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A·; pellant.. ...................... Nell Langford 
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Project location .............. Pier A venue, Oceano, San Luis Obispo County (APNs 060-381-010, 060-381-
011, 060-381-002, 060-382-003, 061-091-020, 075-111-001, 075-111-002, 
092-391-013, 092-391-017' 092-391-018, 092-391-031) 

Project description ........ Maintain existing sand ramp by grading accumulated windblown sand and 
moving excess sand to the adjacent beach area. 

Local approval ............... Minor Use Permit/ Coastal Development Permit D960168P was approved by 
the San Luis Obispo County Board of Supervisors on May 15, 2001. 

File documents ............... San Luis Obispo County certified Local Coastal Program; documents and 
materials used by San Luis Obispo County in consideration of local permit 
D960 168P; San Luis Obispo County Emergency Permit P000837E; Permit 
Amendment file 4-82-300-A5; Coastal Development Permit File 3-96-116. 

Staff recommendation ... Staff recommends that the Commission determine that NO 
SUBSTANTIAL ISSUE exists with respect to the grounds on which the 
appeal has been filed. 

S•llnmary: The California Department of Parks and Recreation proposes to conduct maintenance 
<J<ivities on the Pier Avenue sand ramp, which provides vehicle ingress and egress from the Oceano 
Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area (ODSVRA). The maintenance activities involve grading and 
moving sand that accumulates on top of the packed road base ramp to allow for continued vehicular use. 
These activities will take place inland of the mean high tide, and are therefore subject to the coastal 
development permit requirements of San Luis Obispo County, and must conform to the San Luis Obispo 
County certified Local Coastal Program (LCP) . 
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sensitive dune habitats (appeal attached as Exhibit C). 

This project, and the issues raised by the appeal, are directly related to the larger coastal resource issues 
re ;1arding the operation of th<" ODSVRA park unit recently addressed by thA Commission in its action of 
Coastal Development Permit Amendment 4-82-300-A5 (Revised Findings adopted May 7, 2001). That 
action established a Technical Review Team (TRT) to advise the park superintendent on matters related 
to the management of the ODSVRA and the protection of sensitive habitats. Accordingly, the TRT will 
have input on how maintenance of the Pier A venue ramp should be coordinated with area wide 
objectives for habitat protection and coastal access and recreation. 

In the interim, the ramp maintenance project proposed by DPR and conditionally approved by the 
County has been designed to avoid adverse impacts on sensitive habitats and coastal access and 
recreation. Staff therefore recommends that the Commission determine that the appeal does not raise a 
substantial issue because the project has been designed to protect environmentally sensitive habitats and 
coastal access, consistent with the requirements of the LCP and the access and recreation policies of 
Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. 
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For the full text of the appellant's contentions, please refer to Exhibit C. In summary, the appellant 
contends that the project significantly negatively impacts the pedestrian beach access historically located 
south of Pier A venue as well as sensitive dune and beach habitats. The appeal does not identify any 
specific LCP or Coastal Act policies with which the appellant believes the project does not conform. 

!1. Local Government Action 

The San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission conditionally approved Coastal Development Permit 
D960168P for the project on July 13, 2000. This decision was appealed to the County Board of 
Supervisors, who acted to affirm and modify the Planning Commission's approval on May 15, 2001. 
The conditions of the County approval are attached to this report as Exhibit D. 

Following the appeal of the County permit, which deferred the effectiveness of the local approval, the 
County issued an emergency permit (P000837E) for a more limited sand ramp maintenance project 
which has allowed DPR to maintain the ramp while the appeal has been pending. The emergency permit 
was issued on the basis that ramp maintenance is necessary to provide timely access to the park unit for 
emergency vehicles, and therefore necessary for public safety. As opposed to maintaining a 36-foot 
wide ramp, the emergency permit limits maintenance to a 28 foot wide ramp between June 28 and July 
9, 2001 and between August 30 and September 4; and, a twelve foot ramp between July 26 and August 
29, 2001 and after September 5, 2001. Surveys for snowy plover nests and chicks must be conducted 
prior to emergency maintenance activities undertaken during the nesting period (March 1 - September 
30). The emergency permit requires that if nests and chicks are found, all activity must be postponed 
until the nest has hatched, or disappeared, and all chicks have left the area. The emergency permit also 
requires that the maintenance activities conform to US Fish and Wildlife Service provisions. 

It is the regular permit approved by the County, as opposed to the Emergency Permit, that is the subject 
o~· this appeal. 

California Coastal Commission 
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Ill. Appeal Procedures 

Coastal Act Section 30603 provides for the appeal of approved coastal development permits in 
jurisdictions with certified local coastal programs for development that is ( 1) between the sea and the 
first public road paralleling the sea or within 300 feet of the inland extent of any beach or of the mean 
high tideline of the sea where there is no beach, whichever is the greater distance; (2) on tidelands, 
st·bmerged lands, public trust lands, within 100 feet of any wetland, estuary, or stream, or within 300 
feet of the top of the seaward face of any coastal bluff; (3) in a sensitive coastal resource area; (4) for 
counties, not designated as the principal permitted use under the zoning ordinance or zoning district 
map; and (5) any action on a major public works project or energy facility. This project is appealable to 
the Coastal Commission because it is located between the sea and the first public road paralleling the 
sea. 

The grounds for appeal under section 30603 are limited to allegations that the development does not 
conform to the standards set forth in the certified local coastal program or the public access policies of 
the Coastal Act. Section 30625(b) of the Coastal Act requires the Commission to conduct a de novo 
coastal development permit hearing on an appealed project unless a majority of the Commission finds 
that "no substantial issue" is raised by such allegations. Under section 30604(b), if the Commission 
conducts a de novo hearing, the Commission must find that the proposed development is in conformity 
with the certified local coastal program. Section 30604(c) also requires an additional specific finding 
that the development is in conformity with the public access and recreation policies of Chapter Three of 
the Coastal Act, if the project is located between the nearest public road and the sea or the shoreline of 
any body of water located within the coastal zone. The project is located between the nearest public road 
and the sea and thus, this additional finding needs to be made in a de novo review in this case. 

IV. Staff Recommendation on Substantial Issue 

MOTION: I move that the Commission determine that Appeal No. A-3-SL0-01-061 
raises NO substantial issue with respect to the grounds on which the appeal 
has been filed under§ 30603 ofthe Coastal Act. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL ISSUE: 

Staff recommends a YES vote. Passage of this motion will result in a finding of No Substantial Issue 
and adoption of the following resolution and findings. If the Commission finds No Substantial Issue, the 
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Commission will not hear the application de novo and the local action will become final and effective. 
The motion passes only by an affirmative vote by a majority of the Commissioners present. 

RESOLUTION TO FIND NO SUBSTANTIAL ISSUE: 

The Commission finds that Appeal No. A-3-SL0-01-011 does not present a substantial issue with 
respect to the grounds on which the appeal has been filed under § 30603 of the Coastal Act regarding 
consistency with the Certified Local Coastal Plan and the public access and recreation policies of the 
Coastal Act. 

Ill. Recommended Findings and Declarations 
The Commission finds and declares as follows: 

A.Project Description 

1. Project Location 
The project is located at the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area (ODSVRA) in the 
community of Oceano, San Luis Obispo County. The ramp that is the subject of the proposed 
maintenance activities is located at the seaward end of Pier A venue, and provides one of two primary 
access points for vehicles to enter the ODSVRA (the other access ramp is located approximately 1.25 
miles to the north, at Grand A venue in the City of Grover Beach). Sand removed from the ramp is 
proposed to be placed on the beach, above the mean high tide line, in an area approximately 150 feet by 
300 feet immediately to the west and the northwest of the ramp (see Exhibit B), in the same general area 
that has been used in the past.. 

2. Project Description 
The project involves grading and removing sand from an existing vehicle access ramp constructed of 
packed road base material. The ramp is approximately 36 feet wide and 100 feet long. Excess sand will 
bt' deposited on the adjacent beach within an area above the mean high tide line measuring 150 feet by 
300 feet. The terms of the County permit, which are attached as Exhibit D, require: 

• Biologist verification that no snowy plover nesting site is within 200 feet of the disturbance areas 
prior to undertaking any maintenance activities; 

• Postponement of maintenance activities if any snowy plover nests or chicks are found at the sand 
ramp or surrounding area; 

• Conformance with the Biological Opinion issued by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; 

California Coastal Commission 
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• Consultation with the County Environmental Coordinator is any archaeological resources are 
discovered; 

• Notification of the proper authorities in the event of a petroleum product spill; 

• Evidence that all required state and federal permits have been obtained; and, 

• Compliance with state and federal endangered species laws. 

In·addition, the County approval prohibits: 

• Sand removal on weekends or between 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. on weekdays; 

• Removal of vegetation; and 

• Equipment fueling or maintenance on the beach, or use of leaking equipment 

3. Background 
The first wooden vehicle access ramp at Pier Avenue was constructed in the 1920's. It has always been 
necessary to remove sand from the bottom of the wooden ramp to allow for vehicle access. Originally, 
local merchants supported this operation. Then, San Luis Obispo County contracted for sand removal 
and, later, DPR assumed responsibility for sand removal. This situation remained until the severe storms 
of 1982 and 1983. During this period, storms destroyed both the wooden ramp and the unmaintained 
sand ramp, which was created by the ingress and egress of all-terrain vehicles. This occurred just south 
of the wood ramp. In the aftermath of the storms, DPR decided to maintain only the sand ramp in place 
of the wooden ramp. In 1983 a kiosk was constructed at the end of Pier A venue pursuant to Coastal 
Development Permit 4-82-300, prior to certification of the San Luis Obispo County LCP. In 1988, the 
County's LCP was certified and permit authority for projects landward of the mean high tide was 
assumed by the County. 

Ir. early 1992, the Commission approved Coastal Development Permit 4-91-58, an after-the-fact permit 
authorizing DPR to remove and excavate beach sand to create and maintain the sand ramp. A permit 
from the Commission, as well as the Army Corps of Engineers was required for that project because it 
included the disposal of sand below the mean high tide line. This permit had a duration of five years. 
Upon its expiration, DPR applied for another 5 year maintenance permit (again including sand disposal 
below the mean high tide line). This application was conditionally approved by the Commission in May 
1997 (Coastal Development Permit 3-96-116), and was supposed to allow for ramp maintenance until 
February 28, 2002. However, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers permit required for the disposal of sand 
below the mean high tide line expired on March 21, 2001. In response, DPR redesigned the project to 
eliminate any work below the Mean High Tide. As a result, the currently proposed maintenance falls 
entirely within the coastal development permit authority of the County of San Luis Obispo. 
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B.Substantial Issue Determination 

1. Environmentally Sensitive Habitats 

a. LCP Policies 
Coastal Plan Policy 35 for Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas states: 

Recreational Off-Road Vehicle Use of Nipomo Dunes 

Within designated dune habitats, recreational off-road vehicle traffic shall only be 
allowed in areas identified appropriate for this use. Detailed recommendations 
concerning protection of the dune habitats within Pismo State Beach and Pismo 
Vehicular Recreation area are found in the chapter regarding Recreation and 
Visitor-Serving Facilities. 

The Coastal Plan Policy document chapter on Recreation and Visitor-Serving Facilities referenced 
above contains a discussion of Pismo State Beach and State Vehicular Recreation Area, describing 
attendance, recreational uses, the environment, conflicts and adverse impacts, access, carrying 
capacity, and the State Park General Plan (pages 3-13 - 3-22). This LCP discussion does not provide 
specific development standards, but rather describes the issues related to continued vehicle use. As 
noted on page 3-13, development standards for the ODSVRA are contained in the South County 
Area Plan. These standards are attached to this report as Exhibit E. In summary, they provide the 
following policies regarding the protection of sensitive habitats: 

• Approval of development must be accompanied by a finding that DPR is making a commitment 
of sufficient manpower to ensure resource protection, ordinance enforcement and access control 
in conformance with the conditions of Coastal Development Permit No. 4-82-30[0]A; 

• Access points are to be controlled, with primary access for off-road vehicles to be provided in 
accordance with CDP 4-82-30[0]A (e.g., Pier Avenue). 

• Natural buffer areas for sensitive areas are to be identified and fenced, and habitat enhancement 
programs are to be undertaken at Dune Lakes, Coreopsis Hill, Oso Flaco Lake, and Little Oso 
Flaco Lake. 

More generally, Coastal Plan Policies regarding Recreation and Visitor-Serving Facilities require, in 
relevant part: 

• Protection of recreation and visitor-serving facilities (Policy 1); 

• Recreational uses shall be consistent with the protection of significant coastal resources (Policy 
2): and, 

• Recreational development shall conform with State Park Master Plans, applicable LCP 
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regulations, carrying capacity, and habitat protection (Policy 6). 

b. Analysis 
The LCP recognizes that Oceano Dunes has been designated as an state off-highway vehicle recreation 
area, and includes standards intended to allow this recreational activity to continue in a manner that 
preserves the surrounding dune habitats. Maintenance of the Pier A venue sand ramp is not in conflict 
with these standards, which specifically identify Pier A venue as a primary access point for vehicular 
access. In accordance with LCP requirements, the project has been designed by DPR, and conditioned 
by the County, to avoid adverse impacts to sensitive habitats, among other ways, by prohibiting the 
removal of dune vegetation, and requiring biological monitoring to ensure that maintenance activities do 
not impact snowy plovers. 

As detailed in the findings for 4-82-300-AS, there are many significant coastal resource issues raised by 
overall vehicle use of the dunes, particularly with regard to protecting environmentally sensitive dune 
habitats. As adopted by the Commission, the Technical Review Team (TRT) proposed by the 
amendment will provide a forum to resolve these issues, including any issues related to on-going 
maintenance of the Pier A venue Sand Ramp. The TRT is in the process of being created, and according 
to the conditions of approval, are to meet prior to November 7, 2001. The TRT, and the actions taken by 
the superintendent of the ODSVRA in response to the TRT's recommendations will be subject to 
ccntinued oversight by the Commission through the submission of the required annual report, and the 

• 

ILmdated annual permit renewal process. • 

c. Conclusion 
The appeal does not raise a substantial issue regarding the project's conformance with LCP standards 
protecting environmentally sensitive habitats because the specific ramp maintenance project has been 
designed and conditioned to avoid impacts to sensitive habitats. Any potential adverse ESHA impacts 
related to pier maintenance or use that may be documented in the future can be appropriately responded 
to by the TRT and the condition compliance review procedures established by 4-82-300-AS. 

2. Coastal Access and Recreation 

A. LCP and Coastal Act Policies 
LCP standards specific to the ODSVRA include those identified in the preceding finding and those 
attached to this report as Exhibit E. Other, more general LCP access standards that relate to the 
appellant's contention that the ramp maintenance project impacts pedestrian access include: 

• Coastal Plan Policy 1 for Shoreline Access, which prohibits development from interfering with 
the public's right of access to the sea; 

• Coastal Plan Policy 4 for Shoreline Access, which calls for the provision and maintenance of 
facilities and improvements needed to support the existing and proposed intensity and level of 
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access use; 

• Coastal Plan Policy 7 for Shoreline Access, which necessitates that the level and intensity of 
shoreline access be consistent with public safety concerns related to bluff stability, trail 
improvements and the adequacy of facilities such as signs, fences, and stairways; and 

• Coastal Plan Policy 8 for Shoreline Access, which requires that the provision of maximum access 
minimize conflicts with adjacent uses. 

Because the project is seaward of the first public road, it must also comply with the public access and 
recreation policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. In summary, the Coastal Act policies applicable 
tc the access issue raised by the appeal include: 

• Coastal Act Section 30210 calling for maximum access to be provided consistent with public 
safety and natural resource protection; 

• Coastal Act Section 30211, prohibiting development from interfering with the public's right of 
access to the sea; Coastal Act Section 30212.5, requiring public access facilities should be 
distributed throughout an area to mitigate against the impacts of overcrowding and overuse; 

• Coastal Act Section 30214, requiring that access policies be implemented in a manner that takes 

9 

• into account the need to regulate the time, place and manner of public access; and 

• 

• Coastal Act Section 30223, which reserves upland area necessary to support coastal recreation 
for such use. 

B. Analysis 
The appellant contends that the Pier A venue ramp maintenance project "significantly negatively impacts 
the pedestrian beach access historically located south of Pier Avenue" and results in "the covert 
confiscation of a large area of beach historically used by pedestrians". These allegations imply that the 
project is inconsistent with the protection of pedestrian access, and incompatible with pedestrian beach 
recreation, in conflict with the LCP and Coastal Act standards identified above. 

Indeed, concerns regarding the compatibility of vehicle and pedestrian use of the beach are recognized 
by the Commission and specifically described in the certified LCP. Protection of public safety, and the 
general public's ability to access and enjoy the shoreline, are fundamental requirements under both the 
Coastal Act and the certified LCP. 

In responding to this important issue, the Commission's action on Coastal Development Permit 
Amendment 4~82-300-A5 included various conditions intended to enhance management of the unit. 
These include interim vehicle limits, establishment of the TRT, and requirements for ongoing research, 
monitoring, and annual reports. These conditions, and the continued oversight of the Commission, will 
provide an effective method to respond to the compatibility concerns related to overall park management 
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ra;sed by the appeal. 

However, with regard to the more narrow, specific ramp maintenance activities which are the subject of 
the appeal, the project has been conditioned by the County to minimize adverse impacts on pedestrian 
and general beach access and recreational uses by prohibiting maintenance activities during weekends, 
and between 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. on weekdays. This is consistent with the protocols established by the 
Commission in its action of the former sand ramp maintenance permit (Coastal development Permit 3-
96-116). With this condition, maintenance activities will not interfere with pedestrian access or beach 
recreation. 

C. Conclusion 
The appeal does not raise a substantial issue regarding project consistency with LCP and Coastal Act 
access and recreation standards because maintenance activities, as conditioned by the County, will not 
interfere with pedestrian access and beach recreation. The Commission notes that broader issues 
regarding the compatibility of vehicle use of the dunes and general public access, and how the specific 
maintenance activities associated with the Pier Avenue ramp fits into these broader issues, will be 
addressed by the TRT and the Park Superintendent pursuant to the procedures established by the 
Commission in its action of Coastal development permit Amendment 4-82-300-AS. 
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EXHIBIT B 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL -D960168P 

Approved Development 

1. This approval authorizes continuation of maintenance of an existing sand ramp in the fore 
dune area for that portion that falls under County jurisdiction. 

2. The portion of the project that is under the Coastal Commission jurisdiction (that portion 
that is below mean high tide) is covered by prior permit 3-96-116 which establishes 
additional conditions for the portion under the Coastal Commission authority. This 
permit is valid for the period ending February 28, 2002). This permit requires that they 
initiate a review of the five year period of maintenance by November 15,2001. Should 
this permit not be extended beyond 2002, the Department of Parks and Recreation shall 
infom1 the county and the local approval shall be null and void for the portion above 
mean high tide. If the permit from the Coastal Commission is extended beyond this date, 
the county's permit is extended for the.corresponding period. 

' 

Site Development 

3. Prior to any maintenance activities, the applicant shall provide verification to the 
Department of Planning and Building from a biologist that the area within 200 feet of 
proposed disturbance does not contain a snowy plover nesting site. In the event that a 
snowy plover nesting site is located, sand removal in that particular area will occur only 
after approval of a mitigation plan by the Department of Planning and Building in 
consultation with US Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Biological Resources 

4. 

5. 

6. 

On the day that sand ramp maintenance activities are scheduled, the sand raq1p and 
surrounding area shall be surveyed by a qualified monitor approved by the county for 
Western Snowy Plover nests and chicks throughout the nesting season (March !
September 30). If nests or chicks are found, all activity shall be postponed until the nest 
has hatched, or disappeared, and all chicks have left the area. 

The applicant is also subject to all provisions of the Biological Opinion issued by the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service issued on January 25, 1996 or as amended in further 
consultation. 

No vegetation is to be removed during facility operation and maintenance . 

EXHIBIT NO. C~ t). I 
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Hours of Sand Removal 

7. To coordinate with the conditions of approval for the portion under Coastal Commission 
jurisdiction, the hours allowed for sand removal shall be no earlier than 8:00A.M. and no 
later than 5:00P.M. on weekdays. No sand removal or disposal shall take place on 
weekends. In the event of an emergency situation or condition, as determined by the 
District Superintendent, sand removal and disposal may be done without hourly or daily 
constraint until the emergency situation or conditions ends. 

Archaeological Resources 

8. In the event archaeological resources are unearthed or discovered during any maintenance 
activities, the following standards apply: 
a. Maintenance activities shall cease, and the Environmental Coordinator and the 

Planning Department shall be notified so that the extent and location of 
discovered material may be recorded by a qualified archaeologist, and disposition 
of artifacts may be accomplished in accordance with state and federal law. 

b. In the event archaeological resources are found to include hwnan remains, or in 
any other case when human remains are discovered during construction, the 
County Coroner is to be notified in addition tot he Planning Department and the 
Environmental Coordinator so the proper disposition may be accomplished. 

Maintenance Eauipment 

9. No fueling or scheduled maintenance of equipment shall occur on the beach. Equipment 
shall be removed from the sandy beach for such activities. 

10. All equipment shall be inspected for leakage of petroleum products (e.g. gasoline diesel 
fuel, hydraulic oil) or antifreeze on a daily basis. Equipment showing obvious signs of 
such leakage shall not be used on the be~ch. 

11. Spillage of any petroleum product on the beach requires that the applicant immediately 
notify proper authorities. In the event of a spill, notification shall be accomplished as 
follows: 
a. Notify the County Division of Environmental Health at (805) 781-5544 
b. Contact the State Department ofFish and Game, Office of Oil Spill Prevention 

and Response at (805) 772-1756. 

Indemnification of County bv Applicant 

• 

• 

12. The applicant shall as a condition of approval of this minor use permit defend, at his sole 
expense, any action brought against the County of San Luis Obispo, its present or former 
officers, agents, or employees, by a third party challenging either its decision to approve 
this minor use permit or the manner in which the County is interpreting or enforcing the 
conditions of this minor use permit, or any other action by a third party relating to 
approval or implementation of this minor use permit. The applicant shall reimburse the 
County for any court costs and attorney's fees which the County maybe required by a • 
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court to pay as a result of such action, but such participation shall not relieve the applicant 
of his obligation under this condition. 

• Miscellaneous 

• 

13. The applicant shall provide evidence that all required state and federal permits have been 
obtained from the pertinent agencies or provide evidence that permits from such agencies 
are not required. These include but are not limited to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
California State Lands Commission, Regional Water Quality Control Board, California 
Coastal Commission, Fish and Wildlife Service and Department ofFish and Game. 

14. Applicant shall comply with all state and federal laws including but not limited to the 
California Endangered Species Act and the Federal Endangered Species Act of 1973 . 



Pi.smo Statt• Beach and State Vehicular Recre<1t.ion Aro..:a. Standards 4 
through LJ apply to the development of the Pismo State Beach and 
Stulf~ VL~hicular Recreation Areas. (LCP) 

4. 

5. 

General Development Plan Revisions. The General Development 
Plan (GOP) shall be revised in accordance with the Loc~l Coastal 
Plan. The plan should identify a variety of recreational 
opportunities with use areas separated where possible to 
minimize conflicts. Passive recreational uses and nature study 
uses should be provided for in the sensitive vegetated areas 
restricted from OHV use. (LCP) 

Approval of the GOP for inclusion into the County's LCP, or 
approval of a coastal development permit for a development 
within either Pismo Beach State Park or the Pismo Dunes State 
Vehicular Recreation Area, shall be subject to a finding that 
the State Department of Parks and Recreation is making a 
commitment for sufficient manpower to ensure resource 
protection, ordinance enforcement and access control in 
conformance with the conditions of Coastal Development Permit 
1~o. 4-82-30A. Should the terms and conditions of the coastal 
permit not be enforced or accomplished or should they not be 
sufficient to regulate the use in a manner consistent with the 
protection of resources, public health and safety and community 
values, then under the county's police powers, the imposition of 
an interim moratorium on ORV use may be necessary to protect 
resources while long-range planning, development of facilities 
and requisition of equipment and manpower is completed. (LCP) 

Access Control. All access points to the park facility will be 
controlled. Primary access for off-road vehicles into the dunes 
will be as indicated in Coastal Development Permit No. 
4-82-30A. (LCP) 

6. Noise Control. Noise control measures shall be required for ORV 
use in proximity to natural preserve areas. (LCP) 

7. Alternative Camping Areas. Alternative camping areas subject to 
the numerical limitations of Coastal Development Permit No. 
4-82-30A may be appropriate in. the dunes area and beach. These 
are dependent upon assurance that scattered sites will still 
allow for adequate environmental protection throughout the 
dunes. (LCP) 

Back dunes camping areas shall be identified at locations 
outside of the buffers. Adequate sanitary facilities shall be 
provided. These back dunes camping areas shall be for tent 
camping or camping from four-wheel drive vehicles that can gain 
access to them. With provision of adequate improved facilities, 
heavier units (which would have a greater environmental impact 
when accessing the dunes) should make use of the designated 
staging area. For major events such as hill climbs and 
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8. 

9. 

comrwtitions, sLit<;; parks may authorize spr~ci.al ac.ce:;s [r.om the 
o~;o FL'l<:O Cil\ISeway wl~<.:.re it can ensure th:1t adr.:•JU 11:•, ILabitat 
protection exists. (LCP) 

Beacl; camping in conformance with the numerical 1 imi L:1ti.ons of 
Coastal Development Permit No. 4-82-JOA shAll be permitted where 
it can be established that: a) administration of the entire 
park unit Hould not be adversely affected, b) control of total 
users can be maintained within acceptable carrying enforcement/ 
capacity. The General Development Plan must ident Uy area( s) 
for beach camping which would m1n1m1ze conflicts with other 
users of the sandy beach. (It is estimated each campsite can 
accommodate from five to eight persons). Consistent with the 
provisions of Coastal Development Permit No. 4-82-30A, this 
limit can be adjusted either upward or downward based on 
monitoring of the impacts of this use. (LCP) 

In addition, to the camping facilities for ORV users, the GDP 
must identify overnight and day use areas for non-ORV users, 
including hikers, horseback riding, etc. (LCP) 

Peak OHV use on the six major weekends must be closely monitored 
to evaluate the impacts. Monitoring data shall be reviewed 
jointly by State Department of Parks and Recreation, the county, 
Department of Fish and Game and the Coastal Commission on an 
annual basis. Long-term reduction of the peak use may be 
necessary to ensure adequate resource protection. (LCP) 

Habitat Protection. Natural buffer areas for sensitive habitat 
areas shall be identified and fenced, consistent with the 
prov1s1ons of Coastal Development Permit No. 4-82-30A and the 
stabilized ·dune areas. Habitat enhancement programs shall be 
undertaken for the following areas including programs such as 
stabilization of the dunes with appropriate native vegetation to 
protect encroachment on wetlands and surrounding agricultural 
land. (LCP) 

a. Dune Lakes 
b. Coreopsis Hill 
c. Oso Flaco Lake 
d. Little Oso Flaco Lake 

Fences or other appropriate techniques shall be maintained where 
needed to preclude vehicular access in such areas as the Dune 
Lakes, Oso Flaco Lake and natural areas in the eastern portion 
of the park and lease area. (LCP) 

ORV Use Area. ORV use shall be permitted only in identified 
unfenced vehicular use area. These areas are identified in 
Figure 4. No recreational ORV use will be allowed in the 
designated natural areas. These buffer areas reflect areas 
required for habitat protection and generally recognize the 
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FIGURE 4 

OFF-ROAD VEHICLE USE AREAS 

LEGEND , 
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OHV USE AREA 

BUFFER AREA 

3 MAIOENFORM FLATS 

4 BOY SCOUT CAMP 
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vst,"l L 1 i 5dt(~d J <~:lf)Q :J:~cf~er.1t~i1t t..Ji th 
:u:_j:l :•··nl: to the ear-tern port inn of 
r n ;I;! Vt..~[!,0UltPd ;)[f!<lS. ( LC!'i 

Un i.on 0 i I for the nrc;w 
the pA:k. 01\V is prohihi.t<>.d 

OK.V w:c 0C the county l1eln poct.ion (gencnlly lyLng hetween the 
sandy bench and Oune Lakes) sha 11 be limi t<~d to the Sr1nd High\vay 
w;st to the sandy beach. This v1ill minim1.7.e conflicts vdth the 
Oune Lake Properties to the c:1st and the Statf' Department of 
Parks and Recreation Dune Preserve to the north. The map of ORV 
use areas indicates a buffer area along these critical interface 
areas. (LCP) 

10. Admlnistrati.on of County Holdings. The county-o\med land south 
of the dune preserve shall be administered through a memorandum 
of un•ierstanding between the county and the State Department of 
Parks and Recreation. Management of the facility has been 
assigned to the State. This shall be reexamined periodically to 
establish the most appropriate management capability. (LCP) 

Ll. Cooperative Education Programs wjth ORV User Groups. The De-
partment of Parks and Recreation shall continue and where needed 
expand the dune users education progra~. This may include 
distribution of maps at major access points, identifying user 
areas and natural buffer areas. Involvement by local and state 
ORV groups are essential supplements to ensuring proper dune 
use. (LCP) 

12. Archaeological Resource Preservation. To ensure archaeological 
resource protection, the State Department of Parks and 
Recreation should provide the fullest protection by fencing all 
knm-m sites. (LCP) 

13. Othe;:- Recreation Users. Non-ORV-dependent uses such as camping, 
hiking trails, and passive use areas shall be identified and 
developed. Equestrian centers shall be identified. Parking 
areas for this day use shall be incorporated. (LCP) 

RllRAL LANDS: The following standards apply only to lands in the Rural 
Lands land use category. 

Guadalupe Dunes Oilfield. The following standards apply to three parcels 
comprising the 1,062-acre Rural Lands category within and adjacent to the 
Guadalupe Dunes oilfield Leroy Lease. 

1. Limitation on Use. Uses allowed by Coastal Table 0 of the Land Use 
Element and Local Coastal Plan are limited to: agricultural accessory 
structures; aquaculture; crop production and grazing; coastal 
access>vays; fisheries and game preserves; water wells and 
impoundments; petroleum extraction; accessory storage; pipelines and 
pm>er transmission. (LCP) (Amended 03-14-89, Ordinance No. 2378) 

SOUTH COUNTY 
Revised 3/14/89 
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STAFF NOTE REGARDING EXHIBIT F, 
A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Avenue Sand Ramp): 

In addition to the other correspondence included in 
this Exhibit, the following letter provides an example 
of 25 similar letters received, all of which will be 
available for review at the October 10, 2001 public 
hearing: 

07/09/01 4:00 pst 

My name is Cltlu~ur·~~;!!~ Steven Dri~~.s.ler ~nd ][ use the sand 
ramp at Pier A veJn:fJt,,;~ in flcean1o to a11:)eess tbe beach for 

.. 

• 

recreation. The rantp i.s very impoirta1!lt to me and to • 
my family, as it is fhe b~est lvay ftor us to sc;e and use 
the public beach in ~)~t~~eaJOto. llllte:as~[~ aUo,~v State Parks 
to continue to allovv tl~je JHJtbH•: access to the beach by 
removing loos€a, so.ll s;,~~.nd fr·oJ[Il tJ1.is iiiltporta.nt Pl:lblic 
accessway. 

!' .• 

:: 
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To: California Cm::~stai O::H"nmi:S!s:lon 
Re: Pier Avenue Hamp in 1L)oe~21110 

To whom It may conc,~!f'rl, 

Jul~t 9, 2001 

how much more will we hii:lve to endure tli~fbr~~ ti·1e enl:i1·e economic 
structure of the United St:nt:·es: has collapsEf.f undt=r the ~iheer weight 
of stupidity and greed'? 
It amazes me that ont::! pE!II150I1 {Nell r.angeft>l"d) can br Jng an entire. .. f'· 
town to It's knees for perr:;c)t1cll gain I If the r21rnp cannot be graded 
many bulsiness O'Nnen:i wHI sufYer great l1:~!;:5:ns! thtsse are people with 
families not mer1tlon f.1!\.ih::k .. e!r c~cr.:tsss for €!Tnfi!!f'~I'E~ncy VE!hides. The CCC 
is supposedly dedicated to· ~!ICCt;!sS, If so, tl":it3fl pn:Me t<) the people of 
Oceano that you care c:1bout acc-ess! Do th(:l ri~1ht thing and keep the 
ramp open, dlon't ltst gr~:,,:;:d pnnvclll tN!tre. 

Jay Heffner 
Lompoc, Ca. 

g ~·r 
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July 9, 2001 

California Coastal Commissioc: 

RE; Grating of Pier Aw:. Be:a~cb rm:::tp in Oceano 

To Whom It May Concern: 

In response to the above referl;:l·:~: b~aring please be advised .;;,f the foHrr.v1ng. 

I am a business owner on Pi~~r "',v.:;n:J·~ und am extremdy concerned about having the 
Ramp grated immediately for 11':~ :i:C•l.lowin.g reasons. 

., 

1) The safety issue is of prim•:: .:cn:::•r::rn to me. If the mmp is r,ot grated automobiles will 
try to access the beach repndlt~s::i on the condition of the ramp. This is very 
harzardeous as cars get stur:~~" P'~:Jpk get out and trr to P'tJ.sh them, 1vhkh can result·in 
human tradgety. .,_ ~-.~·. 

2) Emergancy vehicles need t<) p<l~'!!· down 1he ramp it:;. order tn safe Jive$, including 
ambulances, medic vehicle:> and fire engines. 

3) Without the ramp gra1t~d th: 1-::.urist tmff:ic is divert•::d o:rr of Pier A''·~:rrue and this 
results in the busines~ ovm.:!r~; I.e:;::; oft1z,venue. Mm:t an ofthe ov•'llers ~;ount on the 
tourists traffic for their Iiv<! lyhotJCL . 

4) My business on Pier A vern.;.~~ ::u;:rports my household as my $tore is below my 
residence and I courtt on th; snt:mlt~r lR1siness to roa\:e my mm1gage payments. 
Without traffic on Pier /!•, v·~m:•! ;1:dn1; d.cwn the ramp [ could be forced to close my 
store and this would n::sult 1osh:lg rr..y home. Not a pretty picture. 

I realize that Nell Langsford i~ mW:Ied to h~r feelings, ho1:&.ever she should have realized 
that when sbe purchased her n:: id·~:~,,:,;:, the: ramp wa.s cpen a:o,d the-.rt~ would be beach 
traffic. It is virtually redk:uJom lin:- h1::r to want to close do\l\111 all the businesses on Pier 
Avenue, resulting in dcvi.~>tar.io!:, fhr all th1~ ovvners. 

Ki[]dly consider all the nccessrt[e::: .cf keeping the Pier .ramp open and gn:1ting it 
immediately. 

Cordially, 

i/' ;!; 1'--4 
' l 

R.ai1dy Keil 
Owner-Beach Shack 
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FROM FHtJI'IE NO. 8BS .C81 218:. Jul. 09 2001 04:27PM P1 

Califumia Coastal Commission 

Dear Commissioner$, 

My name is Mark A. Meulpalder and I nm writiug in regards to the Pkr Av.enHe &~a~h .Ac.:es.'> Ramp at the 
Oceano DIUies State Vehicular R-.:.creation.A.rt:::t. · 

This access ramp needs to be rnaintaimd so •~(nic::ll:s as ·well as emerge.:tcy vetticah can b;tv,~ essy access to the 
Oceano Dunes area. Besides n:aking it :n.!li~ t:CI aC~~ess the be.acl1, it cr~;cs s. sate pa:o:;ag;~ for families so they 
don't get caught in the bottleneck whkh fb·m:,; <tt the bottom of the nJ.mp wh1!T• it i::: n•Jt l:nailntained. 

The ODSVRA is open to the pub! ic for 'liL'.li·i·t: ~.e fa rr.i.ly activities. Vvl.y :s:1<11lld •:~n.; pers-on, who is an absentee 
landlord. be allowed to spoil a furnily oAint: • . .-h•en th: fulnily vehic.'ll gets >t-.Jd: befbre tht! day even starts. Or to 
hold up emergency p...'"t'sonell when me.~b:~ 1 ~r:J.;mtion is n~ed. 

Please allow State Parks to mainwin th: r~:\r 'll Pit::r ~-v•~ue fir. easy and sa~;~ aocesr. to lh,~ SVRA. 

Thanks, 

U a /7./1//7 &' t? • '?' . 1/ /!' .. ~f"'-" / 

/~ . ....,:n~ ·;..,::;:...· / ,,.,..... ___ _ 
Mark A. Meulpolder 
Grover Beach 
805-474-0431 

•.. 
:0 ~ ; • ~. 
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APPEAL NO. A-3.01-61 (Parks 8 'R:t,c, San Luis Oibis:po C•:'J.) 
AGAINST The Appeal 

California Coastal Commission 
725 Front Street 
Suite 300 
Santa Cruz. CA 
95060-4508 

Dear Commission Members: 

Please accept this fax as my req:1;:st f.r.r 1rour rej'i!ction of appnaf 10. A·3-r.)·;-e·l (F'ark.s & Rec, SLO Co.) 
This appeal by Nell Langford (orclwstr~<te<:1 cy the Sierra Chlb and E:DC) is yet one more attempt by the 
Sierra Club to close the ODSVRA 

The pier ramp is necessary for err11:!rG;encv vehicle acce:ss to t11e OD:5VRI-t. Ely not grading the Pier Ave 
Ramp, emergency vehicles muslw~~s U;t~ Gr.:md /we. rarnp approx. 1 mile furtr·1er up the beach. This 
delay would not only endanger tt;.;· 1IV=:!~ .Ctf OHVers, but will also MdM~1e· the farni!ies who use the beach 
between Grand Ave and F'iE':r Aw; for d::1y u~ --the large::;t numi:Mr or c:flil(l:en and families walking along 
the beach and swimming in th::- o~eem <:!Jngr;:!Jate between th<!S•) tv~·o mmps. CDF: Battalion Chief 
Dan Anderson said if his c.r.:::w:l had i:c t:>•e the ,:;,rand Avenu1~ rat;,p, f.!leir resp(~tme times would increase 
by eight to 10 minutes. 

In addition, the only peopl·e that am affe:::ted ty the closing cl' th·~ Pier Ave. rarr.1=· are the business owners 
and visitors who do not hav·~ 4x4 ;;.~~~s::; to tM b~ach. The Off-f:::o:adet•s ·..vho us·~ the ODSVRA haVe 4x4 
access and are no way impacted b~r 111£:, r:11m~ not being graded. Howeve;, loc:'lll business owners on Pier 
Ave. are in danger of losir;g their bw;tn:l!~ses. •:Jne business ownr~r in partic:ular lost over $7,000 ·a· day 
due to the closure of the Pier Ave. mmp over the Me:morlal D~tY t:olfchy. Please consider the economic 
impact to the business owners of Oc;;!;ano Dunos before making any kind of decision on this appeal. 

In addition, please recogniz9 this ft:·eblo r::ttempt by Ms. Langford -funded by tht~ Sierra Club and EDC. 
for what it Is worth. Ms. L:~ngford i::; a m.~n-Oceeno Dunes re~;ided o•Nner of rental property who is simply 
out for personal financial gein v~:. pct;:r··fi;.ll environmental impact Ms. LMgford did not protest the 
building of the condos next to her n:mt;o:l prope11y, which I am sum h~1d much more environmental impact 
to the area vs. the moving• of sand ·that is within the tide zone. Th~:e sands move tremendously without 
grading. She and her sist·~r have nMpjr;, tl~1eir irtt<;~ntions ver-1 clear •zone that to\'.' tt\ICk property for 
hotels." They're noi looking to S<li!H tl1e 'Elnvironment; they're looting to build t:otels on their property. 

