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APPLICANT: Brian W. Ray 

AGENT: C.J. Light Associates, Attn.: Alex Villalpando 

PROJECT LOCATION: 2233 Bayside Drive, City of Newport Beach, County of Orange 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Demolish an existing two-story single-family residence and 
construct a new 41 50 square foot two-story single family residence with 693 square foot 
three-car garage, pool and spa on a bayside bulkheaded lot. No work is proposed on the 
existing bulkhead. Approximately 66 cubic yards of cut and 66 cubic yards of fill are 
proposed for site preparation. In addition, approximately 50 cubic yards of cut is required for 
excavation of the proposed pool and spa . 

LOCAL APPROVALS RECEIVED: City of Newport Beach Approval-in-Concept No. 5780-99; 
City of Newport Beach Modification Permit 4982. 

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS: Coastal Development Permits 5-99-452 (City of Newport 
Beach) and 5-99-398 (WMC Development); Geotechnical Investigation of Ray 
Residence at 2233 Bayside Drive, Newport Beach, CA dated August 16, 1999 
prepared by SPC Geotechnical, Inc. (Project No. SPC 2381-01); Addendum to 
Geotechnical Investigation, Additional Recommendations for Pool and Spa dated 
February 4, 2000 prepared by SPC Geotechnical, Inc. 

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

The applicant is proposing to demolish an existing single-family residence and construct a new 
single-family residence on a bulkheaded lot in Newport Beach. The major issues of the staff 
report include liquefaction and water quality. 

Staff recommends the Commission APPROVE the proposed development with five (5) special 
conditions requiring 1) conformance of the final design and construction plans to the 
geotechnical report submitted by the applicant; 2) recordation of a deed restriction requiring 
assumption of risk; 3) use of construction best management practices (BMPs); 4) debris 
disposal site to be located outside of the coastal zone; and 5) submittal of revised drainage 
plan which demonstrates that runoff will be filtered through vegetated areas and/or filtered 
through the Bayside Drive conveyance system prior to discharge into Newport Harbor . 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

The staff recommends that the Commission adopt the following resolution: 

I. APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS 

The Commission hereby GRANTS a permit, subject to the conditions below, for the proposed 
development on the grounds that the development will be in conformity with the provisions of 
Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of 1976, will not prejudice the ability of the local. 
government having jurisdiction over the area to prepare a Local Coastal Program conforming 
to the provisions of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act, is located between the sea and first public 
road nearest the shoreline, and is in conformance with the public access and public recreation 
policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act, and will not have any significant adverse effects on 
the environment within the meaning of the California Environmental Quality Act. 

II. STANDARD CONDITIONS 

1 . Notice of Receipt and Acknowledgment. The permit is not valid and development shall 
not commence until a copy of the permit, signed by the permittee or authorized agent, 
acknowledging receipt of the permit and acceptance of the terms and conditions, is 
returned to the Commission office. 

2. Expiration. If development has not commenced, the permit will expire two years from 
the date this permit is reported to the Commission. Development shall be pursued in a 
diligent manner and completed in a reasonable period of time. Application for 
extension of the permit must be made prior to the expiration date. 

3. Interpretation. Any questions of intent or interpretation of any condition will be 
resolved by the Executive Director or the Commission. 

4. Assignment. The permit may be assigned to any qualified person, provided assignee 
files with the Commission an affidavit accepting all terms and conditions of the permit. 

5. Terms and Conditions Run with the Land. These terms and conditions shall be 
perpetual, and it is the intention of the Commission and the permittee to bind all future 
owners and possessors of the subject property to the terms and conditions. 

Ill. SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

1 . Conformance of Design and Construction Plans to Geotechnical Report 

A. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant 
shall submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, evidence 
that an appropriately licensed professional has reviewed and approved all final 
design and construction plans including foundations, grading and drainage plans 
and certified that each of those final plans incorporates all of the 
recommendations contained in the engineering geologic report entitled 
Geotechnical Investigation of Ray Residence at 2233 Bayside Drive, Newport 
Beach, CA dated August 16, 1999 by SPC Geotechnical, Inc. (Project No. SPC 
2381-01) approved by the California Coastal Commission for the project site . 

• 
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The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved 
final plans. Any proposed changes to the approved final plans shall be reported 
to the Executive Director. Proposed changes to the approved final plans shall 
not occur without a Coastal Commission-approved amendment to this coastal 
development permit unless the Executive Director determines that no 
amendment is required. 

