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COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION

Application number .......3-03-084 Tescher
Applicant......................... Chris Tescher

Project location............... Southwest corner of Ocean Avenue and Carmelo Street, Carmel, Monterey
County (BLOCK S, LOTS 1, 3, and 5; APN 010-267-001) (See Exhibit A)

Project description Demolition of an existing 2,824 square foot hotel, lot line adjustment, and
construction of two single-family residences —each approximately 2,460 square
feet in size. (See Exhibit B)

Local approval................ City of Carmel-by-the-Sea: DS 03-55, DS 03-56, RE 03-10, UP 03-20.
File documents................ City of Carmel-By-The-Sea approved Land Use Plan and uncertified Zoning

Ordinance; Categorical Exclusion Order E-77-13; City of Carmel Community
Building and Planning Department Staff Report (07/09/03).

Staff recommendation ... Approve

Summary: The project site is 12,000 square feet in size and is comprised of three 4,000 square foot lots
of record, located on the southwest corner of Ocean Avenue and Carmelo Street, three blocks inland
from the beach. The Applicant proposes to demolish an existing 4 room hotel approximately 4,675
square feet in size, adjust the existing lot-lines to create two 6,000 square foot lots, and construct two
single family residences approximately 2,460 square feet (with garage) in the City of Carmel-by-the-Sea.
The proposed project received design review approval from the City in July 2003 and was submitted for
Commission consideration in August 2003.

The project involves demolition of an older Carmel structure that has seen many revisions/modifications.
Originally constructed as a single family residence in 1921, a series of additions in the early 1960’s
expanded the structure to its current size and it was converted to a visitor-serving hotel. As a result of
those changes, the structure no longer retains its original physical integrity and thus, cannot be
considered historic. The applicant has also provided evidence that the lost visitor-serving
accommodations will be transferred to another hotel that is currently under expansion in the village.

The proposed replacement homes will be constructed at the maximum floor area density allowed for
single family residences on 6,000 square foot lots and are consistent with the City’s standards for overall
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height, setbacks, and volume. The residences make use of natural materials such as wood shake and
stone exteriors and wood windows, and are Craftsman-like in their architectural expression. The
architecture is modern, yet uncomplicated and can generally be considered consistent with the character
with the existing residences in the neighborhood. Structural coverage is approximately 37% of the site
area and there is adequate room for the design of storm water retention devices and forest resources. The
applicant has submitted a drainage plan to handle storm water runoff on-site and a landscape plan that
includes planting Monterey pine and coast live oak. All existing significant trees will remain.

Staff is therefore recommending that the project be approved as proposed, as it is consistent with the
Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act.
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I. Staff Recommendation on CDP Application

The staff recommends that the Commission, after public hearing, approve a coastal development permit
for the proposed development subject to the standard conditions below.

Motion. I move that the Commission approve Coastal Development Permit No. 3-03-084
pursuant to the staff recommendation.

Staff Recommendation of Approval. Staff reccommends a YES vote. Passage of this motion
will result in approval of the permit as conditioned and adoption of the following resolution and
findings. The motion passes only by affirmative vote of a majority of the Commissioners present.
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Resolution to Approve the Coastal Development Permit. The Commission hereby approves a
coastal development permit for the proposed development and adopts the findings set forth
below on grounds that the development as conditioned will be in conformity with the policies of
Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act and will not prejudice the ability of the local government having
jurisdiction over the area to prepare a Local Coastal Program conforming to the provisions of
Chapter 3. Approval of the permit complies with the California Environmental Quality Act
because either 1) feasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives have been incorporated to
substantially lessen any significant adverse effects of the development on the environment, or 2)
there are no further feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that would substantially lessen
any significant adverse impacts of the development on the environment.

Il. Conditions of Approval

A.Standard Conditions

1.

