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June 30, 2004
TO: Commissioners and Interested Parties
FROM: Charles Lester, Deputy Director €7t

Steve Monowitz, Coastal Planner

SUBJECT: SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY LCP AMENDMENT NO. SLO-MAJ-1-03
CERTIFICATION REVIEW: Concurrence with the Executive Director’s
determination that the action of San Luis Obispo County accepting the
Commission’s certification of LCP Amendment No. SLO-MAJ-1-03 is legally
adequate. For Commission review at the meeting of July 15, 2004 in Costa Mesa.

A. BACKGROUND
The Commission acted on San Luis Obispo County Amendment No. SLO-MAJ-1-03 on
February 20, 2004. The amendment includes the following components:

1. Amend portions of Title 23 of the Implementation Plan regarding Affordable Housing to
recognize “owner builder” units as a type of affordable housing.

2. Supplement and revise the Land Use Plan (LUP) and Implementation Plan (IP) to carry
out the County’s Phase 1 response to the Coastal Commission Periodic Review of the San
Luis Obispo County Local Coastal Program.

3. Update permitting, appeals, and noticing procedures by resubmitting amendments
previously considered by the Commission in August 2002 (SLO LCPA 1-01 Part B,
Procedures and Miscellaneous changes).

The Commission rejected the amendment as submitted but certified the proposed amendment if
modified to:

e Delete the statement that comprehensive access planning is not required in agricultural areas.

e Qualify the statement that hard ocean bottom configurations are conducive to laying trans-
Pacific cable lines with an acknowledgement that although such geography may be preferred
by the industry, hard ocean bottom configurations are sensitive habitat areas to be avoided.
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e Clarify that the range of project alternatives to be considered when new development is
proposed within or adjacent to environmentally sensitive habitat areas is not limited to those
identified by the applicant.

' A

e Require implementation of project alternatives that avoid impacts to ESHA, and minimize

such impacts when avoidance is not possible.

e Remove the proposed exemption of new agricultural roads from the requirement to avoid
sensitive habitat areas.

e Restore language from the initial Phase 1 package that requires new or improved roads to
avoid ESHA where less-environmentally damaging alternatives are available, and to mitigate
the impacts of such crossing where they cannot be avoided.

e Limit the proposed exemption of agricultural activities from riparian setback standards to
1

nonstructural agricultural developments that incorporate best management practices .
e Require all development (not just residential and commercial) to implement Best
Management Practices to protect coastal water quality.

e Clarify the timing of the proposed changes to the existing drainage ordinance in relationship
to the more comprehensive update of ordinance that is currently pending as LCP Amendment
1-01 Part C.

e Delete the proposed new objective for Sensitive Resource Areas that states that preservation
of scenic resources shall be balanced with the implementation of safety related
improvements.

e Require public access dedications, easements, and deed restrictions to include legal
descriptions of the access area and the affected properties.

B. EFFECTIVE CERTIFICATION

On April 20, 2004, San Luis Obispo County held a public hearing and adopted Resolution No.
2004-119, which acknowledged receipt of the Commission’s resolution of certification and
accepted and agreed to the Coastal Commission’s modifications (see Exhibit A). The County
conducted an additional public hearing on June 22, 2004, and adopted Resolution 2004-205,
which modified Resolution 2004-119 to clarify that the County accepted and agreed to all of the
Coastal Commission modifications, including the modifications contained in the staff report
addendum that were inadvertently left out from the previous resolution (see Exhibit B).

As provided in Sections 13544 and 13544.5 of the California Code of Regulations, for the
amendment to become effective, the Executive Director must determine that San Luis Obispo
County’s actions are legally adequate and report that determination to the Commission. Unless
the Commission objects to the determination, the certification of San Luis Obispo County LCP

! This exemption is currently provided by LUP ESHA Pgli %6
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Amendment No. SLO-MAJ-1-03 shall become effective upon the filing of a Notice of
Certification for the LCP amendment with the Secretary of Resources, as provided in Public
Resources Code Section 2180.5(2)(V).

C. STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Commission concur with the determination of the Executive Director

that the action of San Luis Obispo County accepting the Commission’s certification of San Luis
Obispo County LCP Amendment No. SLO-MAIJ-1-03 is legally adequate, as noted in the
attached letter (Exhibit C), to be sent after Commission concurrence.

