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Monterey County (APN 007-071-002).
Project description......... Renovation and addition to an existing single-family residence including 72

square-foot addition, remodel of interior structure and exterior facade, new
stone patio, brick paver driveway, and walkways. Project also includes
demolition and reconstruction of an existing detached storage building and
remodel of the existing detached garage to match the residence.

Local Approvals............. City of Pacific Grove Architectural Review Board (ARB) final architectural
approval on May 25, 2010 (AA #3931-10); Mitigated Negative Declaration
adopted on August 17, 2006; City of Pacific Grove Mitigation Monitoring
Program.

File documents................ Coastal Commission coastal development permit (CDP) files 3-10-029 and 3-
07-012; City of Pacific Grove certified Land Use Plan (LUP).

Staff Recommendation ..Approval with Conditions

A.Staff Recommendation

1. Summary of Staff Recommendation

The Applicants request a coastal development permit for a 72 square-foot addition to an existing, one-
story, 1,356 square-foot single-family residence built in 1947 on a 43,609 square-foot lot in the
Asilomar Dunes neighborhood of the City of Pacific Grove. The proposed development also includes
remodel to the interior structure and exterior facade of the residence and detached garage, demolition
and reconstruction of a 148 square-foot detached storage building, 585 square feet of patio and 428
square feet of walkways, 2,298 square-foot brick paver driveway, 79 square feet in miscellaneous
coverage, demolition of the existing septic tank and installation of a new septic tank, trenching for
utility connections, and fencing. Immediate outdoor living space is proposed that includes landscaping
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areas and bare sandy areas covering approximately 1,890 square feet. The City has a certified Land Use
Plan (LUP), but the Implementation Plan (and thus an overall Local Coastal Program (LCP)) has not yet
been certified. Therefore, a coastal development permit for the project must be obtained from the
Coastal Commission and the standard of review is Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. The policies of the
LUP, however, are looked to as guidance.

The Asilomar Dunes area has a number of unique biological and geological resources, including at least
ten plant and one animal species of special concern, and dune landforms comprised almost entirely of
quartz sand. These coastal dunes have long been considered by the Commission to be environmentally
sensitive habitat areas (ESHAS) because they include plant and animal life and related habitats that are
rare, especially valuable, and easily disturbed and degraded by human activities and developments. The
Applicants’ approximately one-acre parcel is comprised of this dune habitat in association with native
Monterey pine forest, another habitat type independently considered ESHA by the Commission. The
pines at this forest front location also serve to minimize environmental stresses to the more interior trees
of the forest, reduce tree failures that result when trees are more directly exposed to wind off the
shoreline area, and are also considered critical in maintaining the stability of the inland extent of the
sand dunes where the dunes transition to forest. The Applicants’ one acre parcel also includes two plant
species of special concern: Tidestrom’s lupine (which is listed as a federal and state endangered plant
species) and Monterey spineflower (which is listed as a federal threatened and California Native Plant
Society List 1-B rare or endangered plant species).

The Commission has a long history of protecting the Asilomar Dunes system ESHA, including through
development and application of guiding Pacific Grove LUP policies that strike a balance between
maximizing dune and related habitat protection and accommodating reasonable residential use on pre-
existing subdivided parcels in the Asilomar Dunes area. To minimize disturbance to the sensitive dune
and related habitats, the total maximum aggregate lot coverage under the City’s certified LUP is limited
to 15 percent of the lot area for lots of the size at issue here (i.e., over one-half acre). As defined in the
LUP, this coverage includes buildings, driveways, patios, decks that do not allow for the passage of
water and light to the dune surface, and any other features that eliminate native plant habitat. The LUP
also allows an additional maximum of up to 5 percent of the lot area for “immediate outdoor living area”
that can be landscaped and used for residential activities, but not covered otherwise (with structures,
patios, etc.). Per the LUP, the remainder of any site (i.e., approximately 80 percent, once maximum
coverage and outdoor living area are accounted for) must be preserved as dune habitat, including
through restoration/enhancement as necessary to ensure maximum feasible habitat value, and through
conservation easements that require this area to remain as habitat in perpetuity.

In this case, the Applicants propose a modest increase in the size of the residence and expansion of
outdoor patio, walkways, and outdoor living space within the same general disturbance footprint of the
existing development. All told, the Applicants propose to increase aggregate lot coverage from 10.9% to
12.4% of the lot, or an additional 636 square feet and to increase immediate outdoor living area from 0%
to 4.3% or an additional 1,890 square feet. The proposed new coverage avoids direct impacts to
endangered plant species that have been identified on the site. Pursuant to the City’s CEQA review, the
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Applicants have incorporated into the project a dune landscape restoration plan for the remainder of the
site, as well as various other measures to address the impacts of the project.

The Commission has generally applied the guiding LUP 15/5% coverage rule for these Asilomar Dunes
neighborhood cases where new development is proposed on vacant lots. This is to address the Coastal
Act requirements to protect ESHA from non-resource dependent development, while avoiding a taking
of private property. The Commission has also approved an increase in lot coverage over existing
coverage in some cases, depending on the unique circumstances of each case. In this case, the proposed
development would be within the LUP’s coverage limits (i.e., 15%/5% maximum allowed, 12.4% /
4.3% proposed), but will result in an additional roughly 2,526 square feet of coverage in the dunes. In
addition, redevelopment of the site will necessarily involve temporary impacts to areas immediately
surrounding the existing development envelope. There is already a non-resource dependent use in the
dunes — the existing house that was constructed prior to enactment of the Coastal Act. Redevelopment of
the new house will occur in the same general development footprint as this existing house, thereby
limiting impacts to surrounding ESHA. Coupled with the restoration of the remainder of site, prohibition
on development in the remaining dune areas, and 2:1 offsite restoration to offset new dune coverage, the
project will not result in a significant disruption of the Asilomar Dunes ESHA. Overall, approval of the
project with conditions to maximize ESHA protection, including mitigation of the cumulative impacts of
such redevelopments in Asilomar, will allow reasonable redevelopment of the existing residential use,
consistent with the Coastal Act’s ESHA requirements as understood in a takings context.

In summary, and as conditioned to implement the ESHA and related habitat protections, to protect
scenic resources, and to address other coastal resource issues (hamely water quality and archaeological
impact avoidance), the project can be found consistent with the Coastal Act. The motion is found
directly below.

2. Staff Recommendation on Coastal Development Permit

Staff recommends that the Commission, after public hearing, approve the proposed project subject to
the standard and special conditions below.

Motion: | move that the Commission approve coastal development permit number 3-10-029
pursuant to the staff recommendation.

Staff Recommendation of Approval: Staff recommends 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.

Resolution to Approve the 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. 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
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further feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that would substantially lessen any
significant adverse impacts of the development on the environment.
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B.Findings and Declarations
The Commission finds and declares as follows:

1. Project Location, Background, and Description

A. Project Location
The proposed project is located at 1400 Pico Drive in the Asilomar Dunes neighborhood of the City of

«

California Coastal Commission



CDP Application 3-10-029
Johnston SFD
Page 5

Pacific Grove. The Asilomar Dunes neighborhood is mapped as the area bounded by Lighthouse
Avenue, Asilomar Avenue, and the northern boundary of Asilomar State Park to the south (see Exhibits
A, B and C). The 43,609 square-foot lot is in the southern portion of Asilomar, nearest to Asilomar State
Park Conference Grounds. Development within the surrounding neighborhood is characterized by one
and two-story single-family dwellings interspersed in the dunes. The subject property is currently
developed with a 1,356 square-foot house and detached garage (445 square feet), an outbuilding (148
square feet), and other development (walkways, patios, and driveway) totaling 2,826 square feet. Thus,
existing site coverage is 4,775 square feet, or 10.9% of the lot. Similar to many of the older residences
in the Asilomar Dunes neighborhood, the existing house is relatively small in size, leaving almost 90%
of the lot undeveloped. This low-density zoning and development on relatively large lots is part of what
gives this Asilomar Dunes residential area its open-space character.

As discussed below, the entire site is considered to be environmentally sensitive habitat area (ESHA), as
are all lots within dune habitat located in the Asilomar Dunes. This is due in part to the existence of up
to ten plant species and one animal species of special concern that have evolved and adapted to the harsh
conditions found in the Asilomar Dunes system. Increasing development pressure has reduced the
amount of available habitat and thus the range of these species and the dunes overall. The site is also
located within an archaeologically sensitive area (see Exhibit E).

B. Project Background

The Commission approved CDP application number 3-07-012 on April 11, 2008 to demolish the
existing residence garage and outbuilding, and construct in its place a new 4,404 square-foot two-story
residence and 256 square-foot detached office, with 2,452 square feet of additional non-structural
coverage (i.e., patios, walks, and driveway) and 2,180 square feet of outdoor living space. Under this
previous approval, total impervious coverage (i.e., structural and non-structural) equaled 6,451 square
feet and total lot coverage (i.e., total coverage plus outdoor living space) equaled 8,721 square feet or
20% of the one-acre lot. The prior approval also included, among other things, over 300 cubic yards of
grading, removal of 12 trees, requirements to mitigate for resource impacts such as native dune habitat
restoration of the remainder of the site (i.e., approximately 34,888 square feet), off-site mitigation for
the additional coverage (i.e., 7,964 square feet), and restrictions on future development. However, the
Applicant did not pursue CDP 3-07-012, and it expired on April 11, 2010.

C. Project Description

The current proposed project includes a much reduced proposal compared to CDP 3-07-012, and
primarily proposes a 72 square-foot addition and remodel to the existing one-story 1,356 square-foot
residence. The 445 square-foot detached garage will likewise be remodeled to match the renovated
residence, and the 148 square-foot outbuilding will similarly be replaced with a new structure of the
same size and architectural style as the other buildings. Total structural coverage under this proposal is
estimated at 2,021 square feet (see project plans attached as Exhibit G). Project plans indicate that no
grading is required including to accommodate the residential expansion. However, grading will be
necessary to remove the existing septic tank and install the proposed waste holding tank. Upon
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completion of the tank removal and installation, the site will be restored and all excavated sands will be
used in conjunction with the native plant restoration on-site. The existing driveway would be replaced
with a new pervious brick paver driveway totaling 2,298 square feet, 220 square feet of which is
driveway within the 20-foot front setback line.® When added to other proposed impervious surfaces
(walkways, patios, retaining walls) totaling 1,092 square feet, total impervious site coverage for the site
will be 5,411 square feet or 12.4% of the lot. The project also includes 1,890 square feet of exotic
landscaping in mostly unconfined areas and bare sandy areas that represents an additional 4.3% of the
lot set aside for immediate outdoor living purposes. Thus, the application proposes to commit 16.7% of
the site (7,301 square feet) to residential development and use. Finally, the project also involves placing
utilities underground, and fencing between the residence and storage unit.

The Applicant has also incorporated various mitigations required by the City through CEQA into the
project, pursuant to an adopted Mitigation Monitoring Program (see Exhibit J). This includes a
requirement for a landscape restoration plan prepared by a qualified biologist for “restoration, long-term
maintenance, and monitoring of the undeveloped portions of the property.” Other incorporated
mitigations address other biological issues such as tree removal, as well as visual, cultural resource, and
geological issues. These incorporated components are considered part of the proposed project.

2. Coastal Act Consistency Analysis

Standard of Review

The Asilomar Dunes portion of the City of Pacific Grove is within the coastal zone, but the City does
not have a certified LCP. The City’s Land Use Plan (LUP) was certified in 1991, but the zoning or
Implementation Plan (IP) portion of the LCP has not yet been certified. The City is currently in the
preliminary stages of updating the LUP and developing an IP. Because the City does not yet have a
certified LCP, applicants for coastal zone development must apply to the Coastal Commission directly
for coastal development permits. Although the certified LUP provides non-binding guidance during the
review of such applications, the standard of review is the Coastal Act.

A. Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas

1. Applicable Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area (ESHA) Policies
Coastal Act Section 30240, states:

Section 30240 Environmentally sensitive habitat areas; adjacent developments

(a) Environmentally sensitive habitat areas shall be protected against any significant disruption
of habitat values, and only uses dependent on those resources shall be allowed within those
areas.

! Driveway components that are located within the 20-foot front setback area are treated differently under the LUP. Specifically, those
portions of the driveway that are located within the 20-foot front yard setback may be excluded from the coverage calculation if the
entire driveway is comprised of pervious or semi-pervious materials, and if the excluded portion in the setback is no wider than 12 feet.
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(b) Development in areas adjacent to environmentally sensitive habitat areas and parks and
recreation areas shall be sited and designed to prevent impacts which would significantly
degrade those areas, and shall be compatible with the continuance of those habitat and
recreation areas.

The Coastal Act, in Section 30107.5, defines an environmentally sensitive area as

Section 30107.5...any area in which plant or animal life or their habitats are either rare or
especially valuable because of their special nature or role in an ecosystem and which could be
easily disturbed or degraded by human activities and developments.

As indicated previously, while Coastal Act policies are the standard of review for coastal development
permits until the City completes its LCP, the City’s certified LUP can provide guidance to the
Commission as it considers proposals for development in the Asilomar Dune neighborhood. With
regards to environmentally sensitive habitat areas, the LUP contains various policies designed to protect
the acknowledged dune ESHA of the Asilomar dunes area:

LUP Policy 2.3.5.1. New development in the Asilomar dunes area (bounded by Asilomar
Avenue, Lighthouse Avenue, and the boundary of Asilomar State Park) shall be sited to protect
existing and restorable native dune plant habitats... No development on a parcel containing
ESHA shall be approved unless the City is able to find that, as a result of the various
protective measures applied, no significant disruption of such habitat will occur. [emphasis
added]

LUP Policy 2.3.5.1.d. The alteration of natural land forms and dune destabilization by
development shall be minimized. Detailed grading plans shall be submitted to the City before
approval of coastal development permits.

