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COUNTY OF SAN MATEOQO, PLANNING DIVISION

NEGATIVE DECLARATION / a\ A U —

A notice, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended (Public
Resources Code 21,000, et seq.), that the following project: Braun Property, when implemented
will not have a significant impact on the environment.

FILENO.: P -00079 | , ENDORSED
KN 1995000 FILED SO st o
" SAN WATEQ COURTY CALIF
OWNER: Oscar Braun
0CT 02 2001
APPLICANT: Oscar Braun
WARREN SLOCUM, County Clerk
"ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NO.: 064-370-130 BYWEWK

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION

This project involves legalization of a 3-horse stable, tractor shed, agricultural barn, relocation of
two water tanks, and a mobilehome as an affordable housing unit.

The project property is located approximately 1 1/2 miles east from Highway 1 on Higgins
Canyon Road and consists of gently rolling hills. The vegetation consists primarily of shrub and
few trees. There are no prime soils or water bodies on the property. The property is developed
with a single-family residence, in addition to the structures proposed to be legalized. Access to
the property is via a 50-foot wide easement running from Higgins Canyon Road through Parcel

Number 064-370-160.

The project is located at 1589 Higgins Canyon Road and is within the Higgins-Purisima County
Scenic Corridor.

FINDINGS AND BASIS FOR A NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The Planning Division has reviewed the initial study for the project and, based upon substantial
evidence in the record, finds that:

1. The project will not adversely affect water or air quality or increase noise levels substantially.
2. The project will not have adverse impacts on the flora or fauna of the area.

3. The project will not degrade the aesthetic quality of the area.

4. The project will not have adverse impacts on traffic or land use.

S. In addition, the project will not:

a. Create impacts which have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment.

30



b. Create impacts which achieve short-term to the disadvantage of long-term environmental
goals.

c. Create impacts for a project which are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable.

d. Create environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly.

The County of San Mateo has, therefore, determined that the environmental impact of the project
is insignificant.

MITIGATION MEASURES included in the project to avoid potentially significant effects:

Mitigation Measure 1: Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall legalize the
existing septic system serving the affordable unit. The legalization will require a soil percolation
test in the immediate area of the septic system. The applicant will need to submit a plan showing
the design of the septic system, location of the percolation test pits, location of the affordable unit
and its driveway. The septic system shall meet current setback requirements such as 100 feet from

any wells.

Applicant’s response to mitigation measure is attached.

RESPONSIBLE AGENCY CONSULTATION

None

INITIAL STUDY

The San Mateo County Planning Division has reviewed the Environmental Evaluation of this
project and has found that the probable environmental impacts are insignificant. A copy of the
initial study is attached. :

REVIEW PERIOD  October 2, 2001 to October 22, 2001

All comments regarding the correctness, completeness, or adequacy of this Negative Declaration
must be received by the County Planning Division, 455 County Center, Second Floor, Redwood
City, no later than 7:00 p.m., October 22, 2001.

CONTACT PERSON

Miroo Brewer
Project Planner, 650/363-1853

Miroo Brewer, Project Planner

MB:fc - MBDL2396_WFH.DOC
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County of San Mateo
Planning and Building Division

INITIAL STUDY
NVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To Be Completed By Planning Division)

BACKGROUND

Project Title:  Braun Property

File No.. PLN 1999-00079

Project Location: 1589 Higgins Canyon Road, Half Moon Bay
Assessor's Parcel No.:  064-370-130

Applicant/Owner:  Oscar Braun

Date Environmental Information Form Submitted:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This project involves legalization of a 3-horse stable, tractor shed, agricultural barn, relocation of two water tanks, and a mobilehome as an affordable
housing unit.

The project property is located approximately 1 1/2 miles east from Highway 1 on Higgins Canyon Road and consists of gently rolling hills. The vegetation
consists primarily of shrub and few trees. There are no prime soils or water bodies on the property. The property is developed with a single-family

residence, in addition to the structures proposed to be legalized. Access to the property is via a 50-foot wide easement running from Higgins Canyon
Road through Parcel Number 064-370-160.

The project is located at 1589 Higgihs Canyon Road and is within the Higgins-Purisima County Scenic Corridor.
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il.  ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

e A S — A A A A LA T A4k 4

Any controversial answers or answers needing clarification are explained on an attached sheet. For source, refer to pages 11 and 12.

S SR slgnlficant ‘
i b qu e #1068 s W s
: el N FSTaRifICant st g MUt gnificantyhi ¥Cumulative e FASOURCE:
1. LAND SUITABILITY AND GEOLOGY
Will {or could) this project:
a. Involve a unique landform or biological area, such as beaches, X B.EO
sand dunes, marshes, tidelands, or San Francisco Bay? v
b.  Involve construction on siope of 15% or greater? X El
c. Belocated in area of soil instability (subsidence, landslide or
. X Be,D
severe erosion)?
d. Belocated on, or adjacent to a known earthquake fault? X Be,D
e. Involve Class 1 or Class Il Agriculture Soils and Class 11l Soils X M
rated good or very good for artichokes or Brussels sprouts? ‘
f.  Cause erosion or siltation? X M,
g. Resultin damage to soil capability or loss of agricultural land? X AM
h. Be located within a flood hazard area? X G
i. Belocated in an area where a high water table may adversely X D
affect land use?
j.  Affect a natural drainage channel or streambed, or watercourse? X E




Ve

VEGETATION AND WILDLIFE

Will (or could) this project:

Affect federal or state listed rare or endangered species of piant
life in the project area?

Involve cutting of heritage or significant trees as defined in the
County Heritage Tree and Significant Tree Ordinance?

Be adjacent to or include a habitat food source, water source,

nesting place or breeding place for a federa! or state listed rare
or endangered wildlife species?

Significantly affect fish, wildlife, reptiles, or plant life?

Be located inside or within 200 feet of a marine or wildlife
reserve?

EF.O

infringe on any sensitive habitats?

Involve clearing land that is 5,000 sq. ft, or greater (1,000 sq. ft.
within a County Scenic Corridor), that has slopes greater than
20% or that is in a sensitive habitat or buffer zone?

i,F.Bb

PHYSICAL RESOURCES

Will (or could) this project:

Result in the removal of a natural resource for commercial

purposes (including rock, sand, gravel, oil, trees, minerals or top
soil)?




Al e e IVRAG
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YES!
Sianlf /
: NOIarlES ianiticanteiiEMItigate gnificanteiiCumlativessBeSOURC
b. Involve grading in excess of 150 cubic yards? X |
¢. Involve lands currently protected under the Williamson Act X |
(agricultural preserve) or an Open Space Easement? ‘
d.  Affect any existing or potential agricultural uses? X AKM
AIR QUALITY, WATER QUALITY, SONIC
Will {or could) this project:
a. Generate pollutants (hydrocarbon, thermal odor, dust or smoke
particulates, radiation, etc.) that will violate existing standards of X LN.R
air quality on site or in the surrounding area?
b. Involve the burning of any material, including brush, trees and X |
construction materials?
¢c. Be expected to result in the generation of noise levels in excess X Bal
of those currently existing in the area, after construction? '
d. Involve the application, use or disposal of potentially hazardous
- materials, including pesticides, herbicides, other toxic X !
substances, or radioactive material?
e. Be subject o nolse levels in excess of levels determined
appropriate according to the County Noise Ordinance or other X A,Ba,Bc
standard?
f.  Generate noise levels in excess of levels determined appropriate X l
according to the County Noise Ordinance standard?
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Generate polluted or Increased surface water runoff or affect
groundwater resources?

Require installation of a septic tank/leachfield sewage disposal

system or requirs hookup to an existing collection system which
is at or over capacity?

TRANSPORTATION

Will (or could) this project:

Affect access to commercial establishments, schools, parks,
etc.?

Al

Cause noticeabls increase in pedestrian traffic or a change in
pedestrian patterns?

Al

Result in noticeable changes in vehicular traffic patterns or
volumes (including bicycles)?

Involve the use of off-road vehicles of any kind (such as trail
bikes)?

Result in or increase traffic hazards?

Provide for aiternative transportation amenities such as bike
racks?

Generate traffic which will adversely affect the traffic carrying
capacity of any roadway?
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{anific
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6. LAND USE AND GENERAL PLANS
Will (or could) this project:
a. Resultin the congregating of more than 50 people on a regular l
basis? ‘
b.  Resultin the introduction of activities not currently found within |
the community?
c. Employ equipment which could Interfere with existing I
communication and/or defense systems?
d.  Resultin any changes in land use, either on or off the project |
site?
e. Serve to encourage off-site development of presently
undeveloped areas or increase development intensity of already
developed areas (examples include the introduction of new or 1,Q.8
expanded public utilities, new industry, commercial facilities or
recreation activities)?
f.  Adversely affect the capacity of any public facilities (streets,
highways, freeways, public transit, schools, parks, police, fire,
hospitals), public utilities (electrical, water and gas supply lines, I,S
sewage and storm drain discharge lines, sanitary landfills) or
public works serving the site?
g. Generate any demands that will cause a public facility or utility to 'S
reach or exceed its capacity? '
h.  Be adjacent to or within 500 feet of an existing or planned public A
facility?