2. Assumption of Risk 

A. By acceptance of this permit, the applicant acknowledges and agrees (i) that 
the site may be subject to hazards from liquefaction; Iii) to assume the risks to 
the applicant and the property that is the subject of this permit of injury and 
damage from such hazards in connection with this permitted development; (iii) 
to unconditionally waive any claim of damage or liability against the 
Commission, its officers, agents, and employees for injury or damage from such 
hazards; and (iv) to indemnify and hold harmless the Commission, its officers, 
agents, and employees with respect to the Commission's approval of the 
project against any and all liability, claims, demands, damages, costs (including 
costs and fees incurred in defense of such claims), expenses, and amounts paid 
in settlement arising from any injury or damage due to such hazards. 

B. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant 
shall execute and record a deed restriction, in a form and content acceptable to 
the Executive Director incorporating all of the above terms of this condition. The 
deed restriction shall include a legal description of the applicant's entire parcel. 
The deed restriction shall run with the land, binding all successors and assigns, 
and shall be recorded free of prior liens that the Executive Director determines 
may affect the enforceability of the restriction. This deed restriction shall not be 
removed or changed without a Commission amendment to this coastal 
development permit. 

3. Storage of Construction Materials, Mechanized Equipment and Removal of 
Construction Debris 

The permittee shall comply with the following construction-related requirements: 

(a) No construction materials, debris, or waste shall be placed or stored where it 
may be subject to wave erosion and dispersion; 

(b) Any and all debris resulting from construction activities shall be removed from 
the project site within 24 hours of completion of construction; 

(c) Erosion control/sedimentation Best Management Practices (BMP's) shall be used 
to control sedimentation impacts to coastal waters during construction. BMPs 
shall include, but are not limited to: placement of sand bags around drainage 
inlets to prevent runoff/sediment transport into Newport Harbor and a pre­
construction meeting to review procedural and BMP guidelines; 
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Construction debris and sediment shall be removed from construction areas 
each day that construction occurs to prevent the accumulation of sediment and 
other debris which may be discharged into coastal waters. 

4. Location of Debris Disposal Site 

The applicant shall dispose of all demolition and construction debris resulting from the 
proposed project at an appropriate location outside the coastal zone. If the disposal 
site is located within the coastal zone, a coastal development permit or an amendment 
to this permit shall be required before disposal can take place. 

5. Revised Drainage Plan 

A. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant 
shall submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, a revised 
Drainage Plan which conforms to the following requirements. 

1.) 

2.) 

Where feasible, runoff from rooftops and hardscape areas shall 
be collected and directed in a non-erosive manner through 
vegetated areas for filtration purposes prior to direct discharge 
into Newport Harbor. The drainage system shall be engineered 
in such a manner as to prevent the discharge of sediment or fine 
particulates into the Harbor; 
If and where runoff filtration through vegetated areas is deemed 
infeasible due to geotechnical or other concerns, such drainage 
shall be collected and directed to the stromwater conveyance 
system along Bayside Drive for treatment through filtration 
devices (Fossil Filters) prior to discharge into Newport Harbor. 

B. The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved 
final plan. Any proposed changes to the approved final plan shall be reported to 
the Executive Director. No changes to the approved final plan shall occur 
without a Commission amendment to this coastal development permit unless 
the Executive Director determines that no amendment is required. 

• 

• 

• 
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IV. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS: 

The Commission hereby finds and declares: 

A. Project Location and Description 

The subject site is located at 2233 Bayside Drive in the City of Newport Beach, Orange 
County. The property is within the Corona del Mar area of Newport Beach, fronting Newport 
Harbor. The subject site is between the sea and first public roadway paralleling the sea 
(Exhibits 1 and 2). 

The applicant proposes to demolish an existing two-story single-family residence and 
construct a new 4150 square foot two-story single family residence with a 693 square foot 
three-car garage, hardscape improvements, roof deck, pool and spa on a bulkheaded lot 
(Exhibit 3). The proposed house will be 29 feet high at maximum point, 24 feet high from the 
centerline of Bayside Drive (the frontage road). The existing bulkhead/seawall will remain in 
place, undisturbed. While no work is authorized on the bulkhead, a new support tie-in wall is 
proposed directly inland of the bulkhead. The tie-in wall is proposed as part of the proposed 
pool and spa design, shown on page 10 of Exhibit 3. Approximately 66 cubic yards of cut 
and 66 cubic yards of fill are proposed for site preparation, not including that required for pool 
excavation. Pool and spa excavation will require approximately 50 cubic yards of cut. 