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

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

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

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

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

Iil. Reconimended Findings and Declarations

The Commission finds and declares as follows:
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A. Standard of Review

The City of Carmel-by-the-Sea is located entirely within the coastal zone but does not yet have a
certified LCP. The Commission recently certified a Land Use Plan (LUP) but has yet to take action on an
Implementation Plan (IP). The City formally adopted the Commission’s suggested modifications to the
LUP on June 3, 2003 and thus, only the IP remains uncertified. Nevertheless, until the IP is certified, the
Commission retains coastal permitting authority over development within the City, for which the
standard of review is the Coastal Act of 1976. The adopted LUP provides policy guidance, and staff has
referred to the LUP during its evaluation of this project. However, the main issues raised by the
proposed project are reviewed for consistency with Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act.

The Commission has authorized a broad-ranging categorical exclusion within the City of Carmel
(Categorical Exclusion E-77-13) that excludes from coastal permitting requirements most types of
development not located along the beach and beach frontage of the City. The proposed development,
however, is not excluded under Categorical Exclusion E-77-13 because it involves demolition.

B. Project Location and Description

The project site is 12,000 square feet in size and is comprised of three 4,000 square foot lots of record. It
is located on the southwest corner of Ocean Avenue and Carmelo Street, approximately three blocks
inland from the beach. The site has an approximately 4,675 square foot two story hotel and detached
garage occupying all three lots, with the greatest intensity of use occurring on the northern third of the
lot. The hotel has four visitor-serving rooms. According to the historic evaluation report, the existing
structure was originally constructed in 1921 as a single-family residence. The building was substantially
expanded/redesigned in 1964 into the current existing hotel. The building plans on file with the City
illustrate a progression of alterations and changes over time. As a result of these changes, the structure
no longer retains its original physical integrity and thus, the property cannot be considered a historic
resource.

The applicant proposes to demolish the existing hotel, adjust the existing lot-lines to create two 6,000
square foot lots of record, and construct two single-family residences. On the newly created first lot,
adjacent to Ocean Avenue [Lot 1 & North %2 Lot 3], the replacement home will be a two story, 2,253
square foot residence constructed with a mixture of plaster and Carmel stone. A matching, detached
guesthouse, approximately 207 square feet will also be constructed. The replacement house on the newly
created second parcel [South % Lot 3 and Lot 5] is a two story residence with 2,460 square feet of living
space, a wood shake exterior with a moderately pitched wood shake roof, exposed rafter tails, and wood
windows. The existing non-structural coverage will be removed and replaced with non-structural
coverage, on both sites, up to the limits allowed by the City’s zoning.
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C. Issue Discussion

1. Community Character

While residential development in most of Carmel is excluded from the requirement for a coastal
development permit by virtue of Commission Categorical Exclusion E-77-13, in general, demolitions.
Because the City of Carmel does not have a certified LCP, the Coastal Commission must issue the
coastal development permit. The main issue raised by demolition and remodel projects in Carmel is the
preservation of community character. Section 30253 of the Coastal Act addresses the issue of preserving
the community character of special communities such as Carmel: '

30253(5): New development shall where appropriate, protect special communities and
neighborhoods which, because of their unique characteristics, are popular visitor destination
points for recreational uses.

Demolition of existing residential buildings in Carmel is not a recent phenomenon. However, a series of
demolitions in the recent past have engendered controversy over whether or not an existing house
represents the historical, architectural, and environmental character of Carmel; and if a replacement
house detracts from Carmel’s character because of a modern design, tree removal, proposed house size,
or other characteristics. There are a number of examples where a house or houses were demolished and a
single, much larger house constructed on the site. In other instances, a single house straddling a lot line
has been demolished and two new, smaller houses were constructed. In either of these types of instances,
the character of Carmel may or may not be preserved. The size of a house is one aspect of Carmel’s
character, but not all existing houses in Carmel are small. However, because the lots are almost all
relatively small, about 4000 square feet, the general pattern of development is one of smaller houses.

Another aspect of Carmel’s character is the pine and oak dominated landscape. Although the forest
landscape is not all natural — there has been enhancement over the years by tree planting — it pervades the
City and is a defining characteristic of Carmel. Demolition can result in tree damage and/or removal.
New construction after demolition also may result in the loss of trees, especially if a new structure is
built out to the maximum allowed by the zoning.