E
b Slanit
R e N O S TRt Mt e Significanti&|iCumulative! SOURG
i.  Create significant amounts of solid waste or litter? X i
j.  Substantially increase fossif fuel consumption (electricity, oil, X |
natural gas, coal, etc.)?
K. Require an amendment to or exception from adopted general X 8
plans, specific plans, or community policies or goals?
1. Involve a change of zoning? X c
m. Require the relocation of people or businesses? X |
n.  Reduce the supply of low-income housing? X ]
0. Resultin possible interference with an emergency response plan X S
or emergency evacuation plan?
p. Result in creation of or exposure to a potential health hazard? X S
AESTHETIC, CULTURAL AND HISTORIC
Will (or could) this project:
a. Be adjacent to a designated Scenic Highway or within a State or X ABb
County Scenic Corridor? '
b.  Obstruct scenic views from existing residential areas, public X Al
lands, public water body, or roads? '
¢. Involve the construction of buildings or structures in excess of X |
three stories or 36 feet in height?
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TMRACTA

ES
Signlticants
i seNotGE iU les (il , :
AT Feilsce T re e SN O v STanificantisdj eMitigate SignificantiECumulative: SOURGE:
d. Directly or indirectly affect historical or archaeological resources X H
on or near the site?
L m. Visually intrude into an area having natural scenic qualities? X Al

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES. Check what agency has permit authority or other approval for the project.

i

R

State Water Resources Control Board

Regional Water Quality Control Board

State Department of Public Health

San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC)

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)

CalTrans

Bay Area Air Quality Management District

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Coastal Commission

City

Sewer/Water District:

Other:

selse I I I > I I x| x|x|{x{x]|x§5
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Iv. MITIGATION MEASURES

|—<
)
o
Z
o

Mitigation measures have been proposed in project application. X

Other mitigation measures are needed. X

The following measures are included in the project plans or proposals pursuant to Section 15070(b)(1) of the State CEQA Guidelines:

Mitigation Measure 1: Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall legalize the existing septic system serving the affordable unit. The
legalization will require a soil percolation test in the immediate area of the septic system. The applicant will need to submit a plan showing the design of

the septic system, location of the percolation test pits, location of the affordable unit and its driveway. The septic system shall meet current setback
requirements such as 100 feet from any wells.
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V. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

e

R : oSl
Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantlally reduce the habitat of a fish or X

wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below seif-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

2. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term X
environmental goals?

3. Does the project have possible environmental effects which are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? X

4. Would the project cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? X

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared
by the Planning Division,

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this

case because of the mitigation measures in the discussion have been included as part of the proposed project. A NEGATIVE -
X DECLARATION will be prepared.
| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required.
(Sign) Miroo Brewer
August 30, 2001 Project Planner
Date (Title)

10
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VI, SOURCE LIST
A. Field Inspection
B. County General Plan 1986

General Plan Chapters 1-16
Local Coastal Program (LCP) (Area Plan)

. 8kyline Area General Plan Amendment
Montara-Moss Beach-E| Granada Community Plan
Emerald Lake Hitlls Community Plan

soo00®

C. County Ordinance Code
D. Geotechnical Maps
1. USGS Basic Data Contributions
a. #43 Landslide Susceptibility
b. #44 Active Faults
c. #45 High Water Table
2. Geotechnical Hazards Synthesis Maps
E. USGS Quadrangle Maps, San Mateo County 1970 Series (See F. and H.)

F. San Mateo County Rare and Endangered Species Maps, or Sensitive Habitats Maps

G. Flood Insurance Rate Map — National Flood Insurance Program

H. County Archaeologic Resource Inventory (Prepared by S. Dietz, A.C.R.S.) Procedures for Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties — 36 CFR
800 (See R.)

|, Project Plans or EIF

J. Airport Land Use Committee Pians, San Mateo County Airports Plan
K. Aerial Photography or Real Estate Atlas — REDI

Aerial Photographs, 1941, 1953, 1956, 1960, 1963, 1970

Aerial Photographs, 1981

Coast Aerial Photos/Slides, San Francisco County Line to Afio Nuevo Point, 1971
Historic Photos, 1928-1937

Rl ol N
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Williamson Act Maps
Soil Survey, San Mateo Area, U.S. Department of Agriculture, May 1961

Alir Pollution Isopleth Maps - Bay Area Air Pollution Control District

o 2 =

California Natural Areas Coordinating Council Maps (See F. and H.)

P. Forest Resources Study (1971)

O

Experience with Other Projects of this Size and Nature

R. Environmental Regulations and Standards:

Review Procedures for CDBG F;rograms 24 CFR Part 58

‘Federal -
- NEPA 24 CFR 1500-1508
~ Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties 36 CFR Part 800
- National Register of Historic Places
- Floodplain Management Executive Order 11988
- Protection of Wetlands Executive Order 11980
~ Endangered and Threatened Species
- Nolse Abatement and Control 24 CFR Part 518
-~ Explosive and Flammable Operations 24 CFR 581C
- Toxic Chemicals/Radioactive Materials HUD 79-33
— Airport Clear Zones and APZ 24 CFR 51D
State - Ambient Air Quality Standards Article 4, Section 1092

- Noise Insulation Standards
S. Consultation with Departments and Agencies:

County Health Department

City Fire Department

California Department of Forestry
Department of Public Works
Disaster Preparedness Office
Other

~o o000

MDBL2395_WFH.DOC
FRMO00018 table format.doc
(08/22/01)
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COUNTY OF SAN MATEO
Environmental Services Agency
Planning and Building Division

Initial Study Pursuant to CEQA
Project Narrative and Answers to Questions for the Negative Declaration
File Number: PLN 1999-00079
Braun Property

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This project involves legalization of a 3-horse stable, tractor shed, agricultural barn, relocation of
two water tanks, and a mobilehome as an affordable housing unit.

The project property is located approximately 1 1/2 miles east from Highway 1 on Higgins
Canyon Road and consists of gently rolling hills. The vegetation consists primarily of shrub and
few trees. There are no prime soils or water bodies on the property. The property is developed
with a single-family residence, in addition to the structures proposed to be legalized. Access to
the property is via a 50-foot wide easement running from Higgins Canyon Road through Parcel

Number 064-370-160.

The project is located at 1589 Higgins Canyon Road and is within the Higgins-Purisima County
Scenic Corridor.

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS

1. LAND SUITABILITY AND GEOLOGY

f. Will or could this project involve erosion or siltation?

No: This project involves legalization of existing structures. No new construction or
grading is proposed.

4. AIRQUALITY, WATER QUALITY, SONIC

h. Will or could this project require instaliation of a septic tank/leachfield sewage
disposal system or require hookup to an existing collection system which is at or

over capacity?

Yes, Significant Unless Mitigated: The proposed project will include legalization of a
modular unit which includes legalization of the septic system installed to serve the unit.
In order to ensure that the existing septic system meets the County Environmental
Health Division standards, the following mitigation measure is recommended.

44



Mitigation Measure 1: Pnor to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall
legalize the existing septic system serving the affordable unit. The legalization will
require a soil percolation test in the immediate area of the septic system. The applicant
will need to submit a plan showing the design of the septic system, location of the
percolation test pits, location of the affordable unit and its driveway. The septic system
shall meet current setback requirements such as 100 feet from any wells.

7. AESTHETIC, CULTURAL AND HISTORIC

a. Will or could this project be adjacent to a designated Scenic Highway or within a
State or County Scenic Corridor?

Yes, Not Significant: The project is located within the County Scenic Corridor of
Higgins-Purisima Road. The mobile unit, tractor shed and agricultural barn are not
visible from the scenic corridor. The two 5,000-gallon water tanks are also not visible
from the scenic corridor. These two water tanks will replace an existing 8,000-gallon
tank that will be removed. The stable structure is partially visible for approximately
0.7 miles on Higgins Canyon Road. However, given the distance, the visual impacts of

the stable are not significant.

MB:fc ~ MBDL2394 WFH.DOC
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TO: Coaunty of San Mateo

Planning and Building Division
455 County Center
Redwood City, CA 94063°

Project Name: LEGAUIZE STRUCTURES
Case No.; PRJ1215
Project Planner: LILY TOY

| have read and accepted the mitgation measures suggested as necessary to avoid or mitigate effects to a
point where no significant effects would occur.

! agree to carry out this project in accordance with the suggested mitigation measures stated in your letter
dated, 9/6/2001, and will modify my project plans or proposals accordingly.

Qm a Aﬂww - 9-13-300(

Applicant

Date

Applicant does not concur with the Mitigation Measures for Case # PLN
1999-0079, a project to legalize Moon Acres agricultural structures. San
Mateo County Environmental Services Agency has conducted a four year
campaign of unlawful punitive retaliation against the Braun family in
response to their “lawful whistle blowing” complaints brought by the
applicants against the County. Environmental Services has coerce and
unlawfully compelled Oscar and Andrea Braun to sign this document. The
applicants have suffered significant financial damages from the actions of
San Mateo County Environmental Services Agency and are not precluded
from now giving their notice of intent (NOI) to file a criminal complaint
with the U.S. Attorney for violations under the U.S. anti-racketeering and

environmental protection statutes. .




ATTACHMENT H

Applicant’s response to request for concurrence to
mitigation measures



TO: Caunty of San Mateo
Planning and Building Division
455 County Center
Redwood City, CA 94063°

Project Name: LEGALIZE STRUCTURES
Case No.: PRJ1215
Project Planner: LILY TOY

t have read and accepted the mitigation measures suggested as necessary 0 avoid or mitigate effects (o a
point where na sigaificant effects would occur.

! agree o carry out this project in accordance with the suggested mitigation measures stated in your letter
dated, 9/6/2001, and will madify my project plans or proposals accordingly.

Qm a/s”‘w 7-13-200(

Applicant Date

Applicant does not concur with the Mitigation Measures for Case # PLN
1999-0079, a project to legalize Moon Acres agricultural structures. San
Mateo County Environmental Services Agency has conducted a four year
campaign of unlawful punitive retaliation against the Braun family in
response to their “lawful whistle blowing” complaints brought by the
applicants against the County. Environmental Services has coerce and
unlawfully compelied Oscar and Andrea Braun to sign this document. The
applicants have suffered significant financial damages from the actions of
San Mateo County Environmental Services Agency and are not precluded
from now giving their notice of intent (NOI) to file a criminal complaint
with the U.S. Attorney for violations under the U.S. anti-racketeering and

environmental protection statutes. .




ATTACHMENT 1

Comments received on the Initial Study
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COMMITTEE .
GREEN FOOTHILLS

October 22, 2001 By FAX 363-4849

Miroo Brewer, Project Planner

San Mateo County Planning Division
455 County Center, Second Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

Re: Initial Study and Negative Declaration for File # PLN 1999-00079,
Owner and Applicant: Oscar Brauh, 1589 Higgins Canyon Road,
Half Moon Bay, APN 064-370-130

Dear Miroo,

Thank you for referring the above-referenced Negative Declaration to the
Committee for Green Foothills. We appreciate the opportunity to comment.

