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TO: Commissioners and Interested Parties 

FROM: Charles Lester, Deputy Director c 1· t. 
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 LCP A 1-01 Part B, 
Procedures and Miscellaneous changes). 

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

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

• 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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• 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. 

• Require implementation of project alternatives that avoid impacts to ESHA, and minimize 
such impacts when avoidance is not possible. · 

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

• 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. 

• Limit the proposed exemption of agricultural activities from riparian setback standards to 
nonstructural agricultural developments that incorporate best management practices1

• 

• Require all development (not just residential and commercial) to implement Best 
Management Practices to protect coastal water quality. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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 pmvided by LUP ESHA~ 
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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. STAFFRECOMMENDATION 
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-MAJ-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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SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING · 

May?, 2004 

Charles Lester, Deputy Director 
California Coastal Commission 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4508 

Re: Executive Director Checkoff: 

Transmittal 

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP 
DIRECTOR 

MA.Y 1 0 2004 

CAL!FOR\\1!/\ 
CO,L\ST/\L CC::;;:\,~iSSION 
CE!\JTF\AL CQAST AREA 

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 for the 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. 

John Hofschroer, Senior Planner 
Coastal Zone Management Division 

cc: Steve Monowitz, Coastal Analyst 
John Euphrat, Principal Planner 
Attachments 

CCC Exhibit A 
{page _Lot _jJ_ pages) 
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MX! 1 iJ 2004 
IN THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Tues day April 20 • 20 .QL_ 

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

ABSENT: None 

RESOLUTION NO . ....200_4-119 

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 California Coastal Commission recommended 
approval with suggested modifications to the Local Coastal Program - Major Amendment 
Number 1-03; and 

WHEREAS, on February 20, 20c1/. the California 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, 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 
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 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 tci 
satisfy the conditions of certification set forth in the California Coastal Commission's 
certification order. 

Upon motion of Supervisor --..!lB""iaa~.nlloc"-'-h._i __________ , seconded by 

Supervisor ____ _:.:A~ch::::ao.::d:.~..i ::ia""'"n,__ ___ , and on the following roll call vote, to wit: CCC Exhibit A 
(page..2::..ot JL pages) 



AYES: S~pervisors Bianchi, Achadjian, Ovitt, Pinard, Chairperson Ovitt 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: None 

ABSTAINING: None 

the foregoing resolution is hereby adopted. 

ATIEST: 

JULIE L. RODEWALD 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
By: CHERifAISPUfiO Deputy Clerk 

[SEAL] 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGAL EFFECT: 

Date: 3·05·0'--f 

IMAARY L.. OViTT 
Chairman of the Board of Supervisors 
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Exhibit A 
Comparison of Suggested Modifications 
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Table A· Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications 
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review 

0 Original CCC Periodic Review Recommendation (8124101) f9 County Responae: BOS approved for aubmlttal (7110103) 6} CCC Recommended Modification (2120104 CCC Hearing) 

8.01 1. 
CCC Recommendation 

Revise Chapter 2, Shoreline Access, Coaslal Plan Policies I 1. 
document, by adding new Policy 12 • Comprehensive Public 
Access Planning, Page 2·20, as folloM: 

Revise Chapter 2, Shoreline Access, Coastal Plan Policies 
document, by adding new Policy 12 - Comprehensive Public 
Access Planning, Page 2-20, as follows: Incorporate Comprehensive Access Components Into Each /Vea Plan. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

All of the /Vea Plans In the LCP should be amended to Include a 
specific access component, consistent with Section 30500 of the 
Coaslal Ad. This component should Include at a minimum, the 
following Information: (1) Slatemenla of the public access goals, 
objectives, policies, ordinances, standards, programs, and other 
management objectives relevant to each planning area; (2) a 
comprehensive Inventory of BJdsting and potential public shoreline 
access, Including a map or maps lndicaUng the specifiC tocaUons 
of such access resources. 

The Access Component should Include a Public Trals Plan to 
ensure future implamenlaUon of the Califomla Coaslal T raU. 
Oevetoprnent of the Trais Plan should consider guidariCB ouUined 
in the Periodic Review for development of: 
a. Planning objectives; 

b. 

c. 

