County of Santa Cruz

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
701 OCEAN STREET, 4™ FLOOR, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060
(831) 454-2580 FAX: (831)454-2131 TooD: (831) 454-2123

KATHLEEN MOLLOY PREVISICH, PLANNING DIRECTOR
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_.NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the following project has been
reviewed by the County Environmental Coordinator to determine if it has a potential to create
significant impacts to the environment and, if so, how such impacts may be avoided. A Negative
Declaration is prepared in cases where the project is determined not to have any significant
environmental impacts. Either a Mitigated Negative Declaration or Environmental impact Report
(EIR) is prepared for projects that may result in a significant impact to the environment.

Public review periods are provided for these Environmental Determinations according to the
requirements of the CEQA Guidelines. The environmental document is available for review at the
County Planning Department located at 701 Ocean Street, in Santa Cruz. You may also view the
environmental document on the web at www sccoplanning.com under the Planning Department
menu. If you have questions or comments about this Notice of Intent, please contact Matt Johnston
of the Environmental Review staff at (831) 454-3201

The County of Santa Cruz does not discriminate on the basis of disability, and no person shall, by
reason of a disability, be denied the benefits of its services, programs or activities. if you require
special assistance in order to review this information, please contact Bernice Romero at (831) 454-
3137 (TDD number (831) 454-2123 or (831) 763-8123) to make arrangements.

PROJECT: 1240 Chanticleer Ave. 2-lot Minor Land Division
APN(S): 029-191-13

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed project consists of a Minor Land Division (MLD)
involving Parcel 029-191-13. The proposed project includes dividing Parcel 029-191-13 into two
new parcels (Parcel A and Parcel B. Parcel A would be approximately 7,732-SF and would contain
the existing single family dwelling with access from Chanticleer Avenue. Parcel B would be
approximately 9,825-SF. The proposed 2,250-SF single family residence would be located on the
new Parcel B. Parcel B would have access from Chanticleer Avenue, and be served by a 20-foot
wide “flag-lot” driveway corridor located along the southern border of the project site. Woater and
sewer will-serve letters have been provided by the Santa Cruz County Sanitation District and City of
Santa Cruz Water Department.

EXISTING ZONE DISTRICT: R-1-6

APPLICANT: Hamilton-Swift & Assoc., Inc.

OWNER: Dylan and Marda Reid

PROJECT PLANNER: Frank Barron

EMAIL: frank.barron@santacruzcounty.us :

ACTION: This project will be considered at a public hearing by the Planning Commission. The
date and time have not been set. When scheduling does occur, this item will be included in all
public hearing notices for the project. :

REVIEW PERIOD: December 28, 2015 through January 19, 2016.

Updated 1/12




COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
701 OCEAN STREET, 4™ FLOOR, SANTA CRuUZ, CA 95060
(831) 454-2580 Fax: (831)454-2131 TDD:(831)454-2123
KATHLEEN MOLLOY PREVISICH, PLANNING DIRECTOR
http.//www.sccoplanning.com/

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Project: 1240 Chanticleer Ave. 2-fot Minor Land Division APN(S): 029-191-13
Application #: 151145

Project Description: The proposed project consists of a Minor Land Division (MLD) involving Parcel 029-191-
13. The proposed project includes dividing Parcel 029-191-13 into two new parcels (Parcel A and Parcel B. Parcel
A would be approximately 7,732-SF and would contain the existing single family dwelling with access from
Chanticleer Avenue. Parcel B would be approximately 9,825-SF. The proposed 2,250-SF single family residence
would be located on the new Parcel B. Parcel B would have access from Chanticleer Avenue, and be served by a
20-foot wide “flag-lot” driveway corridor located along the southern border of the project site. Water and sewer
will-serve letters have been provided by the Santa Cruz County Sanitation District and City of Santa Cruz Water
Department.

Project Location: The proposed project is located at 1240 Chanticleer Avenue, on the east side of Chanticleer
Avenue within the community of “Live Oak” in the unincorporated County of Santa Cruz. The County of Santa
Cruz is bound on the north by San Mateo County, on the south by Monterey and San Benito counties, on the cast
by Santa Clara County, and on the south and west by Monterey Bay and the Pacific Ocean.