We believe the project description is incomplete, and therefore the Initial
Study needs to be revised to include all elements of development that were
not part of the Coastal Developrent Permit issued in 1991. These
unpermitted elements include the following items that were enumerated in
a Press Release sent to various newspapers on April 19, 2001 by Mr. Braun.
Comparing the April, 2001 Press Release with the 1991 Coastal Development
Permit (CDP), we note the following discrepancies:

April, 200] Press Release 1991 CDP

Residence 10,000 sq. ft. 7,500 sq.ft. (including 979
sq.ft. garage)

Access Road two miles 3,400 feet
Security Gate included not part of permit
Sprint PCS Site included not part of permit
Tractor/Storage Shed  included not part of permit
Farm Labor Housing Unit included* not part of permit
Horse Stable/Full Bathroom included not part of permit
Horse Arena included not part of permit
Helicopter pad included not part of permit
10,000 gal. Water Tank included not part of permit

* We note that what was described in April as a Farm Labor Housing Unit is
now being characterized as an Affordable Housing Unit. In any event, it was
built without proper permits.

The answer to question 7.a. of the Initial Study states: "The mobile unit,
tractor shed and agricultural barn are not visible from the scenic corridor.”
This is not correct. The barn is not only visible from the scenic corridor, it
also breaks the ridgeline as seen from Highway QOne, in violation of YCP
Policy 8.7. The reference in the next sentence regarding the two 5,000 gallon

COMMITTEE FOR 920 L Bavshose Road G096 TLa raowr o CuecnFoathiflcarg
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water tanks states that they are not visible from the scenic corridor. Are
these tanks already installed, or are they proposed? If they are not built, this
sentence needs to be revised to state that the tanks,” as proposed, would not
be visible...” Other elements of the project, such as the Security Gate and
fence along Higgins Purisima Road, are also within the Scenic Corridor and

should be evaluated in the Initial Study.

The Initia]l Study should incJude a map of the site, to scale, showing the
location of all the existing (legal and illegal) elements of the project, and also
showing the proposed locations of those elements that will need to be
relocated. The map should also show the location of the existing water
supply wells and the septic systems. The Initial Study should evaluate the
project’s compliance with clustering requirements of the LCP.

We note that the April 2001 Press Releae states that the Horse Stable/Tack
Room/Horse Wash Station also includes a Full Bathroom. What septic
system exists for the waste from the Bathroom and the Horse Wash Station?

We are further concerned that the septic systems may be located too close to
the domestic water supply well(s) on the property. Therefore it is essential
that the Initial Study include the location of the wells, and the location of the
septic tanks and drain fields for the septic systems. Do the two wells have
sufficient production and adequate water quality to serve the proposed uses?

The Applicant has stated in an addendum to the document that he does not
concur with the Mitigation Measures in the Negative Declaration. Given the
Applicant's track record of building numerous structures without permit,
what assurances does the County have that the Applicant will (a) verify
accurately the location of the septic system serving the affordable unit, and
(b) perform the required soil percolation tests as required by Mitigation
Measure #1?

Finally, since the Applicant originally received the CDP for a single family
residence, served by a 3,400 foot long narrow driveway, a second house,
served in part by this driveway has been built on an adjacent parcel owned by
the Applicant's brother. With the current application for a third (affordable)
residential unit, are there additional requirements for fire access, such as
wider paved area, turnouts, or emergency vehicle access routes?

Thank you again for the oportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

e Tberk

Lennie Roberts, Legislative Advocate
Committee for Green Foothills
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CYNTHIA J. GIOVANNONI
1780 Higgins Canyon Road
Half Moon Bay, Ca. 94019

[650) 726-3588
(65Q) 726-3582

QOctober 19, 2001

County of San Mateo

Planning Division

455 County Center, Second Floor
Redwood City, Ca. 94063

Attention; Miroo Brewer

Re; Negative Declaratio_h, File No. PLN 1999-00079
Owner; Oscar Braun

| am writing to voice my objection to the initial study. It appears
incomplete in that it fails to address the following considerations:

1) Are wells adequate in quality and quantity to support proposed uses?
2) How much water storage is separately required for fire suppression?

3) Has there been an adequate environmental health inspection and tests
to assure septic system safety for both the proposed affordable housing
unit and proposed 3- horse stable?

4) Have C D P clustering provisions, been followed?

5) The 3-horse stable is clearly visible from Scenic Highway 1, could there
have been a better location on the property? Visual resource criteria of
LCP Sections 8.5 and 8.7 should be analyzed.

6) Does the driveway have the proper width and required tum outs for the
proposed structure legalization?

7) What violations and enforcement actions have previously been
associated with Mr. Braun, his property, and elements of this request and
initial study?
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8) What justifies Mr. Braun’s structure as an affordable unit, and what
assurance mechanism is in place to confirm an annual review or audit so it
will not quietly become market rate?

9) Does the existing C D P provide for the improvements on the property
such as the 10,000 square foot residence, helicopter landing pad, entry

gate as claimed in his own press release? (copy enclosed)

10) Does the C D P allow for the many clubs and organizations Mr. Braun
headquarters and operates on site? '

Until the initial study fully evaluates the above, | encourage the County to
continue Mr. Braun’s applications. Further | request the above issues be
adequately addressed in a revised and recirculated initial study.

Sincerely,

%tp'%- 4(0'1/;/1/’07«4_ ’
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April 29, 2001

Lily Toy, Planning Division
County Government Center
Redwood City, CA 94063

Re: "offering" by Oscar Braun

Dear Lily,

The attached document was recently distributed to the press. This week’s
Half Moon Bay Review wrote about it.

In reviewing the list of features on the property owned by Oscar Braun at
1589 Higgins Canyon Road, I find quite a few that have not received County
permits. I understand that you are processing an application by Mr. Braun to
legalize his unpermitted development. However, you may not have a
complete list of what he has done.

The only permits I am aware of were for his house, which under his CDP
Permit in 1991 was for a total of 7500 square feet, including 979 square feet of
garage (4 cars). Note that this offering states the house is 10,000 square feet.

Other development that may not have received permits include:

* Two miles of all-weather paved access road (his CDP states the access
road and driveway would be 3,400 feet).

Security gate with telephone access system.

Sprint PCS Site '

Tractor/Storage Shed.

Farm Labor Housing unit.

Horse stable/tack room/horse wash station/full bathroom.

Horse Arena/Helicopter landing pad.

Ten thousand gallon storage tank.

X X ¥ X X x »

Could you please check this list that he is using to advertise his property, and
advise as to which items still need a CDP or other permits? And what is the
progress on correcting his violations? Thank you for your attention to this.

Sincerely,

Lennie Roberts, Legislative Advocate

Committee for Green Foothills
339 La Cuesta @
Portola Valley, Ca 94028 @E
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“TALK OF THE TOWN 0

And the uwurd goesffo'.:.

Wemd science:’ Rachel Keunedy, a seventh—grader at-Cunha Inter-
mediate School in Half Moon Bay, was one of 46 youngscientistsin- Sar
Mateo County to win top honors in the Bay Area Science Fair held in Sar
Francisco. Kennedy was one of six second place-winners. Greta Mayfield.
who helped organize thc science fair, said all the students who submmbc
projects grew from the experience.

“Whean I see kids competing in these science faus the biggest bcneﬁt }
seeisa bmadcmng of their perspectives — they re talkmg to professors ir

- fields they re interested in — and the interchange that gocs on betwecn the

students is phenomenal,” Mayﬁcld said. )

Kennedy, whose project on wetlands -was the. gmnd prize winner o
Cunha’s science fair in January, said of her. pm)ect, “I learned maybe peo-
ple need to be more concerned about where thcy are buﬂdmg Out of the
mouths of babes . o o Sy . :

.Lion on the mountain: On:an caﬂy 'I\wsday ‘morning hike o1
~Moantara Mountain, Mary and her daughtcholly, both of Half Moon Ba)

‘say they spotted an unhkely creature —a mountam hon cnnsmg along the
hillside. The two were walkmg with thexr dogs when Mary saxd she spotte<
the beautiful and rarely seen creature a mere 200_ fect away. Mary “whe

B requestcd the Review not use her last name, sald i was the sm: of a yellov

lab and had a “nice long tail.” i
" “I looked at it, it looked at me, and I started ycllmg ere’s a oouga1
there’s a cougar,” and it dashed up the sxde of thc mountam," she said. “1
was amazing to see it.” i .

Moon Acres Ranch hits the Jmarket: Save -Our Ba
founder and avid Montara Mountain tunnel opponent Oscar Braun i
seeking a buyer for his 75-acre ranch, which extends from Skyline Boule
vard to Main Street in downtown Half Moon Bay. The property borders th
historic Johnston Ranch and Burleigh Murray State Park.

But Braun states in a media packet distributed last week that he is pn
marily interested in selling the property, which includes a 10,000-square
foot house, farm labor housing, horse stables, and a helicopter landin
area, to an open space trust. :

“The offering of Moon Acres Ranch provides the San Francisco Penir
sula land trust community an historic opportuaity to complete that la:
remaining strategic link between open space, parklands and recreation:
areas,” Braun states in the packet.

" When Braun proposed the estate, the environmental community on th
coast opposed the project because of its placement on the ridgeline. Not
over a decade after it was built, he is giving his opponents an unusu:
opportunity to reclaim the land, albeit changed. Any takers? -




Protecting California’s Future -¥ g
EnvireBank: Moon Acres Ranch """f”"s”;:jjgff;m,

The Half Moon Bay Coastside Foundetion dba Save Our Bay is proud to announce the avaliablilty of
Moon Acres Ranch through their EnviroBank Program. The offering of Moon Asres Ranch provides the
San Francisoo Peninsuia land trust community an histeric opportunity to complete that Jast remaining
strategio link between opon spsce, paklands and recroationsl areas extending from Skyllne Boutevard to
Maln Street, Half Moon Bay. The Moon Aocres Ranch infrastructure will provide the nighest level of on-
site natural herltage stewardship that is required for large protected tracts of privatsly held Peninsula

watershed lands.