The residence conforms to the City's required setback of 5 feet from the bulkhead, as it is 
sited approximately 35 feet inland of the bulkhead. The stringline concept has not typically 
been applied in the subject area. 

B. Previous Commission Actions in Surrounding Area 

5-99-452 (City of Newport Beach) 

On February 15, 2000, the Commission approved Coastal Development Permit No. 5-99-452 
(City of Newport Beach) for the installation of approximately 160' of 18" reinforced concrete 
pipe, a reinforced concrete junction structure, and five (5) differently sized catch basins with 
grates and the connection of these improvements to an existing 24" reinforced concrete pipe 
for drainage through a new bulkhead opening next to the County Road street end, six lots 
south of the subject property. The permit included three special conditions that required use 
of construction best management practices (BMPs), the debris disposal site to be located 
outside of coastal zone, and implementation of structural best management practices (BMPs). 

5-98-398 (WMC Development) 

On January 14, 1999, the Commission approved Coastal Development Permit No. 5-98-398 
(WMC Development) for the demolition of a single-family residence and replacement with a 
6634 square foot two-level single family residence with partial basement, covered patio and 
3-space garage at 2323 Bayside Drive (five lots south of the subject site). The permit 
included a special condition that required all recommendations of the engineering and geologic 
evaluation to be incorporated into the design and construction of the project . 
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Section 30253 of the Coastal Act states in relevant part: 

New development shall: 

(1) Minimize risks to life and property in areas of high geologic, flood, and fire 
hazard. 

(2) Assure stability and structural integrity, and neither create nor contribute 
significantly to erosion, geologic instability, or destruction of the site or 
surrounding area or in any way require the construction of protective devices 
thct would substantially alter natura/landforms along bluffs and cliffs. 

(5) Where appropriate, protect special communities and neighborhoods which, 
because of their unique characteristics, are popular visitor destination points 
for recreational uses. 

The proposed development will occur on a previously developed lot. In order to assure that 
geologic conditions at the site would support the proposed development the following 
geotechnical investigation was performed at the subject site: Geotechnical Investigation of 
Ray Residence at 2233 Bayside Drive, Newport Beach, CA dated August 16, 1999 prepared 
by SPC Geotechnical, Inc. (Project No. SPC 2381 ~01 ). The initial geotechnical investigation 
did not address construction of the proposed pool and spa. Therefore, the applicant provided 
an Addendum to Geotechnical Investigation, Additional Recommendations for Pool and Spa 
dated February 4, 2000 prepared by SPC Geotechnical, Inc. 

During their investigations, the geotechnical consultant concluded that subsurface soils 
consist of up to a 16-inch think layer of topsoil and of sand with occasional shell fragments 
thereafter. The sandy soils were found to be generally moist to very moist and medium 
dense. The consultant also noted that the sea groundwater table was encountered at an 
average depth of 5.5 feet. Recommendations for earthwork and foundation support were 
provided based on these findings. The geotechnical consultant concluded that the site was 
suitable for the proposed development, provided the recommendations included in their report 

. are implemented into the design and construction phases of the project. 

To affirm that the proposed development will assure stability and structural integrity, and 
neither create nor contribute significantly to erosion, geologic instability, or destruction of the 
site or surrounding area and to assure that risks to life and property are minimized, the 
Commission finds that the applicant shall, as a condition of approval, incorporate the 
geologist's recommendations into the final design and construction plans of the proposed 
project. Special Condition 1 requires the applicant to submit plans that show evidence of 
conformance with geotechnical recommendations, including those regarding site preparation, 
foundation design, and drainage. 

The geotechnical report states that the site is located within an area of high liquefaction 
potential, and mitigation measures can be taken to reduce the damage induced by 
liquefaction. The report provides three opttons for design of the proposed foundation system: 
Low Level of Mitigation, Moderate Level of Mitigation and High Level of Mitigation. The 
applicant has chosen to use a foundation system which consists of a concrete slab on grade 
with continuous and spread footings. This design will provide a moderate to high level of 
mitigation according to the applicant's agent. Because there is no guarantee that mitigation 
will assure future safety of the residence, the development may be subject to some degree of 
risk resulting from liquefaction. 