Lastly, The citizens of Californi:i? •:IHilq)':~dl Y'Ju equalfty witnl pr::~tacting cor.stal resources and 
maximizing coastal acces:s. ~;t::~(t;: F'ad.;;s ha~ a 20-year tracf<. rec:oro of doing jw>t that at Oceano Dunes. 
Please insure the preferred cot:1sta: ;;;.;:cEss of rniiflons of annu.al vl~ttors and myself continues by rejecting 
the appeal No. A-3-01-61. ~"leas·~ IE•l u:; continue to enjoy th«~ f~rniry t~e·tttemess and respect for nature 
and continued access to the beach ~~~ (IIJI:Jano Dunes. 

:;;;:·1r-~ 
Karen Suty 

'~ 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTI\L COMMISS.~~N 
CENTRAL COAST Aht~ . 
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Jul-09-01 02:43P Information Systems {408) 758-7460 P.OJ. 

Pam Yeaton .;..;;,;;;.;.,;.,;; ___________ tiiii\UIIII:_.r•••mlmlvlt~I'Jt•tQI!D-••••m-••.w••-••liWtltla~.,,., .. tl_,_ __________ _ 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Paul.& Parne!et Ya.:nm [P:teaton@pacbelne~:J 
Monday, July 09, 2CC1 2:22PM 
Pamela Yeatc.n 

California Co~stal Commi~sion, 

~r~, 
l~ 

My name is Paul Yeaton arvl my f::.milJ· ar:o I use the P.::.~r ,"!\v~nuc t!incl ramp in 
Oceano as an access r.o the public br~ach £or our· weeJ..:end o·Jt: i.n3s. The 
importance of this ramp is very grc:;;!:. to my family .:.n::f l Bi.nc= i-:: is our 
access t.c) both Oceano and Pismo t•>:tc:h. a.r~~as. We ha.ve· b(i;lr:;n C•::Jming t.<.'l this 
area for the past. 31 yrs, 5 to e : i;He!S p~~-:- year as a wee·kend gr:t.r;i:t~ay and a a 
par·t of our ye.:.rly vacation~:;. T<:• lc·::.e a::c:ess to the beach aJ:.·,-::.~a 'rl'ith oul' 
VC!hlcles would surely mean t.h::~.: I::S.e 1:h~Uf.H:inds of PElCple :i.n<:liJdiqJ curaelveo 
and the Mi11·ions of doll.<~,·r:: in l:::GJ.I e;;~l(!:;:;, hot.el acco::n:crh-:.ions, C<;cd t::ulca, 
fuel sales etc that we aLl !:lperd E·e~ ::h ye~tr WCI-!ld d:i.s<l:;:>po:Hu-. 

so, please don't let jusr. 1 p~:~y::r. \ca_9ec:ially somecn·~ who is a ai)E:.entee 
landlord or· rezided in the ar::.:l ~.r·.eu:el're~:;)or a well fi.rw . ..'lced grmtp of 
environmf.!ntaliots di c:tate :t·:::l"' yo,J c·::r~trol public ilccews t:<J t~w b'.!Hches and 
coastal ar·~as of th1a beaut:.f.J.1 :5t;aj:e: a: ours just: 1)ec;3.U!<•.! l.hey don't. like 
all the vehicles us i.ng "their., b<oac!1e~s. l'he beach1::11:: and coastal -'ll''fi:as of 
this a tate belong to everyl':~)dy, n~t j ur:~t a few' people ''~~l!r..) r;,:,_:z, t:hiilt they a.r:·e· 
out t(') protect: t:'!le envirotl:r.':lnt, ,,; ·/· 

• 

Thar:k you fer your C<)n!Sider;H·. t(m ;:,f ti1i s m.:~.ttet· and. I hope that the voir.:es • 
and wi.shes of t.lw '"'orking pr;,u,ple ,;h::. ~~Be th.jA area for· rer:reat.ir.m will be 
hea-:·d ln enough numbers t.o allo;.; st..:tte I','l r·ks to cont.l::.ne! t:o c;.J.low public 
access to the beac~ by allowing th~~ t:o maintain this 'rn~ortant publi~ 
acce:::;oway 

Thunl< you, 

(1- ~ -S L o · 0 I-()(; I 

["xt,;b;i- F/ r··7 • 
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- ~ --------------
Sent By: Set Engineering; 4087L,94419j 

To: California Coa:stal Comrnisr.ion 
Fa~:831~427-4877 

Please allow State Parks to cont::nue to· allow the publir: access to the beach by 
r~moving loose, soft sand from rhjs important public access '..vay. 

My name is Jim Suty and T use the sand t·amp at Pier Avenu.;; in Oceano to 
access the beach for recreation. The ramp is very imp<•rt.ant to rne and t!J my 
family, as it is the best way fc:r r.s to sc.c and use the publi:; l:r.;ach in Oce;~ano. 

Page 1/1 

:-. ' .. ·· 

The only people punishe i by the closure of the 
rmup are those vvho do nor have off-road vehkles 
(poor, elderly and handi.r.:a,~:ped). 1t is the off-road·ers 
who are donating the~ r ti rne to 8s:;ist the vehiclE:S C·n 
and off the beach. 

JUL 0 9 2001 

There are NO known sno'"Y plo'ICI' nest sites .ct or 
near the ramp. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Suty 
3019 Archwood Circle 
San Jose, CA 95148 

Proud to be a memdcr of, "Fri·~nd,·; of Oceano Dunes'· 

CALIFORNIA 
COl\STAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST !1.REA 

• 

• 

• 



Sent ~y: NP$ COMPTROLLER; 83~ 656 4863; ~!·Jl-9-01 ~E:43; Page 1/1 

July g, 2001 

To: California Coastal Comrnksinn 

My name is Georgette M. Ro:>t:: :nd I hnve just learned that the Ca!ifornla Coastal 
Commission is considering rr<t appeal tc1 stop the grading of ~.he: sand rarnp located at 
Pier A venue Oceano Ca. Thi :; rarnp is very import..1.nt to my family and I. As well ac; the 
many others who use it to a.::,:ess ~;~,,~ pJ:!l>lic beach in Oc~~ano. 

We beg of you to PLEA.SE allow Sii:Hl-e Parks,. to continue: the grc"ding and removal of 
loose sand from this very itrri!~J!i:!dtJllll~lic access way. It lNoC•uld be o 5hame to take this 
"right" away from the public. I can only hope and pray, ilia.t you will t1.nd this request 
totally unjustifiable z.nd f•;:;;,li;'.e lnw important this acce:;:: way is, to tl:.c many, many ... 
lamilies, who come fmrn all n•;;::;:. Thi~; ac~c·~ss way aEows ''all of us" to enter the Oc~ano 
beach. Where we enjoy qu;:Lty t:in1e togeth~r with our fe~milies and frk:nds. ,.> ... 

J 'u;i r. (! 200 1 
- l) '-' ' I 

GAL! FO F;..~'JH'i: 
COP\ST.t\L C{)i\~ ~/t iSS !Q N 
CENT!~AL COAST J\i=IEA 

jt , 3 -5 L-o ~ () (, 0 (, I 
ti"x~; h;·t ~ p· f C 
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David Roman 
-------------,~-lft'lliilr.t!I'IPl'Jl!&l1•CiflPB•ftii'IN---.II.ai_,...!Jll8111-lllti._IJM!tliiSMrll!=ll·-··l------------

My name is David Roman and ! utHl t:l".e sa.::.t.i. ramp at Pier A.V9l'lUe ir Oceano 
to access the beach for rec;reattctr". The ranp is 'lery impcr-::an>: to me and 
to my family, as it is the best ·~ray for us to see ar.d u.se :;he pcb:l.ic 
beach in Ocea..>"lo. Please allow Stat~: l?a:r:ks to contim.:e to al:.ow th•:!l 
public accese to the beach by rmno-.r:.7.lg lc>ose, soft s.anr:i ::ram t.hilS 
1mportant public accessway. I ;;as p:anning a vacation fo:Jt" -;he end of 
this month and If X can no;; U!i~ t:his access road, my fa..-nily t:cip will be " 
cancelled. Oceano is a beautifu:. place ?.nc everyor:e sho·Jld have ft.tll 
access to experience this 'l<londsrful ple.ce. 

David Roman 
7960 La Habra Circle 
Buena Park, CA 90620 

1 

JUL 0 S 2001 

A - 3 ., s l- o ·- oJ ·· c c / 
rt h; h; r ~ P?. t r 
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Jul. s. 2001 2:59~M 

Attn. California Coastal Comh:.:k:n 
831- 427~4877 

No.3828 P. l 

My name is Michael K. Neschh aJl.d I use the sand rarnp at Pier Avenue i.n Oceano to 
access the beach for recreation. The ram.p is very important to mt:: and to my 
family, as it is the best way for us to see and use the public beach in Oceano. 

Please allow State Parks to continue:. to allow the public access tc· t11e beach by 
removing loose] soft sand from thi::. important public a.ccessway. 

It is unfair that the adgendas of tl·e few are being forced upon tlw :mzJorit;l iHho have responsibly 
used these public lands for m;;.;.;J:f1 many years. The Si.eJTa Club has nviste:d the facts in an effort 
to confuse the California Coas·t:tl Co.rru:o.i.:.:;ion into belie';ing 1ltat off roa.d use is a bad thing. It 
brings families and friends toge~G~L·;r to enjoy our public lands. 

Please approve the grading pernit 1rb:t t'le rantp at Pier Ave a:n.d do not aJlo1.v this precious 
resource be closed to me or m:~ family be.::mse of bad sciel:lc·;~ and ?erson.3l adgendas of the few. 

Michael K N eschke 
3216 PointLobos Dr 

• Las Vegas, NV 89108 

• 

.·; ;. ~:·. 

'l'l (I02001' ,.J•)t.. ... i7 

CALiFORNIA 
COf.\STft.L Cfif\t;f-.. fttSS~ON 
CENTR.t.L. COAST AREA 

A -3 ·- 5 L [) " 0 f .-c & f 
txh;h;+ "l~ (? {(_ 
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DONAlD G. HAMILJONv B.PI. 
S9C• RED TAlL MEADOW LANE 

-:;;:;::;;;;::=:=:=====~·-·~"·- .. --·--=====·----··------·- ;;;;;ARR,=O=Y=O =GRA=N=D=E,=CA.=9=34=20 ~ __ ........ ,..-...... ____ _ ______ ,.. ______ .,_ 

805-474-0300 
FAX 805-474-<1555 

CALIFORNIA COASTAL C{)M1vfiSSION: 

AS A PHARMACIST AT LONGS DRUG STORES, I HAVE UTILE 

TIME TO TRAVEL LONG DISTANCES FROl\111\fY HO~t1E TO 

HAVE A LIITLE RELAXATION. 

MY WIFE AND FAtvULY lLA.VE BEEN USlNG THE OCEAN·o DUNES 

FOR F AM1L Y OUTNGS ~..:E.:\JlLY EVERY \V:EEK FOR THE LAST 

25 YEARS. 

I WOULD BE DISP..PP0f't[EJ) IF ONE PERSON \VOULD CAUSE THE 

CLOSING OF THE RAJ.Vf? AND ACCESS TO Tf1E BEACH. 

WE USE THE SAND RP.J\{P i\LL THE TIME, ArUJ THE PIER RAMP 

IS THE ONLY ENTR.Al'JCE Vv'E Hl\. VE Ev'ER USED FOR RECREATION. 

PLEASE ALLOW THE STATE PARKS TO CONTINUE TO ALLOW 

THE PUBLIC ACCESS TO TB]~ BEACH BY REl\fOVfNG LOOSE, SOFT 

SAND FROM THE PUBLIC ACCESSWAY. 

SINCERELY, DON HAVliLTON 

p. 1 

jl" !' ,, 200 1 ~ L 1J ;,; . t 1 

; 
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• 
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• 1613 CHAPALAAPT. D. 
SANTA BARBARA, CA. 93101 ============== ... ::::.=:==-..:-___ --_-_. ________ .• __ ,_ 

Phone 805-705-8558 

MY NAME IS BRIAN HA1viiLTON, MY PAR£NTS LIVE IN .ARROYO 

GRANDE, AND I VISIT 1~HEM SEVERAL TIMES EACH MONTH 

\VHEN WE GO TO OCEAJ\~0 DU:~~ES TO PICNIC, CA.lYlP AND TAKE 

OUR DOG FOR WALKS A.U)N"G TI-IE BEACH ... 

WE OWN A '62 WILLY::-~ JEI;P ;\1,[) A 1950 FOJU) PICKlJP TI-LL\.T WE 

ENJOY DRIVING ON T:d:E BEACH. 

THE ONLY WAY TO ACCESS THE BEACH FOR RECREATION IS , .... :· 

• BY USING THE SAND RAJvtP AT P£ER A VENUE TI-l' OCEWO. 

PLEASE CONTINUE GRAD.TI\TG, A.ND A.LLO\V ACCESS TO THE 

BEACH ... WE H.A. VE 4 'NH:.::EL DlUVE IN THE JEEP, BUT \VE 

HAVE ALMOST BEEN STUCK fN THE LOOSE SA1\fD SEVERAL 

TIMES, THIS \VOULD BE COSTLY TO HAVE TO J-IDtE i\. TOW 

TRUCK TO PULL US OCT. 

,, ". ,-, o 20"'u1 ... ) t I ~- \) ;.P ! 

PLEASE REMOVE THE LOOSE, SOFf SAND . 

• 



JUL 09 '01 04:04PM P.l 

To: California Coast~! Commi:.!;ion 

My name Is Karen Haley and l arn writing to you today in regar,js to the ramp,ar·· · 
Pier Avenue in Oceano. t,~!y fa~11ily a:nd a lot of Oil.lr frif:nds use this ramp for access 
to the beach and recrea'ticm area in Oceano. WE! are very upset at the possibility of 
the closure of this ramp. FilrniHes lik1~ mine come frcm1 all around for vacations in 
Pismo and Oceano and it would be cl shame if the access to the beac:h and 
recreation areas were no longer ;sv;:ilable. We are asking you to ~lease reconsider 
closing the ramp and allow the S·tate Parks to continLle to allow public access to the 
beach. We also would gm<l[iy r:•ppredate you to allow the ramp to be graded for 
easy access to avoid les.s d mH:!i:•e to our vehicles from g1etting stllcr:<: 1n the loose soft 
sand. Taldng access away frc:m us will only t.al<e business avtay from local 
businesses. 

Sincerely, 

~~~--
0 

Karen Haley 
P.O. Box 341 
San Ardo, CA 93450 

... 
!'; .. ~ 
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07/09/2001 12:19 5529458012 

From: FunRunner Product!> 
9130 Painter Ave 
Whittier, Ca. 90602 

To: California Coastt1l Con:m.is:1i-:m 

Re: Pismo access 

Dear members of the Coastal Commission, 

7/09/01 

PAGE 01 

JUL 0 9 2001 

Cl\LIFORN!A 
COt\SU\L COM!v11SSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

I am sending this app:!aJ a~~: u:K the ::e.mp at Pier Avt:nlle Jhr s.~:md ac,~r::ss. I know that 
many of my customers a Is c. us:~ t::1•;: ramp for their famil~' l'•!!Cr~ltion ;;1ctivities. Please 
allow State Parks to contir.·J·~ to allow public a·ccess to t~c~ public beu.ch in Oceano. 
Keeping this access open z.;.d d ::e1r ot~ impediment; v-rould :~;~rve to b~m.efit a large 
Contingent of interes\ed m: 1~s "l'i:la!J~( you for you.:~ .;;.;mr.id·~::t·ation . 

Roge:r TdJO 
Fu.rtRlJirmc:r Products 
56~:-945 .. 21BO 
funn:m@~arthlit:Jc.net 

< : •• : ... }"· 

A -"?, -s L 0 '· 0 I - () c ! 
bx.iA;hlf F, p t3' 
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To: The California Coast CommissirJn E!:~ l -· r.{ 2 7 ... f.(!(-, i 

From: Gerard Forgnone 

Re: Pier Avenue Grading Permit 

Dear Sirs and Madams: 

1 •. •. ' 

I' 'l 'i o "'On1 ...,U i_, v L u 

CAUFOFi1~lA 
COJ\STl\L COMMISSiON 
CEr~TRAL COAST /\REP. 

The leglslaturtfurther finds and titci~rtr!:i thwtlh1! i~asic goals of the st,r~:tefor .the t:oa.ualz.one are to:, •• (c) 
Ma:dmh.e public access to and dlong true C(llfl'St Clf(f max/,.,.Uze pul:ili.c recre.a/Jomu opportunities in the coastal 
zone consistent with sound resources crm.n•,o.,,atioJII prilfcipk~>S ana' con.vrltutionallJ.• protected rights of private 
propetty OWIIt!r& "' 

The above paragraph is from your own web:;ite, and pretty much stntes why Jam V.Titing this letter: Public access to 
the coast and coastal recreation. 

The PierAvenue ramp at Oceano is the main way tc•r citizens of the Unit-ed State:; a.nd our world-wide visitors to 
access the beach with their vehicles. Pe:1ple t..ome from all over cur country and the world to drive on "tMs bne last 
stretch of California beach, and they hsvc h':r:n dcin,g so sin¢¢ the ck1wr, of the automohil·e, long beforeNfil 
Langford purchased a rental shack on Stra;:tc~ Way. Langford recei\'es up to $:S50 PER DAY for her rental, and can 
easily ask twice as much if she were tc· ge.'t ttm publi•: and their can1 &:icil;ed offth(: beach in front ofher duplex. 
Langford's sister, Effie McDermott, h:tf b<)C'rJ publicly advocating a chnng1~ in z.oning to allow hotels. This will 
benefit only Langford's and McDennotfs ;u:d>etbcoks, not the gem:ral public! The: beach ramp and the beach 
belong to the PUBLIC, not Langford. :;.he b 1.1sing 1~: End1mgered :Sp(:cies Act to tmr own monetary benefit. If 
you don't believe me. ask her wh·~n sh1: 1es·tifDes how much she rec~~h·es per day in rent, and how much her property 
will appreciate if vehicles are barm~t fmm 1h•3 bP~dt! 

• 

Vehicles can stilt get on the b~tch thr01.11~h th~ Grnr:d A\'C1tue rami'· bu: dc1ing St) add.'l traffic to the stretch ofbeacb • 
from Grand south to Pier. Thi!; cx.tra tl~!.ffi:c mins the beach experience for the non.SVRA users who just want to 
park on the beach. The way Pismo an:i Ocean·o Be.3ches &re dividecllJIJl now is a great way to satisfY all uses: North 
of Grand is pedestrian only; Grand to ~h~~ SVRA is licensed vehid~ only, and the SVRA is for all vehicles. The 
SVRA is also a very inexpensive way for pe•:tp!e to c;amp on the 01:ean. Not everyone can afford $250 and $300 for 
either of Langford's duplex porti•ons. 

Forcing vehicles to use Grand Avenue :1tso t:~:us~ •~mergency vehicles to be slower in reacting to emergencies at 
the Oceano Dunes SVRA. ih~: h1sine~:::-c:S '•'~'1o nr1; trying to eke ou'l ar: exist·::ncc on P;cr Ave need that access open 
to survive. Langford is a wealthy land. J•,vr.er, w·ho der·esn't even live in O<:eano. She 'A'iJI survive quite well if the 
ramp is graded. 

If Langford and her paid lawye"Ts from the Environmental Defense Center try to use th1~ Endangered sp<fies Act as 
a reason to stop the grading and effectively close the: Pier Avenue re.mp, you must as~ yourself, who is ·t(fbenefrt by 
their actions? The birds? There have bc~:n nrJ bird:; nesting in this nrea for niany years, and a truthful biologist will 
tell you it is not a preferred nesting sit.:: nnyhmv. The only ones who stand to benefit if the Pier Avenue ramp is not 
graded, and effectively closed, is Nell Lnngfcrrd. 

Stop this land grab, for the sake of nil of us, d"le public, who can not afford la"-V)'«~ to keep their access to this 
unique vehicular beach. 

Gerard Forgnone 
J 587 Turquoise Ct. 
Santa Maria, CA 93455 
805-937-3050 

C).tM··~R._ ~-'1"o-o-< 
ti f>r- 3-5 LO ··· C i · 0 C J • 

~)[t,;bit S r·'l 



• 

• 

• 

07/09/2001 17:17 9152311407 

California Coastal Connmi.s,:;i.cu 
Re: Pismo Beach 

GSLITHC PAGE Ell 

July 9. 29Qt.. 

This letter is to point out that nl<'.lflY people in the genoral population of our fine State are 
not able to always afford the accommodations that most of ti:lc! do-gootiers live in; and 
therefore need beache!> such as Pismo/Oeana for the needed rc:cre:a.tion for their families. 

The recreation afforded at H.1'~ be::cch i:~ Homelhing that cl:.ildren never t:xget- an example 
of this is my own grandcltild:rt;.n. They liv·e to go to F'isrno :for 4 days in the summer and 
the three or fom· trip:s that w<: mgk:! to Glamis in the wilr:elf. 

Luckily we can vacation aHfili;IHJc: ia the ,.\'Odd when·we sc1 desir~, bm: they would not 
trade a long weekend .:1t Pis:nc f!:.l.!' 10 ~:ays at the Di!ir,e:/.and ho!.el! 

If you want to save smner:hi ::g try saving the relationship::; :hat we have with our 
families that no amount ofn:rr:e) car; buy. 

,,/? 

/'~----~ 4/ (s::> _v~ (!_,-y.,.--~,:t .. (A)' ';/ 

Gene Conaway, President j/ 
Georges & Shapiro f/ 

·~~~)i:(lt!$: 4, Si'tAPfRO l,.l't,..t;r;;lt .. ~t't 

~o:,:r.:~ R•.n';1r.r. t~'in:!~·. $:\er;utt~ru~ (.1\ $SS.U: 

A -s -s L 0 ··-6 I -c ~ ) 
6th ,~bj ~ 
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6.J:S ATV Rcnt::ols 

t ·;;;• 1),,~;,,1 Avcm:c, ()cover 6e:lch, C.<>. s;;.·,::J3 
WGf.l 4Sl-S<',I1 FAX <aOSl4S1-0701 

July 9, 2001 

TO: CALIFORNIA CC.'\ST .. \L COMMiSSIOl\ 
FAX: 831-427·4i~'i7 

FR0;\1: JOHN AlTK.ENS 
BJ'S ATV RE0JTAL;·; 

RF.: NELL LANGFO"RD HFAHJNG ON GRADING OF PIER t\VENUE RAMP, 
OCEANO 

1 would like to tdl you hov. iwp•:irlant it is to kc·~P Pkr Ra.mp graded for use of the 
Oceano I3euch and Dunes. 

I k<lOW you have the munlkB nf d!l.y J.m·:rs and ~~ampe:rs fi:orn. the Sta1e Parks & 
Recreation. This bdngs a Jut of r7~oncy into the Deprutrncnt. Those ofu.":l who usc the· · . 
beach for business and pica~·..~n~ f:•::l by not keeping the f'ier Ramp graded many >;.,:t· 

Americans who hav'~ the right to U!je the park system would he stopped from doing so 
because they cannot get on th'~ b~:c!.r;h. 

Grading the ramp doe::. not i:'r.;:~;;:'!!1: a hazard to any wildlife or birds. Therefore there is no 
reason to hamper people from go:,1 ing down to the beach. 

Ry letting the sand build ur- oe b.Jth the Pier Ramp and the Gr.ovcr Beach Ramp will 
make it impossible for vehir:k::; to get on the beach. Thi:; is the same a:;; closing the beach 
to vehicle traffic. Thii; is something that has not been decided and by mling for Ms. 
Langford's appeal, ycu are in dfi~:t closing Lhe beach. 

P. 01 

RECEIVE:J 
JUL 0 9 2001 
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CALIFORNIA • 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST Afit.A 
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July 9, 2001 

California Coastal Comn:rlss:k!J:i. -·via £'Uc: 831-427-4877 

Please consider my cor.n:menw .:;.:.rlf:erning Ocea.no Dunes. 

My name is Ed Stevens acd I use the sa:1d ramp at Pkr A·lelO.lJ.e in OC!!a:no to access the 
beach for recreation. Th.e r:ar)J? is. vr.:ry iJ.Uport:mt to me and my family, as it is the best 
and safest way for us to see l~:.tli u.!ie the public beach irt Oce:m.Cl. Safety is important to 
me, as I am sure it must be to yr./Lt:. "!.o protect my fa!'ll5Jy m; we E:rur::>y th~ re..-creation 
opportunity offered by this ramp :11cce~s. 

I urge the Coastal Con:un.issbr:. •:o prcte•:t this valuable belch a-ccess, a:nd keep it safe fur 
family recreation. by m.aintz.b:lir.g t'he ran:tp an.d pn~ervir1g public motorized access to the 
beach. 

Please allow State Parks to COiltinu•;: to allow the public acc·ess to the beach by removing 
loose, soft sand from this importa1t public access ramp. 1111s small arr::cunt of displaced 
sand, under the intention of 1Y•lHk. safely, cannot be ignore.ci as a public service (or 
misinterpreted as an a.ction :::g~tin::;:t a tTut·,:.mened or eoda.nnered species). 

• 
Please infunnme by nl.('lil of aU j;,:ture actions regarding Cke.atlo Dunes. 

U: ''• 
·-·-:~.~ .. _ ... .,..,... '~ 

Ed A. Stevens 
2355 Ocana Avenue 
Long Beach, CA 90815 ~.'- '""~'-:! ~ 1 ""....,..~ ~--·, 

~ L l vl--... ~·': 
JUL 0 9 2001 
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July 9, 2001 

California Coastal Com.mi;;:iicn 
Fax 831-427-4877 

To Whom It May Concern: 

My name is Kelly Schlitz. I Ii·ie in Southern Califomia and have va~ationed every 
summer on the beach offPier Avenu.e in Oceano for lhe last 10 years. I believe the ramp 
is very important to me and :::ny f::t:nily, as it aHows u.s to see ~JJ.d use flte public beach in.· 
Oceano. Oceano is very bt;,~utiful~ ar1d Vle love visidng 1;very year w1d keeping our':>:· 
family tradition. My chilcir~:n (ages 61./2 and 3 Yl) talk aboL:t Oc:emD :md look forward 
to our vacation every year. Ple·a:: e allow State Parks to continue to ail.ow pnb tic access to 
the beach by removing loose:, ::.oF: sand from th:i.s important public. accessway. 

Thank you for your cons} de taticn]. 
.•.. ,., 1 

) --it/-... ,v ... /1---~-.... 
I ' ..-;;.-- ....... ._ ..._____.} 

c_-· ~· ~/~()~· 
./' :;, \ 

: ·,.....__, 
Kelly Schlitz 
4801 Conto11r Ct. 
Oceanside, CA 92057 
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2 November 1998 

TO: 

SUBJECT: 

FA)( 

Calif::m1i r:1 Cc•et:3tal Commission 

Oc.;;Emr.j Dunes Recreation ,1.\ma 

1EL:8D:i :34 3873 

jUL G B 2001 

G.AUFOPNIA 
COASTAL COMM lSS!ON 
CENTRAL COAST AHEA 

I am writing to implore you tc, not close off a1:cess to Oceano Dunes far 
recreational purpc:sss Tii(;· ~:ids and I use the m:nd rarnp at Pier Avenue in 
Oceano to acces:s t:-1e t::1::t::h and it is very impr:,rt~:mt that i: ::;ontin1.1e to be graded. 

The public beach in Oce,lnt; i:; onE: of the vsry most ft..i l are c:ilS I:CJ take the children 
and it would be very sad to s.::!E~ trmt closed. Is it just that the rich residents would 
rather have it all tc) thern:edve::;'? 

Please allow State Parkr; to continr. .. 1e to a! low tr1e public ar::cer.:s to the beach by 
removing loose, soft sand frc;rn thi~; important public .Sic:cess way. 

/.) .· 
<'"" ..... 

P. 001 

0 4
/ 

• _ \. (~1/,.. , c~ -) ···t.,:-.-~.-.. 
.· () .. / 

Sandy Blair 
EC DV D 

i 329 West Fir Ave 
Lompoc, CA 93436 

{805) 734-3889 
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CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL CC•MMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 
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ILA HAMIL TCII~·~ 131ROKJ:.R, COINTRi\C:TCJH, DESIGNER 

"·::=:::=::===:.-:=..==:=.:==--CErE~~~=:_ 2=1 F=ILE::.R::::RE::::AL=TO=RS::, IN::::·c. 
=116::;0 P::;Rf:;;CE::;;:;;ST;::;:P;:;:ISM=;:O:;:BE;:;AC;;:H,:;(.A::;;, 9;:3 44;:9. 
805-80 1·880 l Fax 805-474-6555 

TO: CALIFORNIA. COP:.STAI, CO:MMISSION 
· ALD II ~~ ].) A 'l.ID AND Bl< ·r A "\J. I:..La ll.lflJF. TON FROM. DON , _,l 1, -· ).~ .... L.'"l... .· . ~h. u 

MY NAME IS ILA HA:~liiLTON. I USE THE SA1\'D RAMP AT 

PIER AVE. IN OCE.Al,;·o TO ACCESS T1{E BEACH SEVERAL 

TIMES PER WEEK ... VlE PICNIC, \VALK. OUH .. DOG i\ND 

CAMP ALONG THE ~r!.EACH. 

THE RAMP IS VI~RY UviPORT.!""'\]\IT TO fviE i\ND TO MY FAMILY 

AS IT IS THE BEST \VA'~t FOR US TO SEE .AJ\Jl) USE THE PUBLIC 

BEACH IN OCE?J .. JO. 

NELL LANGFORD IS BEING SELI~ISH, AND IIER CONCERNS 

ARE SELF CENTERED 'IO THINK WE SHOULD CLOSE ACCESS 

TO HOMEO\VNERS, FRIEJ\~DS, RELATIVES AND VISITORS OF 

OUR VERY OVV1\} BEACH. 
' . 

. ., . 

PLEASE ALLOW STA]I~ PARKS TO CONTINUE TO ALLOW 1HE 

PUBLIC ACCESS TO THE BEACH BY REMOVINO THE LOOSE, 

p. 1 
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' 
DAVID !\ND STEPHANIE HA:MILTON • 

• 
July 9, ~:001 

California Coastal Comrnh-.don 

Dear CCC: 

.My wife and I use tbr~ fa.nd ramp at Pier A\rcnue in Oce::<a.no, California, to 
access the beach fo~: many ~rp•::s of recreation. Th·e :ramp is very important to 
me and my family, as it is the best ·~":lY for us to see ~tnd u:;e the public beach in 
Oceano. This area was ~et ':1side as mototizl'~d ac<:•::fs and should remain that 
way for future ger.tetatio:i1S. I hop•:! that our childter~ e:an also enjoy this unique 
public recreation a.t:'.::a fo::~ ye;us to •:ome, llS we have in th~~ past. 

Please allow St:al::e P:~.:rk~• to cont~nue to ltllow the oublic ~.c.:ess to the beach •·. 
by removing loos-e, soft ~::~.nd fmm this ir11pottnnt public acce:ssway. 

It is my understanc\lilg that a property OW11er in. dos(~ proximity to the 
opening of the Oceano Du11es SVRA, Nell Langford, is tl'"}Ting to close the 
public access. This is un .. J~,merican and hypocriticalJ It is very \Ulfortunate that 
one bad apple can ruin the whole beach ~v:::c:er.s for thousands of visitors. 
Please allow mororized :a.<:c·:!s::l to the dunes for the people who enjoy our public 
lands, not just the selfis};. fe'iv ext:J:.~rnists who would .rather them be locked .. up 
for themselves. "·'··'!.'· 

Sincerely, 

~~~<~-dd-
David and Steph~mie Hamilton 

RECEIVED 
JUL 0 9 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

• 

14'12 9~ 11 ST. • LO!; OSQ5, Cil. • 9'402. 

H!G :01 E.: 80 ~ -SZ&- 513 6 • FA X: 80 ). 5Z8·H36 

jt-5- s,·?{J·-u i-OG 1. 
r-x~:b1r ~ f· ·z 7 
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July 12, 2001 

The California Coasta1 Co:·nmis~ion: 

My name is Bill Brunelli and I u5.e tl:.e sand ramp at Pier AYenue in Oceano to access the 
beach for recreation. The ramp is ve::y important to me and to my f<tmily, as it is the best 
way for us to see and use ti.le public beach in Oceano. 

l • J '"'Oth r)8tJl h d h d 1 ·,. On our ast vacatiOn, w1e .<.. -· .:. , t. e ramp cren':c, a great azar as peop e were···· 
getting stuck in each othe:s way. It was difficult be-:ause the r'lmp was not properly 
maintained. 

Please allow State PErks to c·:mtinue to a!low the public a::ccss :cl"th'~ beach by removing 
loose, soft sand frmn this i;r.p·xla.nt public accessway . 

....·---·- .. 
_,#.JUI.t,:l:....---l-,l---4-f--------- .:::~. ~: ·----

Bi '\ .---:---------···----"' 

fr-' 3-5 w- 0 1-0 & ( 

c-~ lt; ~; r ~ f· ·z <5 

.• ... . :·· 



AUG-27-2001 03:35 PM DR NELL. LA~il:;FCIRD 805 773 0525 P. 01 
! l fiNAl~~--.. i 

l . · ···r ·-' 
!! · A lfo. g~ RG: ,ql¥1~ v..~4J. ~~a :teo/ · 
': . ,.,~J~/f)k.....,_ . J 

·. -- -- .11- -.J... 7f' • i- A ·- - - - - · - - -- -- - · W I ce 
-----------11 ~~-~--~j~J!J~~s~--RECS,VED··: ..... . ........... ·-· --,~ .... F ~- .... _A'J:.c;...e . . ··-.r,2r.,Uotlloe...... . .... . -··... .. . 

!' t.ll . .. .. . ·:· 0 ••• •• ••• • • •• •• 0 

· ..... ···-····--· ·····-.!.! ..................... ······~·· .... ... ... . · ..... ~ .. .'... -······ _ .: . ___ ". . . . AUG 2 7 2001 ' i f'\ fl C . ., I . . . . . . . . . ... -... . . .. . . . . . . . ·- . ... ·-· . 
. :.... ... . ... Jl... u..i'!.. . . . .. _?:_., ?£.!:'~. . -·. _ . CALIFORNIA 

. )i ,. · - . .. . . . -. :--·-··-. C~STAL ·cOMMISSION···· 
· I! CENTRAL COAST AREA 

- , . --1~ . a. -· . ~~ii. ;.:,._ ~' I ::. ,;_ - -· . . -~ -.... 

ii ~~4 ~~:i/:l~~~l.-~~¥ ~~--~ .... 
. ··!! ~-··· .,.._._q;t (f.q~. -~~~~ ~~ _l~~.f:r. 

~~ ~ ' 0 ,, I LJ~;,_ ~ 
!i . r Ch~::! ··~·-..-· ~~ ~-~ .-cc'O•-~ J •-::- -
:! u ~, ;:;.:-- ( :·l:•-x:r0'6.. f~~ W"!! "~=- !t4f . -... 
!j-- ~) ~~~:-~ ,fe_~- .----- ----- -- ---

··--- [l. ~--·. ____ _fl.:. ___ f· ----~~·--:- -·-·. ·-· 
- -- !!-JM,~tfz':tl-!"~A-~~.e.~~

j:-- ~t:i -.4. :~.!E.~--!)-- '-f _-----
;[ ~ -~--<.a_ a!!f. _ ~~'-.12.: kOJ7'~·-IfM"-«--· _ . _. .. __ . 

--. ... .. ..~l . ·•-' . . . ....... ... ' . ... . ··-·- ... _ ...................... . :. .. __ ..... 0 

j! ./4~ ?~h;o! ftt-~~~ '/4_, . --- ··--~-. 
-- - ~~ t -- . ~ 11~o-- t.~~&.. @".~- '#,P_ -- -- - - -- -- --- - -
- - .· ·- -li '4l~ a..~~ i:;_~ .&s_, __ ~_ ;- '~. 
- -+- -~~~-: ~t-~ ~--~ 

ll_ .. - fJ:.,_ l: -·---- --·- ·~· -~~~- --·-··-··· ~-~~ ~- -~·---.. 0 ... • .... . 

--1 · ~.d.~ ~'_1--~4- /tn ... h~ .. ~-~~~ ~ ... · · .. . 
I 

; ~~-, · o ·· ll · ,. fl· r-~ 
.. , ·!·· -~. --. . ... ____ .. , .... ·-·-- .. : .. ' ... ___ ... 0 .. -.-~ ••••• • • 

. .... .... . ... --.. - .... · ... -···. . . ... ··- .. 

. . . .... · .. 



AUG-27-2001 03:35 PM DR NELL. LA~~GFORD 805 773 0525 P.02 

• ·-----------·- ---·-·----···--··· 
~--&. _____ ; _____ ·-··-~·. 

--··------·-·--·-·· --~- . -- ·-----. --· .. -·-··--·-----~--------------------·-···-------

~Y;"'·--i~r~k~~-4:-------------
-- ----- . .. -~-;~~-·~--A-A~?'ff~------··-·--·--··" -----¥1-~- ~d'L'Y-'~~~ ~ ---------

.----~- ; .. ---~-~-~·~~-: 
.. - - • h •••• u---~- -~:,.f-T,~. ~_}6_ ¥ -· -·-- ·-· 

... ----··-~--!..----·-······-·---'------· 
..... ---- ......... ,_ .. _____ ··-- -------· . ~-----. ·--------~7.-c:::;~--· ~77.·---- --~--.... . 
-------·---------- .. ---·----------. . .. --.------·-- ...... J. ... ~.d:I:J'! ~- ...... ---··-----

.~ I· . - --· 

-
- -..... -- ---------·---------· .......... --- -- ... ·-----------... -----~-_;''------

·-. - ··---·--·~--·-····-·····---···--··---···----··------ ·········----··--·- ___ ;,.._ _______ -----

------·--------------
. . 

·-------------···-·-···· .. - ...... -""'"-~----····-·-----··--·---- ··--- __ ........., __ __, _____ ._....:._ ______ ..., ·• .. 

.. ·-·-· .... . -----.. ----·-----.- ... --.. -- ···--· ·----...... _ •. _ _....; __ -------·-··· ··-·----4--

.. - --.. ···--~ ;.__., .. ___ ------------·· ·-----..,..--·--·-----. --- ____ ......_........_ _________ _ 
.... ---:..... .... -·~-·--- ----·---- ·-·- 40•• 

~· "~;~---· ..... ··- ·-··-·-·------------------- ··---· 
'· 

·--------.. ~~-~ :~~----------------- .• ·---....... ~-~~~-~----~~------.-------.. -.. ·-__ -_·~---~---.----·_-___ __, _______ ,. ·-----.. -- ·---------... ---
- ·----·-··----······· .. ···-· .... --·· ... . 

I ,, 
- ·---- ... ··-- .J, .•.. 