Owner: Dylan and Marda Reid
Applicant: Hamilton-Swift & Associates, Inc.
Staff Planner: email: frank.barron(@santacruzcounty.us

This project will be considered at the Planning Commission. The date and time have not been set. When
scheduling does occur, this item will be included in all public hearing notices for the project.

California Environmental Quality Act Negative Declaration Findings:

Find, that this Negative Declaration reflects the decision-making body’s independent judgment and analysis, and;
that the decision-making body has reviewed and considered the information contained in this Negative
Declaration and the comments received during the public review period, and; on the basis of the whole record
before the decision-making body (including this Negative Declaration) that there is no substantial evidence that
the project will have a significant effect on the environment. The expected environmental impacts of the project
are documented in the attached Initial Study on file with the County of Santa Cruz Planning Department located
at 701 Ocean Street, 4 Floor, Santa Cruz, California. A digital copy of the document can be reviewed at the
following web address:
http://www.santacruzcountyplanning.com/PianningHome/Environmental/CEQAlnitialStudiesEERs/CEQADocum
entsOpenforPublicReview.aspx

Review Period Ends: _January 18, 2016

Date:

Todd Sexauer, Environmental Coordinator
(831) 454-3511 _

Updated 12/11



County of Santa Cruz

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
701 OCEAN STREET, 4™ FLOOR, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060
(831)454-2580 Fax: (831)454-2131 Tob: (831)454-2123
KATHLEEN MOLLOY PREVISICH, PLANNING DIRECTOR
www.sccoplanning.com

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Date: December 7, 2015 Application Number: 151145

1240 Chanticleer Ave. 2—

Pl :
lot Minor Land Division Staff Planner:  Frank Barron

Project Name:

I. OVERVIEW AND ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
APPLICANT: Hamilton-Swift & Assoc, Inc. APN(s}: 029-191-13
OWNER: Dylan and Marda Reid SUPERVISORAL DISTRICT:  District 1

PROJECT LOCATION: The proposed project is located at 1240 Chanticleer Avenue, on the
East side of Chanticleer Ave. within the community of "Live Oak” in the unincorporated
County of Santa Cruz (see Figure 1: Location Map). The County of Santa Cruz is bound on
the north by San Mateo County, on the south by Monterey and San Benito counties, on the
east by Santa Clara County, and on the south and west by the Monterey Bay and the Pacific
Ocean.

SUMMARY PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposed project application consists of a Minor Land Division (MLD) involving Parcel
029-191-13. The proposed project includes dividing Parcel 029-191-13 into two new parcels
(Parcel A and Parcel B; see Figure 2). Parcel A would be approximately 7,732-SF and would
contain the existing single family dwelling with access from Chanticleer Avenue. Parcel B
would be approximately 9,825-SF. The proposed 2,250-SF single family residence would be
located on the new Parcel B. Parcel B would have access from Chanticleer Avenue, and be
served by a 20-foot wide "flag-lot" driveway corridor located along the southern border of
the project site. Water and sewer will-serve letters have been provided by the Santa Cruz
County Sanitation District and City of Santa Cruz Water Department.
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Other: Variance

Land Use and Planning
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Population and Housing
Public Services

Transportation/Traffic
Utilities and Service Systems
Mandatory Findings of Significance

Permit Type/Action Agency
Not Applicable Not Applicable

1240 Chanticieer Ave, 2-lot MLD
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" On the basis of this initial eévaluation:

]
[l

O

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

| 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 revisions in
the project have been made or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment,
and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact® or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least
one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures
based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

TODD SEXAUER, Environmental Coordinator Date

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-lot MLD Application Number; 151145
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Il. BACKGROUND INFORMATION
EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS:

Parcel Size (acres):
Existing Land Use:

0.415 acres (18,072 square-feet).
Residential

Vegetation: Urban landscaping, mix of native & non-native vegetation
Slope in area affected by project: [ 0 - 30% [_] 31 - 100% [_] N/A

Nearby Watercourse:  Rodeo Creek Gulch

Distance To: 1,200 feet

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES AND CONSTRAINTS:

Water Supply Watershed: Not Mapped Fault Zone: Not Mapped
Groundwater Recharge: Not Mapped Scenic Corridor: Not Mapped
Timber or Mineral: Not Mapped Historic: None
Agricultural Resource: Not Mapped Archaeology: Not Mapped
Biologically Sensitive Habitat: Mapped Noise Constraint: None
Fire Hazard: None Identified  Electric Power Lines:  Yes
Floodplain: Not Mapped Solar Access:. Adequate
Erosion; Not Mapped Solar Orientation: Adequate
Landslide: Not Mapped Hazardous Materials:  None
Liquefaction: Mapped (Low) Other:
SERVICES:
Fire Protection: Central Drainage District. Zone 5
School District: Live Qak and Project Access: Chanticleer
Soquel Avenue
Sewage Disposal: SCC Sanitation ~ Water Supply: City of Santa
Cruz WD

PLANNING POLICIES:

Zone District: R-1-6 Special Designation:
General Plan: R-UL

Urban Services Line: Inside ] Outside

Coastal Zone: [ ]Inside X Outside

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND SURROUNDING LAND USES:
Matural Environment

Santa Cruz County is uniquely situated along the northern end of Monterey Bay
approximately 55 miles south of the City of San Francisco along the Central Coast. The
Pacific Ocean and Monterey Bay to the west and south, the mountains inland, and the prime

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-fot MLD Application Number: 151145



agricultural lands along both the northern and southern coast of the county create
limitations on the style and amount of building that can take place. Simultaneously, these
natural features create an environment that attracts both visitors and new residents every
year. The natural landscape provides the basic features that set Santa Cruz apart from the
surrounding counties and require specific accommodations to ensure building is done in a
safe, responsible and environmentally respectful manner.

The California Coastal Zone affects nearly one third of the land in the urbanized area of the
unincorporated County with special restrictions, regulations, and processing procedures
required for development within that area. Steep hillsides require extensive review and
engineering to ensure that slopes remain stable, buildings are safe, and water quality is not
impacted by increased erosion. The farmland in Santa Cruz County is among the best in the
world, and the agriculture industry is a primary economic generator for the County.
Preserving this industry in the face of population growth requires that soils best suited to
commercial agriculture remain active in crop production rather than converting to other
land uses.

PROJECT BACKGROUND:

The project site is currently developed with a single story single-family residence,
approximately 848 square feet in size, featuring 1 bedroom and 1 bathroom. There are also
detached accessory structures totaling approximately 2,000 square-feet in size, including an
approximate 532 square foot second unit, a double car garage, carport and storage. The site
features common residential landscaping, with no significant or sensitive trees, and paved
vehicular right-of-way (R/W) access from Chanticleer Avenue.

The surrounding area of Chanticleer Avenue is mostly developed with low and medium
density, urban residential development consisting of single-story and two-story single-family
dwellings. The Antonelli Senior Living mobile home community is located directly to the
east of the subject project. There is also the Little Acorns Montessori school approximately
75-feet to the southwest of the subject property.

DETAILED PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposed project application consists of a Minor Land Division (MLD) involving Parcel
029-191-13. The proposed project includes dividing Parcel 029-191-13 into two new parcels
(Parcel A and Parcel B). Parcel A would be approximately 7,862-SF and would contain the
existing single family dwelling with access from Chanticleer Avenue. Parcel B would be
approximately 11,057-SF. The proposed 2,250-SF single family residence would be located on
the new Parcel B. Parcel B would be served by a "flag-lot" driveway accessed from
Chanticleer Avenue, and would be 20-feet wide located along the southern border of the
project site. No changes to the existing residential structures on the new Parcel A are

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-lof MLD Application Number: 151145



proposed, except for the partial demolition (approx. 90 sq. ft. of which is on Parcel A) of an
existing accessory structure.

The project would require a variance from the County of Santa Cruz Planning Department.
R-1-6 zoning requirements, for the front yard setbacks for the existing accessory garage
structure (currently attached to the accessory dwelling structure on proposed parcel A,
proposed setback of 3-feet to parcel line} and the side yard setback to maintain its current
2.75-foot, and for the existing setback of the approximately 532-SF accessory dwelling
structure on Parcel A to be maintained at its current 3.23-foot side yard setback and
proposed 5-foot rear yard setback.

