadon 1am in Favor of access as required by law. Limited
and non -destructive access,

The public already has access to the Holhster Ranch beach by boat or by walking {only at low
tide) which is cansistent with the lerter of the law, Additional access comes through Hollister
Ranch Conservancy hosted educarional programs. What is not present Is gasy matorized mass
aecessover land The law does not require that. Such aceess to the Haollister Ranch will degrade iv
severely Based on my travels, it is the least damaged and best preserved af all of the beach areas along the
entire SoCal coast. Nearby State Parks along the-eoast are good and beautiful places but show
grossly more human impacr ane degradation of the natural environment than Hollister Ranch,
Mass access always means some visitors who abuse the place: garbage. cigarette butts, noise,
cumpfires, crampling, dag poop, etc, For many visitors these parks are a mere recreational venue
and many. perhups most, have little if any real connection to the place or strong motives (o keep
it whole. Use it and pass on. Hollister is an example of outstandingly successful preservation
and low impact sustainable use by the locals who own. live in and care for the place rather than
use ir simply as a recrearonal venue.

The limited access and good stewardship which protects the Ranch from being overrun are
iramcally the main reasons why it is soattractive, Desirable places such as Yosemite and the
Grand Canyon ure being “loved to death” by hardes of moterized passers through even with
administered access programs and limitations Even places with strict limits.and absent
motorized access such as the wilderness around Mt Whitney and the John Muir Trail are
severely affected and degraded by the activities of hundreds of daily visirors. Even though the
majority of these wilderness travelers do the best they can to minimize their impact. Masses of
humans always harm an environment. What reason is there to do this to Hollister Ranch which
so far has escaped this fate?

Cerrainly in a comprehensive multi- Agency coastal access plan rhe Hollister Runch should not be
singledout as the vrily coastal property near Gaviota tobe apened to mass access, car camping and
shuttle busses. If it is singled out, then the people whe live there should have representation on
the rask force. A comprehensive plan should include the former Bixhy Ranch. a more logical
place for what is being corisidered, now run by the Nature Conservancy as alimited access
coastal preserve. Not to mention Vandenberg AFB and the ranches east of Gaviot State Park.

fr seems unlikely that the practicalities of access have been carefully considered what with all
the heavily publicized ideological and legal wrangling ameng the various parties absorbing
everyhody's arvention. The road along the beach is steepiand winding and would probubly need
extensive expensive and searring rebuilding and maintenance to ha ndle the increased traffic,
Thag traffic would make it hard to use and emergency access for ambulances, fire equipment and
law enforcement would be slow and difficult but inevitably much more frequently neetled. Daily
use by the local people could become an unpleasant ordeal, Cows use the road. It's a real cattle



ranch on an agricultural preserve: To keep thar agricultural work off of the public access ant
away from the hikers would be complex and expensive

A trail alang the road could be a danger ro hikers from vehicles especially because of visibility
issues. Because the road goes up and dawn it wonld not be o logical hiking trail and likely to be
too much for casual wilkers who can be expected to run into problems (Nowater! No shade! No
place to sit and eat! Too mary hills! So terribly windy! Where can 1 relieve mysell? That brush
looks like a4 good asheray Maybe | should ask the peaple in that house to drive me home, ), Such
unprepared day hikers would need helpy but be unable to summon a rescuie with their cell
phones, The remptation to cut south from the rokd directly to the ocean and w the presumed
beach would be great and tnevitably taken This leads often enough to threatening terruin.
poisonoak. impengtrable brush, private homes and unstable cliffs Search and Rescue. What
will be done with the beach lovers who miss the last shuttle and ean't walk back in the dark?
With 180000 or more potential new peaple on this land each year all of this and much worse is
certain to occur, Agan and again:

It will be an cxpensive praposivon ta deal with it all. Forever Governor Brown seemed to know this
when he suggested that the old access plan was not fiscally responsible. Things haven't gotten
cheaper since 1982, the yearof the riginal plan some 36 years aga, Can Parks and Recreation
Budgets afford all of this expansion along with new rangers, maintenance, law enforcement.
safery, monitoring etc. L thought it was difficult just to maintain what alreacly exists.

The costs ta the natural world ar the Hollister Ranch deserve some conswderanion too. The ranch
littoral and adjacent hillg and valleys are alive in a way that no other So Cal location can matel.
Almast like the Channel Islands off the coast (whichalse havevery seriousky limited aceess). The
country inland has native plants and animals living something like the way rhey di d when the
Chuimash contralled who could easily get ta the beach, Would this ecosystem be improved by
increased uman use (and unfortunately but mevitahly Inmman abuse) of the place? Real living
tide poals, abundunt neat shore life, even abalone are still there. How long could that survive a
pick over by the picnickers and fisher peaple?

Whenever a Hollister Ranch native wants to build a new structare or make some change a long
and expensive process involving biology, archaeolngy, and geology repores and regulatory
approval taking yearsand massive effort is required. Anything likely to damage native vegeration
or habitir. ta create an evesore of otherwise degrade the environment is forbidden The Coastal
Commission in part sees that this is so. I think that a competent professional assessment of the
hiological. archacalogical, geolngical, visual and cultural impact of the work needed to
accommodate hundreds of new visitors cach day in a State Park like venue would reveal damage
perhaps orders ol magnitude greater vhan the sum of all that has been done at Hollister Ranch so
far Road huilding. Trail construction. \Warer extraction. Buildings. Bathrooms. Parking lots.
Campgrounds. Waste dispusal facilities, How can-this he done tothe same exacting standards
requitred of the Hollister Ranch residents by regulators including the Coastal Commisston?
Prohably ir canno.

The people who live there shouldn't be steamrollered either. Their quality of life will with
certainty be quite severely diminished. Grear collecriveeffort, discipline and expense were



required to bring the place ta its current exemplary state. Is that to be now taken away and
harvested 1n an aggressive fashion and exploited so thar anybody on 2 whim eaneasily enjoy a
novel place to picnic un the beach or tuke 8 maody walk? Sa that surfers ¢an with small effort
get tosome formerly less crowtled than average waves? That would not be a good way to treat
the people who have found a way to live in a place without destroying it.

The best. least expensive and mast practical approach ta preserving this outstanding place is ro
keep access the way it is now. This is a no cost option to the taxpayer, 1t is a proven suceess
Geography has already placed narural hayrters o casual coastal visitarion, as is the case for most of the cudst
unvway. The public can and will always be able ro access the beach to the extent tequired by law,
But it does now take some effort, some knowledge, some skill and real desire. Which is good.




Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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Fromm: william Broadhead < boardwalker73@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday. December 10, 2018 11:20 AM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Public Access?

Please don't set a precedent that erodes Private Property Rights.

Ameriga was founded on a desire to be able to own Property without the fear of it being taken through insidious
means such al Taxes, Fines and Extortion.

The Hollister Ranch is a rare jewe! of pristine beauty being managed as only Mother Nature would desire.
Don’t ruin it!

Respeetfully submitted by,

William Broadhead

Sent fram Gmail Mobile



Lacklin, Linda@Coastal

— T e
From: william Broadhead <boardwalker73@gmail.cam®
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 11:43 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser
Subject: $E3& The Cost

Before making a {inal decision on Public aceess please consider the costs of a Public access program in-a
remote aréa like The Gaviota Coast!

Is the Costal Commission prepared 10 construet and maintain the trails. roads

Facilities etc. Where will the public go=to-The - batlroom? And dan’t forget the Personal Injuriy Lawyers.
There will be increased injury and death it You provide access to wild remaote areas,

Please consider the costs.

Sincerely,

Bill Broadhead

Sent from Gmail Mobile



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Mark Robinson <robtamd@pacbell.net>

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 12:07 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Comments

Attachments: Comments on public access at Hollister Ranch 2.docs

Also sent to some ofticials carlier,
Thanks.

Mark Robinson

Bishop CA

(7601 914 2990



Comments op public ageess ar Hollister Ranch:

[ived an rhe California coast for 20 years and have aceess to the Hollister Ranch through my
family, but have never lived there 1 am familiar with the entire coast of Southern California from
almost four decades of travel and recreation 1am in favor of access as required by low, Limited
and non -destructive access,

The pablie already has access to the Hollister Ranch beach by hoat or by walking (only at low
ride) which is consistent with the letter of the law. Additional access comes through Hollister
Ranch Conservancy hosted educarional programs, What is not present iscasy motorized mess
access over land. The law does not reguire that, Such access to rhe Hollister Ranch will degrade it
severely. Based on my travels, it is the least damaged and best preserved of all of the beach aveas along the
enttre So Cal coast, Nearby State Parks along the coast are good and beautiful places bur show
grossly more human impact and degradation of the natural environment than Hallister Ranch.
Mass access always means some visitors who abuse the place: garbage. cigarette butts, noise.,
campfires. trampling, dog poop, ete. For many visitors these parks are a mere recréational venue
and many, perhaps most. have little if any real connecnion to the place or strong motives ta keep
it whole Use it and pass on. Hollister is an example of outstandingly successful preservation
and low impact sustainable use by the locals whoown, live in and care for the place rather than
use it simply asu recreational venue.

The limired access and good stewardship which protects the Runch from being overrun are
iranically the main reasons why it ts so artractive. Desirable places such as Yosemite and the
Grand Canyon are being “loved to dearh” by hordes of motarized passets through even with
adminisrered access programsand limitations Even places with strict limits and ahsent
motarized aceess such as the'wilderness araunid Mt Whimney and the John Muir Trail ave
severely affected and degraded by the activities of hundreds of daily visitors. Even though the
majotity of these wilderness travelers do the best they can to minimize their impact. Masses of
humans always harm an enviranment. What reason isthere to dio this to Hollister Ranch which
so far has escaped this (ate?

Certainly in'a comprehensive multi- Agency constal access plan the Hollister Ranch should nol be
singled out as the only coastal property near Gaviora w be apened o mass access, car camping and
shuttle busses. If it is singled out, then the people who live there should have representation on
the task force. A comprehensive plan should include the tormer Bixby Ranch, a more logical
place for what is bein g considered, now run by the Nature Conservancy as 4 limited access
coastal preserve, Not to mention Vandenberg AFR and the ranches east of Gaviota State Park.

It seems unlikely thar the practicalities of access have been carefully consicdered what with all
the heavily publicized ideological and legal wrangling among the various parties absorbing
everyhody's artention: The road along the beach 1s steep and winding and would probably need
extensive expensive and scarring rebuilding and maintenance to handle the increased tratfic
That tralfic would make it hard t use and emergency access for ambulances, fire equipment and
Jaw enfarcement would be slow and difficult bur inevitably much more frequently needed. Daily
use by the local people could hecome an unplensant arideal Cows use the road 1¢'s areul catrle



ranch on an agricultural preserve. To keep that agricultural waork ofl of the public access and
away friom the hikers would be complex and expensive.

A teail along the road could be o danger to hikers from vehicles especially beeuise of visibility
1ssties. Because the road goes up and down e would not be a logical hiking trail and likely to be
too much for casual walkers who can be expected to run into problems {No warer! Noshade! No
place tosit and eat! Teo many hills! So terribly windy! Where can | relieve mysel?? Thar hrush
looks like a good asheray. Maybe | shuuld ask the peaple in that house ta drive me home ). Such
unprepared day hikers would need help but beunable to summon-a rescue with their cell
phones, The temptation to et south from the road directly to the ocean-and tothe presumed
beach would be great and inevitahly taken, This leads often enough to threatening terrain:
poison oak. impenctrable brush, private homes and unsrable cliffs. Search and Rescue. What
will be done witl: the beach lovers who miss the Jast shuttle and can't walk back in the dark?
With 150,000 or more potential new people on this land each year all of this and much werse is
cértam to occur. Again and again.

12 will be dn expronsive proposition to deal with it all. Forever, Governor Brown seemed to know this
when he suggested that the ald access plan was not fiseally responsible. Thingshaven’t gorten
cheaper since 1982, the year of the original plan some 36 years ago. Can Parks and Recreution
Budgets afford all of this-expansion alang with new rangers, maintenance, law enlorcement.
safety, monitoring ere.? | thought it was difficult just to mamtain what already exists.

The costs to the natural world at the Hollister Ranch deserve some consideration oo, The ranch
littoral and adjacent hills and valleys are:alive in a way that na ather Sa Cal location can match.
Almaost like the Channel Islands off the coast (which also have very seriously limited uecess), The
country inlund has naeive plants and animals living something like the way they did when the

¢ humash cantrolled who could easily get to the beach, Would this ecosystem be impraved by
increased human use (and unfortunarely but inevitably human abuse) al the place? Real living
ride pools. abundant near shore life, even abalone are still there, How long could that survive a
pick aver by the picnickers and fisher people?