LUP Policy 2.3.5.1.e If an approved development will disturb dune habitat supporting or
potentially supporting Menzies’ wallflower, Tidestrom’s lupine or other rare or endangered
species, or the forest front zone along Asilomar Avenue south of Pico Avenue, that portion of the
property beyond the approved building site and outdoor living space (as provided in section
3.4.5.2) shall be protected by a written agreement, deed restrictions or conservation easement
granted to an appropriate public agency or conservation foundation. These shall include
provisions which guarantee maintenance of remaining dune habitat in a natural state, provide
for restoration of native dune plants under an approved landscape plan, provide for long-term
monitoring of rare and endangered plants and maintenance of supporting dune or forest habitat,
and restrict fencing to that which would not impact public views or free passage of native
wildlife. Easements, agreements or deed restrictions shall be approved prior to commencement
of construction and recorded prior to sale or occupancy.

LUP Policy 2.3.5.1.g. Require installation of utilities in a single corridor if possible, and should
avoid surface disturbance of areas under conservation easement.
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LUP Policy 3.4.4.1. All new development shall be controlled as necessary to ensure protection
of coastal scenic values and maximum possible preservation of sand dunes and the habitat of
rare and endangered plants. [emphasis added]

Section 3.4.5.2 of the LUP specifies the maximum aggregate lot coverage allowed for new development
in the Asilomar Dunes area as follows:

LUP Policy 3.4.5.2. Maximum aggregate lot coverage for new development in the R-1-B-4
zoning districts is 15% of the total lot area. For purposes of calculating lot coverage under this
policy, residential buildings, driveways, patios, decks (except decks designed not to interfere
with passage of water and light to dune surface below) and any other features that eliminate
potential native plant habitat will be counted. However, a driveway area up to 12 feet in width
the length of the front setback shall not be considered as coverage if surfaced by a material
approved by the Site Plan Review Committee. An additional 5% may be used for immediate
outdoor living space, if left in a natural condition, or landscaped so as to avoid impervious
surfaces, and need not be included in the conservation easement required by Section 2.3.5.1(e).
Buried features, such as septic systems and utility connections that are consistent with the
restoration and maintenance of native plant habitats, need not be counted as coverage.

The siting of each new development and the expected area of disturbance around each residence
shall be individually reviewed by the Site Plan Review Committee. Such review shall duly
consider the minimization of dune destabilization and disturbance to endangered plants and
their habitat.

2. Site/Resource Description

a. Asilomar Dunes Complex

Coastal sand dunes constitute one of the most geographically constrained habitats in California. They
only form in certain conditions of sand supply and wind energy and direction. Dunes are a dynamic
habitat subject to extremes of physical disturbance, drying, and salt spray and support a unique suite of
plant and animal species adapted to such harsh conditions. Many characteristic dune species are
becoming increasingly uncommon. Even where degraded, the Coastal Commission has typically found
this important and vulnerable habitat to be ESHA due to the rarity of the physical habitat and its
important ecosystem functions, including that of supporting sensitive species.

The proposed development is located in the Asilomar Dunes complex, an environmentally sensitive
habitat area extending several miles along the northwestern edge of the Monterey Peninsula. The
Asilomar Dunes complex extends from Point Pinos at the Lighthouse Reservation in Pacific Grove
through Spanish Bay and to Fan Shell Beach in the downcoast Del Monte Forest area. Within Pacific
Grove, this dunes complex extends though two protected areas, the Lighthouse Reservation area and
Asilomar Dunes State Park, that sandwich a dune-residential community. Although this dune-residential
area is often described as Asilomar Dunes more broadly, it is only a part of the larger Asilomar Dunes
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complex.?

The Asilomar Dunes extend inland from the shoreline dunes and bluffs through a series of dune ridges
and inter-dune swales to the edge of more urban development in some cases and the edge of the native
Monterey pine forest in others. The unusually pure, white quartz sand in this area was formerly
stabilized by a unique indigenous dune flora. However, only a few acres of the original habitat area,
which spans almost five miles of shoreline and includes the Asilomar Dunes residential neighborhood in
Pacific Grove, remain in a natural state. The balance of the original habitat has been lost or severely
damaged by sand mining, residential development, golf course development, trampling by pedestrians,
and the encroachment of non-indigenous introduced vegetation. While a number of preservation and
restoration efforts have been undertaken, most notably at the Spanish Bay Resort, Asilomar State Beach,
and in connection with previously approved residential developments on private lots, much of the
Asilomar Dunes complex remains degraded. Even so, it remains a valuable habitat area, including
because it supports certain plants and animals characteristic of this environmentally sensitive habitat that
are themselves rare or endangered.

The Asilomar Dune complex includes up to ten plant species and one animal species of special concern
that have evolved and adapted to the desiccating, salt-laden winds and nutrient poor soils of the
Asilomar Dunes area. The best known of these native dune plants are the Menzie’s wallflower,
Monterey spineflower, and Tidestrom’s lupine, all of which have been reduced to very low population
levels through habitat loss and are Federally-listed endangered species. Additionally, the native dune
vegetation in the Asilomar Dunes also includes other dune species that play a special role in the
ecosystem; for example, the bush lupine which provides shelter for the rare black legless lizard, and the
coast buckwheat, which hosts the endangered Smith’s blue butterfly. Native Monterey pine trees that
comprise the forest-front, an area where the central dune scrub plant community intersects the native
Monterey pine forest community, are also present in Asilomar and constitute another habitat type long
(both independently and when in association with dunes) considered ESHA by the Commission.® The
pines at this forest front location also serve to minimize environmental stresses to the more interior trees
of the forest, reduce tree failures that result when trees are more directly exposed to wind off the
shoreline area, and are also considered critical in maintaining the stability of the inland extent of the
sand dunes where the dunes transition to forest.

Because of these unique biological and geological characteristics of the Asilomar Dunes, the
Commission has a long history of identifying all properties in the Asilomar Dunes area with these dune
system and related habitat features, both in the City of Pacific Grove and unincorporated Monterey

2 The Pacific Grove Asilomar Dunes dune-residential area is located between Lighthouse Avenue and State Parks” Asilomar Conference
grounds, and between inland Asilomar Avenue and the Asilomar State Beach shoreline.

3 Native Monterey pine is a California Native Plant Society (CNPS) list 1B.1 species considered “rare, threatened, or endangered in
California and elsewhere” where the “0.1” modifier indicates that it is considered “seriously endangered in California (over 80% of
occurrences threatened/high degree and immediacy of threat).” CNPS has no higher threat classification than 1B. Native Monterey pine
is also classified by CDFG’s Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) with a G1 global rank and an S1.1 state rank, indicating that both
globally and within California there are fewer than 6 viable “element occurrences” (G1 and S1) and that the species is considered “very
threatened” (S1.1). There is no higher degree of rarity (or threat) in the CNDDB global or state rankings. In addition, the CNDDB

designates Monterey pine forest as a rare community type.
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County (i.e. in the Del Monte Forest area), as within environmentally sensitive habitat areas. Based on
this understanding, the Pacific Grove LUP certified by the Commission includes a variety of policies,
some of which are cited above, to protect this identified dune and related habitat ESHA.

b. Specific Site Resources

At the time of LUP development, the City of Pacific Grove conducted a comprehensive survey of
existing dune resources on each parcel. At that time (1990), the Applicants’ parcel was identified and
characterized as “sand dunes” with an extreme sensitivity and “Monterey Pine Forest” with moderate
sensitivity (see Exhibit D). A botanic survey prepared by Thomas Moss in April 2004 for a previous
proposal found at least two special status plant species on the property. According to the botanic survey,
approximately 65% of the property is covered by a thick mat of ice plant, except for the inter-dune
swale that runs the length of the property between two ridges where scattered Monterey pine and planted
Monterey cypress trees grow in the leeward side of the dune ridges, where protection is afforded from
the wind. The pines are not part of a larger forested area, but rather are a scattering of pine individuals.
In addition, several of the pines are dead and the few remaining trees are infected with pine pitch canker.
Native dune vegetation occurs in six small, separate areas that have not yet been overtaken by exotic
vegetation. Nearly every common plant species indigenous to the Asilomar Dunes complex is
represented in the remnant areas of native vegetation, as well as two protected rare plant species,
Tidestrom’s lupine and Monterey spineflower. The Applicants’ biologist noted that replacing the non-
native plant species with species native to the Asilomar Dunes complex would greatly enhance and
restore the property’s biological and aesthetic resource values. Finally, the site was not surveyed for
black legless lizards. However, the Applicants’ biologist indicated it is likely that the lizard is present on
the site where dense vegetation is growing, particularly in the area of the swale.

Staff has visited the site and confirmed that but for the existing developed area, the site contains dune
habitat, albeit partially degraded with non-native ice-plant cover. Therefore, based upon the botanical
survey prepared for the property, staff observations, and consistent with the City’s LUP and prior
Commission actions on other proposed development in the Asilomar Dunes, the Commission finds that
the site is environmentally sensitive habitat as defined by Section 30107.5 of the Coastal Act.

3. Project Impacts

The proposed project will impact the dune ESHA on the site in at least three ways: it will extend the life
and thus the impacts of a residential use in dune ESHA for the foreseeable future; it will incrementally
expand the final direct loss of dune habitat on site, and lead to indirect impacts on ESHA that is not
directly removed; and it will contribute to the cumulative loss of the Asilomar Dunes system.
Nonetheless, as discussed below, with onsite and offsite restoration, avoidance of sensitive dune species,
and conditions to meet the coverage limitations of the LUP, the project is consistent with Coastal Act
Section 30240.

a. Extension of Residential Use in ESHA
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The existing home on the Applicant’s site pre-dates enactment of the Coastal Act, including Section
30240, the purpose of which is to protect environmentally sensitive habitat areas. Ordinarily the Coastal
Act does not allow residential uses in ESHA, absent a need to avoid an unconstitutional taking of private
property. Thus, the existing condition of a residence in the Asilomar Dunes ESHA is not consistent with
Coastal Act Section 30240. However, the Commission recognizes that there is pre-existing legal use of
the site by a non-resource dependent residential use.

As proposed, the project will result in an addition to and remodel of the existing house, remodel of the
garage, and the rebuilding of a storage building, in the same general, albeit somewhat expanded,
location of the site. Although the application has not specifically addressed the life of the project, the
Commission assumes that the new home will be on the site for at least 50 years, if not more. The
Commission expects, therefore, that the impacts of the current residential use of the site will be extended
into the future for as long as the house remains on the site.

b. Direct and Indirect ESHA Impacts

The extended impacts of the proposed residential use on ESHA are varied. First and foremost is the
direct loss of dune ESHA on site, due to the proposed structural coverage development footprint of
5,411 square feet or approximately 12.4% of the site. The proposed development includes a 72 square-
foot addition and remodel to an existing 1,356 square-foot single-family residence. The project further
entails renovation of the existing detached 445 square-foot garage, and replacement of the 148 square-
foot storage building. Another 3,390 square feet is committed to impervious hardscape including
walkways, patios, and driveway. Currently, 4,739 square feet, or 10.9% of the property is covered by
building and non-building coverage. The Applicants have proposed to increase the aggregate lot
coverage of this property by increasing the size of the residence and adding additional patio space, as
well as a larger driveway, walkway, planter, and porch. The project also includes 1,890 square feet
(4.3%) of non-habitat landscaping around the exterior margins of the rear patio and walkway. Thus, in
total, the project results in direct displacement of approximately 16.7% of the site or 7,301 square feet of
dune habitat. Much of this area is already displaced by the existing residential use, though the outdoor
living area is entirely new dune disturbance, and redevelopment of the site will necessarily disturb areas
immediately adjacent to the existing development footprint, but such impacts will be minimal and
temporary. The following table summarizes the existing condition, the proposed project, and the LUP
maximums related to site coverage for lots of the size at issue here (i.e., approximately one acre).
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Project Component Existing Proposed Recommendation
Building Coverage (home and garage) 1,949 sq. ft. (4.5%) 2,021 sq. ft. (4.6%)
(43,609 sq. ft. site)
Non-Building Coverage 2,826 sq. ft. (6.5%) 3,390 sq. ft. (7.8%)
(driveways, sidewalks, etc.)
Total Aggregate Lot Coverage 4,775 sq. ft. (10.9%0) | 5,411 sq. ft. (12.4%) 5,411 sq. ft. (12.4%)
Outdoor Living Area 0 sq. ft. (0.0%) 1,890 sq. ft. (4.3%) 1,890 sq. ft. (4.3%)
(backyard, landscaped, and pervious areas)
Total Lot Coverage* 4,775 sq. ft. (10.9%) | 7,301 sq. ft. (16.7%) 7,301 sq. ft. (16.7%0)

* Total Lot Coverage is the amount of lot area committed to urban residential uses and includes both total impervious coverage and outdoor living area.

The other significant onsite impacts to ESHA are due to the location of the residential use immediately
in and adjacent to the remaining habitat, without any buffers. To implement Coastal Act Section 30240
the Commission usually requires not only avoidance of ESHA but also the use of buffering to minimize
the disruption of habitats from non-compatible uses. Such impacts include light and noise; shading of
dune habitat; the potential introduction on non-native plants and invasive species; direct disturbance of
habitat from residentially-related activities; and potential impacts on flora and fauna from domestic
animals. In the case of dune habitat, the presence of residential development also results in a general
impact to the ecological functioning of the dune system, including fragmentation of habitat and the
prevention of sand movement that is an on-going feature of dune habitat systems.