Carmel is also a very popular visitor destination as much for the style, scale, and rich history of its
residential, commercial, and civic architecture, as for its renowned shopping area, forest canopy and
white sand beach. The City is considered a “special community” under the Coastal Act due to its unique
architectural and visual character. It is often stated that Carmel, along with such other special coastal
communities as the town of Mendocino, is one of the special communities for which Coastal Act Section
30253(5) was written. Indeed, Carmel has been, and remains today, a spectacular coastal resource known
the world over as an outstanding visitor destination as much for the character of its storied architecture,
as for its renowned shopping area and white sand beach. In part, Carmel is made special by the character
of development within City limits as various architectural styles present reflect the historical influences
that have existed over time.
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Analysis. The parcels are currently developed with a visitor-serving hotel originally constructed in the
early 1920’s. As a result of its age, the structure was eligible for consideration as a historic resource,
though it was not listed on the current or any former historic resource surveys or lists. The original
building permit and plans on file with City show a much smaller residence than currently existing on the
site. A series of changes and additions in 1964 and again in 1969 have altered the shape and size of the
original residence. The provided historic evaluation concludes that the structure no longer retains its
original physical integrity and does not meet any of the criteria for determining significance under either
the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) or the themes identified in the City’s Historic
Context Statement. As such, the existing hotel cannot be considered historic.

In the past, the Commission expressed concern that demolitions were facilitating construction of
replacement home structures that were much larger in size, scale, height, etc. The primary basis for this
concern was the effects these changes would have on community character. Carmel is world-renown for
its small cottages. In this instance, the applicant is proposing to demolish a roughly 4,675 square foot
two-story hotel that occupies 3 legal lots of record [3 x 4,000sf = 12,000sf]. The applicant also proposes
to adjust the lot lines to create two lots of record [2 x 6,000sf = 12,000sf] and construct 2 large two-story
homes. Most of the existing structural development is limited to the two existing lots closest to Ocean
Avenue, the existing lot furthest from Ocean Avenue has very little development. Thus, construction of a
2,460 square foot residence and guesthouse on the newly created 6,000 square foot lot closest to Ocean
Avenue is similar in size and scale to what is currently occupying the property. On the other hand,
construction of the second 2,460 square foot residence on the southerly lot, also 6,000 square feet in size,
will be a substantial departure from the existing site condition. Structural site coverage will increase
from 670 square feet to 2,196 square feet and massing will likewise be much greater. Though there will
be a noticeable change in the size and scale of development occupying the new site, the replacement
structure is within the City approved limits for square footage and volume. The footprint of new house
will occupy only 37% of the lot -with a significant portion of the site available for the design of on-site
drainage controls and forest regeneration.

As noted, the existing structure provides 4 visitor-serving accommodations [rooms]. The applicant’s
proposal would demolish these recreational opportunities in favor of residential development. The City’s
certified LUP allows for redevelopment of older visitor serving units in the R-1 district as long as the
City maintains the same ratio of V-S accommodations to residential homes. Currently, the City of
Carmel-by-the-Sea provides an adequate number of visitor serving opportunities or roughly 1 visitor-
serving unit per residence. The demolition of the existing hotel [four rooms] will not change this ratio.
The applicant has provided documentation demonstrating that the loss in visitor serving rooms will be
transferred to or offset by another hotel in the City which currently expanding. Thus, the proposed
demolition will not result in a significant adverse effect on visitor serving accommodations.

The City’s Design Traditions Project identified Carmel’s eclectic architecture as a defining element of its
character. Carmel is distinctly recognized for its small well-crafted cottages, informal streetscapes, and
architectural diversity. The City’s adopted LUP policies require that all residential designs maintain the
City’s enduring principals of modesty and simplicity and preserve the City’s tradition of simple homes
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nestled in the forest. These policies likewise recommend limiting the number of roof planes and require
restraint in the use of offsets and appendages. The proposed replacement structures are somewhat less
restrained in their architectural expression and design, however, they are nonetheless consistent with the
typical modern architectural character exhibited throughout the City.