Moon Acres Ranch

The parcel that comprises Moon Aocres Ranch occupies the upland boundary of the historic Johneton
Ranch to the West, end the Burleigh Murray Ranch Statc Park to the Bast and Nordh. It is approximately
soventy-flve to one hundred acres in size and has been hisvorically significant as it has provided valuable
agricultura! lande es well as ag important wildlifc habitat tucked amongst its grassy, chaparral hills. The
Moon Acres Ranch is in Trust and {s owned by Oscar A. Braun, founder of Ssve Our Bay Foundation and
serves as its headquartcrs. (See Mission and EnviroBank enclosures.) Moon Acres Ranch was acquired in
1988 and was fully developed for its highest and best use and contalas all the nvcewsary Infrastructure
required to pravide the utmost level of stewardship services for privately held lands. Moon Aores assets
and infrastructure Includes but is not limited to the following:

Approximetely two miles of all weather paved accese road,

Soourity Gate with telephone acoess system - solar powsred.

All underground utilities and ten tejephoae lines. '

Two Water wells — one agricultural, one residential with ten thousand gailon storege capacity, and
one hundred foot ice plant perimeter for fire abatemnent.

Sprint PCS Site, RF coverage from Hwy 1 & Hwy 92 to the South End City of Half Moon Bay
Tractor and Agricultural Equlpment Storage Shed end heavy equipment repair shop. -

Farm Lebor Houslng-One two bedroom, two bath unit located near repair shop for labor.

Horse Stable with three paddocks/ tack room/horse wesh station,/ full bathrcom

Horse training Arena interchangeable helicopter landing area.

Haclenda “El Nido”

Spanish Mission style architecturc, approximately ten thousand square foot structure, clay tile roof
and natural color stucco exterior with well establisticd landsoapmg and fountain courtyard.
Multi-feceted patio and balcony arcas for accessing scenio corridor vistas,

Two-two car garsges.

Master bedroom sulte with mtcgmtcd full beth and fireplace.

Two private guest suites with fireplaces and handicapped accessible bathrooms,

Full slze residential elevator

Private fam{ly room, adjoining foyer, formal dining room and private kitchen nook.

Spaclous commerclally equipped kirchen with walk-in pantries and full wet bar.

Naturally skylighted litrary and two business offices with DSS. DSL and LAN with wireless
telecommunication capability.

Fully equipped exercise gvm

Rooftop observatory and garden space.

¢ Kennel and animal grooming room.

® & o o

SAVEOURBAY.ORG 1580 HIGGING CANYON RD. HALF MOON BAY, Ca 94019 PH (50-559-1954 FAX €50-726-2799
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Steven M Karlin
1794 Higgins Canyon Road
Half Moon Bay Ca 94019

10/22/01

Miroo Brewer

County of San Mateo

Planniag Division

455 County Center, Second Floor
Redwood City, Ca, 94063

Dear Miroo,

This letter is in reference to the Negative Declaration, file# PLN [999-00079
Owner: Oscar Brawn

The initial study seems to be incomplete, as it does not address the following items:

1)
2)

3)
4)
5)
6)
7)

8)

Does Mr. Braun have the required legal access across the neighbor’s property for
the additional “affordable housing” residence?

Does the current road meet proper fire standards for the additional residence and
barn?

Is there proper well water to service two residents and a horse bam?

Is there proper required water storage for fire suppression?

Are there other affordable units in the rural areas of San Mateo County?

What is the assurance that these units remain “affordable™?

The illegal horse bam can be seen from Rt 1, the costal bluffs and Higgins
Canyon Road. ,

The illegal horse barn which was built without any regard to county and state’
rcgulations, 1s in violation of the LCP, and greatly degrades the aesthetic quality

of the area.

Thank you for your time in answering these important questions.

Sincercly,

P

2

Steven Karlin



To: preang@sjmarcury. com; mmaccabe@efchronicle.com; msimon@sfehronicie.com:;
{inden@sngnewspapers.cam; nicale@hmbreview.com: editorial@paloaitodailynews com;

enasiasiaburke@minosprirg.com .
2i3 Chishii; Ted J. Hannig; Steve Law; Sagrid White; RSB onco@aol.com; Sdcolin@acl.com;

Ce:
Richard Gordon; M:ohasl Murphy; Mark Delaplaine: Marzia Rainés; Larry DeYoung;

KEJ@Bglobewireiaes com, Kandace Bender; Jamle Cuzik;
Glenna@Halfmoonbayohamber.Org; Erice Rice; Envirohors@aol.com. charise McHugs

Subject: Today's 8100 Miltion Coastal Open Space Story

Sent: Thursd;é April 18, 2001 1,33 PM

Media .
Ploace find attached ourrent listings from EnviroBank that supports the efferts of POST and other Peninsuia Land

]

205 EnvirgBark-Macn Qrvegank Maren Prowecung Coldornia'e
Qaces..

Trust orgenizations, Fares.dot 2001 Bolak ML... fdure...

EnviroBank: Moon Acres Ranch

The Hslf Moon Bay Coastside Foundation dba Save Our Bay is proud to announce the availebility of Moon Acres Ranch
through their EnviroBank Program. The offering of Maan Aeres Ranch vides the Sap Frapcisgn Peninsils 1
THAS LS ') 25l PLX § A B

- ‘ MO NITE Maap Ray The Moon
cst lovel of o eritage p that is requlired for large

protected tracts of privately held Peningula watershed lands.
For further Information on the EnvireBank, Misslon, Current Projects and Moon Acreo see attachments.

Contact {nformation;
Ogoar Braun, Executive Director
Volca: 680-726-3307

Fax: 850-728-2769

Email; oscar@saveourbay.org

58 - ~
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ATTACHMENT J
LCP Checklist



County of San Mateo
Environmental Services Agency
~ Planning and Building Division

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT POLICY CHECKLIST

Based on Local Coastal Program as Adopted by
Board of Supervisors December 2, 1980
and as Last Amended in August 1992

GENERAL INFORMATION

6.

7.

File No: Ptn 1999~ 000749 Planner: MIROO DESA! [BREIER

Owner: oschr  BrAvwn Applicant: S5AME

Project Description: __ £égacisane~ns OF Space, Trs Rrens £ A rFobicg HomE AS
7

AFFIRDABLE  Hovsg uNif,

Project Address: /7584 H.;,‘:,;,,@ 6‘,!;,,,\ &,M' /145_4 Mo n g%

APN(s): Obe ~ 370 - "*é

General Plan: _ Genaral  Open .{pa e Zoning.: RrM-c 2-7Z <b

Plan Checklist is completed and attached (initial) __ A%

LCP POLICIES (Answer Each Item — References are to LCP Policy Numbers).

Does this project meet the definition of development?

If this is a land division in an areé with a General Plan
designation of Open Space, will. dedication of a v’
conservation/open space easement be required?

1.22

If this is a residential development in a Mid-Coast area
without Phase 1 sewer and new water facilities, does it ™4
exceed the 125 building permit limit in one calendar v
year? :

1.23

If this is a residential development in a South Coast area
without Phase 1 sewer and new water facilities, does it &

exceed the 125 building permit limit in one calendar 1/
year? ;
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o oNet Project | DoesNot [ Condition
- “{-Applicable | Complies”'| Comply |-*'Réquired:
1.24 s this development in an area which may contain
sensitive archaeological/paleontological resources as
noted on the County Sensitivity Maps? v e
1.24  WIill this pkoject trigger an archaeological/paieontological
mitigation plan? v©
1.27  Does this development warrant a Certificate of
Compliance to confirm the legal existence of parcels? 4
1.29 Does this development meet the standards of review for v

legalizing parcels?

If this development involves a Public Works project, does
it meet the criteria of the Public Works Component of the
LCP? (See Appendix Sheet for Public Works Projects)

Will this development involve demolition of structures
providing affordable housing?

317

If this development proposes affordable housing, is it
compatible with the community character?

3.19

Will this development involve construction in designated
affordable housing sites?

3.20

If this development is in a designated affordable housing
site, does it exceed the 60 building permit limit in one
calendar year?

3.22

If this development involves placement of a mobile home
on the site, does it meet all of the criteria for the
appropriate zone?

kd

3.23

if this development invoives the placement of multi-family
residential units in the R-3 and C-1 zoning districts, are
20% of the units reserved for low or moderate income
households?

3.24

If this project involves placement of a second unit in the
Mid-Coast R-1 District, does it meet the building permit
limits and square footage limits as noted in the LCP?
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= Not
Applicable

Project
Complies

Does Not " -
Comply

Condition
Required

325

Is the applicant seeking a 33% density bonus in
R-1/S-17 Mid-Coast area after meeting all of the criteria
in this Section?

v

3.26

If this project involves land divisions in ruraf areas of the
South Coast, are 20% of the lots being optioned to the
County for affordable housing?

327

Does this development meet the criteria for qualifying for
the option of 40 additional dwelling units in the rural area
of the South Coast?

3.28

Does the affordable housing developer accept the
income, rent and cost controls of the County?

3.29

Does the affordable housing developer accept the
conditions to guarantee the continued availability of
affordable housing units?

If this project involves energy facilities (oil and gas wells,
onshore facilities for offshore oil, pipelines, transmission lines),
complete and attach a separate analysis of compliance with LCP
Energy Component and enter results:here.

5.1 These policies are addressed by Planned Agricultural
District. A Planned Agricultural Permit (is)/(is not)
required. v
5.18 Is any soil dependent floriculture located on prime soils
- while non-soil dependent floriculture is located on non-
prime soils? v
5.19 Does this development meet _'these floricultural’ /
development standards?
5.20 Does this development meet the Agricultural J
Management Policies?
521 Does this development avoid endangering sensitive
habitats? v
5.25 /

If an on-stream dam is proposed does it meet all of this
Chapter criteria? :
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Not Project Does Not Condition
Applicable | Complies Comply Required

527 Is the allocation of future Mid-Coast water supplies to
floriculture in accordance with the policies of the Public

Works Component? v
523  Does this development require a grading permit for water

impoundments according to County Ordinance? v/
5.30  If this development involves land under Williamson Act

contract, has conforming with zoning, the General Plan

and the LCP been established? v

530 Have Williamson Act Notices of Non-Renewal been filed
for those properties not in conformance with State Code Vv
and County Policies?