I! 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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Dl~~ED 

(IU.,.7J5.on --) in lawful money of the Unic.:-:1 ~t:uet of Au<:dr.::, f:Ccipt o£ 1\·hich i.s hereby acbowledglll. . . 
ben:by r;rai1t to che State of California all tbac tc31 p:op.: ·1~· ~im.'ltcd ir. :h: ·':ou::.ty oL.S..a!'l. • .l&i! Obispo __ ,, 
Stau ol Califomia, bounded or dcrcrihtd as £allows: 

An undivided~ of 100~ int·;::!'!::·~ in ·'tr.d. ::,;\hAt :!Ort!.•:m. o~ Lot $0 
of Garden lets As ~hC'\'tn en th'.~ ll:e:o C'l! the .. ~?IT! u! Oceano, ::at diVided 
into lots or block!51 but knc-w·c: !'.r:· the ~tt.k'!' 3cttorn Lan1..,, u shown by 
a..-;.d ·set forth ;tr:.d desc:ril:ed t.· l:,J: 1.:. ce:-ta·; :: :=;l'.~~ e.r nlat cf Subdi·*"'!..s!.cn 
c! Oceano Seach ~:~a de by Er.dg· !~d. !1..1.ns:::!, ~.h;.r.rcycrs, !iled !or reocrd 
Aug-ust 101 19051 in tr.e otfict d tho Ccu::.t:r ~ecor::ier of said Count::-. 

ALSO tho strip of accret!.on 1:·:.::.1; between ·the ~·s:;t9rly line of Strsnd 
Aver.ue and the ordinary hig::. t!.·::.~ line of t.he Paci!'ic Ocean • 

... 

SUBJEC'f TOa 

1 T r •h 11'i "' V • , .... ) c1 , · " t "'l • e.::.es ·or ... e. eca.:. _ea:::- .... , .. -,:}., a _:.en :r.o ... ye.., pa;ra ... e. 

2. Condition.!!, re.!ltr!cti~nf', !!E'.!lcrnentc, rl!'::!OI'\·at1ons 1 riRhte 
and rights cf way o! record,. 

• . 
. •' 

..... , .. 

Togetller with all of tlwt Grat1tof'"s right, title nad iotcft.c In ~cl co all water aDd 'fttt.t dPU. wbrtdw 
nsnsce or tufMur£sce, ~.of any other klcd, inclu<llil& all a.prwoteD&OC WUet' suul water npa. and 1U water aad water 

rights in any_ ..-icc: incident to t!it: resl propmr herein detcribcd. or 'Uied thmozs or in eQI).MCtioa Wrewida. ud aU 
oth~ ~ppurunuat rlshu ar~.d eu~tt pertaming to caM ml prGfUtY. · 

TO HA V£ AND TO HOID the abo't'o gmuod a.."\d dacribed rut ptQpct~ya iu iAcideuu ancl appunc:atQCtls 
UAto u.id State of Czlifo!'Dh, itsauct:mon and asligr.:'l~tf'. 

IN WI'f'NESS WHEREOF, ..... . .. .. .... h.avo hr.reuntO ftL__.~:_ _______ __hand_ ... 

P.03 

' I 

this ···-----------~.9., .............................................. d~y of ............... lili.n!i ........... ________ _ ____ .19-52. • 
A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Raf11p) 

/s/. ___ ;_JJ\i:!.r;J.. r;mT ... t.S.::re:P~ .. --.. ··-············-~~~ibit G, p:.3 
!·:'~r..e::r Hart Lerte:-kn 
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qualified, and acting Admir.~j.~Jtl'&tl:':L"C with-the-Will-Annexed 

ot the estate or Me.udo S. ~t~trtr dece.:tzod, in the Superior 

Court ot the State or Cal1!'r.•J:•n.!.a., ~.n and for the Oount:r ot 

Los Angeles, No. 104 2lS, l.r~ nc>ns:tr.iEIJ:·ation of Pour Thousand 

Seven Hundred Fifteen Doll.:.J~l!· ( 4i4, 71 ;~. 00) cash.. receipt ot 

which is hereby acknotrledg:!d t r..oee !:.tn."c'b,- grant and con vet· 

to the State or California. r.:.11 :r.ightJ title, and interest 

of decedent at the time or ilm:' death, and all right, title, 

and interest that the ~,:;,t,LI;r.!. ll!.!P.y t..a\'1:' BU'bsequently acquired 

by operation of la\.;, or ot·tm.~,dse, h'l ana. to the real prop

erty 1n the Cou..·-rty ot San J •. n!.:;; Obj :Jp(· J State or California., 

'bounded or describ!!d aa :ro:t J.o'ITS t 

All t:1.a.t cer·t~::n. real l)l'•;.Jperty situate 
1n said Cou:1t:r o.nd Sti:.to: part1cularl7 
described as fr.•l.low:s, to wits 

Undivided ~ vr. 100~ .L'"lterest 1n and 
to that po-rfron ot Lot 50 ot Qa.Nen Lots 
aa sho .. m on map or ~he Town of' Oceano, 
not divided .Utto lots or blocks 6 but 
shoi.m a.s tha Li?.1'e :aot tou Lands. as shown 
by an~ set torth and described 1n that 
certain map or plat or Subdivision or 
Oceano Beach m.1.de by Erl:Jign and Ransom .. 
Surveyors, til<:td Zor record Auswst 10, 
l905z 1n the Offioe of the Count7 Re
corder ot se.itt Coun.t:r~ 1Y14.. ot the strip 
ot .!,ccry~.!.Q!!. l~"inS between the waaterl;y 
line of Strand Avenue ana the ordina.r7 
high tide line or the Pacitio Ocean. 
(Said strip bc~nz deai~lated on the 
~ove mentioned map as Lots, A, B, c, D, 
l!.U P.. a, H ano. I) • 

]Pt '· 
J,.r;./1 IJ't.. ·l J~, 

#~ 
I Z/JI j.!"l.. 

!J,.s, ,q 'I'-'/' 

Subject to ~;-a~·:~~~ for the :1"1acal year 1~52-53, a 

• lien not yet payable, ine;.u:.i.ing lev!.es tor the acquisition 

and improvement districts, oounty road improvement districts, 
A-3-SL0-01·061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 

municipal improvement d.i5{;:r1cts, California irrigation ~io,t•G, p.4 
or drainage di:Jtr1cts, :tf' ar.1::r. 



AUG-27-2a01 a:o ::07 PM DR NELL. LAi,;;;;FOI~D aa5 77:0 0525 

sv· '!lOt also 'l:o oonc1:lt:f.ona, '1!f' ... rictiona, re

seMations, easements, ;:•.;·ii;r.rt:a, an:i;<rc• right a ot way ot 

record, it a.ny. 

Together ttith .~1J.l ot tlirl grantor's right, title,. 

and. interest in &nd. to a~:l. '.lro.ter IJld wa.tar rights, whethel:' 

aurta.ce or aubsurtace, or of aJ:cy" ot:hnr kind, including all· . 

appurtenant water and ttatti::r.• t-1gh.1i.s ·' and. all water and wate; 

r1e;hts 1n an:r wise ineidct'l.t to the :=teal property herein de

scribed, or used thereon ~.:,:• 1::1 cc.J,1!!.Het1on theretfith, and all 
, 

other appurtenant righta ll.l::i(~ ·~aacmrmti3 pertaining to said 

real property. 

TO HAVE AND 'H• HOLD th.r! above granted and de-

scribed real property, it.:! :in}idemtn and appurtenances, unto 

said State or California: :~.~;n suc:cmJsors and assigns torever. 

This deed is ~:juJe pur:su.mt to tho order conf'irm.ing 

sale ot said prop~:-t:t mac.!! ~.J.1 the.> tl;r~tter or the estate ot said 

decedent in Case No. 1042~8 Prob&t~~ Superior Court ot L~•· 

Angeles County" Stz.te of ::~l1!'orn:'!.o;>.~ entered on Ausust 8; 1952, 
. . 

a certified copy of whieh Cl~~r is recorded contemporaneous17 

h.erettith in the otfice of. tbl! C0\"...'1t:~l· Recorder or the County ot 

San Luis Obis-po, sta ta or Cnli.r.or:lle., to which x-eterenoe 1a 

here by made • 

IN WITl'tESS Wl£::RE0:5' 1 th1:3 instr-..u:ent 1s executed 

this 30th day of Auguat, 1952. 

/e/ .Ht!.ncy Hart Lewerke 
As AdministratriX with-the
Wtll-Annex.oc! or the estate 
of' Maude S. Hart, deceased 

P.8!5 

• 

• 

• • 
A·3-SLO-OI-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) WITNESSs 

/a/ Jack Lewer!<c 
Exhibit G, p.5 
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"0 BOX 9~4 • 569 HIGOUERA Si'REIIT. SUrrE ~A" • SAN WIS OBISPO CA 9340¢ • 8051.543-2626 • FAX S0$'54t.·(lS~ • 

June 20, 2001 

Dennis Doberneck 
District Superintendent 
cruifontia State Parks 
Oceano Dunea 

De:u- Mr. Dobcmeck: 

_, 

I have x-ec:~ntly been tl1ade a-warl: of the cutTcnt issue rezp.rdin~ the potential closure or 
Pier Avenue nunp. As I understnnd. dlis VII"Ould llDbct the G"W"rent ingn'!:ts "'1!1d egre'!!! 

p~d:::e:-: o:f Ott:- f:·::: :..- .. ..:..11~1 "!rive ::unbui'!.r.":: -:h:t=: ;:-. ·-- ~~ : .~.: t:tll:.:l).r;.:.. .. ;-. \' rer.pcra~~ tl") tl1.r· 

ae~~-~ Dt:~r#. -'\ 7n::.J~!it:;· ·'1fou~ -espuu!-..:·s to C~..:.._ __ ~~~~-~·~ ....:i ... :. sou:tij <.,f tu...; i'.~..;r 

Avenue ramp. I am concerned with this closu'l"e due t1'> the .fa·~t tbat this would. incrC<lee 

our response timc:.s of aJ1 estimated fOur minutes to callA in th'!it _."'~- The c!l!!s senemt~ 

in thlls ::u-:~:1 in.cluC:-a both medioal and traumatic emergencie3. 

I fe.d"4be clo~ of this ramp would dela.y el".:.agenc:y vchicl"'"• jc:c.pl!l.\'d!z:~ tbe ~=-~:! 

~'USing that are11 of' the bench or dunes. Further~ the beach aren. between Grand 

Aw:nue a.nd Pier Avenue is usually more populated. lly using <.1nly the ("".tl"ll.nd Avenue· 

ramp,.maneuvering an emergency vebi~e would be more difficult s.s well as mor~ 

dBDgerous to pedestrians. Even tbougb l under~na:od the desire to reduce beach traffic, I 

would hope that it would not :t>e a~ the risk of the public. 

~·1aoob.son S\Jp«visor 
ftt.aeaiciFieJ.d • 

•s.rvtng Sino• tiHII• 
W'E ADHERE '10 THE HlaH STANDARDS AND AA1! MEM81<RS OP THE eAUI"ORNIA AMBUlANCE ASSOCIATIO~ 
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Oceano Co:tnn1.unity Services District 
1M& P'rout St:rut, p, 0. :eo .... !199, OccliODO, CA 984-foa (8015) 481-8730 PA..Y. (8015) 481•6S3e 

June 19,2001 

In reply to: Emc:r~cy Gmcling Permit 

Mr. Andy ZUke 

.Attention: .r..I.x-. Deo.ni.s Doberueclt 

Dl!ar !-ll:. Zilke: 

Andy, thi~ lett~r is in st!pport for yotl1: ofnce to rr.t'cive llnlimr..q.;e.u;;y Gt:ottiin"'; P.-.:-!r'J.r :!.t t .. he 
Pkr .Avl!:'~ cntf:"lulce to r!H: b"!::~.eh. H:>·r'"~ this .:Nn? uns-·-'-·! !"'··'• mr .CT"--=::-:.::.,-:-::- i;; " , .. ""-"":" 
h:1d :'iit:'\!~.C~r:.. Ou.: te!-::)nn~..-. T'i•··rv·:!l to "'~9 sot!~ of Pi.::.::./' .. -... ~:.· ~ ........... ~.!! ~=-~-... ~~ ::, r~·t~i'• !!nd 
SO !leoow-t •e!p01l~e ti.~r: ~lint~ ·•.at. .;~;nditioru: :U:I!I. ~t low •.i;:.~ "nci l~ =ffic i~ i11 '".h~ 
ar.::a. Our z~.::sac !>:.U... whee ~.n•.:U!!g to t!:!! bear.h. is .re .. {>oW~e -.d:.t. GJ:IUld Av~ r.ar:e~p 
and then b:ack ttacldt!.g !C'..!'6 o£ 'Piu Avt=. A• you c.a.a •ee. with this t}"pe ef del:::y it could 
.ll;leaD the di££t::renc:e between life nt' df!1ttb i:!111.life b.A::a.-d .tespon.se. 

1\.nodler ct>t1sider:u:iou .- i"l.;., ._h"'" •c··-..:nn 1 ~:. .-}1 .. ,.._,ns--·;··- _: '"'' ,· ... --·~ '---- r::1- .. -.J)' 
seen on Fi12 A-v;.·b~ .n·ili~ .;fl-; ,;p;·H~ 1~ Wtth tbb=~;:s~;.~~- i·~ :;.:.:·hlnd~g 
out te'J'O=C to aU the Botc:.hfront homes off s-~r:d Way. Thi!l eo•"t;:e~tbo is c::~Mcd bj'" the 
.r~~::te.i trafii.c £low that an entc:r the be:ach, espec:Wly ":then :a vchiclt! gl':t:s struck on the 
~:U:Dp md not allowing tinT Yebicles to en'IU the beach until th11.t v-c:hiclr. bll3 been r.aw-ed out. 

It is relieving tO me to hea.t: that your agency is t.ttenlptiag to medil.l.t.c this problem A.S~'\.P. I 
am requesting thu ~ pe.uons ba'Ving aay jw:iad.idioa 011 d:da 21111.tte% take into consid.crati.oa. 
the u&:l:x of our lcca1 citizens md the 'V'Wtm,s populs.ti.oa. of tourist a.nd , .now ~ 
Bxne:aency Gtadi.ag Pe&'mit by lf8licecl10 that ~cy Tel:W:lce and equipment may eater 
the pui: in 1 ~ely matte~:. · 

Sinceuly, 

(]JJ .WAAAA 
Clu:is Manb.U 
FiR Chief 
Oceano F'lte Depamnent 
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State of C.lifomhl 

Memorandum 

To: 

From: 

Dennis Dobemock, Distsict Superintendent 
576 Camino Meracado 
Arroyo Grande, Ca. 93420 

Oopartmant of Forc.::.try and Fire Pro~ction 
63!5 N. Snntl Rosa 
San Luis Obispo. C.a 93405 

The Resources Agency 

Date: June 21, 2001 

.f 

Telephone: (805) 929-3911 

Webs~: w•Nw.flre.ca.gov 

\ Subjeet E""'""'""" """""' 
\ 

\ 
Our Agency has been advifl~d of the pending closure of Pier Avenue beac.h: ~=:iS. 
This situation has significant impact on our ablnty to re$pond lo emergencies effectively 
ond timely. C!c:::•Jrc ofthl!l s;:::c:.;:. ·......::: r=qulro OUi unr..s to i='"'S.S by thla ion::-c:a~~ e~nd 
):)ro041ed to Grand Avenue access. appmxlmately t'NO Rrldition~l mil~. ~'k.::'·~!":-'1; t'"l9 b-e!:!.ch 
and traverse M adcitiot.cl t\"to miles ct bsach. 

Our response will increase by 6.to 10 minutes. This will reduce the tim9liness of our 
response to any emergency wtthin our jurisdiction· along tho beaeh. Addltlo11ally th!::; •Nit! 
expose our personnel and the public to the inherent h82:Srds of responding emergency 
·equipment. . . · . · 

Our Agency would support 8ny opportunity that may exist v.thich would allow, as a 
minimum, access to the beach for emergency equipment from Pier Avenue. J weleome 
any opportunity 1o discusa this situation and hope for an acceptable solution . 

:' kt»y 
Can Anderson 

.· · Battalion Chief 
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Sand Ramp Maintenance Appeal 

~ Pedestrlan:aiid verJc 
day occurance. 

• The sand ramp pro 
pedestrians as well 
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• United States l)eparhnent of the Interior 

FISH Af\D \VlLDUF.\~ SERV!CB 

• 

• 

V~nl~··~ fist\ and Wild'1:·~ Oflice 
;.:r:J;; r'o.1ola P.cnd, Sniu 0 
v m::•r~. Calif):11li'l nco~ 

Steve Yamaiehi, District Superintendent 
Oceano Dunes District 
Cnlifomia Department of Parks and Rc-cn!dion 
573 Camino Mercado 
Anoyo Grande, California 93420 

September 7. 2001 

Subject: Request for Cl:lrllication o!'Prcd11.tor Ma·.l~gcmcnt Plan at the Oceano Dunes State 
Vehictllnr Recreation Are'.'!., Si:.n Luis Obispo County, California 

Dear Mr. Yamaichi: 

This Jetter responds to your request, d:,;t.;:;l August 22. 2001, for our clarification of the 
ma11ngcmelll program for the federally enr: :ngered Ca.li fo:<1ia least tem (Ster11a antillarum 
browni) and the threatened western sr.owy pl•:wcr (Charadrius alcxandrlmu nivosus) at the 
Oceano Dunc.S State Vehicular Rccreutic1~ Atca (ODSVR.JI.), San Luis Objspo Cowlly, 
Califomia. We understand your rcqncsll!l in l'e5l)onse, to the concern ofthe California Coastal 
Commission (Commission) regarding comments made by the Enviromncntal Defense Center 
(EDC) alleging that the ODSV RA knowingly viola~cd a permit from us by failing to implement a 
predator management phm to controllom~crh~ad shrike (!.em ius ludovicianus) predation on 
Cali romia !easllem anu weslem snowy plover chicks at the ODSVRA. This letter provides the 
cutTcnt status of our discussions regarding the: dcveloprncrl of a predalormanagemcnt·plan as 
part ofym\r overall conserve1tion rnanagen>::nt strate~')' for these species. •. ;. 

Earlier this year, we coordinated with you stan· on the development of a conservation 
management pian to avoid take ofCalifomin least (ems D.Jl(\ westem snowy plovel'S at t11c 
ODSVRA. Prior to developing this plan, )·ou bad incidental take authoriz.'ttion for these species 
pursuant to a hlologicnl opinion (l-8-9!i-F-17) we issued to the Army Corps ofEngineers (Corps} 
on January 25. l99G. The Corps served as n federal nexus for fonnal consultatio11 pursuant to 
section 7 of the llndanger.:d Species Actor 1973. as amended. because you had applied for 
authorization from the Corps, pursuant to section 404 of the Clean Water Act, for maintenance of 
beach ncccss r-amps. The Corps, Califom!a Dcpa.rtJncnt of Parks and Recreation (State Padcs}. 
and lhe U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ngrccd that the proposed action included l'ccrcational and 
management activities that were f.1cilifatcd by the beach access ramps. This incidental take 
authori7.<Hion was valid until the Corps dctcm1ined, in a teller dated May 2. 2001, that the sand 
access ramps and sand disposal areas ~~1 1b: ODSVRA art above the h.igb tido line nnd are 
therefore outside the Corps' jurisdiction Consequently, the ramp maintcri.ance aclivHies would 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 

ExJ.iibit G, p.24 



. , 
UIJM \'R II n' I S 10~ fal 018 09/07/01 FRI 14:50 FAX 916 324 16i0 

· SEP-07-2001 FRI 1 t: 46 AM FAX NO. P. 03 

Steve Yamaichi, District Superintendent 2 

not result in the discharge of dredged or fill rnatc:rial hto waters of the United States and do not 
require a. Corps permit. Therefore, the Corps withdrew the section 7 consultation for the project, 
leaving the ODSVRA without a section 7l'loxus or incidental take authori%ation. 

During our negotiation ofthe ~nservaticn ma11agC!r.:tent plnn to avoid take ~fCalifomia least 
terns and wcstem snowy plovers at the OD'lVRA. we dis:usscd the need to develop a predator 
management plan because data fl"C!m the 2GJC breeding season indicated that loggerhead sluikc 
predation of California least tern and we stem snowy plover cl1icks may be affecting productivity 
of both. species in lhe area. Our decision ot that tim:) was to collect another year of data on 
predation by loggerhead shrikes and oth;:~ r~tlivc n:d Ilon-native predators in the area, and thc11 
begh1 discussions on the development of a predator mHnngcmcnt plan, if necessary, following the 
2001 breeding seasot1. 'Predator managr:nu.nt plam developed for other areas within the ranges 
of the CaJifomia least tern and western H u:·wy plovc:r (r:.g. Monterey nay) have been based Oll 

severc~.l to many years of data on pr~datc-:- i:~tcractiu:as v:ith these species. Particularly when 
managing native predators, we believe i: is. 1~ecessary to have adequate baseline infonnation 
before predator control or management h u~'!ertak{·n. Since the loggerhead shrike is a California 
s1u~cial conccm species, a U.S. Fish anc: W ltd lifo Sr:r" ieo mjgrato1y nongame bird of 
management concern, and also on the A~ d tlD.rt Sc;{:kt:ls &late '\VatchList for California, we 
believe thnt managemer.t of this specier ~~r:-~.Js to be ca.rcfillly planned. · 

On July 30, 2001. our staffm~:ct with yr·! .:.ml your st~..ffto discuss Ca.Uromia least tcm a11d 

. 

• 

western snowy plover managctr.cnt at t!.r: ODSVHA. At that meeting we discussed loggerhead • 
shlikc predation on the western snowy pi over and the need to develop a predator manag~ont 
plan after the 2001 breeding season. We also discussc;d investigating the potential for selective 
and limited predator control that could he carried out during this season. State Park statrinadc: 
appropriate inquiries to independent wildlife experts and connnncd that it is prudent to continue 
to collect data on predation d1.uing this season and develop and imple111ent a predator 
management plan for next season. 

In summary, we agree ·with you that a p:··.:d 'itor management plan has not yet been developed for 
the ODSVRA and that we have not rcqu;rcd you to prepare one as a result of any past pennil. 
biological opinion, or the conservation ma.,agcmcnt plan we concun·cd wilh in a letter dated May 
24, 2001. We plan to meet with you following the 2001 breeding season to further discl\ss this 
issue and strategir;e an approach to add res:. predator management issues at the ODSVRA. 

You a1so requested a summaly of lhc hislory of the California least tem and western snowy 
plover management program at the ODSVRA. For this sumnuuy, we refer you to our 
concurrence letter of May 24, ZOO 1 (enr.l¢:;ed) that is referenced above. 111is letter provides a 
detailed summary of the management program at the ODSVRA and should aid the Cotnnlission 
in understanding your efforts to preserve and t>rotect h<lbilat for California least terns and western 
snowy plovers, as well as the extensive coorciuation between our agencies and others regarding 
this issue. · 
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We appreciate your continued commitment to manage p>J!tions of the ODSVRA for the 
consetvation of California least terns and w-::stcrn sn-owy plovers and look forward to continued 
coordination with you on your managenwnt progri\.111. lfyCiu have nny questions, please contact 
Steve Henry or David 'Pc:reksla of my staf£ r:.t (805) 64·!i-1766. 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

~Jj{,r' Diane K. Noda 
fic1d Supervisor 
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Rustq Rreias. Director Graq Davis. Gomar • 

September 5, 2001 W 18-C. 

Honorable Sara Wan, Chair 
California Coastal Commission 
22350 Carbon Mesa Road 
Malibu, California 90265 

Dear Chair Wan: 

RECEiVED 
St:P 0 6 2001 

CI\LIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

On behalf of Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area (ODSVRA), I am urging 
the California Coastal Commission to deny Appeal No. A-3-SL0-01-061, regarding 
maintenance of the Pier Avenue sand ramp, for the following reasons: 

1. The issues raised by the appeal were thoroughly considered by San Luis Obispo 
County during its permitting process. Prior to approving the permit, the County 
completed a lengthy public review and comment period. The County Planning 
Commission held public hearings on Minor Use/Coastal Development Permit 
#D960168P on March 23 and May 25, 2000, and approved the permit, with conditions, 
on July 12, 2000. The Board of Supervisors held an appeal hearing on February 13, • 
2001, and heard testimony by Appellant Nell Langford on the same issues that are now 
before the Coastal Commission. After careful consideration of these issues, the Board 
denied the appeal. 

The issues brought up in this Coastal Commission appeal are as follows: 

• The project significantly negatively impacts the pedestrian beach access historically 
located south of Pier Avenue; and · 

• The project significantly negatively impacts the environmental habitat. 

The County's responses to these issues are described in ~ February 13, 2001, County 
Department of Planning and Building Staff Report by Pat Beck and Steve McMasters. The 
County found the project to be consistent with the County's General Plan and Local Coastal 
Program and with the public access and recreation policies of Chapter 3 of the California 
Coastal Act The County determined that the project would not interfere with the public's 
right of access to the beach because the work needed to maintain the ramp only takes about 
an hour to complete, and interference with public access is minimal. The County noted that 

. by providing pedestrian, vehicular, and equestrian access to the beach area, the ramp 
facilitates recreational access. Ramp maintenance does not significantly negatively impact 
pedestrian beach access. 

• . A-3-SLO-Ol-061 (Pier Ave. s~md Ramp) 
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In addressing issues pertaining to ramp access impacts on environmental habitats, in 
particular on the snowy plover, the County correctly deferred to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (FWS). The FWS and the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) are the 
agencies responsible for assuring that ODSVRA activities do not conflict with the State and 
Federal Endangered Species Acts (CESA and FESA) and the California Fish and Game 
Code. ODSVRA has been consulting with both agencies to determine the best means to 
assure compliance with the CESA and FESA. 

As a result of this ongoing consultation, DFG issued a letter on May 8, 2001, identifying 
least tern take avoidance measures. In this letter, DFG concluded that implementation of 
those measures would avoid take of least terns. Furthermore, the FWS issued a May 24, 
2001 letter of concurrence with the plan to avoid take of California least terns and western 
snowy plovers at ODSVRA. The FWS concluded that, provided all measures described in 
both the DFG letter of May 8 and in the May 24 FWS letter are implemented, take of western 
snowy plovers and California least terns would ·not likely occur. All measures described in 
both letters, including those that avoid impacts due to sand ramp maintenance, are being 
fully implemented at ODSVRA. 

• Additionally, DPR is working with FWS and DFG on preparation of a regional Habitat 

• 

Conservation Plan (HCP) that will include not only the ODSVRA, but also all Department of 
Parks and Recreation (DPR) beaches in San Luis Obispo County. While the HCP is in 
preparation, ODSVRA continues to work closely with both the FWS and DFG, as described 
below, to address ongoing protection, management, and monitoring of the listed species. 

2. The ODSVRA Technical Review Team (TRT) prescribed by co·mmission Permit 
Amendment 4-82-300-A5 is the appropriate venue to address the broad range of 
environmental issues at ODSVRA. The ramp permit under appeal is strictly related to 
ramp maintenance to maintain access at Pier Avenue and should not trigger review of 
activities at the rest of ODSVRA, all of which are regulated under a separate Coastal 
Development Permit amendment issued May 7, 2001. That permit amendment, COP 4-
82-300-A5, was issued only after an extensive public hearing process and contains 
several conditions that address specific issues brought up at Coastal Commission 
hearings. · 

The most significant of these conditions is the requirement to establish a TRT that will 
provide on-going management recommendations to the ODSVRA Superintendent. The TRT 
will be part of an adaptive management process that oversees on-going monitoring and 
management of both environmental and use trends in the ODSVRA. To date, we have 
confirmed eight of the required 10 members. We are continuing discussions with 
environmentalists and off-highway vehicle users to finalize their respective TRT nominees. 
We are also in the process of choosing a facilitator and have scheduled the first meeting in ....... 

· : . . ~~3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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Page Three 

October. As you know, the Scientific Sub-Committee of the TRT is a critical step in 
developing, performing, and providing scientific knowledge under the guidance of 
independent scientists and resource agency specialists. As we move the TRT forward, we 
are identifying the make up of the Scientific Sub-Committee and expect to have this group 
ready to go as part of establishment of the TRT. 

Two major issues were apparently raised at the August 2001 Coastal Commission 
hearing in Redondo Beach: notification procedures for California least tern and western 
snowy plover mortalities, and predation problems with California least terns and western 
snowy plovers. As you are aware, the Environmental Defense Center has filed a notice of 
intent to file a lawsuit regarding various management activities underway at ODSVRA. As a 
necessary response to the threat of legal action, DPR has developed notification protocols 
predicated upon the release of mortality related information upon completion of all 
investigations. To do so prematurely would only fuel uninformed speculation. DPR has 
agreed to provide notification of such an event upon request, and will release complete 
results upon completion of the related investigation. To date, the Environmental Defense 
Center has been made aware of all such mortalities where the investigation has been · 
completed. 

Allegations regarding high loggerhead shrike predation of western snowy plover 
hatchlings are simply not based in fact . ODSVRA monitors report only seven probable such 
deaths having occurred this year. As you know, simple removal of the loggerhead shrike isn't 
necessarily the best answer from an ecosystem standpoint, nor has such an action been 
required or suggested by the DFG or FWS as an ultimate solution. ~so~ the shrike itself 
carries listed species ·protected status, which has to be taken into accoiint when considering 
any kind of predator management solutions. Upon completion of the 2001 breeding season 
and after monitoring data has been analyzed, ODSVRA staff, plover experts, and FWS and 
DFG staff will meet to determine the extent of the loggerhead shrike problem and determine 
a strategy for reducing mortality from this source during the 2002 breeding season. 

In addition to measures noted above, DPR has stepped up a number of efforts to 
ensure that western snowy plover and California least tern populations found at ODSVRA 
are being protected to the fullest extent possible: 

• ODSVRA is included in the County-wide State Beach Habitat Conservation Plan 
(HCP) that is being prepared by DPR under contract with California State University. 
Monterey Bay. The HCP will address impacts of specific recreational uses at State 
Beaches on listed and other special.:status species and identify measures to minimize 
and mitigate impacts. 

' .. 

• 

• 
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• State Park biologists were contributors to the recently published Draft Snowy Plover 
Recovery Plan, and both management and staff are committed to assisting with the 
recovery of the snowy plover as described in the Draft Plan. The Plan acknowledges 
the need to balance recreational opportunities and habitat protection and 
acknowledges the positive efforts conducted at ODSVRA to successfully achieve this 
balance. 

I hope this information fully addresses the issues that have been raised, as well as 
acknowledges the many resource protection measures that have been carried out to date at 
ODSVRA. I've included attachments that provide additional information regarding our efforts 
at ODSVRA. 

Attachments 

eputy Director 
arks 
r Vehicle Recreation Division 
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To: David L Widell. Deputy Director 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division 

August 22, 200 I 

In your recent letter you requested information about research and management measures that have been implemented to 
protect western snowy plovers and California least terns at Oceano Dunes SVRA, in the form of two questions: 

I. How would you rate the current effectiveness of the Oceano Dunes SVRA habitat recovery, data collection, and the 
overall program management of the wester, .. nowy olover (WSP) and the California least tern (CL T)? 

2. How significant is the WSP and CLT habitat at Oceano Dunes SVRA compared to the overall WSP and CLT habitat 
in the San Luis Obispo region and the state? 

As you know we have been monitoring and protecting snowy plovers and California least terns at Oceano Dunes SVRA for 
over I 0 years. In fact this program began a full 2 years before the snowy plover was listed as a threatened species under the 
Federal Endangered Species Act. During that 1 0-year period we have monitored over 350 snowy plover and least tern nests 
and ha\'e protected them as needed from vehicle, pedestrian, and equestrian traffic. There are several indicators of the 
success of the numerous measures that have been implemented at this site. For example, we see a very consistent pattern in 
the numbers of plovers that use the SVRA beaches at different times of the year, when comparing multiple years. We also 
see a consistent number of plover nests within the SVRA from year to yeat:,. The number of least terns nesting within the 
S VRA has \'aricd o\'er the past I 0 years, but the number of nests that have been established at Oceano Dunes has risen 
dramaticall~ mer the past 5 years. At present the staff at Oceano Dunes is in their third season of a snowy plover chick 
banding program that has been key to understanding fledging rates and for identifying human and non-human impacts that 
can be ameliorated though future changes in the their management strategies. Today, the level of research, monitoring. and 
protection of plo,·ers and terns at Oceano Dunes SVRA continues to exceed that found at all but a few beaches in California. • 

To the piO\ ers and terns that are successfully nesting or for plovers wintering at this site, Oceano Dunes is very significant. 
In terms of the O\'erall geographic range of these two species, the beach is of relatively minor importance. However, the San 
Luis Obispo coast contains some of the most important habitat remaining in California for these two species and Oceano 
Dunes is a b) far the region's leader in terms of actively managing for the conservation of plovers and terns. The habitat 
conser\'ation plan that we arc currently developing is based primarily on the program that has been implemented at Oceano 
Dunes and \\iII address the management and conservation of plovers and terns along all of the State Beaches in the county. 
This plan will also be important in demonstrating to other private and municipal stakeholders in the region exactly how to go 
about de\'eloping their own management strategies for protecting these two species on their bear.hes. In truth, the beach 
habitats at O.:eano Dunes may not be nearly as significant to plovers and terns in the region and the state as are the staff and 
management '' hich have proven time and time again to be completely committed to their conservation. 

I of course communicate with other researchers and State and Federal Agency persons concerned with plover and tern 
conservation. and have done so for over I 0 years. I think it is very important to note here the fact that most people in this 
licld are not particularly concerned about the Oceano Dunes SVRA. They've read the reports, they've talked to myself and 
to other people who have worked at the site, and they have made their own first hand observations. The problems that are 
faced by pl(wers and terns in California are being dealt with at Oceano Dunes SVRA and they are being dealt with 
successful I~. \\'hat is of great concern to most people in the field are the many beaches in California that do not have 
monitoring programs and management plans. State Parks, and Oceano Dunes SVRA in specific, are the forc:front of 
changing this situation and in those terms I consider Oceano Dunes to be very significant. I hope this information is helpful 
tn ~our continuing efforts regarding plover and tern management and conservation. 

~y ~~ ~~n ~::-::._-_---
Moss Landing Marine Laboratories • 
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United States Department of the Interior 

rJSH AND Wff.DLim SJ~RVICE 
V~mctf3 Fish :~ntl Wildlife Otlict: 

2493 f'<.mola Roa!l. Sllitc B 
VctmnJ, California 93003 

Dermis A. Dobemeck, District Superintendent 
Oceano Dunes District 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 
576 Camino Mercado 
Arroyo Grande, CaHfomia 93420 

r. uo::: 

May24, 2001 

Subject: Request for Concurrence on Plan to Avoid Take of California Least Terns and 
Western Snowy Plovers at the Oceano Dttncs State Vehicular Recreation Area, 
San Luis Obispo U:mnty, California 

Dear :Mr. Dobcrneck: 

We h:wc reviewed your request, dated May 23, 2001, for our concurrence that the continued 
operation of the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area (ODSVRA), San Luis Obispo 
County, California. will not result in take of the federally endangered California least tern (Sterna 
antillcmuu browni) and the threatened western snowy plover (Charadrlus alexandrlnus uivosus) 
through the remainder of the 2001 breeding season. This request has been necessitated by the 
recent withdrawal of the incidental take exemption for the ODSVRA provided through a 
biological opinion (1-8-95-F-17), pursuant to section 7 ofthe Endangered Species Act of1973, 
as nmendcd (Act), with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps). In the past, the Corps had 
provided authorb~ation to you under a Regional General Permit (RGP), pursuant to section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act, for sand ramp maintenance activities at the ODSVRA. However, on May 
2, 2001, we received a letter from the Corps notifying us that they arc no longer taking 
jurisdiction over these activities and thereby not providillg a federal nexus suitable for section 7 
consullation. Thus, until you can obtain an incidental take pem1it, pursuant to section 
lO(a)(l)(B) of the Act, you will need to ensure that recreational, maintenance, and operational 
ac!ivitics at the ODSVRA do not result in take of the Califon1ia least tern and western snowy 
plover. As a result, you have incorporated additional management measures into the operation of 
the ODSVRA, to ensure continued operalionst will not likely result in take ofthe California least 
tern am! westcm snO\vy plover. 

S.;ction 9 or the Act prohibits the taking of any federally listed endangered or threatened species . 
Section 3(18) of tile Act defines "take'' to mean "to hnrass, harm, pu1·sue, hunt, shoot, wotmd, 
kill, tn•.p, cnpturc, or collect, or to attempt to engage 1n any such conduct." U.S. Fish at1d 
Wildlife Service (Service) regulations (50 CFR 17.3) define "hann" to include significant habitat 
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modification or degradation which actually kills or injures wildlife by significantly impa.iling 
essential behavioral pattcms, including breeding, feeding or sheltering. Harassment is defined by 
the Service as an intentional or negligent action that creates the likelihood of injury to wildlife by 
annoying it to such an extent as to significantly disn1pt nonnal behavior patterns which include, 
but are ~ot limited to, breeding, feeding, or sheltering. The Act provides for civil and criminal 
penalties for the unlawful taking of listed species. Exemptions to the prohibitions against take 
maybe obtained through coordinatjon with the Service in two ways: through interagency 
consultation for projects \vith Federal involvement pursuant to section 7 or through the issuance 
of :m incidental take permit under section 1 O(a)(l )(B) of the Act. 

The ODSVRA lies within a large beach and dune complex which extends from the north end of 
Pismo State Beach to Mussel Point in Santa Barbara County. This area, frequently referred to as 
Pismo and Nipomo Du11cs, is one of the three largest beach and dune complexes along the central 
Califomin coast. Califomia least tern nesting colonies in northern Santa Barbara and southern 
San Luis Obispo counties constitute a relatively small portion of the slate-wido population. The 
Oso Flaco Lake area is identified as a key habitat w1it in the Califomia least tern recovery plan 
(U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 1980). The Service is unaware of data indicating California least 
tems nested within the ODSVRA prior to 1990. The degree to which the lack of data reflects an 
absence of nesting Califomia least terns within the ODSVRA prior to 1990 or the extent to 
which the lack of data is an artifact of survey effort is unknown. Infonuation regarding survey 
methods and results within the ODSVRA since 1990 can be found in Dougherty (1990), Burton 
ct. al. (1991, 1993, 1994a, 1994b, 1996), Tipton and Burton (1997), Tipton (1998, 1999, 2000), 
and California Department of Parks and Recreation (2001). The following table provides a 
summary of California least tem.11esting activity at the ODSVRA since 1991. Fluctuations in the 
number of breeding pairs at the ODSVRA arc most likely a result of iuter .. colony movement with 
other nearby breeding sites. 

California least tern nesting activity at the ODSVRA 1991·2000. 