SlUng and Design policlas and standards; and 

AcquisiUon and management policlas and standards. 
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Table A • Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications 
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review 

0 Original CCC Periodic Review Recommendation (8124101) 

10.01 
CCC Recommendation: 
Update LCP to Address Onshore Fiber Optic Cable Projects. In updating Its 
LCP Area Plans, Land Use designations and/or siting criteria standards 
should be revised to encourage consolidated cable corridors. Evaluate 
potential reuse of abandoned oil/gas facilities pipelines for possible alternative 
use for communication cables. Additional mitigation measures should be 
developed to address potential Impacts from drUiing such as requirements for 
Drilling Fluid Monitoring Plans. Monitoring requirements should be Included 
that provide lor qualified monitors onsile with ability to stop drHIIng should 
fractures occur which could releases bentonite. The CZLUO should be 
revised to Include more specific mitigation lor eccess/recreatlon Impacts, 
avoidance or minimization of sensitive resources during construction, as well 
as mitigation measures such as erosion control, revegetation, and other 
measures necessary to protect scenic resources and habitat values. 

@ County Response: BOS approved for submittal (7110103) 
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~ CCC Recommended Modification (2120104 CCC Hearing) 
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Table A· Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications 
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review 

0 Original CCC Periodic Revl- Recommendation (8124/01) 

3.05 *Grant Priority 
Recommendation: 
Addrau Post-Construction Runorf. Incorporate into lhe planning 
process the following checklist of Uvea questions, developed Uvough the 
Model Urban Runoff Program, to help c:oaslal planners Identify and mitigate 
water quality Impacts of proposed development (see Table 3-2. below). 

Table 1: Water Quality Checklist 

1. Would the proposal result in changes In soillnllllraUon rates, drainage 
patterns, or the rate and amount of surface runoH? 
2. Would lhe proposal result In discharge into SUiface waters or weUands or 
other elterallon of surfacewaterlweUand quality (e.g., temperature, dissolved 
oxygen, or turbidity)? 
3. Would the proposal result In Impacts to groundMter quality? 

If lhe proposed projed raises water quality Issues based on the above 
questions, or other review, best management pracllces (BMPa) should ba 
Incorporated Into the projed daslgn to address post-conslrudlon runoff. 

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

SECTION 11. Secllon 23.05.050 of the Coastal Zone Land Use 
Ordinance, Ttue 23 of the San Luis Obispo County Code, Is hereby 
amended to add a new subsection (e) as follov.s: 
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foiln;i~J~A~rits:~~c;lj!l~;!h!i:9ali~!Jlla Storm_W!iler Best 
M&!18il~~"!t:!;~r!~~:;:J~~~k·'·(lndilslrl_a~Commerclal). 
~ilc:t,i .!')~,!I,SiJI:!I~ ~.h,,a,R l_!l.c;!UiJe.l!oll)_ sour~ I?,Oillrol,and trealment 
~flt~l Jl!~~!J~;~.n~li~ .lh~t~!l}~ii!lllants ~o. not leave the 
s_l~~~:.~t(1~a~r,rilnyff f.r:t!m,c;omrne~al devell)fllliEII!I shan be 
iiJtfi!.~.~:!!l~~'BMI;'.I! ih~(tie.at stor:m.via~er ru11off up to and 
k!~h,l!!\llli: lhe ~,~5!h.; ~'?!,nlile ~: (oJ fi~CIUivalent) storm • evenl 
~el!lilurahl:and ~ouier.comriie'rctatcleanlng: practices .that can 
~pa~:~~!~r9ua!iti:·(~~~-:: as:.floO((II~t'·rinslrlg .. ·and. vehicle 
~l!iii!\Vf.l!~clfl~~ :j;h!!'!l~ls; tC). slorm;draln. systems 
(d_!t,litrg~JI~;;C)II~··-~Jif!al!!••~:~~ivli .. chemlc!lls) shall 
P!'2V,jde de~k!!lat~ .llf!IIIB jllat collect ind dlspase C)f this runoff 
titro!Jii~:tl!~ . ."lllnllaiy .·septic, ·~tern..> s~et• s~plng .and 
cteari!!l(lahaa usa baat·management practices outlined In the 
~i~!ll~~'lll.~orttie¥QtleiUrbanRunoffProgram 
to keep contaminants and cleaning products from entering the 

@) CCC Recommended Modification (2120/04 CCC Hearing) 

Only Subsedlon (2) below Is recommended for modif1C8Uon. 