5.33 Has the State explored the option of leasing prime /
agricultural tand as a Condition of Permit Approval?

6.1 If this development involves aquaculture as defined in
LCP Policy 6.1, complete and attach a separate analysis Ve
of compliance with LCP Aquaculture Component and
enter here.

75 A biological report has been prepared in accordance with
LCP Policies. Applicability of various Sensitive Habitats
Policies was determined on the basis of:

Coastal Development Permit Application.

v
Environmental Information Form.
LCP Sensitive Habitats Component Text.
LCP Sensitive Habitat Maps.
Site inspection.
7.5 Will the restoration of damaged habitat be a condition of
approval for this project? v
7.10  Does this development minimize removal of vegetation
andfor minimize construction/protect vegetation during or \/
after construction?
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- Condition -

7.10

Does this project use only native or non-invasive plant
species when replanting? '

7.10

Does this project adhere to State Department of Fish and
Game provisions for fish passage?

7.10

Does this project minimize adverse effects of wastewater
discharge?

7.10

Does this project prevent depletioh of groundwater
supplies and waterflows and encourage wastewater
reclamation? :

7.10

Does this project maintain naturat vegetation buffer
areas that protect habitats and minimize alteration of
natural streams?

7.1

Are appropriate buffer zones estabhshed along sensitive
habitats?

7.17

Will this  project be required to construct catwalks so as
not to impede movement of water?

7.7

Will all construction take place duﬁng daylight hours,
utilize a minimum amount of hghtmg and use low decibel
motorized machinery? :

7.17

Will any construction-induced alte:ration to the wetlands
require replanting of vegetation or the natural re-
establishment of vegetation?

7.17

Does this project avoid utilizing herbicides unless
approved by the Agriculture Commissioner and the Fish
and Game Department?

747

Was this project reviewed by the State Department of
Fish and Game and the State Water Quality Control
Board?

7.20

If this project is in the Pillar Point:Marsh, will groundwater
extraction from an aquifer occur?

7.21

If this project is in the Pescadero Marsh, will a State
Parks and Recreation management plan be required or
will this project involve development or dredging of the
marsh?
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=Not: -

plicable

7.22

Is this project a permitted use in a marine and/or
estuarine habitat? (Fitzgerald Marine Reserve, San
Gregorio Estuary, Pescadero Marsh, Pigeon Point,
Franklin Point, Afio Nuevo Island)

7.25-
7.31

Does this project comply with use and development
standards for sand dunes and sea cliffs?

7.32

Will this project impact habitats of rare or endangered
animal species as noted on the County Sensitive Habitat
Maps or will a special biological report be required?

7.42

Will this project permit development within 50 feet of rare
plant habitats as noted on County Sensitive Habitat
Maps?

7.43

Will this project impact habitats of unique species, such
as the Elephant Seal, Monterey Pine, California Wild
Strawberry, etc., or will a special biological report be
required?

7.51

Wil this project involve removal or nursery sales of
Pampas Grass or the eradication of Weedy Thistie?

8.2 Does this project avoid development on beaches, sand
dunes, ocean cliffs, bluffs and blufftops?

8.5 If this project is in a coastal terrace, is clustering
encouraged along with limitation of structures in open /
fields and grasslands?

8.6 Does this project avoid development and meet setbacks v
for streams, wetlands and estuaries?

8.7 Does this project avoid development on ridgetops and
removal of ridgeline trees?

8.7 Does this project avoid land divisions which encourage Vv
building on a ridgeline?

8.7 Does this project comply with the limitations on structure
height below the ridgeline?

8.9 Is this project designed to minimize tree removal or will

this project require replacement of removed vegetation?
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8.12-
8.15

If this project is in an urban area, will it meet Design
Review Criteria including special guidelines for coastal
communities and the protection of ocean views?

8.16

Will this project meet landscaping requirements for rural
areas?

8.17

Will this project protect natural landforms in rural areas?

8.18

Is this project designed to minimize visual disruption
through the use of colors that blend in with surroundings,
properly scaled structures, and non-reflective surfaces?

8.21

Does this project meet the criteria for the placement of
signs?

8.22

Does this project include underground utiiities in State
and County Scenic Corridors?

8.24

If this project involves large agricixltural structures, is
their visual impact limited by the use of blending colors
or landscaping screening?

8.25

If this project is listed as an Official County or State
Historical Landmark, are the regulations of the
Historical/Cultural Preservation Ordmance being
followed? :

8.28

If this project is in a State/County. Scenic Road Corridor,
does it meet development regulations such as setback
requirements, limits on timber harvestmg and
exemptions?

8.33

Is this project exempt from Planning Commission
architectural and site review because any structures
would not be visible from the roadway?

If this project is in a designated Historic Structure/District,

is the project a permitted use?

If this project is in a Geologic Hazard Area as shown in

93
the LCP, does it meet development regulations or
requirements for a geotechnical report?

9.6

If this project is in a High Fire RlSk area, does it meet
development criteria? |
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slope development regulations?

.~ Not~ Condition
- “Applicable: “Required |
9.8 If this project involves blufftop development, does it meet
design, geotechnical, setback and land division
requirements? v
9.9 . Ifthis area is subject to flooding as noted in the LCP
Hazards Maps, will the project meet development v’
regulations for flood-prone areas?
9.11  Does this project limit development to where beach Vv
erosion hazards are minimal?
9.12  Will this development allow the construction of shoreline
structures only for the protection of existing roadways or v
structures?
9.13 Wil this project avoid the need for future protective
devices which could impact sand movement? Ve
9.18  If this site has a slope of 30% or greater, does it meet the o

blufftop/non-blufftop lateral access?

NOTE: Use Coastal Access Checklist as a supplement to this
Policy Checklist when determining access requirements. v
10.1  Does this project meet the requirements for provisions of
shoreline access or in-lieu fees as a condition for
development? v
10.8  Does this project meet Public Safety Locational Criteria? v
10.10 Does this project meet Sensitive Habitat Locational
Criteria? ' v
10.11 Does this project meet Agricultural Area Locational ‘/
Criteria?
10.12 Does this project meet Residential Area Locational
10.13 Does this project meet Commercial/industrial Locational /
Criteria?
10.16 Does this project provide appropriate vertical/lateral
access to the shoreline?
10.17 Does this project meet development standards for /
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10.19

Wm this project provide for mamtenance and posting for
public access areas?

10.21

Where topography permits, does this project provide
handicapped access to the shore?

10.22

Does this project meet all parkmg regulations for coastal
access?

10.23-
10.29

Does this project meet developmént standards for
protecting public safety, fragile resources and adjacent
land uses?

11.4  Does this project meet General Locational Criteria?

11.7  Does this project meet Urban Area Locational Criteria?

11.8  Does this project meet Rural Areé Locational Criteria?

11.9  Does this project meet Oceanfront Area Locational
Criteria?

11.10 Does this project meet Upland Area Locational Criteria?

11.11 Does this project meet Agncultural Area Locational
Criteria?

11.12 Daes this project meet Sensitive Habitat Locational
Criteria?

11.14 Does this project meet development standards for public
recreation facilities?

11.15 Does this project meet developm'ent standards for
private recreation facilities? :

11.16 Are directional/informational signs required as a
condition of approvai for recreatuonal facilities and/or
road projects? .

11.17 Does this project meet all parklng development
standards?

11.18 Does this project meet development standards for

protection of sensitive habitats?:
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o Net | "Condition_
| -Applicable: |- *Required*
11.19 Does this project meet development standards for
protection of agricultural lands? v
11.20 Does this project meet development standards for
sewer/water connections, access and public 4
conveniences?
11.22 Does this project meet recreational vehicle parking v
restrictions?
11.25 Has the State Department of Parks and Recreation ‘/
submitted a long-range plan for any park unit proposed
for improvement?
11.26 Does this project require trail dedication or in-lieu fees as v
a condition of public agency projects or any land
division?
If project involves facilities for commercial fishing or recreational \/
boating, complete and attach a separate analysis of compliance
with LCP Commercial Fishing/Recreational Boating Component
and enter results here.

1. Recommended Findings (see Zoning Ordinance 6328.15):

v

Hlpe

That this project, as described in the application and accompanying materials required by Section
6328.7 and as conditioned in accordance with Section 6328.14, ¢~ does does not
conform with the plans, policies, requirements and standards of the San Mateo County Local Coastal

Program.

(Where the project is located between the nearest public road and the sea, or the shoreline of
Pescadero Marsh.) That this project does does not conform with the public access
and public recreation policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act of 1976 (commencing with Section
30200 of the Public Resources Code).

v _does does not conform to specific findings required by Policies

That this project
of the San Mateo County Local Coastal Program. Specific findings recommended

are:
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ﬂlﬂ (Where the project involvés construction of new residences other than affordable housing.) That the
number of building permits for construction of new residences other than for affordable housing issued
in the current calendar year does does not exceed the limitations of LCP Policies

1.22 and 1.23.

Recommended Action:
Approve

v’ Approve with Conditions :

Deny

Recommended Conditions or Reasons for Denial (attach on separate sheet if more convenient):

Policy Recommended Conditior_i/Reason for Denial

20



-l

Is Project Appealable to Coastal Commission {see Section 6328.3(r) and appeal jurisdiction maps)?
v’ Yes No

2. Approving Authority (see Section 6328.9):

Planning Director (staff)

Zoning Hearing Officer

v Planning Commission

Board of Supervisors
3. Public Hearing Required (see Section 6328.10)? v Yes No
4. Notice Requirements (see Section 6318.11.1 and 6318.11.2):
Pre-Hearing (Newspaper) Owners: 100’ v’ 300’ 500’
Pre-Hearing (Mailed) Residents: 100°

Pre-Decision (Mailed)

Decision (Mailed)

Checklist Prepared By: ‘ﬁw Auyes wao/

Signature Date

Checklist Reviewed By:

Signature Date

FRM00305.D0C
(07/10/01)
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Copies of Letters of Appeal
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_San Mateo County Envnronmental Servlces Agenc

.---2-;1_, 2-.-@-;‘_- u .

Application for Appeal EPlahningeny _i‘ 5] -‘ﬁ;}’wm@ﬁt A

R 4 [P .