YEAR Nfl:STS EGGS NESTS HATCHED CHICKS HATCHED 

1991 6 10 2 4 

1992 4 7 1 2 

1993 0 0 0 0 

1994 2 4? 0 0 

1995 1 2 0 0 

1996 0 0 0 0 

1997 21 34 3 6 

1998 40 64 26 40 

1999 34 61 21 
-~·.:H)LU-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sa d 
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.L..Ul..~ .lJ. u 1 L \J ' ~ 

.. 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

. . 
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Western :::nowy plover nesting has been monitored within the ODSVRA since the 1992 nesting 
season. ODSVRA monitoring methods and res~Llts arc described in Burton (1993, 1994a, 1994h, 
1996), Tipton and Burton (1997), Tipton (1998, 1999, 2000), and Califomia Department of Parks 
and Recreation (2001). The following table provides a summary of western snowy plover 
nesting activity at the ODSVRA since 1992. A substantial declirle in the number of western 
snowy plovers nesting at the ODSVRA between 1998 and 1999 may initially be due to the lll 
Nino conditions in 1998. Similar declines were noted at breeding sites throughout the range of 
the we stem snowy plover during that same period. Nesting season counts of adulls and juveniles 
<lnd accurate estimates of fledging success arc not provided in these reports. 

Western snowy plover nesting activity at the ODSVRA 1992-2000. 

YEAR NESTS EGGS NESTS HATCH.ED CHICKS HATCHED 

1992 35 no data 2 no data 

1993 lG 47 5 12 

1994 33 84 11 22 

1995 31 69 10 20 

199G 32 67 6 12 

1997 30 76 10 24 

1998 42 86 32 73 

1999 13 37 9 23 

2000 17 49 14 33 

Several California least tern mortalities resulting from vehicle use have been documented within 
the Oceono Dllnes SVRA. tndividual eggs were runover in 1991 (Burton and Kutilek 1991) and 
1993 (Bnrton and Kuti!ek 1994)> and individual chicks were found dead in vehicle tracks during 
1998 (Tipton 1999) and 1999 (Tipton 2000). In additiou, at least one nest is believed to have 
he en abandoned as a result of vehicular disturbance near tho nest ('fipton 1998). 

There have 11Jso been seve::ral recorded incidents of western snowy plo\:er mortality resulting from 
vehicle usc at the Oceano Dunes SVRA. An adult western snowy plover and an egg were · 
mnover by a vehicle Juring the 1995 nesting senson (Burton. Crump, and Kutilek 1996) and two 
chicks (one dead and one injured) were found in a tirelrack in 1997 (Tipton 1998). In addition, a 
dead western snowy plover was found in a human foolprint in an area south of the 1iding area 
Juring 1998 (Tipton 1999) . 
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\Ve have had a history of coordinating on management issues for California least terns and • 
westen1 snowy plovers at the ODSVRA. The Califomia Department of Parks and Recreation 
(State Parks) had applied for authori7:atio1t from the Corps. pursuant to section 404 oftbe Clean 
Water Act, for maintenance of beach access rarnps. The Corps, State Parks, and the Service 
agreed that the proposed action included recreational and management activities that were 
facilitated by tho beach access ramps. These activities iuclude vehicle access, Off· highway 
vehicle (OHV) riding, car camping, and a variety oftraditional bench uses including sunbathing, 
surfing, fishing, beachcombing, camping, dogwalking, ltorseback riding, and wildlife viewing. 
The sand ramps also provide vehicle access to ODSVRA personnel involved in safety, law 
enforcement, and other management activities. · 

As a result, we issued a non~jeopardy biological and confctenco opinion to the CoiJ'S on January 
25, 1996 that provided incidental take exemption for the snnd ramp maintenance activities and 
recreational and other uses where access is facilitated by these ramps. The biological and 
conference opinion provided several measures to minimize take, including the annual erection of 
four large seasonal ex closures (North Grand, Dune Preserve, Milepost 8, and Southern Riding 
Area Boundary), totaling 38.5 acres, to provide disturbance-free areas for Califomia l~ast terns 
and western snowy plovers to nest. 

During the 1998 nesting season, circumstances arose that led you to construct only two large 
seasonal exclosl.m:ls instead of the four required in the biological and conference opinion. The • 
North Gra11d Ex closure had not been used by nesting western snowy plovers for three years and 
the Dune Presenre Exclosurc could not be constructed due to loss orbeach sand from El Nino-
related storms and tides. The two exclosures that were erected were expanded to encompass the 
acreage that was described for all four exclosurcs in the biological and conference opinion. The 
change in habitat conditions led us to discuss changing the process regarding placement of the 
seasonal cxclosures, As a result, the Corps requested an amendment to tho biological and 
conference opinion to nil ow a reduction in the number of cxclosures from four to two and 
suggested that the exclosures be placed based on suitable habitat, an assessment of recent 
nesling, consideration of visitor use patterns, and coordination with tllc Service. In addition, we 
suggested that the seasonal cxclosures must encompass the same acreage described in tllc 
biological and conference opinion, that nesting and chick rearing activity be used to detennine 
the number :md placement of cxclosures, that nesting aud chick rearing areas be identified using 
Global Positioning System (GPS) technology, and that visitor usc pattents be considered when 
proposing the placement of exclosurcs. 

In responRe to our concerns. you modified your exclosurc protocol to ensure that Lho intent of the 
original tenn and condition is still met while allowing a flexible approach to exclosure 
placement. A'l. a result1 only two exclosures were erected in 1998 and three it1 1999, but the size 
of these was expanded to cornpensntc for the loss of those not erected and the resulting acreage 
protected during both years was greater that\ that described in tbc biological and conference 
oph1ion. In additi011, the placement of the exclosures also took into account currc11t and 
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historical nesting activity and beach visitor use patterns to maximize the effectiveness of the 
cxc.losures. 

Upon resolving the issues regarding placement of the large exclosmes, the Corps reinitiated 
consultation with us on March 8, 1999. While the request for reinitiation was being processed, 
critical habitat was designated for the western snowy plover on December 7, 1999. The Corps 
requested under separate cover that the conference opinion be converted to a biological opinion. 
In response to the Corps• request, the Service confinncd the conference opinion as a biological 
opinion on May 2, 2000. 

'. vv 

5 

While we were in the process of completing the new biological opinion, pursuant to the Corps 
request for reinitiation, the RGP under which the sand ramp mainte1mncc activi1ies wero 
authorized expired on March 21, 2001. The Corps was processing a new RGP for the project, 
while at the same time processing a nationwide pcnnit (NWP) number 18 to authorize access 
ramp maintenance while the long-tenn RGP was being processed. Because the reinitiation of 
formal consultation for the project was still open, the Corps requested, in a letter dated March 21, 
2001, that the Service consider the currently proposed federal actions, authorization under 
NWP18 and issuance of a renewed RGP, under the March 8, 1999 reinitiation. Although the 
biological opinion was no longer valid, it1 a letter dated Aprill3, 2001, you agreed to continue 
111ecting all its provisions until a new biological opinion was developed and issued • 

In a letter to the Service dated May 2, 2001, the Cmps detcnni.ned that the sand access ramps and 
sand disposal areas at the ODSVRA are above the high tide line and arc therefore outside the 
Corps' jurisdiction. Consequently, the r..-1.mp maintenance activities would not result in the 
discharge of dredged or fill material into waters ofthe United States and do not require a Corps 
penn it. Therefore, the Cotps withdrew its request for reinitiation of section 7 consultation for the 
project, leaving the ODSVRA \Vithout a section 7 nexus. 

Several safety and resource m.anagcment measures have been implemented by you prior to 
receiving our incidental take exemption in 1996 aml additfona1 measures were implemented after 
the issuance of tho original biological opinion for the project. These ongoing measures reduce 
the risk of take occuning during operation of the ODSVRA and include the following: 

1. Rules governing recreational activities a.t the ODSVRA include the following:. 

a) a speed limit of 15 miles per hour is in effect for the beach and for aroas within 50 
feet of any camp or group of people; 

b) motor vehicles must stay out of vegetated areas; 

c) camping is allovvcd only on tho open dune areas and beach south of Mile Post 2 
and campers are required to pack out all trash; 
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d) OHV use is restricted to the area south of Mile Posl2; all OHVs must be 
transported to this point before off-loading; attd 

c) leash laws for dogs ar~ enforced. 

2. Both sand ramps are inspected for nesting sites before any mail1lenancc activities arc 
performed. If nests are found, maintenance is postponed until such activities will not 
disturb the nests. 

3. Beach raking has been discontinued and is not proposed to be resumed. 

4. The ODSVRA has an active public education and interpretive progrant.dcsigned to 
educ.atc users and the communities surrounding the ODSVRA. as well as all ODSVRA 
staff, regarding the rules governing recreational use and conservation of the areas natural 
resource values. This program includes usc ofintetprctive signs to delineate restricted 
areas and distribution of an interpretive publication to each vehicle entering the 
ODSVRA. This publication, The Oceano Dtmes SVRA Park J.irochurc, is also given to 
local chambers of commerce and numerous OHV groups. 

6 

• 

Pnblic education focuses on providing information on the n1anagemcnt activities taking 
place within the ObSVRA concerning California least (ems and western snowy plovers. 
This includes handing out fliers at ODSVRA entrance points to all visitors. The fliers • 
provide infon11ation on the status of tho birds, why they arc here, and what the visitors 
can do to help protect them. Visitors with dogs arc given m1 infonnational card 
addressing lhc requirement and benefit of their dogs being leashed. In the southern non .. 
riding area of the park, the access is marked with Snowy Plover Nesting Area Seasonal 
Closure signs. These signs c.lescribc tho western snowy plover and the areas of the beach 
used for nesting and ask people to avoid walking through the nesting zone. 

Training of park staff is involved and includes: rccognitio11 of California least tem and 
western snowy plover adults and chicks, a description of the Act and the prohibitions 
against take contained within section 9 of the Act. a description of Califomia least tern 
and westem snowy plover use of the habitat within the ODSVRA, a discussion of 
regulations, pem1its and guidelines under which the ODSVRA operates, and instruction 
regarding the measures implemented by the ODSVRA to protect these species. 
Additionally, members of the mai11tenancc staff are trained in erecting single nest 
ex closures by a biologist penniUed to do so. 

Daily reports on California least tern and western snowy plover activities are provided to 
several of the divisions at the ODSVRA including Visitor Services (which includes the 
Ranger staff) and Park .Maintenance throughout the breeding season. Information 
cont<1ined within these reports includes: general locations of all nests, nest id.enlification 
numbers, estimated hatch dates. the most recent location of broods, th.e locations of ' 
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roo sling birds, areas where nests arc likely to be established, and the presence of 
predtltors. The purpose of these updates is to notify staff of the locations of birds and 
nesting activities so they are more aware when they travel through Lhese areas. The daily 
reports, com.bined with the training that all park staff receive conceming California least 
terns and westem snowy plovers, can enhance monitoring efforts by providing additional 
infonnation ifstaffmembcrs report breeding activities or chick locations. 

5. Approximately 2,000 acres of the ODSVRA have been fenced and arc managed for non
motorized vehicle recreational usc and resource mru1agement. This area includes the 
beach and dunes south oftbe southern riding boundary, Oso Flaco Lake and the 
surrounding dunes, an unquantificd number of vegetated areas throughout the OHV 
ridir1g area, and the coastal dune scrub area inland ofthc OllV riding area. 

In addition to the above measures, State Parks implements a Califomia least tcm and western 
snowy plover moniloring and management program during the nesting season. This program has 
three main components. First and foremost is the location of all nest-sites within the ODSVRA. 
Second, located nest sites arc protected with posted fencing (cxclosures). Third, wcstem snowy · 
plover chicks arc banded in nn effort to leam more about the recruitment of chicks into the 
population. The monitoring program in the ODSVRA includes: censussing adult and juvenile 
birds, locating nests, documenting behavioral observations, banding western snowy plover 
chicks, tracking California least tem and western snowy plover chick movement 811d 
dowlopmcnt, checking western snowy plovers for bands and recording colored band 
combinations, ann implementing species-specific protection measures. All activities arc 
conducted according to Service and Califomia Department ofFish and Game (CDFG) protocols 
and permits. More detailed information on the methods and procednrcs for the California least 
tern and western snowy plover monitoring and management program can be found in the 2000 
nesting season report for the ODSVRA (California Department of Parks and Recreation 2001). 

In addition to continuing the actions described or referenced above, you had agreed to prepare 
and implement il California least tern and weslem snowy plovcl' management plan (HMP). The 
go~l of the HMP, as discussed with you and the Co11.,s, was to ensure that existing habitat values 
for Cali rornia least terns and west em snowy plovers were protected and enhanced within the 
context of fulfilling the mission of the ODSVRA to provide vehicular recreational opportunities. 
The plan's long-tenn management goal would be to achieve sustainable populations oflhe 
Ce1lifomia least tcm and western snowy plover by preserving core areas for these species within 
the ODSVRA (California Department of Parks and Recreation 1995). 

The Corp~, State Parks, and the Service had agTeed that this management pla11 should be a 
d:v11mnic document that would be updated as needed to reflect any new infonnation regarding the 
use ofthc ODSVRA by California least terns and westem snowy plovers, changes in 
management techniques and strategies, and the effectiveness of individual management 
measures. The Corps and State Parks had also agreed that the management plarl and subsequent 
revisions would be completed in cooperation with the Service. The Service was to provide 
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guidance, infonnation as requested, and final approval ofthe management plan and subsequent 
revisions. • 
Several drafts of the HMP have been prepared, but a final has never been approved. Dui'ing this 
period, you have been implementing measures to meet the intent of the HMP including many of 
the actions described in the original biological opinjon. The HMP is no lo11ger required now that 
the Corps' authorization has been withdrawn. However, State Parks is currently preparing a 
habitat conservation plan (HCP). pursuant to section lO(a){l)(B) ofthc Act, for the ODSVRA 
and the other coastal State Park units \Vithin its San Ltds Obispo Dislrict. The HCP would work 
towards balancing State Park's n.1andates and management necus of these areas with the needs of 
listed species including the wesient snowy plover, Califomia. least tern, California red· legged 
fTog (Rana aurorcz draytonii), and Morro shoulderband snail (llelmintJwglypta walkeri(ma). 

Although you arc implementing all of the monitoring and management measures described 
above, the potential for take of California least tems and western snowy plovers within the 
ODSVRA continues to exist. Therefore, we recommended additional actions to reduce the 
potential for take. As a result of these discussions and meetings, you agreed to implement these 
:~dditional measures during the rentaindcr of the 2001 nesting season. A subset oflhesc measures 
will continue to be implemented nftcr the nesting season to ensure lhai western snowy plovers 
wintering at the ODSVRA are protected. The revisions described in your conservation 
management plan (California Department of Parks and Recreation 2001) (enclosed) that was • 
provided to us with your request are summarized below: 

Exclosures for California least tern and western snowy plover 

Tho following seasonal cxclosures. totaling approximately 152.4 acres, will be maintained 
throughout the 200 l California least tern and western snowy plover nesting season: 

Post 1.5 Area Exclosure 
AIToyo Grande Creek Ex closure 
Post 7 - Post 8 Ex closure 
Boneyard Exclosure 
East Boneyard Exclosure 

3.9 acres 
9.4 acres 
79.8 acres 
17.3 acres 
42 acres 

Exclosures specific to the western $nO\vy plover 

1. Additional exclosurcs will be erected and maintained based upo11 western snowy plover 
nesting activities as described below. 

a. The size of individual west em snO\\'Y plover exclosurcs will be increased to a 50-
meter radius. Fencing material will consist of 4- by 4~ineh galvanized wire mesh 
fence fabric, stcel"t" posts and wooden comer and intermediate line posts as 
~~. , 
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b. When individual western snowy plover nests established outside oflhc existing 
seasonal ex closures are located within 200 meters of an established seasonal 
cxclosure, fencing wilt be erected to enlarge the seasonal exclosurc to encompass 
the nest site. This fencing will be placed a minimum distance of 50 meters away 
from the nest site. 1:-encing will be erected westerly to the surflinc from the 
northerly and southerly exclosure limits when, upon evaluation of the site and 
western snowy plover chick travel corridor needs, a11d i11 the opinion of Service or 
Stale Park biologists, such a measure is necessary to afford additional protection 
to western sno,vy plovers. 

c. "'A' est em snowy plover nest sites established further than 200 meters from existing 
seasonal ex closures will be encompassed in new large seasonal cxclosures when 
t\.vo or more nests sites are located within 200 meters of each other. Seasonal 
cxclosures so erected will include fencing that extends to the surf line to provide a 
secure travc.l corridor for western snowy plover chicks to forage within. Fencing 
of new seasonal cxclosures will maintain a minimum c.listancc of 50 meters fron1 
nest sites. 

d . If a single western snowy plover nest is established further than 200 meters from a 
seasonal ex closure with no other nest(s) located wilhin 200 meters, State Parks 
\Vill consult with the Service immediately to dctennine nnd agree upon the best 
management practice for the erection of any fencing in addition to the singlo nest 
cxclosure fencing described above. 

2. J fa \v·estcrn snowy plover nest is established within 50 meters of a restroom facility, the 
following protocols will be implemented: 

a. For chemical toilets, the toilets will be relocated to a minimum distance of 100 
meters from the nest site. 

b. For permanent restroom buildings, the restroom building will be closed to public 
usc and exclosnre fencing will be erected to surround and isolate the building to 
prevent public use. Signs win be posted notifying the public ofthe facility 
clo!>ure, and the status of the closed area as a western snowy plover nesting area. 

3. The bottom edge of wire mesh fencing will be buried 6 to 8 inches deep on the pelimeter 
of all exclosun:s to prevent or discourage predator access insido the cxclosurc. 

4. The use of twine gridwork across the top of individual exclosures will be disco11tinucd, as 
the increased diameter of individual cxclosmcs makes this construction deta.il impractical 
and the increased di stnnce from the fencing to the nest reduces the risk of avian predation 
by p::rching predatory birds. 
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M~magement actions within the non OHV area of the OllSVRA 

1. Western snowy plover nesting activity occurs within the non-off highway vehicle use area 
of the ODS VRA in the vicinity of Oso Flaco Creek. This beach area will be monitored 
bi-weekly during the nesting season. Individual cxclosures or S}mbolic fencing may be 
erected around nests when, in the opinion of the lead biologist and/or monitors, the 
cxclosure or symbolic fencing is necessary to ensure the protection of nest sites from 
human disturbance or predation. 

2. Symbolic fencing wHl be erected at the terminus ofthc boardwalk trail at the beach to 
di rcct visitors to the \\'Ct sand area ofthe beach and away from potential nesting and chick 
rearing areas. 

3. Signs explaining western snowy plover natural history and the protection measures in 
effect will be posted for visitor infom1ation and education . 

. 1\tauagcmcnt actions specific to the California least tern 

1. State Parks will implement all provisions and measures for California least tem 
management and protection that are contained within a letter ftom tho CDFG to State 
Parks dated May 8, 2001 (enclosed). CDFG and the Scrvicebavc detem1ined that the 
measures contained in this letter, if faithfully implemented at the ODSVRA, will avoid 
take of this state listed, fully protected species. 

2. The footbridge hand n1iling at Oso Flaco Lake is 1.1scd by·Califomia least tct'llS for 
perc.hing aficr chicks have fledged and when adult birds arc teaching fledglings to fish in · 
the Jake. Park visitors will be provided with information aboLtt Califotnia least tern 
presence and activity at Oso FJaco Lake and will be provided with guidelines to avoid 
disturbance of California least terns. If the lead biologist or monitors believe visitor 
activities arc significantly dismpting Califomia least tern behavior, the footbridge maybe 
closed to public usc or types of public usc on the boardwalk (e.g., fishing) may be 
temporarily prohibited until California least tcms have loft the lake area. 

'Puhlic information and interpretation 

1. All visitors entering the ODSVRA by vehicle will be provided with a copy ofthe 
ODSVRA park brochure that contains infonnation on the federally and slate-listed status 
of the California least tern and westem snowy plover and management actions jn place to 
aid in the recovery effort of these species. ODSVRA visitors will be provided with a 
flyer or paniphlct describing the natural history ofthc species, their status under the 
endangered species acts, recovery efforts in place within the ODSVRA and a list or 
description of activities either prohibited or desired by the public that serve to protect 

• 
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J1CWspaper published for ODSVRA visitors, is not currently in production. If a new 
edition is published, it will contain an article about the Califomia least tern and wcstem 
snowy plover, with speciflc actions for visitors to help assure full protection for these 
species. 

2. All visitors entering the ODSVRA by vehicle will be provided with plastic garbage bags 
and will be requested to haul trash out of the ODSVRA at the end of their visit. Visitor 
participation in reducing or elin1inating trash within the ODSVRA will discourage 
predators fi·om frequenting the visitor use area and thus reduce the likelihood of11redation 
on California least terns and westem snowy plovers. 

3. Trnsh dumpsters will be provided for the deposit of trash bags near the OHV slaging area 
ncar Post 2. The location of the trash dumpsters wm be changed as necessary to avoid 
distllrbanc.c to any nearby active California least tem or western snowy plover nests. The 
Service wi1l be consulted and agreement reached with State Parks on tho adequacy of 
relocation distance from nest sHes to avoid disturbauce to the species or attraction of 
predators to active nesting areas. 

4. Interpretive panels describing the Califomia least tern and western snowy plover 
population status and threats to their survival will be posted at the entrance to Sand 
Highway, at Oso Flaco Lake, and at the Pier Avenue and GrnndAvcnuc entrances to the 
ODSVRA. 

5. A travelers advisory radio station will be operational during the 200lnesting season. The 
radio station will broadcast information on the CaHfornia least tern and western snowy 
plover and actions that visitors can take to help assure their survival. TI1e radio station 
shoLtld be in ftlll operation before July 1, 2001. 

6. Visitors entering the ODSVRA by vehicle will be provided with an informational 
handout about the ill effects of unleashed dogs on wildlife. Pedestrian visitors with dogs 
who have not entered the recreation area by vehicle will be provided the same pamphlet 
by ODSVRA patrol staff. 

California least tern and western snowy plover biologicnl monitoring 

1. During aniicipatccl high visitor use periods ns determined by historic visitor attendance 
records (e.g., Memorial Day Weekend, July 4m Weekend, Labor Day Weekend and 
weekends in the month of August), monitoring staff will provide extended hours of 
m<)nitoring within the riding area ofthe ODSVRA. Monitoring will take place between 
the hours of0700 and 2030 to enable a better identification of potential human usc
rl'latcd threats to Califomia least tems and western snowy plovers and to summon law 
enforcement assistance if needed to prevent or eliminate any human usc·related threats to 
these species. !\,1onitoring will be focused primarily in tho areas ofhighest visitor 
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concentration within the nesting habitat areas located between Arroyo Grande Creek and • 
the north end ofthe Post 7- 8 exclosurc. 

2. Point Reyes Bird Observatory (PRBO) has been contracted by State Pitrks to furnish a 
lead biologist for (he 2001 California least tern and wcstem snowy plover nesting season. 
Mr. Laird Henkel has been. designated as the lead biologist for the onsitc coordination of 
all monitoring activities withht tho ODSVRA through September 30, 2001, the end of the 
nesting season. The lead biologist will consult with the Associate State Park Resource 
Ecologist assit,'11ed to the ODSVRA and make recomn1cndations, present findings and 
coordinate modifications to Califomia least tern and western snowy plover protocols 
when approved by the Service and State Parks. 

3. State Parks will ensure that a minimum of two monitors are 011 duty daily through the 
nesting season to implement all monitoring protocols, Monitors wiJl be those individuals 
approved by the Service for this function. 

4. During holiday peliods, one monitor will be assigned the specific duty during daylight 
hours of ensuring that no unauthorized entry is made into the north end of the Post 7- 8 
large seasonal cxclosure at the surf line. 

5. Monitoring of Cali fomia least terns and west em snowy plovers will occur daily from 
0700 to 1600, except for holidays and anticipated high visitor use periods when extended 
hours of monitoring activity will be implemented. 

6. The banding of newly hatched western snowy plover chicks will be continued throughout 
the 2001 nesting seaso11 under the direction of a pennitted master bander and using 
protocols approved by the Service. Stnte Parks will report all banding data and records 
per guidelines established by the Service and PRBO. 

7. :vfonitors will select and track western snowy plover chicks and broods hatched from the 
Arroyo Grande Creek or Post 1.5 cxclosures to detennine travel routes and travel patterns 
associated with foraging and exploration. Infonuation gathered by this monitoring will 
be used during the 2001 nesting season and subsequent nesting seasons to establish 
additions to or reconfigumtion of existing cxclosures, to establish the need for fenc-ed 
travel corridors, or serve to modify other measures to a11ow better protection for western 
snowy plovers. Should broods originating from these exclosw·es travel into areas of the 
OiJSVRA open to vehicle usc, monitol'S will atlempl to follow the brood, identify threats 
to brood movement or safety, obtain assistance as necessary from ODSVRA patrol staff, 
::md wiU ov~rsee the erection of signs and/or symbolic fencing to assure brood safety until 
they reach a non-vehicle use area ofthc ODSVRA. Should the broods engage in foraging 
activity in the wrack line near these ex closures, vehicle traffic flow will be diverted or 
rcgulat~d to allow safe movement of the brood. 

• 
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8. State Parks will coordinate California least tern and western snowy plover monitoring 
activities and share infonnation on western snowy plover brood movement, information 
on hm1dcd bird sightings, and inciden.ts of predation or human-related nest disturbance 
with monitoring staff working at the Guadalupe·Nipomo Dunes National Wildlife 
Refuge, at the Unoca1 Oil Field, and at Rancho Guadalupe County Park. This will help to 
better tmderstand westem snowy plover movements and habitat preferences and to 
recognize, and be able to better plan for and eliminate. threats to the western snowy 
pltwers to avoid take within the ODSVRA as well as on a regional basis. 

Maintenance activities 

1. All protocols for maintenance activities and movement and routing of mainlet~ancc 
vehicles contained in the biological opinion will remain in effect. 

2. At least one vehicle \vill be present and available within the ODSVRA daily from 0800 io 
1500 through the 2001 nesting season with all tools and equipment necessary to 
immediately constn1ct nest cxclosure(s) far western snowy plovers or California least 
tems when reqLtcstcd by monitoring staff. 

3 . Maintenance staff will carry trash bags in each vehicle and provide them to visitors for 
the removal of trash and litter from visitor use areas. 

Patrol nc1ivities 

l. Patrol Ranger staff will routinely nnd aggressively enforce dog leash laws and speed 
limits of vehicles on the beach as a focused law enforcement action through the 2001 
nesting season. During periods of anticipated high visitor use, additional patrol staffwilf 
be dedicated solely to this focused law enforcement function to eliminate threats to 
\vestem snowy plovers or Califomia least terns associated with those visitor activities. 

2. During anticipated high visitor attendance periods, patrol ranger staff will focus 
enforcement action on ensuring that the integtity of cxclosures is maintained and that no 
vehicle or pedestrian trespass occurs with western snowypJover or California least tern 
ex closures. 

3. The response to requests by monitors for assistance, with California least tern and 
western snowy plover protection and security, and the enforcement of laws affecting the 
safety of California least terns and western snowy plovers will be the highest non
crr.crgcncy priority for law enforcement focus and action within the ODSVRA. 

4. Durir:g weekdays (Monday through Thursday), a minimum oft\vo ranger/peace officers 
will be on duty and available from 0700 through 2000 hours each day to enforce dog 
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leash laws unu speed limits on the beach and to respond to requests for assistance by 
monitors for the protection ofCalifon1ia least tems and \\'\}Stern snowy plovers. 

s. Dming non-holiday weekends (Friday through Sunday). a minimun1 of three ranger/peace 
officers will be on duty and available from 0600 through 2400 hours each day to enforce 
dog leash laws and speed limits on the beach and to respond to requests for assistance by 
monitors for the protection of California least tems and westcm snowy plovers. 

6. During holiday periods ranger/peace officers wilJ b~ on duty 24 hours per day. From 
0700 to 2000, a minimum of four ranger/peace officers will be on duty at any one time. 
From 2000 to 0200, a minimum of three ranger/peace officers will be on duty at any one 
time. From 0200 to 0700. two ranger/peace officers will be on duty. During mid day 
periods, when visitor attendance is highest, as many as six ranger/peace officers wiJl be 
on duty. During all shifts, ranger/peace officers will be available to enforce dog leash 
laws and speed limits on the beach and to respond to requests for assistance by ntonitors 
for the protection of Califomia least terns and western snowy plovers. During daylir;ht 
hours, two ranger/peace officers win be assigned the primary duty of patrolling nest 
cxclosure areas and ensudng that no entl:y is made into exclosures established tbr 
Culifomia least tern and westem snowy plovet· nest sHe protection. 

District Superintendent orders 

The District Superintendent of ODSVRA will issue orders: 1) establishing a buffer zone around 
individual nest cxclosurcs prohibiting the stopping or standing of vehicles within 50 feet of the 
ex closure perimeter fencing, 2) prohibiting kite flying within the OI>SVRA during the Califomia 
least tern and western snowy plover nesting season, and 3) closing the Oso t:Jaco Lake footbridge 
to all public usc and occupancy during those periods when California least tern chicks are present 
and being taught to fish, i r necessary. 

Adaptive m:magcmcnt 

Although the management measures and protocols contained in this proposal and within the 
biological opinion and other documents referenced above rcprese11t the best managemetlt 
practices at this time, adaptive management practices ntay be employed in the protection efforts 
for Cali rami a least terns and western snowy plovers during the course of the 200lnesting 
season. Adaptive mnnngemcnt will be used to provide management flexibility to best afford 
protection for these species. Program adaptations could result from the fo11owing: 

1. ch::mgcs in management actions based upon assessment of the effectiveness ofthe 
protocols proposed her~in; 

• 

2. observations or California least terns or western suowy plovers by field monitoring . 
starr which fndicntc the measures being employed arc effective; I 
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3. input from the Service or CDFG on more recent findings on management of the 
species, and; 

15 

4. recognition and response to cunently unforeseen thrcals to the species or other factors. 

Provided that the measures described or referenced in this lelter arc implemented, the Service 
concurs with your conclusion that take of Califomia least terns and western snowy plovers will 
not likely occur during the operation ofthc ODSVRA during the remainder of the 2001 breeding 
season. Our concun·ence or'l the applicability of these measures is specific to the operation of the 
ODSVRA and may not be applicable at other State Park units or other areas where these species 
occur. In addition, we believe this is a short-tenn solution for tho balance oflhe 2001 breeding 
season and th~ ensuing winteling period for western snowy plovers. If circumstances or 
conditions change at the ODSVRA, these same measures may not be applicable in futttrc years. 

\Vc also concur that uses within the riding area of the ODSVRA are not resulting in take ofthe 
federally threatened Califomia red-legged frog or adverse e(fccts to the endangered Gambol's 
watercress (Rorippa gambellii), la Graciosa thistle (Cirs/um loncholepis), and marsh sand wort 
(Arcnaria paludicola) because these species are not known to occur within this area. Although 
these species occur or may occur in the non-riding areas oft.he ODSVRA, no activities currently 
occm or are planned within this area that would result in take of California red-legged frogs or 
result in violations of federal, state, or local laws as they apply to the Gambol's watercress, ]a 
Graciosa thistle, and marsh sandwort. We have consulted with the Cotps in the past on projects 
within the non-riding area that had the potential to adversely affect California red-legged frogs 
and \Vc \vill continue to consult with the State Parks and, as appropriate, the Corps as new 
projects arise that may affect these species. 

Please note that implementation of the measures described in this letter does not constitute 
authorization of take. If circumstances arise indicating that any action may result in take or if a 
take occur~, activities resulting in take should be suspended ami the Service should be contacted 
immcdiatel y. Within three working days of such an incident, a written notification shall he 
provided that inchtdcs a rcpmt of the circumstances that led to the injury or mortality and a 
description of the changes in activity protocols that will be implemented to reduce the likelihood 
of such injury or mortality. 

As you know, an exception to the federal prohibition against take of listed species may be 
authorized by the Service through an incidental take pe1mit issued pursuant to section. 
10(3)(1)(!3) of the Act. We look forward to your application with a HCP that describes, among 
other things, how lhe impacts of the proposed taking of federally listed species would be 
minimized and mitigated and how the plan would be funded. A Cl'>mplete description of the 
requirements for an HCP can be found at 50 CFR 17.32 . 

We appreciate State Parks willingness to undertake aclions to further the conservation of 
Cali forniill eilst tems and 've~te111 snowy plovers at the ODSVRA and look forward to continued 
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coordination on the draft HCP for the ODSVRA and ~l1e other park u11ilS within the San Luis 
Obispo District of State Parks. If you have any questions, please contact David Pcrcksta of my 
staff at (805) 644-1766. 

Enc losurcs 

Sincerely, 

Diane K. Noda 
1-;ield Supervisor 

cc: Miel Corbett, CaliforniafNevada Operations Office, U.S. Fish and 'Vildlife Service 
Bob Stafford, California Department ofFish and Game 
Renee Brooke, Califomia Coastal Commission 

•• 

• 

• 
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May 8, 2001 

Dennis A. Doberneck, District Supervisor 
Oceano Dunes District 
Department or Parks and Recreation 
576 Camino Mercado 
Arroyo Grande, CA 9~420-1016 

Dear Mr. Doherncck: 

CA OEPT. PARK & RECREATION 

MAY 1 1 2001 

OCEANO DUNES DISTRICT 

As you know, the Department of E'ish and Game· {DFG) and Department 
of Parks and Recreation CDPR) have been discussing additional measures 
to ensure that California least tern~ are not killed or injured at 
Oceano Dunes State Vehicle Recreation Area (ODSVRA) as a result of 
off-highway vehicle use. The result of those discu~sions has been the 
identification of measur~s that DFG bel~eve~ are ~ufficiently 
protectiv~ to avoid any ''take" ot least terns at ODSVRA. The purpose 
of this letter is to identify the measure~ that we believe CPR has 
agreed to implement and to state DFG's opinion that those measures, if 
diligently implemented, will avoid ''take" of least tern::s and help to 
ensure that activities at ODSVRA comply with the California Fish and 
Game Code. 

California least terns are fully protected bi~~s under section 
3511 of the Fish and Game Code, and "take~' o! these birds is 
prohibited except for authorized scientific and livestock protection 
purposes. The biological opinion issued by DfG in 1996 for work on 
the ramps at ODSVRA ~ppeared to sanction the incidental take of least 
terns even though such take is prohibited under section 3511. 
Furthermore, the statute that allowed for a State a9ency to obtain 
take authorization under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA} 
through a consultation with DFG was repealed January 1, 1999. As a 
consequence, the biological opinion issued by DFG in 1996 cannot bQ 
relied on today as authorization for take of least terns. Given the 
least tern's status as a fully protecLed bird, activities at ODSVRA 
will need to be conducted in a way that avoids all take, except that 
which may be authorized for scientific purposea. 

The public is given vehicular access within the OPSVRA along 5.5 
miles of beachfront shoreline south trom Grand Avenue in the City of 
Grover Beach. Park vj.si tor use activ1tie~, including camping and off
highway vehicle (OHV) use occur upon approximately 1,500 acres 
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consisting of generally barren, active sand sheets and dunes. 
Approximately 300,000 highway vehicles and 85,000 OHVs are driven in 
the ODSVRA each year. Approximately 350,000 people enter the ODSVRA 
on foot annually and predominately walk along the shoreline. 

Least tern breeding colonies,· nest establishment, and chick 
rearing occurs upon the barren sands in areas.of the ODSVRA open to 
OHV use and camping. The least terns arrive on the California coast 
in mid-May to late June from wintering areas between southern coastal 
Mexico, Central and South America. They nest in small depressions on 
white sand beaches and a few alkali flats from Sollth San Francisco · 
into Baja California. In the United States, California nesting areas 
are often within managed exclosures adjacent to millions of beach 
goers and coastal recreation of all kinds. Young terns fly three 
weeks after hatching, but their parents continue to feed them until 
they have migrated south again. 

Since 1997, the ODSVRA has undertaken monitoring activities, 
analysis of data collected during monitoring activities, and 
completion of annual reports for the breeding and nesting eeaaon of 

.. 

•• 

the least tern. These activities were designed not only to meet the 
requirements of the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Biologica •. 
Opinion l-6-95-F/C-17, but to ensure. breeding and nesting success 
within the ODSVRA operational boundaries. The OSFWS Biological · 
Opinion may be replaced with a habitat conservation plan for the 
ODSVRA. Whether or not a habitat conservation plan is prepared, the 
measures identified in this letter are intended to provide increased 
protection for least terns to help ensure compliance with section 3511 
until a more !ormal management plan and protocol is in place. 

DFG understands that DPR ·plans to implement the following 
measures to ensure least terns are not taken during OHV use at ODSVRA: 

1. The ODSVRA District Superintendent will oversee 
implementation of measures to avoid take of the least tern 
and will be responsible for communicating with DFG about 
such implementation. The OOSVRA Associate state Park 
Resource Ecologist will serve as a designated substitute for 
these purposes. As of the date of this letter, the ODSVRA 
District Superint~ndent is Dennis A. Doberneck and the 
Associate State Park Resource Ecologist is Laura A. Gardner 
(mailing address ot 576 Camino Mercado, Arroyo Grande, Ch 
93420; phone: (805) 473-7230). 
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2. DPR will ensure that ali measu~e5 set forth in USFWS 
Biological Opinion # 1-895-F/C-17 to protect tern~ are 
implemented by the ODSVRA, its cont~actor5 or other agents, 
except that more protective measu~es described below will be 
implemented in place of the corresponding provision5 in the 
USFWS Biological Opinion. The measures in the opinion will 
continue to be implemented regardless of whether the opinion 
remains in effect between DPR, USFWS and the. Army Corps of 
Engineers. 

3. 

4 . 

The size of the exclosure areas surrounding tern nests will 
be increased in size as follows: exclosure fencing will be 
installed at least 45 feet from each least tern nest, to 
provide a circular exclosure or at least 90 feet in diameter 
around a single nest. This exclusure is an increase from 
the 15-foot setback.(i.e., a 30-foot diameter circular 
exclosure around a single nest) required by the USFWS 
Biological Opinion. An exclosure will be established around 
each nest such that vehicles and pedestrians cannot pass 
closer than 45 feet to the nest, and a new or expanded . 
exclosure will be established immediately if a new nest is 
found outside an existing exclosure or closer than 45 feet 
to an edge of an existing exclosure. In the ~vent chieks 
are observed traveling outside an exclo~ure or if a nesting 
pair establishes a new nest outside of the original 
exclosure, the exclosure will be increased to provide a 90-
foot buffer between the nests and fencing (i.e, a 180-foot 
diameter circular exclosure around a single nest) • If· 
chicks travel outside of an expanded 180-foot diameter 
exclosure or if a nesting pair establishes a new nest 
outside of the expanded exclosure, a new exclosure will be 
constructed to provide a lBO-foot buffer between the nest 
and fencing (i.e., a 360-foot diameter circular exclosure 
around a single nest) • Doubling of the setback distance 
will continue in this fashion if chicks o~ nesting pairs are 
observed leaving th~ expanded exclosure. DPR rna~ adjust an 
exclosure's size and shape as necessary for public safety 
purposes or as required by topography ·or other physical 
features, but will first obtain written concurrence from DFG 
that sufficient protection will be provided with the 
modification to avoid the take of least terns. 

Exclosures fences will be constructed with l.B-m steel 
t-stakes placed at 3-m intervals and surrounded with 1.2-m 
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steel roll fencing ( 2" x 4" mesh) • The bottom of the steel 
mesh will be buried eight inches below grade to prevent 
predators from entering the exclosure. DP~ may modify fence 
construction detai~s, but will first obtain written 
concurrence from DFG that the modifications will provide 
sufficient protection for least terns, including adequate 
protection from predation, given the si~e and 1ocation of 
the enclosure. 