• 

• 

• 
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Therefore, the Commission finds it necessary to require the recordation of an assumption-of­
risk deed restriction by the applicant (Special Condition No. 2). With this standard waiver of 
liability condition, the applicant is notified that the lot and improvements are located in an area 
that is potentially subject to liquefaction hazard that could damage the applicant's property. 
The applicant is also notified that the Commission is not liable for such damage as a result of 
approving the permit for development. In addition, the condition insures that future owners 
and lessors of the property will be informed of the risks and the Commission's immunity of 
liability. 

As conditioned, the Commission finds that the proposed project is consistent with section 
30253 of the Coastal Act. 

D. Water Quality 

Section 30230 of the Coastal Act states, in pertinent part: 

Marine resources shall be maintained, enhanced, and where feasible, restored. 

Section 30231 of the Coastal Act states: 

The biological productivity and the quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands, 
estuaries, and lakes appropriate to maintain optimum populations of marine organisms 
and for the protection of human health shall be maintained and, where feasible, 
restored through, among other means, minimizing adverse effects of waste water 
discharges and entrainment, controlling runoff, preventing depletion of ground water 
supplies and substantial interference with surface water flow, encouraging waste 
water reclamation, maintaining natural vegetation buffer areas that protect riparian 
habitats, and minimizing alteration of natural streams. 

Section 30232 of the Coastal Act states, in pertinent part: 

Protection against the spillage of crude oil, gas, petroleum products, or hazardous 
substances shall be provided in relation to any development or transportation of such 
materials. 

Newport Harbor (Lower Newport Bay) is a critical coastal water body on the Federal Clean 
Water Act 303(d) list of "impaired" water bodies. The designation as "impaired" means the 
quality of the water body cannot support beneficial recreation and aquatic uses. The listing is 
made by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region (RWQCB), 
and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), and confirmed by the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. Further, the RWQCB has targeted the Newport Bay 
watershed, which would include Newport Harbor, for increased scrutiny as a higher priority 
watershed under its Watershed Management Initiative. 

1 . Construction Impacts to Water Quality 

Dewatering will be required for construction of the proposed project, primarily during 
installation of the pool and spa. As such, review and approval by the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (RWQCB) is required. On March 23, 2000, the Executive Officer of the 
RWQCB Santa Ana Region notified the applicant that discharge of wastewater from the 
subject site is authorized under the terms and conditions of Order No. 98-67 effective 
immediately (Exhibit 4). At that time, the applicant was provided with the Board's Monitoring 
and Reporting Program No. 98-67-097, which specifies the frequency of sampling and the 
constituents to be monitored. No further review by the RWQCB is necessary. 
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While dewatering of the site has been authorized by the RWOCB, the impacts of construction • 
activities on water quality in Newport Harbor have not been evaluated. As discussed 
previously, the applicant is proposing to construct a new pool, spa and hardscape 
improvements directly adjacent to an existing bulkhead. Storage or placement of construction 
materials, debris, or waste in a location subject to wave erosion and dispersion or which may 
be discharged into coastal water via rain would result in adverse impacts upon the marine 
environment that would reduce the biological productivity of coastal waters. For instance, 
construction debris entering coastal waters may cover and displace soft bottom habitat. In 
addition, the use of machinery in coastal waters not designed for such use may result in the 
release of lubricants or oils that are toxic to marine life. Sediment discharged to coastal 
waters may cause turbidity which can shade and reduce the productivity of eelgrass beds and 
foraging avian and marine species ability to see food in the water column. In order to avoid 
adverse construction-related impacts upon marine resources, Special Condition No. 3 outlines 
construction-related requirements to provide for the safe storage of construction materials and 
the safe disposal of construction debris. 

Finally, since the applicant has indicated that the contractor will have the discretion of 
selecting a disposal site at the time of construction, Special Condition 4 requires that the 
applicant dispose of all demolition and construction debris at an appropriate location outside 
of the coastal zone and informs the applicant that use of a disposal site within the coastal 
zone will require an amendment or new coastal development permit. 

Only as conditioned for appropriate storage of construction materials and equipment does the 
Commission find that the proposed development is consistent with Sections 30230, 30231 
and 30232 of the Coastal Act. 