In this case, there also are numerous endangered Monterey spineflower growing in close proximity to
the existing garage and proposed driveway. Project-related construction activities (i.e., demolition and
new construction) could result in damage and/or loss of this protected species. Similarly, grading and
stockpiling of soils and construction materials in areas of the site where sensitive plant species have
been observed may result in the elimination of individual plants by directly burying them or from
trampling incidental to construction activities.

As with other parcels in the Asilomar Dunes system, the direct impacts to adjacent habitat are not
avoidable in this case if a residential use of the site is going to continue because the entire site is dune
ESHA. There is no feasible location that could also buffer the ESHA. Some the impacts could perhaps
be reduced, for example by using a more compact site plan that clusters development closer to and along
the Pico Avenue edge of the parcel, which would reduce the linear fragmentation of the site; or by
reducing the size of the existing long driveway and large parking area in order to minimize coverage and
maximize adjacent contiguous habitat. However, the overall impacts of the existing residential use on
the dune system cannot be eliminated.

c. Expanded Onsite Loss of Dune Habitat

As detailed above, the new residential use will expand the direct displacement of dune habitat area over
existing conditions (from 4,775 to 7,301 square feet). The project is generally sited in the same location
as the existing residential use. The new development footprint, though, expands south and east of the
existing residence, and will thus result in expanded dune habitat loss in these locations (see Exhibit G).
Based on biological surveys, it appears that the new residence will avoid direct loss of sensitive dune
plant occurrences on the site; however, the sandy dune substrate and landform is also ESHA, both as a
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constituent part of the larger dunes system and as a potential location for future sensitive dune plants, as
the shifting sands and seed banks emerge over time.

d. Temporary ESHA impacts

The project will also result in direct temporary impacts to dune ESHA necessitated by the construction
process. Inevitably the project will entail impacts to dune habitat beyond the proposed final
development footprint, as it is not reasonably feasible to contain all of the construction activity within
the development envelope itself. Although these areas will be restored at the end of the construction
process, they are, nonetheless, impacts to dune ESHA that must be accounted for. In addition, the
Commission also recognizes that any redevelopment of the site cannot reasonably be achieved without
some necessary disturbance of the general area within which the existing residential use is located.
Finally, the project also requires installation of a storm drain system and utility trenching which also
result in a temporary disruption of ESHA, and can reasonably be expected to result in future disruption
for necessary repairs and maintenance.

e. Cumulative Impacts to Asilomar Dunes System

The Applicants’ project is located in the southern half of the Asilomar Dunes dune-residential area of
Pacific Grove, an area now of approximately 60 acres where the dunes retain roughly their original
contours. Although divided into about 95 lots and developed with about 75 existing dwellings, the area
still contains some of the best remaining examples of the original Asilomar Dunes landform and flora.

The cumulative impacts of additional residential development, both new and redevelopment, will have a
substantial adverse impact on the unique ecology of the Asilomar Dunes, as each loss of natural habitat
area within the Asilomar Dunes formation contributes to the overall degradation of this finite and scarce
coastal resource. This cumulative impact includes direct loss of habitat, increased fragmentation and
interference with ecological processes, and intensified impacts from expanded and extended residential
development immediately within the dunes system.

4. Consistency with the Coastal Act and LUP Guidance

The Commission has a long history of protecting the Asilomar Dunes system ESHA, including through
development and application of guiding Pacific Grove LUP policies that strike a balance between
maximum dune habitat protection and allowance of a reasonable residential use on pre-existing
subdivided parcels in the Asilomar area. To minimize disturbance to the sensitive dune and forest
habitat that characterizes this area, the total maximum aggregate lot coverage under the City’s LUP is
limited to 15 percent of the lot area for lots of the size at issue here. As defined in the LUP, this
coverage includes buildings, driveways, patios, decks that do not allow for the passage of water and
light to the dune surface, and any other features that eliminate native plant habitat. The remainder of site
must be preserved and restored as dune habitat as needed. The LUP also allows an additional up to 5%
of “immediate outdoor living area” that can be landscaped and within which residential activities are
allowed. Per the LUP, the remainder of any site (i.e., approximately 80 percent, once maximum
coverage and outdoor living area are accounted for) must be preserved as dune habitat, including
through restoration/enhancement as necessary to ensure maximum feasible habitat value.
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In this case the proposed residential addition and remodel is sited in the same general footprint of the
existing development, albeit with an increase in aggregate lot coverage, from 10.9% to 12.4%, or an
additional 2,526 square feet, and an increase in immediate outdoor living area from 0% to 4.3% or an
additional 1,890 square feet. The proposed residence otherwise avoids direct impacts to individual
occurrences of endangered plant species that have been identified on the site.* In addition, pursuant to
the City’s CEQA review, the Applicants have incorporated into the project a dune landscape restoration
plan for the remainder of the site, as well as various other measures to address the impacts of the project
(see Exhibit J).

The Commission has generally applied the guiding LUP 15/5% coverage rule cited earlier for cases in
Asilomar where new development is proposed on vacant lots. This is to address the Coastal Act
requirements to protect ESHA from non-resource dependent development, while avoiding a taking of
private property. This intent is summarized in the Commission’s 1988 findings for adoption of the LUP:

Over a period of 14 years, the Coastal Commission has considered several dozen coastal
development requests in the Asilomar Dunes area...

Because of this existing pattern of use, it wasn’t feasible to exclude residential development from
existing vacant parcels. Therefore, the Commission has emphasized preservation and restoration
of remaining habitat rather than strict prohibition ...Generally, this has meant that building and
driveway coverage have been limited to 15% or less of the parcel area...

Since certification of the LUP, the Commission has continued the same general pattern of decision-
making, with specific attention to limiting the total site coverage (excluding outdoor living space) of
new residential development on vacant lots of record to 15% (e.g., 3-99-071 (Knight); 3-01-013
(Baldacci); 3-01-020 (Pletz)). As anticipated by the LUP, the Commission has allowed up to 20%
coverage in cases involving smaller, more constrained lots (e.g., 3-90-123 (Naegele)). The Commission
has also approved a number of demolition and rebuilds or remodels of existing homes with coverage
limitation equal to the existing coverage or with reduced coverages in certain cases where the existing
residential use was greater than the 15-20% range contemplated by the LUP for new development (e.g.,
3-97-001 (Johnson); 3-03-029 (Kwiatkowski); and 3-09-012 (White)). More recently, in these cases
where coverage increased but was still within LUP maximums, the Commission has also required 2:1
off-site mitigation for any new dune habitat coverage over existing conditions (e.g., 3-07-012
(Johnston)).

Another important aspect of the Commission’s permitting history in Asilomar is the evolution and
refinement of the application of Coastal Act Section 30240 to new residential development in dune
ESHA. For example, as evidenced by the LUP finding cited above, the Commission has always been
concerned with the need to provide for a residential use on existing vacant lots of record in Asilomar,

4 This does not account for potential seed bank present below the surface of the dunes on the site, but rather is focused on individual
expressed above-ground plants. Given the shifting nature of these types of dunes, including shifting seed banks etc., it is generally
presumed that expressed individuals indicate that seed stock for these species is present in the general area, and that the “habitat” for
these species is not necessarily confined to individual expressed occurrences. That said, it has also been long practice to avoid locations
of individual sensitive plants that are identified on a site, as is the case here.
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notwithstanding the presence of dune ESHA. However, the Commission’s more recent findings for such
approvals have become more focused on the need to make such approvals to avoid a taking of private
property pursuant to Coastal Act Section 30010 (e.g., 3-05-059 (Pletz) and 3-05-060 (Reinstedt)). In
addition, since the Bolsa Chica decision,” there has been increased attention on the need to more strictly
apply the resource-dependent requirement of Section 30240. Although the practical effect may have
been similar, earlier decisions in Asilomar focus more on the need to minimize significant disruption of
dune habitat and less on the fact that residential development is not a resource dependent use.

The case at hand does not involve a vacant lot and thus the Commission is not obliged to approve the
proposed residential expansion for reasons of avoiding a taking of private property. There is currently an
approximate 1,949 square-foot residential development on the Applicants’ site that provides a
reasonable economic use of the property. However, the Commission acknowledges that it has also
approved redevelopment, including an increase in lot coverage over existing coverage in some cases
where an existing development exists, depending on the unique circumstances of each case. Here, a
relevant factor to consider is the long-standing 15% plus 5% coverage guidance in the LUP for
residential development in the Asilomar Dunes area. The existence of this LUP standard is a unique
situation that distinguishes the Asilomar case from other protected ESHA systems along the coast that
may not have such a standard already in place in the LUP to account for non-resource dependent
development in ESHA. This standard has been certified by the Commission as appropriate under the
unique circumstances presented in this particular area, and it applies throughout the Asilomar Dunes
area. At the landscape level of the Pacific Grove portion of the Asilomar Dunes system, there is thus an
argument for allowing each dune-residential parcel to enjoy the same limited benefits of some
residential development in ESHA, up to the maximum coverage allowed by the LUP certified by the
Commission in some cases, subject to case-specific circumstances.

In this case, there is already an existing non-resource dependent residential use on the site that pre-dates
the Coastal Act. Redevelopment of the house will occur in the same general development footprint as
this existing house, thereby limiting impacts to surrounding ESHA. The proposed addition and remodel
will necessarily involve impacts to areas immediately surrounding the existing envelope, but such
impacts will be minimal and temporary. Given a requirement to restore the remainder of the site, and
conditions requiring the development to stay within the coverage limits of the LUP, the project will not
result in a significant disruption of the Asilomar Dunes ESHA, despite the temporary impacts caused
during remodel and addition.

Recognizing the unique circumstances of dune protection in the Asilomar system, including the long-
applied LUP guiding policies that clearly establish a maximum coverage limit, the project can be found
consistent with Section 30240, if conditioned to address the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of
the development. To assure maximum protection and thus minimize significant disruption of dune
ESHA, and to mitigate new direct and cumulative impacts to dune ESHA, as required by both the
Coastal Act and the LUP, onsite restoration of dune habitat is necessary. Special conditions are also
required to assure that the new residential development stays within proposed coverage footprint.

° Bolsa Chica Land Trust v. Superior Court, 71 Cal. App. 4th 493 (1999).
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Special conditions have been attached to this permit that require final plans identifying the maximum
aggregate site coverage to a total of no more than 12.4% of the lot (up to 5,411 square feet), and to limit
the immediate outdoor living space to no more than 4.3% of the lot size (i.e., up to 1,890 square feet)
(see Special Condition 1a). Per LUP guidance, those portions of the driveway up to a maximum of 12
feet in width that are located within the 20-foot front yard setback may be excluded from this calculation
if the entire driveway is comprised of pervious or semi-pervious materials. As proposed, the 11-foot
wide driveway is constructed of pervious brick paver material and thus may be excluded from the
calculation (i.e., 11’ x 20” = 220 square-foot exclusion). To best protect remaining dune habitat, special
conditions are also attached to ensure that outdoor living areas immediately abutting native dune
restoration areas are planted with native species from local stock appropriate to the Asilomar Dunes
area. Specifically, Special Condition 1d requires the submittal of final landscaping plans that, among
other things, prohibit the planting of non-native, invasive species, and further require all plant materials
be selected to be complimentary to the native habitats in the project vicinity (Central Coast Dune Scrub
and Monterey Pine Forest), to prevent the spread of exotic invasive plant species, and to avoid
contamination of the local native plant community gene pool.

To avoid unnecessary dune landform alteration, Special Condition 1b requires the submittal of a grading
plan that limits all grading activities to the building envelope identified pursuant to the final plan
requirement of Special Condition 1a, and requires that all excess sands be used in conjunction with the
Native Dune Habitat Restoration Plan (see below, and see Special Condition 2).

Because the project will adversely impact remaining (i.e., not directly removed — see also below)
sensitive dune habitat areas in a manner described above, mitigation is required to offset these impacts.
Specifically, remaining dune habitat areas must be enhanced and protected over the long term to offset
impacts to these areas from the expanded residential use, including its extended lifetime. The
Applicants’ proposed dune restoration can form the basis for such long-term enhancement and
protection, provided it is put into the Commission’s standard form for these types of restoration projects
as a means to ensure its maximum effectiveness in this regard. Accordingly, this approval requires a
qualified biologist to prepare and implement a native dune restoration plan for the site (Special
Condition 2) that includes performance standards, and long-term maintenance and monitoring of the
undeveloped portions of the property. In addition, the restoration area must be made off-limits to other
than habitat related development and uses, and this approval requires a deed restriction for protection
and restoration of all areas outside of an approved building envelope (see Special Condition 3). It is also
appropriate to require evidence of an enforceable legal agreement (deed restriction) for implementation
of the final restoration and management plan and to define the maximum building envelope. Defining a
building envelope will help reduce adverse impacts to the environmentally sensitive habitat area, as well
as minimize disruption to the sand dunes, throughout the life of the development. See Special Condition
3.

The proposed project includes a six-foot solid fence between the residence and storage building (see
Exhibit G). The Commission has historically discouraged such fencing in these dune areas so as to
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maximize their habitat values,® including to allow maximum natural exchange of sand and seed stock
across the dunes, and to ensure wildlife corridor continuity. Typically, when fencing is considered in the
Asilomar Dunes area, it must be considered based on the purpose and need for such fencing and, where
it is deemed that a fence cannot be avoided, only split rail or similar low-key landscape fencing may be
used.

In this case, the Applicants have proposed to redevelop the site with the solid 6-foot fence between the
residence and storage building. This fence is inconsistent with LUP requirements restricting fencing to
that which will not impact free movement of dune areas, free passage of native plant seed, and continued
wildlife movement (and public views), and thus cannot be found consistent with the Coastal Act’s
ESHA requirements and must be removed from the project. Special Condition 4 requires all such
fencing be removed.