Whenever a Hallister Ranch native wants 1o huild a new structure or make some change a long
and expensive process involving binlagy, archaeology, and} geology reports and regulatory
approval taking vears and massive effort is required. Anything likely o damage native vegeration
ar habitat, to create an eyesore ot otherwise degrade the environment is forbiclden. The Coastal
Conimiission in part sees that this is so. | think thata comperent professional assessment of the
biological, archaeological, gealogical, visual and cultugal impact of the work needed to
recommodare hunilreds of new visitors each day in a State Park like venue would reveal damage
perhaps orders of magnitude greater than the sum of all that has been done at Hollister Runch so
far. Road building, Trail construction. Water extraction, Buildings. Bathrooms. Parking lots.
Campgrounds, Waste chisposal facilities. How can this be done to the same exacting stundards
required of the Hollister Ranch residents by regulators including the Coastal Commission?
Probably it cannot

The people who live there <hnuldn't be steamrallered either, Their quality of life will with
certainty be quite severely diminished. Great collective effort, discipline and expense were



required to bring rhe place ro its current exemplary state. 1s that to be now taken away and
harvested in an aggressive [ashion and exploited so thar anybody ona whim can easily enjuy a
novel place to picnic on the heach or take a moody walk? So thar surfers can with small effort
get to sume formerly less crawded than average waves? That would not be 2 good way to treat
the people who huve found a way to live in a place without destroying it.

The best. least expensive and most practical approach to preserving this pursranding place is to
keep actess the way it is now. This is a no tost option o rhe taxpayer, [t 1s a proven siiceess.
Geography has already placed natiral harreers w casual coastal visitation, as bs the case Jor mast af the coast
danyway. Thepublic can and will always be able t access the beach ro the extent required by law
Rut it does now take some efforr, some knowledge, some skill und real desire. Which is good.




Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Ted Simimans <tedsimmonssb@gmail coms>
Sent: Marnday, December 10, 2018 12:11 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Hollister Ranch managed access

How can vou develop s program based on the YMCA campground that doesn’t exist?

Thank you.

Ted Sirmmons
fedsimmionssb@gmail com




Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Rich Everett <everettfamilyfarm@comeast net>
Sent: Monday. December 10, 2018 1:16 PM

Te: Coastal Hollitser

Cc Everett Rich

Subject: Hallister Ranch Input

Dear Coastal Commissioners:

First of all [ want to thank you for all your work involving our coast line, we really appreciate much of what
you -are accomplishing,

My wile and I are multigenerational California’s and as lifelong sailors, heavily invalved with agriculture and
livestock, and as the past President of 'West Marine who spearheaded coastal fishing preservation (started the
safe fish {o eal campaign which is now world wide) amongst many other coastal and ocean environmental
campaigns we deeply care and work to preserve whal we have teft on our coast and throtghout California. We
are inta sensible preservation, public access; development and business when it makes good commaon sense.

We have followed the Martins Beach, Privates Beach. and Hollister Ranch public access conversations closely.

One of our farms is in Santa Cruz County, near the coast with a river running through it that drops into the
ocean. We are about 5 miles from the Privates beach gare which our family frequently uses. We've boated otf
the west coast of Califarnia as well as Poimt Congeption and Santa Barbara on many occasions.

We want to summarize and relay a story ahout our hametown and a property just off the famous Steamers Lane
lighthouse point in Santa Cruz. The Coastal C ommission along with the State decided they ne longer approved
of the city running Lighthouse Park so the state was given the authority and took it over. Within a short time
the park started to hecome a less and less desirable place 1o bring ous families-and our 3 kids who attended a
school right acress the street could not even go there due to the lack of maintenance, illegal camping. garbage.
and drugs which quickly inhabited the park. Then one of the head of California State Parks came out publicly
stating that the state did not have the funds 1o operate or manage the park and ask for the city to take it back
over. Today, years later it remains a mess.

[ can see the same thing happening with Privates Beach and the Hollister Ranch coastline, Both have had
decades and decades of aperating well. two of the best results with the environment and at the same time
allowing for use. ln both cases it is our private citizens. those that live nearby, are parts of thal community that
know what is best for the good of both the environment and the public. As hard as that is to understand, we ean
not over emphasize enovgh that the local communities know what's best and cando the best job in operating
theirarea’s.

Regarding the Bixby and Hollister Ranch coastlines. we boated and anchored off their for over 23 years, the
coastline. fishing, and kelp beds arc a treasure worth protecting. We strongly believe the people living there
know how to protect the coastline, the ranchers know how to protect and utilize the grazing land as we have
observed over the decades of being offshore that it is “not™ over grazed like most ranches these days throughom
the U.S.!

We've camped at Gaviota State Park, we know it has always been arun down while the weather is ollen windy.
cold. and the beach is full of dried smelly kelp with very little desiré from the publie for use. Just a short drive

L



south brings the public to two mare accessible with better weather and coastlines then the northern direction we
are addressing. Why? The locals and knowledgeable public understand that the beaches and coastline around
Pt Conception are proneto quickly changing weather patterns, rough seas and currents, while the coastline itself
is sensitive to increased public use and business development.  The knowledgeable public understand. there are
plenty of hiking trails around thai area currently with little use, plus even if you were o hike in the area,
certainly Vandenberg Air Force Base is not going 1o let anyone cross their arca, the coast line is a dead end
there.

TLat the public utilize Jalama State Beach to the North and Refugin®s and El Cap to the South. The stale can
manage those aréa’s and provide necessary utilization of our coastline with easier public access.

Where would the state get the resources to open up more coastling in possibly the most sensitive & remote
coastiing in the state? The writing is on the wall, just take a walk through Lighthouse Point park in Santa Cruz.
"Il escort you! '

Finally the geography of the area (unlike many coastal area’s of California) poses huge challenges and practical
limits of access to the Hollister Ranch and must be responsibly addressed. especially with regard to the lack of
infrastructure, little or no services, challenging topography. sensitive habitat, a fast moving railroad, and to
mention again, a often treacherous coastline and extreme winds that can blow off shore, pushing noviee beach
goers out in the open ocean. This is not Huntington Beach or Malibu! This is a dangerous coastal arca 10 enjay
water aclivities. the cliffs are steep, and I can think of thousands of better places 10 take a pleasant hike.

Help protect the Hollister Ranch ¢oasuline! Lel the coastal environment thrive as it has while managing the
public access in a responsible way.

I'hank vou again for giviag us the opportunity to comment.

Rich. Laura. Hailey, Hannah, and Annie Everett

Everett Family Farm
Soquel Cider

"Fine Organics From Seed to Core”

PO Box 308

Soquel, Ca, 95073

831 566 0472
EverettFamilyFarm@comcast net




Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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From: Zachary Cantar <zmicantor@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, Decamber 10, 2018 1:47 PM
To: Coastal Holiitser

Subject: Haollister Ranch Public Access Program

To whom it may concern:

1 currently live in Santa Barbara, and have travelled to Hollister Ranch with friends and family. 1
am not an owner, but am very concerned about the apparently impulsive, ill-considered and vague
plan proposed by AB 2534, It is a sacred, pristine stretch of land, which has
been thoughtfully cared for by Hollister Ranch owners for decades. It
provides critical environmental preservation for use in scientific studies
and for educational purposes--with school children commonly being able
to access the property and see one of California's last pristine stretches of
coastline.

While | recognize that public access to the Cali fornia Coast is important, there must be a balance
with environmental preservation, tax payer expense and also property ownership rights, My
concern is mainly for the environmental preservation, and also with the amount of tax payer dollars
that will inevitably be wasted on future litigation and the massive resources required to implement
the AB 2534 plan--and that could be better spent on more pressing issues affecting areas and issues
closer to where more California residents reside, i.e. infrastructure, water resources. more
environmental protection, alternative/sustainable energy production.

First. AB 2534 attempted to implement an outdated plan from 1982, when all of the above-
mentioned issues were not nearly as critical as today. The plan clearly needs to be updated, and
take into account the priorities most Californian's face today. The plan also did not seem 10 imvolve
input for implementation from Hollister Ranch owners, which seems odd considering they have
been responsibly maintaining the land for decades.

Second. and in this regard, the plan's massive expansion of Gaviota State Park would require an
enormous amotnt of expensive, contentious and complex trail and road casement access of private
property--and makes no accounting of the potential costs to Califormia’s tax payers, The land
acquisition cost alone would be huge. Maoreover, the costs in maintaining such an expanded swath
of coastline 1o include trash, water, sewage, security, safety. transportation, trail and road
maintenance seems not to have been considered--and certainly no cost estimates have been
submitted. Indeed, the resources necessary (o accommodate and maintain such infrastructure
without permanently damaging this pristine coastline would be enormous, The costs should be
reasonable and affordable over the long term, especially ongoing operations and maintenance,
which are needed in perpetuity. The respansible public entities (State Parks, County Sheriff,
County Fire) already face significant operations, maintenance, and public safety challenges for this
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part of the coast. The updated program should honestly and responsibly address the substantial
cost and logistical burdens remote Hollister Ranch access would place on these agencies.

Third, given the proposed number of potential visitors mentioned in the plan. it seems naive to
assume that almost a half-million additional visitors to this pristine landscape would not have a
permanent and devastating affect on the conservation efforts. Indeed, the plan proposes activities
and access that not even the current owners permit for themselves, e.g. overnight camping.

Finally, safety is not accounted for. The plan has not accounted for and does not appear to have
even done suryeys necessary to assess the fact that the landscape is extremely hilly and remote. The
proposed infrastructure would be quite complex to implement--and would only drive up an already
extremely expensive undertaking. The plan. therefore, pays no attention to the safety hazards
inherently present.

“Thank you for your thoughtful and diligent consideration of this important issue.
- Zachary Cantor

Zachary M. Cantor, Esq.
1112 Momana Ave.. Ste. ¢
Santa Monica. CA 90403
Office: (213) 674-0323
Cantorlawyers.com




Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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From: Greg Linder <carmelgreg@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 1:48 PM
To: Coastal Hollitser
Cc carmelgbl@aol com
Subject: Hollister Ranch Access Issue

December 10, 2018

To: California Coastal Commission
From: Greg Linder

'POB 7214

Carmal, CA 93921

Dear Costal Commissioners,
Thank you for this epportunity to comment on the subject of Hollister Ranch public access.

| arn 2 third generation Californian and a surfer for 50 plus years. | have surfed all around the globe and have lived on
the Central Coast of California since the 1970's and have surfed the whole coast of California for decades.

One of my favarité places to surf is the Hollister Ranch. What makes it so special among other things is that being there
is like stepping back in time when the California coast was largely untouchad by the hand of man. From just north of
Gaviota St. Park all the way to Vandenberg Air Force Base the California coast is just-about as pristine as it wasin the
18007s. It is 50 quiet there that the sea life and the sand pipers thrive there and don’t have to compete for there natural
habitat with beach-going crowds.

Having surfed or visited almost the entire coast of California | know the specialness of the Hallister Ranch will be
unalterably and negatively affected by public access.

My feeling is that myself and others, can already access the Hollister Ranch via boat and | have even walked 10 the
beaches of the Hallister Ranch along the shore. Taking a little bit of work adds te the joy of finding an uncrowded
natural setting unsullied by “civilization” as found everywhere else in our trowded State.

So dear Commissioners and Staff thank you for your careful consideration of this issue. After thinking about this-long
and hard it is my feeling and hopefully yours that keeping access ta the Hollister Ranch as it has been and not.changing it
to public access [s the best thing for all concerned. After all it only takes-a bit of work via walking in along the share or
using a boat and upon arrival you find yourself ina truly special place untrammeled as all other Southern California
beaches are;

Sincerely,
Greg Linder

P.O.Box 7214
Carmel, CA 93921



Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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From: Alex Harleen <alexhareen@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 1:51 PM
To: Coastal Hollitser
Subject: In regards o 1982 Hallister Ranch Public Actess Program

Dear Members of the California Coastal Commission,

1 am writing today as a resident of San Francisco. an avid surfer, and as someane who extensively uses and
enjoys California's beaches and coastline. Through my Jove of backpacking, surfing, hiking and trail running 1
have became intensely interested in the issue of public access to outdoor spaces.