«

California Coastal Commission
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DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP

DIRECTOR
Transmittal
RECEIVED
May 7, 2004 MAY 1 0 2004
Charles Lester, Deputy Director C o m“w.\oom;\;

California Coastal Cgmmission CENTRAL CoAST AREA
725 Front Street, Suite 300
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4508

Re: Executive Director Checkoff:
San Luis Obispo County Amendment Major Amendments LCP# 1-03

(1) Phase 1 County Response to Periodic Review
(2)  Multiple amendments to the Local Coastal Program

Dear Charles,

On April 20, 2004, the San Luis Obispo County Board of Supervisors reviewed the
Commission’s actions of February 20, 2004, agreed to all of the suggested modifications,
and directed staff to submit the attached resolution to the Commission.

Attached are the required materials forthe county to complete the amendment process. We
are hoping that you will be able to schedule this for the June Coastal Commission hearing.

We wanted to take this opportunity to thank you and your staff for your ongoing assistance in
bringing this phase to completion. If we have overlooked anything, or if there are any
questions, please contact me at your earliest convenience.

Sincesely,

John Hofschroer, Senior Planner
Coastal Zone Management Division

cc:  Steve Monowitz, Coastal Analyst wea A
John Euphrat, Principal Planner CCC Exhibit

Attachments (page 1 of N pages)

County GOVERNMENT CENTER  «  SAN Luis OBispo  «  CALIFORNIA 93408 . (805) 781-5600

EMAIlL: planning@co.slo.ca.us  « FAX: (805) 781-1242 . WEBSITE: http:/www.slocoplanbldg.com



COASTAL

EIVED
o 900 IN THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
§ 2004 COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Tues day _April 20 , 20 04

CENTRAL GOAST AREA

PRESENT: Supervisors Shirley Bianchi, Peg Pinard, K.H. "Katcho" Achadjian
Michael P. Ryan and Chairperson Harry L. Ovitt

ABSENT: None
RESOLUTION NO. _2004-119

RESOLUTION ACKNOWLEDGING RECEIPT AND AGREEING TO CALIFORNIA COASTAL
COMMISSION'S MODIFIED LANGUAGE PERTAINING TO
LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM - MAJOR AMENDMENT NUMBER 1-03

The following resolution is now offered and read:

WHEREAS, the County of San Luis Obispo Board of Supervisors conducted a public
hearing on June 3, 2003, and approved amendments to the Local Coastal Program; and

WHEREAS, the County submitted Local Coastal Program - Major Amendment
Number 1-03, to the California Coastal Commission for certification on July 29, 2003; and

WHEREAS, on February 20, 2004, the Califomia Coastal Commission recommended
approval with suggested modifications to the Local Coastal Program - Major Amendment
Number 1-03; and :

WHEREAS, on February 20, 200'#, the California Coastal Commission certified Locai
Coastal Program - Major Amendment Number 1-03 provided certain modified language
suggested by the California Coastal Commission was adopted by the County, said
language is contained in the Califomia Coastal Commission staff reports, dated January
29, 2004, attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, title 14, sections
13544(a), 13544.5(a), 13547(a) and 13551(b), the San Luis Obispo County Board of
Supervisors may now accept and agree to the terms and modifications suggested by the
California Coastal Commission on Local Coastal Program - Major Amendment Number 1-
03, and take formal action to satisfy the terms and modifications.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of San Luis Obispo, State of Califomia, in a regular meeting assembled on
April 20, 2004, that the Board of Supervisors of San Luis Obispo County, acknowledges
receipt and hereby agrees to the modified language, as suggested by the California
Coastal Commission, without further changes, pertaining to Local Coastal Program Major
Amendment Number 1-03 as set forth in Exhibits A and B attached hereto and
incorporated herein as though fully set forth.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED that the Land Use Element and Local
Coastal Program, and the Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance, Title 23 of the County Code,
be amended and adopted as follows:

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED that pursuant to Califomia Code of
Regulations, title 14, sections 13544.5(b) and 13547(b), the Board of Supervisors directs
staff to submit this resolution to the Executive Director of the California Coastal
Commission for a determination, in writing, that the County's action is legally adequate to
satisfy the conditions of certification set forth in the California Coastal Commission's
certification order.

Upon motion of Supervisor Biapchi , seconded by

Supervisor Achadjiian , and on the following roll call vote, to wit:

CCC Exhibit _A
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AYES: Supervisors Bianchi, Achadjian, Ovitt, Pinard, Chairperson Ovitt

NOES: None
ABSENT: None

ABSTAINING: None

the foregoing resolution is hereby adopted.