Although the existing structure appears from the outside to be in good condition and the site is attractive,
the proposed project will not adversely affect the unique characteristics that make Carmel a special
community. The parcel is currently developed with a visitor-serving dwelling and all utilities are
connected to the existing structure on this site. Parcels on either side of the subject parcel are developed
with single-family dwellings at urban densities. There are adequate public services for the proposed new
homes and parking is adequate. Neither the demolition nor the new construction would adversely or
significantly affect any significant public view or any other coastal resources. All existing trees will
remain. The area is developed at urban densities and with urban services in an area able to accommodate
the replacement of the existing hotel with two single-family residences. Therefore, the demolition of the
existing structure, lot line adjustment, and construction of two new residences is consistent with Coastal
Act Sections 30251 and 30253(5).

2. Water Quality

Section 30231 of the Coastal Act requires, in part, that the biological productivity of coastal waters be
maintained and enhanced by controlling storm water runoff. Carmel-by-the-Sea lies within and at the
bottom of the Carmel River watershed. Runoff from the City flows into Carmel Bay, which is designated
both as an Area of Special Biological Significance (ASBS) in the California Ocean Plan, and as a
California Fish and Game Ecological Reserve. It is also part of the Monterey Bay National Marine
Sanctuary. An ASBS is an area designated by the State Water Resources Control Board that requires
special protection of species or biological communities that could be impacted by water quality
degradation. Carmel Beach and the shoreline is also a highly popular public recreation area. Maintaining
and restoring water quality throughout the Carmel River watershed, and in this case, Carmel’s urban
landscape, is necessary to protect these sensitive coastal resources.

The City’s certified LUP contains policies that generally require all new development to incorporate site
design controls to reduce the generation of pollutants and minimize site disturbance of natural drainage
conditions. In addition, all new development is required to implement simple infiltration techniques
throughout drainage areas to efficiently manage storm water, infiltrate runoff into the soil, retain runoff
for slower release, and convey runoff slowly through vegetation. In this specific case, the existing
residences do not have any rain gutters, downspouts, or other method of design for conveying rain water
to the earth, rainwater is simply allowed to sheet off the roof and onto the lot. Without knowing the
specifics of the existing condition (e.g., sand condition, depth, presence of clay, water pressure created
by the slope and height of the roof, etc.), it is difficult to know whether this system is adequate to handle
the amount of storm water runoff created by the increase in impervious coverage. To address this, a
drainage plan has been submitted with the application identifying a combination of surface and
subsurface drainage mechanisms to handle runoff created onsite. Water that does not naturally percolate
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into the sandy soil will be directed towards catch basins on the surface that convey runoff via drain pipe
to a percolation area at the rear of the lot. The Commission’s water quality team has reviewed the plans
and concurs that the drainage systems will be adequate to handle the amount of storm water runoff
created by the increase in impervious surfaces and promote infiltration on-site prior to conveyance onto
Carmelo Street or Ocean Avenue.

Thus, the Commission finds that the proposed project and drainage plan will minimize erosion, aid in
filtering pollutants, nurture the forest landscape, and generally preserve the quality of coastal waters and
is therefore consistent with section 30231 of the Coastal Act.

3. Local Coastal Programs

The Commission can take no action that would prejudice the options available to the City in preparing a
Local Coastal Program that conforms to the provisions of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act (Section 30604
of the Coastal Act). As described previously, the City is currently working on a new LCP submittal
(both LUP and IP), funded in part by an LCP completion grant awarded by the Commission. The
Commission has approved the City’s LUP and work on the IP has commenced.