The redevelopment of the 1982 Hollister Ranch Public Access Program is ineredibly important, and I
appreciate your willingness to take public comment. As California residents. we are afforded the incredible gifi
and responsibility of having access to raw and patural spaces. The coastline is a limited resource, and | believe
it is our duty 1o be judicious in how we use it. A part of that i$ ensuring that there are places on the coastline that
evervone can access and enjoy (much like how Yosemite valley gives everyone the chance to experience the
High Sierras). However, [ have been to Yosemite Valley, and we would ruin the Sierras if every part of the
range had the same development and infrastructure as the valley.

In California, we enjoy ingredible access to the coastline. Last weekend 1 surfed at Fort Cronkhite, and you can
drive right up o the break and park. And up and down the coast there are countless spots just like Cronkhite.
But when vou're out there, you can't help but consider what it looked like before there were the giant parking
lots, the fences. the bathrooms and the metal signs. When the indications of human presence were limited
instead of omnipresent. Of those lightly trodden places, onour California coast. there's not oo many left. And |
believe the Hollister Ranch coasiline ts one of those rare places

At this point in California's history, preservation of the coastling is mare important than development and
aceess:

| strongly urge the commission to limit the scope of the new plan.
Respectiully,

Alex Harleen

Alex Harleen

Kynetic Consulting

(5110) 282-6970
AlexHarleen@umail.com




From: Jan Rutkin Ostendarf [mailto:jan@oddrutkinicem]
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 2:50 PM

To: Environmentallustice@Coastal

Subject: Public commen.

To Whom it May Concem:

1 realize | have missed the deadline for public comment on the CCC Environmental Justice policy. however. [
would respectfully ask that you consider & accept my comments in light of the fires & emergency situations
that have oceurred in the tast week near my area. There are 3 projects for which [ would like 10 submat
commients:

1) HOLLISTER RANCH: _

1 would like 10.say that the CCC decisions with respect o Hollister Ranch wre outrageous. There are vver §
miles of public beach that the public iv being denied accesste hecause a few very weallhy property owners in
the area have hired labhyists w prevent aceess. Steve Lopez (LA Times columnist said it best - (1am
paraphrasing)!

“The only way 10 get in & out of Hollister Runch is via kayak. You can kayak and the following might happen:
-vou could become shark bait

~you gould end up on one oi the outer 1slands

-you could drown

-you might make it. but then you have w0 gel back. .

However. i vau happen to have a helicopter. you cin My invand land it - there is.a helicoprer pud.

Lastly. il vou happen 10 be part of s sehbol group. you can go there once a year.”

ra



I think that just:about says it all. Please explain 1o me how is it that Yvon Chinard (Mr. Environmental
Patagonia), James Cameron (Mr. Titanic) and several other wealthy individuals get to keep Hollister Ranch
private - with basically no public access” Furthermore. these same wealthy individuals are getting a property tax
break because they are supposedly part of a “Ranch.” Trast me. Yvon Chinard & James Cameron do sot do any
ranching at Hollister Ranch. Wouldn™t we all like a property tax break? But then, you have be part of a ranch. |
think you have to have sows (oo, Steve Lopez wrote a column about this too.

2) I'was present at the CCC meeting in Scou's Valley on July 11, 2018 when the commissioners rubber stamped
ihe eldercare development ar 1525 Palisades Drive. Pacific Palisades. CA 90272, It was a compléte travesty! In
case you missed It, the developer is planning to build an eldercare tacility for 90+ eldercare residents in the
Pacific Palisades Highlands. This was erroneously approved by City of LA & this project violates the CA
Coastal Act in multiple ways - And then, to add insult to injury, the CCC approved it!!!

The City of LA and the CA Coastal Commission should not have spproved this project as it violates the
CA Coastal Act in 5 specific ways:

1)+ No traffic study or analysis of traffic impacts on public access — violates 30250, 30252 CA
COASTAL ACT

2)= No analysis of view impacts, no story poles erected, City clainmed views not relevant since only view
that “counts™ is veean view- violates 30231 CA COASTAL ACT - (Mountain views in the CA Coastal
Zone are protected)

3y+ [nsufficient/incorrect data on parking: did not consider visitors, employees, independent medical
care providers and impact on access (o parks : Violates 30252 CA COASTAL ACT

4)+ No analysis of impact of brush clearing on parklan'd- Vialates 30240 CA COASTAL ACT (Would
significantly impact the adjacent riparian creek and Sycamore — Oak woodland in Santa Ynez Canyon
Park).

§) * Failure to analyze consistency with Interpretive Guidelines- 30620(3) CA COASTAL ACT

(Consistency with respect to the other buildings in the area which are 2 story - this project would be 4
story 64,646 sq ft - oversized & massive - Inconsistent with the neighborhood.)

AND YOU CALL THIS ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE???

Now, in light of the still raging fires in California, are you really going to tell me it makes sense to put a fid.646
sq (i eldercare project with 90+ eldercare individuals up i the Santa Monica Muountains?

I's completely ludierous! Can you imagine gvacuating all of them. many of them disabled (or not independent,
hence they are in an eldercare facility) + staff + all the people who live in the Palisades Highlands
(approximately 3.000) in the middle of a firestorm? Also, the City of LA"s own guidelines for eldercare
facilities are that they are to be “centrally located.” and elose to medical resources. This site is no where near
any medical resources! It's 20 minutes from the nearest hospital without any traffic, 40 minutes with traffic and
90+ minures in the middle of an émergency situation. Please tell me where is the logic orthe “environmental
justice"? But the CCCapproved this project without even discussing it!

I'm a 3rd generation Californian and it seems to mie that the CCC used to always do the right thing in protecting
and preserving our CA Coastal Zone for us and future generations. That's why it was created. Now. it seems
very inconsistent. 1 we don’t protect the coastal zone NOW. we will lose it 10 irresponsible develupers who are



only in it for the money. And/ or, we will lose public access altogether because we don’t have the money to
fight farit and it will enly be accessible to the super wealthy.

I am writing as an individual. not representing anyone but myself. Although | realize that CCC decisians are
final - [ really wish they would reconsider their decisions on the above 2 situations. They are just wrong,
environmentally & otherwise,

I copied the following from the CCC website:

"The California Coastal Commission is committed to protecting and
enhancing California’s coast and ocean for present and future
generations, It does so through careful planning and regulation of
environmentally-sustainable development, rigorous use of science,
strong public participation, education, and effective intergovernmental
coordination."

As a-citizen of CALIFORNIA, [ just wani the CCC to do what it says it is commitied to doing- and that’s not
happening,

Please confirm receipt of my comments,

Jan Rutkin Ostendort

Jan Rutkin Ostendorf

jan@todrlrtkin. com
323.422-4148



Locklin, Linda@Coeastal
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From: Grant Fowlle <GFowlie@brushrasearch com>
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 3:04 FM
Tor Coastal Hollitser
Subject. Haolllster Ranch Pulilic Access

To the California Coastal Commission,

Thank you for your efforts on behalf of the state and in working to protect, conserve, restore and enhance the
environment of the California coastline. It is one of the things | am most passionate-about in life, having been borh and
raised in Southern California and spending time along the water from San Diego to Pismo.

| am fortunate enough to be a part owner now. My parents worked to purchase an empty parcel in the 80s. Overthe
many years since we've spent considerable time and money invested into' the Ranch as it is something that we believe in
deeply. We are not movie stars or famous directors-just Califarnians wha value a natural coastline and the untouched
beauty of the Ranch. What makes it sa powerful and special in the world is precisely what is at risk now. The morning
walks at low tide to explore the tide pools would be ne more. One need only to look up and down the coast, whether
completely open to the public or managed through the State Park system to see that to be true. Pristine natural coasts
with endangered species have given way to garbage strewn areasand parking lots.

Essentially, we would be destroying this small area of beauty to create another couple miles of the same. There is no
upside, and all of the downside.

You have it inl your power to net only stand by your mission of pratecting and conserving aur ceastline but also to follow
the legal directions of the governor when he vetoed AB 2534 Yau have it in your power to allow the principle
stakeholder and landowner, The Hollister Ranch, to be included in the process of looking at the changes of the 26 year
old program, which is deeply flawed. We know there is no YMCA camp ever built, We know there are no pubiic roads
and that the fiscal cost and environmental cost of adding trails and roads across sensitive and private land would be
extraordinary. We know how hard it is already to manage the small Gaviota State Park. This would take that cost and
multiply it by a factor of a thausand after all of the trail/road work is completed.

| can tell you from first hand experience that the impact an the beaches is apparent when even 10 people are there and
don't clean up thoroughly. | can guarantee that what exists would be ruined from the 100,000s of visiters that would
end up against these bluffs and an the reefs.

Our small roads are already dangerous with small passenger vehicles, these are not meant to be throughways for large
vehicles or many tourists, There 15 no mobile phone service, no lifeguards, no police, no camping allowed, etc.

This is 3 chance for you to stand up for the coast, for nature and for the law,

| deeply and sincerely appreciate you taking the time 1o read through the thoughts of a regular person whao has the
chance to see whal would be destroyed. | work a 9 to 5 just like anyone else, | am not an elitist enemy of the people. |
share the ranch with as many people as possible. | do not surf. I'm not trying to protect a surf break or something like
that. | am concerned with the destruction of something that is deeply important to me.

\ery best regards,
Grant Fowlie



Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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From: Rory Shevin <roryshévin@gmail.cam>
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 3:41 PM
To: Coastal Hollitser
Subject: Public Access-Haollister Ranch

Dear Coastal Commission members,
Thank you for your service on behalf of all Californians.
I am Rory Shevin. | live in Calabasas and am a recently retired Real Estate Broker after 40+ years in the business.

| voted for the Coastal act in 1972, | am a firm believer in the protecting the wondrous pubic spaces that we have in
California thryu contralled access from Yosemite tovarious beach campgrounds, And Jam in favor of the protection of
these public treasures through controlled public access. | feel Hollister Ranch is just such a treasure and deserves
controlled public access to protect and maintain it.

| am currently an owner at the Hollister Ranch. Assuch 1 am not opposed to public access in a controlled manner in
ways that | think this bedy would appreciate.

First of all, 1 believe we already have a level of publicaccess to the Hollister Ranch from being the-adjoining land owner
to Gaviota State Park. In fact, | used to boat from the Gaviota pier into the ranch back in 1970 long before | had the
ability to become an awner. And now while at the ranch, | always see fishing boats, sea urchin & lobster boats, and
surfing boats in the water along the coast. | see fisherman walking inta the ranch along with campers and surfers as
well. 1tis important to note that the HR has never built any type of barrier to the public. No walls, no fences, no
stiuctures that prevent access along the coastal beaches, things like it is more common to see along PCH in the Malibu
coast for example where building a home and putting up'a fence makes access impossible. Yes the Ranch built roads on
thelr private property back when the ranch was subdivided in 1970. And yes the ranch even built @ guard house to limit
people from wandering onto private property, These private amenities are on private property which is 3 concept | still
think we believe in, in this country. The real barriers to a mere widespread dccess are only the natural barriers that exist
irl this part of California. The mountains, the ciiffs, the steep terrain, the rocky shoreline: These are not barriers the
Hollister Ranch has placed but nothing more than natural terrain that exists in this part of the ceast. Inmyview, the
public is welcome to walk, bike, boat and other wize use the coast which Is and should be open to every ones use.

It has been my experience in working with this body that the stated goal of the Coastal commission is to limit the
building and development along the coast. As a point in faet, when | became an owner at the ranch in the mid 1980’s
and later an, | tried to build a very small and modest home (appx, 3,000 tj on my 108 acre parcel which is lacated apx.
1.25 miles inland from the coast, and not visible from the coast. While my plans were approved by bath the ranch HOA
and the county of Santa Barbara, | was repeatedly rejected by the CC who did not want development there. It took me
aver 7 vears of struggle with this body to finally get the approval to build my small home, for which [.am eternally
thankful for.

Yet contrary to the stated goals of this body to limit development along the coast, [am learning the €C is looking to put
roads, trails, parking lots, bathroams facilities, lifeguard towers, buses, unlimited access and use of this very fragile
1



ecosystem with dangeraus eroding cliffs, coastal creeks blending into mature Oak farests, wild animals who make this
their home, bobeats, mountain lions, wild pigs, rare tide poels, pristine unspoiled coastline with wild habitat frequented
by whales, dolphins, an occasional sea lion, otters, All this an our private property and not to mention the ranch is a
working cattle ranch with cattle and babies calves wandering the landscape.

it would seem to me that this body would be in favor of limiting the development of such a pristine resource. Certainly
this seems to be the CC goal when confronted with each private landowner’s proposal to build on their land; this body
always has and still is currently fighting to stop any tevelopment. How does that square with this new propesal to
develop in a'way that will certainly destroy such a pristine and valuable resource,

Thank you for considering my input.