Temporary exclusionary fences to protect the endangered Tidestrom’s lupine and other sensitive native
dune plant habitat areas outside of the building envelope during construction are a necessary mitigation
measure and are required to assure protection of these environmentally sensitive habitat areas (Special
Condition 4). To assure compliance with the native dune restoration plan, an environmental monitor
must observe the site on a weekly basis during construction. Experience has shown that exclusionary
fencing helps to assure that workpeople and materials stay outside sensitive natural habitat areas.
Weekly monitoring during construction is required as a condition of this permit, consistent with LUP
Policy 2.3.5.1(c) regarding compliance inspections during the construction phase (Special Condition 6).

In addition, Special Condition 1c requires implementation of construction BMPs both during and after
construction to prevent erosion, sedimentation, and the discharge of pollutants during construction.
Special Condition 7 requires all utilities to be installed in a single corridor underlying the driveway,
consistent with LUP Policy 2.3.5.1.9.

Finally, the above conditions mitigate for the impacts of the proposed new development on the
remaining dune ESHA on site. However, in order to adequately mitigate for the increased direct removal
of dune ESHA necessitated by the expanded footprint of the proposed project, offsite mitigation is
required. Special Condition 8 requires that prior to construction the Applicants submit an offsite dune
habitat restoration plan that provides for restoration of dune habitat within the Asilomar Dunes system at
the ratio of 2:1 mitigation for any new dune habitat coverage over existing conditions (i.e., any amount
over 4,775 square feet). Given the Commission’s experience with the success rate of dune restoration
projects, the ratio of 2:1 is a reasonable requirement to assure that the offsite restoration is successful
and thus can adequately mitigate for the approved onsite dune impact.” In lieu of this requirement, the
Applicants may submit to the Executive Director evidence that a dune restoration fee of $0.92/square-
foot® of new dune habitat coverage (i.e., $4,648, based on project plans) has been deposited into an

6
7

8 The dollar amount of $40,000 per restoration acre or 92 cents/sq. ft. is based on the Commission’s understanding of the current cost of

restoration in the Asilomar Dunes based on recent examples (e.g., the dune restoration recently undertaken at the margins of the Pacific

Grove municipal golf course).
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And their viewshed values; see also visual resources finding that follows.
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CDP Application 3-10-029
Johnston SFD
Page 18

interest-bearing account to be established and managed by one of the following entities as approved by
the Executive Director: the City of Pacific Grove, Monterey County, or the California Department of
Parks and Recreation, for the sole purpose of financing dune habitat restoration and maintenance within
the Asilomar Dunes system. The entire fee and any accrued interest shall be used for the above-stated
purpose, in consultation with the Executive Director, within ten years of the fee being deposited into the
account. Any portion of the fee that remains after ten years shall be donated to one or more of the State
Parks units located in the vicinity of the Monterey peninsula, or other organization acceptable to the
Executive Director, for the purpose of restoring and maintaining sensitive habitat.

5. ESHA Conclusion

As conditioned to limit the development footprint to 12.4% of the one-acre lot and the outdoor living
space to 4.3% of the lot; to require implementation of the recommendations of the Botanical Survey; to
remove and prohibit the use of non-native/invasive landscaping; to implement a native dune restoration
plan; to record deed restrictions clearly identifying the requirements for restoration and maintenance of
natural dune habitat equivalent to at least 83.3 percent of the lot area; to require temporary exclusionary
fencing and monitoring to avoid disturbance of the existing native plant habitat areas; to prohibit any
future development in the restored area outside of the coverage area; and to include offsite dune
restoration, the proposed development can be found consistent with the Coastal Act’s sensitive habitat
policies. Although continued, and in this case expanded, residential development in dune ESHA is not
consistent with the general intent of Coastal Act Section 30240, which does not allow disruption of
habitat by uses not dependent on that habitat, the factors of a pre-existing non-resource dependent use
on the site, redevelopment of the use in the same general location, and the unique circumstances of the
Commission’s implementation of Section 30240 in the Asilomar Dunes residential area of Pacific
Grove, including the long-standing coverage limitations of the certified LUP and LUP policy requiring
that development as conditioned not significantly disrupt ESHA, as well as the existence of legally
subdivided and developed residential lots in the dunes, allows for approval of the project as conditioned
herein. With the special conditions to protect onsite habitat and provide offsite habitat mitigation, the
Commission finds that the project is consistent with Section 30240.

B. Visual Resources

1. Applicable Visual Resource Policies
Section 30251 of the Coastal Act states:

The scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas shall be considered and protected as a resource
of public importance. Permitted development shall be sited and designed to protect views to and
along the ocean and scenic coastal areas, to minimize the alteration of natural land forms, to be
visually compatible with the character of surrounding areas, and, where feasible, to restore and
enhance visual quality in visually degraded areas. New development in highly scenic areas such
as those designated in the California Coastline Preservation and Recreation Plan prepared by
the Department of Parks and Recreation and by local government shall be subordinate to the
character of its setting.
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In addition, Section 30240(b) (previously cited), requires that development adjacent to parks and
recreation areas be sited and designed to avoid degradation of those areas. The dune-residential area in
this case is adjacent to Asilomar Dunes State Beach that is located seaward of the site.

The City's certified Land Use Plan, which is advisory in this case, contains the following relevant
policies:

LUP Policy 2.5.2. ...Coastal area scenic and visual qualities are to be protected as resources of
public importance. Development is required to be sited to protect views, to minimize natural
landform alteration, and to be visually compatible with the character of surrounding areas.

LUP Policy 2.5.4.1. It is the policy of the City of Pacific Grove to consider and protect the visual
quality of scenic areas as a resource of public importance. The portion of Pacific Grove’s
coastal zone designated scenic includes: all areas seaward of Ocean View Boulevard and Sunset
Drive, Lighthouse Reservation Lands, Asilomar Conference Ground dune lands visible from
Sunset Drive, lands fronting on the east side of Sunset Drive; and the forest front zone between
Asilomar Avenue and the crest of the high dune (from the north side of the Pico Avenue
intersection to Sinex Avenue)

LUP Policy 2.5.5.1. New development, to the maximum extent feasible, shall not interfere with
public views of the ocean and bay.

LUP Policy 2.5.5.4.b. New development on parcels fronting on Sunset Drive shall compliment
the open space character of the area. Design review of all new development shall be required.
The following standards shall apply:...b) residential structures shall be single-story in height
and shall maintain a low profile complimenting natural dune topography. In no case shall the
maximum height exceed 18 feet above natural grade within the foundation perimeter prior to
grading.

LUP Policy 2.5.5.5. Landscape approval shall be required for any project affecting landforms
and landscaping. A landscaping plan, which indicates locations and types of proposed plantings,
shall be approved by the Architectural Review Board.

LUP Policy 2.5.5.6. ...Utilities serving new single-family construction in scenic areas shall be
placed underground.

LUP Policy 3.4.4.1. All new development in the Asilomar Dunes area shall be controlled as
necessary to ensure protection of coastal scenic values and maximum possible preservation of
sand dunes and the habitat of rare and endangered plants.

The Coastal Act protects the coastal zone viewshed, and requires that the viewshed be protected as a
resource of public importance. Development must be sited and designed to protect such scenic coastal
views, including by minimizing natural landform alteration and requiring development to be compatible
with the established visual character. Development in highly scenic areas, such as the Asilomar Dunes
system, must be subordinate to the character of its setting. The LUP echoes and reinforces these visual
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resource protection policies for this area. The LUP identifies the Asilomar Dunes area as both a highly
scenic area and also a resource of public importance. Complementary LUP policies serve to protect
public views and scenic resources in the Asilomar dunes area. Finally, the Coastal Act requires that
development adjacent to Asilomar Dunes State Beach be sited and designed to avoid degradation of the
park.

2. Visual Resources Analysis

The existing residence that will be renovated is a small, single-story, low profile dwelling sited near the
crest of the sand dune that rises up away from Sunset Drive and the immediate shoreline area. Due to its
modest size (approximately 1,356 square feet) and height, it generally fits into the dune-residential
landscape (i.e., both native dune habitat in the foreground and the Monterey pine forest-front in the
background are seen from Sunset Drive). As built, the existing residence does not block views of the
ocean from public viewing areas defined in the LUP Shoreline Access Map (Exhibit F), and does not
significantly impose upon the public viewshed as seen from the shoreline. The existing residence is
subordinate to the dune habitat setting, and is generally consistent with the low-density residential
character of this established dune-residential neighborhood.

Both the Coastal Act and the LUP require that new development be compatible with and subordinate to
the character of this important Asilomar Dunes viewshed, including as seen from Sunset Drive and the
State Park along the shoreline. This viewshed is to be protected as a “resource of public importance.”
The LUP provides guidance in this respect, including by limiting overall height to 18 feet for single-
story residences in some areas and maintaining a low-profile that compliments the dune topography in
all cases. The proposed residential addition is designed in a small-scale, low-profile (i.e., single-story)
manner along the east (Pico Avenue) elevation, which screens its visual impact from primary shoreline
views along Sunset Drive and Asilomar State Beach. By maintaining a roughly 14-foot ridge height and
placing it out of the primary view elevation, the modest increase in floor area, mass and scale at this
location fits in with and is subordinate to the dune-residential character of the area, similar to the
existing residential profile. Accordingly, this element of the proposed design is consistent with Section
30251 of the Coastal Act and the visual protection provisions of the LUP. Special Condition le
recognizes and formalizes the Applicants’ proposal and limits the overall ridge height of the small
addition to 14.5 feet above finished floor elevation. The remaining portions of the residence, and in
particular, plate and ridge heights, shall remain in substantial conformance with the submitted plans.

The proposed residential addition has otherwise been sited to avoid adverse impacts to known
populations of sensitive species and to minimize adverse impacts to potential habitat areas present on
site. See the ESHA finding above for a complete discussion of siting impacts. As required by LUP
Policy 2.5.5.5, final architectural approval was granted for the design and the Mitigation Monitoring
Plan (MMP) by the Architectural Review Board (ARB) on May 25, 2010 and August 17, 2006
respectively. As required by LUP Policy 2.5.5.4.d, the permit has been conditioned to require the use of
natural materials and an earth-tone color scheme to assist in subordinating the structure to the natural
dune setting.
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As previously described, all areas outside of the building envelope will be excluded from development
by a deed restriction required to protect the environmentally sensitive habitat on the remaining
undeveloped portion of the property (i.e., at least 83.3 percent of the property). This condition also helps
to find visual consistency as it maintains the natural landform as much as possible in a restored state that
will help offset the dichotomy of residential development in the dunes by ensuring that it is subordinate
to the dune setting.

3. Visual Resources Conclusion

The Applicants’ property is highly visible from the primary scenic shoreline roadway, Sunset Drive, and
from Asilomar State Beach. As proposed, the renovation and modest addition are compatible with and
subordinate to the residential dune character of the planning area and will not contribute to the
degradation of the coastal viewshed, and therefore are consistent with the Coastal Act and the LUP
guidance. Special conditions are attached that recognize and formalize the Applicants’ proposal and
limit overall ridge height to 14.5 feet above the finished floor elevation; future additions that increase
overall height will be prohibited to ensure that no additional view impacts will occur. Additional
required visual resource mitigation measures include the use of natural materials, earthen-tone finishes,
undergrounding of utilities, and final grading plans. Accordingly, the project can be found consistent
with Section 30251 and 30240(b) of the Coastal Act and LUP visual resource policies.

C. Archaeological Resources

1. Applicable Archaeological Resources Policies
Section 30244 of the Coastal Act states:

Where development would adversely impact archaeological or paleontological resources as
identified by the State Historic Preservation Officer, reasonable mitigation measures shall be
required.

Land Use Plan Section 2.4 also provides guidance on this topic as follows:

LUP Policy 2.4.5.1. Prior to the issuance of any permit for development or the commencement
of any project within the areas designated on Figure 3, the Archaeological Sensitivity Map, the
City in cooperation with the State Historic Preservation Office and the Archaeological Regional
Research Center, shall:

(a) Inspect the surface of the site and evaluate site records to determine the extent of the known
resources.

(b) Require that all sites with potential resources likely to be disturbed by the proposed project
be analyzed by a qualified archaeologist with local expertise.

(c) Require that a mitigation plan, adequate to protect the resource and prepared by a qualified
archaeologist be submitted for review and, if approved, implemented as part of the project.

«

California Coastal Commission



CDP Application 3-10-029
Johnston SFD
Page 22

2. Archaeological Resources Analysis

The subject site is located within an archaeologically sensitive area (see Exhibit E). Therefore, an
archaeological survey was conducted for the subject parcel and a report prepared by Mary Doane and
Trudy Haversat for Archaeological Consulting (June 8, 1998). The survey results indicated that
numerous archaeological sites are located within one kilometer of the project site, though none of these
sites are located immediately adjacent to the subject parcel. Field reconnaissance of the site, conducted
on June 1, 1998, resulted in no finding of materials frequently associated with prehistoric cultural
resources (e.g., dark soil containing soil fragments, broken or fire-altered rocks, bone or bone fragments,
etc.). However, since construction activities may unearth previously undisturbed materials, the project
has been conditioned to prepare and implement an archaeological mitigation plan if archaeological
resources are encountered (Special Condition 5).

3. Archaeological Resources Conclusion
As conditioned to require suspension of work and development of a mitigation plan if archaeological
materials are found, the proposed development is consistent with Section 30244 of the Coastal Act and
approved LUP archaeological resource policies.

D. Water Quality/Marine Resources

1. Applicable Water Quality Policies
Sections 30231 of the Coastal Act states:

Section 30231. The biological productivity and the quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands,
estuaries, and lakes appropriate to maintain optimum populations of marine organisms and for
the protection of human health shall be maintained and, where feasible, restored through,
among other means, minimizing adverse effects of waste water discharges and entrainment,
controlling runoff, preventing depletion of ground water supplies and substantial interference
with surface water flow, encouraging waste water reclamation, maintaining natural vegetation
buffer areas that protect riparian habitats, and minimizing alteration of natural streams.