Water and sewer will-serve letters have been provided by the Santa Cruz County Sanitation
District and City of Santa Cruz Water Department. The proposed single family dwelling on
Parcel B is estimated to be 2,250-SF, and would be two stories, approximately 24-ft in height.
Access would be established from Chanticleer Avenue.

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-lot MLD Application Number; 151145



l.ess than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact lncorporated impact No Impact

. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW CHECKLIST
A. AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOQURCES
Would the project:
1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a ] D ] IX

scenic vista?

Discussion: The project would not directly impact any public scenic resources, as
designated in the County’s General Plan (1994), or obstruct any public views of these visual
resources. Furthermore, the project is infill urban development in a neighborhood with
existing urban residential development. This project would be in conformance with the
General Plan, and appropriate to the existing surrounding urban built environment.

2. $ubst§ntlally dama‘igeja scenic resources, ] D ] 3
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway?
Discussion: The project site is not located along a County designated scenic road, public
viewshed area, scenic corridor, within a designated scenic resource area, or within a state

scenic highway. Therefore, no impact would occur.

3. Substantially degrade the existing visual ] ] ] ¢
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Discussion: The existing visual setting is currently developed with an existing single
family house, garage, accessory structures and supporting infrastructure. The proposed
project is designed and landscaped so as to fit into this setting. The surrounding
neighborhood includes similarly zoned properties with existing improvements and

development.

4. Create a new source of substantial light 4
or glare which would adversely affect day D [ L] =
or nighttime views in the area?

Discussion: The project would create an incremental increase in night lighting. However,
this increase would be small, and would be similar in character to the lighting associated
with the surrounding existing uses.

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-lot MLD Application Number; 151145



Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
impact Incorporated tmpact No Impact

B. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

in determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an
optional model to use in assessing impacts on agricufture and farmland. In determining
whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and
forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Profocols adopted by the
California Air Resources Board. Would the project:

1. Convert Prime Farmland, Unigue
Farmiand, or Farmiand of Statewide D D L] @
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

Discussion: The project site does not contain any lands designated as Prime Farmland,
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency. In addition, the project does not contain Farmland of Local Importance. Therefore,
no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide or Farmland of Local
Importance would be converted to a non-agricultural use. This is an infill development in
an urban setting. There are no prime agricultural lands in the near vicinity. No impact
would occur from project implementation.

2. Conflict with existing zoning for 4
agricultural use, org Wil!iag‘rson Act D D D X
contract?

Discussion: The project site is zoned Residential (R-1-6; single-family residential, 6,000

square foot minimum parcel size}, which is not considered to be an agricultural zone. The

surrounding area has similar zoning, and no agriculturally zoned property. Additionally, the
project site’s land is not under a Williamson Act Contract. Therefore, the project does not
conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Contract. No impact

is anticipated.

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-lof MLD Application Number: 151145



Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact incorporated impact No lmpact
3. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause ] [] [] ]

rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code Section
12220(qg)), timberland (as defined by
Fublic Resources Code Section 4526), or
timberfand zoned Timberland Production
(as defined by Government Code Section
51104(g))?

Discussion: The project is not located near land designated as Timber Resource, nor does
the property feature any Timber Resources. Therefore, the project would not affect the
resource or access to harvest the resource in the future.

4. Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest D D D IX]
use?

Discussion: No forest land occurs on the project site or in the immediate vicinity. See
discussion under B-3 above. No impact is anticipated.

5. Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location D D D @
or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmiand, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest fand fo non-forest
use?

Discussion: The project site and surrounding area does not contain any lands designated
as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance or Farmland of
Local Importance as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency or in the County General Plan
(1994). Therefore, no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide, or
Farmland of Local Importance would be converted to a non-agricultural use. In addition,
the project site contains no forest land, and no forest land occurs within the surrounding
areas. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated.

C. AIR QUALITY
The significance criteria established by the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Controf
District (MBUAPCD) has been relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the

project:

1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of [:l D & l___]
the applicable air quality plan?