5. Knowledgeable and experienced biologi . .sts approved by DFG 
will be retained by ODSVRA as biological monitors to help 
avoid mortality or injury to least tern5. The biological 
monitors will inspect and survey all areas of least tern 
nesting habitat daily for the presence of least tern 
breeding pairs, nest building activity or nest 
establishment. If a new least tern nest is located outside 
an exclosure area in a location with vehicular, equestrian, 
or pedestrian traffic, or otherwise subject to potentially 
adverse impacts, biological monitors wi1l immediately 

• 

contact OPSVRA and coordinate the erection of a nest site 
exclosure. The monitor will remain near the nest site to · 
redirect traffic from the immediate area until a nest • 
exclosure can be erected. The biological monitors will al I 
ensure compliance with other measures identifiQd in this 
letter. 

6. ODSVRA will provide bio~ogical monitors with the express 
authority to order any immediate changeo in ODSVRA 
activities that are necessary to ensure the measures 
identified in this letter are ~allowed, to otherwise avert a 
risk of mortality or injury of least tern, or to stop any 
activity that cannot be or has not been brought into 
immediate compliance with the measures identified in this 
letter. DFG and USFWS will be notified the same day or 
within 24 hours of any circumstances that led biological 
monitors to take actions described in this paragraph, or to 
otherwise avert threatened mortality or injury to least 
terns. 

7. Each biological monitor will be supp~ied with an operable 
cellular phone or ODSVRA radio for the purpose of efficient 
communication on site. 

8. Each biological monitor shall be supplied with a copy of 
this letter for the purpose of ready reference in the field. 

• • 
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9. ODSVRA will provide DFG and USFWS repre~entatives access to 
OPSVRA management staff and biological monitors for purposes 
of discussing implementation of the measures to avoid any 
taking of least tern. 

10. ODSVRA will conduct an orientation program for all persons 
who will work within the ODSVRA operational boundaries. 
Orientation will consist of a brief presentation from a 
permitted biologist, who is knowledgeable about the biology 
of the least tern and the agreed upon measures to avoid 
mortality and injury. The education program will include a 
discussion of least tern biology, the habitat needs. of this 
species, its status under State and Federal law, and the 
take avoidance measures described in this letter. 'A fact 
sheet containing this information will also be prepared and 
distributed. Upon completion of the orientation, employees 
will sign a form stating that th~y attended the training and 
understand all of the conservation and protection measures. 
These forms will be submitted to DFG through Mr. Robert 
Stafford, Wildlife Biologist of DFG. 

11. ODSVRA will allow DFG and USFWS representatives access to 
the ODSVRA site without advance notice. 

12. ODSVRA will conduct·daily monitoring of the nesting area 
annually from March pt th:x;ough September 3oth. Daily 
written monitoring reports prepared by the biological 
monitors will be made available to DFG and USFWS upon 
request. Daily monitoring reports will d~scribe observation 
of least tern and any. other pertinent information regarding 
the measures identified in this letter. 

13. An annual meeting will be held if requested by DFG near the 
start of the breeding and nesting season. This meeting, if 
held, will be arranged by ODSVRA in consultation with DFG 
for the purpose of diaeussing the effectiveness of th& 
measures identitied in this letter. The meeting will 
include ODSVRA and DFG representatives. · 

14. ODSVRA will provide an annual report to DFG and FWS by 
January 3l•t for the prior least tern nesting season. The 
report will be prepared by a knowledgeable, experienced 
biologist and include the following: number and location of 
nest sites; location of least tern exclosures; data or nest 
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15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

success, including number of nests abandoned, de~troyed, and 
predated, number of eggs laid, number of chicks hatched and 
number of chicks confirmed fledged; verification that 
measures identified in this letter were fully implemented; 
identification of any measures not fully implemented; and 
other pertinent information. 

DFG believes that implementation ot the measures identified 
in this letter will be sufficient to avoid the death of or 
injury to least tern at ODSVRA. If, however, ODSVRA, any of 
its employees, or any member of the'public kills or injures 
a least tern, or finds a least tern dead or injured by any 
cause, DPR will notify DFG and USF\iS within 30 minutes of 
the discovery. Any dead or injured animal will be turned 
over to DFG or USFWS and a written report detailing the 
date, time, location, and general circumstances under which 
a dead or injured individual least tern was found will be 
submitted to DFG and USFWS no later than three (3) business 
days.following the incident. DPR will obtain necessary 
state and Federal permits for handling of injured least 
terns and least tern carcaaees consistent with this 
paragraph. 

DPR notices to DFG will be delivered to Mr. Robert Staf~ord~ 
Wildlife Biologist, (805) 528-8670 (phon~ and fax). If 
Mr. Stafford cannot be reached in person, ODSVRA wi1l leave 
a message for Mr. Stafford, if an answering machine is 
operating. Additionally, OOSVRA will contact Carl Wilcox, 
Habitat Conservation Manager, (707) 944-5525, Central Coast 
Region, Post Office aox 47 1 Yountville, CA 94599. 

DPR notice to USFWS will be delivered to Mr. Dave Pereksta,· 
Staff Biologist, u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
(805) 644-1766. 

DFG will send any notices regarding these ~ea3ures to DPR 
through Mr. Dennis A. Doberneck, District Superintendent, 
Oceano Dun~s District, 576 Camino Mercado,· Arroyo Grande CA 
93420. 

DFG believes that if the measures described above are 
implemented, activities can be conducted without the taking 
of least tern. If injury or mortality to an individual 
least tern does occur with these measures in place, OOSVRA 
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will immediately copsult with DFG and USFWS about the 
circumstances surrounding that death or injury and 
additional measures that might be necessary to prevent a 
recurrence. 

If DPR anticipates any difficulties implementing the measures 
described above, or believes that the measures as they are described 
do not accurately reflect the discussions between DPR and DFG, please 
contact the Department as soon as possible so that these issues can be 
resolved as soon as possible. If you have any questions on concerns, 
please contact Mr .. Bob Stafford at (805) 528-8670. Thank you for your 
cooperation in this important matter. 

cc: Carl Wilcox 
Bob Stafford 

Sincerely, 

Robert w. Floerke 
Regional Manager 
Central Coaot Region 
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT 0 

News Release 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
August 15, 2001 

Contact: Joe Rosato (916) 324·1576 
California State Parks 
jrosa@parks.ca.gov 

California State Parks Steps Forward 
To Support Snowy Plover Recovery Plan Goals 

SACRAMENTO- The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is seeking public review and comment on 
a draft $28.5 million recovery plan for the Pacific coast population of the western snowy plover, a small 
shorebird listed in 1993 as threatened under the Endangered Species Act. 

• 

The draft recovery plan describes the status, current management, recovery objectives and 
criteria, and specific actions needed to remove the western snowy plover from the List of Endangered 
and Threatened Species. • 

In California, coastal beach areas managed by the California Department of Parks and Recreation 
provide important habitat for the snowy plover. State Parks manages more than 200 miles, or about 25 
percent of California's coastline. Lands include State Beaches, State Parks, Natural Preserves and State 
Vehicular Recreation Areas. The role of these lands and the Department in providing for the recovery of 
the species is recognized in the recovery plan as vital. 

"I want to assure the public and all interested parties that California State Parks is totally 
committed to working with USFWS in implementing the Snowy Plover Recovery Plan," said California 
State Parks Director Rusty Areias. "We will initiate innovative strategies to educate park visitors on the 
importance of this species and will continue to expand habitat management actions, in addition to 
implementing strict law enforcement protocols to ensure their protection. State Parks is dedicated to 
working with USFWS and other public and private partners to reestablish this species to a healthy 
number on the state's coastline." 

Steve Thompson, acting manager for the California-Nevada Operations Office of the USFWS, 
said, "The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service commends State Parks for recognizing the important role it 
can play in the recovery of this species, and the work they have done to date." 

California State Parks staff has been working as team members in the drafting of the recovery 
plan for four years. In addition, State Parks has been actively implementing protection and restoration 
management actions in many areas of the State. Efforts focus on educating the public on the importance 
and sensitivity of the species. Monitoring plover activity on parklands, protecting nesting sites when ., 

California State Parks on the Internet: <http://www.paM·.~~~g~ 1 (Pter Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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detected, including predator control, controlling visitor use and modifying operational activities that 
might disturb nesting birds. In many areas of the State, volunteer programs have been developed to 
assist with plover protection efforts. 

Snowy plovers are small, pale-colored shorebirds with dark patches on either side of the upper 
breast. The coastal population numbers about 2,000 birds and breeds along the Pacific coast from 
southern Washington to southern Baja, California, Mexico. The breeding season extends from early 
March to late September. 

Both eggs and nests are extremely difficult to see even at close range. Chicks leave the nest 
within hours of hatching, but cannot fly for about a month. Western snowy plovers are site-faithful 
nesters, returning to successful nesting sites year after year. 

A small number of this shorebird are found at the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation 
Area (ODSVRA) in San Luis Obispo County, and have been a focus of an intense effort by State Parks 
to maximize both their survival and productivity. Under the direction of its Off-Highway Motor Vehicle 
Recreation (OHMVR) Division, State Parks is utilizing experts in land use and wildlife as it continues 
its work to protect not only the threatened western snowy plover, but also the endangered California 
least tern which also nests on sands at ODSVRA. 

The recovery plan proposes establishing working groups to assist in the development and 
implementation of management plans for each of the six recovery units that have been identified. 
Oceano Dunes SVRA is included in the unit that includes San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara and Ventura 
counties. 

Other recommended actions include monitoring and managing breeding habitat and wintering 
and migration areas in a systematic way to maximize survival and productivity; developing mechanisms 
for long-tenn management and protections of plovers and their habitat; undertaking scientific 
investigations to facilitate recovery efforts; and establishing an international conservation program with 
the Mexican govenunent to protect snowy plovers and their habitats in Mexico. 

Recovery plans provide a blueprint for actions by federal, state and other public agencies and 
private interests in the conservation of the endangered species and their ecosystems. Recovery plans do 
not obligate the expenditure of funds or require that actions be implemented. The USFWS estimates 
that recovering the western snowy plover will cost at least $28.5 million. 

Copies of the draft recovery plan are available for public review and comment through 
December 12, 200 1 and may be obtained by contacting the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office at the 
following: Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office, 2800 Cottage Way, W-2605, Sacramento, CA. 95825. 
The USFWS will hold eight public workshops on the draft recovery plan around the state beginning 
September 18 in Santa Barbara and concluding October 3 in Arcata. 

The plan is also available at the following website: http://www.rl.fws.gov. Comments may be 
submitted electronically by sending them to the following address: fwl wsprp@fws.gov 

### 
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San Luis Ambulance Service, Inc. 

----------------------------------------------------------------PO BOX. 9S4 • 569 HIGUERA STREET. SUITE '"A'' • SAN WIS OBISPQ CA 93406 • 8CS/54S·2626 • FAX 805t'5.dt.·(l&6 • 

June 20, 2001 

Dennis Doberneck 
District Superintendent 
Callrornia Sta.te Parks 
Oceano Dunes 

Dear Mr. Doberneck: 

1 have recently been made aware of the current issue regarding the potential closure of 

l'ier Avenue ramp. As I understand, this would affect tbe current ingr.ess and egress 
.· 

practices of our four wheel drive ambulance that is used fo~ ctners~cy response to the 

Oceano Dunes. A majority of our responses to Oceano dunes are south of the l'ier 

Avenue ramp. I am concerned with this olosure due to the fact that thls would inorease 

our response times of an estimated four minutes to calla in that area. The eaUs generated 

in this area. include both medical and traumatic emergencies. 

1 fe,ett.he. closure of this ramp would delay erttergency v.ehlcles, jcopar~t»s the aaft:ty 

df~using that area of the beach or dunes. Further, the beach area between Grand 

Avenue and Pier Avenue is usually more populated. 'Byuains on1y the Grand Avenue 

ramp, maneuvering an emergenoy vehicle would be mare difficult aa well as mo~ 

da.11geraus to pedestrians. Even though! understand tho desire to reduce beacll traffic, I 

would hope that it would not be at the rlak of the pub1ie. 

~nk~ot\ 
~.a'~ 
AtktY· Jacobson 
~die/Field S~pervisor 

.. 

• 

• 
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Oceano Community Services District 
l.t'lll! P';ront Strec.t, P. 0. 'Sox £PP, Ote&:~.o, CA 98446 (805) 4B1-6780 EA.."'\: (80l:) 4$l·Eie(\

1 

June 19, 2001 

In xep1y to: Eme.rge.ocy ~ding Permit 

Mr. Andy ZiUce 

Attention: Mt". Dennis Dobemec.k. 

DellJ: .M.t:. Zilke: 

Andy, ~letter is in support {OJ: you.t office to receive an E.merge.acy-Gradirtg Pct.mit a.t the 
Pier Ave.. e:nt:tM.cc to the b~. H:~.'V'ing this .ramp un.grAd.ed puts my depa.ttuJ.cnt in a. ve.ty 
bad 11ituation. Ow: .te8porue times ~ ilreu eou.tb of Pi~ Ave. have an io~ed 6 min. and. 
SO second !esponse time gtllt'1te.ci thAt ~ortditiona a.te at IC?W d.de and minimal m££ie is hl the 
n.rea. Ou.r response plan. whet1 reaponclli:1~ ·to th~ be~ ia .t~tc 'Via Gamd Ave. tJ.tnp 
~t."ld. then back tnclci.ng south o£ Pier Ave. As you can aec; with this type of dday it c:ould 

• .r:ncs..n the difference betwee.n life or death io a life h.o:w:i .tespoaae. 

• 

Anorhc::r consider.ttion to this whole e'luation is th~; congestion o£ traffic w~ hllve akea.dy 
l!leen 6n P~cr Ave. backing ell the way v.p to Hwy 1. With this coegaeti.ou, it ls ~'o .hindering 
our respon:3~ to aU the Beachfront bomQ off Sua.a.d Way. This coagution iJ crea.tod by the 
zcstdc::ted traffic £low th1t can enter the beadl, etpeclally whm a vc:hi.de geta stmek on th.e 
ramp and n¢t :;~.llowing any vc::b.icles to t.ntcr.t the bea.cb. until that vehlcl4 hu been to'\tl'ed out .• 

It is relieving to me to heu tlu.t yoiJ.t' ra.gency is a.ttc:mpting to mecli&te this pt:ohletn A.S.A.P. I 
am. requesting that my peHons having -..o.y jw:iad.ic:tion on thla mt.tti:J: take h:no co~tion 
the t..a.fct:l of ou.r local citizens and the visid.ns popula.don o! tourlat ..n.d ,allow ap. 
Emergency Gtadio.g Pettoit by aru.nt:ed ao that eme!gency vehicles 1U1d equipt!1ent JrJ!iJ.f e:a.ter 
the p:u:k in a tin;.cly .ro.~tter. · 

Si.nce.tely, 

Chris M:u:~hall 
Fire Chid 
Ocegno Fire DepR.rtJnent 
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8059291436 

FROM : C. D. F'. RND COl.II'ITY FIRE STA. 20 FAX NO. 13059291436 

State of Califomia 

Jun. 22 2B01 11:B9AM Pl ~ 

The Raaources Agency • 

Memorandum 

To; 

From: 

Dennis Dobemecl<, District Superintendent 
576 Camino Meracado 
Arroyo Grande, Ca. 93420 

Department of Forestry and Flre Protection 
635 N, Santa Ro$a 
San Lufs Obispo, Ca 93405 

.• 

Oate: Juna 21, 2001 

Teletphone: (805) 929-3911 

Website: www.flre.ca.gov 

.· 
Subject: Emergency Acce$S 

Our Agency has been advised of the pending closure of Pier Avenue beach access. 
This situation has significant impaet on our ability to respond to emergencies effectively 
and timely. Closure _of this access wm require our unlts to pasa by this access and 
proceed to Grand Avenue acceea, approximately two additional miles, access the beach 
and traverse an additional two mlles of beach. 

Our response will increase by 6.to 1"0 minutes. This.wtll rdduce the timeliness of our 
response to any emergency within our jurisdiction along the beach. Addltlo11ally this will 
expose our personnel and the public to the Inherent hazarda of responding emergeooy 
'equipment. .· . . · · · · 

Our Agency would support any OJ:lportunlty that may exist which would allow, as a 
m!nimum, access to the beach for emergency equipment from Pier Avenue. I welcome 
any opportunity to discuss this situation and hope for en acceptable solution. 

//; 

• 

' 

D}IQ h~ders9n .• 
Batf;jfrO'noC~1$tPier Ave. Sand Ramp) .· 
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w1rc. 
SIERRA CLUB SANTA LuciA CHAPTER 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast District Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Re: Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area 
Application Number A-3-SL0-01-061 

Appellant- Nell Langford 
Applicant- (Department of Parks & Recreation) 
Current Agenda Date: September 12, 2001 

Dear Chair Sara Wan and All Commissioners: 

September 6, 2001 

I am the Chair of the Santa Lucia Chapter of the Sierra Club, representing over 2000 members in San Luis 
Obispo County. I write this comment in opposition to staffs recommendation to deny the appeal of Nell 
Langford. You should uphold the appeal because the permit granted by the County of SLO violates the 
Coastal Act. To find otherwise contradicts your findings during your February 14, 2001 hearing on DPR's 
Coastal Development Permit for the same ramp maintenance. 

As we demonstrated to you on February 14, 2001, the environmental impacts caused by unlimited number 
of vehicles on the unique and fragile Oceano Dunes ecosystem is of great concern to our Sierra Club 
members. I urge you to uphold Nell Langford's appeal, and require an Environmental Impact Report to 
access the impacts of vehicles at the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area (ODSVRA) prior to 
the County of San Luis Obispo issuing any permits for maintenance of the Pier Avenue ramp ingress and 
egress point for the ODSVRA. 

I a;.;rec with your staff that the issues raised by the appeal are directly related to the larger coastal resource 
issues regarding the operation of the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area (ODSVRA). This 
appeal raises many of the same issues which you addressed during DPR's request for amendment to its 
Coastal Development permit on February 14, 2001, when you were asked by State Parks to amend the 
Coastal Development Permit condition of approval which required them at least to conduct 
comprehensive environmental review before determining the best management practices, and number of 
vehicles, at ODSVRA. . 

I respectfully disagree with your staffs analysis and conclusion that the appeal fails to raise a substantial 
issue just because this commission determined in February that a Technical Review Team (TRT) might 
someday have input on how maintenance of the Pier Avenue ramp should be coordinated with area wide 
objectives for habitat protection and coastal access and recreation. Clearly the appeal raises the 
substantive issue that the ramp provides access to a noncoastal dependant activity (recreational vehicle 
use) in an ESHA, and that the ramp maintenance/ activity violates the Coastal Act. The TRT is too little 
too late. A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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The Langford appeal not only raises some of the same issues as those which the Commission wrestled 
with last February, but things have gotten worse, not better, at the ODSVRA. The_ ODSVRA no longer 
has any incidental take permits for the western snowy plover, California least tern or steelhead trout. 
Because the Army Corps of Engineers no longer permits the activities at the ODSVRA, and because the 
DPR has ceased it's Section 7 Consultation with US Fish & W Service, both the County ofSLO and your 
staffs reference to the biological opinion are in error. 

Additionally, according to State Parks, 66 of the 68 western snowy plover chicks hatched at the park this 
are unaccounted for, and State Parks claims they will have no confirmation of the number which died this 
year until October. (So much for adaptive management.) Earlier reports in July from State Parks claimed 
that 46 or so of these plovers were killed by shrikes. {Please see the copy of a Tribune news report 
attached hereto and incorporated by reference.) Despite requests by the Santa Lucia Chapter of the Sierra 
Club and EDC in May to DPR to institute a predator management program immediately, it appears this 
will be delayed until next year. There is evidence that the design of the exdosures meant to protect the 
plovers from vehicles makes them easy prey for the shrikes. Absent vehicles, the plovers could be 
protected without this type of exclosure until such time as the scientists fully understand how to protect 
them. (Please see copy of Five Cities Press Recorder news article attached.) 

So, the delay in instituting seasonal closures during plover nesting and fledging season this year has 
apparently wiped out the entire generation of western snowy plover chicks at the ODSVRA. If this 
weren't tragic enough, we also have a confirmed report of the death of a western snowy plover 
which fledged in Monterey this year, but which died a few weeks ago at the ODSVRA. According 
to recognized plover expert Phil Persons, the \Vestern Snowy Plover is in serious need of protection, 
with a recent statewide plover census reporting that this species' population in California has 
declined by 1/3 in the last five years. There are less than 1,000 individual birds left! 

• 

We also have a confirmed report of a California least tern which died at the ODSVRA by blunt trauma in • 
May 2001. California least terns are fully protected birds under California law. Additionally, the TRT 
has yet to be fully established, and the first meeting of the TRT is tentatively planned for the middle of 
October. Apparently the Independent Scientific Subcommittee to the TRT has not yet been established, 
either. 

The Santa Lucia Chapter of the Sierra Club and the Environmental Defense Center have served two 60-
day notices of intent to sue for violations of the Endangered Species Act at the ODSVRA, and we do 
indeed intend to sue soon. · 

The threatened and endangered species and their habitat at the ODSVRA are destroyed daily by vehicle 
recreation, they cannot wait while a TRT devises more studies and management strategies. 

It would benefit the threatened species if one of the state agencies in charge of our public trust resources 
could call a halt to the activities at the ODSVRA at least until it has gained the incidental take permits 
required under the Endangered Species Act. · 

The DPR does not address where they plan to deposit the sand removed from the ramp now that they no 
l01~ger have a permit from the Army Corps of Engineers to dump the sand in the ocean. The SLO County 
p-:nnit does not address this sand placement, and this change in the project requires an EIR. 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pi<r A,e. Sand Rl 
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I also want to draw your attention to the emergency permit issued by the SLO County to allow ramp 
maintenance while the Langford Appeal is pending. It is my understanding that this emergency permit 
will expire once the commission rules on the appeal. 

The Santa Lucia Chapter of the Sierra Club and the Environmental Defense Center argued during the 
February 14, 2001 hearing that it is necessary to impose a moratorium on vehicles. or at least seasonal 
closures, during Western Snowy Plover and California Least Tern nesting and fledging periods, and 
during steelhead trout spawning, while an independent team of scientists undertakes studies to understand 
the adverse environmental impacts caused by the vehicular activity. 

Only after such independent comprehensive environmental review has been conducted should vehicles be 
allowed to return to the ODSVRA, with the number and access of these vehicles to be determined 
pursuant to "adaptive management" measures with which the Technical Review Team could help guide 
the State Parks' superintendent. State Parks admits they don't have sufficient environmental data to 
determine the "magic number" of vehicles on the dunes, but they want to be allowed to continue the 
destruction by 4300 vehicles per day, with absolutely no vehicle limits on major holiday weekends, while 
they try to figure it out. DPR reported the death of a snowy plover chick on July 4, 2001. The reports of 
the destruction from the Labor Day weekend are yet to be received. Labor Day 2000 saw 65,000 vehicles 
on the beach and dunes during the three-day weekend. 

As you may recall, the Santa Lucia Chapter of the Sierra Club provided you with the video we produced 
"Easing the Throttle", and presented this video during the February 14 hearing to show you why this 
noncoastal dependent vehicular recreational activity has been called one of the longest running and most 
environmentally destructive coastal tragedies. Currently State Parks is allowed to let over one million 
dune buggies and other off-road vehicles annually tear apart sensitive dune structure and destroy 
endangered species such as the snowy plover. This video features experts on snowy plovers. steelhead 
trout, and threatened dune plants and structure. You saw four wheel drive cars racing right through 
Arroyo Grande Creek, rendering useless this steel head trout stream. The spectacle of off road vehicle 
destruction can be seen again by linking to the Santa Luci~ Chapter website at: 
http://sierracl ubslo.org/archive/mar 0 1/6.html. 

I include here our opposition to the staff recommendation in February 2001 on the following issues: 

• Need for Comprehensive Environmental Review, and a Moratorium on Vehicles While it is Conducted. 

It is imperative to require a plan for comprehensive environmental review of the impacts caused by 
vehicles to Chumash sacred burials, the endangered snowy plover and California Least Tern, the 
threatened steel head trout and the fragile dunes ecosystem. As experts in the video explained, a 
moratorium on vehicles is needed to protect these Chumash burials and endangered and threatened 
species while the studies are being conducted. At the very least, I urge you to require complete 
archaeological and geoarchaelogical surveys of the riding area, with a moratorium on vehicles until the 
reports of the surveys are reviewed by your staff and the San Luis Obispo County Chumash Council. 
Additionally, please require seasonal closures to vehicles as a condition of approval to State Parks' 
county permit application. State Parks admits it doesn't have sufficient information to determine the 
impacts to steelhead during spawning season, nor impacts to snowy plover and least tern during nesting 
and fledging season. They would rather you make the Chumash and the environmentalists prove that 
vehicles arc impacting, instead of fulfilling the requirements of CEQA. the Coastal Act, and the 
Endangered Species Act by protecting the Chumash burials and cultural sites, and the sensitive species 
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' 
habitat until such time as they can prove that the recreational activity is not a significant adverse impact to 
these protected cultural and environmental resources . 
• Issue of Fundamental Fairness and Equity. 

We have waited nearly 20 years for State Parks to conduct and complete comprehensive environmental 
review. Any other project would be required to produce environmental impact studies to prove that the 
activity will not cause significant adverse impacts to the environment. In the video, you saw Tyco 
Submarine Systems' Construction Manager, Tony Keyser, discuss the regulatory scheme that fiber optic 
company Global Crossing was subjected to both prior to and during the construction of its fiber optic 
cable landing at Grover Beach. Keyser points out that it is fundamentally unfair to require his project to 
undergo intense environmental scrutiny while he watches cars tear up the beach within sight of his project. 
Also, in response to environmental studies showing the impacts to snowy plovers, just last year the 
Ccastal Commission closed Lompoc State Beach to even pedestrian traffic. As a condition of approval 
for State Parks' permit, I urge you place a moratorium on vehicles until State Parks project/activity has· 
been subjected io the same level of scrutiny as any other project/activity in the Coastal Zone. 

• Sand Build Up in Front of Homes. 

It is important to note that this commission is still trying to find a long-term solution to the problem of 
sand build-up in front of Oceano beachfront homes. Because this area is an ESHA, and critical habitat 
for the western snowy plover, this commission has denied the homeowners permits to grade the sand in 
front of their homes. According to geologist David Chipping, the effect of vehicles driving on the sand 
breaks the surface, loosening the sand and causing it to be more easily carried in the ever-present wind at 
the dunes. Therefore, by permitting the maintenance of the ramp, you are exacerbating the problems of 
the homeowners. Also, the SLO County permit being appealed does not address the issue of where the 
sand removed by grading of the ramp will be placed. The change in the project allowing DPR to place 
sand other than in the ocean requires an Environmental Impact Report which addresses all of the issues 
raised by the appeal. 

In conclusion, I respectfully request that the California Coastal Commission uphold the appeal of Nell 
Langford, and that you require and Environmental Impact Report which will include feasible less 
da:11aging alternatives as required by CEQA. 

Whether the appeal is upheld or denied, I request that you determine that the Emergency Permit issued by 
the County of San Luis Obispo for maintenance of the Pier Avenue ramp pending this appeal has expired. 
Clearly, no one is contending that there is an emergency which requires the recreational use of vehicles 
on the dunes. Absent the vehicles, no access for emergency vehicles exists. 

I also respectfully request that you schedule the annual permit renewal hearing for State Parks' CDP in 
February 2002. 

Please require an EIR to provide protection of this rare and precious coastal resource. It is time to put a 
stop to one of California's longest running and most environmentally damaging coastal tragedies, at least 
while these studies are conducted. 

Thank you for all that you do to protect our magnificent California coast. 

• 

• 
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Chair, Santa Lucia Chapter of the Sierra Club 
Cc: Peter Douglas, Executive Director, California Coastal Commission 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 

Printed on Recycled Paper Exhibit G, p.66 



FROM : DOUG BUCKMASTER PHO>lE NO. : EOS 927 4206 Sep. 06 2001 06:36PM P1 
'f' ... 

AsL1~.coast~ nlalntCet~ _______ ,,,, -~- ~ 
Post Office Box 14422 • Sa11 Luis Ocispc. CA 9,3406 • (805) 782-4012 
------- -~·· -------

September· 6, 2001 

. :. . caiifomia Coastal Commission 
· . 725 Front Street, Suite 300 
· Santa Cruz, CA 95060·4508 

RECEIVED 
SEP 0 6 2001 

CALIFORNIA . 
CCASTAL COMMISSION 
ClNTRAL COAST AREA 

re: Appsal No. A-3-01-61 . 
Par~~~:; & Rae., San Luis Obispo County 

·Dear Commissioners: 
·. . 

· SLO Coast Alliance is a consortium Of over 20 en··i:rcnmental organizations active or, the 
. Qeritral Coast of California, and mostly- !n S-3n Lu:s Obispo County. These groups In tum 
have supporters In excess of 6,000 vo'.1:xs. Our r.1ajor focus 1$ the pr~on and 
preservation of our precious coast. · 

We are writing in support the above appeal to the Coastal Commission by Nelll..angford, 
just as we support all efforts to limit the destruction ct vehicles on the OCeano .Dunes. !his : 

• 

area is totally inappropriate as a StateVt":lhia.llar Recreation Area. . ._ · _ 

Oceano oun~s is a very fragile ecosystem .. Several enda~red species have lived there • 
for eons and are being drtven to extinction because of violations of the Endangered 
Species Act by California State Parks. California Least Terns, Western Snowy Plowrs, 
and even humans are being killed on the dunes unnecessarily. . 

The Coastal Commission has been compliant for far too long. There shou~d be an 
immediate moratortum on vehldes on t!·~ OQaano Ounes L!f"'til State Parks can d=ay the 
-~ry incidental take permits and until sppropriatP scientific studies are·oom •. No 
more wildfffe and plantlife should be placed at jeopardy because of the excessive vehloular 
actiMies on the dunes. · 

Lastly, there should be no vehi~lar tran~:c cr'?ssing Ar_royo Gran~ Creek at any tlme of the 
year. Endangered steelhead trout are found 1n those wmers, thetr only acoess to and from 
the Pacific Ocean. This abuse of the Endangered Species Aa cannot be toler~ted any 
longer. We ask for your immediate re!i'!lf. 

· Sincerely, 

/(~c__ 
Tamin Collins, Co-Chair 

f~ldtG~'LtCJMfll_~;~ ~~ 
Pam Marsl'Jaii-Heatherington~ Co-C~ 

___ . __ ·_ ·-·--····- . MeMSER OR>ii\NI~~TIONS . . . - · . t 
Santa lucia Chapter, Sierra Clvb • Frier~ds of tn<;~ f.:anchLand • SQ~. Lu's Say Chapter.Surfriders Founaation • d~~J-,Q;~ -;,{(~6 bgJS!Iar~nd·Ra 

ECOSLo'· Santa Morga rita Area Resident~ Tcgeiher • Ven:ar.a \Wdtrr:ess Association· Citizens for a Vehicle Free Nip~iJ!.\eil-'.Jtp16 p 67 
Planning "'nd Cor~servation Leag'-'e • Co~s:-.valk • SLO Co,:nt>' Chuma~h Council• Environmental Action Commltt~~W,A ' . • 

s~ve O:.~r Shores. ?eo;:J!e fo~ :he Nipomc DL'rH!S. Cilnyons and Streams Alliance; Wild Nature, Inc. . . 
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RECEIVED· 
. . 

SEP 1 0 2001 . . . . 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 
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A COPY OF THE FOLLOWING LETTER l~AS 
SUBl'HTTED BY 22 DIFFERENT INDIVIDUALS. Sep. 113 2001 132:132PM P2 FROM : BARB COLLINS/BEAC 

California Coastal Commission 
725 Front Street #300 
Santa Cruz, CA. 95060 

September 10, 2001 

RECEIVED 
SEP 1 0 2001 

lssu7 Permit .Nun:ber: A-3-SL0-0 1-061 CA 
Applicant: Cahforn1a Department of Park & Recreation, ~~ttn: Steve Yamaichi COASTAC~OOMRNIA 
Appellant: Nell langford CENTRAl COAM!~~~ 
RE: Support Nell Langford's Appeal!!!! 

Coastal Resources and Pedestrians 
can no.t access the water's edge without threat of being hit by a car 
truck, Mobile Home, Hummer, or Emergency Vehicles. ' .. 

Dear Coastal Commisioners, 

Dear Coastal Commis~ion, 

I am appalled by the constant traff!~ on the beach In Oceano, oupervised by the California 
Parks and Recreation ·oepar.rnent {ft.:nded by Ul13 Off·Hl~hwa:; Vehicles Department of 
California). Tha <l{sturbanea of human visltors:caussd by cnrs, truaks and recreation vehicles 
tying to obtain access to the park one mlla sou!h of Ooef.no Soach.lt rnakes !t Impossible to go 
to the waters edge safely. l am rask!ent of i~!:~.r .Bm" t:~cp'" [.L.. County, and I do enJoy the 
beautiful baa~h ~f Ocaano. I wc<J!d encourase atlo!hor acce.ss to·the OHV Park and leave the Oceano 
Beach for children and families to cmjoy safe!y •• ·it.l'Joat t."la t'ireat of being hit by a car, truck. or 
recreation vehicle. . ... 

. . 
1). The car&, trucks, t;ulldozen~, tli'rreatlon vuhlcles, ambulances and high 

speed vehlcles on ths beach ~ru destrojrlng tho peace and· •afety .of 
pedestrians, kids, and disturbing shore birds. They do not maintain the 
speed limit when the ·rangers ar"' not In view or attar dark. 

2). Cars are riding through rare, fragile dun a vegetation. fragmenting populations of 
endangered p!ant!t. . .. 

3}. Cars have to drive through the Arroyo Gr.lnda.Craek sensitive area. People df!ve their .. 
· cars. trucks and RV's through the river water during the months of November to APril. 

. Several vehicles a day and lata at n!ght nsad to be towed from tha rtver bad. 
4). Cars on the beach may be interfering wi:h snolhY plover nesrl,ng. 

We need more passiva forms of recreation such as walking, hikbag, biking, aurfing, sand 
castle building, volleyball, hor~eba¢k riding, ana swlmmlng.: Tho lntorn~ combustion engine 
pollutes our air. dominates the s:ne:l of the b&ach and Is unhealthy .for chDdren. The beach neodc 
lifeguards NOT cars, trucks. mobile homes or off-highway vehicles. · 

·. 

• 

• 
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September 10, 2001 

California Coastal Commission 
~P.ntrAI ~o ... ~t ni~trid Offic~ 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
fax: 831-427-4877 
email: 831-427-4863 

Appll<:-otlon Uumber: 

Appellant: 
Applicant: 
Current Agenda Date: 

Wife 

;,·o-OL0·01··001 

~on LEmgford 

RECEIVED 
SEP 1 0 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Fax: 805-481-3159 
Em::~il: KnGShoreftaol.com 

state Department of Parks and Recre~tlon 
September 12, 2001 

Dear Chairperson Sara Wan and CcmmiBsioners.: 

In thio omorgonoy, wo a.ok that you UL:J!H•ld Nolf LnH·:gford'o Appocal. Do not 

abridge Ms. Langford's rights by w.r.tf nn for th'lt r~chnlcal Review Team's (TRT'a) 
study. Ms. Langford has rnlsed sut: nt '11fltilallst~t1ot\ which the TRT will continue to 
study and hopefully find solutionn i ;:,r I boWEtve-r, Immediate relief Is sought from 
you on the 12th! Please romemb'H Lho movto 3hown at the Valentine's Day 
hearing in San Luis Obfapol 

Aa Mti~&. my huaband and I hcvc br.·t:n r:•rivil.:::-.,cd to reside ncar the beach in Oceano 
for eleven years. Our community e~·~·r:f!rlee has b.nen exiensive. 

Jam currently serving as a board me:nbar on: The Oceano Improvement Association; 
Oceano/Halcyon Advisory Committee !o Supervisor Achadjian; Oceano Women's 
Club-an Oceano Scholarship Group; Oceano Safe Aitport Committee; Oceano 
Community Center; Arroyo Grand€' tVatm'Shed Sf(~ering Committee; and, the San 
Luis Obispo Women Lavvyers Associe:·tion. · · 

My husband serves on the bonrd of Pt:Yapfe for the Nipomo Dunes. I recently finished 
serving on the Screening Commltter. r-,:: th·-e Guadalupe Air Quality Mitigation Fund . . 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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Coastal Commission 
Page Two 
September 10, 2001 
No: A·3-SL0.01-061 

1-'AC::il:. l:fl 

Our family's involvement in the comnr.:r.ity has co:ne from the fact that Immediate 
measures must be taken to protect Cllll' cc,mmuJ,Ity and lw resources. Nell 
Langford's appeal demonstrates the :;1 ~eatElr commm1ity's concerns, particular1y the 
Jack of true monitoring of how our bi!nc~,, cre:e1t, dunes, and Vletlands ... affected 
by the activities which take place thr.trm; artd, th~ lack of nafe beach acces• for a 
number of our communi~/ m~mht nP ( ··t'tn hdf 4: 4·f \'\'~'om are low income residents. 

This year, one Snowy ?lover ~t.n~ll'i'•r -:llha bmtdlnn ~~~son. A Least Tern recently 
was killed by blunt traum&. Th~re Clff~ no permitH fbr takings. The creek Is polluted 
dally by trevcroing vohioloe. r:e-r r·n"•:nn•n .,.,,i h·.,.r.,.. ..;~ ... ...,..utili,..., fhA hAAt'.h And 
children are at real dcmger due tot;·,:: fgifrJrc?J o1'\'r:hlt;:es to maintain safe speed limits, 
keep to the designated areas, and a'•oid ·show olV' bctics. · · 

Ttle County issued an ''ctmsrs;ency r;I'Vrrnlt•• to DeJ>ertm<3nt of Perks and Recreation 
(OPI'\) lU lll~llll~lll \11'11' r-i'IC'I 1"\ycrouc llo: .,.;.h ~r..-.c."'~ l'or arncarewney vwhlwl- enly. The 

efTto1~;l ur Uli:t dc~i~ion wa" to allow l<HU7 o·r t!'le>Ull·r~;"fdo of vahicl .. (non emere..,cy) 

• 

to utilize the beach even though the ClPI~ \'lfaS required to epply for and 1'808ive all 
necessary protective permits prior to maintaining the ramp access to the beach for • 
other users. These permits were required, of coursE!, to make sure that certain 
safeguards were in effect. 

To say now that there nre no substn:-1tia' :r.sues e:c:isting in this appeal is in effect 
allowing another •emergency" perml~. :JfJ.n:fing Eo·nethlng else (i.e., the convening of 
the TRT). The dutructfon contim:q.~ ·~\idle we utudy. Ms. langford needs to have 
due process in review of her appeal i:n1ci not automatic preemption of her rights by the 
TRT .. Let us see how extensive the dam~.ge is to our beach and what solutions can be 
found. Let us perform an Environm.:H. tai Impact Report! Do those FIRSTI 

Several years ago the community rallied to keep the Oceano Airport from expanding, 
an action which would have threaten !XI the quality of life for people and the beach, 
dunes, and wetlands ecosystem. 'Wn a~e rallying again to ask your support for saving 
our fragile beach, dune, creek, and wetlands econystem. · 

Thank you for taking your time on earth to protect ouml 

Kathryn M. Shore and Mm;nistrativ;;> • .. aw .ludgi! Gordon Shore, Retired • 
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September 11, 2001 
RECEIVED 

SEP 11 2001 
CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMM:ISSION 
Attention: Chairperson SARA ·wAN CALIFORNIA 

COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Please read the following into th¥ r~·cord wi!lt.f£&~nda date o[September 12. 
2001. 