ATTEST:

JULIE L. RODEWALD

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

By: CHERIE AISPURG Deputy Clerk
[SEAL]

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGAL EFFECT:

JAMES B. LINDHOLM, JR.
County Co#‘s |

pu—yey 3

By

Date: 2-05-04

HARRY L. OVITT

Chairman of the Board of Supervisors

CCC Exhibit A
(page 3_of _L|_pages)
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Table A - Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review

Mod

Topic

0 Original CCC Periodic Review Recommendation (8/24/01)

@ County Response: BOS approved for submittal (7/10/03)

@ CCC Recommended Modiflcation (2/20/04 CCC Hearing)

New Palicy for Comp
Coastal Access Plan
w Plan Update

{sebed —n— ’OT obed)

Y MaIuxa 990

6.01
CCC Recommendation
Incorporale Comprehensive Access Components into Each Area Plan.

1. Al of the Area Plans in the LCP should be amended to include a
specific access component, consistent with Sectlion 30500 of the
Coastal Act. This component should include at a minimum, the
following information: (1) Statements of the public access goals,
objectives, policles, ordinances, standards, programs, and other
management objeclives relevant to each planning area; (2) a
comprehensive inventory of existing and potential public shoreline
access, including a map or maps Indicating the specific focalions
of such access resources.

2. The Access Component shoukd include a Public Tralls Plan to

ensure fuluwre Implementation of the California Coastal Trail.
Development of the Trails Plan should conskier guidance outiined
In the Periodic Review for development of:

a. Planning objectives;

b. Siting and Design policies and standards; and
c. Acquisition and management policies and standards.
3. The Comprehensive Public Access Component should consider

realignment allernalives as recommended by Recommendation
7.14 and should inciude a policy that wilt ensure that any impacls
lo access from highway realignment are mitigated such that no
public access Is lost and new access opportunities are maximized.

1.

Revise Chapler 2, Shorefine Access, Coastal Plan Policies
document, by adding new Policy 12 - Comprehensive Public
Access Planning, Page 2-20, as follows:
Gomprehensive Public Access Planning

e.drafi pian shall include

1. Revise Chapter 2, Shoreline Access, Coastal Plan Policies
document, by adding new Policy 12 - Comprehensive Public
Access Planning, Page 2-20, as follows:

Policy- 12: Comprehensive PublicAccess. Planning

Remainder not recommended for suggested modifications.

Kev to Svmhnlé
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Table A - Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Pericdic Review

Mod

Topic

0 Original CCC Periodic Raview Recommendation (8/24/01)

@ County Response: BOS approved for submittal (7/10/03)

@ CCC Rect

ded Modificati

(2120/04 CCC Hearing)

A-2

Cables

{sabed °TT5°_”7_ obed)
V L (10 R

New Fiberoptic Policy
guiding Trans Pacific

5-’“

oo
':‘l;/,!?’?,h S

=
Pl

10.01

CCC Recormmendation:

Update LCP to Address Onshore Fiber Optic Cable Projects. in updaling ils
LCP Area Plans, Land Use designalions and/or siting criterla standards
should be revised to encourage consolidated cable corridors, Evaluate
potential reuse of abandoned oi¥/gas facililies pipelines for possible alternative
use for communication cables. Additional mitigation measures should be
developed to address potential impacts from drilling such as requirements for
Driliing Fiuid Monitoring Pians. Monitoring requirements should be included
that provide for qualified monitors onsite with ability to stop drilling should
fractures occur which could releases bentonite. The CZLUO should be
revised to include more specific miligation for access/recreation Impacts,
avoidance or minimization of sensitive resources during construction, as well
as miligation measures such as erosion control, revegetation, and other
measures necessary to protect scenic resources and habltat values.

J TELECOMMUNICATIONS. FIBER,OPTIC GABLE PROJECTS

The use: .of ﬁber opllc lechnology has’ emerged as a major’ compohenl ol

ve, Iandlng site facllmes

J. TELECOMMUNICATIONS ‘FIBER.OPTIC.CABLE PROJECTS

The:use of fibef optic technology has emerged as-a major. componenl of
lelecommunlcallons -systems, With lhe enaclmen( ‘of -“the
Telecommunicallons ‘Act of 1086 there has been a dramallc lncrease inthe
compelilion and proliferalion of new companles inthe letecommunlcabons
Induslry “with ‘the- rapid . deploymenl ‘of,advanced : lechnologies The
developmenl of very fine and pure giass slrands known as fiber optics that
carry large quanmles of digllal In(ormallon comblned withthe masslve
expansion of use of the world wide web lnlernel system, and lhe polentiat
for use of these ﬁberoplic cables lo carry movles lelevlsmn and most
other’’ lypes ol commumcallons, has. changed - the. way: that traditional
telephone companies operate. -