(2), Best :Management PracUces '· ~- • Cemmere!al· .Non-Res!denli< 
OeveiQPrMni.')u -~w 'mrnei!,lallexetucllnq agricullurelll!!!!! 
~ ~'!'!iopmentsubj8_cl to discreliol)ary.revlew shaH us• 
~at~ !'oflal!ali~rn.ll':'t' PfacU~~-• (~loJ!Ps)'lg- t:onlrol· ·a nil:' prever 
poU\'1!11118 ffo.r'i!,~nt~f!ng,tt,t~,~torf!l .clriil!l s~tem.'BMPs sh811 bo 
con~is!l!nt.~~~,t:t~ gulda~ fO_!Jflcl.ln ~PcUITIE!Rti 111uch as lh• 
Clili~tlfllta'S\~Watlili:~llll.l!'fanE_!gei!Jent precOces t-landboo 
(ln,cjustriE_!II~~me.Pal). "! ~uciJ ··.measures :·_shall .. include bot 
s.ou~;~trof andJ!.E!aln:l_~rit~~~ll:lll:_prai:Uces ·to ens!Jre th< 
contarrilnanls.'dct nolle ave: the : sile;: -Stomrmster·.ru-noff fror 
conlnieri:lal deVeioPment shall be filtered through BMP&thallrei 

:~~t~i~·~~o:ff;~&~~~-~e~~:~~--~~:~:.:.~:=J,~ 
t:leiiQing .precOces that cailll:nPiict water- quality (suCh .as Doc mat: rinsing ·~Jid veh~ C!8anlng) by. introducing chemicals I 
itonii drain's~ien'la :(detergents; oils anci ·ureasa iind 'corroslv 
d!enil¢a~l -ilui1i_\j,16Vide .cjaslg!lal~-'aieiis that~ collect an 
d,iSPQIIIe of th~,iiln(lff thr.oug~ ihe sa_nltary_septki system, SlreE 
sweeP.Irig ·and.- cleaning shaH ·use :bast. management practice 
olitiin8d lrl th8_ab0ve'referenced handboOk or uie Model Urba 
Runoff Program to keep contaminants and cleaning producls 

No change to text Text added fext-deleted Text added by Coastal Commission Text-deleted bt Coastni-Bommission 
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Table A- Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications 
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review 

0 Original CCC Periodic Review Recommendation (8124101) @ County Response: BOS approved for submittal (7/10/03) 

4.07 'CtGrant Priority 
CCC Recommendation: 
Revise Biological Report Requirements. 

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

,. 

@) CCC Recommended Modlflcallon (2120104 CCC Hearing) 

1. In addition to the Information that Is currenUy required to be I (<!), 
Included In biology reports pursuant to CZLUO Section 23.07 .170, 

ldenUf~eli the biologleal (:Onslralnts that. need to be addressed In I (4) 
destgnl~~g. isevelopmeni itllai: wouid .first avoid, . then. minimiZe .. 
~P,a~ 19~ ES~)tila&, ~e~~~~d .~cm~traln\s wlll.be !JSed,, ~y 

Identifies the biological constraints that ne.ed to be addressed In 
deslgnlng·davelopmen(that would first avoid, than minimize 
Impacts to EsHA .. Thas.e ldenlif!ad cOnstnilnts will be used by the 
CountY ··du~nq the" evaluation: ;·to''·: evaluate,:~and require 
lmplemer'Jta!lon.of prqj~ct·~aslgn:allernaUvlls·.~ 
~ that resld\Jil .IR1P!!CtS'lo ESHA.belng av~ld~d !!! and 
unavoidable Impacts minimized. This. e'tehltltlon ~ha!l.also InClude 
assass111ant ollrnpacti that tilay'result from the application of Ore 

2. 