2. Post-Construction Impacts to Water Quality 

The project involves the replacement of an existing single-family residence. As such, the 
proposed development will not increase the amount, or change the type, of runoff currently 
entering Newport Harbor. However, pollutants (such as sediments) or toxic substances (such 
as grease, motor oil, heavy metals, and pesticides) are often contained within residential 
runoff. Therefore, continued discharge of potentially polluted runoff from the subject site 
would have significant adverse impacts on water quality in the Harbor. 

The applicant has provided a Drainage Plan that shows the majority of site runoff (including 
rooftop and patio runoff) being conveyed via pipe directly to Newport Harbor through two (2) 
bulkhead outlets. The remainder (primarily driveway runoff) is directed toward the frontage 
street (Bayside Drive). According to the applicant's agent, approximately 80 percent of the 
site runoff will drain to the Harbor and approximately 20 percent will drain to the street. 

Because the proposed residence is new development, there is an opportunity to improve water 
quality. Newport Harbor is considered an "impaired" water body, and much of the pollutants 
entering the Harbor come from inland developed areas outside the coastal zone, or from other 
sources within the coastal zone, such as boats in the harbor or paved surfaces adjacent to the 
water. Therefore, the Commission finds that it is necessary to minimize to the extent feasible 
within its jurisdiction the cumulative adverse impacts on water quality resulting from 
continued entry of existing pollutants into Newport Harbor. Reductions in the amount of 
pollutants in the existing runoff would be one step towards reducing cumulative adverse 
impacts to coastal water quality. 

• 

• 
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On site filtration of runoff through vegetated areas such as landscaped side yards can reduce 
pollutants that are normally carried into coastal waters from residential development. Further, 
providing opportunities for percolation of stormwater through permeable green space on site 
can also reduce the total volume of runoff leaving the developed site through the process of 
infiltration; thus, minimizing to the extent feasible, cumulative adverse impacts upon water 
quality. Filtration may also be accomplished through retrofitting of existing stormwater 
collection systems. 

As approved by the Commission in February 2000 through CDP No. 5-99-452 (City of 
Newport Beach), the Bayside Drive storm drain system will soon be retrofitted to improve 
storm runoff collection and to provide flooding protection to existing residences. The new 
system includes five (5) differently sized catch basins with grates that use filtration devices 
(Fossil Filters) effective at trapping and mitigating contaminated runoff. Consequently, runoff 
draining from the subject site to Bayside Drive will be filtered prior to discharge into Newport 
Harbor. As such, the conveyance of runoff to the street is encouraged at this site. 

Therefore, in an effort to improve water quality in Newport Harbor, the Commission imposes 
Special Condition 5. This condition requires the applicant to submit a revised Drainage Plan 
showing that site runoff from rooftops and hardscape areas are collected and directed in a 
non-erosive manner through vegetated areas for filtration purposes prior to direct discharge 
into Newport Harbor. Where this is not feasible due to geotechnical or other concerns, runoff 
must be directed in a non-erosive manner to Bayside Drive for filtration in the storm water 
conveyance system. 

Only as conditioned does the Commission find the proposed development to be consistent 
with Sections 30230, 30231 and 30232 of the Coastal Act. 

E. Coastal Access and Recreation 

Section 30212 of the Coastal Act states in part: 

(a) Public access from the nearest public roadway to the shoreline and along 
the coast shall be provided in new development projects except where: 

(2) adequate access exists nearby ... 

Section 30604(c) of the Coastal Act states: 

(c) Every coastal development permit issued for any development between the 
nearest public road and the sea or the shoreline of any body of water located 
within the coastal zone shall include a specific finding that the development is 
in conformity with the public access and public recreation policies of 
Chapter 3. 

The proposed development, which occurs between the nearest public road and the sea, 
includes the demolition and construction of a single-family residence. Neither vertical nor 
lateral public access exists on the subject property. In addition there is no established lateral 
public access in the vicinity. However, there are several opportunities for public access to the 
coast located near the proposed development. Bayside Drive County Beach is accessible via 
the Orange County Sheriff/Harbor Patrol Bureau located approximately a half mile to the 
northwest of the proposed development (Exhibit 1). This area allows the launching of small 
boats by the public. Also, public access is available at China Cove Beach and Rocky Point 
Cove located a mile to the southeast. Finally, a street end access point located five lots south 
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of the property offers an overlook to the Harbor (Exhibit 2). Since the proposed project • 
involves the reconstruction of an existing single-family residence, neither the existing access 
situation nor the intensity of use of the site will be changed. The proposed development will 
not have an impact on existing coastal access or recreation in the area. 