San Luls Obispo:County has been.in the unlque geographical position of
belng Iocaled In lhe middle of a state that has majorurban populationt bases,

snagging fishing gea[ Accordingly, Eg“cy 42 pelow regmres lhe roufing of

cablg lines to avold'recreation areas and. sensitive habitats; among other

sensiiivé resoiirce areas. Within counly]urisdlctlon. Montana de Oro State

Park: Is ‘a ma]or landing; slle for several lelecommunlcallon companles
cific cabl :
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Table A - Coastai Commission Suggested Modifications
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review

Mod Topic 0 Original CCC Perlodic Review Recommendation {8/24/01) 9 County Response: BOS approved for submittal (7/10/03) @ CCC Recommended Modification (2/20/04 CCC Hearing)
B 1 Drainage Standards * SECTION 11. Section 23.05.050 of the Coastal Zone Land Use
=1 | 2305050 3.05 L4 Grant Priority Ordinance, Tille 23 of the San Luls Obispo County Code, is hereby
Recomsmendation: amended 1o add a new subsection (o) as follows:
Address Post-Construction Runoff. Incorporate inlo the planning
process the following checkiist of three questions, developed thwough the | ¢; Watel Runoff;
Model Urban Runoff Program, to help coastal planners idenlify and mitigate
water quality impacts of proposed development {see Table 3-2, below). (). 5t Ma naggme t Practices < Residential Development. All new | Only Subsection (2) below is recommended for modification.
re‘g[dg lial development subjec( o dlscretionary reviewshalluse
Table 1: Water Quality Checklist N | addre.' p°||u[ed mnoﬂ
1. Would the proposal result In changes in soll infilration rales, drainage
palterns, or the rate and amount of surface runoff?
2. Would the proposal resull in discharge Into surface waters or wetlands or
other alleration of surface waler/welland quality {e.g., temperature, dissolved
oxygen, or turbidity)?
3. Would the proposal resull in impacts to groundwater quality?
if the proposed project ralses water quality issues based on the above
questions, or other review, best management practices (BMPs) should be
incorporated into the project design to address post-construction runoff,
Best, Mauagemenl
ze post-developmant
<Xn o3
T L
g ﬁ 3] anagemenl Praclices : - Gommerciel Non-Residentic

T JqIYxX3a 3

{sebed [T 107 °

Calnfomla Slorm Walaf Best
'(lndustriaVCommemlaI)

merclal developrnenl shall be
‘slogm waler runoff up to-and

aning praclices that can
| ,‘ rlnslng -and: vehicle

_; _yslam i Street: sweeplng and

ing use besl ‘managemernt praclk:es outlined in the
abovq referenced handbookorﬂ'le ModetUrban Runoff Program
to keep contaminants and cleanlng products from entering the

7 fion
L_;m;_ug]developmenl lub]ect [) duscrebonary revlew shan us

slorm dmln lyslo

chemicals)-shall "

dispose of this funofft lhrough ihe sanllary sepllc syslem Stree
sweepinig:and. cleanlng shall use best. managemenl praclice
ouitlined In the above referenced handbook or the Model Urba
Runoft Program 16 keep contaminants and cleaning products
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Table A - Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review

Mod

Toplc

0 Original CCC Periodic Review Recommendation (8/24/01)

@ County Response: BOS approved for submittal (7/10/03)

@ CCC Recommended Modification (2/20/04 CCC Hearing)

B-2

Application Contents
Developmentin ESHA
CZLUO 23.07.170 a.

4.07 t¥Grant Priority
CCC Recommendalion:
Revise Biological Report Requirements.

SECTION 17. Section 23.07.170 a. of the Coastal Zone Land
Use Ordinance, Titie 23 of the San Luls Obispo County Code, is hereby
amended to read as follows:

1. in eddition to the informalion that is currently required to be | (4) Identifies the biologlc’al trainls that need lo be addressed in | (4) identifies the bioiogical constraints that need 10 be addressed in
Inciuded in biology reports pursuant to CZLUO Section 23.07.170, Y deslgnlng devslopmenl that would first avoid, lhen ‘minimize
the reports should identify the biological constraints that need to be impacts lo ESHA These ldenlll' ed conslralnls wlll be used by lhe
addressed in designing development that would first avoid, then County Mﬁmgégn_ -
minimize impacts to ESHA. Biological Reports ahould Identify Implemeritation of project desi¢
where revisions to the project are available to avold and minimize applicent that resultin Impacls
impacls on ESHA, which should be considered by the County in unavoidable tmgacts
the evaluation of project alternatives. assessment of imp:
safety fequirem
2. County analysis of development in or adjacent to ESHA should | (54  Verifies that applicable selbacks from the habilat area required
include an assessment of the impacls posed by fire safely by Sections 23.07.170 t0 23.07.178 are adequate to protectthe | (5)4)  Verifies that applicable setbacks from the habitat area required
requirements, such as vegelation clearance and roadway habilat or recommends greater, more appropriate setbacks. by Sections 23.07.170 to 23.07.178 are adequale io protect the
Improvements. Where fire safely measures required to habitat or recommends greater, more appropriate setbacks.
accommodale new development may impact ESHA beyond what | (6) d’ roads. _brldges end
was anticipated by the project’s Biological Report, a supplemental i Criticafly - evaluale ener-lhe‘facl permit: applicallons where
report may be required. In any instances where fire clearance unperrnmed development has I||egally encroached into setback
requirements would impact ESHA, project allernatives that avold arees before oﬂ-site miligallon Is considered -Evalua\e afloptions
these impacls should be ldentified and pursued. Where impacls
lo ESHA associated with fire safety precautions can not be
avoided, these impacts should be minimized and mitigated in :
accordance with Recommendations 4.11 —4.16. address lhe polenllal r;_ragrora[lon‘eﬂorgs_ _lo"la__ll.
(4]
% e 3. Biological evaluations should not only insure adequate selbacks for @ d. Alternatives anialysis: required. ' Propesed Consiruction of new
o ? sensitive habilat areas, but should also specify the ways in which g&ved. of expanded roads, bridges and other crossings exeeptorthes:
Q@ 4 the transitional habitat values of the bufier area can be protecled. _mm;g_bmw;mm wIII .only be ‘aliowed withh
® @ This shouid include limitations on the types of uses allowed, and required ‘'setbacks afier.an allernatlves analysla has been compleled “Th
requirements for the maintenance of the natural features that altematiyes analysls shall examlne alleasl two olher feasible Iocatlons wit
m protect the adjacent habilat area. lhe : goal ol locating the, leasl environmenlallyd maglng allemalive 1, afte
% f th lysis, the apg d
S .
[— w fopography and vegelallon, if after completion ¢f the aiternatives:analysk:
|1 ~ N
@in slaff determines that another lass-envitonmentaily: damaging atterhaliv
does pot exist, the bridde of road may be altowed only if accompariied.b
b <] all feasible mitigation measures to avoid and minimize adverse impacts
)
-]
(]
L)
L
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Table A - Coastai Commission Suggested Modifications
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review

Mad Tople 0 Original CCC Perlodic Review Recommendation (8/24/01) 9 County Response: BOS approved for submittal (7/10/03) @ CCC Recommended Modification (2/20/04 CCC Hearing)
ESHA - Coaslal 4.23 YxGrant Priority SECTION 19 SBecion 23.07.174 dand e. of the Coasial Zone Land Use Ordinance, Tile 23
B-3 Stream Riparian CCC Reconwnendation of the San Luts Oblapo Counly Code. I hersby amended o read a3 follows:
Setbacks Apply a Minlimum Standard Setback of 100 feet in Urban Areas Where | 23.07.174 - Sreams and Ripartan Vegetation. | 23.07.174 - Sireanm and Ripstian Vegetation.
CZLUO 23.07.174 d. Feasible. Consider applying a 100’ slandard setback, rather than 50" or less, olb 4 e
in urban area where a 100" setback Is feasible and would achieve beller iond-+06 ot & ssble. oS ond 400 -
prolaction of stream resources. In all cases, development should be onbrokihis 6 . . y fotows: inth
selback the maximum feasible distance from riparian vegelation, as wrm.of 50 feel. the rursl erean (ouiside the URL) this
determined through a site specific constraints analysis.
) P those Section | (1) F Seclic
Z30T.AT2IK1)-or provided b gs 2307AT2d)( 1o -
Y Inch bemade. Addith thaterenol salislythose 9
P ond eg rudls, sand uses. and aits, and sul uses.
e e o oo sddorsipmn it ubive .
mﬂy.wmm«mmmu)wwwmy .Dewight ._,,,...5 and fwhen “"W, ,;':.‘
mosmres shoukd bnckusd, bu nol iied b mmmmmmwa.wnwu
] . sary kst plorrented i M Flood T
. of nayal . Courses. and werrec el 9 dis d drsinage
P I _ (0] Xy dito
tﬁ il ‘f, ® Y PR o & 3 .. o PRI, on, i 4
] Sopsnucion. . o o
e C fparis s '’ -
m @ & potion ol or hat . et not bo b A } | portion of, or protects. & riparian habital shefl not be permitied except:
ﬁ‘ﬁ m For sfiowed by aub aend b above; m For aftowed by 2 and b sbove;
g @ Where #n lssus of public sefely exisls; 2 ore an fasue of pubiic safely exisls;
9“ E (2] Whers L 9 on uses; @ . oo ures:
1 “ . 10Uty nes 1) Nenor public y o
- roads, whers the Pianing Direcior no feasible exisls; oo Planing Director nofessine s
o ® " ] Sursl scresy dearancer
-] o ot e hn by of the habitat ® Nol kmpair the kunctions! capactty of e habitat;
3 [T Nol cause sigiificant siresmbank erosion; “ Mot cause significan streambank erosion:
@ o Nolhaves ol effct on waler qualty or ty: o) Nol have 8 dutrimental efiect on waler qusily or quaniil
] ) Be In actordance with epplicable permits required by |
(5] Ba in accordence with sppiicable permils required by the
s pricodpily g by Depariment of Fish and Game.
totof.
® . . weon 1210'1 "«L_“ © Tuhalolpmdpﬂy pawllloduummaﬂm“ Wmd;:t::
<IAL made.
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Mod Topic