Discussion: The project would not conflict with or obstruct any long-range air quality
plans of the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District (MBUAPCD). The project

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-fot MLD Application Number: 151145



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
tmpact incorporated Impact No impact

is consistent with the regional population growth numbers forecast by the Association of
Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG) (Attachment 7). AMBAG's regional forecasts
for population and dwelling units are embedded in the emission inventory projections used
in the regional Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). Projects which are consistent with
AMBAG's regional forecasts have been accommodated in the AQMP and are therefore
consistent with the AQMP.

Because general construction activity related emissions (i.e., temporary sources) are
accounted for in the emission inventories included in the plans, impacts to air quality plan
objectives are less than significant. See C-2 below.

General estimated basin-wide construction-related emissions are included in the
MBUAPCD emission inventory (which, in part, form the basis for the air quality plans cited
below) and are not expected to prevent long-term attainment or maintenance of the ozone
and particulate matter standards within the North Central Coast Air Basin (NCCAB).
Therefore, temporary construction impacts related to air quality plans for these pollutants
from the proposed project would be less than significant, and no mitigation would be
required, since they are presently estimated and accounted for in the District’s emission
inventory, as described below. No stationary sources would be constructed that would be
long-term permanent sources of emissions.

2. Violaife any air qua!{ty standard or ] ] ] ]
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?
Discussion: Santa Cruz County is located within the North Central Coast Air Basin
(NCCAB). The NCCAB does not meet state standards for ozone (reactive organic gases
[ROGs] and nitrogen oxides [NOx]) and fine particulate matter (PMio). Therefore, the
regional pollutants of concern that would be emitted by the project are ozone precursors
and PMa.

Ozone is the main pollutant of concern for the NCCAB. The primary sources of ROG
within the air basin are on- and off-road motor vehicles, petroleum production and
marketing, solvent evaporation, and prescribed burning. The primary sources of NOx are
on- and off-road motor vehicles, stationary source fuel combustion, and industrial processes.
In 2010, daily emissions of ROGs were estimated at 63 tons per day. Of this, area-wide
sources represented 49 percent, mobile sources represented 36 percent, and stationary
sources represented 15 percent. Daily emissions of NOx were estimated at 54 tons per day
with 69 percent from mobile sources, 22 percent from stationary sources, and 9 percent
from area-wide sources. In addition, the region is “NOx sensitive,” meaning that ozone
formation due to local emissions is more limited by the availability of NOx as opposed to the
availability of ROGs (MBUAPCD, 2013b).

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-lot MLD Application Number: 151145



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact incorporated Impact No Impact

PMi¢ is the other major pollutant of concern for the NCCAB. In the NCCAB, highest
particulate levels and most frequent violations occur in the coastal corridor. In this area,
fugitive dust from various geological and man-made sources combines to exceed the
standard. Nearly three quarters of all NCCAB exceedances occur at these coastal sites where
sea salt is often the main factor causing exceedance (MBUAPCD, 2005). In 2005 daily
emissions of PMiw were estimated at 102 tons per day. Of this, entrained road dust
represented 35 percent of all PMic emission, windblown dust 20 percent, agricultural tilling
operations 15 percent, waste burning 17 percent, construction 4 percent, and mobile
sources, industrial processes, and other sources made up 9 percent (MBUAPCD, 2008).

Given the modest amount of new traffic that would be generated by the project there is no
indication that new emissions of ROGs or NOx would exceed MBUAPCD thresholds for
these pollutants; and therefore, there would not be a significant contribution to an existing
air quality violation.

Project construction may result in a short term, localized decrease in air quality due to
generation of PMw. However, standard dust control best management practices, such as
periodic watering, would be implemented during construction to avoid significant air
quality impacts from the generation of PMio. Impacts would be less than significant.

3. Result in a cumulatively considerable net D D 2 D
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Discussion: Project construction would have a limited and temporary potential to
contribute to existing violations of California air qua'lity standards for ozone and PMu
primarily through diesel engine exhaust and fugitive dust. However, the Santa Cruz
monitoring station has not had any recent violations of federal or state air quality standards
mainly through dispersion of construction-related emission sources. BMPs described above
under C-2 would ensure emissions remain below a level of significance. Therefore, the
proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria
pollutants. The impact on ambient air quality would be less than significant.