The proposed development is occurring within an existing urbanized area and will not change 
the use or intensity of use of the site. In addition, existing public access is available in the 
area and the proposed development will not change the condition of public access in the area. 
Therefore the Commission finds that the proposed development is consistent with the public 
access and recreation provisions of the Coastal Act. 

F. Land Use Plan 

Section 30604 of the Coastal Act provides for the issuance of coastal development permits 
directly by the Commission in regions where the local government having jurisdiction does not 
have a certified local coastal program. The permit may only be issued if the Commission finds 
that the proposed development will not prejudice the ability of the local government to prepare 
a Local Coastal Program which conforms with the Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act. 

The Newport Beach Land Use Plan (LUP) was effectively certified on May 19, 1982. The 
proposed development is consistent with the policies of the certified Land Use Plan. 
Therefore, the Commission finds that approval of the proposed development will not prejudice 
the City's ability to prepare a Local Coastal Program {Implementation Plan) for Newport Beach 
that is consistent with the Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act as required by Section 
30604{a). 

G. California Environmental Quality Act 

Section 13096(a) of the Commission's administrative regulations requires Commission 
approval of Coastal Development Permit applications to be supported by a finding showing the 
application, as conditioned by any conditions of approval, to be consistent with any applicable 
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA). Section 21080.5{d)(2)(A) 
of CEOA prohibits a proposed development from being approved if there are feasible 
alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen any 
significant adverse effect which the activity may have on the environment. 

The project is located adjacent to an existing harbor in an urbanized area. Development 
already exists on the subject site. In addition, the proposed development has been 
conditioned, as follows, to assure the proposed project is consistent with the hazard 
abatement policies of the Coastal Act: conformance with geotechnical recommendations, 
recordation of an assumption of risk deed restriction, implementation of construction best 
management practices {BMPs) and submittal of revised drainage plans. As conditioned, no 
feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures are known, beyond those required, which 
would substantially lessen any identified significant effect which the activity may have on the 
environment. Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project, as conditioned, is 
consistent with CEOA and the Chapter Three policies of the Coastal Act. 
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March 23, 2000 

Mr. Brian W. Ray 
2115 Villa Way 

U1l MAR 31 2000 llli 
CAUFO~NIA 

COASTAL COMMISSION 
Newpon Beach, CA 92625 

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIRE:\'IENTS, ORDER NO. 98-67, NPDES NO. CAG998001 (DE 
MINll\1USDISCHARGES), BRIA.t'l W. RAY RESIDENCE A.t"'D POOL EXPANSION 

Dear Mr. Ray: 

On March 10, 2000, your consultant, C.J. Light Associates, submitted on your behalf a Notice of Intent 
to discharge wastewater under the terms and conditions of the Regional Board's general permit, Order 
No. 98-67. The discharge will occur from the dewatering of a residence reconstruction project on 2233 
Bayside Drive in Newpon Beach, which will include a pool and spa. 

Effective immediately, you are authorized to discharge wastewater under the terms and conditions of 
Order No. 98-67. Enclosed is Monitoring and Reponing Program No. 98-67-097, which specifies the 
frequency of sampling and the constituents to be monitored. Please note that modifications to the 
sampling frequency and required constituents can be considered on a case-by-case basis. 

Order No. 98-67 will expire on July l, 2003. If you wish to terminate coverage under this general 
permit prior to that time, please notify us as soon as possible so that we can rescind this authorization 
and avoid billing you the $400 annual fee. If you have any questions regarding the permit or the 
monitoring and reporting program, please contact Jessie Powell at (909) 320-6358. 

Sincerely, . 

ifij4'ila-Ltdl 
Gerard J. Thibeault 
Executive Officer 

Enclosure: Order No. 98-67 and Monitoring and Reponing Program No; 98-67-097 

cc w/o encl: U.S. EPA, Region IX· Terry Oda (WfR-5) 
State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Quality- John Youngerman 
City ofNewport Beach Public Works Department 
SPC Geotechnical, Inc., Anaheim- Stavros Chrysovergis _ _ 
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GSRI RayResidenceDewatering.ltr 
5-99-466 

COASTAL COMMISSION 
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