It is now time for the Coastal r.or:;missior. to u~ke what some may say is 
drastic action. 

Temporary close the Occa..11o l ;! ;.;;h fo all ofT :··;);:.d vehicle traffic. 

Nell Langford's application fc:r r::ii<~:f shell!<~ n<l1 be ignored. The Pier 
Avenue Ramp must be moved to th·~ o1d timb•!r-paved location. The last 
few weekends have turned tht: c~_~;!ano Bead1 into a freeway where even 
walking near the beach jeopardizes life and limb. Parks and Recreation · 
acting for the Off-road Vehicle Commission have repeatedly shown 
complete disregard for the Co<:st;;;i Commis:;ion's desires. When the Coastal 
Corrimission wants additional irf<Jmtatkm fr-om the Parks and Recreation 
they are repeatedly politely stalled and stone:walled. The independent 
handpicked technical advisory being announced is a sham. Any 
environmental information emanating from that conunittee will be very 
narrow in scope and ignore th{! massive damag(: being inflicted by thousands 
of vehicles on the shoreline and tidal area of Oceano Beach. 

Please face the obvious and an:.;;r:: th'~ c:hargc given to you by the people of 
the State of California. If the Coa5tal Commission does not take action laws 
will be changed to elixninate a!l m:::~:orized. traffic on California Beaches. 

Respectfully submitted by: 

Q,l... ;l.UJ f.>~.:l.u~ 
John Fischer Dolores Fischer 
1843 Strand Way, Oceano, CA 93445, (805) 489-6373 or 773-1963 
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FROM BARB COLLINS/BEACH&COUNTRY R.E FAX t~J. : 805 543 5680 

California Coastal Commission 
725 Front Street #300 
Santa Cruz, CA. 9 5060 

Issue Permit Number: A-3·SL0·01-C;, ~ 

S1~pn ~r.l:¥ 1 1. 2001 

Sep. 10 2001 03:14PM fl 

RECEIVE. 
SEP 1 0 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Applicant: California Department of Park -i1 RecrE!atior .. Attn: Steve Yamaichi 

Appellant: Nell Langford 

RE: Support Nell Langford's Appe"l 
Coastal Resources and Pedestrians 
can .w:u. access the water's t~d:;;c withCtJ 1~ Lht£at of being hit by a car, 
truck, Mobile Home, Humrncr, or Emc!rg':" ncy Vehicles. 

Dear Coastal Commisioners, 

Coastal Resources and Pedestrians C2:!' m:: :.1ccess thP. w::>ter's edge without threat of being hit 
by a car, truck, Mobile Home, Hummer, er Gmergency Vehicles. Following this letter is a 
wonderful letter written to the Presidem of the United St~tes that lives in Oceano! Please have a 
Moratorium on the Pier Avenue Ramp w.t:i "".e Scientific f?evicw Team have made their 
recommendations on adaptive plan man<.;t~ru!"lt. 

I have lived in Oceano for 10 years ard :;;;n not believe the changes that have oceured on •. 
Pier Avenue. The sand ramp keeps being moved from direcdy west of Pier Avenue to 
almost infront of Nell Langford's house. :;;·.e even hild w ::itand in front of a bull dozer as 
it was plowing the natural sand berm a\'.':iy fr.)m h1~1 hous1:1 before extremely high tides and a 
storm approached on the horizon. I late· s~w the ramp completely under water. No cars could 
accses or leave the beach, until the tides recessed and the storm calmed down. 

The ramp was in a southerly directic~l 11, ;th the State; P2rks Garbage Bins infront of the large 
white house 2-5 lots south of Pier Avenl!'i. Tt1en State P41rks was trying to make a sand parking 
lot in front of Nell Langford's house. Tht~·r:- were r.o Permitsm An attorney for the owners, 
Williams Family, appealed the Pier Avenue Sand Ramp Permit in 1 990 at a Coastal · 

· commission meeting in Marina Del Ray. I was present and was surprised that there was no 
mention of the wildlife or pedestrian use of the beach. 

There use to be more surfers on the beach. The following stores have closed in the past years: 
kite store, surf store, karate studio, T-sh!tt store and 2 restauran+s have closed on Pier Avenue 
in the past 1 0 years. Most of the camp::rs come in self-contained vehicles and carrying their 
own gas. The Avenue has become very d·~pressed with little to help a pedestrian. The handicap 
wheelchair is only available outside the l~iosk when someone from coastal commission is 
visiting. 

Please support Nei!Lnagford's Appeal!!!! Have the meeting closer to San Luis Obispo Countyf 

Sincerely, 

Barbara Collins 
364 Los Cerros Drive, S~n Luis Obispo, Cl• £13405 
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September 4, 2001 

Wade Lousberg 
6549 N. Palm #235 
Fresno, CA 93704 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

RE: Permit# A-3-SL0-01-061, Item# W 18c- Grading Permit 

To Whom It May Concern: 

RECEIVED 

The Grading Permit for the sand ramp at Pier Avenue should be approved. The primary 
importance for the continued grading of the ramp is safety. When the ramps are graded, 
they allow for much safer vehicle ingress and egress on the beach. When the soft sand 
accumulates at the ramps it creates a hazardous and unsafe condition. 

The graded sand at the ramps allows vehicles to enter the park at a safe speed without the 
fear of getting stuck. The vehicles can drive slowly and cautiously to reach the 
compacted sand at the tide line and travel safely down the beach. 

When the ramps are not graded, soft sand accumulates at the ramps creating a hazardous 
condition. Vehicles have a tendency to get stuck in the soft sand on the ramp, which 
limits the ingress and egress of other vehicles. When vehicles get stuck on the ramp they 
not only obstruct access they further soften the sand. Both conditions require other 
vehicles entering or exiting the beach to speed up to avoid getting stuck. The additional 
speed and momentum a vehicle requires to reach the compacted sand at the tide line 
endangers all pedestrians and vehicles in the adjacent vicinity. Add in the vehicles that 
are stuck in the middle of the ramp and you can only imagine how dangerous this 
situation can be. 

In closing the grading of the ramp should be continued . 
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Cathy Luna 
112 E. Alhambra Rd. #16 

Alhambra, CA 91801 
626-576-8763 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Permit #: A-3-SL0-01-061 
Item#: W 18c 

RECEIVED 
SEP 1 0 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Position: Opposition to the appeal, In favor of the permit for grading. 

California Coastal Commission, 

1 am writing this letter expressing my OPPOSITION to the appeal and my 
APPROVAL of granting State Parks the permit for grading and maintaining the 
sand ramp at the Pier Avenue entrance to the ODSVRA. 

Emergency response: It requires six to ten minutes addition emergency response 
time by using the Grand Ave. Ramp versus the Pier Ave. Ramp. These additional 
minutes could determine the difference between life and death (maybe your 
own). Remember, not all emergencies are vehicle related and can include 
drowning, heart attacks, and other injuries. 

Plover: There are no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy Plovers 
have attempted to build nests near the ramp or the adjacent houses. Nor is this 
considered their preferred habitat. 

Economic Impact: The limited access of the Pier Avenue ramp directly and 
significantly impacts businesses located on Pier Avenue. As witnessed over the 
Memorial Day weekend, when the Pier Avenue ramp was closed to traffic 
exiting the beach. Every Pier Ave. business owner reported severe financial 
impact during a weekend that should have been one of the busiest of the year. 

• 

• 
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Flawed basis of the appeal: It is hypocritical to dispute the grading of the Pier 
Ave. ramp when the homeowners (including the appellant) and county permit 
grading and removal of wind blown sand on Strand Avenue and Pier Ave. 
streets. 

Best Regards, 

Cathy Luna 
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Doug Johnson 
8591 St. Augustine Dr. 

Huntington Beach. CA 92646 
714-960-3301 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Permit #: A-3-SL0-0 1-061 
Item#: W 18c 

RECEIVED 
SEP 1 0 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Position: Opposition to the appeal, In favor of the permit for grading. 

California Coastal Commission, 

I am writing this letter expressing my OPPOSITION to the appeal and my 
APPROVAL of granting State Parks the permit for grading and maintaining the 
sand ramp at the Pier Avenue entrance to the ODSVRA. 

Emergency response: It requires six to ten minutes addition emergency 
response time by using the Grand Ave. Ramp versus the Pier Ave. Ramp. These 
additional minutes could determine the difference between life and death 
(maybe your own). Remember, not all emergencies are vehicle related and can 
include drowning, heart attacks. and other injuries. 

Plover: There are no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy Plovers 
have attempted to build nests near the ramp or the adjacent houses. Nor is 
this considered their preferred habitat. 

Economic Impact: The limited access of the Pier Avenue ramp directly and 
significantly impacts businesses located on Pier Avenue. As witnessed over the 
Memorial Day weekend, when the Pier Avenue ramp was closed to traffic 
exiting the beach. Every Pier Ave. business owner reported severe financial 
impact during a weekend that should have been one of the busiest of the year. 

• 

• 
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Flawed basis of the appeal: It is hypocritical to dispute the grading of the Pier 
Ave. ramp when the homeowners (including the appellant) and county permit 
grading and removal of wind blown sand on Strand Avenue and Pier Ave. 
streets. 

Best Regards, 

Doug Johnson 
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Permit#: A-3-SL0-01-061 
Item#: W 18c 
Position: Opposition to the appeal, in favor of the permit for grading. 
Christine Ellis 
33279 Meadow Dr. 
Springville, Ca., 93265 

To whom it may concern: 

It has been brought to my attention that the appeal for the permit to grade the Pier 

Avenue ramp will be discussed at the CCC meeting on September 12. There are many valid 

reasons to keep grading and maintaining the ramp, and what seems like nothing but hot air 

trying to appeal the permit. Some key factors include safety, the environmental effect and on 

plover, the economic impact that closing the ramp would have and has had, and the flawed 

basis of the appeal. 

By taking the Grand Avenue ramp onto the beach, as opposed to the Pier Avenue 

ramp, another six to ten minutes is added to the drive time. There is a wide range of emer

gencies on the beach and in the dunes. Even five minutes can make the difference between 

life and death for people who are drowning or having a heart attack, not to mention those 

injured using OHVs. 

The Snowy Plover is a concern of all ODSVRA users, but grading the ramp has had 

no effect on these birds whatsoever. There is no scientific evidence that show that the West

ern Snowy Plovers have attempted to nest near the ramp or adjacent houses. Nor is the 

ramp area a preferred habitat for the birds. 

I personally saw the adverse effect on Pier Avenue businesses on Memorial day 

weekend. That is where most people go to pick up quick things when they do not want to 

go all the way to Grover Beach and the Grand ramp. All Pier Avenue businesses reported 

severe fmancial impact, on a weekend that should have been one of the busiest weekends all 

year. The results of the Pier Avenue ramp being closed were not only direct, but also signifi

cant. 

Finally, the basis for the appeal is completely flawed. It simply does not make sense 

to dispute the grading of the Pier Avenue ramp, while encouraging the grading and removal 

• 
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ofwind blown sand offofboth Pier and Strand Avenues. 

The Pier A venue ramp must continue to be plowed. I believe you should by now 

have seen, by this letter and those of others like myself, that the Pier A venue ramp is impor

tant to those. who are just visiting the beach, and those who make a living there. I have been 

doing my best to stay involved with the struggle over the Oceano Dunes SVRA, and stay in

formed. I know that the information here is correct, and I hope that you will think seriously 

about the issues addresses in this letter. 

I believe that it is important to heed the concerns of those who take the time to sit 

do'A-11 and write letters to the Commission, especially those of the younger generation, like 

myself I am a sixteen year old senior in high school, and I take my dirt bike riding fairly se

riously, as you may have assumed. My friends and I are on the dunes at least every other 

weekend. We are just as concerned and involved in these issues as many older people. I 

hope you will not disregard my opinion, and I seriously hope that you will not overlook the 

facts in this letter, just because of my age . 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Ste 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

RE: Oceano Dunes, Pier Avenue sand ramp 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

Agenda # ~ (,.) \~C... 
Application # A-3-SL0-0 1-061 
Barry Stotts 
Linda Tunnell 
In Favor 

SEP 1 0 2001 

CALIFOfii~IA 
COASTAL COMMISS!O! 
CENTRAL COAST ARF.~ 

As members of two families that have lived on the Central Coast for over 100 
years, we urge you to maintain the existing sand ramp at Pier Avenue, Oceano. 

It is a historical beach access. There are only two vehicle accesses on this 
stretch of beach for North Santa Barbara County and South San Luis Obispo 
County. To eliminate one would be a hardship for recreational camping, family 
use, equestrian use, seniors and persons with disabilities. 

Unless the intent is to restrict or eliminate access to that beach area, except to 
the homeowners who are lucky enough to live there for their personal use. 

Again we urge you to maintain the sand ramp. Your balanced consideration is 
greatly appreciated. 

Thank you 

~~ 
Mr. & Mrs. Curtis J. Tunnell 
3651 Tepusquet Rd. 
Santa Maria, CA 93454 

... 
' '•' [ ( . \ \ . \ 

r:: -. \ \ \ [ \ 

\ ., c . . '\....; 
,J \ \ _s,.\ ~ \ 

• 

• 
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RECEIVED 

• SEP 1 0.2001 

COAs~1LIFORNIA 
CENTRAL %g~MIS~LO-Ol-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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·sTATE oF cALIFORNIA THE ResouRcEs AGENCY GRAYOAVIS, Governor 

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION 
<CENTRAL COAST AREA OFFICE 
725 FRONT STREET, SUITE 300 
SI-NTA CRUZ. CA 95060 

AU 1~ 3 (' 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

w Jfc. 
1.7-4863 

• 

• 

IMPORTANT PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE 
NEW APPEAL 

PERMIT NUMBER: A-3-SL0-01·061 

Page: 1 
Date: August 23, 2001 

APPLICANT(S): California Department Of Parks & Recreation, Attn: Steve Yamaichi 

APPELLANT(S): Nell Langford 

DECISION BEING APPEALED: 
Maintain existing sand ramp by grading accumulated windblown sand and moving 
excess sand to the adjacent beach area. 

PROJECT LOCATION: 
Pier Avenue, Oceano (San Luis Obispo County} (APN(s} 060-381-010, 060-381-011, 
060-382-002, 060-382-003, 061-091-019, 061-091-020, 075-111-001, 075-111-002, 
092-391-013. 092-391-017. 092-391-018. 092-391-031) a· 

HEARING DATE AND LOCATION: tf 1(- "1.A . .__.... .-f.- 1_,/'J 
DATE: Wednesday, September 12,2001 JD t(J 1{/)JT/ /) fl t'tt/ ~ 
TIME: Meeting begins at 9:00AM ITEM NO: W 18c J 
PLACE: Eureka Inn (} 

518 Seventh Street, Eureka, CA ~ {)1/f( 

HEARING PROCEDURES: 1-(C1 
PHONE (707) 442-6441 ~M 1/J j) 

People wishing to testify on this matter may ap ear at the hearing or may present their concerns 
by letter to the Commission on or before the hearing date. fl/J f)l. .I ~ ./A~ A/J.J' ;L--
SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN MATERIALS: -J'[,tttr'...z.., rf/V/"V/ //{J:::> 
If you wish to submit written materials for review by the Commission, please observb0~1laRfWbMrHIS 
,.., ,,.., ..... .,..,..+;,..~.-.· lHEEN uueNT DOES LII"\T -..>v~~ .... .::>\1-Jt I..:J~ INSTR ffl 1'"" 

, WAIVER ONE'S 
• We request that you submit your materials to the Commission staff no later thao~~ 
before the hearing (staff will then distribute your materials to the Commission)~~~~~sENTm.EMENT 

. ~ 00~~~ 
• Mark the agenda number of your item, the application number, your name and your position in favor 
or opposition to the project on the upper right hand corner of the first page of your submission. If you do 
not know the agenda number, contact the Commission staff person listed on page 2. 

• If you wish, you may obtain a current list of Commissioners' mimes and addresses from any of the 
Commission's offices and mail the materials directly to the Commissioners. If you wish to submit 
materials directly to Commissioners, we request that you mail the materials so that the Commissioners 
receive the materials no later than Thursday of the week before the Commission meeting. Please mail 
the same materials to all Commissioners, alternates for Commissioners, and the four non-voting 
members on the Commission with a copy to the Commission staff person listed on page 2 . 

• You are requested to summarize the reasons for your position In no more than two or th_ree pages, if 
possible. You may attach as many exhibits as you feel are necessary. A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pter Ave. Sand Rar 
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C~ CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION 



Twee/Twee/Twee or Meow/Meow/Meow 

"Twee Twee Twee " , ' , 
chirped a tiny little bird, 

slumbering in a tree. 

"Meow Meow Meow " . ' . , ' 
meowed a nocturnal house cat, 

having climbed the tree. 

Alas! 
"Twee, Twee, Twee" 

is no more to be! 

"Meow, Meow~ Meow," 
on the prowl again 

to climb a tree, 
to feed on another 

"Twee, Twee, Twee?" 

Will it be the 
"Twee, Twee, Twee" OR 

Will it be the 
"Meow, Meow, Meow," 

Around the house or 
In the tree? 

.. 

• 



.. 

• 

• 

• 

California Coastal Corr~ission 
725 Front Street 
Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 

RECEIVED 
w 1 rc. SEP o 4 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

95060-4508TO: E-Mail: TO:<rbrooke@coastal.ca.gov> 

RE: F.ppeal No. A-3-01-61 (Parks & Rec., San Luis Obispo Co.) Appeal by Nell 
Langford from decision of County of San Luis Obispo granting permit with 
conditions to California Department of Parks & Recreation to maintain 
existing sand ramp at Pier Avenue, Oceano, San Luis Obispo County. (SM-SC). 

Dear Coastal Corr~issioners, 

I will be unable to attend hearing in Eureka on Sept. 12th. Please include my 
co~~ents as part of the record. 

: s~pport t~e appeal and all efforts to protect the fragile Oceano Dunes 
ecosyste~ !rom State Parks' gross mismanagement. This includes the 

;:t::stern s:1c'.-ii plover, >vhich has suffered a dramatic decline in 
populatio~ Ly 1/3 over just the last five years, with less than 1000 
individual Lirds left !n California. 

~~e to the fact that t~e California Least Terns and Western Snowy Plovers are 
curr-e:-.:::~· :~;;;;.;-,g r.arassed and are dying in the ODSVRA, and that the State 
Par~s has ~~ incidental take permits, the State Parks is in violation of the 

:5;:::ecies hct . 

~te State rarks reust be held accountable for allowing all but one of the 50 
snm.;y ple:ve:· chicks that hatched this year to die at the Oceano Dunes State 
Vehicular ~~e:reational Area. 

I req'.les:: t:-:at the Coastal Commission take immediate action to close the 
c;:;sv?Jl. __ ·.·eh.!.cles unLl State Parks can show it has obtained an incidental 
take t ~or the demise of the endangered and threatened species killed 

A ~cratori'.l= on vehicles must be imposed until State Parks can guarantee that 
no more t~reatened California least terns or snowy plovers will be harassed 
c-:: die at :::-,e ODSVR.r..., or that Parks has obtained the necessary incidental 
ts.t:e perr.li ts. 

The dunes are the essential environment that these species must have to 
procreate. I ask you, HOW CAN THAT BE considered less a priority than our 
desire to recreate? Are \ve willing to tell the generations who will come 
after us that our fun was more important than the survival of another 
species? 

Thank you for taking the right action. 

Sincerely, 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Rarr 
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August 29, 2001 

Coastal Commission 
725 Front Street #300 
Santa Cruz, CA.,95060 
RE: Appeal No. A-3-01-61 (Parks & Rec., San Luis Obispo >>Co.) 

Greetings. 

IAJ lie. ' 
RECEIVED 

SEP 0 4 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

The California Department of Parks and Recreation is currently in violation ofthe Endangered 
Species Act by continuing to maintain and permit the use of the sand ramp at Pier Avenue in 
Oceano California. This ramp, due to the recreational vehicle activity it encourages, results in the 

.. 

• 

harassment and potential death of California least terns, western snowy plovers and degradation • 
of steelhead trout habitat. Due to the impact of recreational vehicles on the western snowy plover, 
State Parks would need an incidental take permit to be in compliance with the Endangered 
Species Act. 

The \\·estern sno\\)' plover has suffered a dramatic decline in population by over 113 in the last 
five years. \Yith less than 1 ,000 individual birds left in California. State Parks must be held 
accountable for allowing all but one of the 50 snowy plover chicks that hatched this year to die at 
the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreational Area. 

Please do what you can to protect this fragile area and its vulnerable plants and wildlife. 

Sincerely. 

~~//__ i?t/?A-f~ 
Ellen Perryess / 
800 Santa Ysabel v 

Los Osos. C\ 93402 

A-3-SW-01-061 (Pi« Ave. SondRa! 
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Sep 01 01 OS:20a of"f'roadr i der· 

RECEIVED 
C~lifornia Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
125 Front Street. 5vi+e 300 
5an+a Cruz. CA 95060 

SEP 0 7 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

September 1, 2001 

Fa><: (8?>\) 4-2.1-4811 

Permit~: 
Item if: 
Position: 

A-3-Slo-01-06! 
'tl'& 
~ition to the appeal. :n favor of .;h:: p:rmit for ~a:fine. 

I am in opposition to +he appeal; I aM h~ J:avor of -rh!: permit for ~in~ There are over 
one million visitors to the be(:leh. V·J:ih:v~ +re ~p•di!·~_J. ~~~ of +he visitors and local 
business's loose. As a matter of f<l:c·. 1• .e "ppel!nrd ·.-.•1: also I~ because she will not 
nave those who recreate on the be;;-.vh l·o ren\- to. Jts~ ever +he Labor~ weellend. her 
proper+Jt was rente~ to s~me recreatinni~'··r from Fre·:.:'\:-. 

Secondlj. it is hard to vr.derst<~r~d ho\•J :rni<; lat'ldowtH::- c.c·Jid appeal the permit for ,-ac:li~ 
while she allovvs for sand to be remc·\'cd from +he ~ec:.!:\;front in front of her propeN;y.· · 

Other issues +o conside:- are: 

Emer::rnCJI response: it rea.uires six. iO te"' minu-tes a.ddition emeroenG,)' re-sponse time b,)l 
usin~ the Grand Ave. Rrunp ve~us tte Pier Ave. ~nnp. These ~itionl111 minotes could 
c:letermine the G4ifferet11ie be-\wcen lif!' 1\r.~ a~a+h (tn\)ltC ,)'Ot.Jr own). !aemetnber, not ~~ 
emer:;:rncies are vehicle relc.tted e>.n~ c-<>n i:').:;!vdt! ctOI.--.;nin~J. hear+ M+~s. and other 
injuries. 

Plover: There· are t'\D facts or scienHfir. ev\deno-;: +hrrr Western 5nO'v'J,)' Plovers have 
attempted to builcl nests near +he w np or the 21 (l<~~el"-t houses. Nor is +his cansic:lered 
their preferrecf habit<tt. 

Economic lmpac;t: The limi+ed uces-s cf .1.~ Pier A-.·.~nLJC rMlp direct!,)' and si:lf1tfi&an+\y 
impu+s businesses loc2tf¢d on Pier ,1.v'el':Je. As wi:w.essec::l CNer the lv\emorial ~ 
wee~nd. when +he Pier t ... ven~.;e ro:n::- w~ ck,..;e,4 .;.; ~-r'*fit; exi+ino the beach. Evecy Pier 
Ave. ~it'\e$s owner repor+ed severe fi,lZII'CiC~I i:rp2~+ durit10 a wee~nc::l that should ha'lfc 
been one of the busiest of the ~u.r. 

Aawed ~is of +he appeal: I+ is hj"roc~i+i;al +c :Ai-:.?Vfe -the ~i~ of the Pier A'lfe. 
ramp when the homeowners (inc.ludin~ J~he appellant) and coun+j' pertni+ orM~ and .. · 
removal of wind blown sand on Strand. Avenue and Pier Ave. streets. . 

We +rust ::JOU wiH see th<tt there a~e h"'o sides +o each s+or:J. Lkwise. Friends of 
Oceano and our cammunii;y expect -+hat the California Coastal Commission will at+ 
responsibl.)l. 1 

Th~nl<. you. 
\<'.im ~mmer 
33() West P~.u1 Av~;. 
CloVIS CA 9%12. 

,. 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ram 
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.,.,m oy; t!UIIUNWOOD FARM WINERY; so:3 e.s:1 o16B; Sep-7-01 8:21AM; Page 1/1 

Permit# A-3-SL0-01..()61 
Item# W18c 

Position: Opposi~lc n to tho appeal, In favor of the permit for grading. 
Ben & Janice Ross 

September 6, 2001 

California Coastal Commission 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Subject: Sand removal of access n~ll'li1 for ODSV~A 

RECEIVED 
SEP 0 7 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

We are in favor of removal of sand f.x w::cess to the beach at the end of Pier Avenue in 
Oceano, CA for the following reas:;:1:::· 
We feel it first and most important f•Jr ihe emergency vehicles be able to have access in 
the event of an emergency. The resp·:mse time must be as little as possible for any life
saving efforts. 

• 

The entrance from Grand Avenue !~W;lms intrusive to those people who elect to go the •. 
beach with the added traffic of vehic!cs towing their off-highway toys. The beaches are 
divided so that people can enjoy ttu~lr visit in their own way. On Memorial weekend 
when the Pier Avenue ramp was not graded the extra traffic was excessive to that end 
of the beach. Small children aren't used to that much added traffic. 

' 
Public access to the off road area tws b13en open for decades and is enjoyed by 
thousands of people that have inv'.~:sted lots of m::~ney in their toys and campers. They 
spend money in the area on gas and ·,:.:>od In the grocery stores or at local restaurants. 
Some people stay in hotels or in other campgrounds in the area and enjoy the day on 
the beach during the day. 

It seems very unfair that the prope1ty :J1Nners who are appealing the permit get so much 
of your attention when automobile access was going on before there was houses there. 
That's like moving into a neighborhood under a flight pattem and then wanting to close 
the local airport. Who was there first? 

Please grant the permit to keep the ramp graded. 

Ben and Janice Ross 
3305 Via Barba 
Lompoc, CA 93436 
805 733 1635 

• A-3-SLO-Ol-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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.. C9NCEPT~ IN TILE 559 294 105i •:!i:::>ll8/iZJl 10: 44A P. 001 

• 
------------···--·---»·····---.. ·--- ------·- ... Permit ft..-· A-3-SL0.01-:001 

Item#: w 18e 

• 

• 

Posi\ion: O~position to the a • favor of the peimit for Qrading. 

To: California Coastal Commission, 725 Front St, Ste. 3JO. S3.1tn Crt~ ~15000 or fax t 831) 427-48n 

Subject Sand removal of access ramp tor O!JSVRA 

t am in favor of removal of sand tor access to the beach ll ''1~ !!fld o~ PiP.r t·Y"'tiU( i:: Oceano. Ca. tor the following reasons: 

1. Public access to this beach has occurred for over 10•) :t•: ~rs, end has !:>ten «To:mized since th~ dawn of the automobile. Motor 
vehides wore on this beach long before anycne built a I) lw Hs on St,and '-'• t~y: it is my opinion that the appellant wants to remove 
vehicles to increase the amount she can charge for her r tr.; 11 units. TJ,Is f>ent,"·ts th'l app~llant's pocketbook, not the general public, 
who continue to show their desire to access this beach with ..,,l·1:c:l·~s. as wi!r:E>S\'00 by ODSVRA attendance figures. It is San Luis 
Obispo County's most popular park, drav.r.ng half again a!. ma'ly visitors M th~ r:-restlgious and well-.-dvertised Hearst Castle, 

2. The appellant states that the nndangered spe:::ie:;, '.1' 1-:·:.1•! r 13nOWJ F'lcNer, rcar.:s this area in front of her rental property to survive. 
Tnlsl-s e falsehood, as any reputable biologist will lest•':. 'h: 1 ~-'lmvy ?love'!· d:, r1ot nest in areas -.....tterethere are adjacent pretiator 
hiding areas, such as structures Tile very structure H.e~ ~-, · a~pellar•1 ow:-1~ prl"cludos Snowy Plov&rs from nesting. 

3. The appelle~nt and other property ow11?rs olcng Strand •'1 '!' rEl!J«;Ia·ty p~:itb~. the County of San luis Obispo to romove wind-bii)Wn 
sand from the areas fronting their s~ructures vmen it teg'r1!- :,: pile up, yet th~ O:JP'?I:ant wishes to stop sand removal from the access 
ramp. To mo, this is a double standard: Why is remove! o: Janel ok i' it bM·:rr.:~ a few homeownors, but not ok when It txmefits the 
visitors to a popular park? 

4. Emergency vehicles must ac~ss the OCiSVRA for t·f~-~·• ving serv ces. If they can not use the Pier Av.nue ramp to help injured or 
sick people, their response times am dala}•ea by havinrJ to use the Grand Avenue ramp a mile or so to the north. I, for one, would not 
want to be responsible for a death if emergency vehicles are delayed by not t>'!ing able to get on the beach et Pier Ave; Do you? 

5. If vehicles do not haY$ easy aocess from Pier Avefu.;t:, hay will dt .. ert to the Grand Avenue ramp. Many of the visitors to this area 
are destined for the off-road riding area of ODSVRA, a·1r1 !;b·p:y a.jd extra trartic to the licensed-vehicle-only area between Grand and 
Pier. Forcing the off-roaders to enter at Grand Avenue denr<~dcs the boac"l ell}}'lrience for those who use the beech between Grand 
and Pier. 

The California Coastal Commission's charter tells it to. ·r.f.,~; im'le public acccs~. to and along the coast and maximize public 
roor~ional opportunities In the coastal zono consi$tent wilL :our'l<l resources conservation principles and coru;titutionally protected 
tights of p!'ivete property owners." i'his ramp leads. to ~ pC>r•:.~'ar public recreation area. The appellant does no\ own the property where 
she is trying to have grading stopped. The public does 11':•: pllblic h.-,s prove:'l, with their high attendance figures, that they want this 
ramp maintained for access. Please do wh<~t the public wor.ts, ani continue to allow Stato Parks full permission to grade the access 
ramp at Pier Avenue. 

Thank you, /..Ail.Jl<{ ~< l £ Y, 
25 c,y ~_,Jwb0 fix; e. . RECEIVED 
e~Jrs ~- q~(p;/ 

SEP 1 0 ~001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST t\REA 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. SandRa 
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...... ~ ..... c:r I:::; J.N TILE 559 294 lOSl 

----·------·--·--··--··--···. 

:~9.'10101 10:44A P.002 

. Permit #: . A·3-SL0.01..001 
Item#: W1&: 

• 
Posi:lon: Opp<,>~:tion to the appeal, In favor o~~~ 

To: CalifOrnia Coasial Commission. 725 >=ront St, Ste. 30~'• Sant<l C•uz, CA H5060 or fat to (831) 427-4877 

Subject: Sand removal of access ramp for OOSVRA 

t am in favor of removal of sand for access to tho boor; ... r: ':h.g end or Pior t.vE·nul' in Oceaflo, ca, for the following reasons: 

1. Public access to thi$ beach hts occurred for ov!r I ~l~ re.us. and llllS !lr:~ n t':'l(/·:JfiZeQ since the dawn of the automobile. Motor 
vehicles were on this beach long before sr'lyooe built :zn; tnr;es on Shmri Wr::i. !tis my opinion that the appellant wants to remove 
vehicles to Increase the amount she can charge for h<:: ro;r.al unit.;. Tl'\lt; ! ~nefits the appellant's pocketbook, not the g&neral public, 
Who continue to show their desire lo acce~;s this beach w tM v91icles. es -..itr>esr.ed by OOSVRA attendance figures. It is San Luis 
Obispo County's most popular park. drawir.g half agai•1 at. ma"''y visitors ~:; lh•l J:r~tigic•us and well-edvertlsed Hearst Castle. 

2. The appellant states that the endangered species. \'lt•r :~e :n Snowy l"lc•t~>r, '"-Ht'.is this area in front of her rental propetty to sllf'.live. 
'This Is a falsehood, as any reputabl9 biologi'St v.ill tef.t ly t•1ilt SI'\OW)' Plo"u~. do net nest in aron where there are adjacent predator 
hiding areas, such as struct1.1res. The very structure tr.at tl11.~ appell2n: o~r:s ~recludes Snowy Plovers from oostlng. 

3. Tho appellant and other property owne:-s along Str~:'l:i Way regula·ty ~t·:iti;llllhe County of San Luis Obispo to remove wind-blown 
$and from the erees fronting their structures when It b~ 'ns to pile U.3, ye: tn& &;')Pellant wishes to stop sand removal from the accees 
ntmp. To me, this Is a double standard: Why is romo-..a: '!rf sand ok if 1t t>t~Mfr.s a few homeowners, but not ok wh~o it benefits the 
visitors to a popular park? 

4, Emergency vehicles m1.1s~ aceess the ODSVRA for iilc·saying serv:ccs. r: they can not uselhlt Pier Awnue ramp to help Injured or 
sick people, their response times are delayed by having to use th~J Grand Avanue ramp a mile or so to lhlt north I, fot one. would not 
want to be responsible for a death if emergency vehicles are delayed by nnt b11ing able to get on the beach at Pier Ave. Do you? 

5. If vehicles do not have easy ~~CCeSS from Pier Avem.:A, th.:y will diYelt to tl"t: Grand Avenue ramp. Many of the visitors to this area 
are destined for the off-road riding area of OOSVRA, and simply add e:<tra :raffle to the ficensect-vehld-.onJy area between Grand and 
Pier. Forcing the off-roaders to enter at Grand Avanuo C"!;r:>des the beach exp..mence for those who use the beach b«Men Grand 
and Plor. 

The Califomia Coastal Commission's chart..-r tells it to "MaYimize public aec~s to end along the coast end maximize public 
recreational opportunities in the eoaStli!l zone consistent with sound resources conservation principles. and constitutionetly protected 
fishl$ of private property owners.· This rarrp loads to a po;>ular public recreation area. The aJ)pellant does not own 1he pro~ where 
she is trying to have grading stopped. The public doe:>. lite public has prove:-~, with their high att811danoe figures, that lhey want this 
tamp maintained for access. Please do W1at the public wnnts, and continue t'> a now stato Parks full permluion to grade the acc;es$ 

ramp at P.ier A~nue. R E c E I v ED 
Thank you, 1 / / . ~d-14 ~ ~v.,(J.ed~ SEP 1 0 2001 

~ .5: ~ ~- tO~~ CALIFORNIA 

• 

.. 

~ Ut- 9:?70£/ ~~~~i~~ri~~~~.· 
P..5. --1M.. ~ <>/- .:d<.. ~ ~ . .tk. . . 
~ ft .AV~t-; ~ /.de_ ~ ~ /LJ/~· 
CP1-~ ~ ~~:!~~ ~a_ ~ '-/~ t1tf- VP{A/tJ ..... 
~~ /"'~~· ~ _.a;c- t.. r· A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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.. CONCEPT~ IN TILE 559 294 ::. "161 8?/10/01 lc:l:44A P.003 

• 

• 

• 

Permit 11: A;3:8L0.01·061 
Item~ W 18c 

Po:;itior-: Oq.losi!ion to the appeal, In favor ofthe permit for grading. 

To; Caliklrnia Coastal Commis!>ion, 725 Front St., Sk. 30;:1 ~;~1nta C:uz, GA ~5060 o: fax to {831) 427-4877 

Subject Sand removal of access ramp for ODSVRA 

1 am in favor of removal of sand for access tc tM bea · · ; I' ·•rJ enc c•l Pit. · :.·M~·J~ h Oceano, Ca, for the following rea$0nS: 

1. Public access to this beach has occurred for over 1 C :1 >..-::3rs, and has t;.;'-" 11 ":>tor~ed ~inee the dawn of the automobile. Motor 
vehicles were on this beach long before anyone built a~(. Mmes on Strar.;l WJy. it is. my opinion that the appellant wants to remove 
vehicles to increase the amount she can charge for her r<.:~~t~l unit~ .. ihls hen<!!:ts the ~ppellant's pocketbook, not the general public, 
who continue to show their desire to access this beach Wl!li V£•hie!E!S, as w'tntt~se::l by OJSVRA attendanee figures. It Is San Luis 
Obispo County's most popular park, dnr.ving half aga!;. rs l"l~r.y visitors m, thr.• ;:ore$tig!ous and well-advertised Hearst' Castle. 

2. The appellant states that the endangered species, V\unn Snowy Pro·.·o;r, needs this area in front of her rental pi'op(:fty to sutllive. 
This is a falsehood, as any reputable biologist will tesUf1• t~~~:~ Snowy PlovGrs do not nest in areas Where there ere adjacent predator 
hiding ar~. such as structures. ihe very structure that !Ill' ~ poetlant O'w'•ns pr&-::h:des Snowy Proven; from nosting, · 

3. Tha appellant and other property ow!'lars along Stra~d '.'lay re~tl.llirlr potit'l)n :he County of San luis Obispo to remove wlnd·blown 
sand from the areas fronting their structures whe'l it bfJ:l!!lS to r:Uc up, ~·at tho a'J:'pe!lant \vi$hes to stop 5and remove! from the access 
ramp. To me, this is a clouble standard: Why is removal ol sand o~: if i'i t:•lr.efol! a few homeowners, but not ok when it benefits the 
visitors to a popular park? 

4. Emergency vehicles must access the OwSVRA for Lt)-::nving tervh:es. If lho;,y can not use the Pier Avenue ramp to help injured or 
sick: people, their response times am delayed by havins to us£- tho- Gro3nd .!wen;;e ramp a mile or so to the north. I, for one, would not 
want to be re$ponsible for u death if emergency vehiclin 3rE" delayed by n•:t bt•ing able to get on the beach at Pier Ave. Oo you? 

5. If vehicles do not have easy acoess from Prer A venus. th("f >'lilt divr.rt tc· the Grand Avenue ramp. Many of the visitors to this area 
are destined for the off-road riding area of ODSW1A, or.r: sim~·l:t ad4 mtra traffi(; to the licensed-vehk:lo-only area between Gnlnd and 
Pier. Forcing the olf-roaders to enter at Grand Ave"ue ~ :'~·'Cides the huwto (·l<p¢rience for thOse who use the beach between Grand 
and Pier. 

The Callfomia Coastal Commission's charter tells it to, -~~!x'rr.i:::o pub!b a::cess to end along the coast end maximize public 
recreationeal opportunities in the OQa:;tal zone consister.' ;.<,•ith !> :lur.d resources conservation principles and constitutionally protected 
rights of private pro~ owners. • This ramp l£:ads to <' pcpul:<r put; lie reemati<::n area. The appellant does not own the property where 
$he is trying 1o have grading ~opped. The public does :•t! ,;L blic h<1s p·uw:n. with their hi9h attendance figures, that tbey want this 
ramp maintained for access. Please do whet the public ·,v.~n's and C<;nfin:,;e to allow Stato Parks full permission to gntde the access 
ramp at Pier Avenue. 