Rory Shevin
roryshevin@gmail.com




Lacklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Laura Francis <laura.a.francis@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 3:41 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Hollister Ranch Acéess Plan

Dear Commissioners,

[ live in Santa Barbara and 1 am a marine biologist. educator, conservationtst working an the Southern
California Coast and Channel Islands for the past 24 years. | think it is incredibly important for us lo preserve
the stretch of coast in Hollister Ranch that exemplifies California as it once was before intense urbanization. In
my opinion. the 1982 HR plan (that was never implemented) needs to be re-done thoughtfully and completely
and I recommend that the Commission follow the direction provided by Gevernor Brown in his vetg of AB
2534 to develop a new comprehensive plan for that streteh of coast. 1 anderstand that the Commission has
proposed an interagency working group made up of the State Lands Commission, Coastal Conservaney, State
Parks and the Coastal Commission to update the 1982 plan. Tome, it would make s lot of sense for the primary
landowner (that has been responsible for conservation and stewardship for the area for many years). Hollister
Ranch, should be included in this process.

Some questions that | would like to see answered by the Commission are: How do you propose to provide
more access to this area but also protect sensitive coastal resources? How would you propose implementing
an access program on a private, 14,500 acre working cattle ranch? Additionally, how would you address the
fact that this area has no public roads, has limited communication and emergency services, and no public
utilities? There is already significant existing and planned managed access programs that focus on
underserved and spetial needs populations. | think focusing on these kinds of carefully managed programs will
help to keep this jewel of our coastline intact and responsibly managed for the future.

Thanks for the hard work that you do to take care of our fragile coastal resources.

best regards,
Laura Francis



Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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From: Gary Groth-Marnat <GGroth-Marnat@pacifica edus
Sent: Monday. December 10, 2018 4:46 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Hollister Ranch

December 10, 2018

RE: Hollister Ranch

Dear Members of the Coastal Commission,

My name is Gary Groth-Marnat and | have closely followed the debates and processes related to greater public access to
the Hollister Ranch. Accordingly, I'm cancerned with the practicality of implementing public access and have the
following questions:

How could the plan be reasonably implemented given the sensitive habitat, absence of infrastructure, nonexistent
services, danger associated with railroad crossings, trespassing onto railroad property, need to protect ongoing cattle
ranching (14,500 acres), challenging topography, private property rights, legal liabilities {injuries, etc.), and policing the
rights of landowners.

| understand that the 1982 program was considered outdated by Governor Brawn and, as a result, he did not sign
necessary legislatian ta proceed. Given the above guestions, | think it's essential that any newly proposed plan should
not bie a brief makeover. Instead, it should carefullyand clearly address the above issues. This should also include a
realistic and credible cost for the complete public access package.

[ look forward to the abave issues being discussed and answered.

Sincerely,

Gary Grath-Marnat



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: grata meaney <gretameaney@gmail. com>
Sent: Monday, December 10..2018 4:51 PM

Ta: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Hiollister Ranch Access Plan

TO: California Coastal Commission
FROM: Greta Meaney

Former YMCA Board of Directors
Carpinteria, CA

RE: Hollister Ranch Access Plan

As a former board member for the Young

Men’s Christian Association (YMCA) from 1964-1983,
there are some important information included in the 1982
Hollister Ranch Access Plan with regards to the YMCA
and Hollister Ranch that requires correction.

I. The YMCA proposed camp was never built. This can
not be overstated.

» The Conditional Use Permit and associated conditions
have expired.

3. Operations of a remote recreational facilities/trails
such as at Hollister Ranch is costly. During my tenure
on the YMCA Board we chose to focus resources
towards the construction and operations of YMCA
facilities in Lompoc and Santa Ynez. This decision
allowed for a much greater public benefit.



An important question that the Coastal Commissioners
should ask themselves prior to expanding recreational
opportunities is “are our existing recreational areas
receiving the maximum stewardship and management
potential serving the best interest to the public.” I don’t
believe that to be the case. I do not support additional
recreational facilities/trails in Gaviota as | don’t believe
the State’s existing recreational resources are getting the
attention they need and deserve.

Sincerely,

Greta Meaney



Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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From: Colton Sarla <calton sar@gmail com>

Sent: Maonday, December 10, 2018 5:43 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: population increase eguals increase in pollution

My Name is Colton Sarlo and 1 am a new resident to The Hollister Ranch. [ was born and raised in
Malibu, California and as a surfer in the Los Angeles area | wave seen the direet environmental relationship
between po_puIa.ti.o.n density in coastal regions to Increase in pollution. Thave not only seen the effect of
pollution due to population increase in my home town, also in some of California’s greatest natural treasures.

such as Yosemite.

Yosemite, has had an increase in park visitors from roughly about 3.8 million visitors per year in 2013,
to roughly 5.2 million visitors per year in 2016, based on recent data from

(hups:/www.nps.gov/vose/learn/management/statistics. htm)

Witli the population increase in/ to Yosemite. the pollution levels follow, also crime of defaces some its
natura! land makes as well.

hitps:/fwww.nps.goviarticles/ airprofiles-vose.him

In 2014, we see how population increase to Yosemite lead o graffiti in'some of California’s greatest natural

Jand marks.

Littps:/iwww.sfrate.com/bavarea/article’ Feds-hunt-clugless-weaffiti-artisi-in-5843498 phip

Simply said. itis preposterous o believe that opening Hollister Ranch, an environmentally private area
to the public will benefit the enivironment at all, This will only lead to mare pollution and devastation 1o the
natural habitat,



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: séott putnam <sbripman@hotmail coms

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 6:16 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Update of 1982 Hollister Ranch Public Access Program

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

It is my understanding that the Coastal Commission is asking for suggestions as to what a new "sensible and
fiscally responsible™ plan for Hollister Ranch might look like.

I have been an owner of a home at Hallister Ranch since the early 90's and my perspeetive on the issue'ls
shaped by that experience. '

My comments are as follows:

1, The Hollister Ranch is subject to climate extremes ineluding tremendous dryness and harsh winds. much of
the time. This makes it an extremely hazardous place for anyone not familiar with its micro-climate. Any new
aceess program should take this into account.

2. During wind events (and at other times) the wildfire risk can be extreme, and access (o many parts of
Hollister Ranch, and neighboring ranches, for firefighters and other responders, can be problematic.

3. Inrecent days we have learned that endangered mountain lions were injured and/or killed in the Woolsey
fire. A wildfire at Hollister Ranch would likely do significant damage to endangered or threatened species,

4, Humankind is eradicating mest species on-earth other than human-dependent animals such as cows,
chickens, pigs, dogs and housecats, Any new plan for Hollister Ranch showld take extraordinary care to ensure
protection of the unique species currently living there,

5. Given the world-wide environmental and species crisis, any plan for Hollister Ranch should err on the side
of preserving the wilderness and preventing possible species loss.
6. The shoreline at Hollister Ranch contains excellent habitat for inter-tidal species and unsupervised public
access could result in significant predation of the habitat (vock and shell callection, for example, has decimated
much of the coast in the greater Los Angeles ared).

7 Recreational beach activities at Hollister Ranch are fraught with risk. There are sabmerged and jagged rocks
in the surf zone. and Wwaves can be large and powerful. A number of deaths and injuries have oceurred there
over the years.

8, The current managed access program provided by the Hollister Ranch Owners Assoctation (the “HR
Program”) is an excellent means of dealing with the issues deseribied above. Itis recommended that the HR
Program is the most sensible and most fiscally responsible program that can be devised. and should be
continued as currently constituted.

9. If there were unsupervised visitors pursuant o @ new access program. new guides and lifeguards and five
personnel and docents and medical personnel could be necessary. Otherwise the risk of deaths and major
environmental damage would be high. Consequently any additional state aceess program would need to have
substantial funding for these purposes. This may not be fiscally responsihle given other needs for public funds.
10. Limited human use of the coast between Gaviota and Jalama is ane of its most unigue assets, The area
has only become maore special since 1982 because of the level of preservation that has occurred as compared
to beaches throughout the rest of Southern California and the Central Coast. Any new program should go

to great lengths to protect the significant coastal resources that result from'it.

11. These are my personal views. | do not speak for other owners at the Hollister Ranch. or for the awners”
assoctation there. Bul 1 believe that other owners share my concern that an expanded public access program.
without the type of management that the HR Program provides, could result in widespread and lasting damage.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment.

Scott Putnam '

|8 Hollister Ranch






Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Cliff Scholle <cliftscholle@gmail.coms

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 &:1% PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Comments on the 1982 Hollister Ranch Public Access Program

Dear Commissioners:

I have been a resident of Santa Barbara County for 53 years. | was employed as an environmental scieptist for

over 30 years. working in both the public and private seetors, Asa result, | am familiar with issues surrounding
the maintenance and protection ol environmental resources, as well as the challenges to the State in performing

their required duties,

I have frequented the open spaces west of Santa Barbara. now referred to as the Gaviota Coast, hiking on
beaches and in canyons for muny years. 1"ve launched a skiff from Gaviota State Park hundreds of times so |
could surl and fish off the coast of buth the Hollister and Bixby Ranches. 1 have been awed by the incredible
beauty and remoteness of the area, and 1 would like my children 1o enjoy the same experience.

Furthermore. | have heen aware of the public access issues surrounding the Hollister Ranch dating back 1o the
plan developed by the CCC in 1982, Due to my long association with this beautiful stretch of coast and my
appreciation of it, | am interested in preserving the natural staté of this area. | present these comments and
questions in that light.

1 agree with Governor Brown’s decision to veto AB 2534, as the 1982 plun is outdated and daesn’t make sense
more than 30 years after it was developed. | agree with him that a new “yensible and fiscally responsible™ plan
be developed. The 1982 plan is full of laws, e.g.. it assumes the State has the fiscal resources to operate and
maintain the proposed action without providiog credible documentation how this would be accomplished; it
assumes the existence of an in-place YMCA camp; it assumes the construction of costly and contentious trail
and road easements across private land: it ignores the extensive developmental and safety challenges that would
be required for public access. In short, the 1982 plan, as is, is not-a reasoniably feasible proposal.

If the CCC is to move forward with public access to the Hollister Ranch, the 1982 plan needs to be completely
revamped. A quick and dirty fix is not acceptable. as the project is complicated and will be expensive. Please
consider that the acvess is proposed @ be maimained forever. It doesn™t take much ta see this will be a huge
-and problematic undertaking, and it deserves a substantial effort to develop a plan that will work.

Before one considers the impact of the people accessing (he area, one must consider the impacts of the
development itself. Consider the physical challenges related {o the topography, the impacts to sensitive habitat,
the rights of the private property owners (and railroad), How will these be addressed? Then. of course, once
the public enters the picture, what will be the prolanged impacts to environmental resaurces and how will these
he managed?

Without extending this email too mueh more. ] pose a few more questions for the Commissioners:
- How does the Commiissitn propose to address the physical challenges, as well as the lack of

infrastructure. considering there are no public utilities, public roads, emergency services, sanitary facilities,
limited land-line and cell service. ete.?



‘h.!

- How does the Commission propose to allow access and at the same time protect the sensitive habitat and
resources?” '

How does the Commission propose to protect the private property rights of the individuals at Hollister
Ranch?

- How does the Commission propose to fund and manage the program in perpetuity, especially considering
the challenges to State agericy workload and budger?

. Has (he Commission considered allowing a representative from the private landowners at the Hollister
Ranch to participate in the development of the new plan?

] appreciate the opportunity to comment an this'issue. | ask that you please consider the unique aspecis of this
part of California coastline and that you, above all, protect the resources in this area.

Best regards,

Cliff Scholle



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Douglas Imperato <dpi@gte net>

Sent: Maonday, Decernber 10. 2018 7:33 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Preserve the Mdllister Ranch- maintain the current lpvel of public access!

Commissioners

| have _Ii\_.fed.‘ surfed and enjoyed the beautiful coast of Santa Barbara County far mare than 30 years | have raised my
two children here and they have similarly grown up with a deep appreciation for the natural beauty cf this ceastline.

For many years, | regularly accessed the Hollister Ranch walking along the beach, by boat, and as guests of fnendly
ranch owners. \We are deeply disturbed by the recent increase in efforts by the Coastal Commission, the media, and a
few very vocal "outsiders” who are pursuing increased access at the Ranch. | have developed close ties with many of the
local surf community and | know just ene person whe is in favor increasing public access.

When Governor Brown vetoed AB 2543, he indicated that the 1982 public access program was outdated and needed to
be updated. It is our feeling that most of the aspects of that program are completely unacceptable. This document needs
‘a complete and total re-write and it is imperative that the Hollister Ranch ownership be involved In this process.