The Coastal Act provides specific guidance for issuance of coastal development permits in cases where
the local jurisdiction does not have a certified LCP. Section 30604(a) of the Coastal Act states:

Prior to certification of the local coastal program, a coastal development permit shall be issued
if the issuing agency, or the commission on appeal, finds that the proposed development is in
conformity with Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 30200) and that the permitted development
will not prejudice the ability of the local government to prepare a local coastal program that is
in conformity with Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 30200).

The City is currently in the middle of a community planning process to determine, among other things,
the specific development standards that will be incorporated in its upcoming IP submittal. The
Commission has approved the City’s Land Use Plan and staff has referred to its policies for guidance on
the proposed development. Nevertheless, the Coastal Act remains the standard of review and staff has
had to use its best professional judgment to assess the individual and cumulative effect that projects such
as this will have on the community character of Carmel.

As described previously, to implement community character protection requirements of the Coastal Act,
the Commission evaluates projects and measures a project’s impact on coastal resources across a number
of variables. These changes are also evaluated in the overall context of chariges in community character.
Because the more specific features that define Carmel’s character, as well as their significance, has yet to
be decided, it is important to focus on measures of significant change to community character so that the
completion of an LCP consistent with the Coastal Act is not prejudiced. One such criterion is whether
the development will result in an increase in impervious surfaces, involve the demolition of notable or
~ historic buildings or result in the removal of significant trees or vegetation. Each of these factors must be
evaluated separately and together as a whole. As discussed above, the proposed demolition does not
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involve a historic resource. The rebuild is consistent with the size and volume standards for single-
family residences on 6,000 square foot lots, and will not affect any trees or other coastal resources (i.e.,
water quality).

Additionally, the proposed project will not otherwise impact public access or view opportunities
available to the coast. Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project is consistent with
Coastal Act Policy 30604(a) in that approval of the project has been found consistent with the Chapter 3
policies of the Coastal Act and will not prejudice development of the LCP in conformance with Chapter
3 policies of the Coastal Act. :

4.California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

Section 13096 of the California Code of Regulations requires that a specific finding be made in
conjunction with coastal development permit applications showing the application to be consistent with
any applicable requirements of CEQA. Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A) of CEQA prohibits a proposed
development from being approved if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures
available which would substantially lessen any significant adverse effect which the activity may have on
the environment.

The Coastal Commission’s review and analysis of land use proposals has been certified by the Secretary

of Resources as being the functional equivalent of environmental review under CEQA. The findings,
incorporated by reference herein have discussed the relevant coastal resource issues with the proposal.
Accordingly, the project is being approved without special conditions or the need to implement
mitigating actions required of the Applicant by the Commission. All public comments received relevant
to this application have been addressed either in these findings or in other correspondence. As such, the
Commission finds that the proposed project will not have any significant adverse effects on the
environment within the meaning of CEQA.

«

California Coastal Commission






.
[ R

T TG T O e &
e\ A rrre WL BT -y
R N NS R AT
im0 N Ao TR I A A

AT

» Bl IS
1 e
——ld

R s e
SRS
{

lxh.

Carmel Location Map #-:

oject Site T

“k S/w corner of J

PN 010-267-01; Block S, Lots 1

2t

\ o
AY

b

i

cannii
SEWAGL TREATMERY PLANT

[!..

H

T P

| I e
i

20
i

crsq e it 4 St
N =] Tl
R " 4@ qﬁ FY
Tl B A
: 3 (&
i g +
= e B 5O o
1 1 : £
s
N
:

AP
Paduchal

o

la
}

ccC Exhibit _—

(page ! of __ pages)
2-03-08Y




Tescher Site Map
. S/w corner of Ocean Avenue and Carmelo
- APN 010-267-001; Block S, Lots 1,3, & 5

B

wl

CCC Exhibit _~
(page L of__/__pages)
2-03-08Y

o By.TNr 3ra: Ap

- Buocks G,

.- ...._l




. Existuy, Sde Plai

2¢f> b
F..I«NA#L OCEAN  AVENUE

LEGENG

cas vrira

L anonr

matL A urIFR

SLRVLY CONTLOL PONE

g2

N
>aesp
.