Table A - Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review

Scenic discussion in

B-4

0 Original CCC Periodic Review Recommendation (8/24/01)

9 County Response: BOS approved for submittal (7/10/03)

@ CCC Recommended Modification {2/20/04 CCC Hearing)

Framework for
Planning (change
made at hearing)

8.02 *Gnm Priority
CCC Recommendation:

Creale a Scenlc SRA Combining Designation. All highly scenic areas in
the Coastal Zone should be mapped and designated as Sensitive Coastal
Resource Areas. Creation of a coastal visual SRA could incorporate and
expand upon inland slandards that require assessing visibility of the project,
requiring a site visit as part of the application process and other standards

on ridgetop development, slopes, rock outcrops, building feature and
landscapling.

SRA - SENSITIVE RESOURCE AREA

2, Revise Chapter 7, Combining Designations, Coastal Zone
Framework for Planning, that defines the types of SRA’s, Page 7-10,

by modifying the text as follows by adding a new number 8 to the
general objeclives: ’

8: The presetvallon of scenic fésources. shall be balanced with the

implementation of saléty-relaled improvement projects:

& tion-of-scenie-tesotrees-shaitbe-balanced-with-the
ecla—

implementation-of-safety-related-improvement projects—

1
H

—'OT' ebudl
XE D07

{sebed T 30

—y »a
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(Including amendments not proposed for modification)
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SAN Luis OBisPO COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP
DIRECTOR

Transmittal

RECEIVED

JUN 2 9 2004
Charles Lester, Deputy Director

Galifornia Coastal C oo : CALIFORNIA
Caloria Cesse Sy cossta coxisn

Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4508 CENTRAL COAST AREA

June 28, 2004

Re: Corrected Resolution and Exhibit
for Executive Director Checkoff:
San Luis Obispo County Amendment Major Amendments LCP# 1-03

(1) Phase 1 County Response to Periodic Review
(2) Multiple amendments to the Local Coastal Program

Dear Charles,

On April 20, 2004, the San Luis Obispo County Board of Supervisors reviewed the Commission’s
actions of February 20, 2004, agreed to all of the suggested modifications, and directed staff to
submit the attached resolution to the Commission.

Unfortunately, we found that our submittal inadvertently left out several changes contained in your
staff report addendum. Upon advise from Steve Monowitz, we adopted a revised resolution and
exhibit on June 22, 2004, which should correct this problem. Please attach this material with the
material we submitted in May to make the package complete.

Attached are the required materials for the county to complete the amendment process. We are
hoping that you will be able to schedule this for the July Coastal Commission hearing.

We wanted to take this opportunity to thank you and your staff for your ongoing assistance in
bringing this phase to completion. If we have overlooked anything, or if there are any questions,
please contact me at your earliest convenience.

Sin Y,

John Hofschro
Coastal Zone Management Division —

I =
cc: Steve Monowitz, Coastal Analyst &CC EXl“b't -

John Euphrat, Principal Planner (page____,of_é:. pages)
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IN THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Tues day __June_ 22 20 04
Shirley Bianchi, Peg Pinard, K.H. "Katcho" Achadjian, and
PRESENT: supervisors Chairperson Harry L. Ovitt

ABSENT: Supervisor. Michael P. Ryan
RESOLUTION NO. 2004-205

RESOLUTION ACKNOWLEDGING RECEIPT AND AGREEING TO CALIFORNIA COASTAL
COMMISSION'S MODIFIED LANGUAGE PERTAINING TO
LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM - MAJOR AMENDMENT NUMBER 1-03
{MODIFICATION TO RESOLUTION NO. 2004-119)