3. 

the reports should Identify the biological constraints that need to be 
addressed In designing development that would first avoid, then 
minimize Impacts to ESHA. Biological Reports should Identify 
where revisions to the project are avaRable to avoid and minimize 
Impacts on ESHA. which should be considered by the County In 
the evaluation of project alternatives. 

County analysis or development In or adjacent to ESHA should 
Include an assessment or the Impacts posed by lire safely 
requirements, such as vegetation clearance and roadway 
Improvements. Where lire safety measures required to 
accommodate new development may Impact ESHA beyond what 
was anticipated by the project's Biological Report, a supplemental 
report may be required. In any Instances where lire clearance 
requirements would Impact ESHA. project alternatives that avoid 
these Impacts should be Identified and pursued. Where Impacts 
to ESHA associated with lire safety precautions can not be 
avoided, these Impacts should be minimized and mitigated in 
accordance with Recommendations 4.11 -4.1 B. 

Biological evaluations should not only Insure adequate setbacks for 
sensitive habitat areas, but should also specify the ways In which 
the lransilional habitat values of the burfer area can be protected. 
This should Include limitations on the types of uses allowed, and 
requirements for the maintenance of the natural features that 
protect the adjacent habitat area. 

No chanoe to text Text.added =Fexl-deleled 

(5)(4} 

(~) 

(7) 

II)~ 9l.~i!iY.~Uflt'g !!le.~VIiiiJ~tlo.~ c;~f Pf\l]act dasigiJ allerria~ves. 
pr~Parecl ~Y !he appllea,nt tha!,re~u!~ l!l.ln)Pacts to ES~ l!e\ng 
avoided i.or .:mlrilmlzilit::thli ~·avatuaUon :·shall<also :Include 
·~~~~&Jll,&.~t ~(l!i)i>~~t5;.ih~~ •. iliai.'rEi&~,i trpm)h~ ~ppn~~~l! c;~r 
~r.!l,sl!.feiYr!!qi!II'!'f!leots; 

Vermes that applicable setbacks from the habitat area required 
by Sections 23.07.170 to 23.07.178 are adequate to protecltha 
habitat or recommends greater, more appropriate setbacks. 

AltefJ!ai!'{ei,'ll!)~l~l~·.r:!ql!lred;\ P.rof?.o~e!l'roa!ls. bridges an~ 
other. 'allsslnQS ~-except '· fofc;thosa ' th.at f, support eXIsting 
agri~it~r,lll,·:~p~r~~qn!'.W!i(:'.orii{.i!lt';al!~e~ 'within' r.~qulred 
~e!b.aclls,:a.flej:lll!.f!'lte[ilallyes:analy~l.s. ~as .been:·~lllpleted. 
T!te;, llltem~~~e.a' lii~III,)'Sl~ ~ .•h.a.,ll exa1111ri~ .. a!: leas.t • tw<1 'c;~.the.r 
f':'!!,SI~Ie::•lc;JC1'll!1!1~ ''~ll(}h'!l :goaL. of. ;locatjng ·' lha .•. •least 
ervJr,Cil!lll.'l'!1!a.ny,~am~gl,!lil:l!.lterl!atl'!.e; 

9riU.caliY:~~~v~i~ate:~~a~E!~:tl!~~~c!:' p~r:m,lf aJ)PI!catlons; where. 
iinpermlttad-develoJ>Illent has Illegally ancroached.lnlo. setback 
area!! be!o~ off~~~i~t_mllt9a~!ln )s cons~ered. E~aluate ~II options 
or res!o,r111g,; IIIJ~ :, enll,anclng .· .the.: p~e·,!ll<l.stlng ; pn~site, ~llb.l!at 
Value,s . .':.9!f:7si~e, ri,Jt\lgatl()ri'sllould.~l) .. !ll) addiuOIIIII r'equl~menl 
YI!Je~e. fl.e~~~ary, !o ,()!fseJII)!IIIlmp(lrary I~ pacts. of .the vloi11Uon, 
1!1Jd."~~~~~~~s,l~ti:P9tenU~! fQr res_tor1111o!l erro~ t()fall, 

(5)(4} 

iWli 

safeiY taqu!raineO,\si' · · · · -- · · · · · · · · · ·· · · · · · 

Verifies that applicable setbacks from the habitat area required 
by Sections 23.07.170 to 23.07.178 are adequate to protect the 
habitat or recommends greater, mora appropriate setbacks. 