LUP Policy 2.2.5.2 states:

To reduce the potential for degradation of the ASBS/Marine Gardens, the City shall require,
where necessary, drainage plans and erosion, sediment and pollution control measures as
conditions of approval of every application for new development.

2. Water Quality Analysis and Conclusion

As recognized by the LUP, the rich and diverse marine habitat along the Pacific Grove Shoreline is an
Area of Special Biological Significance (ASBS) designated by the State Water Resource Control Board.
The project site is directly across the street from these marine habitats. Drainage and stormwater runoff
from the site, both during and after construction, has the potential to degrade coastal water quality and
diminish biological productivity by contributing sediments and pollutants to the marine habitat.
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Therefore, to carry out Coastal Act and LUP standards above, approval of the development has been
conditioned to require grading and drainage plans that minimize site disturbance, prevent erosion,
contain sediments and pollutants, and retain stormwater runoff on site to the maximum degree feasible
(Special Condition 1c). Only with this condition is the project consistent with Coastal Act Section
30231.

E. Local Coastal Programs
Section 30604(a) of the Coastal Act. Section 30604(a) 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). A denial of a coastal
development permit on grounds it would prejudice the ability of the local government to prepare
a local coastal program that is in conformity with Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 30200)
shall be accompanied by a specific finding which sets forth the basis for that conclusion.

Although the Asilomar Dunes area was originally included in the work program for Monterey County’s
Del Monte Forest Area LUP (approved with suggested modifications, September 15, 1983), the area was
annexed by the City of Pacific Grove in October 1980, and therefore is subject to the City's LCP
process. Exercising its option under Section 30500(a) of the Coastal Act, the City in 1979 requested the
Coastal Commission to prepare its Local Coastal Program. However, the draft LCP was rejected by the
City in 1981, and the City began its own coastal planning effort. The City’s LUP was certified on
January 10, 1991, and the City is currently formulating implementing ordinances. In the interim, the
City has adopted an ordinance that requires that new projects conform to LUP policies. At this time,
however, the standard of review for coastal development permits, pending LCP completion, is
conformance with the policies of the Coastal Act.

The LUP contains various policies that are relevant to the resource issues raised by this permit
application, particularly with respect to protection of environmentally sensitive habitat and scenic
resources (see previous findings). The City’s action on the project also generally accounted for the
proposed LUP policies. Where procedural standards are absent, the City's mitigations are augmented by
the conditions of this permit, particularly with respect to native plant restoration and maintenance.

Therefore, as conditioned, the proposed development is consistent with the policies contained in Chapter
3 of the Coastal Act and will not prejudice the ability of the City of Pacific Grove to prepare and
implement a complete LCP consistent with Coastal Act policies.

3. Conditions of Approval

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

2. Expiration. If development has not commenced, the permit will expire two years from the date 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.

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

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

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

B. Special Conditions

1. Final Plans. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the
Permittees shall submit two sets of final plans, for the Executive Director’s review and approval, in
substantial conformance with the plans submitted with the application (prepared by Eric Miller
Architects, dated July 29, 2010), and as modified and supplemented as follows:

(a) Building Envelope. The plans shall include a final site plan that limits the maximum aggregate
structural site coverage to a total of no more than 12.4% of the 43,609 square-foot lot (i.e., no
more than 5,411 square feet) and immediate outdoor living space to no more than 4.3% of the lot
(i.e., no more than 1,890 square feet). A driveway up to 11 feet in width within the 20-foot front
yard setback may be excluded from the aggregate site coverage if the entire driveway is
comprised of pervious or semi-pervious materials. The remaining approximately at least 83.3%
of the project site (i.e., at least 36,308 square feet) shall be restored to its native habitat condition
pursuant to Special Condition 2, and restrictions placed upon it to ensure that only development
consistent with the required dune restoration activities may occur within this protected habitat
area (Special Condition 3). All coverage (including separate identification of new coverage as
opposed to existing coverage) and outdoor living space area shall be depicted in closed
polygon(s) with square-foot and percent coverage noted, and shall be labeled as “building
envelope.”

(b) Grading. Final plans shall include a revised grading plan that limits all grading activities to the
building envelope identified pursuant to subsection (a) above with one exception: sand to be
excavated to accommodate the development may be placed outside of the building envelope,
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pursuant to the approved restoration plan (Special Condition 2), in a manner that replicates
surrounding natural dune forms, provided that it is free of impurities or previously imported soil
or fill material. The grading plan shall be accompanied by a determination by a qualified
biologist or landscape professional that any placement of sand or changes to existing site
contours, outside of the building envelope, will support and enhance the restoration of natural
habitat values, including avoiding direct impacts to sensitive plants. Any excess sands not used
in conjunction with the native habitat restoration shall be made available for use within the
Asilomar Dunes planning area of Pacific Grove.

(c) Drainage and Erosion Control. Final plans shall include a drainage and erosion control plan
that incorporates the following provisions:

1.

Implementation of Best Management Practices During Construction. The Drainage and
Erosion Control Plans shall identify the type and location of the measures that will be
implemented during construction to prevent erosion, sedimentation, and the discharge of
pollutants during construction. These measures shall be selected and designed in accordance
with the California Storm Water Best Management Practices Handbook, and shall be located
entirely within the building envelope specified in accordance with subsection (a) above to the
maximum degree feasible. Among these measures, the plans shall limit the extent of land
disturbance to the minimum amount necessary to construct the project; designate areas for
the staging of construction equipment and materials, including receptacles and temporary
stockpiles of graded materials, which shall be covered on a daily basis; provide for the
installation of silt fences, temporary detention basins, and/or other controls to intercept,
filter, and remove sediments contained in the runoff from construction, staging, and
storage/stockpile areas. The plans shall also incorporate good construction housekeeping
measures, including the use of dry cleanup measures whenever possible; collecting and
filtering cleanup water when dry cleanup methods are not feasible; cleaning and refueling
construction equipment at designated off site maintenance areas; and the immediate clean-up
of any leaks or spills.

The plans shall indicate that PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF GRADING, the
Permittee shall delineate that the approved construction areas with fencing and markers to
prevent land-disturbing activities from taking place outside of these areas.

Post-Construction Drainage. The Drainage and Erosion Control Plans shall likewise
identify the type and location of all post-construction drainage devices/mechanisms that will
be implemented to control drainage after construction, including to retain runoff from the
roof, driveway, decks, and other impervious surfaces onsite to the greatest degree feasible.
Runoff shall be captured and directed into designated pervious areas, percolation pits or
appropriate storm drain systems. The plan shall demonstrate that the pervious areas,
percolation pits, and all aspects of the drainage system are sized and designed appropriately
to accommodate runoff from the site produced from each and every storm event up to and
including the 85th percentile 24-hour runoff event. In extreme storm situations (>85
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percentile storm event) excess runoff shall be conveyed off-site in a non-erosive manner. The
plans shall be in substantial conformance with the drainage plans prepared by WWD
Corporation, Job 07-037 on September 2007. Plan preparation shall be coordinated in
conjunction with the Native Dune Habitat Restoration Plan (Special Condition 2) and the
project biologist to determine the best siting and design of drainage BMPs to avoid any
adverse impacts on native dune restoration activities.

(d) Landscaping and Irrigation Details. Final Plans shall include landscape and irrigation
parameters prepared by a licensed landscape architect or qualified biologist that shall identify all
plant materials (size, species, and quantity), all irrigation systems, and all proposed maintenance.
All plants used on site shall be native species from local stock appropriate to the Asilomar Dunes
planning area. Non-native and invasive plant species (such as those listed on the California
Invasive Plant Council’s Inventory of Invasive Plants) shall be removed, and shall not be
allowed to be planted nor to persist on the site. All plant materials shall be selected to be
complimentary with the mix of native habitats in the project vicinity, prevent the spread of non-
native invasive plant species, and avoid contamination of the local native plant community gene
pool. The landscape plans shall also be designed to protect and enhance native plant
communities on and adjacent to the site, including required restoration and enhancement areas.
All landscaped areas on the project site shall be continuously maintained by the Permittee; all
plant material shall be continuously maintained in a litter-free, weed-free, and healthy growing
condition.

(e) Building Heights. The building heights on the final plan elevations shall be in substantial
conformance with the plans submitted with the application (prepared by Eric Miller Architects,
dated March 30, 2010) and shall be no greater than 14.5 feet above a finished floor elevation of
80 feet.

2. Native Dune Habitat Restoration Plan. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the Permittees shall submit, for the Executive Director’s review and
approval, two sets of dune habitat restoration plans for the entire lot outside of the building envelope
designated pursuant to Special Condition 1a. The goal of the restoration plan shall be to establish the
restoration area as a high quality, self-functioning, dune habitat in perpetuity. The restoration plan
shall be prepared using California native plant species endemic to the Asilomar Dunes. The plan
shall include an analysis by a qualified expert that considers the specific condition of the site
including soil, exposure, temperature, moisture, and wind, as well as restoration goals. At a
minimum, the plan shall demonstrate that:

(@) All non-native and/or invasive species shall be removed from the site;
(b) All vegetation planted on the site will consist of dune plants native to the Asilomar Dunes area;

(c) All required plantings will be maintained in good growing conditions throughout the life of the
project, and whenever necessary, shall be replaced with new plant materials to ensure continued
compliance with the landscape plan;
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(d) Final contours of the site, after project grading, will support restoration efforts; and

(e) Restoration shall be premised on enhancing dune habitat so that it is self-functioning, high
quality dune habitat in perpetuity.

The plans shall include, at a minimum, the following components:

(&) A map showing the type, size, and location of all plant materials that will be on the developed
site, the irrigation system (if any), topography of the developed site, and all other landscape
features, and

(b) A schedule for installation of plants within the first growing season after completion of
construction.

(c) A plan for monitoring and maintenance of habitat areas in perpetuity, including:
* Aschedule.
» Adescription of field activities, including monitoring studies.

» Monitoring study design for each habitat type, including, as appropriate: goals and objectives
of the study; field sampling design; study sites, including experimental/revegetation sites and
reference sites; field methods, including specific field sampling techniques to be employed
(photo monitoring of experimental/re-vegetation sites and reference sites shall be included);
data analysis methods; presentation of results; assessment of progress toward meeting
success criteria; recommendations; and monitoring study report content and schedule.

» Adaptive management procedures, including provisions to allow for modifications designed
to better restore, enhance, manage, and protect habitat areas.

(d) Provision for submission of reports of monitoring results to the Executive Director for review
and approval in perpetuity, beginning the first year after initiation of implementation of the plan.

Removal of non-native and/or invasive plants and dune contouring shall be completed when
significant work on the project renovations has been completed. Installation of native plants
described in the Dune Habitat Restoration Plan shall commence immediately upon completion of
project renovations and shall be completed within one year of the project receiving final building
inspection approval by the City of Pacific Grove. Within 30 days of completion of all such activities,
the Permittees shall submit a letter from the project biologist indicating that such activities have
taken place in accordance with the approved restoration plans and describing long-term maintenance
requirements for the restoration. At a minimum, long-term maintenance requirements shall include
site inspections by a qualified biologist annually, or more frequently, to identify and correct any
restoration and maintenance issues.
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Five years from the date of completion of the project, and every ten years thereafter, the Permittees
or successors in interest shall submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, a
restoration monitoring report prepared by a qualified specialist that certifies the on-site restoration is
in conformance with the approved plan along with photographic documentation of plant species and
plant coverage.

If the restoration monitoring report or biologist’s inspections indicate the landscaping is not in
conformance with or has failed to meet the performance standards specified in the Native Dune
Habitat Restoration Plan approved pursuant to this permit, the Permittees, or successors in interest,
shall submit a revised or supplemental restoration plan for the review and approval of the Executive
Director. The revised restoration plan must be prepared by a qualified specialist, and shall specify
measures to remediate those portions of the original plan that have failed or are not in conformance
with the original approved plan. These measures, and any subsequent measures necessary to carry
out the approved landscape plan, shall be carried out in coordination with the direction of the
Executive Director until the approved landscaping is established to the Executive Director’s
satisfaction.

3. Open Space Restriction. No development, as defined in Section 30106 of the Coastal Act shall
occur in the Open Space Area (i.e., all areas outside of the building envelope identified in Special
Condition 1a), as described and depicted in an Exhibit attached to the Notice of Intent to Issue
Permit (NOI) that the Executive director issues for this permit except for:

1. Necessary utility lines to serve the residence, to the extent such lines cannot be contained within
a single corridor underlying the building envelope pursuant to Special Condition 7.

2. Restoration, landscaping and monitoring activities conducted in accordance with the approved
Native Dune Habitat Restoration Plan prepared for the subject property as required by Special
Condition 2.

3. Fencing approved pursuant to Special Condition 4.

PRIOR TO THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S ISSUANCE OF THE NOTICE OF INTENT TO
ISSUE THIS PERMIT, the Applicant shall submit for review and approval of the Executive
Director, and upon such approval, for attachment as an Exhibit to the NOI, a formal legal description
and graphic depiction of the portion of the subject property that must be maintained as open space,
which shall include all areas of this site outside of the development envelope authorized by Special
Condition 1a.