The following Resolution is now offered and read:

WHEREAS, the County of San Luis Obispo Board of Supervisors conducted a public
hearing on June 3, 2003, and approved amendments to the Local Coastal Program; and

WHEREAS, the County submitted Local Coastal Program - Major Amendment
Number 1-03, to the Califomia Coastal Commission for certification on July 29, 2003; and

WHEREAS, on February 20, 2004, the Califomia Coastal Commission certified Local
Coastal Program - Major Amendment Number 1-03 provided certain modified language
suggested by the California Coastal Commission was adopted by the County, said
language is contained in the California Coastal Commission staff reports, dated January
29, 2004, attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein; and

WHEREAS, on April 20, 2004, the County of San Luis Obispo Board of Supervisors
held a meeting and adopted Resolution 2004 -119, accepting and agreeing to the terms
and modifications suggested by the California- Coastal Commission on Local Coastal
Program - Major Amendment Number 1-03; and

WHEREAS, Exhibit A of adopted Resolution 2004-119 was subsequently found to
incorrectly reflect the exactlanguage recommended by the California Coastal Commission;
and

WHEREAS, Exhibit A attached to this Resolution acts to correct the language in
adopted Resolution No. 2004-119; and

WHEREAS, this Resolution in coordination with adopted Resolution No. 2004-119
accurately reflects the terms and modifications as suggested by the California Coastal
Commission for LCP amendment 1-03; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, title 14, sections
13544(a), 13544.5(a), 13547(a) and 13551(b), the San Luis Obispo County Board of
Supervisors may now accept and agree to the terms and modifications suggested by the
California Coastal Commission on Local Coastal Program - Major Amendment Number 1-
03, and take formal action to satisfy the terms and modifications.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the Board of Supervisors
of the County of San Luis Obispo, State of California, in a regular meeting assembled on
June 22, 2004, that the Board of Supervisors of San Luis Obispo County, acknowledges
receipt and hereby agrees to the corrected language, as suggested by the California
Coastal Commission, without further changes, pertaining to Local Coastal Program Major
Amendment Number 1-03 as set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated
herein as though fully set forth. :

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED that the Land Use Element and Local

Coastal Program, and the Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance, Title 23 of the County Cdde, , |

be amended and adopted as follows: LG Exhibit ﬁ
(page _Z of _S pages)




~ BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED that pursuant to California Code of
Regulations, title 14, sections 13544.5(b) and 13547(b), the Board of Supervisors directs
staff to submit this Resolution to the Executive Director of the California Coastal
Commission for a determination, in writing, that the County's action is legally adequate to
satisfy the conditions of certification set forth in the California Coastal Commission’s
certification order.

Upon motion of Supervisor ___Achadjian , seconded by

Supervisor Pinard , and on the following roll call vote, to wit:

AYES: Supervisors Achadjian, Pinard, Blanchi, and Chairperson Ovitt
NOES: None
ABSENT: Supervisor Ryan

ABSTAINING: None

the foregoing Resolution is hereby adopted.

HARRY L. OVITT

Chairman of the Board of Supervisors

ATTEST:

Julie L. Rodewald

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

BY: UHERIE AlSPLge Deputy Clerk
[SEAL]

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGAL EFFECT:

JAMES B. LINDHOLM, JR.
County Counse!

By:

Depu unty Counsel

Date: G .©-0M4

i
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Exhibit A
Corrected Suggested Modifications

(2 pages)

This exhibit shows modifications to Exhibit A and B as attached to Resolution 2004-119 adopted by the
Board of Supervisors on April 20, 2004.

Chapter 4 - Coastal Policy Document - Section J to read as follows:

J TELEQOMMUNICATIONS FIBER OPTIC CABLE PROJECTS

The use of fiber optic technology has emerged as a major component of telecommunications systems. With
the enactment of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 there has been a dramatic increase in the competition and
proliferation of new companies in the telecommunications industry with the rapid deployment of advanced
technologies. The development of very fine and pure glass strands known as fiber optics that carry large
quantities of digital information, combined with the massive expansion of use of the world wide web Internet
system, and the potential for use of these fiberoptic cables to carry movies, television, and most other types of
communications, has changed the way that traditional telephone companies operate. San Luis Obispo County
has been in the unique geographical position of being located in the middle of a state that has major population
bases, and also has the offshore geography conducive to laying trans-Pacific telecommunications cable lines to
places like Japan, China and Australia. Hard ocean bottom configurations are sensitive habitat areas to be
avoided. Cable lines installed on underwater rocky outcroppings also have the potential to cause conflicts with
fishing by snagging fishing gear. Accordingly, Policy 42 below requires the routing of cable lines to avoid
recreation areas and sensitive habirats, among othersensitive resource areas. Within county;unsdmon, Montana
de Oro State Park is a major landing site for several telecommunication companies’ trans-Pacific cable systems.