Critically· evaluate -."af\er-the~lact' . permit c appliCations where 
unpermiHed ·:development has' lll~gally enc~oached Into setbac~ 
areas before orr~slle mitigation Is considered. Evalu~le an optlom 
Of r~sto~~g a!ld l)r]hary,clng the 'p~~exlstlng tl~~~lte habita.l ~aiues 
O!f~site ml!lga!lon .II~()Uid be~ an. • addilio!laL requlre~ne~t:when 
ne~~sa.y to orr~at.tha, ternporary,ll11pac~ of the violation II"' 
ecldres.s .. the. P.iJ,ar:ttl.;!l .loJ.(&~IQra\l!ln:e!fti~S.to.:fall. 

~.~: Allernall'le• a~alysls;requlrecl.: ~Construction of nei'Y 
Improved; or expanded roads, l;)tldges and oth~:~rcro~s.lngs exeepHOt:thos• 
the! stlppcrt exlstl"!l egrietllt!!!!Hperjltion! will only .be allowed wllhl1 
r~ulred setbacks aile~ an alternilth!es analyst$ has been' cbmpleted, Th: 
aiternatlyes analysi$-shall examine' at teas! ivio other feasible loeallim~ wit 
lhll go!'l Qf·kl_catlng:tlle,l~)istenvlrcinli:!e~ta.nyis,amaQing alti.rn~tlve.'ll, afte 
completion of the altemauves.analysls.tha apProval authorltv.determlne 
lhti\ 'another less· environmentally· damaging alternative ·exlsts,;:th1 
aiternatlve shall ·be utilized and ·any' existing· bridge· onoad within lh 
setback shall be removed and the area·ot glslurbance restores! to natun 
topography and vegetation.·. II after completion orthe alternatiVes analysl! 
staff determines that anolhedess:envtronmentiill)' damaging allethativ 
does not exlsUhe brldae o( road maYbe alloWed only If accempa[!led b 
aiUeaslble ml!lgatlon measures to avoid and mlri!tnlze adverse Impacts, 

T e11t~~ded~bv~Coastal. CorrunissiQ.a =texl-d~~ted-by-BQestal:SlQmrnis.siQ!l 
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Table A· Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications 
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review 

0 Original CCC Periodic Revl- Recommendation (8124101) 

4.23 ~Grant Priority 
CCC Recommendation 
Apply a Minimum Slandard Selback of 100 feat In Urban Areas Where 
Feasible. Consider applying a 100' slandard selback, rather than 50' or less, 
In urban 81ea where a 100' selback Is feasible and would achieve baUer 
proleclion of slream resources. In aH cases, development should be 
selback the maximum feasible dlslance from riparian vegelalion, as 
determined tlvough a site specif"!C conslralnts anal)sls. 

No r.h"'""" In l<>xl Text added ~lelerl 

@ County Response: BOS approved for submittal (7110103) 

SECTION 18 -23.07.174dendLof11ec-tal Zaloland UHOnllnonce, llloZl 

of ... Son l.ulo ~ Counly Code, .. henlby .....- .. ·-.. -

23.07.174 ·-end Riparian Vogotellon. 

d.lllpollln- _.........,..._ ... _tamlleupllndedgoafdporton~ ... 

~MIIM1l~auu•alntll'ft8fl8feellnH• .... lli .. loeYBI)• ~188feetlt ........ 

telflllilev-aY&~:t••••JIItcllleillnaat II ' afthlsEieeleu;anilesteMa aoln.theurHn .... 
~~URlj lli~ioi!!ock .... ~lle·~l'l~.l..e!, ~ ... """' .... ,_ ... URI.llhlo 
~~~-·~d.~~~:J..~-~!'il!~.:"""''"b!Jih .. -:-:.r-­
~llftporCol~~vooeldon"""". ... quolily,-quolily, .. -
~~_lllkio;_;~~~~~notoj.pi;io~~~ 
~~!15.-~t 

@) CCC Recommended Modification (2120104 CCC Hearing) 

23.07.114. Strumo""" Rlporlon v.-. 
d.lllpotlonh1bocb. _.......,......._be_lnlmlleupllndedgoofdportonwgolallonth 