) o Coumy Government Center - 590 Hamilton St. - Redwood City CA 94063
4 To the Planning Commission Mail Drop PLN 122 - 4152363 . 4161

&} To the Board of Supervisors

Name: @MN—”C)& L\u/ CV(CM ‘—/Q().L(/\\_Q' Address: %%7 ('(,\ (:’\)C&I'O\

Cl. Lerrnca )/Z/Q!a.zf/(,,} ﬂc v <l Ual fo\,y . C/%
Phone, W: €54 -0t H: Zip: gy

Permit Numbers involved:

Y [ NS I A9g - o007 <1 I have read and understood the attached information
T, | regarding appeal process and alternatives.
S Cek g&«\,gv\ /Lj/,!jofIQQV\F
. \&T yes ] no

| hereby appeal the decision of the:

[) staff or Planning Director
ellant’s Signature:
[} Zoning Hearing Officer APp 1gnatd

(] Design Review Commiittee (}N\, L ’/Zﬂ (’33’\

[X Planning Commission Date: iz I 4=
Zoc |

made on __ P>y 1T 19 tdeny

the above-listed permit applications.

Planning staff will prepare a report based on your appeal. In order to facilitate this, your precise objections are needed. For
example: Do you wish the decision reversed? lf so, why? Do you object to certain conditions of approval? If so, then which
conditions and why?

Pleas-c Sec O\-H"acl?\ee—}
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APPEAL BY COMMITTEE FOR GREEN FOOTHILLS

File Number PLN 1999-00079 (Oscar Braun) for an after-the-fact permit to
legalize: (1) a 1440 square foot stable building with tack room and full
bathroom, a 1200 square foot mobile home, a 2,460 square foot tractor shed, a
200 square foot shed, a septic system to serve the mobile home, a proposed
connection to the existing house septic system to serve the bathroom in the
stable building (which requires uphill pumping), expansion of use of one or
more wells, and an off-site security gate. Also included is the removal of an
illegal 8,000 gallon water storage tank, and the after-the-fact approval of two
5,000 gallon storage tanks.

BACKGROUND:

The Planning Commission considered this project on November 14, and
approved the above-referenced project. There were many issues that had to
be considered, the most important being the Applicant’s refusal to agree to
the mitigation measure in the Negative Declaration. After a long (over two
hours) process before the Planning Commission, the Applicant agreed to
remove his objection to the Mitigation Measure. We remain concerned that,
given the history of this project, and the difficulty the County has had in
getting the basic information to process the after-the-fact permit, that several
items are needed to be addressed prior to granting the Coastal Development
Permit. -

BASIS FOR APPEAL: '

1. The County has allowed this Applicant to defer payment of the
Violation/Investigation fees until the Building Permit Application stage.
The CDP should not be granted until the outstanding Application
Violation/Investigation fees are paid.

2. The project plans do not show the entire site, nor do they show all -
elements of the project, whether on-site or off-site. For example the road to
serve the adjacent property, owned by Mr. Braun's brother, and used by him
to access his property, is not indicated on the Site Plan. The security gate,
located adjacent to Higgins Canyon Road, but off Mr. Braun's property, is not
shown on the Site Plan. Without an accurate and complete Site Plan,
neither the County nor the Applicant has a good basis for understanding,
evaluating, and agreeing on the elements of the proposal. A revised Site
Plan, indicating all elements of the project, to scale, should be required to be
submitted for the County's review and in-field confirmation.

3. The project plans énd description do not include all elements of the

project, as described in a Press Release sent by Mr. Braun to various
newspapers announcmg the sale of the property (see attached). There are
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serious discrepancies between the house and driveway project approved by
San Mateo County in 1991, and the current description by the Applicant as to
the size of the house, in particular. The 1991 CDP approved a 7,500 square
foot house, including 979 square feet of garage. Mr. Braun's Press Release
indicated that the house was "approximately ten thousand square feet
structure”. Mr. Braun refused to answer a question from the Planning
commission as to whether the house was built according to the plans
approved by the County. The CDP should not be granted until the County
can verify that the house, as approved by the County in 1991, was built
according to the approved plans.

4. The adequacy of the on-site water well to serve the affordable housing
unit needs to be verified. In response to our questions as to the adequacy of
the water well to serve the proposed new uses, the staff replied that "the
Environmental Health Department has reviewed the application and is
satisfied that the existing water source on the property is suitable to serve the
need for the proposed uses". This response is unclear as to whether there
has been any current verification of the domestic well's production (during
dry summer months) and its water quality, or whether this statement was
based upon the testing at the time the well was drilled. Many wells in the
rural coastal zone exhibit reduced production over time, and we are aware
that during one summer, Mr. Braun had to have water trucked in.
Additionally, Mr. Braun's press release includes reference to an agricultural
well on the property. Is this well being used for domestic purposes? If so,
does it meet water quality standards? The CDP should not be granted until
the adequacy of the well(s) to serve the proposed affordable housing unit is
determined.

5. Due to the after-the-fact nature of this project, there is a significant issue as
to whether the septic system for the affordable housing unit is properly
constructed, whether it meets the soil percolation tests, and whether it is
located 100 feet from the well. We have discovered in the file that the
6/11/01 County document entitled_Conditions Associated with Case # PLN
1999-00079, states “upon review of the sumitted plans, it was noted that the
setback requirement between the well and septic system did not meet the 100
ft. At the building application stage, the applicant will need to relocate the
existing septic system to meet current standards. The existing septic system
must be abandon (sic) with the required permits meeting Env. Health
standards.” The 100 foot setback between a septic system and a domestic
water well is a public health standard that does not allow for exceptions.

The above findings of Environmental Health were not discussed in the Staff
Report. Condition 15 of the CDP requires that legalization of the septic
system shall occur prior to the issuance of the building permit, and that the
septic system shall meet current setback requirements. This condition
should not be left to the building permit stage, but should be required prior
to the issuance of the CDP. Otherwise, the findings that the project meets all
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policies of the General Plan and the LCP cannot be made. It is also unlikely,
given his track record, that Mr. Braun will ever comply with the
requirement in Condition 15, which carries out Mitigation Measure Number
1 in the environmental document. Only when the Planning Commission
(and County Counsel) informed Mr. Braun that his objection to the
Mitigation Measure would result in the County's being unable to approve
the Negative Declaration, did he agree to remove his objections, while still
claiming he was being “coerced".

6. In his Press Release dated April 19, 2001, and accompanying offering
entitled "Protecting California’s Future, Envirobank: Moon Acres Ranch,
Mr. Braun states that his property includes a helicopter landing area. The
proposed project does not include such an area. We request that Condition 1
be amended to specifically state that no helicopter landing area is permitted.
Such a proposal would require extensive review as to the nature, frequency,
and purpose of the helicopter use. A similar proposal for a helicopter pad as
part of a re51dent1al use was denied by the Coastal Commision recently.

In summary, it has taken nearly four years and extraordinary efforts on the
part of Building Inspeétion, Planning, Envirnmental Health, and County
Counsel to get Mr. Braun to comply with the County requirements to
legalize his buildings. The County has had to go to court to compel Mr.
Braun to comply with the County’s zoning and building regulations. He
refused to state at the Planning Commission whether the house was
constructed according to his CDP. He stated he was being "coerced" into
agreeing to the Mitigation Measure. He has not paid his Violation/
Investigation fees. We respectfully request the Board to require the
Apphcant to comply with all of the above-referenced outstanding issues,
prior to issuance of the CDP.
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06/11/2001 Conditions Associated with Case #: PLN1999-00079

5:50:04 PM

Cond. Stat. ChaBnged Updated

Code Tite Hold Status Changed Y Tag Updated  BY
9399 HEALTH CUSTOM CONDITION ¢} Met 03/23/199 SSL 03/23/19399 SXU

9999

9999

9999

9999

9999

9999

At the building application stage. the apphicant will need {o submit a plot plan showing the location of the existing septic
system serving the farm labor housing uait.

MITIGATION FEES (DPW) 0 Not Met 03/04/1999 LAT
if applicable due to the legalization of structures prior to the issuance of the Building Permit. the applicant will be required

to provide payment of "roadway mitigation fees” based on the square footage (assessable space) of the proposed

buildings per Ordinance #3277.

GRADING ORDINANCE (DPW) 0 Not Met 03/04/1999 LAT
The provisions of the San Mateo County Grading Ordinance shafl govern all grading on and adjacent to this site.
DRIVEWAY PLAN (DPW) 0 Met 07/01/199 PSB 07/01/1999 PSB

The applicant shall submit a driveway “plan and profile” to the Public Works Department, showing the driveway access to

the farm labor housing unit complying with County standards for driveway slopes {not to exceed 20%). The driveway plan
shall also include and show septic provisions and details for handling both the existing and the proposed drainage.

HEALTH CONDITIONS Q Not Met SSL 03/23/1999 SXL
The applicant will need to legalize the septic system instalied for the farm fabor housing. The applicant will need to apply

for the permit and submit data on the size of the septic system.

HEALTH CONDITION 0 Not Met SSL 10/1772000 SXL

The source of water will need to be addressed for the farm tabor housing unit. The applicant will need to demonestrate the
quality and quantity of the water supply.
HEALTH CONDITIONS 1 Not Met SSt 10/17/2000 SXL

Upon review of the submitted plans, it was noted that the setback requirement between the weil and septic system did not
mee the 100ft. At the building application stage, the applicant will need to relocate the existing septic system to meet
current standards. The existing septic system must be abandon with the required permits meeting Env. Health standards.
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Protecting California’s Future

EnviroBank: Moon Acres Ranch = “owe s neviable..

The Half Moen Bay Coastside Foundation dbe Save Our Bay is proud to announce the avaifability of
Moon Acres Ranch through their EnviroBank Program. The offering of Moon Acres Ranch provides the
San Francisco Peninsula land trust community an aisteric opportunity to complete that :ast remaining
strategic iink between open space, parklands and recreational areas extending from Skyline Boufevard to
Main Street, Half Moon Bay. The Moon Acres Ranch infrastructure will provide the nighest leve! of on-
site natura! heritage stewardship ‘that is required for large protected tracis of privately held Peninsula

watershed {ands.