reae

_., _ ASPHALL SUPrace
_ - _ CONCATIE susrace

KAl 1° = B

e —— )
/ [ 4 [ 4 w i 4
\ Ve
7 e
Z N
\ Juw$
: \\\\\\\\u» .\
% )
h o w VY } .
S
\ /i
/ i \-,W \ 115 ~
1 1 m V? Yty ors e g
u'n. i » \ 5 .
fg. / by v “ e

CCC Exhibit _C
{page LIOnlMI pag

3-03-0%Y

o8 o AR IS 4 NAX, £t -x~i~“&ﬂ.!% r4SSvail @ DArvEL WAL ENGAALRS rone @ CARMEL, CALKNOMNA

45 TNE mOPTUNEST CORNER OF

A ) TOPOGRAPHIC MAP

FAOM Tl APPRIPBATE WIILITY COWPINIES OR PUBLIE 2GEMAS, LOTS 1, 3 & 5, BLOCK S

poIES \. [/ wnbeh
f;,.u s

¢

=

103 NP PIRIRAYS VIE FTS Al INE raw OF Ing SUPYLY emn

{AY'S 1Y pow SW CHENOET WFORMAIION e )OO—d—oz zo d

LOWANS: FATEVEN b ‘;1 OF ATGLR AJORT 2ot (ArA) A .

rtx TR Ly CARNMEL -BY-THE-SEA, CALIFORNIA
(4] IFEC TINSOLS ARE NN ORASY 1) ALY DO W CENTTR FOR

.a!uﬂnw:; AIYROXWAIL CINIIR OF IIRAK 08 CIAOLP OF

(8) W BECHIA; BIACT INDICATLS TWE NQRIONTAL POTITION
OF IBE TPOT LLEVATION SNOWN.

CHRIS TESCHER

w.0 BO¢)
oLC. 23, 2002
SLATT: Ve’ Mrolessin Lomd Sur seyar He, 4247




QQN&i A —ﬁi&h

T _,
....... _ CCC Exhibit _C
.,_ (page INQIM pages)
X o”“.”m . w -0 w.\b W h\
rid W
. r——tv—-—F-x<-t-- = , :0. CUT AND PILL
Dl S B 3
3 @ oas e . con

\ .\ ~ \\\ 430 Cu. YD L

4]
e
4
Yerels
TR
o2
R
oo tetatatels
QAR
SRR
KERARE
PR
ot
R
'___(_,_
1
o ¢
£
5.01
oo
(Y P
\ o
XX
6§
X
l'!'
=

% S ; 1 Mw\ h Proposad

i Y A GRADING PLAN
AL RSOAK 3 // SCALE: 1/8° = 1'-0°
Iz s B —

Yo\ m— —

J -

-

Iy T DR R TR I

d SW of Oceon Ave. on Carmeio St
CARMEL , CALIFORNIA

Tescher/LaVett RESIDENCE #2

N\qﬁugmhnﬁ\ ke E?S




W\N\z \\\\\u ST _. w

C




-0-.9
= QIMOTIV LHDGEH .O-.vZ

e s e Ny - = o ik = nATE o 1230

+ - — “I'TS ﬁ
R = Un. = a IhzE S| Ve o » m —
..... ....o. E m = . . p =4 - " - - SRECO WAL
R S i e (15 ] 1 8 i3 —~trIHH HEREe —| = = e . ,
WOCD GATE

e TRE GATE AND WALL
CEAST CLEVATIOND

:
|
i
§
H
55/5
b
R
g
t
|
§
£

;
|
!
I
l
|
ik
§i
| 3
| :
|

S/W COMMER OF OCEAN AVE, AT CARMELO ST.
Cormel-By—The=Sea, CA.