~~~ l"**"'"'lf&ek:Mih•"llill-~ 4ilfcl eY&t )1ntl108feiii"NraiiFE8 
te,..ilel eY&I=Je; ..,., .. ,.a lilelllllls:Asaell81:1t.efllils8eela:;a:i1Cdflllla s: tn .. urt.:t .. a 
(lnoldo""Ufllllhll-ohlllboa......,of50ktnbllni...,.(...._ .. URi:iillo·-, 
111!1111'! •-aiiDOioll.. A!oivoi oiotboir:k!liii!oJir:oiorob!Oin-lho U!IIOnendnOIII oroe 
dopondll,gO..~~oiapo.~lmt,!l!!l!l!olquoll}l.-quollly,irjdonyolh< 
~~-ThHo.IOibock.~!lonol"'li>>Y-!anoii'itilJctur8t~, 
d!!!!g!n!en!siJ!!!rtc:orPcime!dop!!dbestirt!nap!rnen!pradicestn.C...dln:owtlhLIJPPo!icy26f< 
Em!ronm!nl!!l• Sen!!!lvi Hab!!a!L oe!hlllei 101ol!r &io!ieu iB.85.!!i!!!. 

Ill P-od--b-Pornfllod,...oreNml!edlo!llosoopodlled!n-... 1 111 
23.07.112(dKIHfor--~..-.,Jhi!lle!!ndn(jOroqUredbyl1o!-.., 
bo.-. -perml!edunsUlo!""'nolroqultodlo-llfy!llos!-.gs!ndudo 

-oduoeowl!hlnlhooo!Ndc:P--orelni!odlo!hosospoclllodlnSec!lc 
23.07.112(dKIHfor--~provtdedl1o!lholfndnvsroqUredbyhil-a 
bo.-. Addl-permUoduooslla!orenolrequlrodloHIIIf)'!llosoftndlngslnduc 
.,_..,end_,..... ..... end -lgltc:Utln! ..... ~end_.....-..... -·.-.-· 

Al....,__,_,!niiriod(ooonilo_-.-.--oquoda­
ohouldbodolilgnod--lo...-looocw.....,...;oflwhoiJioi,PAIIKI 

:::.:-.:::.=:.:=:....,.,!Jiololllcoi~.Doo!g!l 

iii Ftoi>dOOilhlindGii.:_...,_ .... __ ... ..............,lti 
o morinifM~. ~.al-.ol·dro!iwgo __ ,.....,end ...... 

Ill Dflllno(j0-111111adilll0i.ldbo~ld!n!Oj>o'ujoda!no-

::.==~=~~...,._ 
o.AII .. -of._,_vogo~a-.CUIIngar_of_rlporllin-.egotallonlla!lunc!lonoo~ 
~.P.!i!IIG!I!JII. or~,,.,__- no! bo porml!!od OIICOpl: 

(II Far-.---by-oendba!>ovo; 

121 w~~ore ....... of.,._..,..,_,.; 

(31 Where ._.anv vogo!allon II Of1CRIIICNnO on elllab!llhod ogrlcullun!UIOI; 

141 -..--pnljoclo,!rQdngbu!nolllrri!od!oullll!yllnn.plfJellneo,drMwoyoend 
IVO<Io, -· 11o Planing Dlrec!or dolemllnoa no fnslblo ol!emoUvo oldoll; 

(51 Tolnaoole~-..-.,Jhi!IUdl_.....,.--..,,.., 

(81 

~~ No!""'"" tho fun- c:apad!y of .. halll!a!; 

(WI No!C811Holgi1llk:an!olr.-or-: 

(Ill Nolhovo o -• etlect on-or que!l!y ar quon!l!y; 

(IYI eo In-"'"" llllfllk:able porm!ll roqulrod by tho 
~elFish ond Gemo. 

To!ocolo o prlndpof!ypenrit!od un on on OJdsllnlflo! alreconf-. no 
---endlhe-.of-23.07.174d.2•conlle - . 