Thank you, 

£-~~~-
Sc.o-\-\- ~e ~ d .. """ 
~ I '"'l ~.> I'.\. Me;,CA-t't ~ 

F("es~o CA '=('!:.>.7-;)..;}.. 

RECEIVED 
SEP 1 0 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ram1 
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Item it. W 18c 
Po~i:ic·: CJppos1ti11n to the app!!al,ln favor of the permit for grading. 

To: california Coastal Commission, 725 Front St., St.--:- 300. Santa C~L-z, CA 9505() or fa~~ 
Subject: Sand removal of access ramp for ODSVRA 

1 am in favor of removal of sand for access to the bea,.r• at i~~ end c1f Pk·' ,A.\~1l'!'Je in Oceano, c~. for tM following Nason&: 

1. Public access to this beach has occurred for over 101: yoar.$, and I' as t•;.en n~otari:zed sinctt the davm of the automobile. Motor 
vehicles were on this beach tong before anyone built a1f homes on Stt;m:t W~';!. It is my opinion that the appellant wants to remove 
\lehicles to increaso the amount she can charge for her r~ntal units. Thil\ benefits the appellenfs pocketbook, not the general public, 
who continue to show their desire to access this bli'acr with vehicles. as v;i:ressed by OOSVRA attendance figure:J. It l$ San Lui$ 
Obispo County's most popular park, drawing llalf agair '1'3 Many visitors :;s th~ pre$tigious and well-advertised Hearst C8'Stte. 

2. The appellant states that the endangera:i speci9s, Wt!!>torn Sn~ PIO•'£ r, needs this area in front of her rental property to survive. 
This Is'-' falsehood, as any reputable biologist will te$l'~r tlwt Snowy P:o···••·'S d~ n<:>t nest in ateaa whore there are edjacent predator 
hiding areas, sueh as structures. TM ver}· structure tr•-:t th· · ~·ppallart 0\.t~s s::recludes Snowy Plovers from nesting. 

3. The appellant and othor property ewners along Strsu: 'II' .y,y re1;ularl~,,: .;:ition the County or San Luis Obispo to remove wind·blown 
sand from the areas fronting their structures wh~n it li' p:·.:; ~o 1'1~ up, yet t'1o aiJpel~nt wishes to stop sand removal from the access
ramp. To me, this is a double standard: 11/hy is remove: a~ swd ok if it b;·;lof:ts a few homeowners, but not ok when It benefn the 
vfsltors to a popular park? 

4. Emergency vehicles must access the ODSVRA for l ;.; -~~vin.;t :;erv:c~. •t t::uy csn not use the Pier A'<lenue nunp to help inju~ or 
siclc people, their response times are dele.yed by having w usu the Gra ,d ,! ve:'lue ramp a mile or so to the notth. I, for one. would not 
want to be responsible for a death if emeq;ency vehicter; Aft! dElayed b:t rm: t11ing able to get on the beach at Pier Ave. Do yr:N? 

5. If vehicles do not have easy access from Pier A\·enu~ \l'·~·y will dlv>l:!'t tu th.-.. Grend Avenue ramp. Many af the! visitors to thi1l area 
are destined for the off-road riding tlfea of ODSVRA, a~·~· s. rrtply add E<;d(il trafri:; to the licensed-vthlcle-only area between Grand and 
Pier. Forcing the otr-roaders to enter at Grand Avenuf •! :gr :lCtlS the toa~l~ e)o;pelienc:e for those who use the beaob between Grand 
and Pier. 

The california Coastal Commission's charter tells it to, • !.'.uxi'"tllle public ~·:ce-Js to and along the coast and maxim~ public 
recreatio~l opportunities in the coastal zon~ oonsister: '~ilh scund ruourees conservation principles and eonstlt!Jtionalfy protected 
rights of private property 01NI'lers. • Th\s ramp lead~ to a pvf."JIOT public rec-E:ation area. Tho appellant doea not own th6 property~ 
she is trying to have grading stopped. The public does. Tl:·~ public has proven, with their high attendance figures. tbat'tttey want this 
ramp meintained for access. Ploase do what the public m•nts, and oontinue to allow State Parks futl permission to gtade the ttecess 
ramp at Pier Avenue. 

Thank you, 

/1) k..e 1/e/Jr/( ~S"e/J 
'35 ~ w !Vees 

rre5/?Cj C 4 7''5 7 I I 

RECEIVED 
SEP 1 0 ~001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

.. 

.. 

• 

• 
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September 4, 2001 

Wade Lousberg 
6549 N. Palm #235 
Fresno, CA 93704 

Wtfc 
RECEIVED 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

To whom it may concern, 

SEP 1 0 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAl.. COAST AREA 

The Oceano Dunes Recreational Area is very important to my family, friends and my;~elf. 
We enjoy staying on the beach and riding our A TV's on a monthly basis and have done 
so for about 20 years. We feel very strongly abo·Jt keeping the Oceano Dunes 
Recreational Area open indefinitely. 

The Oceano I Pismo Beach recreation area has been open to vehicle use since the 
invention of the automobile. The majortty of the dune and beach areas previously open to 
vehicles and OHV use have already b ~en closed for environmental reasons. I understand 
the importance of protecting endangered species, but their needs to be a balance between 
man and nature. Closing the remaining five miles of vehicle accessible beach and dune 
areas will not save any endangered species. 

The Sierra Club and others would lik;' th<:! \';orld to:> believe that the Snowy Plover, Least 
Tern and Steelhead Trout will flourish ifth1~ Oceano beach and dune areas are closed to 
OHV and public use. If closure is the ~olution then why aren't these species thriving in 
the thousands of miles of beach inclu~ling Oregon and Mexico that do not allow OHV 
use? Since these particular species arc not flourisrJng any-where the research needs to 
focus on factors other the OHV community. 

Compromise has already been made on the part of the Oceano Dunes Parks and 
Recreation Department via previous closures; please return the favor by not closing what 
little area remains open to OHV use in the Oceano Dunes . 

A-3-SLO-Ol-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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Dale Johnson 
10319 Los Alamitos Blvd. 
Los Alamitos, CA 90720 

. 562~594-9418 RECEIVED • 
California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Permit#: A-3-SL0-01-061 
Item#: W 18c 

SEP 1 0 ~001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Position: Opposition to the appeal, In favor of the permit for grading. 

California Coastal Commission, 

I am writing this letter expressing my OPPOSITION to the appeal and my • 
· APPROVAL of granting State Parks the permit for grading and maintaining the 

sand ramp at the Pier Avenue entrance to the ODSVRA. 

Emergency response: It requires six to ten minutes addition emergency response 
time by using the Grand Ave. Ramp versus the Pier Ave. Ramp. These additional 
minutes could determine the difference between life and death (maybe your 
own). Remember, not all emergencies are vehicle related and can include 
drowning, heart attacks, and other injuries. 

Plover: There are no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy Plovers 
have attempted to build nests near the ramp or the adjacent houses. Nor is this 
considered their preferred habitat. 

Economic Impact: The limited access of the Pier Avenue ramp directly and 
significantly impacts businesses located on Pier Avenue. As witnessed over the 
Memorial Day weekend, when the Pier Avenue ramp was closed to traffic 
exiting the beach. Every Pier Ave. business owner reported severe financial 
impact during a weekel'")d that should have been one of the busiest of the year. 

A-3-SL0-1>1-061 (Pier Ave. SandRa' 
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Flawed basis of the appeal: It is hypocritical to dispute the grading of the Pier 
Ave. ramp when the homeowners (including the appellant) and county permit 
grading and removal of wind blown sand on Strand Avenue and Pier Ave. 
streets . 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ram] 

Exhibit G, p.9: 



Permit#: A-3-SL0-01-061 
Item#: W 18c 
Position: Opposition to the appeal, in favor of the permit for grading. 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
125 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Commission Members, 

RECEIVED 
SEP 1 0 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

I have been a resident of the 5-cities area since moving here with my family in 1975. I have enjoyed many 
family outings at the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area even before formally becoming a state 
park. Easy access should not be denied to anyone wanting to enjoy the multiple recreation area. Not 
maintaining the Pier Avenue ramp greatly reduces safe access as well as creates a traffic jam that many 
people will remember as part of their trip to the ODSVRA. 

The economic impact to the business of Pier Avenue was shown on the Memorial Day weekend due to the 
closing of the ramp to traffic heading off the beach. Since the ramp was not maintained, vehicals were 
allowed only one way onto the beach, where exiting vehicals were directed to Grand Ave ramp. 1bis 
reduced revenues at the Pier Avenue business to about nothing. Memorial Day is the first real boost to 
these people and their businesses after a slow winter season. 

Emergency responses to the ODSVRA are greatly reduced when the emergency vehical must reroute to 
Grand Avenue ran1p where they can make a safe entrance and exit from the park. 1bis can add up to a 10 
minute delay for someone who needs immediate medical attention which can make aU the d.ifl'erence between 
life and death. 

Also, how can a dispute against grading the Pier Avenue ramp due to pedestrian access and destruction to 
Snowy Plover habitat be an issue, when sand removal and grading in front of homes on Strand Way can be 
achieved? Niether one of these areas are considered prefen-ed habitat for the plover to nest or want. to DeSl 

Please allow a fi1ll permit for grading the Pier Avenue ramp. Easy acc:ess for visitiors to the State Park 
should be given so they can enjoy their time at the ODSVRA. We sweep our driveway for our company. 
lets clean our ran1p for our visitors. 

Thanks. • / 

•/')1-t. 0 7';?~~~ 
Mark A. Meulpolder 
881 So. 4th St. 
Grover Beach, CA 93433 

.. 

• 

• 
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September 4. 2001 

Wade Lousberg 
6549 N. Palm #23 5 
Fresno, CA 93704 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz. CA 95060 

hECEIVEO 
SEP 0 7 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
CCOASTAL COMMISSION 

ENTRAL COAST AREA 

RE: Permit# A-3-SL0-01~061, Item i! \V l8c- Grnding Pennit 

To Whom It May Cor.cem· 

.·· 

The Grading Permit for the sand n~nw a: Pier A\'enue should be approved. The primary 
importance for the continued grading otthe ramp is safety. When the ramps are graded, 
they allow for much safer vehicle ingr:::.: md egress on the beach. When the soft sand 
accumulates at the ramps it creates a hn:rdous and unsafe condition. 

The graded sand at the ramps allo\\-s Y.:bicles to enter the park at a safe speed without the 
fear of getting stuck The vehicles can dt~ve slowly and cautiously to reach the 
compacted sand at the tide line and til! 'l!!l s~fe1y dov.lfl the beach. 

When the ramps are not graded, soft smui accumulates at the ramps creating a hazardous 
condition. Vehicles have a tendency tc get Huck in the soft sand on the ramp, which 
limits the ingress and egress cf other N 11= cles. When vehicles get stuck on the ramp they 
not only obstruct access they fwJier s:drm the sand. Both conditions require other 
vehicles entering or exiting the beach tc1 r.peed up to avoid getting stuck. The additio~~l 
speed and momentum a vehicle requireJ to reach the compacted sand at the tide line 
endangers all pedestrians and vehicles in the- adjacent vicinity. Add in the vehicles that 
are stuck in the middle of the ramp aml you can only imagine how dangerous this 
situation can be. 

In closing the grading of the ramp shou!d be continued . 

A-3-SLO-Ol-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp 
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September 5, 200 l 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Permit: 
Item: 

A-3-SL0-01-061 
W 18c 

RECEIVED e 
SEP 0 7 2001 

CALIFORNIA . 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Position: Opposition to the appeal, In favor of the permit for grading. 

Dear California Coastal Commission, 

I am in opposition to the appeal in favor of the permit for grading. The following reasons 
should clarify my position. It requires six to ten minute's additional emergency response 
time by using the Grand Ave. Ramp versus the Pier Ave. Ramp. Being the parent of a 
three year old you can never be too careful. Knowing that family, friends and others will 
be safer is always a positive impact. Remember, not all emergencies are vehicle related • 
and can include drowning, heart attacks, and other serious injuries. Please take into 
consideration the positive impact of grading of the Pier Ave. ramp. 

Thank you, 

',... ...... 1 I / ~fi 
/1/#: :!j/(c--1!(·: /d:;. 

MarkJury. 7 
President 
MJ/cg 

• • A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 

Commercial Contractors 
L1cense # 701287 CA License f 42522 NV 
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September 7, 2001 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street , Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Carolyn Suty 
132.09 Clayton Road 
San J(!:.;e, CA. 95127 
408·2::4-3385 

cjsuty@v.,~dnet.att.JI E C E IV ED 

SEP 0 7 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION ' 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Subject: Permit A-3-SL0..01-06'1 :·;,:In 'N18G FI:•B:tion. OppositiontotheAppeal
Favor Grading 

Dear Commissioners, 

I applaud your decision in f\1ay to haw a TR'f :-)rn\.jje the bai::,n·;e necessary for ~ndangered specieS 
decisions .at Oceano Dunes. Such a body can h.:.·M a signlkanl soothing effect on both skies of the 
discussions assunng an approach leadirtg to r:,s;:>onsible reCJ~ation by citlzel)s whie protecting · 
species . 

The current gradilg permit appeal is a good e;.~~mple of action:; which constanUybyto alarm and 
inflame emotions whde doing l without facts •.. .-or honest debate so that you can hear each si:le. 11te 
appellant has not brought fo1th proof of harm to arty species but instead seems to be driven by her 
perceived impact to her rental unit income s'1cutfall which she chooses to blame on whtles and beach 
traffe. Having rented her unit it the past, I c.rm assure you th.;Jt its edvertisement far exceed ls qually. 
Other •quality rentals" in the vicin~y do not s11 ~ r,; to have the 5ame problem. That in iself Is a very 
tetrmg fact 

Please don't let this one indM::!ual star.d in t11-'? INa f of rernovilg a mniscule amount of loose saoo causi1g 
ilnocent tourists, local clizens, and othcr'Vt~~··;, i ~- b:x:ome vk:.:ins, ge8i1g stuck and rui1ilg a pleasart 
~ experience of drtvng down to lhe vw'w c~ <Jttr put)!;; ~1ad1. Pnure your d5appoillment I you had 
looked forward to a pblb on the beach win ;.:~1 . r 11miy an:l c'IS.tilad l.JeCOme hopelesslymi"ed illhe sand 
requmg hmg a tcwtruck. Vlfhat a disaSY,:X)rli·t m. 11 hr ew!)ona. 

Please take the '1ligh ground" and recognt.te this appeal fer what it is ..• a disgruntled absentee laooiOI'd 
usk1g this tactic to discourage v!stors. It is \'!lfY reminiscen1 of a person buying next door to an aipOrt 
and wanting to shut the airport as a grew in pr.ron<tge. 

This isn't about grading sand, is it? 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp 
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FROM J0EL AND CAROLYN SUTY FAX NS. 408254:!412 Sep. 07 2001~03!21PM ,Pl .. 

Wile. 
Appeal# A-3-SL0-01-061 
Position: Opposition to the appeal. In f'avor or't1Je 11e::mit for urading 
Karen Suty 

RECEIVED. 

To: California Coastal Commission 

SEP 0 7 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
CC'ASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Subject: Continued grading and sand remo'~nl To maintllin ex.idng access ramp at Pier Avenue in Oceano 

Dear Honorable Commis~ion Members., 
.• 

Once again we are poised to lislen to yet anothr.r art.,"'Ument by the Santa Lucia Chapter of the Sierra Club 
and the Environmental Defense Cemer (EDC) r.:.;arding "clo&\lre'' ofth:: ODSVRA. Although this appeal 
is disguised by coming from a non-resident l::l'ilord who is soiely conc¢rned with the gradins of the Pier 
Ave. ramp; the appellant is beins represente.i by an EDC h!!'N}'t!r and orchestrated the chairperson oftbe 
Santa Lucia Chapter of the Sierra Club. 

Although you may wonder why it matters whc has brought the appeal, but rather con<:em yourselves solely 
with the merit of the appeal ... It is important tr. consider the p~ayers and their intent because it is the same 
people using the same arguments tr.at we haP! ~~n bt>..nring sinc.e last year. They have simply found yet 
another way to stomp their feet in a legal tan:r.un bi..'C3Use they haven't gotten their way ... a moratoriwn or 
"temporary" closure of the ODS\t'RA They d~r.'t JU:e the answers they have heard itom you. tbe 
Commission members., so they bring up anodt·~r threat of lc~wsuit or appeal to evesy permit c:onoeming the 
ODSVRA hoping that this wi!l be th~ one tim..: tl1at they ca.•t l1uve you contradict your many final decisions. 

As for the merits of the appeal ... they're hu.:g~~ 1.t.k Tbe tfpell3nt bas changed her "cause .. for the appeal 
more times than I can count, and done so in p;.bi1c torutTI! -her lack of rational is no secret. It would take 
too much time addressing each "issue"- incl~·rlh~g her claims the area should be zoned for a hotel. 'That 
fact alone should demonst:-ate her so-c.:~lled ~··q; ~rn for the plover. 

In her original appeal to the board of supervisors the appellant wanted to show the Sierra Club movie 
"Easing the Throttle" ... of course it worked well at the February CCC meetin,s, wby not the supervisors? 
However, the supervisors agreed that the movie has nothing to do with the continued grading of the Pier 
Ave. ramp, The appeal at hand is the grading •>fthe ramp, not \\nether or not there should be vehicles O'lf 
the beach. Please do not let this "appeal" boccme yet another aro.,.sum.cnt for or a,gaiqst the ODSVRA ... 
please remind them that this is not the forum! 

Thank you for yo4r time, 

I<e,ren Suty 
San l¢>si:i;'Califomia 

• 

• A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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Position: Opposition to the' appeal, In favor of the permit for grading. 
Your Name 

To: California Coastal Commission, 725 Front St., Ste. 300, Santa Cruz, CA 95060 or fax to (831) 427-4877 

Subject: Sand removal of access ramp for ODSVRA 

1 am in favor of removal of sand for access to the beach at the end of Pier Avenue in Oceano, Ca, for the following reasons: 

1. Public access to this beach has occurred for over 100 years, and has been motorized since the dawn of the automobile. Motor 
vehicles were on this beach long before anyone built any homes on Strand Way. It is my opinion that the appellant wants to remove 
vehicles to increase the amount she can charge for her rental units. This benefits the appellant's pocketbook, not the general public, 
who continue to show their desire to access this beach with vehicles, as witnessed by ODSVRA attendance figures. It is San Luis 
Obispo County's most popular park, drawing half again as many visitors as the prestigious and well-advertised Hearst Castle. 

2. The appellant states that the endangered species, Western Snowy Plover, needs this area in front of her rental property to survive. 
This is a falsehood, as any reputable biologist will testify that Snowy Plovers do not nest in areas where there are adjacent predator 
hiding areas, such as structures. The very structure that the appellant owns precludes Snowy Plovers from nesting. 

3. The appellant and other property owners along Strand Way regularly petition the County of San Luis Obispo to remove wind-blown 
sand from the areas fronting their structures when it begins to pile up, yet the appellant wishes to stop sand removal from the access 
ramp. To me, this is a double standard: Why is removal of sand ok if it benefits a few homeowners, but not ok when it benefits the 
visitors to a popular park? 

4. Emergency vehicles must access the ODSVRA for life-saving services. If they can not use the Pier Avenue ramp to help injured or 
sick people, their response times are delayed by having to use the Grand Avenue ramp a mile or so to the north. I, for one, would not 
want to be responsible for a death if emergency vehicles are delayed by not being able to get on the beach at Pier Ave. Do you? 

5. If vehicles do not have easy access from Pier Avenue, they will divert to the Grand Avenue ramp. Many of the visitors to this area 
are destined for the off-road riding area of ODSVRA, and simply add extra traffic to the licensed-vehicle-only area between Grand and 
Pier. Forcing the off-roaders to enter at Grand Avenue degrades the beach experience for those who use the beach between Grand 
and Pier. 

The California Coastal Commission's charter tells it to, "Maximize public access to and along the coast and maximize public 
recreational opportunities in the coastal zone consistent with sound resources conservation principles and constitutionally protected 
rights of private property owners.· This ramp leads to a popular public recreation area. The appellant does not own the property where 
she is trying to have grading stopped. The public does. The public has proven, with their high attendance figures, that they want this 
ramp maintained for access. Please do what the public wants, and continue to allow State Parks full permission to grade the access 
ramp at Pier Avenue. 

RECEIVED 
~EP 06 2001 

CO CALIFORNIA 

CE~¥A~t ~g~w~~F~ 

. A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand RamF 
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l.>::;e Johnso~' 
1 031 ~· LQs Alamlt:.s Blvd. 
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W }.<[c, 
RECE'I'VED. 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street. Suite 300 
Santo Cruz, CA 95060 

Permit#: A-3-SLO-Ol-061 
item#: W 18c 

SEP 0 5 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Position: Opposition I~ the; cpp,;.cd, kt rnvor of llw permit for grading. 

California Coastal Commission, 

1 am writing this letter expressing rny OPPOSITION to the nppeol and my 
APPROVAL of granting s+ote Parks the permit for grading and maintaining the 
sand ramp at the Pier Avenue en1ronce to th{;l ODSVRA. 

Emergency response: It requires si)~ to ten m!nutss addition emergency response 
time by using the Grand Ave. Romp versus 1he Pier Ave. Romp. These additional 
minutes could determine the dlfff!rt:~r :;e betw1:ren life and death (maybe your 
own). Remember. not ail ~:-nergET:dr.·s ore vE:~~icle related and can Include 
drowning, heart atiacks, ar!d oth:!; Injuries. 

Plover: There are no facts or sclen114c evldenc:e that Western Snowy Plovers 
have attempted to build n9sts net:;r the rarnp m the adjacent houses. Nor Is this 
considered their preferred habitat. 

Economic Jmpoct: ihe limited access of the Pier Avenue romp directly on~. 
significantly Impacts businesses located on Pier Avenue. ~witnessed over toe 
Memorial Day weekend, when thE· Pier Avenue romp was closed to traffic · · · 
exiting the beach. Every Pier Ave. business owner reported severe financial 
Impact during a weel{end that shr:uld hove b<~en one of the busiest of the year. 

• 
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Flawed basis of the appeal: It Is hypccrltlccll tc: dispute the grading of the Pier 
Ave. ramp when the homeownerf (i:~::h.1dlng I he appellant) and county permit 
grading and removal of wind blc'uT) send on :;rrond Avenue and Pier Ave. 
streets . 
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RECEIVEo···· 
SEP 0 6 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

.. . .. ' .. ~ ~ 

Permit#: A-3-Si.0.01-061 
Item#: w 18e 

l"ol;iUo7t. Opposition to the appeal, In favor of the permit for Arading. 

To: California Coastal Commission, 725 Front St., Ste SX s.·.ota C•uz, CA 95000 ¢f' fa>f to (831) 427-4877 

Subject: Sand removal of access rsmp for OOSVPA 

lam in favor of removal of sand for acc~ss to the been. I: .Ill~,,~ end o' Pil!r . .:...,enue in Oceano, ca. for the foRewing reasons: 

1. Public access to this beach has occurred fer over 1C•·: mars. end has !•r:('O mo!arlzed sincjjj the dawn ofthe automobile. Motor 
vehicles wefe on this beach long bdore anyone bui!t ;:: ''Y lir,rnt·s on St-an1: 'Nay. It is my opinion that the appellant wants to remove 
vehicles to increase the amount she can cn<Jrge for ht · rc :.talunts. Thk. ll€nefits the appellant's pocketbook. not the general public, 
who continue to show their doslre to access thi.s teach wah vehicles, as witnessed by OOSVRAattendance figures, .iti$ San Luis 
Obispo County's most popular perk, drawing hair again a; 11a:1y visitors !I~ the prestigious and well-advertised He.rst_Castfe. 

.• .. ·. 
2. The appellant states that the endangered species, WE'!.\$;" Snowy Plc•ter, needs this area in front of her ~al property to survive. 
This is a falsehood, as any reputable biologist will tes!i~ 1 ·.~.:-;.t s nmvy ;>(o\IP."S do not nest in areas where tMre are adjacent predatcr 
ttiding areas, such as structures. ihe very ~tructure tt· ;;; ;:H: a;Jpellant O'lv~s precaroas Snowy Plovers from nesting. 

:3. The appellant and other property owners along Stran~· \'liay regularly pc~ition the County of San Luis Obispo to remove wind-blown 
sand from the areas fronting their structures when lt bE!Jirm 1c pile U:l, yel tile appellant wishes to stop sand removal ftom the ac:oess 
ramp. To me, thi$ is a double standard: Why is remO"Jill of ~.1nd o~ if it bu'leflts a few homeowners, but not ok when It benefrts the 
visitors to a popular pari<? 

4. Emergency vehicle$ must access the ODSVRA for Me-1:1Ning serv.ces. If they can not use the Pier Avenue remp to help injured or 
sick people. their response times are delayed by having to U!'.e the Gu~nd Avanua ramp a mile or so to the north. I, for one, would not 
want to be responsible for a death if emergency \renicf(:(i ure delayed by rot being able to get on the beaeh et Pitr Ave. Do you? 

5. If vehicles do not have easy acoess from P1er Avenu11. :''~Y will dht'll1lc the Grand Avenue ramp. Many of the visitors to this area 
are destined for the off-l'oad riding area of OOSVRA. Olnd n: ·.·1p:y add fllltra traftiQ to the lictnsed-Wihlde-only areo butweon Grand and 
Pier. Fordng the off-roaden: to enter at Grand Avenue .;:9• lcfl!'S r.:e b·!ittll' experieneeforthoBewho use the beach between Grand 
end Pier. · 

The California Coastal Commission's charter tells it to. • t, ;;, irn·zc puhlic access to and along the coast end m~ public 
I'$C1"eationat opportunitios in the ocactal zc:-e consister.e .·~:1· f<otml',l rrrourcn oonservetion principles and constitutloneUy protected 
rights of private property owners. • This n•mp leads to ~ pop ,J!ar public !'ecrcation area. The appellant doe$ not own the property Where 
she is ttying to h~Ne grading stopped. The publ1e does 1'1!~ public hi·J proven, With their high l!lttendance figt.~TeS, that they want this 
ramp maintained for access. Pleese do what the public.., nr·t~. ond o:-ntinue to allow Stato ~(1($ full permission to gt~~de the accoss 
ramp at Pier Avenue. · 

Thank you, 

.. 

• 

• 
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RECEIVED 
SEP 0 6 2001 

CAliFORNIA 
COAST ~L COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

·-----··"'""""--·-.. ---·-- ·-·" .. '-- ·---.. Permit #: A-3.SL0-01.001 
Item#: W 18c 

Pvsitir. ., Oopo~ition to the l!ppeal, In favor of the permit for Atading. 

£1 ?a.d(_t:vb() 
To; california Coastal Commission, 725 Front St., St£>. :me. Santa Cruz, C:\ 115060 or fax to (831) 427-4877 

Subject: Sand removal of access r~:np fer ODSVRA 

I am in favor of removal of sand for acco-;s t::> the bea·;l !It th(• llnd cf Pim Avenue in Oceano, Ca, for the following reasons: 
.• 

1. Public a~s to this beaco has occurred tor over 100 yo~!"$. and has :·~n motcnzoo since the dawn of the automobile. Motor 
vehleles were on this beach long beforo anyone l:luiit <;ny h< :11es o:; Stranc! Way. It is my opinion that the appellant wants to remove 
vehicles to increase the amount st-re ca:1 charge fer hN ~on tat units. Thl; uenelits the appellant's pocketbook. not the general publie, 
.....no continue to show their desire to access this beach wit!: vehicles, as ''l'ti1'JS>OO by OOSVAA attendance tlgures. It is San Luis 
Obispo County's most popular perk, drawing hatf agnf:. ?$ many visitors ;:s the prestigious and well-advertised Hearst CHtle. 

2. The appellant states that tha endang~red spe::les, \\ , .. ;tn:r. Sno-... ·r Plm• ·~. neod~ this area In front of her rental property to survive. 
This Is e falsehood, es any reputebte bi'llogis! will t~· •y 1\;.rt ~>nat.rJ F IO•'• ''$do not nest in are&s where there a,.. adjaoent pre<!at.or 
hiding arGas, such as structures The very s~~udure: '' ~ ·. · ! a;;~tE'Ita 1t oM:!; precludes Snowy Plovers from nesting. 

3. The appellant and other property owr.e;s along Stra:<.l '.Vay regularly ~e~;tion the County ot Sen Luis Obispo to remove wind-blown 
Gand from the areas fronting their structures when it bfl~J:,: to pile up, y{.;~ t.ne eppeHsnt wishes to $tOp sand removal from the aecees 
ramp. To me, this is a double standard: Why is remo·. :ol d !~nook if it t•: ncfrts a few l'lomeowners, but not ok when It benefits the 
visitors to a popular pari<? · 

4. Emergency vehicles must access the ODSVRA for !If.;. .;.:wir.g servlc:e!:. If they can not use the Pier Avenue ramp to help Injured ot 
sick people, their response times are delayed by havin~ ~~ ~~se the G,M lwl!llue ramp a mile or so to the north. I, for one, would not 
want to be responsible for a death if em'.lrggncy vehiC!I!!· ~r"' d~layed ty ~~~ t being able to get on the beach at Pier Ave. Do you? 

5. If vehicles do not have easy access from Pter Avem··~ l"'ly wi'l (jivut :~• !he Grand Avenuo ramp. Meny ofthe vi$ltOrs to this area 
are demned ror the off-road riding a rea of ODSVRA, <1M "·mpty add extnJ tr:sffic to the licensed-vahlde-only aree between Grand and 
Pier. Forcing the off-roaders to enter at G'and Avenue r!•Jg•ndes the bee-:r. experience for those who use the beech between Grand 
and Piar. 

The California Coastal Commission's ct.a:ter tells it to '!lla\;:mize pu\:>lic J:::cflss to and along the coast and maximize pcmlic 
recreational opportunities in the ccastal zone censlste',l vliln sound r.asou!'cos conservation principles and constitutionally protected 
rights of private property owners.· This ramp leads to f pOJ::.Jiar pub!lc reereation area. The appellant does not owntM.propertywhere 
she is trying to have grading stopped. The public does. The p•Jblic has proven, with their high attendance flgurest'lhat tht}' want this 
ramp maintained for acoess. Please do what the public wa:-:ts, and COi'ltinue to allow State Parks full permission to grade the access 
ramp at Pier Avenue. 

Thank you, 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 

Exhibit G, p.105 



rno~1 • 
i"l 10~ IC: • 10. I CJOC '101. 0£.0£. 

c_,.. oc ooo:~. 90 • :rorv-~ '"'"' 

... .-
( .-.. . -... c."'rvr~.s~ . 

o#J\1~ 

RECEIVED 
SEP 0 6 2001 

CALIFORNiA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

• 

A€: ~W'l+ :tt : A-]--- S'l 0-- 0(- 06 J 

IT~ -:tt .t v ts-c. 
---~~< ( / ~ ~'V'VY' • 

-fc>v- J~cl~j· . •' fJ~ 

• A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 

Exhibit G, p.l06 

•• 



.. FROM : 

• 

• 

• 

Permit#: A-3-SLO-Ol-061 
Item#:W 18c 

203 481 2181 

Position: Opposition to the appeal, in favor of the pem-Jt for gr~dlng. 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
125 Front Street. Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Dear Commission Members, 

Sep. 06 2001 08:40AM P2 

RECEIVED 
SEP 0 6 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
CO/I.ST.L\L COMMISSION 
CENTSA!.. CO.~.e: M~EA 

I have been a resident oftne 5-dties area sine.: nmvii1~ hl!re witil :;ty f.ami!y in 1975. 1 have enjoyed m:my 
bmily outings at the Oceano D:mes State V eiicular F..et.."'t'ea::ion .A.ma even before fo:mally becomin,g a state 
park. Easy access should not be denied to anyom: w~mting to e1!ior the multiple recreation area Not 
maintaining the Pier Avenue ramp greatly reduu:s saf<~ t~ al; wen a." creates a traffic jam that many 
people will remember as part of their trip to tb~ ODSVRt\.. 

The economic impact to the business of Pier Awn<te was shoYtn on the Memorial Day weeb:ttd due to I:JJC. 
closing of the ramp to traffic h~ng off the b~l~h. $jnee the r.unp was not maintained. vehic:al$ wr:ln' . 

allowed only one way onto the beach, where t:Otmg \'elticals. were directed to Grand Ave ramp. This 
reduoed revenues at the Pier Avenue busin~s t:l about nothing. Memorial Day is the first real boost to 
these people and their busincsrcs after a slow 11.·int<:r l'i:IISOO . 

Eme£g.ency responses to the ODSVRA are grear ly reduced when the emergenc-y vebicaJ must rt.:roUte to 
Grand Avenue nunp whet-c they car. make a ~af.: cntnu...e a.'1d exit from the park. This can add up to a 10 
minute delay for someone who neec!s immediaJ e rnerli cal mteothm whicll can make aU tbe dilrcn:ooe betweea 
life and death. 

Also, bow can a dispute against grading the Pier A venue ramp due to pedestrian access and clcs:lruc:don to 
Snowy Plover habitat bear. is$Ue, when sand r:mov:\1 and ping in front of homes oo Sm.nd Way can be 
achieved? Niether one oft ies<! areas are con: id~r-:d preferred habitat for the plover to nest or WBDt to nest. 

Please allow a full permit for grading the Pier A vn~ue ramp. Easy access tbr visitiots to the State l'ldc 
should be given so they can enjoy their time z.~ tlu: ODSVRA.. We sweep our driveway for our oompat~y, 
lets clean our ramp for our vis!lors. 

Thanks, 

C/Jtd_CZ 
Mark A MeuJpoJder 
881 So. 4th St. 
Grover Beach, CA 93433 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp} 
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September S, 2001 

California Coast!l Commission 
Central Cout Area Office 
72S Front St. Ste. 3M 
Santa Cruz: CA 
95060-4508 

Re; Permit#: A·3-SLO-Ol-051 
Item#: W lBc 

RECEIVED 
SEP 0 5 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Position: Opposition tc the Appeal l•l :::IVC•r ofthu r•:rxail for gra.dins. 

Dear Com1niuion Members, 

The basis ofthi!i appeal to gradir'!i ii flawe:S on S:'fe:tu: grounds. First, the appellant and the county 
both want and permit grading and rrr:no1•tl ofwiml l:kwn sand on Strand Ave. and Pier Ave. ttreers. 

The species du jour .... the WC3tern finowyPiover ia rt:1 scientifically shoWD to be trying to build 
nests near the ramp or the adja~nt hom•es. Nor h.'l.S d~is area been adendfically or historically shown 
to be their preferred habitat. 

The limited access oft he Pier Ave rAmp directly mel -;ignificantly affects 'businc~~~eJiocated on Pier 
Ave. Over the Memorial Day holid~y when the Pier l'il.mp we.s dOICII every Pier Ave. business 
owner reported ~cvere economic hm1s..~ip on a tjsto:ically buey weetcead. 

The Emergency Her.lth needs oft!-.e '':laoy peopl: \mins this popular State Parle is critieally ~ .. ·: 
hampered lfthe Pier Ave. ramp is nor available to ER .. -ebicles. Emergencies Include drowning, 
heart attacks e.nd other injuries. 

To Jet one penon or a small cadre Q( sreedy Individuals benefrt personally by increased property 
values due to a decrease jn use or f.t>:ssibly tlJC rrolt JOpular State Park is a moral and ethical sin 
against an California residents and vi:dton. Citi.ten use of this Coastal P.eereation Area pre&da 
any private residence in que~tion. 

Sincerely, 

Grant D. Elwood 
980 OoeM Blvd. 
Shell Beach CA 93449 
Dunes visitor s.in=c 1968 

a f I • " • • • • • • • • • 6 • . . . . . . . . . . ' . 
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August 27, 2001 

California Coastal Conunission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Permit#: A-3-SL0-01-061 
Item#: W 18c 
Position: In favor ofthe permit for ~:radir:g. 

To whom it may concern, 

RECEIVED 
AUG 2 7 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

I have been enjoying the Pismo Sand i)n:1:!~ for 32 yt:an .. The Pier Avenue entrance to 
the ODSVRA is vital to allow the divers;>: visitors vccess to the beach experience. 
Without this ramp, emergency rcspon:>c time would b! lengthened and could mean the 
difference between lite and death. Many handicapped Amt.•ricans usc this ramp as their 
access to the beach. Law cnfi1rccmert ng.!n;:ies ~~nd Nher authorities also usc this ramp 
for access. 

There arc no facts or scientific cvidcn1:: !ht Western Snov,ry Plovers have attempted to 
build nests near the ramp or the adje<':·~nt houses. Nor is this cansidercd their preferred 
habitat. You have already closed hm,drcds, if no~ tLousands of acres to protect wildlife . 
Enough is enough. Let pt:ople have the 1;,;w ~·:raps <>f beach that is lefi. 

. .... ·. 
The economic impact of past dune closures was already impacted the local economy. 
Any further closures would create mon: ewnomic distress to local businesses. 

lfthc County permits removal ofwir1: bL)V:n sand on Strand Avenue and Pier Ave. 
streets then it should <:1How grading oft!1is ramp. 

I urge you to grunt the grading penr1it fhr the Pier Avenue entrance. 

- . • ~.....,_.....-<"___.) 
- ~ 

William C. Jones 
20092 Swansea Lane. Huntington B~:nch. CA 92646 

cc: (831) 427-4877 

A-3-SL0-0 1-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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.. 

Lorraine l'Herrou Unger 
2815La Cresta Drive 
Bakersfield, CA 93305·1719 
August28,2001 

AUG 3 1 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

• 

California Coastal Commission 
725 Front Street 
Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4508 

Re: Appeal No. A-3-01-61 (Parks & Rec., San Luis Obispo Co.) 

I am writing in support of the appeal to the County of San Luis Obispo granting a permit 
with conditions to California Department of Parks & Recreation to maintain existing sand 
ramp at Pier Avenue, Oceano, San Luis Obispo County. 

The dunes are quite fragile and this area is habitat for endangered species. They are 
being "taken" by the efforts of the Park. This area has California least Terns and 
Western Snowy Plovers which cannot compete with vehicles and the State Park has no 
incidental take permits. The Snowy Plovers have less than 1000 individual birds left in •. 
California. State Parks should be held accountable for allowing all but one of the 50 
snowy plover chicks that hatched this year to die at the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular 
Recreational Area (ODSVRA). 

The Coastaf Commission should take immediate action to close the OOSVRA to 
vehicles until State Parks can show it has obtained an incidental take permit for the 
demise of the endangered and threatened species killed during its responsibility. A 
moratorium on vehicles is necessary until State Parks can guarantee that no more 
threatened California least terns or snowy plovers will be harassed or die at the 
ODSVRA, or that Parks has obtained the necessary incidental take permits. And what 
about protecting the steelhead trout in Arroyo Grande Creek from millions of vehicle 
crossings every year? 

Please uphold the appeal, 

Yl
1/J L ' • / t 

~ -·-· i..-<. ~- _...Q_ \ -~ 

Lorraine L'Herrou Unger .i 
A-3-SLO-Ol-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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RECEIVED 
Permit#: A-3-SL0-01-061 

Item#: W 18c AUG 3 1 2001 
CALIFORNIA Position: Opposition to the appeal, In favor of the permit for grading. 