The problems with the 1982 program are numerous. How would the Coastal Commission propose implementing access
to this working cattte ranch that has no public roads? The current road system is owned and maintaingd by the Owners
and is barely adequate to accommodate the 1200 Ranch ewners. How would the Commission pay the engrmous costs to
build and maintain trall and road easements acress private parcels? What will be the impact to this pristine environment.
of the additional téns or hundreds of thousands of additional guests that are envisioned? What about the enarmous costs
and huge environmental impact of building and maintaining the supporting facllities for the huge increase in additional
users? Any additional development to-accommodaie large numbers of the public at the Ranch will have an especially
large and detrimental impact to wildlife and habitat. The nhysical challenges and practical limits of access to the Ranch
should resporisibly address the absence of infrastructure and services. steep and rugged terrain, abundance of sensitive
habitat. the railroad, and private property rights and nterests.

| urge the Commission not to force the transformiation of the Ranch to just another crowded, developed, southern
California beach. It has remainad in a pristing state through the careful stewardship of the owners. Dramaticzlly
increasing public access at the Ranch will have an enormous negative impact on the coastal environment, is not
logisfically practical,and will be extremsly expensive There are many other places along the California coast that do nol
have these challenges, the Commission should focus their access efforts in those areas,

Thank you.

Douglas Imperato. Ph.D,
2543 Mesa Schogol Lane
‘Santa Barbara, CA 93109
B0S5.570 0433



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

———— _— — e e ———
From: Tina Borden <tina_borden@mac.com>

Sent: Manday, December 10. 2018 8:28 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: 12/14 Meeting Questigns

After reading thraugh the Hollister Ranch Access Program Overview prior to the meeting on December 14th, 2018, |
have a few questions:

1. Who Is going to pay for this? Not enly will it be costly to build out this plan (facilities, roads, trails, ete.) but the on-
going maintenance tab will be exorbitant.

2. What authorization is required to build/use roads/trails across private property?

3. Will the state be required to seize private property inorder to implement this plan? If yes, what is the estimated cost
to do sa?

Thank you for your time and consideration to these guestions.

Tina Bardan



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From:. jessewooten <jwooten34@yzhoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 4:29 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Public Access

Dear Coastal Commission,

My name is Jesse Wooten. I'm an environmentalist, educator. and surfer in Santa Barbara, CA, and am writing
to express concerns regarding the updating of the 1982 public access plan to Hollister Ranch.

First, given that the plan is almost 40 vears ald, it needs a major overhaul in terms of the usage and planned
access. 1ot just some tweaking here or there. Governor Brown realized this and that is why he vetoed the hill
recently,

Second, in order to make any posifive change, it makes sense that the Hollister Ranch Owners Association be
included and consulted throughout the process of developing the plan.

That stretch of coast is our last remnant of pristine Southern Califomnia coastline, and it's imporiant that it's
development be carefully considered and reconsidered as we move forward.

Thank you for reading,

Jesse Woolen
Santa Barbara, CA



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Bill Borden <wpborden@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 7:18 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Hollister Ranch (HR) 1982 Plan

Dear Commyission - 1 am 3 lifelong resident and taxpayer in California, having spent all of my childhood and a good
portion of my adult life in/near Santa Barbara. |.am also passionate abaut environmental issues, especially those that
impactour California coastline,

Regarding the 1982 Plan, | am'very interested to understand:

-Who specifically will benefit from implementation of the Plan?

“What will be the cost to implement and maintain that Plan? What was the estimated cost when this plan was originally
created in the early 80's?

-And before that, what will even be the cost to fully update and modernize the 1982 Plan?...it is over 35 years old and
much has changed since it was originally contemplated

“How will the voting publit be made aware of these costs prior to pushing forward with The Plan? Who will decide if this
is @ budgating priority versus all of the other challenges facing the state and it's residents?

JIn addition to the financial costs, how shauld we analyze/assess the environmental costs? Based on my reading of the
Plan, the envifonmental costs could be meaningful, although harder te quantify than the financial costs.

{ think that The Plan should remain on hold until all the costs associated with 1) fully updating and then 2) implementing
and 3) maintaining The Plan are better understood by CA taxpayers, Only then can a proper cost benefit analysis be
prepared and analyzed. Thank you very'much.

Bill Borden

Sent from my iPhone



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

S— - —
From: Kit <recycledhouse@fastmail.us>
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 734 AM
To! Coastal Hollitser
Subject: 1982 Hallister Ranch Public Access Program
Dear Commissjoners,

There is a fundamental misunderstanding of the public’s access to the shareline adjacent to the Hollister Ranch
highlighted by the statement made in the California Coastal Commission’s “Infermational Report on 1982 Hollister
Ranch Public Access Program™

" .the public has nevar been able to exercise their constitutional right of access to the beaches at Hollister Ranch”
That statement ignores the fact that for decades the public has been using a number of access ways to the coast there:

1) By foat along the beach with access fram Gaviota State Park.
2) By hoat from the Gaviota State Park pler and beach, and
3) By the Hollister Ranch managed access program for the public.

Additionally, within the 60-mile stretch of California coastline from Pt, Salto Gaviota, not including Jalama Beach County
Park or Surf Beach near Lompoc, these Hollister Ranch routes provide the most opportunity for the public to use the
shoreline. Two thirds of public access to that ceastline is restricted by the Federal Govarnment by vandenberg Air Forca
base.

It would be a disservice 1o the citizens of California to spend hundreds of millions of dollars for an adversarial effort to
acquire, develop, and maintain new parkland at Hollister Ranch when the State can't afford to repair the storm damaged
pier at Gaviota, or keep that Park open during winter months for overnight camping, or improve the approximately 12
miles of State Park owned coastline from Gaviota to £l Capitan.

With continued good stewardship one of the last vestiges of urtouched California coastline can continue for deCaﬂE_S.-
Please scrap the 1982 plan and work with the Hollister Ranch Owners’ Association toward a sensible resolution of this
issue,

Thank you for your efforts on behalf of all of us who actively use our beautiful California shoreline.

Sincerely,

Kit Boise-Cossart
Santa Barbara County



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

—-—— e e ———— e

Fram: Michael Ramsey <ecamichaelll@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 11. 2018 7:41 AM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject; Hollister Ranch Public Access Trail

California Coastal Commission Members,

I greatly appreciate you taking the time to read my brief but concise comments rega rding
public aceess to Hollister Ranch and it's beaches. I bave lived on Hollister Ranch since 2003,
and T am still living there full time,

I have participated as 8 docent in our tide pool school programs for school children to view
sensitive sea life at the Alegria reef. Hollister Ranch has also sponsored many other managed
access programs to its beaches, Wounded Warriors, Walk on Water and various other groups
for sponsored events at the beaches along Hollister Ranch.

The current settlement between the California Coastal Conservancy and the CCC with the
HROA provides for even greater amounts of managed access to it's beaches.

The public has access to Hollister Ranch beaches from the mean high tide lines, like all the
heaches along our California coast line. As a native Californian and a strong proponent of
property rights, T find it offensive and intrusive that the CCC wants to create 2 public access
trail through private property to access the beaches along Hollister Ranch, there are many
other coastal locations along the vast California coast line that are not accessible because of
cliffs and other topographical constraints,

Hollister Ranch is a working Cattle Ranch and has been for close to 150 years or more,
imposing a public access trail through condemmnation would be expensive, cumbersome and
would jeopardize our Cattle operation and the fragile ecosystem along the cliffs and private
property on Hollister Ranch.

Any potential public trail access plans, should include representatives from The Hollister
Ranch.

Please also consider the many other coastal beaches that are kept private for various other
reasons, Camp Pendleton, Vandenberg Air Force Base, Cojo Jalama/Bixby Ranches are all
private and kept and in pristine and natural condition without public intrusion to keep the
coastal beaches and land preserved without being over run by the vast public.

California needs to protect and preserve what is currently left and undeveloped and kept in a
native and in a natural state for generations to come,

Hollister Ranch has a mission statement,.. to: Protect and Preserve our Natural Resourees.

1






Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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From: Locklin, Linda@Coastal

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 8:33 AM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: FW: Public Access to Hollister Ranch

From: Tom tcraig@hearstcastie.com [mailto:zkahunas Ligdgmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 B:06 AM -

To: Ainsworth, John@Coastal; Christie, Sarah@Coastal; Lockiin, Linda@Coastal
Subject: Public Access to Hoellister Ranch

Dear Coastal Commission,

My name is Thomas Craig. |.am a licensed landscape with the State of California and have worked with
California State Parks as a Landscape Architeot at Hearst Castle for over twenty years. [ know what il 1akes to
maintain roads. trails and other infrastructure.

I've been boating into the Hollister Ranch for over fifty years.
My first trip was in 1966 when 1 tell in love with it's pristine beauty.
The continued stewardship has kept the landscape fairly untouched since the 1960's.

| firmly believe that opening up the Hollister Ranch with trails, restrooms and additional development will ruin
the overall beauty of the land and create many environmental concerns,

If Calilornia State Parks is invelved, they will dacquire the land, but look to athers to pay loreverything. They
continué to complain that they dod't have the funding to fix the Gaviota Pier, which is one way for the public to
access the area.

I've seen how their maintenance programs wither away on existing parks.

The botlom ling is they can't take care of what they cwrrently oversee.

Remember, the California Coastal Commission was originally set up to preserve the California coastline and
it's surroundings. Please consider upholding this objective.

Thank vou for your consideration.

Sincerely.

Thomas Craig

CA Landscape Architect #1792
Cayucos, California



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Locklin, Linda@Coastal

Sent: Tuesday, December 11. 2018 8:34 AM
To: Ceastal Hollitser

Subject: FW: Save auf coastline. just a little jewel!

From: patty Schaefer [mailto:pattyschaef@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 9:26 PM

To: Locklin, Linda@Coastal

Subject: Fwd: Save our coastline.... just a little jewel!

Dear Ms. Locklin,

1 live in Northern California and have been witness to the devastation of climate change and overpopulation into
our beautiful natural areas of California. 1 live in Chico and have seen what the crowding of people on our
lands have done, The push of humans on to natural lands its wildlife has shown its devastation. Tt is time
protect our beautiful lands. _

1 have had opportunities 1o visit the area of Hollister Ranch only a few times over 20 years and | marvel at the
beauty that still exists without ' that tampling’. The Ranch has small dirt roads. beautiful vaks.native plants,
Cattle roam al ease (across all roads without danger). No pollution or trash on the beaches. Beautiful areas for
sea lite (o thrive, wild deer, pigs, coyotes, and mountain lions exist and arg protected,

We have an opportunity to save these lands from being trampled wi th garbage. heavy road traffic and massive
human pressure.

This area needs to stay pristine. 1f open, only for educational and enviromental opportunites {or people 1o learn
how to appreciate what beauty California can keep...not destroy.

The arca is a ranch, the toads are very small and windy and dangerous. The upkeep and rebuilding of
infrastructure would be enormous to lel massive amounts of peaple to rample this land.
Please be wise and keep a bit of our sweet coastal wildlife protected and our oceans and land healthy.

Thanks you so sincerely,
Patricia Schaefer
Chico. California



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

B E— ————————
From: Jack Wall <jackwall@earthlinknet>
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 8§45 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser
Cc "Hollister Ranch’
Subject: Hallister Ranch

Dear Coastal Commission

As-an owner on the Hollister Ranch, | am writing you in regard to the purposed public access of the Ranch. Asa native
Californian, we all appreciate access to our beaches. Howeverin the case of the Hollister Ranch, access is very
problematic. The Ranch currently has cattle roaming over the main road from the main gate to the west end. Bicycles
and pedestrians do not blend well with the cartle operations. There is no infrastructure for the public. There is no
potable water available. Water wells would have to be drilled in the back country on private property with pipelines
crossing multiple parcels to provide water to the beach areas, There s no sewage/septic systems in place. The nearest
public safety resource could be more than 30 minutes away. There is no lifeguard service for those that use the 8 %
miles of beaches. Mast of the beaches have no cell service. There is no public trash collectian, There is no protection
from the heavy winds that do ocour ona regular basis,

The 1982 Hollister Ranch Public Access Program is completely outdated and does not reflect the true problems with the
purposed public access at that time.

| am asking the Coastal Commission and the Coastal Conservancy to accepl the initial agreement that was signed
between the Ranch and the Commission. It allows limited public access without damaging the sensitive coastal
resources.