Moon Acres Ranch

The parcel that comprises Moon Acres Ranch occupies tiie upland boundary of the historic Johnswoon
Ranch to the West, end the Burleigh Murray Ranch State Park to the East and Worth. It is approximately
seventy-five to one huadred acres in size and has been historically significant as it has provided valuable
agricultura! lands ag well as ap important wildlife habitat tucksd amongst its grassy, chaparral hilis. The
Moon Acres Ranch is in Trust and is owned by Oscar A. Braun, founder of Save Our Bay Foundation and
serves as it3 heacquarters. (See Mission and EnviroBank enclosures.) Moon Acres Ranch was acguired in
1988 and -was fully developed for its highest and best use and contains all the necessary infrastrusture
required to provide the utmost level of stewardship services for privately held !ands. Moon Acres assets
end infrastructure includes but is not limited to the following:

»  Approximately two miles of ai} weather paved ascess road.

Sccurity Gate with telephone access system — soldr powered,

All underground utilities and ten telephone lines.

Two Water wells ~ cne agriculrural, one residential with ten thousand gailor. storage capacity, and
one hundred foot ice plant perimeter for fire abatement.

Sprint PCS Site, RF coverage from Hwy | & Hwy 92 to the Scuth End City of Half Moon Bay
Tractor and Agricuitural Equipment Storage Shed and heavy equipment repair shop.

Farm Labor Housing-One two bedroom, two bath unit locared niear repair shop for laber.

Horse Staoie with three paddocks/ tack roomv/horse wash station,/ full bathrcom

Horse wraining Arena interchangeable helicopter landing area.

Hacienda “El Nido”

v Spanish Mission style architecture, approximately ten thousand square foct structure, clay tile roof
and natural color stucco extericr with well sstablished landscaping and fountain courtyard.
Multi-faceted patio and talcony areas for accessing scenic corridor vistas.

Two-two car zarages. :

Master bedroom suite with integrated full beth and fireplace.

Two private guest suites with fircplaces and handicapped accessible bathrooms,

Full size residential elevator

Private family room, adjoining foyer. formal dining room and private kitchen ncok.

Spacious commercially equipped kitchen with walk-in pantries and full wet bar.

Naturally skylighted library and two business offices with DSS, DSL and LAN with wircless
telecommunication capabiliity.

Fully equipped exercise gym.

¢ Rooftop observatory and garden space.

¢ Kenne! and animal grooming room.

* & o

SAVEOURBAY.ORG 1589 HIGGINS CANYON RD. HALF MOON BAY, Ca 94019 PH §50-599-1954 FAX 050-726-2799
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From: Qacar Braur loscar@oscarknows.com!

Sent: Thursday, Aprit 18, 20C1 1:39 M

To: "reang‘ggmercury com mmaccabe@sfchrenicle. comm; msimen@sfehrenicle.com:
ninden@angnewspapers.com; —lcoie hmbreview.com editorial@paioaitodailynews.com;
anastaetaburke@m-ncspflrg

Ce: 2ia Chish'i: Ted J. Hannig; Steve Law; Sagrid White: RSBronco@a0l.com; Sdeolin@aci.com:

Richard Gordzn; M.chael M--rpny. Mark Delaplaine: Marsia Raines: Larry DeYc.mg
KEJ@glotewirelass com; Kandace Benaer; Jamie Cuzik;

G: enna%l-‘alfmoonbaycnamber Org; Erice Rice; Ervirchors@aol.com: charise McHuge
100 Million Coastal Cpen Space Story

Subject: Today's
Media
Ploaco find attached current listings from EnvlroBank that supports the ¢fforta of POST and other Peninsuia Land
1Y/
W l W ] W | tta ]
308 EnvraBaru.maon Enviogank e Projesung Cattorma's S:teciing Confornmay
Trust oman,zancns. Acresas 291 3xa ., Fjuie.. LIVI¥ .

EnviroBank: Moon Acres Ranch

The Half Moon Bay Coastside Foundation dba Save Qur Bav is proud t0 announce the avmlebllm of ‘»Ioon Acres Ranr‘h
.hrough their EnvnroBank Progrem. The  { X g8 Rang pa Frs ninsuia

Actes Ranchmfrastructure will prowde the hngncet Tevel of on-site natural Lentage steward;h:p that 1s 1 r\eqmred for large
pretected tracts of privately held Peninsuia watershed lands.

For further information on ths EnviroBank, Mission, Current Projects and Moon Acres sae attachments.

Contact Information:

Oscar Braun, Bxecutive Director
Voice; 650-726-3307

Fax: §50-726-27989

Email: oscar@saveourbay.org



Appllcatlon for Appeal
Q To the Planning Commission
o the Board of Supervisors

(?\N\

Name: L L; 11%1 <

San Méteo Coun

Phone, W: ), - AL v E H: N L.

'l,t't .'
1 fforhiatiBhies

Permit Numbers involved:

. l o
PLN 1944 - o0 74

Bl AN PROVELTY

| hereby appeal the decision of the:
(O staff or Planning Director
] Zoning Hearing Officer

[] Design Review Committee

%ﬁing Commission
made on NovsoH L9 2L 1o approve/deny
the above-listed permit applications.

ty Environmental Service

__Mm#w:rr-ﬁa.“—l:of‘.—,..p— "_\..,,__ ‘"
‘ ™a

S,L ];,U,(*j ‘ Ah,l:),s)h:

County Government Center - 590 Hamilton St. - Redwood City CA 94063
Mail Drop PLN 122 .415. 363 4161

Address:
1780 +hqqins Caoyon Load
HalFMaw '&f} ;(e . Zipo QUO|q-R42

YT e tvae S et e

| have read and understood the attached information
regarding appeat process and alternatives.

yes [] no

Appenant s Signature:

Copptfn Sy - Lt osunneme

i -3-0|

Date:

Planning staff will prepare a report based on your appeal. tn order to facilitate this, your precise objections are needed. For
exampile: Do you wish the decision reversed7 lf so, why? Do you object to certain conditions of approval? If so, then which
conditions and why?

M. Braua dotes ja )\S Own prc.S.S ’&Iease/ fcnp,,\a,tfuke{) he has

4wo  Weder L.)c”SLmit orlq one

m S('kfj'énjfb\!\tﬂh( have Lot been

cerhfed 7 Whee 1S She se’uNL well loca,'k‘( m\ g/vpd/‘h/? M. Braun S’ta:]-c,s

’V\»i— JHhe house s

{0,000 S

L riginet (9 CD? wés dpprova( fev 1, 50U SF

iuwmﬁ

J
919 _SF of c}ach nete his shtement \Ur}'ﬂ ‘h«)o two car qczrdge_f.

j'/ Iobu/‘s"' "H\M' -‘H\e

/Bo\,wL of -Sujié’f\/\ sovs Aireet He COu/lM As.sesyn/ %r

J,{e‘\‘érrnmc, 24 whet rat and leval Hhis yndividual js Lc.‘%iajt’o? afat s

’\T‘(.C—- ap d F\(— ’\e‘-S mrj‘ b(c’n as35¢<Sed 6n —H’(‘s ad d ¢ ‘hond-’ jqu\&)rc ’F\lef—athr w

Fcéuest At The COUn-hL Awa@ the 10 ears bock toxes Onpd 3uppl¢mvn‘fa'

Aar bl

Shhl dves mf‘cmyH with

Lce ﬁ),\c«e.s 8.5 adl 6 '7

Mr. Breun clagimg the stable is  Served h( Fhe Some Sptie §q.¢ffm as Fhe

house  however He sbble s 5|qm-§1can+4-3 c[own aradient 5o m He house

D /C‘-\-lutn‘f' Cant —C—|m‘9

lzﬁ}'ﬂ ;f n’ll

.a./;(hn )‘HH . 2N anncianneal. rev.m 6/19/95



CYNTHIA J. GIOVANNONI
1780 Higgins Canyon Road
Half Moon Bay, Ca. 94019

(650} 726-3588
{650]) 726-3582

October 19, 2001

County of San Mateo

Planning Division

455 County Center, Second Floor
Redwood City, Ca. 94063

Attention; Miroo Brewer

Re; Negative Declaration, File No. PLN 1999-00079
Owner; Oscar Braun

I am writing to voice my objection to the initial study. It appears
incomplete in that it fails to address the following considerations:

1) Are wells adequate in quality and quantity to suppbrt proposed uses?

2) How much water storage is separately required for fire suppression?

'3) Has there been an adequate environmental health inspection and tests
to assure septic system safety for both the proposed affordabie housing

unit and proposed 3- horse stable?
4) Have C D P clustering provisions, been followed?

5) The 3-horse stable is clearly visible from Scenic Highway 1, could there
have been a better location on the property? Visual resource criteria of
LCP Sections 8.5 and 8.7 should be analyzed.

6) Does the driveway have the proper width and required turn outs for the
proposed structure legalization?

7) What violations and enforcement actions have previously been
associated with Mr. Braun, his property, and elements of this request and

@@@y
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8) What justifies Mr. Braun’s structure as an affordable unit, and what
assurance mechanism is in place to confirm an annual review or audit so it

will not quietly become market rate?

<

such as the 10,000 square foot residence, helicopter landing pad, entry
gate as claimed in his own press release? (copy enclosed)

9) Does the existing C D P provide for the improvements on the property

10) Does the C D P allow for the many clubs and organizations Mr. Braun
hecadquarters and operates on site?

Until the initial study fully evaluates the above, | encourage the County to
continue Mr. Braun’s applications. Further | request the above issues be
adequately addressed in a revised and recirculated initial study.

Sincerely, :

’} - <
C/Mct,%é(njz&/mm -
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Protecting California’s Future e
EnviroBank: Moon Acres Ranch = e rovnible.

"Tac Half Moon Bay Coastside Foundetion dba Save Our Bsy is proud to announce the availability of
Moon Acres Ranch through their EnviroBank Program. The offering of Moon Acres Ranch provides the
San Francisoo Peninsuia land trust community an histerlc opportunity to complete that last remaining
strategio link between open space, parklands and recreationsl areas extending from Skyllne Boulevard to
Main Street, Half Moon Bay. The Moon Acres Ranoh infrastructurc will provide the ilghcest level of on-
site natura] herluage stewardship that is required for large protected tracts of privately held Peninsule

watershed lands.