Al!~~!nOr~!o-,...-;end-ilqUaliohiibna 
-lhlllbodOoi;ilod....,.,;_lo,_lolocwclonAPiionofb-.pro!o 
Wllloi"quii!I!J, ondmolr!lolilllr-(111-.leooi>lelblaloglc:o!~y, .Q~~~ 
"*- !!!l!!!!!itci lie poyld!i! ~ ... !!!!W!II!!Ii!)llle<i !o:• 

~~ 
__ end _ __,. ___ "~"' 

-""~~"'~~-"""~ 
(HI ,_,._mit.oaooliaiil.!a.111>orj>cnodlliloprojocitllnoiiiomor!h 

pm.;ro-.,~.ndb __ of.....,..._!n 

~~-dl!o!!!v."!!'!."""·~ 

o.AI!ontlonolrlportonvego!a!lon.Cu!!lngar-alnallnl~vegolallonllo!,.._., 
IJ01IIanof, .. ~-.,.,..... hobllo!- no! bo porml!!od ..... pi: 

(II Fcw--ono-by-oendblbovo; 

121 Where In ..... "' public_,-; 
(3) -~-ll!lanllonaooc:Nng on es!ablshod ogr!cu!!ura!uoes; 

(41 -..--prujodo,lndudngbu!no!llrri!odloullllly!lnes,plpellneo,drt..,..ysa 
roods, whorl !ho Pllr*'IJ Dlrec!or dolerrrines no feallf!Jio ol!orna!lvo olds!o; 

(51 Tolncreuoogr!QI!!ura!-pnMc!edhl!sudlvegolallond......,a• 

181 

~~ No!""""' .. -c:opad!yofbhobl!lll; 

(Ill No!-1191illc:onll--. 

(Ill No!'- • -~~ tllect on,.,. quall!y or quonat, 

(tvl eo 1n - wtlh ..,.,._, .,....,. ._... by ' 
Depor!mont of Fllh end Gemo. 

To 1oco1o o principally porm!!lod uoo.., on oldll!ng lo! of record whore 
fooslbloollomolvo-endlho-.pof-Z3.07.174d.2-o:an 
nade. 

T,.,vt·~rtrtnrt h" rn~f!'"'' t""nrnmi~~inn ~vf.-rlpfflllf~~~afcJ-C!n~ll"'f'\ioni"'n 
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Table A- Coastal Commission Suggested Modifications 
Phase 1 Proposed LCP Amendments - SLO County Periodic Review 

0 Original CCC Periodic Review Recommendation (8124101) f9 County Response: DOS approved for submittal (7/10/03) @) CCC Recommended Modification (2120/04 CCC Hearing) 

8.02 *Grant Prlorlly SRA- SENSITIVE RESOURCE AREA 
CCC Recommendation: 
Create a Scenic SRA Combining Designation. All highly scenic areas In 
the Coastal Zone should be mapped and designated as Sensitive Coastal 2. Revise Chapter 7, Combining Designations, Coastal Zone 
Resource Areas. CreaUon of a coastal visual SRA could Incorporate and Framework for Planning, that defines the types of SRA's, Page 7-10, 
expand upon Inland standards that require assessing visibility of the project, by modifying the text as follows by adding a new number 8 to the 
requiring a site vlsll as part of the application process and other standards general objectives: 
on ridgetop development, slopes, rock outcrops, building feature and 

The prilservaUon of scenlc.tesources shall be.balanced Wllh.the landscaping. ~' e. The presen eUon oleeenle reeottreee shiiiHle-btlleneed-wi!IHhe 
Implementation of aafety.:related improvement projects/ · · · · fmolemenllltlon oleelet1 releted-lmpro.ement orojeet-. 

No chanoe to text Text added fext-Ueleted Text added by Coastal Commission fextQ~I~!~ct:Q~e~tel:-6ommis3ion 
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SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING 

June 28, 2004 

Charles Lester, Deputy Director 
California Coastal Commission 
725 Front Street, Suite 300 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4508 

Re: Corrected Resolution and Exhibit 
for Executive Director Checkoff: 

Transmittal 

VICTOR HOLANDA, AICP 
DIRECTOR 

RECEIVED 
JUN 2 9 2004 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRALCOASTAREA 

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. 