COASTAL COMMISSION Gerard Forgnone 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

To: California Coastal Commission 

Subject: Sand removal of access ramp for ODSVRA 

1 am in favor of removal of sand for access to the beach at the end of Pier Avenue in Oceano, Ca, for the 
following reasons: 

1. Public access to this beach has occurred for over 1 oo years, and has been motorized since the dawn of the 
automobile. Motor vehicles were on this beach long before anyone built any homes on Strand Way. It is my 
opinion that the appellant wants to remove vehicles to increase the amount she can charge for her rental units. 
This benefits the appellant's pocketbook, not the general public, who continue to show their desire to access 
this beach with vehicles, as witnessed by ODSVRA attendance figures. It is San Luis Obispo County's most 
popular park, drawing half again as many visitors as the prestigious and well-advertised Hearst Castle. 

2. The appellant states that the endangered species, Western Snowy Plover, needs this area in front of her 
rental property to survive. This is a falsehood, as any reputable biologist will testify that Snowy Plovers do not 
nest in areas where there are adjacent predator hiding areas, such as structures. The very structure that the 
appellant owns precludes Snowy Plovers from nesting. 

3. The appellant and other property owners along Strand Way regularly petition the County of San Luis Obispo 
to remove wind-blown sand from the areas fronting their structures when it begins to pile up, yet the appellant 

~ishes to stop sand removal from the access ramp. To me, this is a double standard: Why is removal of sand 
W;k if it benefits a few homeowners, but not ok when it benefits the visitors to a popular park? 

4. Emergency vehicles must access the ODSVRA for life-saving services. If they can not use the Pier Avenue 
ramp to help injured or sick people, their response times are delayed by having to use the Grand Avenue ramp 
a mile or so to the north. I, for one, would not want to be responsible for a death if emergency vehicles are 
delayed by not being able to get on the beach at Pier Ave. Do you? 

5. If vehicles do not have easy access from Pier Avenue, they will divert to the Grand Avenue ramp. Many of 
the visitors to this area are destined for the off-road riding area of ODSVRA, and simply add extra traffic to the 
licensed-vehicle-only area between Grand and Pier. Forcing the off-readers to enter at Grand Avenue 
degrades the beach experience for those who use the beach between Grand and Pier. 

The California Coastal Commission's charter tells it to, "Maximize publi~ access to and along the coast and 
maximize public recreational opportunities in the coastal zone consistent with sound resources conservation 
principles and constitutionally protected rights of private property owners: This ramp leads to a popular public 
recreation area. The appellant does not own the property where she is trying to have grading stopped. The 
public does. The public has proven, with their high attendance figures, that they want this ramp maintained for 
access. Please do what the public wants, and continue to allow State Parks full permission to grade the 
access ramp at Pier Avenue. 

!'· "~A£.. '-·~ 
L){ \../../'......-(~ /1~.- 7'J-!Y'~ 

Thank you, 

•
Gerard Forgnone 
1587 Turquoise Ct. 
San~Maria,CA 93455 '/z. 
805-937-3050 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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FROM : JOEL AND CAROLYN SUTY 

August 28, 2001 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street , Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Aug. 28 2001 03:46PM P1 

Joel Sut·1 
13289 Chy:o:1 Road 
San Jos1?, CA 95127 
408-25·1· 3385 
joel.s·JtJ@\~uridnelatt.net 

w 18'c 

RECEIVED 
AUG 2 8 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Subject: Permit A-3-$L0~1..00 1 lt::J'i• 'N 18C F c1sition: Opposition to the Appeal
Favor Grading 

Dear Commissioners. 

I urge you to rejectth9 ;;pp<:al -l'k:'l :dmbates g 11·frg !II ~1-.a base of the Pier 
Avenue ramp An a~ea smailer ~-,;n ·::~e avera,;Je b;l s~. 

As you know, one cf the r.egdivu .:I:lr,ds of buyi··1;1 wo::lifront property are the 
problems associated with v.-a·1es t•ri1;P"r.J in ss.nd :n <d •na r~sultant wind action of 
moving large volumes of it, as i~. th1; ::1se of hom:u~ on Stra.1d Way ,the surrounding 
streets, intersections, Kiosk ar.d rcurp area. The homes have historically had major 
problems with d•.mes forming ag~inst 'Jrvir fences nnd homes to the point of causing 
property damage. Documented Dvn·:ite Histoy mcords severe damage to their 
homes from drifting sand, des•Jcy:r.g :at least cne. rM same phenomenon ooeura 
VvtJrldwide. Strand Way, at Pie-r /1"01~! 1e, h'3s l<lfiQ l:ccn inundated with blowing sand, 
8-10 inches deep with the rcsultmi r.<..>cOS-aity for frequer.t removal to &\/Old stuc::k 
vehicles becoming traffic haza:d~~. Ccmmon sen :•; and practicality\WU!d dictate 
sand removal much as O.'le migrt: do 'Jiit"l snow. +Jge t'A!rms of sand also build up 
in front of the homes on s:rend \' /<::.·, wi1h higl". po -~··Jtial property damage. This sand 
removal has baen euthorized p: 1 iot::icsl:y, includir 'li the Appellant's. The dry sand in 
front of the homes is thought m' to be c'nduci\e ;::~ Plover reproduction. 

We might then ask v,t,c;t !s C.if!'ct 11".: ; 1 :» :> .t the Mtlran of the legally authorized access 
ramp? It too feels the brunt of '·, ;. .. r ;, but witi or11: major difference, each year 
seasonal storms excavate r.';.:r ·. ~ · ·1•: t.:r.ts of sax *om the beaches includ'mg the 
bottom of the Pier Rar.1p. Lat'"'· r•J?s~quent Sl*:1,onal sterms redeposit those same 
huge sand volumes. \Vinds thcr. ad :1 their dastnJ::tion by excavating and biO\Mng 
large volumes of s.and and depo:;it:11g 1! loosely at lho base of the ramp, on adjacent 
streets and a9ainst the homes. Lo~:1~: eleded offi ::.als in authOrity over the Grand 
Avenue Ramp as well as Pier R~mp have long re::ognized this natural phenomena 
and merely approved removal of the sand, returning it to the Ocean environment 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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Ul>/l~/01 \I.I:.D 06:01 FAX 6195191455 

w 1 <tc .. 
California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz. CA 95060 

RECEIVE~ 
Permit#: A-3·SLO~Ol..061 
Item#: W 18c 
Position: Opposition to the appeal, In iiwor of the pc1111it for grading. 

========="""""""='-"'~""'"':-==,.,,··-·====== 

AU~.? 9 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAl COMMISSION 
CtNJAAL COAST AREA 

I want to express my OPFOSmON 1 :-11h·: apJ:Jeal. J ·wnt to express my overall 
APPROVAL of granting State Parks 6:.r: re:rmit for g1ading tnd maintaining the sand 
ramp at the Pier Avenue entrance to the ODSVRA 

Th.e ramp should be maintained for" :1Hl:Cg1m•:y r'l.~~:p:~::1S·!: it requires six to ten minutes 
addition emergency response time b) usbg the GnuY.J Ave. Ramp versus the Pier Ave. 
Ramp. These additional minutes cot ld (;::.c:nnine tbu difference between life and death 
(maybe your own). Remember. not c n f~t 1 lc:rgend~ r:.re .,-ehicle related and can include 
drowning, heart attacks, end other in; urie~;. 

There are no facts or scientific evidence- that Weste:rt Snr)wy Plovers bavc attempted to 
build nests near the ramp or the adjau~nt houses. Nr..:: is 1bis considered their prefetre:4 . 
habitat. Using animals as an excuse t·., close areas is na,,·cd. With education people can .. 
camp. and enjoy wilderness with out deut."1!ction of habit ·· 

By limiting access of the Pier Avemn ramp.d.irecrJy and significantly impacts businesses 
located on Pier Avenue. As 'vitnesscd c•ver the Memorial Day weekend, when the Pier 
Avenue ramp was closed to traffic e'>iting the beach. Every Pier Ave. business owner 
reported severe financial impact duri-:·~ n weel;end that should have been one of the 
busiest of the year. 

It is hypocritical to dispute the grading of the Pier Ave. ramp when the homeowners 
(including the appellant) and county p:m1it grading and removal of wind blown sand on 
Strand Awnue and Pier Ave. s~~. 

cr~rll 
947 Greenfield Dr# 
El Cajon, Ca 92021 

• 
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., 
FROM Panasonic FAX SYSTEf"l 

Aug. 31 2001 04:22PM P1 
• "'' ••m "'· 1'\~o.J·.:>LU•U 1•\JO'I 

Item#: W 18c 
?ositi::>n. (:ppo:,it,o:• tc• thf! ::~nnA~I Info"'" "H"" ,..~r .... lt ~.,. 8 .,..:~: .. :=~. 

'':r:;;.·;· ,t.J..,.,.,..., 

To: California Coastal Commission /?S f:rl'ln~ <:t .::: •. , y. ::.•"\. e .... .., <:: • ,.,,.,,.,.,.... • ......... ·~ ••• - •• --· # w I Q' 
.bject: Sand removal of access ramp for ODSVRA · . . .. 0 C, 

I am in favor of removal of sand for access to the beach e: tra: end of P'r:r ,\, '!'r.U'i'l i:l OcE:Sr'O, ca. for the following reasons: 

1 Public access to this beach has occurred for over 1 nn w•;;r<: ~r.rl ""' ........ ·~ -~··-• ... •"" •'" .... '''¥ ..,w .... vt uu:r cuuJmunnA Motor 
.,;.11,.,.,.,lt w~n1 m1 mrs oeacn long before onyo11e built any b:;n~s on ~mar.a ,., ay. It is my opinion that the apDellant wants to rP.mny,. 
vehicles to increase fhA l'lfTit'lllnf chc ,...,.., """~ ... -&A."'···: ··•-' ·. "·· "''·'v ';'"' ._,,,.. '""' <Af.')-'"'llctiiU> !JVCKetDOOK, nottne general puDIIC, 
wno conunue to snow the1r desire to access tnts beach w1t!1 't•shlc!os, as 'lilt ··essed by ODSVAA attendance figures. It Is San Luis 
Obispo County's most popular park, drawing half again ~s 'r!:)ny vis:tors as tl·e ~restigio~.:~· and well-advertised Hearst Castle. 

2. The appellant states that the endangered SP._~~ie.s,, '{lfe:;t~;·':·.:= -... :rw Plovel .1~F.:II<; thi .. "rQ:':: "'-!~t of'. nor· ,.1'\tal F'r"'l' .... t1 (v ~loll vlvt:t, 
Thi~ 1:. .t:M.~.vv..r;-d:. ?.lHlY reputao!e D!Oioglst Willl~stlfy tr.n ::.rov.y Plo·~<~r::; co not nest in areas where there are adjacent predator 
hiding areas, such as structures. The very structure that t!:!' a::pd:a:1~ own:; ::r~::h•des Snowy Plovers from nesting. 

3. The appellant and other property owners along Stra:;c V.ny rtr,:lliu;:t peti· : r. tha County of Sa11 Ll,!is Obispo to remove wlcd~blown_ 
sand from the areas frontina their StructW"'5 V•!'t:."' i• :., ..... ,..., ··~ ~·, • · ''~ •"' '' · • • '•- "' .. ._ .. __ .... '""t-' ,..,.,. .. oC:IiiOvdiiiOIII m ,6'69$ 
'"''"P· 1 v 1111:11 UIIS IS a OOUOie Standard: \Vny IS rer11C\·cl C' :;<:::'t·: 0 ·~If It bon:·;:; ;;~ f;:''N hnm"'""'"'"''c. htt+ ,......, ~•• """*" M .,,..,_r,w U•o 
u ....... ,... ...... - ,.,...,, •• l""""'"·"'r 

4. Emergency vehicles must access the ODS\'::< t.., fo: H·>£,,, .. :ng setvices r: h]}' (c·: ·ot use the Pier Avenue ramp to help injured or 
sick. people, their response times are dela)'ed by h.:r;i~'~l t·) 1 ·:;E; t •: •31'C:•n::l ,\\·n:·:m r:lln,"; a :nile or so to the north. I, for one, would not 
want to be responsible for a death if eme~g~1:;y '·eh:c:.;:·> ar-' J:d' J'f j ty r:ot :•t hg Jble to gat on the beach at Pier Ave. Do you? 

5. If vehicles do not have easy access fror."! Pi~r .;vErr;;;, tt·.!:' .v I ·~ivert to tl i' :3ra ~~d ,:-.ver:ue ramp. Many of the visitors to this area 
are destined for the off~road riding area of ODSVR.~., a11d simp I'! !ld :l e>.'tra tr ::l'i ~ ~c thl lit:A';!"Arl-v""ki .. , ..... ""l)l ......... ._....,,_.,." t:!-,.,..4 .... .~ 
r: ..... r"'"'"'~ u.o urr-•ve1ue:•:. lu ~:m~r at ~..;:ranc P:;er uo oeg:: j!:!~ :he bea•;fl ~!•:.J::-:Gnce for t~1ose who use the beach between Grand 
and Pier. 

• 

RECEIVED 
AUG 3 12001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST.AREA 

.• . 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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RECE~VED 
California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 

AUG 3 (~ 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

August 27, 2001. 

725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Permit #: A-3-SL0-01-061 
Item#: W 18c 
Position: Opposition to the appeal, In favor of the permit for grading. 

I'm in OPPOSITION to the appeal and ask for your overall APPROVAL of granting State Parks the permit 
for grading and maintaining the sand ramp at the Pier Avenue entrance to the ODSVRA, for the following 
reasons. 

Emergency response: it requires six to ten minutes addition emergency response time by using the 
Grand Ave. Ramp versus the Pier Ave. Ramp. These additional minutes could determine the difference 
between life and death (maybe your own). Remember, not all emergencies are vehicle related and can 
include drowning, heart attacks, and other injuries. 

Plover: There are no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy Plovers have attempted to build 
nests near the ramp or the adjacent houses. Nor is this considered their preferred habitat. 

Economic Impact: The limited access of the Pier Avenue ramp directly and significantly impacts • 
businesses located on Pier Avenue. As witnessed over the Memorial Day weekend, when the Pier Aven 
ramp was closed to traffic exiting the beach. Every Pier Ave. business owner reported severe financial 
impact during a weekend that should have been one of the busiest of the year. 

Flawed basis of the appeal: It is hypocritical to dispute the grading of the Pier Ave. ramp when the · 
homeowners (including the appellant) and county permit grading and removal of wind blown sand on 
Strand Avenue and Pier Ave. streets. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

Yours Truly 

Bob M. Porter 
9661 Linden Ave. 
Bloomington, CA 92316 

• A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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August 27, 2001 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Permit#: A-3-SL0-01-061 
Item#: W 18c 
Position: In favor of the permit for grading. 

To whom it may concern, 

RECE~VED 
AUG 3 (! 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

I have been enjoying the Pismo Sand Dunes for 32 years. The Pier Avenue entrance to 
the ODSVRA is vital to allow the diverse visitors access to the beach experience. 
Without this ramp, emergency response time would be lengthened and could mean the 
difference between life and death. Many handicapped Americans use this ramp as their 
access to the beach. Law enforcement agencies and other authorities also use this ramp 
for access. 

There arc no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy Plovers have attempted to 
build nests near the ramp or the adjacent houses. Nor is this considered their preferred 
habitat. You have already closed hundreds, if not thousands of acres to protect wildlife . 
Enough is enough. Let people have the few scraps ofbeach that is left. 

The economic impact of past dune closures was already impacted the local economy. 
Any further closures would create more economic distress to local businesses. 

If the County permits removal of wind blown sand on Strand Avenue and Pier Ave. 
streets then it should allow grading of this ramp. 

I urge you to grant the grading permit for the Pier Avenue entrance . 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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Neal Frost 
125 Bethany Dr, Suite C AUG 3 {l 2001 
Scotts .Valley, CA 95066-2821 CALIFORNIA GENERAL 
Phone. (831) 439-1788 COASTAL COMMISSIOltECHNOLOGY 
Fax: {831) 439-1788 CENTRAL COAST AREA 

To: California Coastal Commission 

Re: Permit#: A-3-SL0-01-061 

Item#: W 18c 

California Coastal Commission, 

From: Neal Frost 

Date: August 27, 2001 

I am in opposition to the appeal and in favor of the permit for grading. 

The sand ramp at the Pier Avenue entrance to the ODSVRA has a long history of 
operation that benefits the users of the ODSVRA. The ramp also provides benefits to 
local businesses and has not been proven to impact any species to such a degree 
that it requires removal. 

• 

Emergency response would be negatively impacted by closing this ramp. Closure 
would increase the liability of the State Parks Dept. for inadequate access to the 
ODSVRA. Safety officials estimate closure would require six to ten minutes addition 
emergency response time by using the Grand Ave. Ramp versus the Pier Ave. 
Ramp. These additional minutes could determine the difference between life and •. 
death. Not all emergencies are vehicle related and can include drowning, heart 
attacks, and other injuries. This additional response time would be a significant 
increase over existing prompt emergency response. 

There are no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy Plovers have attempted 
to build nests near the ramp or the adjacent houses. Nor is this considered their 
preferred habitat. If these nesting birds are found to be impacted by the ramp in 
question, the impact is offset by the already significant areas set aside for wildlife 
refuge. 

The limited access of the Pier Avenue ramp directly and significantly impacts 
businesses located on Pier Avenue. As witnessed over the Memorial Day weekend, 
when the Pier Avenue ramp was closed to traffic exiting the beach. Every Pier Ave. 
business owner reported severe financial impact during a weekend that should have 
been one of the busiest of the year. 

Sincerely, 

. y / -;/::<" /t' 
,.f:··.( I '. ;::_._1" I 

Neal Frost 

Owner. Pacific General Technology Cc: Friends of Oceano Dunes • 
P.O. Box398 
~-st8-0t-Bffl~ier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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August 28, 2001 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street , Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Joel Suty 
13289 Clayton Road 
San Jose, CA. 95127 
408-254-3385 
joel. suty@\NOrldnet. att. net 

RECEIVED 
AUG 3 (f 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
g~~¥IRAALL CCOOMMISSJON 

AST AREA 

Subject: Permit A-3-SL0-01-061 Item W 18C Position: Opposition to the Appeal
Favor Grading 

Dear Commissioners, 

I urge you to reject the appeal which eliminates grading at the base of the Pier 
Avenue ramp. An area smaller than the average house. 

As you know, one of the negative aspects of buying beachfront property are the 
problems associated with waves bringing in sand and the resultant wind action of 
moving large volumes of it, as is the case of homes on Strand Way ,the surrounding 
streets, intersections, Kiosk and ramp area. The homes have historically had major 
problems with dunes forming against their fences and homes to the point of causing 
property damage. Documented Dunnite History records severe damage to their 
homes from drifting sand, destroying at least one. The same phenomenon occurs 
worldwide. Strand Way, at Pier Avenue, has long been inundated with blowing sand, 
8-1 0 inches deep with the resultant necessity for frequent removal to avoid stuck 
vehicles becoming traffic hazards. Common sense and practicality muld dictate 
sand removal much as one might do with snow. Huge berms of sand also build up 
in front of the homes on Strand Way, with high potential property damage. This sand 
removal has been authorized periodically, including the Appellant's. The dry sand in 
front of the homes is thought not to be conducive for Plover reproduction. 

We might then ask what is different about the bottom of the legally authorized access 
ramp? It too feels the brunt of storms, but with one major difference, each year 
seasonal storms excavate huge amounts of sand from the beaches including the 
bottom of the Pier Ramp. Later, subsequent seasonal storms redeposit those same 
huge sand volumes. Winds then add their destruction by excavating and blowing 
large volumes of sand and depositing it loosely at the base of the ramp, on adjacent 
streets and against the homes. Local elected officials in authority over the Grand 
Avenue Ramp as well as Pier Ramp have long recognized this natural phenomena 
and merely approved removal of the sand, returning it to the Ocean environment 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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from whence it came. Grading permits were given based on common sense, 
attention to the natural environmental phenomena, and recognition by biologists that 
the areas were not conducive to endangered or protected species reproduction. 

The appellant can bring forth no, generally accepted, scientific proof that the Western 
SnoVt]' Plover is affected by removing sand from adjacent streets or the miniscule 
area at the bottom of the ramp. 

Based on the above comments I urge you to reject the appeal and not cause tourists, 
park attendees, fishermen, and the many others Yvtlo drive down onto the beach to 
get unnecessarily stuck in the loose sand. The few inches of sand removed in an 
area the size of an average house Yvtlile grading, should be compared to the few feet 
that nature removes and returns each year along the entire Central Coast. 
Translating those few inches of sand into a threat to endangered/protected species 
is a stretch of your imagination and mine. If you choose not to reject the appeal, I 
recommend that you delegate the analysis of such claims to the TRT, Yvtlich you 
helped to create to study such issues. 

Doesn't Yosemite remove snow from some of their unimproved roads for safety? 
Why not sand for safety? 

Sincerely, 

. '1 (;f:L; ~ 
'./ 

• 

• 
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Neat Frost 
125 Bethany Dr, Suite C 
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-2821 
Phone: (831) 439-1788 
Fax: (831) 439·1788 

To: California Coastal Commis:ibn 

PACIFIC 
GENERAL 

TECHNOLOGY 

Frc;Jn: !'·leal Frost 
-····--·--------·--·····---- RECEIVED 

Re: Permit#: A-3-SL0-01-061 

ltem#:W 18c 

Dann: .f: .. ugust 27, 2001 · AUG 2 7 2001 

CALIFORNIA 
COASiAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

-----------·- ··-----··--··-··-

California Coastal Commission, 

I am in opposition to the appsal an:' ;n f;r.re>r of th:! permit for grading. 

The sand ramp at the Pier Avenua e:1trance to tne ODSVRA has a long history of 
operation that benefits the users of H11? ODSVP.A. The ramp also provides benefits to 
local businesses and has not bef:'~ pr(rven to irnpact any species to such a degree 
that it requires removal. 

Emergency response would be r;e:~t1!\rely im:wcted by closing this ramp. Closure 
would increase the liability of the St;:: :o Parku Dept. for inadequate access to the 
ODSVRA. Safety officials estimate ~~:.:;~iure WI)'Jkl require six to ten minutes addition 
emergency response time by ll~:,·:;; tt1e Granc f.we. Ramp versus the Pier Ave . 
Ramp. These additional minutes co~Jid c'etermine the difference between life and 
death. Not all emergencies are v(:!hble related and can include drowning, heart 
attacks, and other injuries. This n:iditicr.al res:;.)nse time would be a significant 
increase over existing prompt emeru~~ncy response:. 

There are no facts or scientific evid£;tii::.C that We~tern Snowy Plovers have attempted 
to build nests near the ramp or tm; adj£Jcent houses. Nor is this oonsidered their 
preferred habitat. If these nesting t1lrds are found to be impacted by the ramp in 
question, the impact is offset by th1~ t:lready significant areas set aside for wildlife 
refuge. 

The limited access of the Pier f\.Jr:nu.; ramp directly and significantly impacts 
businesses located on Pier Avenue. As witnessed over the Memorial Day weekend, 
when the Pier Avenue ramp was closed to traffic exiting the beach. Every Pier Ave. 
business owner reported severe fin~mcial impact during a weekend that should have 
been one of the busiest of the year. 

Sincerely, 

P&4 
Neal Frost 

Owner, Pacific General Te:h:-,o!ogy Cc: Friends of Oceano Dunes 
P.O. Box396 
Oceano , CA 93445 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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Liz Fuchs 

From: 
~ent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hello, 

Sanders [dak4x@pacbell.net] 
Monday, August 27,200110:16 AM 
SLOReview@ coastal.ca.gov 
Permit A-3-SL0-01-061 

This letter is to express my support for permit A-3-SL0-01-061, which would 
allow the grading of the Pier Avenue ramp to Oceano Dunes SVRA. I am in 
opposition to the appeal, which would prevent grading the ramp. 

I have been visiting Oceano Dunes for years, as my father did before me, and 
I find it truly ludicrous that persons owning property in the area 
surrounding Pier Avenue would buy property there, then attempt to prevent 
access to the beach. Surely they knew what types of activities took place 
before they purchased their property. Oceano Dunes is a last bastion of 
rationality in a state which consistantly has prevented vehicles equal 
access to the land. Property Owners' attempts to prevent the vehicular 
recreation at Oceano Dunes by moves such as preventing the grading of the 
ramp only make the dunes unsafe by limiting access by emergency vehicles and 
rangers in vehicles that are ill-equipped to handle the soft sand that 
results. It is my contention that attempts to close the dunes by the few 
area residents that oppose the activities there are analogous to a person 
buying a home adjacent to a golf course, then attempting to outlaw golf 
balls. 

I consider myself· an environmentalist, however I also consider myself a 
rational person. Oceano Dunes is a veritable postage stamp on the football 
'ield that is California. With all of the other environmental protections in 
place in California, not to mention the effective conservation programs in 
place at Oceano Dunes for the protection of the Snowy Plover, and the amount 
of land that has been "saved" from the public in California and at Oceano 
Dunes already, are further steps to restict public access at Oceano Dunes 
really necessary? 1 would answer that quesion with a whole-hearted "no". 

Please grant the permit for grading the ramp, and continue to do so in the 
future. 

Respectfully, 
Marc and Jennifer Sanders 
3001 Hahn Drive #369 
Modesto, Ca 95350 
209/526-9224 

1 

' . 

• 

• 
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Liz Fuchs 
From: Dan Peterson [petersondan@hotmail.com] 

Sent: Monday, August 27, 2001 12:20 PM 

To: SLOReview@coastal.ca.gov 

Subject: Opposition to the appeal, In favor of the permit for grading. Permit #: A-3-SL0-01-061 Item #: W 18c 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

The Permit #A-3-SL0-01-061 Has all ready been granted for the clearing of the Grand Ave. ramp. 
I believe that the Coastal Commission has been very diligent in coming to the conclusion to approve 
this permit. Unless there is absolute proof of damage to the beach or wild life no consideration should 
be given to the appeal. 

>>Emergency response: it requires six to ten minutes addition emergency response time by using the 
Grand Ave. Ramp versus the Pier Ave. Ramp. These additional minutes could determine the 
difference between life and death (maybe your own). Remember, not all emergencies are vehicle 
related and can include drowning, heart attacks, and other injuries. 

>>Plover: There are no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy Plovers have attempted to 
build nests near the ramp or the adjacent houses. Nor is this considered their preferred habitat. 

>>Economic Impact: The limited access ofthe Pier Avenue ramp directly and significantly impacts 
businesses located on Pier A venue. As witnessed over the Memorial Day weekend, when the Pier 
A venue ramp was closed to traffic exiting the beach. Every Pier Ave. business owner reported severe 
financial impact during a weekend that should have been one of the busiest of the year. 

>>Flawed basis of the appeal: It is hypocritical to dispute the grading of the Pier Ave. ramp when 
the homeowners (including the appellant) and county permit grading and removal of wind blown 
sand on Strand A venue and Pier Ave. streets. 

Thank You 

Dan Peterson 
CORVAND 

8/30/01 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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August 27, 2001 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Permit#: A-3-SL0-01-061 
Item#: W 18c 
Position: In favor of the permit for grading. 

To whom it may concern, 

I have been enjoying the Pismo Sand Dunes for 32 years. The Pier A venue entrance to 
the ODSVRA is vital to allow the diverse visitors access to the beach experience. 
Without this ramp, emergency response time would be lengthened and could mean the 
difference between life and death. Many handicapped Americans use this ramp as their 
access to the beach. Law enforcement agencies and other authorities also use this ramp 
for access. 

There are no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy Plovers have attempted to 
build nests near the ramp or the adjacent houses. Nor is this considered their preferred 
habitat. You have already closed hundreds, if not thousands of acres to protect wildlife. 
Enough is enough. Let people have the few scraps of beach that is left. 

The economic impact of past dune closures was already impacted the local economy. 
Any further closures would create more economic distress to local businesses. 

If the County permits removal of wind blown sand on Strand Avenue and Pier Ave. 
streets then it should allow grading of this ramp. 

I urge you to grant the grading permit for the Pier Avenue entrance. 

Sincerely, 

William C. Jones 
20092 Swansea Lane, Huntington Beach, CA 92646 

• 

• 
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Liz Fuchs Wile. 
From: CopNDaddy@aol.com 

Sent: Monday, August 27, 2001 4:21 PM 

To: SLOReview@coastal.ca.gov 

Subject: regarding Oceano (Pismo Beach) Dunes .... 

Here are some reasons NOT to close the Ramp 

>> Emergency response: it requires six to ten minutes addition emergency 
response time by using the Grand Ave. Ramp versus the Pier Ave. Ramp. These 
additional minutes could determine the difference between life and death 
(maybe your own). Remember, not all emergencies are vehicle related and can 
include drowning, heart attacks, and other injuries. · 

>> Plover: There are no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy 
Plovers have attempted to build nests near the ramp or the adjacent houses. 
Nor is this considered their preferred habitat. 

>>Economic Impact: The limited access of the Pier Avenue ramp directly and 
significantly impacts businesses located on Pier Avenue. As witnessed over 
the Memorial Day weekend, when the Pier Avenue ramp was closed to traffic 
exiting the beach. Every Pier Ave. business owner reported severe financial 
impact during a weekend that should have been one of the busiest of the 
year. 

>> Flawed bt~sis of the appeal: It is hypocritical to dispute the grading of 
the Pier Ave. ramp when the homeowners (including the appellant) and county 
permit grading and removal of wind blown sand on Strand Avenue and Pier Ave. 
streets. 
Please feel free to usc some or all of the information provided above in a 
letter to the C<Jlifornia Coastal Commission. 

Leave things ALONE ! ! ! ! ! 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ramp) 
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Memorandum 

To: CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION 

CENTERAJ.. OOAST f..FEAa:FICE 

725 FRCMSTREET,SUITE3Xl 

SANTACRUZ. CA. 95Cm 

From: MICHAEL GORZO 

Re: 

40583 EYOTA CT. 

MURRIETA, CA. 92562 

PERMIT#: A-3-SL0-01061 ITEM#: W 18c POSITION: OPPOSITION TO THE 

APPEAL-IN FAVOR OF THE PERMIT FOR GRADING 

GENTLEMEN, 

FACTS TO CONSIDER: 

THE EMERGENCY RESPONSE TIMES THAT WILL BE AFFECTED BY HAVING TO USE THE 
GRAND AVE. RAMP VS. THE PIER AVE. RAMP. 

THERE ARE NO FACTS THAT THE WESTERN SNOWY PLOVER HAVE ATTEMPTED TO 
BUILD NESTS NEAR THE RAMP OR THE ADJACENT HOUSES. (THIS IS NOT CONSIDERED 
THEIR PREFERRED HABITAT.) 

LIMITED ACCESS OF THE PIER AVE. RAMP WILL DIRECTI. Y AND SIGNIFICANTLY 
AFFECT THE BUSINESSES LOCATED ON PIER AVE. 

GRADING OF WIND BLOWN SAND ON STRAND AVE AND PIER AVE STREETS IS 
ALLOWED BY THE HOMEOWNERS AND THE COUNTY. 

THINK THIS THROUGH AND ALLOW ACCESS FOR ALL. 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME, 

i\l!CHAEL GORZO 

• 

• 
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Liz Fuchs 

•

From: 
· ent: 

o: 
Subject: 

Sam Costa [Sam. Costa@ Latitude.COMJ 
Wednesday, August 29, 2001 8:35 AM 
'SLOReview@coastal.ca.gov' 
Keep Oceano Dunes open FOR the public, not FROM the public!! 

Hello, my nmae is Sandra COsta and this is my concern about grading the "Pier ave." ramp. I only hope that this 
letter can help educate people who oppose against this appeal, Please help us keep Oceano Dunes open for the public 
and not FROM the public! Keeping this area graded only means better economic growth especially for the business's that 
pertain to this area and safer environment for people using this area. There's NO reason not too grade this area and 
keeping it accessible to everyone. 

Emergency response: it requires six to ten minutes addition emergency response time by using the Grand Ave. Ramp 
versus the Pier Ave. Ramp. These additional minutes could determine the difference between life and death (maybe your 
own). Remember, not all emergencies are vehicle related and can include drowning, heart attacks, and other injuries. 

Plover: There are no facts or scientific evidence that Western Snowy Plovers have attempted to build nests near the ramp 
or the adjacent houses. Nor is this considered their preferred habitat. 

Economic Impact: The limited access of the Pier Avenue ramp directly and significantly impacts businesses located on 
Pier Avenue. As witnessed over the Memorial Day weekend, when the Pier Avenue ramp was closed to traffic exiting the 
beach. Every Pier Ave. business owner reported severe financial impact during a weekend that should have been one of 
the busiest of the year. 

Flawed basis of the appeal: It is hypocritical to dispute the grading of the Pier Ave. ramp when the homeowners (including 
the appellant) and county permit grading and removal of wind blown sand on Strand Avenue and Pier Ave. streets . 

• lease feel free to use some or all of the information provided above in a letter to the California Coastal C~mmission. 

• 

Sandra "Sam" Costa 
Audio Conferencing Consultant 
Latitude Communications 

A-3-SL0-01-061 (Pier Ave. Sand Ra1 
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liz Fuchs 

User724188@ aol.com From: 
'Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, August 29, 2001 9:05 PM 
SLOReview@ coastal.ca.gov 

Subject: 

Dean E. Coleman 
2231 Concord Ave. 
Pomona Ca, 91768-1019 
Phone 909-3747-1815 

Permit # A-3-SL0-01-061 

Home Phone 909-623-4676 
Email User724188@AOL.COM 

Aug 29,2001 

TO: 
Cal Coastal Commission 

Retime # W 198c 
Permit # A-3-SL0-01-061 

Dear Commission members;, 

First let me say thank you for taking the time to consider my point of view. 
And second let me day that I am a davit off roared, dune, and Bow hunter, I am 
also a good environmentalist. These points of view do not have to be at odds 
we 
each other. You will find that most outdoorsmen and yes dunes and off-roared 
are 
outdoorsmen, are good enviromentialest. 

We enjoy the world around us, we don't want to see it torn up or distorted, we 
enjoy the natural beauty around us. 

Today I Righting to you in regard to the permit for grading of Pier Ave. Ramp 
in 
the Ocean Dunes. I am opposed to the appeal of the ruling for the permit. The 
permit was granted so let it stand. It seems like a case of " Not in my back 
yard"" 
The homeowner and the county have been granted permits to grade and remove 
windblown sand in other area.Such as the Strand AVE. and Pier Ave. streets 
thus 
limiting access to the beach and dunes. Why Is one group more entitled to the 
dune 
then anther? 

Secondly is the point of safety, The area is enjoyed by people of all ages 
and walks 
of life, from the grandfather surf fishing, or the elderly couple walking the 
surf 
line at low tide collecting sand pallor, to the surfer and body boarder, or 
the young 
family enjoying the dunes, Having to tell there loved ones that they did not 
make it 
because of the extra 6 or 8 min, it took to get to them because the and to go 
around to anther entry point.Sincerely, 

1 

• 

• 
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Thirdly there is No evidence that the Western Snowy Plover have attempted to 
build nests Any were near the ramp or near by houses. Nor is this consider 
to be . 

• ere preferred habitat. 

The permit was granted for all the right reason Please do not change it for 
all the 
young ones 

Dean E Coleman 

Dean E Coleman 

• 

2 
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Sep 12 01 10:30a Cen~ur~ 21 FilerA G Ca 

CENTURY 

FACSIMILE TRA~SMLTi.'AL Sl"!EET 

TO: 
Coastal Commission FROM: 

C0!\1PANY: D.\TE: 

(~05J49S-6753 

CALIFORNIA 
ggASTAL £QMMISSION 

fn HA( 'UAST AREA 

f.-\...'-: 1'-: Li.:\f.BER: TOTAL ~0. OF 1'.:\Gf.S l;\CLUDil"G 
COVER: 

------------~--···---·-·~------- --------
PHO~C NUMBER: SEr<DE.R'S REFE.R.::::~CE NUi\fBER: 

cgo·.o <t tr 1- o ro f 2'" 
RE: 

0 UR.GF::·n 0 fO:!i. ltEYI!:~' 

==::s===="'"''=====..,===-==="';ro>.';Z!==:l!:~~~=====-=«==-= 
:-;on::s 'CO!>t!\IE~;Ts. 

N~ nee .. d a solution to th.::: l3e,:tch. Pr·oblr=rn .tn i:lct?.ano 
1 

i.t 1's 
completely out of contro:. 

Lahor n~y ~~ Range~s arr~sted helf~dczen people driving 
under the inf:uence. 

wa h~d 7 Injuries. the worst a 20 year with a possfble broken 
hack. 

It'a ~ ~on with large t~~cka, AT7 1 s, Hummers giving wild rides 
over th<?. dunes, autos, dune :Ougg.i:es <u:-e back j.n full swing, 
~nd uf course Motor Romas. 

Thank of th havoc to t~d sensitiv~ araas, the Plovers are gone, 
all sensitive speci~~ o~ p!ant' destroyed, water and air pollution 
ana £tPPlh~Ad trout endanq~red. 

T h e no i s ~ a 11 n i g h t 1 o n :; i s w o t· s e t he n iH: y f :r. e e w i'l y • 

Plea~e we need helo and l~'s ti~e. ----- .....--·-.-.... --·-· ~----~--...-.;.,.._ .. __ 
-=""""--===.-="""'=·==""="'=="""'="""--=""""'==-""---===-=•·==""""="""""=---=--
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SEP-12-2001 15:57 
~ -· I' 

S. B. F'RRKS ADi'll HI STR~lT; 0:-1 805 568 2459 P.02/02 

RECEIVED 
SEP 1 2 2001 

CRAI··ffAC CALIFORNIA 
County Riding and Hiking TreEs• Advisory Committe~~~¥A1LL COMMISSION 

610 Missir.'m Canycm Road COAST AREA 
Santa Barbara., CA 93105 

California Coastal Commission 
Central Coast Area Office 
725 Front Street. Ste 300 
Santa Cru:z, CA 95060 

RE: Oceano Dunes, Pier Avenue s:;:m( r.:amp 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

Ag!:.:nda # W 18.C 
,ll..ppl!cation # .A.-3-SL0-01-061 
un Favor 

The Santa Barbara County Riding 2rvi Hi~dng T :ails Advisory Committee urges 
you to maintain the existing sand ramp at Pie·r J\venue, Oceano . 

It is a historical beach access. There :~•r:e only bNo vehic!e accesses on this 
stretch of beach for North Santa Barbera County and South San luis Obispo 
County. To eliminate one would be a hardship f,Jr recreational camping, family 
use, seniors and persons with disabiiiti~s. lrhi!!!t ;1r~cess would allow a 
manageab~e recreation equesman corridor from Oceano to Guadalupe-Nipomo 
Dunes (naturally, during non·nesting season an1 with-in the high tide line). 

. ' 
Unless the intent is to restrict or eliminate acce1ss to that beach area, except to 
the homeowners who are lucky enCl.lf:!h to liv1?. there for their personal use. · 

Again we urge you to maintain the sand ramp. Your balanced consideration is 
greatly appreciated. 

Thank you 

Joan Scolari 
airperson 

~~ 
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