NORTH e

Proposed
ELEVATIONS

SCALL: 1/74° = 1'-0"°

[=3
[ %]
N
A~
L

cCC Exhibit _0

‘ : »
mhm..m@aﬁm\ ﬁ .vmcaW.%O W I\MO Wﬁ{@@&



| TPz

HqQlyx3 999

d

(sobed G 10=7"obed)

0-$.0-% '

deam

0-4 = /1 AWH

'S -

[=]
[ %]
N
'S

‘dh) 4WO00 4
/—m 000A

WBOA DOIY

——Q0%te ¢ ‘42

WY NOW DO WIX

0908 ¢ 4

ey
28
P> O
50
V)

z o
®

o 30w [CF

we

VAT Vi

#9IT » MO

TESCHER-LEVETT

APN, = G10-207-001

S/W CORNER OF OCEAN AVE, AT CARMELD ST,
Carmei-8y~The~Sea, CA.

HlNOS

oo » ‘42

5|!
uh:

Iju;'“




| 1S

h80-%.0-C

(sebed <" '0—2— obed)

HaQYx3g 0239

d

I - i % -

r—y——yry—
28 W

e [ g

9 o LY

&g

b & 0

z | F
it |ub1
il

;!;::aﬁg!i::.f,..

Carmel=Oy-The-Sea, CA.

y 4 '1" =
q -
f ’MWWW%ND
“.ig L?.!l%ﬁ
i :
myrgn B
(e
183
HET
Lo €
(-]
109 m
& 8
e
8 TESCHER-LEVETT
S/W CORKER OF OCLAN AYE, AT CARNELO 57,

NvId 200

T
o

d
ol

HlNOS

“dA} WAVSAGAD O~

llli

|l e !,Ipi
e
'i'-!'ii'!'iﬁ’i:.i;i*"
vjos

I
l |
§ A
i ;
: i
: ;
| |

u||“||

m!lnulmlnzll A

T i!” _“
hill Ih il 'I

ioVE




TP,
SHAKE ROOF,
RIOGE_ @ 224.7 .
o
A&\ PLATE @ 2205
TE @ 219.8 I ITT —=
s — | upvums i f 000000
:“ogu uuoowrsm E lv]rJiE'[ uun 2- 6x8 POST, TP,
e J{%ﬂ}ﬁwmn' I]ﬂl] T
£f @My TR T IO I _ GARAGE Ff. @ 2125
L srome PERS, TYP,
EAQT SRR 0e—,
GATE AND PENCE
(EAST ELEVATION)
T
|
Lo o o e -
L T . i
weezyy AL
PATE @ 2205 L . &:@%mm.m"
Ty FEHITRI RN e “‘"“'ﬁﬂmT ILILITTLIL I ﬁ%w } -
WOOD GEAM, TYP. -
. o
j— wooD RALMG, TYP. i
| [T | | [ I (_ g
B O T IO T T =
T _fF._eams E
‘+ o ) TURNATE BRI ) _PATE @ 2105 g
I T T Y S
AVG. NAT_GRADE @ 2080° e \ i e skt D

Proposed
EXT. ELEVATIONS

SCALD: /&' = 1O

8-27-03

Tescherievett REBIDENCE 92

CARMEL , CALIRORNIA

2net 8l of Ocean Ava. on Carmaio Br.

0307

e
O

CCC E hlblt
S QP/SE AIZN\CQ, 2 (pageg 0320 5? ages)




AND DOORS, TYP,

JHH woon rRARMG, Tve.

[ 22K ¥ UK 5‘
H.ATE nas”

— ——

ROGE @ 223.0'

T IHJIITH]THH_TII HILE llIJ IMNINI]
G T

% __ _Pam e 205

eouUTH

Resi bamce. 2

{—— 2- 6X6 POST, TYP.

Proposad
EXT. ELEVATION&

SCALL: /4" = 1'-0°

8-27-03

CARACE FF. ® 2125

CARMEL , CALIROMNIA

o

2ndl B of Ocedn Ave. on Carmelo Bt

Tessher/evers REMNDINCE

= 0307 f=
UANDURRAGO = 1
UANDURRAGD .
SV ..,

CCC Exhibit

(page_?.of __S__ pages)
2-03-0§Y