The cities of Morro Bay and Grover Beach also have landing site facilities. Fiber optic cable projects have
impacts that are different from pipeline projects. For example, borings under stream crossings or in the
nearshore areas use a drilling fluid product called bentonite that can accidentally be released into surface waters.

Construction activities can impact public access if staging areas need to be located in public parking areas or
along the shoreline. The following policies address the development of onshore fiber optic cable projects.

Chapter 4 - Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance - Section 23.04.420g to read as follows:

g Access title and guarantee: Where public coastal accessways are required by this section, approval
of a land division, or land use permit for new development shall require guarantee of such access
through deed restriction, or dedication of right-of-way or easement. Before approval of a land use
permit or land division, the method and form of such access guarantee shall be approved by Couaty
Counsel, and shall be recorded in the office of the CountyRecorder, identifying the precise location and
area to be set aside for public access. The recorded document shall include the mapped location of the
access area prepared by a licensed professional, as well as legal descriptions of the access area and the
affected properties. The method of access guarantee shall be chosen according to the following criteria:

50C Exhibit £
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Chapter 5 - Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance - Section 23.05.050 - introduction paragraph to read
as follows:

23.05.050 - Drainage Standards: [The subntted amendment does not corvespond with the wpdate to the sarre ordinance
approved by the Califorraa Coastal Conmissionin Miardy 2002 as SLOL CP A et Na. 101 Part C. Since the Courty
bas ot yet aded to aazept or gt the Calgfornia Coastal Commissian’s suggested modifiaations to L CP A nendnent 1-01 Part
G it s premature to propose alternative dhanges to this section. Thergfore, the osrertly propased armendrent to Section 23.05.050
shall andy take effect after Septerrber 5, 2004, if the Courtty dedines to acept the Califorria Caastal Cormmiission suggested
modsfeatians to L CP A nendrrent 1-01 Part CJ

Chapter 7 - Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance - Section 23.07.170d to read as follows:

d. Alternatives analysis required. Construction of new, improved, or expanded roads, bridges and
other crossings will only be allowed within required setbacks after an alternatives analysis has been
completed. The alternatives analysis shall examine at least two other feasible locations with the goal of
locating the least environmentally damaging alternative. The bridge or road may be allowed in the
proposed location when accompanied by all feasible mitigation measures to avoid and/or minimize
adverse environmental effects, only when the alternatives analysis concludes that a feasible and less-
environmentallydamaging alternative does not exist. If however, the alternatives analysis concludes that
afeasible and less-environmentallydamaging alternative does exist, that alternative shall be used and any
existing bridge or road within the setback shall be removed and the total area of disturbance restored
to natural topography and vegetation.

8 Exhibit B
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-THE RESOURCES AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Governor

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

CENTRAL COAST DISTRICT OFFICE
725 FRONT STREET, SUITE 300
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060

(831) 427-4863

D Q A F T | July 15, 2004

Harry Ovitt, Chair
Board of Supervisors

County Government Center, Room 310
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

Subject: County of San Luis Obispo Local Coastal Program (LCP) Major Amendment No.
1-03 (Phase 1 Periodic Review Implementation and Other Amendments)

Dear Supervisor Ovitt:

We have received County of San Luis Obispo Resolutions 2004-119 and 2004-205 adopted by
the Board of Supervisors on April 20, 2004 and June 22, 2004, respectively. By those actions,
the County acknowledge receipt of the Coastal Commission’s approval with suggested
modifications of Local Coastal Program (LCP) Major Amendment 1-03, and incorporated the
Commission’s suggested modifications into the County’s LCP.

[ have determined, and the Commission has concurred, that the County’s action with respect to
LCP Major Amendment 1-03, is legally adequate to satisfy the requirements of Section 13544 of
the California Code of Regulations. This determination was reported to the Coastal Commission
at the Commission’s July 15, 2004 meeting in Costa Mesa. As a result, the County’s LCP, as
amended by LCP Major Amendment 1-03, was certified as of July 15, 2004 and is now in effect.

If you have any questions, please contact Steve Monowitz of my staff at (831) 427-4863.
Sincerely,
Peter M. Douglas

Executive Director
California Coastal Commission

Diane Landry
District Manager
Central Coast District Office

cc: John Hofschroer, SLO ‘County Dept of Planning & Building

ccce Exhibit &
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