AY~· 
~o~schro 

Coastal Zone 
Senior Planner 

anagement Division 

cc: Steve Monowitz, Coastal Analyst 
John Euphrat, Principal Planner 
Attachments 

~ 

cCC Exhibit p 
(page _l_ot .:;- pages} 

COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER • SAN LUIS OBISPO • CALIFORNIA 93408 • (805) 781-5600 

EMAIL: planning@co.slo.ca.us FAX: (805) 781-1242 WEBSITE: http://www.slocoplanbldg.com 
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IN THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Tues day June 22 , 20 ,M 
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 California Coastal Commission for certification on July 29, 2003; and 

WHEREAS, on February 20, 2004, the California 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 April20, 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 exact language 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 Code,~ . ~ 
be amended and adopted as follows: ~CC Exhibit _-E..L....--
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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 __ A_c_h_a_d:..j i_a_n _________ ,, seconded by 

Supervisor --~P~i:!!n:::a~rd~-------'' and on the following roll call vote, to wit: 

AYES: Supervisors Achadjian, Pinard, Bianchi, and Chairperson Ovitt 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: Supervisor Ryan 

ABSTAINING: None 

the foregoing Resolution is hereby adopted. 

ATTEST: 

Julie L. Rodewald 

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
BY: ::;r4iEAii: MSPt <PI""' 
[SEAU 

Deputy Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGAL EFFECT: 

JAMES B. LINDHOLM, JR. 
County unsel 

Date: ~.e.oj 

Chairman of the Board of Supervisors 

.... _________ _ r --- r~·-· ·-- ... ~ .. 
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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 April20, 2004. 

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

J. 1ELECDMMUNICATIONS FIBER OPTIC CABLE PROJECTS 

The use of fiber optic technology has emerged as a major component of telecommunications systems. Wtth 
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 industty with the rapid deployment of advanced 
technologies. The development of very fine and pure glass strands kno'Wil as fiber optics that carry large 
quantities of digital information, combined with the massive expansion of use of the world wlde web Internet 
system, and the potential for use of these fiberoptic cables to cany movies, television, and most other types of 
communications, has changed the waythat 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, Olln.a and Australia. Hard ocean bottom confJgUrations are sensitive habitat areas to be 
avoided. Cable lines installed on underwater rockyoutcroppings also have the potential to cause conflicts with 
fishing by snagging fishing gear. Accordingly, Policy 42 below requires the routing of cable Jines to avoid 
recreation areas and sensitive habitats, among other sensitive resource areas. Within countyjurisdiction,Montana 
de Oro State Park is a major landing site for several telecommunication companies' trans-Pacific cable systems. 
The cities of Morm Bay and Grover Beach· also have landing site facilities. Fiber optic cable projects have 
impacts that are clifferent 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 tide and guarantee: Where public coastal accessways are required by this section, approval 
of a land division, or 1and 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 County 
Counsel, and shall be recorded in the office of the County Recorder, 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: 

J;CC 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 subnittal am:ndmmt da:s na comspan:l Wth the update to the st137E ardinant:e 
apfJ1'UlHi by the Cdifamia Caz.std Cnmissian in March 2002 as SL 0 L CPA mn::lm:nt N a 1-01 Part C Since the O»d:y 
has na Jet acted to aa:ept or rejrJ:t the Cdifamia Caz.std Camrissian's SUf§I5ta:l m:xliji.catit:n to L CPA rnmdtrent 1-01 Part 
C it is premtture to prqxze tJltematize clJans:s to this seaion. 1henfore, thecurrently~tdarrEJrlm:nt to Seaion23. 05.050 
shall only take eJfot after Sept:errkr 5, 2004, if the Camty da:l.in:5 to aa:ept the California C'm.std Camrissian SUf§I5ta:l 

m:xliji.catit:n to L CPA trerriJrent 1-01 Part C] 

Chapter 7- Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance - Section 23.07. VOd 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
environmenta11ydamaging alternative does not exist. If however, the alternatives analysis concludes that 
a feasible and less-environmentally damaging 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. 
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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 

Harry Ovitt, Chair 
Board of Supervisors 

DQAFT 

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

July 15, 2004 

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 April20, 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. 

I 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 
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