Moon Acres Ranch

The parcel that comprises Moon Acres Ranch occupies tiie upland boundary of the historic Johnswon
Ranch to the West, end the Burleigh Murray Ranch Statc Park to the East and North. It is approximately
seventy-flve to one hundred scres in size and has been historically significant as it has provided valuable
agricultura! lands es well a5 ag important wiidlifc habitat tuciked amongst its grassy, chaparral hilis. The
Moon Acres Ranch is in Trust and {s owned by Oscar A. Braun, founder of Save Our Bay Foundation and
serves as its headquarters. (See Mission and EnviroBank enclosures,) Moon Acres Ranch was acquired in
1988 and was fully devcloped for its highest and best use and containg all the necessary infrastrueture
required to provide the uumnost level of stewardship services for privately held lands. Moon Aores assets
and infrastructure Includes but is not limited to the following:

Approximately two miles of al] weather paved access road,

Scourity Gate with talephone acoess system — solar powered.

All underground utilities and ten tolephene lines. '

Two Water wells — one agricultural, on¢ residential with ten thousand gailon etorage capacity, aad
on¢ hundred foot ice plant perimeter for fire abatement.

Sprint PCS Site, RF coverage from Hwy 1 & Hwy 92 to the South End City of Half Moon Bay

+ Tractor and Agricultural Equipment Storage Shed end heavy equipment repair shop.

Farm Lsbor Houslng-One two bedroom, two bath unit located near repair shop for labor.

Horse Stable with three paddocks! tack room/horse wash station,/ full bathroom

Horse training Arena interchangeable helicopter landing area.

Hac1enda “FEl Nido”
Spanish Mission styie architecture, approximately ten thousand square foot structure, clay tile roof
and natural color stucco oxterior with well established landscaping and fountain courtyard.

= Multi-faceted patlo and balcony arcas for accessing scenio corridor vistas,

¢ Two-two car garages. »

= Master bedroom sulte with integrated full beth and fireplace.

«  Two private guest suites with fireplaces and handicapped accessible bathrooms.

¢  Full size residential elevator

¢  Private fam{ly room, adjoining foyer, formal dining room and private kitchen nook.

Spaclous commercially equipped kirchen with walk-in pentries and full wet bar.

Naturally skylighted likrary and two business offices with DSS; DSL and LAN with wircless

teleccommunication capability.

« Fully equipped exercise gym.

= Rooftop observatory and garden space.

¢ Kenne} and animal grooming room.

L L [ ]
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. TALK oF THE TOWN

And the awurd goes o ..

Welrd science: Raclzel Kennedy, a seventh—grader at-Cunha Inter-
mediate School in Half Moon Bay, was one of 46 young ‘scientists‘in San
Mateo County 1o win top honors in the Bay Area Science Fair held in San
Francisco. Kennedy was one of six second place-winners. Grefa Mayfield,
who helped organize the science fair, said all the students who submmcd
projects grew from the experience.

“When [ see kids competing in these science fairs, the biggest bcncﬁt I
see is a broadening of their perspectives — they're talking to profcssors m
fields they’re interested in — and the interchange that gocs on between the
students is phenomenal,” Mayfield said.

Kennedy, whose project on wetlands -was the grand prize winper of
Cunha’s science fair in January, said of her project, “I learned maybe peo-
ple need to be more concemed about where they are building.” Out of the
mouths of babes .

Lion on the mountain: On an early. 'I\xcsday :morning hike on
"Mountara Mountain, Mary and hcr daughtcr .Molly, both of Half Moon Bay,
‘'say they spotted an unhkely creature —a mountam fion cnusmg along the
hillside. The two were wallqng with thexr dogs wben Mary said she. spottcd

_the beautiful and rarely seen creature a mcre 200 feet away. Mary who

. requestod the Review not use her last nanm, sald 1t was the sxzc of a yellow
lab and had a “nice long tail.” ‘
© “T looked at it, it looked at me, and 1 stancd ycllmg ‘thcre s a cougar
there’s a cougar,’ and it dashed up the sxde of the mountam " shc said. “It
was amazing to see it.” s :

Moon Acres Ranch hits the market: save Our Bay
founder and avid Montara Mountain tunnel opponent Oscar Braun is
seeking a buyer’ for his 75-acre ranch, which extends from Skyline Boule-
vard to Main Street in downtown Half Moon Bay. The property borders the
historic Johaston Ranch and Burleigh Murray State Park. |

- But Braun states in a media packet distributed last week that he is pri-
marily interested in selling the property, which includes a 10,000-square-
foot house, farm labor housing, horse stables, and a helicopter landing
area, to an open space trust. '

“The offering of Moon Acres Ranch provides the San Francisco Penin-
sula land trust community an historic opportunity to complete that las
rcmammg strategic link between open space, parklands and -recreationa

,” Braup states in the packet.

thn Braun proposed the estate, the environmental community on the
coast opposed the project because of its placement on the ridgeline. Now
over a decade after it was built, he is giving his opponents an unusua
opportunity to reclaim the land, albeit changed. Any takers? -
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SAVE OUR BAY FOUNDATION

”

Survival is not.

Protecting California’s Future

December 26, 2001

To: Honorable SMC Board of Supervisors
From: Oscar & Andrea Braun
Subject: Stable/Affordable Housing Appeal of PLN-1999-00079

The purpose of thisi letter is to respectfully request that the
Board of Supervisors uphold the SMC Planning Commission’s legalization
of our horse stable and affordable housing without conditions or
mitigation measures. We request that the Board alsc take into
consideration the following track record of the appellants during
their review. '

On December 6, 1995,:Lenny Roberts told the San Mateo County Board
of Supervisors that they are “partners” with the Committee for Green
Foothill and Sierra Club for implementing the 1994 Coastside
Protection Initiative. Ms. Roberts directed the Board of Supervisors
to instruct the Planning Commission to begin the legislative process
contained in their 1994: initiative. The Board was further instructed
that the Planning Commission focus only on the specific amendments
contained in their initiative and not broaden the proposal beyond
that. These specific Amendments included: Reduction of government
expenditures; reductioniof costs to San Mateo County taxpayers for
roads, law enforcement, fire protection, and other government services
for scattered and remoté development (aka Rural Lands). The initiative
defined perceived “Development Treats” and claimed that pressure for
extensive development oh the Coastside was severe, especially with
proposed construction of increased water supplies, additional sewage
treatment facilities, and larger highways.

The official public record shows what accomplishments the 1994
Coastside Protection Partnership has brought to the voters of San
Mateo County and the quality of lﬁfe on the Coastside.

e In 1999 & 2000 San; Mateo County was found to be the most polluted
county in the Bay Area...from sewage discharge and stormwater
runoff by the Natural Resource Defense Council.

e All roads in the San Mateo County coastal zone are sub-standard
and the CGF/Sierra’ Club Tunnel boondoggle has successfully failed
the EIR process ifor the third time. The Tunnel Task Force
greatest achievement has been Devil’s Slide Hwy 1 improvement
delay and loss of Federal funding.

e The San Mateo Cou@ty Wildlands/Urban Interface (WUI) now has the
highest risk level in history for a catastrophic WUI wildfire
threatening the Bay Area’s regional water system. The CCWD
currently cannot deliver enough water or head pressure in the
event of a WUI fire in approximately 40% of the Coastside.

e Effectively blockéd PMAC supported flood control implementation
measures to protect CDF Fire/Rescue/Emergency access to Pescadero
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PrOtecting California’s Future "Change is inevitable...

Survival is not.”

from the West continues to be delayed . Endless CCC appeals
resulting in: No Boys & Girls Club, no middle schools, no nun
convents, no expanded health care clinic services, no affordable
housing for our community employees, even less substandard
sheriff and fire protection throughout the Rural Lands.

¢ San Mateo County has allowed, without benefit of USFWS or State
Fish & Game site plan or EIR review, at least four prohibited and
detrimental commercial/industrial <classified operations that
violate the Clean Water Act and the Endangered Species Act. The
prohibited and detrimental commercial/industrial operations are
Shamrock Ranch, Wildlife Associates, Half Moon Bay Sealing &
Paving and Johnston Ranch unlicensed landfill. The County of San
Mateo Planning Commission has reclassified prohibited uses and
found, based on the advice of the Planning Administrator and
lobbying by the Committee for Green Foothills Lenny Roberts, that
these four commercial/industrial operators activities conducted
in statutory delineated «critical environmentally sensitive
habitats qualify as non-residential uses accessory to agriculture
and permitted by right in the Planned Agricultural District on
either prime or non-prime soils. By allowing these four
reclassified prohibited and detrimental commercial/industrial
facilities uses to operate without benefit of EIR review or
permits, the County of San Mateo violates both CEQA/ NEPA
environmental review statutes. Clean Water Act or Endangered
Species violations disqualifies the County from receiving State
or Federal permit approval (ROD) and funding.

In closing, as stated on the record before the Planning Commission:
Applicants do not concur with the Mitigation Measures for Case #PLN
1999-0079, a project to legalize Moon Acres agricultural structures.
San Mateo County Environmental Services Agency, at the direction of
Lenny Roberts, has conducted a four year campaign of unlawful
punitive retaliation against the Braun family in response to their
“lawful whistle blowing” complaints brought by the Half Moon Bay
Coastside Foundation’s Watershed Posse against the County.
Environmental Services has coerced and unlawfully compelled the
Brauns to sign the mitigation agreement document. The Brauns have
suffered significant financial damages from the actions of the San
Mateo County Environmental Services Agency and are not precluded
from now giving their notice of intent (NOI) to file a criminal
complaint with the U.S. Attorney for violations under the U.S. anti-
racketeering and environmental protection statutes.

In our opinion, as long as the San Mateo County Board of
Supervisor’s supports the agenda and purpose of the Anti-Community
Alliance’s (Committee for Green Foothills, Sierra Club, Peninsula
Open Space Trust, Mid-Peninsula Open Space District) 1994 Coastside
Protection Initiative, the quality of life, health and safety of all
communities in San Mateo County will continue to be at risk.
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