4. Temporary Construction Fencing Only. All permanent fencing shall be prohibited on the site, and
only temporary construction fencing, pursuant to this special condition, shall be allowed. PRIOR TO
ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the Permittees shall submit for the
Executive Director’s review and approval two sets of temporary exclusionary construction fencing
plans. The plans shall omit all fencing with the exception of temporary exclusionary construction
fencing to protect sensitive areas from disturbance during construction. Such temporary fencing
shall be 4 feet high, made up of mesh field fence or snowdrift fence (or comparable barrier), and
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secured by metal T-posts spaced no more than 8 feet apart. Construction activities (including but not
limited to parking and storage or disposal of materials) shall be prohibited within the fenced
sensitive areas. Fences shall be installed prior to the start of construction and shall remain in place
and in good condition until construction is completed. All fences shall be removed at the completion
of construction and prior to occupancy of the approved residence. The exact placement of the
temporary exclusionary construction fencing shall be substantially consistent with the location
identified in the approved fencing plans and shall be identified on site by the project
biologist/environmental monitor required by Special Condition 6, below. PRIOR TO
COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION, evidence that the monitor has inspected and approved
the installation of the temporary fencing and that it is substantially consistent with the location
identified in the approved fencing plans shall be submitted to the Executive Director for review and
approval.

. Archaeological Mitigation. PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION, the
Permittees shall submit the names of a qualified archaeological monitor and Native American
representative for Executive Director approval. The approved monitor and representative shall be
present during any demolition, construction or pre-construction activities that involve ground
disturbance, such as removal of existing foundations or utilities. Should archaeological resources be
discovered at the project site during any phase of construction, the Permittees shall stop work until a
mitigation plan, prepared by a qualified professional archaeologist in coordination with the approved
archaeological monitor and Native American representative, as well as other interested Native
Americans, is completed and implemented. Prior to implementation, the mitigation plan shall be
submitted for review and approval by the State Historical Preservation Office and for review and
approval by the Executive Director of the Commission. The plan shall provide for reasonable
mitigation of the archaeological impacts resulting from the development of the site, and shall be
fully implemented. A report verifying compliance with this condition shall be submitted to the
Executive Director for review and approval, upon completion of the approved mitigation.

Environmental Monitoring During Construction. The Permittees shall employ a project
biologist/environmental monitor approved by the Executive Director to ensure compliance with all
permit conditions and mitigation requirements during construction. Evidence of compliance shall be
submitted by the project monitor to the Executive Director each month while construction is
proceeding, and upon completion of construction.

Utilities Underground. All utilities shall be placed underground, and shall be contained within a
single corridor underlying the building envelope as established pursuant to Special Condition 1a to
the maximum extent feasible. When installing utilities, care shall be taken to avoid and minimize
disturbance outside of the building envelope, among other ways, by employing the best management
practices specified pursuant to Special Condition 1c.

Offsite Dune Habitat Restoration Requirement. PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF
CONSTRUCTION, the Permittees shall submit to the Executive Director for review and approval an
offsite dune habitat restoration plan that provides for restoration of dune habitat within the Asilomar
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Dunes system at the ratio of 2:1 for any new dune habitat coverage over existing conditions (i.e.,
over 4,775 square feet). In lieu of this requirement, the Permittees may submit to the Executive
Director evidence that a dune restoration fee of $0.92 per square-foot of new dune habitat coverage,
as shown on the final approved plans (see Special Condition 1a), has been deposited into an interest-
bearing account to be established and managed by one of the following entities as approved by the
Executive Director: the City of Pacific Grove, Monterey County, or the California Department of
Parks and Recreation for the sole purpose of financing dune habitat restoration and maintenance
within the Asilomar Dunes system. The entire fee and any accrued interest shall be used for the
above-stated purpose, in consultation with the Executive Director, within ten years of the fee being
deposited into the account. Any portion of the fee that remains after ten years shall be donated to one
or more of the State Parks units located in the vicinity of the Monterey peninsula, or other
organization acceptable to the Executive Director, for the purpose of restoring and maintaining
sensitive habitat. PRIOR TO EXPENDITURE OF ANY FUNDS CONTAINED IN THIS
ACCOUNT, the proposed use of the funds must be deemed by the Executive Director to be
consistent with the intent and purpose of this condition.

9. Deed Restriction. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the
Permittee shall submit to the Executive Director for review and approval documentation
demonstrating that the Permittees have executed and recorded a deed restriction, in a form and
content acceptable to the Executive Director: (1) indicating that, pursuant to this permit, the
California Coastal Commission has authorized development on the subject property, subject to terms
and conditions that restrict the use and enjoyment of that property (hereinafter referred to as the
“Standard and Special Conditions™); and (2) imposing all Standard and Special Conditions of this
permit as covenants, conditions and restrictions on the use and enjoyment of the Property. The deed
restriction shall include a legal description of the Permittees’ entire parcel or parcels. The deed
restriction shall also indicate that, in the event of an extinguishment or termination of the deed
restriction for any reason, the terms and conditions of this permit shall continue to restrict the use
and enjoyment of the subject property so long as either this permit or the development it authorizes,
or any part, modification, or amendment thereof, remains in existence on or with respect to the
subject property.

C.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 effects which the activity may have
on the environment.

On August 31, 2004 the City of Pacific Grove acting as the lead CEQA agency, completed an initial
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study for the project that concluded that, with the addition of mitigation measures, the project would not
have significant environmental impacts. The City incorporated said mitigation measures into its
approval of the project.

This staff report has discussed the relevant coastal resource issues with the proposal, and has
recommended appropriate suggested modifications to avoid and/or lessen any potential for adverse
impacts to said resources. All public comments received to date have been addressed in the findings
above. All above findings are incorporated herein in their entirety by reference.

As such, there are no additional feasible alternatives nor feasible mitigation measures available which
would substantially lessen any significant adverse environmental effects which approval of the proposed
project, as modified, would have on the environment within the meaning of CEQA. Thus, if so
modified, the proposed project will not result in any significant environmental effects for which feasible
mitigation measures have not been employed consistent with CEQA Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A).

«

California Coastal Commission



H L

Regional Location Map

Monierey

PROJECT
LOCATION

[T ¥ APRRY .
) S

/ 7

// i o 5
PGy T ) .
s 4&?"—""‘%\\‘\\ . o

G§ LiGeT -4 SN / ™
HAWAL AESEHva T QL & Lycug S 2 @ aw

. '\’:.':\\.\?.” \ //;"/ a2 u_ 4w ot
i R e 7 o i B ’ T

Ml oA i ceverie SAND CITY i Fert Od Village -

PACIFIC

GRQV : TN oy
e Y o MOATEREY
sTavE

3 BEACH trw

ONTEREY, o gl

S

o ™A
Fp @t &8

HAYERL PyU3T
GRADUATE SLnCiL

w BIME L
RivER HEACH
STATE Pans 7

avi

ot "u--t; -
S >, :
$TATE vams __/\\‘3 ;"I’L‘!’ . R -\\ 3; %& F; |
l.rl.‘l.licnd‘;;a‘-g CGeam - _—A g ’ . %‘ \::::' '§
'._)_ 2 BT . \\'_ H - '\‘:_’ \ 4,.'_::“ {j B
e o ol mgds - I Vi ‘\ | A .
! ] 1 2
R e ——— )
mﬂ Caidorma Coastat Commissioh miies N

Exhibit‘_Aerégibnal l.ocation Map
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
Page 1 of 1



PR,

=4

§
¥

Project
Vicinity

,.‘g‘gﬂ

LHERG vaENE

R By
T

I
\\‘ ::}’ et
s

a—r’é". G o .

i Exhibit B: Project Vicinity

~. 4/ 3-10-029; Johnston SFD
' Page 1 of 1




CITY OF
PACIFIC GROVE

SLOMAR AREA

PAOFEIATRS GRESTED THAN § ACAZ

SiNGLT FAMILY OWNELLING

< o 0

VACEHT

AURILILRY UrGT APPROVED BY CITY
W DERED Y ODASTAL CLAAMISEICM
VHDEA SUNSTEUGTION A% AZDITION TU §F0

2
REFERENCE MAP FOS STUDY
URSPCIES CHLY
& 328 $Ca
gl ALUGLET, 1967
FIST

[
| Exhibit C: Parcel Maps
- 3-10-029; Johnston SFD

————*_-_T Page 10f 2




Caa s
P W

-

ot

sdej [901ed 1O MAIYXT .

Z Jo z ebed
‘620-01-€

QEE A7 Q48 uoisuyor

Sa &’374

2r 25

-
~ CAL lE Co BTA

200-1.20-200 NdV
SNUSAY 021d 0011

Lo devd 'Z_)‘ODB
dVYH 5055388y




ST - -

- CITY OF

PACIFIC GROVE

o 8% 600

1200

FEET

ORAWK BY DIBITAL GRAFHICS 11/90

R

M B e AREA  IVeA' -
g & '

e
E——— .

T A

T - ..e - ._. o ‘.”
\ . . , o o Y eA
o et .,_ \ oy . ;
s . ‘u'

. Meniterey

=t
e
AN

~

" Boy -

Lovess

AREA It

b -
e

N CLLT L
&Vw?.mw :

Nkt SR
. &

e
%

as

TRV

A

Figure 2 - ;

A\ © ‘| ‘Land Habitat Sensitivity Map

. EEMGTTDATY . -

n MAJELLA BLOUGH

W PAVED AFEAS

& EXTPEVE
¥ OHIGH -
© GMODERATE

Cov o Low

. T - — 8>m.—|)_l Ng

LANDFORS. BOUNDARTY

. ® WEEDS

llllll PLANNING AREA
| BOUNDAMIER -

CITY LT

3 BAND DUME
450 GOASTAL BLUEF

& COABTAL PLUFFE/MEADCWE

T COASTAL BLUFFE/RETIDENTIAL LOTS
v MONTEFEY FINE FOREET

® ROGKY BLUFFS

1 BANDY BEACHES

AN

© e BOUTHERN PACFIC RRA
|MBAHDCHED. FItHT OF WAY]

NOTE:

SEE NOTE O FXLOWING FAGE
FOR HABFTAT BOUNDARIEE SHOWN
ON FIGURE £,

— Exhibit D: Land Habitat Map

720 3-10-029; Johnston SFD




. T e, _ . POINT GABRILLO _| ,
, \&\v&.‘mﬂwww S HM» oﬂ_km A Monterey Bay &\n\ g
; ; u__._t W IONEREA FOINT . THtON”

! \\-ll:'l.l.‘ oty .
N\\.\m%\ T2 T AREA

A

AR 7 .
v <4 N A Sl AR v y .
7 2T e L B s
ronr rmcs ¢ LI TIERIN o pagt \ 2%
A SREBF 77 7 7 1 5 Bl ook

Gz al
% @s.,\m.

o
e L-\.\\\\f \\ ) s \p\ £ (P
SRS VY =0 576358
8L .h\\t \\NII.V .§ \\v thr&h%u. -~ /‘\._o‘\“a.\ Tv.\n.‘\.,\".\v.‘“u“o?\\.‘ \ A
Z o

-« 77 ol AN
\\\ ;\ .w‘\¢\

u\a._m._ i P x\\i\ =X
R i\ \ A‘\\ 7 /f/

| 7 7Y 5..—.’._..4 | /
M L A ¥ N N v ﬁxﬂﬁ : E=" : ..;_..y
A LIGHTHOUBE . ’ $/4
. scrool -g _ . §/&
- ... ) \..\

Figure 3 ._,..\..

£

| Archeological Sensitivity Map

CITY OF

PACIFIC GROVE L e

0 300 o0 . {200

, MAP NOTE: THIS MAP IINDICATES AREAE OF ARCHEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY WITHIN
AND NEAR THE COASTAL ZONE. IT DDES NOT PURPORT TO SHOW ALL

DRAWN BY §b.r GRAPHICE ree %ﬂa.—.ﬂ A A D WNTTLIM I T

Exhibit E: Archeological Sensitivity Map
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
Page 1 of 1




R & £ S

POUIT GABRILLD AREA |

STANFORD

WTOHTEREY BAY
Bazy : HOPKINE ™\ "L SUARIM |

UNIVERSITY * =

~ Shoreline Access Map

A|8m>z<_mim IR e BIGYGLE ROUTE

B visrion parane e OITY LMIT

. o ﬂgb_ws\)* ' : s, mr.-zz_za ﬂam v .). . ,

. meus pAmans . , —— i e . MONTEREY PEMINEULA
<1 - [ MeNicrING/GO0ANS
@B PUBUIC RESTROOMS : o . .
- {H) FoOD SERVICE. “sesses WALKING TRAIL CONNECTING
o | B Lo0ONG. . . , FECREATIONAL TRAL TO |
: . JH WrORMATIONAL SI0N2 THE SPANISH BAY TRAL

ettt SCKITHERN PAGIFIC RLR.
HABANOOHLED RIGHT OF WAY)

I protect dune hatfiats) OCEAN VIEWB FROM INLAND LOCATIONS
e EXIST GONTINUOUBLY ‘ALOND SUNBET

ENTIRE AREA SEAWARD,OF OCRAN VIEW
BOUVLEVARD I8 CITY PARK WITH
CONTINUOUE LATERAL ALCESE

— Exhibit F: Shoreline Access Map
| 3-10-029; Johnston SFD
Page 1 of 1

|




g e

%@mﬁma -
THE 4 SRR w ME P

" 4 : . ey < ” M

: o

AIPHFT o HF S

S g

.......... : . a e
TERRENT e
SROPOSED SITE PLAN —
Pty Rl
At
- W

Exhibit G: Project Site Plans
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
Page 1 of 6



T ORI .

o

57 PROPOSED SITE PLAN

e
¥

)

Exhibit G: Project Site Plans
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
Page 2 of 6



sovisis )

NY1d HOO'14 ASNOH NIVIA 1@

>

9o ¢ ofed |

d4S uosuyor ':6z0-01-¢

L ThM orlLsoa Pr]

NEWETH QL ST SWLLEDT [ imntatms |
TTTVI AT
NOLLSIEE

BENEYD
s
e
NOLMHTY MEIN 3G NOLLYDOT
CEAGMEA 36 0L TTYM OMILSIET

LE

ans
ane

PROPOSED PLOOR PLAN ARCHIVECT CONSRTANT: Z

== sue|d a)S 108{o1d O NqIUXT

"

Fguo s L'N
"

g

f

" ohnston Residence MILLER ARCHITECTS, ING, =
1400 mee Avwr 157 GRAND _siwios _ RAGIFIC GROVE, CA 90000 ]




1

T eemen T

@v

PROPOSED STORAGE ROOF PLAN

SCALE. Yd'n Pt

PROPOSED MAIN HOUSE ROOF PLAN

ACHLE Ut P

'WALL BELOW
FOOF LINE

KHER OF (E) RDOF TO BE REPLACED
ROOF STRUGTURE TO REMAM

NREM G MEY RODF
HEW ROOF STRUCTURE

188

1%

i

S

="

i-, -
H

ROVSON

-

ERIC MILLER ARCHITECTS, INC. 55
PACFIC GRAOVE, CA B350

157 QAAND wiwit8

ARGHITEGT

NAE:
Johnston Residence
MO0 Pleo Avenie

PROPOSED ROOE ™LAN

08

i

H

[ | e ©
m@ﬁ a Exhibit G: Project Site Plans -

w-;o-ommlo::ﬂo:m_uc
. Page 4 of 6

a

>E§S
N

§

w.m. on 8.5




ALL ExISTHG MG MRAHED IHOON TO BE
FUTH ALLH FRAXED DOUPLE S AZED

ALL EXSTHA HOOE SLATE RIS T3 BE
ROOFING, 50K MATIRIAL SAMPLE.