Thank you for your consideration
Jack Wall



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Scatt Kidd <scottkidd@cox.riets
Sent: Tussday, December 11, 2018 9108 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Haollister Access Concern

DearCommission-and Staff.

inOetoher. Governor lerry Brown vetoed AR 2534 (Limon), u bill mean! 10 printitize publ ic
aveess 10 thie [allister Ranelvusing an access program adopted by the Califomiin Coustal
Comsmissivn in 1982, 1 lits message, the Governor called the program “outdaad™ and called
fose development of a new “sensible snd fiscally responsible™ plan.

| s wiriting Ton sk Dt yotd honor the vete: for many reasons,

It is important 1o note that | do not vwn or have acvess (0 Hollister Ranch although | have had the privilege lo visit on a few
peeasions.

We need to protect what'is left of our coastal resourees and consider preserving {his stretch af’ coast that embodies southermn
California belore it was urbanized.

A few Naws with the 1982 program are:

1. Assumes the existence of a YMCA camp which was fever built. Essentially proposes extension af the Guviota State Park (or
the entire 8 ¥ miles of thie Hollister Ranch coastline.

2. Requires expensive, contentinus and complicated trail and road easements across private parcels. commonly awned pareels
and railroad property. and makes na credible estimates of these costs.

3, Assumnes the State has (he capacity (o operate and maintain access in perpeluity without providing credible estimates of costs
or the budget, resources and logisties necessary 10 U0 50,

4. Assumes extensivi missd pedestrian/bicycle/shuttie bus/anto use of a privaie, narrow. hilly ranch road withoul faking into
accoum any usubility, safety or traffic efigineering standards,

3, Significantly overstates existing wse of the Hallister Ranch beaches and declares, without evidence, thal adding up to 180,000
or more annual beach users will not negatively impacl sensitive resources or the experience.

6. lonores key public safety challenges {lack of accessible landline ar mohile phone communication sérvices, no nzarby. or
rimely first responders, and no feasible emergenty aceess o many aress). _

7, Proposes extensive development (full time camp hests and facilities, sanitary facilities, and wtilities) 1o enable overnight
camping, an activity which is not currently permitted. '

Other items to cohsider: .
1. The updated progran should not rely upon property geguisitions throngh condemnalion or illegal exactions.
2. The real geographic/physical challenges and practical limits af'access to the Hollister Ranch should be responsibly addressed,
especially with regard to ghsence ol frastructure and services, challenging topography. sensitive hahitat, e railroad. and
private property rights and inferests. _
3, The responsible public entities (State Parks, County Sheriff. County Fire) already face significant operations, maintenance,
and public safety challenges for this part of the coast. The updated program should honestly and responsibly address the
substantial cost and logistical burdens Hollister Ranch access would place on these ageneies,
4. Limited amun use of the coast between Gaviota and Jalama is one of its mest unique assets, The ares hus only become more
special since 1982 because of the level of preservation that has occurred as compared 1o beaches thraughout the rest of Southern.
California and the Central Coast. The program should recognize the respansibility to protect this experience and the sensitive
and significan coastal resources that result fram i
5. The program should acknowledge and incorporate the significant existing and planned managed access programs that focus
on underserved and special needs populations who would not beneiit from a voastal mail ot shuttle service.

1



The Coastal Commission is in place so protect whal is Jefi of our special and very beautiful Californii Coastline. We hope we
¢an count on vou to do the'right thing. The Commission should lollow the direction given by the Gevernor In his veto message
on AB 2534,

Thank Youund Warmest Regards,
Scott Kidd



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Duffy Witmer <duffwitmer@yahoo.coms>
Sent: Tuesday, Decermnber 11, 2018 926 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser

Cc Greg Linder

Subject: Hollister Ranch

Sirs -

The Hollister Ranch property is a very special part of eur California coast line.

The Hollister family, and the current property owners have been wonderful stewards of this precious and historic land.
My family has known the Hollister's, and | was at one time fortunate to be a landowner..

I believe the association of landowners truly believe they want to protect the eavironmental importance of there
property. | also believe that today’s owners of the Hallister Ranch want to properly share, and welcome athers to enjoy
their special land. Proper management of this land is important.

| know first hand that the current land owners want to environmentally protect the Hollister Ranch, and at ihe same
time: the land owners respect the concept of providing reasonable access to this unigue and special place.

Nothing good happens quickly. The land owners of the Hollister Ranch care deeply about their pristine property. The
landowners want to reasonably share their property with peoaple that appreciate the Ranch's lang history, and
gnvironmental sensitivities.

For the generations that will follow us, | hope that you have the foresight today to appreciate how wonderfully the
property is being currently managed. Tens of thousands of people love the way this property is today.

Please trust thal today’s owners of the Hollister Ranch will oversee this special place with trug respect and
overwhelming love.

Thankvyou,
Duffy Witmer.

Sent from my iPad



Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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Fram: James Garavente <jameseg@gmail.coms
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 1015 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: The Hollister Ranch

To Whom it May Concern,

As a resident and citizen of California. | wanted to comment on ongoing discussions regarding The Hollister
Ranch. | live in Los Angeles, am an avid surfer and very active in enviranmental causes, specifically as they
relate 1o our coasts and ocean. The Hollister Ranch is such aunique and well preserved stretch of coastline that
the utmust careful planning is in order befare any managed access program is implemented.

That is why a careful examination of the program dxri"el?ope'd' in 1982 nieeds 10 bé done, Tt is outdated, we have a
deeper understanding of environmental impact issues now and ¢ven the YMCA camp relerenced does not exist.
Furthermore, Governor Brown recently vetoed a rushed plan with the message that all interested parties should
examine and negotiate a thoughtful approach to managed access. The inter-agency working group proposed 1o
work on changes to the 1982 plan should also include The Hollister Ranch Owners Association, They have an
intimate knowledge of the property, many are staunch environmentalists. deeply committed to the siewardship
of the land. And | think all owners are very interested in coming ta the table to find an equitable solution.

The 1982 program is s outdated. that looking through the lens of 2018 and beyond it brings up some serious
questions regarding costs (o the taxpayer, environmental degradation and does not take into account the
complexities of individual landowners and access. There is a solution, but it will require significant study,
disoussion and budgeting. The fear is if we rush this process now. we ruin a beautiful piece of the California
legacy. We are responsible for careful stewardship and we should come together to realize a program that works
for all of us.

On that note. | want te thank you for reading my concerns and for The California Coastal Commissions ongoing
mission to protect and preserve our coasts. The Hollister Ranch is @ special place and deserves real eare and
attention.

Sincerely,

James Garavenle
Tim Garavente
310.487.4142-cell



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

Fram: Ellan mccafferty <ellenomontgomery@icloud.cams
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 10:40 AM

To: Coastal Holiitser

Subject: Hallistar Ranch

1 am interested inseeing Hollister Ranch preserved as is because it is one of the few remains stretches of coastling In
Southern California that has not been scarred by development. The state cannot maintain existing facilities properly i.e.,
the Gaviota pier so'why acquire 81/2 more miles of beach to extend Gaviota Park?What is the compelling reason to
destroy and develop this piece of preserved and pristine coastline? There are a lot of proposed structuresin the
outdated 1982 plan. Whe will be responsible for maintaining them, providing security and how will they be paid far? The
1982 plan is extremely outdated and needs a thoughtful overhaul and the HROA should be included in the inter - agency
working group, The HROA has done an excellent job providing managed access for special needs populations and | would
prefer 1o see that program expanded rather than seeing a bunch of poorly maintained public facilities on the beaches of
Holiister Ranch. The updated program should not rély on acquiring property through illegal actions or condemnations.

Sincerely,
Ellen Mccafferty



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Hiogan, Phil <PHogan@fugra.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:30 AM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Hollister Ranch Public Comment Letter - Phil Hogan

Dear California Coastal Commissioners,

My name is Phillip Hogan, | live in Santa Barbara, and am writing you to share my concerns about coastal
protection, specifically with respect to Hollister Ranch. My background is in marine geology; | am a practicing
registered engineering geologist. Me and my family are familiar with the issues, historical background, &
cantraversy regarding the public's desired access to Hollister Ranch.

| am concerned about protecting our coastal resources and preserving an environmentally sensitive, very
special stretch of coast that embodies southern California before it was urbanized. We have walked and
kayaked into Hollister Ranch on many nccasions, and treasure the beauty and unspoiled nature of the
environment. it should be pr.ote'cted.

We understand that a program was developed in 1982 and never implemented because the YMCA sold their
property, which was accessed via Hollister Ranch. The 1382 program |s now outdated and not relevant to
today. The 1982 document assumes the existence of a YMCA camp which was never built, and a road
easement that was abandoned decades aga when the YMCA property was sold to Hollister Ranch. The
Commiission should follow the direction recently given by the Governor in his veto message on AB 2534. The
1982 agreement requires a complete and carefully developed overhaul working with property owners, not a
quick cosmetic tune up.

The Commission has proposed an inter-agency working group consisting of State Parks, Coastal Conservancy,
Coastal Commission and State Lands Commission to solicit and work on changes to the 1982 program, Given
that the property is privately owned, | believe that it would make sense for the principle landowner &
shareholder, Hollister Ranch, to be included in this process if it moves forward.

| think that the status que is an excellent place to start, as the public has access to the Ranch by walking along
‘the beach (up to the mean high tide mark} or by boating in from the east. The walk is beautiful, and is entirely
along the beach. Given that it is a long walk there is not a lot of foot traffic (or trash!), which helps keep the
environment, including the coastal seabluffs, pristine. | don’t think that a trail should be developed away
from the beach, as it will lead to degradation of the environment, including environmentally sensitive species.

| also dor’t think that the public have any right to use the private roads on Hollister Ranch. The roads are
private property, and are not owned by the public. 1am a firm believer in property rights. The public has no
right to force itself onto private property. If the owners of Hollister Ranch don't want cars, bikes, & trucks an
their roads such vehicles (& invevitable conflicts that go along with traffic created by such vehicles) should not
be forced upon them, The public at large should, however, be allowed to access the Ranch via the beach and
water. as has been the case for decades. After all, why fix something if it's not broken?

Hollister Ranch is (and has been for >150 years) a working cattle ranch. Thg owners deserve their
privacy. Why is the Commission proposing a public access program on a private, 14,500 acre working cattle
1



ranch? The Ranch already has a managed access program for schoolchildren, veterans, and people with
disabilities. I've heard that this program works well, and is due to be expanded.

Limited human use of the coast between Gaviota and Jalama is one of its most unigue assets. The area has
only become more special since 1982 because of the level of preservation that has occurred as compared to
heaches throughout the rest of Southern California and the Central Coast.

1 would like to thank the Commission for the opportunity to comment. Please acknowledge receipt and
respond to my questions at your convenience.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Phillip J. Hogan

Marine and Coastal Engineering Geologist
30 Miramar Avenue

Santa Barbara, CA 93108

(805) 732-1510



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Lacklin, Linda@Coastal

Sent: Tuesday, December 11. 2018 11:40 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: FW: Hollister Ranch public use proposal

From: Jim Kverno [mailtosjimkverno@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:38 AM
To: Locklin, Linda@Coastal

Subject: Hollister Ranch public use proposal.

Coastal Commussioner:

| am writing this letter of support for the continued protection of the fragile environment of Hollister
Ranch. As a longtime user/caretaker (40 years) and friend/advisor of several property owners, |
believe | understand many of the the issues confronting purposed public access and implications.
Historizally, this coastline represents the last stronghold of pristine Southern California coast. Itisan
endangered species indeed. In their unrealistic proposals, the agencies involved show little or no
respect for the existing cattle ranch and property rights of caretaker/fowners in proposing increased
public access. This is not an appropriate area to develop due to extreme geological formations,
dangerausly unstable shale cliffs looming over most of the beach, Also the existing narrow, twisting
roadway that serpentines through extremely mountainous terrain cannot safely handle increased
traffic Use by an inexperienced public would certainly be unwise and dangerous. The guestion of
who would fund these improvements (?) and ongoing costs have not been considered, The safety
infrastructure required (lifeguards, emergency personnel, fire depts., parking, day use facilities,
easement purchase, etc.) would be cost prohibitive as well as nearly impossible. There are also
many fragile animal species that stand to be jeopardized by increased public encroachiment. To my
knowledge, no mention has been made of any environmental impact studies in their proposals. Far
too many physical and fiscal hurdles exist to consider rewriting the existing 1982 settlement to safely
accommodate further public use. First and foremost, this is private property. The legal battles
surrounding such short sided proposals will never be resolved, Amtrak considerations also deem
increased public access as unsafe and unrealistic. The involved federal, state and local agencies
need to back off their demands and work closely with the land owners (HROA) before restructuring
the use of Hollister Ranch. Keep things the way they are and structure public visitations according to
the existing settlement.