4.  Expose sensilive rec;eptors to substantial D D X} [:]
pollutant concentrations?

Discussion: The proposed project is urban infill development. The nearest sensitive

receptors would be the neighboring residences to the north and south, the mobile home

park to the south and the Montessori school to the southwest. The proposed residential

infill development project would not generate substantial pollutant concentrations.

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-lot MLD Application Number, 151145



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact incorporated Impact No Impact

Emissions from construction activities represent temporary impacts that are typically short
in duration. Impacts to sensitive receptors would be less than significant.

5.  Create objectionable odors affecting a ] ] ] ]
substantial number of people?

Discussion: California ultralow sulfur diesel fuel with a maximum sulfur content of 15
ppm by weight would be used in all diesel-powered equipment, which minimizes emissions
of sulfurous gases (sulfur dioxide, hydrogen sulfide, carbon disulfide, and carbonyl sulfide).
Therefore, no objectionable odors are anticipated from construction activities associated
with the proposed project, and no mitigation measures would be required. The proposed
project would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people;
therefore, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

D. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES
Would the project:

1.  Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, [ [ L] >
on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or reguiations,
or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife, or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Discussion: Although the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) shows that
the white-rayed Pentachaeta, Santa Cruz tarplant, Zayante band-winged grasshopper,
Townsend’s big eared and Pollard bats, and the Monarch butterfly are in or have the
potential of being within the vicinity, they are not known to occur in the project area. The
lack of suitable habitat and the disturbed nature of the site make it unlikely that any special
status plant or animal species occur in the area. This is an urban infill development project,
on a previously developed site. No impact would occur.

2.  Have a substantial adverse effect on any NY%
riparian habitat or sensitive natural L] L] L] L
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations (e.g., wetland,
native grassland, special forests, intertidal
zone, etfc.) or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.

Fish and Wildlife Service?

Discussion: Due to the urban setting and development existing on the site and in the
surrounding neighborhood, there are no mapped or designated sensitive biotic communities
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on or adjacent to the project site. No impact would occur.

3. Have a substantial adverse effect on %
federally protected wetlands as defined by L] [:] L] X
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, efc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

Discussion: There are no mapped or designated federally protected wetlands on or
adjacent to the project site.  Therefore, no impacts would occur from project
implementation.

4 Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or D L D @
wildlife species or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

Discussion: The project is in an urban and developed area. The proposed project does not
involve any activities that would interfere with the movements or migrations of fish or
wildlife, or impede use of a known wildlife nursery site.

5. Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biclogical resources D L] L] lE
(such as the Sensitive Habitat Ordinance,
Riparian and Wetland Protection
Ordinance, and the Significant Tree
Protection Ordinance)?

Discussion: The project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances.

6.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural D D D @
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Discussion: The proposed project would not conflict with the provisions of any adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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7. Produce nighttime lighting that would D ] ] <

substantially ifluminate wildlife habitats?

Discussion: The subject property is located in an urbanized area and is surrounded by
existing residential development that currently generates nighttime lighting. There are no
sensitive animal habitats within or adjacent to the project site. No impact would occur.

E. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

1. Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource as D D IZ] D
defined in CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.57

Discussion: The existing structures on the property are not designated as a historic
resource on any federal, state or local inventory (see Attachment 8). Current County of
Santa Cruz Assessor records indicate that the house and accessory structures estimated date
of construction is 1935. The proposed project will not impact the house. The Assessor
records indicate that the accessory structures have previously been used as; garage, guest
house, “rumpus room”, chicken coup, and carport. These structures and uses have little
historic resource value. Nevertheless, the proposed project aims at preserving as much of
these accessory structures as possible to retain site and neighborhood character (only
approx. 180 sq. ft. of one of the structures is proposed to be demolished). The existing
single-family residence will remain intact. As a result, no impacts to historical resources
would occur from project implementation.

2. Cause a substantial adverse change in
: the significance of an archaeological L] [E D
resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5?