ALL M aLLE TO HATEH THE ESTIHG
HORIZOWTAL HOCE SIOMGS, S8 ik TERIAL

CONSULTANT;

]
L]

GRAND

i |4k
: 5§§§
;

]

3

5

Q

> F 4
Bl & 3t 3
M
B "E

ERIC MILLER ARGHITECTS, INC. De'ﬂ

&

1

|
}

§
ARQHITECT

O STOHE MIESH. M grone PaTa

BLALE /4" o

e e passoe 9] @
sgmene s s 3
VAT oo st 5
M pecom. nooo L} 13 ety )
commn u\b/ﬂ \\\D/f.lrf.r_u pEcom roco M »
T, e | 2|
iiiiiii Z= N i m m
2 AN o e ‘ u ﬁ MM
oo ~ ¥ [ €
M — - i+
M - oy d = = 4 PR = eal 2
runs oy |4 _ — — P e
== Sl e v ™
M HORZOHTAL .
R //l(zeﬂsaa T
iy ST = ot
MAPFE:

NORTH ELEVATION o Exhibit G: Project Site Plans A

SEALE, |4 (-
L)

3-10-029; Johnston SFD g

Page S of §  on 8.5




REVISION

I COMROSITION SHIMSLE :
RooPitg TE MATEN A 1H COMPOITION BHNLE

vy ICCE B 76 NATEH HABE
BoAnE
0 DEL. HOGD RAPTER DRC. MoCD RARTER
TAILS TO MarCH kb TLe TO MATCH HAR
09 DRCOm. WO
oo M} WORITONTAL MOOD- &
N b o v, g
o cv mATE U 4 TOF on PLATE o=
_ TR or mATE — e =
2 —_—- ¢
.| 58 V4

i, ] p i :

P - — > - e

- - AW PN Bl . — a - [P -

og
]
L L}

/lguuﬁ...‘ﬁuenn.su. Eaﬁﬂpgil\ /I_SEJ..EU

WEST ELEVATION . SOUTH ELEVATION

SCALE: (/d4n |0 SCALE: /4= -

ERIC MILLER ARCHITECTS, INC.
187 GRAND mlei0f  PACIFIC GROVE, CA 83360

ARCHITRAT

TO* O PLATE
- -

i L

EAST ELEVATION e e NORTH ELEVATION

SCALE |/4'= I'-at B AL L. gt

Johnston Residence

1402 Plee Avanie

SR R

g mmoposED sTORASE BLEVS,

g
5
SIK

i

Exhibit G: Project Site Plans
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
Page 6 of 6

|

P
w

§

N.T.S.on 8.5



L g nw...,r.___.,...w._._,.u..éw...;H_.u._,_ e Ry B e e e Exhibit H: Aerial Photograph

_.‘f_a.,w_ &,___....g. w..._o.omm“,_arsmﬁo:___m_ue._‘.f
Source: California Coastal Records Project, Photo 200402177 . 0




Pictures of the existing
residence, outbuilding, and
garage.



MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

for:

JOHNSTON NEW SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENCE
LOCATED AT 1400 Pico Avenue

Frolect Proponont(s):

Drew and DeDa Johnston
{Praperty Ovmers)

Eric Miller Architects:
Ines Barcan, Projest Princlpal -
(Applicant)

CITY OF PACIFIC GROVE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT .
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Johnston Residetos
Mitigation Manfinding Pogram

INTRODUCTION

BAGKGROUND

mﬂ&grﬁm@.Eggggg&ﬂsgm%m&gggﬁaggaggwgga n messures gdoplad
W&Qﬁﬁﬂcﬁmﬁmﬁoﬁggﬁ_%gﬁmgwb%%%sﬁgnﬁwﬂgagmuﬁmiﬁgq_ammuo:
easLrns projest implementation, provides feedback on mekers about ths effsctivenses of thelr actions, offers

ivgggagggghggagggﬁgwngggﬁgsg A o foaeming opportunites for

gg&%agggaﬁgaagg%gg Pigo Avenus sngure that &ll mitigation measures adopled of epprovel
aro Implemented and complsted during and efter sonstrustion ggggggﬁgagoﬁasggggﬁaﬂ%ﬂgﬂwﬁ“ﬁgg
gw&mﬂngaﬂﬁ&mﬂmﬁﬁsgmﬁmgﬁgaﬂg?%&%&gggwﬁgmﬂﬁg hen required mitlgation
measures lave beon fulfilled.

MANAGEMENT

The Clty of Pacific Grove Community Development Depaitment is the lead ageney for the project and will be for ovel the administration and
Fos : proj rssponsible rsesing the o Implamentation of

The steff planmer for the project will be responsthle for marnaging the m Duties of e slaff
inclirde, but not be imited to, the following: "ifigetion, manitaring program. planinar responaibie for managing the program st

* Qaﬁgﬁzggggaga%ma% .

¢ Sarve us a llaison between the City and applicant regarding mitigation monitoring lssues, :

* gﬁm%&%%%&g%&%%&%ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁ&agaﬂmﬁgg

+ Address end provide fellow-up to ¢itizen's complaints,

* ogﬁﬁmmi%ggw&&gg&gﬁgﬁagggg

» gﬁwgggaﬂsgsggsgégmqﬁm&ggqgﬁ

BASELINE DATA
sgggsm%mﬂfsﬁ%ggg%aﬁgggﬁggﬁggvggggg

Exhibit J: Mitigation Monitoring Program
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
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Joltnston Residonts
hdimgaiton Moritoring Program

DISPUTE RESOLUTION

%ﬁ?aﬂgggﬂagggggggﬁggggggmgﬁﬁgg
needs to be Included as part of this mitigation menitoring program. In the evant of a disugresment about appropriate miigetion messura implementetion, the project planner will
notify the Communily Development Direstor via a brisf memo and hold a mesting with the project applicant and any ofher parties deamed appropriate, After assessing the
g.?vﬁggseagﬁogﬁwa%@igggmﬂﬁagﬁa_ggggg%gaﬁ
ggﬂiﬁ%&ﬁ&&éaﬂgﬁgaﬁw%ﬂﬁﬁﬁg&gﬁnﬁ?ﬂvﬁgﬂsgo@g&gggﬂgﬁggwﬁ%@g
negative declaration and mitigation monitoring program within five (8) salendar deys of the planner’s deaislon, Thet declslon may be appealed to the Cly- Councll.

ENFORCEMENT

gggggé&ﬁgSﬁﬁsgaﬁ%&ﬁaﬁwgaggﬁﬂa&gﬁg%ggﬁ%
Sﬁqc&nﬁaﬁmaa.gaag%wwgaﬁgamwggﬁ%ﬁ&a&a%%%&?ﬁggggg%%:w
Baﬁag.Eggﬁggﬂgmgwgsqﬁmﬁaa%&%gmgvgﬁﬂéaggbnﬂg
bond ar deposit of funds, at the dissretion of the Gty of Paciflc Grove in.an emosnt necessary to complate fhe condifion of approval, with the City of Pactfis Grove Is required for
oéowa%&nuvﬂﬁ.gﬁngggm&gsgggagamg%gwﬁsmggaaﬁgggs
Implamenting these eondifions.

PROGRAM
géﬂ&oz:ﬁ..gEomaag&ﬁm%&a&%S&E&nuﬁngasuégggsam%ga&%gﬁgﬁ&ﬂgﬁg
é»ﬁsﬁﬁﬁgn%gﬁﬁ% project stege the mitigation measure Is required and verification of fhe date on which the mitigations measure is
FUNDING

muéﬁéﬁ&:m?gnim?ﬁﬂAsamﬂbgﬁmﬁ%uangﬂﬁaasaggaﬁoﬁ?gagﬁﬁggaong&:mngagaﬁag

Exhibit J: Mitigation Monitoring Program
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
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Mitlgation Moasures for the Mitigated Negaftive Declaration for 1400 Pleo Avenue:

" WITIGATION EAFLERENTED | Wi HONITORED VERFIOATION DATE:
BY: TPLEMENTED av:
4
1. No tracs srell be removed from ths site prine o Issuanee of the bullding permit Prior {o _
unisss they ere tetammined by he Clty Forostar o be an Immedate safely hasnl, | Rememie | B00H0 | Gy
dsuiﬂuaﬁs nt or Telr authorized egent shall nofify the Community sauance Cay Femester
Davelopment Depariment Dirsotor prior fo the removal of any hazardous fras.
Aplicant or Priorto Coummuntty
Applicand’s Benstogment
Roprassutatve, % Department
Catiranton, losuanue

the locations of ell Eﬁa ohall be tncluded | Aoicimulos, | Prior to Bt
ozmﬁ wmms_mmg ssuance
o %E&Sﬁ gggﬁgguﬁnaﬁg Apslicmre the bullding | PPt
: Appisanior Sovendays | Commusty
|, |t | S
gga%aﬁgﬁuﬁgﬁ&%%gg& : hoasring
proposed roofines. Orenge construction mesh s preferred, A staking plan for the
slta, drawn fo scalo, shall ke submitted to the Commudty Develepment Department
immediataly upon nstalistion of the story poles.
8. The location and fopor | Seven ooy
ony and helght of al soltd fencing shell ke ncluded In the project staking | 2oy aﬁaﬁ% Devciapmt
8. To ensure the bng-tetm maintenance of the restored stie and subsequently the e o el

o
the hullding permil. The final bullding envelops end restered naturel landscape areas Reprosentaties
shall ba ¢learly ldentified on the recorded site map. me

Exhibit J: Mitigation Monitoring Program
3-10-0289; Johnston SFD
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Johugion Realdanse
Miigatian Moniioring Program

MITIGATION HFLERERTED AR | OO VERIFIGATION DATE
BY: IMPLERENTED EY:
7. The design, meterials and placament of all permanasnt fencing on the site shall bs . | Ot s
subjest o the approval of the Architects! Review Board prior fo final architesturs] o Blepartment
approval, The Board shail consider the sompatibility of fencing within a visus| context Represontattve
of the surunding neighbarhocd charactar and natural setfing in the vicinily of the
%E&Q&Eggsgamﬁ%aggon%gg
_Agliomar Dunos gres,
Solid fending Is discouraped and shall be used only to the minimum extart | ARSR Ongolng | B
necessary fo envlose the epproved immediste cutdoor living area, subjedt 1o the Prejer Propasent Degariment
review and approval of the Architectural Review Board. All other foncing on the sie S Preponiat
nﬁaﬁgﬁoﬁm%&g%&m?
Any futurs addbions o, or alterafions of permanent foncing on the properly requires | Fiee Preseett | Ongalng Commuly
Community Davelopment Deparimant roviaw and verification of conslstancy with the Nuﬂaﬁus Bepertment
adopted Mifigetad Negative Dedlarefion, Mitlgafion Monitaring Program, and
conditions of coastal devalopment permit spproval,
At the complation of construction, the exterior of the structure shall be paintsd Using | Sriepene | o fofial | Commnty
an earth tona colar schems, or Isft In a naturel finksh to blend with the dine Rewosentate | IPOPROHIR | po
environment, es approved by the Archiiectural Revisw Board,
Aﬁ.gwaﬁﬁgséﬁﬁgﬁaﬁaﬁ% o | Ongotng | Sommy
gggggﬁgﬁgmg&?ﬁgg mﬂﬁsﬁ; Depariment
Restoration Plan. | Project biclogist
Biological . Nﬁg Dapartment
No trecs shell ba removed from the site during the nesting bird season, March 1 - Qg
July 31, (Added at retuast of Dept of Fish and Gama)

Exhibit J. Mitigation Monitoring Program
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
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Jehnaton Racidenca
Mitgation Mondotlng Progrem

HMITIGATION Esh%ﬁﬁ WHEN aaﬁ%.wamu VERIFIGATION DATE:
Blologioal Resources {con): Copater, | PITD | G
Prject Pronent | EBUAMO0 OF | perzuten
13, The propery owner shall retain & qualfied blologist, approved by fhe Cly, foactas | Efmbonare | 7o B
ggﬁﬁmﬁ%?%wﬁﬁ%éﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁgggﬁ
restoration actvitios antd shall provide oversight to the implememtation of te
n
Eaﬁﬂ_ g Developmint
Nﬂmﬂg approvel Deparamant
Reprasgoiatie

%g Pricr tofinal | Community
»; ezl = M L Zha P gg- g
Erget | P
mng@noaas&guﬁ Depariment Steff and mey require approval Represemavn
by the Architachural Revigw Board.
8.%3&%%55%»@5838 ated and inetelled
underground I & singla corridar under the driveway and walkways, The location of | ooy Prier & fina S
%%ﬂm@ﬁ%&&&%ﬁaﬁwx%%mﬁmﬁ% Project Prapenet | ooy Department
Committee and shall be indicated on the approved hullding plans and Ui approved | el

Rgggaﬂiﬁsﬁgmﬁﬁgaaﬁﬁﬁ
bialogist, Communily Development Depariment steff, prior io Fins! Amchitechurs]
approval of fhe projent,

Exhibit J: Mitigation Monitoring Program
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
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Johnaion Residense
gﬂmﬁgg

MITIGATION

WHEN HONITORED VERIFICAVION DATE:

Blologleal Resources {cont):

17. An “immediate outdoor living are® not o excand 5% of the land area of the slis,
shall be lefl in a natursl condition or andscaped to avold impervious surfaces, shall
be fully conteined within the spproved amount of total site coverage, and shall bo
gﬁgggﬁggﬁgﬁgg%gmﬂ n tha fina!