Thank you for considering my concerms.

Jim Kverno. retired educator 138 Andrew Avenue Encintas CA 92024 760-436-5789



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Jim Kverno <jimkverng@yahoo.comis
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:42 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Hollister Ranch public use proposal

Hallister Ranch Owners Association

I am writing this letter of support for the continued protection of the fragile environment of Hollister Ranch. As
a longlime user/caretaker (40 years) and friend/advisor of several property awners, | believe | understand many
of the the issues canfronting purposed public access and implications. Historically. this coastline represents the
last stronghold of pristing Southern California coast. It is an endangered species indeed.

In their unrealistic proposals, the agencies involved show little or no respect for the existing cattle ranch and
property rights of caretaker/owners in proposing increased public aceess. This is not an appropriate area 10
develap due to extreme geological formations, dangernusly unstable shale cliffs looming over most of the
beach. Also the existing narrow, 1wisting roadway that serpentines through extremely mountainous terrain
cannot safely handle increased traffic. Use by an inexperienced public would certainly be unwise and
dangerous.

The question of who would fund

these improvements (?) and ongoing costs have not been considered. The salety infrastructure required
(lifeguards, emergency personnel, fire depts., parking. day use facilities, easement purchase, eic,) would be cost
prohibitive as well as nearly impossible. There are also many fragile animal species that stand ro be jeopardized
by increased public encroachment. To my knowledge. no mention has been made of any environmental mmpact
studies in their proposals. Far too many physical and fiscal hurdles exist to consider rewriting the existing 1982
settlement 1o safely accommodate further public use,

First and foremost. this is private properiy. The legal batiles surrounding such short sided proposals will never
be resolved, Amtrak eonsiderations also deem increased public aceess as'unsafe and unrealistic. The involved
{ederal. state and local agencies need 1o back off their demands and work closely with the land owners (HIROA)
before restructuring the use of Hollister Ranch. Keep things the way they are and structure public visilations
according to the existing settlement. -

Thank you for considéring my concerns.

Jim Kverno, retirad edueator
138 Andrew Aventie
Focintas CA 92024
760-436-5789

C'C: Calif Coastal Commissioners



Locklin, Linda@Coastal
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From: Coastal Hellitser
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:43 AM
Ta: 'Tina Borden', Coastal Hollitser
Subject: RE: 12/14 Meeting Questions

Tina-

At this time we don't have the answers to your questions - this is an evolving Program. You might want to watch the
Coastal Commission briefing on Friday as these questions may be raised.

Linda

Linda Locklin
Coastal Access Program Manager
831-427-4875

Visit the CCC website: http://www.coastal.ca.gov/ Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:
SaveQurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

—---0riginal Message-—-

From: Tina Borden [mailto:tina borden@mac.com|
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 8:28 PNV

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: 12/14 Meeting: Questions

After reading through the Hollister Ranch Access Program Overview prior to the meeting on December 14th, 2018, |
have a few guestions:

1. Who is going to pay for this? Nat only will it be costly to build out this plan (facilities, roads, trails, etc.) but'the on-
going maintenance tab will be exorbitant.

2. What authorization is required to build/use roads/trails across private property?

3. Will the state be required to seize private property in order to Implement this plan? If yes, what is the estimated cost
to do sa?

Thank yeu for your time and consideration to these guestions.

Tina Borden



‘L_osklin. Linda@Coastal

I—
From: david nagel <dknagel4u@yahoco.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:48 AM
To: Coastal Hollitser
Subject: Public Access to Hollister Ranch

RE. Haliister Ranch

Dear Members:of (he Coastal Commssion ,

My name 1s David Nagel and | worked far 12 years as an environmental analyst in San Diege County. | now reside i Cambra,
Califormia | have carefully followed the discussion elated lo greater public access (o the Hollister Ranch In addiban, 'mvery much
doncernad that California make the best use of its-efforts and resources. | understand thal imminen| domain has been proposed as a
possible option and further understand thal. among other things, this requires evidence (hat such 2 move |s botha public necessity (5.
schoals, essential roads) and compensation must be pald. Given this, could you please address the following:

1 PLEASE CLARIFY WHY GAINING ACCESS TC' THE HOLLISTER RANCH IS A PUBLIC NEGESSITY?

2 PROVIDE AN ESTIMATE. INCLUDING A HIGH AND LOW RANGE. FOR THE TOTAL GOSTS OF THE PROJECT INCLUDING,
BUT NOT LIMITED TO. PROVIDING COMPENSATION TO THE HOLLISTER RANCH OWNERS.

| greatly appreciate your work and look forward to the two questions being discussed answered. | feel myself.and other cilizens of
California need to know up front the cost and rationale for how their resources will be ulilized.

Sincerely

David Nage!
1715 Berwick Drive
Camona, California



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Tavis Boise <tavis w.boise1294@gmall com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 1215 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: Hollister Ranch

[3&ar Califgrnia Coastal Commission

My name is Tavis Boise and [ am'zn owner at Hollister Ranch The reason | am writing this letter 1s because | feal that in these legal battles and
media outrage, the story of the Impact on mysalf #nd my commuity have been lost in'the fray.

‘On Mareh 5, 1304 my mothar gave birth to ma &t our house bp. San Augustine Canyon:in Hollister Ranch Growing up on the ranch was 2
diferent expenance than one might expsct My garlies! memury includes my parenis explaining in mé oh 2 hike, how o raise ane’s jacke!
avérhead in ordar to make my three year-sld body look fess tasty to a mountain lion This was the case for the few dozen kida that grew up an
ihe ranch. Stewardship and respect for nature were the cors idéals that were passed down to dur generation ana we embraced them
whoteheartadly My mother (a botanist) and my father (green childcare consultant) worked hard to provide for our family, all whiie uphoiding
their personal mission, to make the wodd a better place for my sister and | This 1s the mission that | intend on fulfilling

My sister 2nd | hiave both been attracted to environmental studies in college (Humboldt tor her, San Francisco State for me), and we are keanly
aware of the negafive impacts humang have on nature, The Hollister Ranch and the surrounding Gaviats Coas! have the most pristing
‘wildemess areas of anywhere in Southern Calitornia The introduction cof more human development, like those in the details spailed out in the
1982 program, would threaten coastal habitst, likely to the paint beyand recovery for spacles endangered by climate change, ‘human _
eneroachment. and decades of irresponsiole fishing and hunting practices Tha revision of this plan needs careful consideration and nput from
the community of Hollister Ranch, who know the land in question better than.any. The introduction of 180,000 rmore peaple annually (estimates
couriesy of the 1282 plan) 1o this delicate region would be catastiophic to the viabllity of ecosystem sarvices and would undoubledly resulf i
the death of many fauna thet cross the narrow and windy reads and canyan passes The 1882 plan does nol inciude any substantive
consideration of the =nvironmental threals of today and the fulurg, nor does il reconcile the safety cansideratians of the public tbeina in a
remote areaj

There ara many challengss thal we as & saciety face’ It 15 my-cpinion that the time, effort and resources spent by both sides of this battle are
aetrimental 1o-all staksholdars, and thal the comnian goal of pratecting our natural environment 1s being torgetten

The ehallanges my generalion faces are exireme We did not fail to acdress climaie change We did nol ask for coslly wars, and &an unjust
political and economic system ‘We neither want our enviranment to fall us, mor resolirce demands to divide ts We did not ask for ims warld,
however it is our's 1o mhert We will &t aside our difierences. our philosoghves. our theologies We will come togsther o resdlve the problems
we fage For if we don'tall s lost

The home my grandparents builtinthe 1970's up San Augusting Canyon hes been an ncredible blessing Itwas 2 dream grawing up In the
same house as my father The house my grandmother and mother died in. It Is part of the wildemess that surfounds i, and it has given my
sister ang | an sxpenence that likely no child will have again

Please keep inmind the responsigiity we all have to pretect our enviranment,

Please understand who and what will be maost affected by your gecisions

Please recognize that this last relatively untayched region of the Baviota Coast will be changed forever by the choices you and | make
Pleass help preserve ihe natural beauty of the Hallister Ranch.

Thahit you for your ime.
Sincerely,

Tavis Boise _
tstudent. public servant, voulh ofganiz&r/activist. cancerned citizen)



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

——— —_——— ———
From: Luke McDonough <luke@air.tv>
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:17 PM
To: Coastal Hollitser
Subject: RE: Hollister Beach access

Dear Coastal Commission,
Iive in Los Angeles. | am an avid surfer, an active environmentalist, and a 20-year CA taxpayer.
What is the goal for Hollister?

I'surfthe ranch, by boat...on big swells, there are dozens of other guys there in boats... but it is still the least crowded,
high-quality spot because it is remote & inconvenient: We all have access, but if we make the access easy, we will lose
the last best place to surf in'CA.

| have also been a guest at the ranch... and Hollister is the most pristine beach | have seen in CA: Access is good, but easy
access = all other CA beaches = Less wildlife, more trash.

The legal details are complicated... but it seems clear that the path to “more access” will be long & expensive... what do
we taxpayers get for that money? “More” access, for the nen-surfing public, to a beach that is bordered by tens of miles
of nearly identical, public beaches? Road access forsurfars who do not care enough to boat in?

What principal is at stake? Is it the one that says Vinod Khesla should not be allowed to cut off existing access, over a
legal technicality? | support that one... But this is hot that.

The answer, it seems, is political, not rational: You fought long and hard to get the best deal you could...then people got
upset, because they think Hollister = Geffen blocking access in Malibu, or Vined in SC: They imagine black-hat billicnaires
stealing a beach... but you all know that is not the case at Hollister... and you know that the legal options at Hollister are
murkier and less predictable than they are/were in Malibu or SC.

Itis understandable that the public reacted the way it did... But it is not defensible to agree with the public view, in your
own public statements & policy proposals, if you don't actually agree with them.

Please save our surf break, our beach, and our tax dollars.

Best,

David McDonough
5078 W 4th ST
Los Angeles, CA, 90020



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Dale and Marilyn Ghere <dmghere@gmallcom>
Sent: Tuesday. December 11, 2018 12:19 PM

To: Coastal Hallitser

Subject: Hallister Ranch Public Access Program

_ December 11, 2018
To: California State Coastal Commission
Re: December 14 the Coastal Commission informational hriefing on the 1982 Hollister Ranch Public Access
Program.
From: Dale Ghere, resident of Laguna Beach, past V.P of the Friends of the Newport Coast which oversaw
the development of Crystal Cove State Park and the adjoining Irvine properties

Dear Commissioners,

| am concerned about the present concept ta change the plans that are presently in place for the cosstal
portion of the Hollister Ranch, | would think that before the Commussien starts considering changes a
committee of the various parties that would oversee this project should come up with goals for the access and
use of this property for the foreseeable future. This should include the property owners of the Ranch, | would
think a plan that would oversee the next forty years would be a reasonable starting point.

My major concern is that the present plans will give access to the public with few long term guidelines for what
will happen in the future. It is not a far fetched assumption that poor or rushed planning now will lead to poor
budget backing for the project. If the State does not have a pre-planned budget source then sometime in the
future the property access route could be turned over o private concessionaires in order to get out of a
financial mess If that were to happen there would be major changes in the quality of the present natural
environment, In time more construction would be requested by the concessionaires to provide an even greater
use of the property. All of these issues had to be faced and dealt with during the devejopment of Crystal Cove
State Park.

The State of California has designated many areas of the coastline as Marine Protection sites. With the
Hollister Ranch properties much of what the State wants done to protect the coastline is already being
accomplished by limiting access to the area. The Coastal Commission should do whal is needed ta help
protect this unique piece of the coastling. In some cases protection s more important than open access o
every part of the coast. In the case of the Hollister Ranch it seems reasonable to continue allowing limited
access 1o the coast by the present owners of the Ranch which includes support for educational and biological
study programs. | do not believe that giving unlimited public access to all portions of the Hollister Ranch
coastline is a wise position to support.

Thank you for considering my position on this issue.
Dale Ghere

915 Meadowlark Lane
Laguna Beach, CA 92651



Locklin, Linda@Coastal

EE——— —
From: Pat Devaney <pdevaney@ymail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:26 PM
To: Coastal Hollitser; Ainsworth, John@®Coastal: Lacklin, Linda@Coastal: Christie,
Sarah@Coastal
Subject: Hollister Ranch Access

Hellg,

My note here is in concern of the proposed access discussion to Hollister Ranch.

Ive lived in Santa Barbara for 21 years and have a pretty good understanding of our surrounding area of trails and
beaches.

Hollister Ranch is one |ast vestiges of undeveloped acreage and beach areas that has been protected from urbanization
and open access to the public.

We don’t have many ares left on the California coast that still possess this unique protected environment of an un-
trampled resource,

Ive read through the 1982 proposed access program that was overstated-and not thought through in 1982 and certainly
out of date and needing a complete rewrite in 2018, This special part of the coast is in a very different werld today than
in 1982 and needs a thoughtfully constructed long range access plan.

Critical would be to have the Hollister Ranch owners involved in the development of this plan, I'm not sure how you
could not have them as active participants given their intimate knowledge of the area.

This should not be a rushed quick fix far instant access. A careful long term vision needs to be worked on given the
difficult topography. expensive related costs;sensitive habitats and limited infrastructure to support access. We have the
opportunity to do something significant in pratecting this special part of the coast,

Thank you for taking the time to read my note.

Best,

Pat Devaney

Pdevaney@ymail.cam




Locklin, Linda@Coastal

——_____———— =
From: Locklin, Linda@Coastal
Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:28 PM
To: Coastal Haollitser
Subject: FW: Hollister Ranch Access

-——Qriginal Message--—--

From: Pat Devaney [mailto:pdevaney@ymail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:26 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser; Ainsworth, John@Coastal; Locklin, Linda@Coastal; Christie, Sarah@Coastal
Subject: Hollister Ranch Access

Hello,

My note here is in concern of the proposed access discussion to Hollister Ranch.

Ive lived in Santa Barbara for 21 years and have a pretty good understanding of our surrounding area of trails and
beaches.

Hollister Ranch is one last vestiges of undeveloped acreage and beach areas that has been protected from urbanization
and open access to the public.

We don’t have many ares left on the California coast that still possess this unique protected environment of an un-
trampled resource.

Ive read through the 1982 proposed access program that was overstated and not thought through in 1982 and certainly
out of date and needing a complete rewrite in 2018. This special part of the coast is in avery different world today than
in 1982 and needs a thoughtfully constructed long range access plan.

Critical wauld be to have the Hollister Ranch owners invoived in the development of this plan. I'm not sure how you
could not have them as active participants given their intimate knowledge of the area,

This should not be a rushed quick fix for instant access. & careful long term vision needs to be worked on given the
difficult topography, expensive related costs,sensitive habitats and limited infrastructure to support access. We have the
opportunity to do something significant in pratecting this special part of the coast.

Thank you for taking the time to read my note.

Best,

Pat Devaney

Pdevaney@ymgil.com




Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Locklin, Linda@Cagastal

Sent: Tuesday. December 11. 2018 12i28 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser,

Subject: FW: Hollister Ranch public access proposal.

--—-0riginal Message-----

From: Ainsworth, John@Coastal

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12.27 PM

To. Locklin, Linda@Coastal; Christie, Sarah@Coastal
Subject: PW: Hollister Ranch public access proposal.

——Driginal Message-——

From: Jim Kvermo <jimkverno@yahod.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:35 AM

To: Ainsworth, John@Coastal <lohn.Ainsworth@toastal.ca.2ov>
Subject: Hollister Ranch public access proposal,

Coastal Cammissionar:

| am writing this letter of support for the continued protection of the fragile environment of Hollister Ranch. Asa
longtime user/caretaker (40 years) and friend/advisor of several property owners, | believe | understand many of the the
issues canfronting purposed public access and implications. Historically, this ceastline represents the last stronghold of
pristine Southern California coast. It is an endangered species indeed.

In their unrealistic proposals, the agencies involved show little or no respect for the existing cattle ranch and property
rights of caretaker/owners in proposing increased public access. This is not an appropriate area to develop due ta
extreme geclogical formations, dangerously unstable shale cliffs looming over most of the beach. Also the existing
narrow, twisting roadway that serpentines through extremely mountainous terrain cannot safely handle increased
traffic. Use by an inexperienced public would certainly be unwise and dangerous.

The guestion of who would fund

these improvements (?) and ongoing costs have not been considered. The safety infrastructure required (lifeguards,
emergency personnel, fire depts., parking, day use facilities, easement purchase, etc.) would be cost prohibitive as well
as nearly impossible, There are also many fragile animal species that stand to be jeopardized by increased public
éncroachment. To my knowledge, no mention has been made af any envirenmental impact studies in their proposals.
Far too many physical and fiscal hurdles exist to consider rewriting the existing 1982 settlement ta safely accommodate

further public use.

First and foremost, this is private property. The legal battles surrounding such short sided proposals will never be
resolved Amtrak considerations also deem increased public access as unsafe and unrealistic. The involved federal, state
and local agenties need to back off their demands and work closely with the land owners (HROA| before restructuring
the use of Hollister Ranch. Keep things the way they are and structure public visitations according to the existing
settlement.






Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Lockiin, Linda@Coastal

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:26 P
To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: FW: Hollister Ranch Access

~—-Original Message--—-

From: Pat Devaney [mailto:pdevaney@ymail.com|

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:26 PM

Ta: Coastal Hollitser: Ainsworth, John@Coastal; Locklin, Linda@Coastal; Christie, Sarah@Coastal
Subject: Hollister Ranch Access

Hello,

My note here is in concern of the proposed access discussion to Hollister Ranch.

Ive lived in'Santa Barbara for 21 years and have a pretty good understanding of our surrounding area of tralls and
beaches.

Hollister Ranch is one last vestiges of undeveloped acreage and beach areas that has been protected from urbanization
and open aceess to the public.

We don’t have many ares left on the California coast that still possess this unique protected environment of anun-
trampled resource,

Ive read through the 1982 proposed access program that was overstated and not thought through in 1882 and certainly
out of date and neading a complete réwrite in 2018. This special part of the coast is in a very different world taday than
in 1982 and needs a thoughtfully constructed long range access plan.

Critical would be to have the Hollister Ranch owners involved in the development of this plan. 'm not-sure how you
could not have them as active participants given their intimate knowledge of the area.

This should not be a rushed quick fix for instant access, A careful long term vision needs to be worked on given the
difficult topography, expensive related costs,sensitive habitats and limited infrastructure to support access. We have the
apportunity to do something significant in protecting this special part of the coast,

Thank you for taking the time to read my note,

Best,

Pat Devaney

Pdevaney@ymail.com




Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Locklin, Linda@Coastal

Sent: Tuesday. December 11, 2018 12:2¢ PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Subject: FW: Hollister Ranch public access propoesal.

----- Original Message-——

From: Alnsworth, John@Coastal

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 12:29 PM

To; Locklin, Linda@Coastal; Christie, Sarah@Coastal
Subject: FW: Hallister Ranch public access proposal.

From:Jim Kvermo <jimkvemo@yahioo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2018 11:35 AM

To: Ainsworth, John@Coastal <lohn.Ainsworth@coastal.ca.gov>
Subject: Hollister Ranch public access proposal,

Coastal Commissioner:

| am writing this letter of support for the continued protection of the fragile environment of Hallister Ranch, Asa
longtime user/caretaker (40 years) and friend/advisor of several property awners, | believe | understand many of the the
isstes confranting purposed public access and implications. Historically, this coastline represents the last stronghold of
pristine Southern California coast. It is an endangered species indeed.

In their unrealistic proposals, the agencias involved show little or no respect for the existing cattle ranch and property
rights of caretaker/owners in proposing increased public access. This is not an appropriate area to develop due to
extreme geological farmations, dangerously unstable shale cliffs looming over most of the beach. Also the existing
narrow, twisting roadway that serpentines through extremely mountainous terrain cannot safely handle increased
traffic. Use by an inexperienced public would certainly be unwise and dangerous.

The question of who would fund

these improvements (2) and ongoing costs have not been considered. The safety infrastructure required (lifeguards,
emargency personnel, fire depts., parking, day use facilities, easement purchase, atc.) would be cost prahibitive as well
as nearly impossible. There are also many fragile animal species that stand to be jeopardized by increased public
encroachment. To my knowledge, no mention has been made of any anvironmental impact studies in their proposals.
Far too many ghysical and fiscal hurdles exist to consider rewriting the existing 1982 settlement to safely accommaodate
further public use.

First and foremost, this is private property. The legal battles surrounding such short sided proposals will never be
resolved. Amtrak considerations also deem increased public access as unsafe and unrealistic. The invalved federal, state
and local agencies need to back off their demands and work closely with the land owners (HROA) before restructuring
the use of Hollister Ranch. Keep things the way they are and structure public visitations according 1o the existing
settlement.






Locklin, Linda@Coastal

From: Carla Scherdlinger <cscheidlinger@gmail comis
Sent: Tuesday. December 11, 2018 12:30 PM

To: Coastal Hollitser

Ce: Haollister Ranch

Subject: Hallister Ranch public access

To the Coastal Commission:

| have been an owner at the Hollister Ranch since 1977, and currently reside in 5an Diego. We have never had
a residence at the Ranch, but rather have used it as a treasured location for family visits since our children,
now grown, were very small. We lived for 22 years in the Owens Valley, and grew to appretiate the outdoors
that up there is mercifully uncrowded and unspoiled. Having that condition on the Ranch has always been
precious to us.

We have been aware of public access issues since the early 19880's, and have been interested that the State
has not elected to pursue such access. The Ranch is a special situation as regards the public, as no single
owner legally CAN grant access to the heach, as none of us own it individually. As Governor Brown recently
determined, the plans from 1982 were never implemented, and prabably for good reason. The Ranch enjoys a
really phenomenal state of preservation to this day, in large part because it is not overwhelmed with peaple.
As owners, we observe strict self-imposed regulations on land use, and that has resulted in an exceptional and
unspoiled condition for the land and the coastline beaches. If the 1982 access program is to be revived, it
requires a complete and carefully developed averhaul, not a quick cosmetic tune up. Major problems that |
see with thiis include:

s+ The proposed vehicle access would open up nat only the beaches but potentially other Ranch
properties to increased risk of fire and environmental damage, and loss of privacy

« The CCC'ss current position appears to essentially propose an extension of the Gaviota State Park for
the entire § V2 miles of the Ranch coastline, which would require an extensive suite of improvements the
absence of which contributes considerably to the current unspoiled condition of the coast

« The anticipated plan would be really expensive: if casts exiending into perpetuity have been estimated,
they should be made public so that it can be determined if it is-a wise use of State resources..

«  The notion that the existing road can accommodate the mixed use of vehicles, pedestrians, and bicycles
is highly unreasonsble:

« The proposed daily head counl at the beaches is of special concemn, as nothing even approaching that
level of use has ever occurred on these beaches, Their character would change dramatically under the
proposed levels of use. _

« The addition af campgrounds and concessions is a far departare fiom the the use to which the Ranch -
beaches are currently made, which is for very low impact use by justa few people at a time. The Ranch's
current programs for admitting the public have been designed with coastal protection of foremost
concern: any CCC action should endeavor 1o respect this leve! of usage.

«  We understand that the CCC has proposed an inter-agency working group consisting of State Parks.
Coastal Conservancy, Coastal Commission and State Lands Commission to solicitand work on changes
to the 1982 pragram. 1t would make a great deal of sense for the principle landowner, Hollister Ranch,
to be included in this process. Furthermore, it is important that any program moving forward
-acknawledge that any updated program should not rely Gpon property acquisitions through
condemnation or illegal taking of personal or community property. The fact that there is a railroad
easement for the entire length of the Ranch coastline is also a complicating faclor. As Ranch owners

i



provide for our own security and safety, it should be faced ¢learly that increased use will require a
significant challenge to provide for operations, maintenance, and public safety for this part of the coast.
Partner agencies must be prepared to assume these costs.

o Finally, it is important to realize that the limited human use of the coast between Gaviota and Jalama is
one of its most unique characteristics, The area has only become more environmentally precious since
1982 because of the level of preservation and stewardship that has occurred as compared to beaches
throughout the rest of Southern California and the Central Coast. Any public access pragram should
recognize the responsibility to protect this experience and the sensitive and significant coastal
resources that result from the Jand's current condition.

[t is worth asking, at his point, how the CCC would propose to provide more access but protect sensitive
coastal resources, given that this area has no public roads, has limited communication and emergency services,
and no publie wtilities?

[ am certain that the CCC has every intention of addressing these critical issues. | appreciate the opportunity to
camment, and hope that regionally sensitive enviranmental resources that require protection well into the
future do not take a back seat to a local and recent push for potentially unrealistic short-term goals.

Sincerely,

Carla Schejdlinger

6125 Caminito del Oeste
San Diego. CA 92111