18, Prioe to final aschitectural anproval, the helght end placement of all fencing shall b8 | Govesr, | horiofial | SOy

inoiutied on the approved Landseape Restoration Plan site map. Pret rigonnt el | Dupartment
or

18 B ek review, a formal staging erea for the storege of e rohawant | Prtor I v
maieials ared Sl b Kdantited o the fina &t piam, The staging area shall et | Cemmersan, g | D
for tho storage and stockpiling of constuction materials and s lncatinn is subject tn theok raviey
nﬁ.ﬂeﬁ&mﬂmvﬂdﬁ_&aﬁg@a Binloglst and Communily Dsvalopment - | (sauancs of :

pamil)

a pre-construefion meeting shall be held e . Prigr o Py
gaﬁ wmﬁaa&agaﬁ%gggaﬁoéﬂgavgg J&g %&% Dot
the generel cantraotor, and Cormmunity Development Depariment staff to review the | poPoies,
roles and rosponsibfifes of each party end implamentation of the mitigation
manitering program for the approved project

21, To provent the incidental tuking of biack legless lizards, @ protected specles, the Pilay o tha
gg&ﬁ%ﬁg?% area for them, prior to he onset of construction
aration activitles. if any are found they shall be captursd aind attviy

Qﬁﬁﬁu %&3%&@»8%% oulslds the construation boundary.
(Modified at request of Dapt of Fizh end Game}

Exhibit J: Mitigation Menitoring Program
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
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Joineden Resldanas
Wsiymtion Mustoring Program

MITIGATION %@w@ WHER KON TORED VERIFIGATION DATE:

Blologleal Resaurces {cont);

22,To protect dune habitat and sensftive plant specles, temporary fences (or offer Progecnt | Batos 1 | Degeriment
shuctures deemed appropriate by the Projest Biologist) that idenfify the construction g
boundary on the site and restrict access o on-site habitat areas shall be stalled
under the diresfion of the Project Rlologist, prior %o lssimnes of the bullding permit,
Fending/structura Iscafions shall be ncluded on the finel sits map.

23. The project biologist shall place signs an the temporary fancing clearly siating that n._ awssﬁ:_gs ot wrm%.rwma? ugg;
access fs prohfidied unfess spproved by the Projsct Biologist and Commamily Represectate | pygesing Doyestment
Devalopment Department staff. pennt, _

24. The property shall be resurveyed for species of special concem (Including animal | o ereerae™ | Wiling year s N
spegies) If development of the propesed project does not sammencs within one vear maﬁasg @rg”a Department
om ng gato of buliding permit lssuance,

Exhibit J: Mitigation Monitoring Program
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
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During e co wting phass of the %, the Projsct Biologist shall nspeot e she
3%9&9&?8&9&%32%8&%3&9%%&53«
preteatinn of the strmunding envicnment. Any activity or conrdition no? I compliancs
vith the preseribed mifigation measwres shall iImmediatoly be brought fo the attention
of the owner or fhelr representative, the general eontrector, and the Pacific Grove

20, During_eonstuglfon, the Project Biciogist shel]l submit winen verfication of mitigation
guggmasﬁwgamﬁggaaﬁgggﬁu

u._.glﬂﬁgmm%g%g% trenching, storegs of | .
ruaterials, and disposal of corstruction westes and excavated soll shall not Impact
areas protected by feticlng. The arsas profected by fenning shal remain in  tresh fres
condition and shall not be used for materdal stockpling, storage, dispesal or vehicln
ggggﬁ%ﬁu&ﬁﬁng%ggﬂg

Exhibit J: Mitigation Monitoring Program
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
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ggg

——

T MITIGATION

VERIFIGATION DATE:

Binloglca) Resources (cont):

32 During constnmtion, no paint, cement, joint sompound, slsaning salvents or restduss
from other shemicals or materlals assooiatad with canstruction will bs disposed of on-
sita. The general contractor shall be respansible for complying with this requirement

and shell clean up and dispose of properly any spills or confaminated ground In

acoordanos with Monterey Regional Waste Management requiraments end fo the full
% of the Project Bloloplst and the Community Developmant Dopartment

. Prior tn the start of construcion or ground excavafin it 0 p
the projest sife shall be eprayed with an appropriate herbiclds under the direction of
the project hlologist and Commurity Development Dapartment staff,

3,

38, During sonstruction. Asiiomar Dune sand may be tempararlly stuokplied on the st for | o e croponerd | During B
use In the Landscaps Restoration Plan for the sit, . Roraconaive Gonetia | peperinen
37. Duting canstruction, All excavated sofis from the site shall efther b stookplled for e | braroeroonant | During vt
gagasmgaﬁ%gg%g%g% Mﬁﬁaﬁs Qﬁaﬁguﬂﬁmﬁr Departmant

%mﬁgggu@ggﬁ&g&gg

Exhibit J: Mitigation Monitoring Program
3-10-028; Johnston SFD
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Jetmston Residenco

Mitigatisn Monitosing Program

MITIGATION

PAPLEMENTED

VERIFICATION DATE:
IMPLEMENTED BY:

Blological Resources {cont):

38.To protect tho Integrity of the on-ite Asllomar sands, which support several
endangered plant spetles, no solls other than Asllomar sands shall bs introduced to
the site. Soils required to rehabilitate and restore degraded areas of tha site shall
consist of Asllomar sand excavated from the site Hself or from within the Asflomar

Dune system.

During
Ongolng

a9, Asllomar Sards shall not be exported from the Asilomar Dunes sand complex. Excess
soll (Asllomar sand) remaining from excavation shall be re-distributed on the site as
part of dune restaration, or off the site for uss in a nearby dune restoration project.

40.City of Pacific Grove Community Development Dopartment staff, the California
Coastal Commission, the Calfifornia Department of Fish and Geme or thelr agents may
visit the properly at any time during project implementetion and recemmend other
work whoere deficlencles cccur if the property does not appear to be in compliance with
the conditions of approvals and parmits. If deficienciss In the Landscaps Restoration
Plan octur the applicant/owner shall replace the dead plants and remova the invasive

specigs.

Druring
Ongolng

41, Any exotic plants that are used for ornamental purposes within the buliding envelope
shall not include specles that are capable of naturalizing or spreading into adjacent
dunes. In particular, the following invasive species shall not bs used: acacias (Acacia
sp.), genista (Cytisus sp.), pampes grass {Cortaderia sp.) and ice plant {Carpobrotus
sp., Mesembryanthemum sp., Drosanthemum sp., Maleophor sp., etc.). Any exotic
plants used will be confined to special landscape features (containers or planters) near
to the house.

42, Exotis (non-native plant) spacies shall ba planted only within the approved immediate
outdoor living area.

Exhibit J: Mitigation Monitoring Program
3-10-029; Johnston SFD
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Jehnston Residenea

Miggation Monitoring Program

MITIGATION

Biologica! Resources {cont):

43, Landscaping shall be installed mccording to the spedifications of the approved
Landscape Restoration Plan and completed in the firet planting ssason (fall and
winter) following completion of construction. The Project Biologist shall provide written
verffication to the Communily Developmsnt Dspariment when the Installation of the
approved Landscape Restoration Plan is satisfactorily completed.

VERIFICATION DATE:

44. The Project Blologist shall monitor and supenviss implementation of the approved
Landscape Restoration Plan. Monitoring of the Landscape restoration projest shall
occur onv-an annual basis for at least five years and shall begin upon the Department's
notification that the landscape has besn installed. An annual stetus report (letter) shall
be submitted by tha Prolest Biclogist to the Pacific Grove Community Development
Departmeant and the California Coastal Cormmisston,

485. At the end of five years, the project proponent, or successors In interast, shell submit
to the Community Davelopment Department Director, a restoratton monitoring report
prepared at the proponents expenss by a qualified blologist, If the report indlcates that
the restoretion has not met the performance standards cutlined In the approved
Landscape Restoration Plan, a revised plan prepared by a qualified biclogist shall be
submitted to the Department for review and approval. The revised plan shall include
specific measures and a feasibls timeline to meet the originally approved standards.

46. To ensure lts installation, the City of Pacific Grove may require the propsrty owner or
authorized representative to submit certificate of deposit in an amount sufficient to
cover the installation costs of the Landscape Restoraficn Plan,

47.The landscaping shall be mainteined as specified in the approved Landscape
Restoration Plan, including removing exotic plants and planting and saring for
additional plants where deficienciss In numbers or speciss are identified.
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Johnston Residence

tAtipation Monitoring Program
TMPLERENTED WHEN MONITORED VERIFICATION DATE:
MITIGATION . BY; IMPLEMENTED BY: "
Cultural Resources: _ ;
&Pmsocﬁrnggws anangcanﬁﬁgaﬂ%wog_ﬁﬁgogg Representative Depariment

encountered dur] prg turbing  sctivities, work shall be
immediately :m_aa snz: mc ﬁ 9 ?a So oo_.auaq Development Depariment
Director shall be immediately notified, and work shafl not recommences In this area until
the find can ba evaluated by a qualified professional archaeologist with local expertise,
approved by the Cly. If the find Is determined to be significant, appropriate mitigation
measures {mitigation plan) shall be formulated.

49, Tho mitigation pian shall be prepared at the applicant's expense, by an archaecicgist
with local expertise and epproved by the Clty of Pacific Gruve. The mitigation plan | o iﬁvausﬁﬁ:ss% muoﬁ:.%:& Bevelopmant
shall be submitted to and approved by the Director of the Community Development | Representative Ongeing O | Degantment

Dgpartment before work can proceed within the designated area.

80, The mitigation plen shall include recommencied presservation measures In ascardance with the

guidelines of the State Office of Historic Pressrvation and the State of Califarnia Native | PrjestPropanent | During Comepunity
American Heritage Commission, and an estimato of the costs of mitigation. Repronenitvo mo%. povlopment
98683325 ) .

61.D

ction, all stockplied sofls and sediments shall b | orbeea | Duing v
8:853 ?8%&0 aammaa__mmggavaﬁaggﬁ_&m_ Repusontafive oo:mqg&o: Dopattment
8§§$§E§§§§§§Sgn storm drains or natural
drainage arsas which ultimately deposit runoff Info the Pacific Ocean. The project
Contractor shall utilize best management praciices fo achieve maximum containment.
Performance stendards Bm%goamxaeaogﬁg nt shall include the following:

A. Areas used for the stockplling of materials, excavation spolls and equipment shall
ba cleariy identified on the final project plans;

B. All erosion and sediment controls shall ba in place prior to the commencement of
project-related grading activities;

C. Siit fences or other devices o capture sediments shall be instelled at the
perimeter of stockpiled excavation spoils on the site;

D. gmxﬁﬁ&oqasmgmgn&o:&m%%%g%%g:o?
wuork hours,
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Johnstan Residencs

Mitigation Monitoring Program
MITIGATION Ev_hsmzw«. TED WHEN soaﬂ_ ORED VERIFIGATION DATE:
Nolse: ] -
62. Days and hours of demolition and construction activities shall be Imited tp 7:30 am. to | orcwponent | During i
7:30 p.m. Monday through Seturday, interior work excepted. agaﬁaﬁga Genstruction gﬁg
83, All power equipment shall bs in good aperating condition and properly maintained. or _uaun; 3 Proponent | During usuo!ﬁna
- R i Construction | tent
. All equipment and tools powered by infernal combustion engines shall have mufflers
that meet or exceed manufacturer spacifications. o bt mﬂuis-wg Devaomang
Representaiive ™ - | Separtment
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MITIGATION REPORTING AND MONITORING PROGRAM
AGREEMENT

The undersigned are the property owner(s) of record for the property located at 1400 Pico
Avenue (Assessor’s Parcel Number 007-07(-002). The undersigned acknowledge receipt
of a copy of the Notice of Intent to Adapt a Mitigated Negative Declaration, Initial Study
and Mitigation Reporting and Monitoring Program that has been prepared by the City of
Pacific Grove Community Development Depertment for the proposed project at this
address, The undersigned have read and understand the referenced documents and agres
to: {1} incorporate the proposed mitigation measures into the project and {(2) comply with
the mitigations measures contained in the Mitigation Reporting and Monitoring Program,

s S 20 doafog

Drew Jo n

DeDe Johnsto Date: §

Jotmston Residancs Projact: Carrolition of un existing single-family dweiling and sonstrustion of & new singia-family
dwalling on a site that is located in an snvitormeentally sansitive area of the coustel zons, B
LBAD AGENGCY: City of Paotlic Grove
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