Discussiom No archeological resources have been identified in the project area, or
mapped by the Santa Cruz County General Plan (1994). However, pursuant to County Code
Section 16.40.040, if at any time in the preparation for or process of excavating or otherwise
disturbing the ground, any human remains of any age, or any artifact or other evidence of a
Native American cultural site which reasonably appears to exceed 100 years of age are
discovered, the responsible persons shall immediately cease and desist from all further site
excavation and comply with the notification procedures given in County Code Chapter
16.40.040. Impacts would be less than significant.
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3.  Disturb any human remains, including Il ] B¢ D
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Discussion: Impacts are expected to be less than significant. However, pursuant to
Section 16.40.040 of the Santa Cruz County Code, if at any time during site preparation,
excavation, or other ground disturbance associated with this project, human remains are
discovered, the responsible persons shall immediately cease and desist from all further site
excavation and notify the sheriff-coroner and the Planning Director. If the coroner
determines that the remains are not of recent origin, a full archeological report shall be
prepared and representatives of the local Native American Indian tribe shall be consulted.
Disturbance shall not resume until the significance of the archeological resource is
determined and appropriate mitigations to preserve the resource on the site are established.

4.  Would the project cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a D D D [X;
tribal cultural resource as defined in
Public Resources Code 210747

Discussion: See discussion under E-2. Impacts would be less than significant.

5, Directly or indirectly destroy a unique M ] ] 5
paleontological resource or site or unique '
geologic feature?

Discussion: No unique paleontological resources or unique geologic features are known
to occur in the vicinity of the proposed project. No impacts are anticipated.

F. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would the project:

1. Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

A.  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, ] ] 4 D
as delineated on the most recent '
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.
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B.  Strong seismic ground shaking? D ] 7 ]
C. Seismic-related ground failure ] ]
including liquefaction? L] D
. P -
'D. Landslides: ] ] X ]

Discussion (A through D). The project site is located outside of the limits of the State
Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zone (County of Santa Cruz GIS Mapping, California Division
of Mines and Geology, 2001). However, the project site is located approximately 7 mile(s)
northwest of the Zaynte Fault zone, and approximately 9 mile(s) north of the San Andreas
fault zone. While the San Andreas fault is larger and considered more active, each fault is
capable of generating moderate to severe ground shaking from a major earthquake.
Consequently, large earthquakes can be expected in the future. The October 17, 1989 Loma
Prieta earthquake (magnitude 7.1) was the second largest earthquake in central California
history.

All of Santa Cruz County is subject to some hazard from earthquakes, and the site is a
designated liquefaction hazard area. However, the project site is not located within or
adjacent to a county or state mapped fault zone. A geotechnical investigation for the
proposed project was performed by Dees & Associates, Inc., dated February 2015
(Attachment 3). The report concluded that the primary geotechnical concerns for the
project included embedding foundations into firm native soil, controlling site drainage and
designing structures to resist strong seismic shaking. The consulting geotechnical engineer
recommended that the proposed structures be supported on conventional spread footings
embedded into firm native soil or engineered fill. During the field exploration, firm native
soil was encountered about 18 inches below the existing grade.

The geotechnical field exploration and report did identify a potential for perched
groundwater to develop during and following the rainy season. To mitigate ponding below
structures, the geotechnical engineer recommends crawlspaces to not be excavated lower
than the exterior grade, unless gravel subdrains are placed around the perimeter of the
building foundations.

The topography of the site is relatively flat and controlling drainage was identified as an
important design feature. The geotechnical consultant recommends concentrated runoff be
collected and discharged away from foundations and roof runoff to be discharged onto
splash blocks provided the ground surface is sloped to prevent water from ponding or
flowing adjacent to the home's foundation. Swales may be used to direct runoff away from
structures. Additionally, the report recommends that concentrated runoff from the roof or
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driveway would be collected and discharged on-site, retention trenches may be used to
discharge runoff. The consulting geotechnical engineer states retention trenches should be
located at least 10 feet away from foundations and have a safe overflow path for excess
water.

2. Be located on a geologic unit or soif that is %
unstable, or that would become unstable L] [ 2 D
as a result of the project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site fandsfide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse?

Discussion: The geotechnical report cited above (see Discussion under F-1) did not
identify a significant potential for damage caused by any of these hazards. Therefore,
impacts would be less than significant.

3. Develop land with a slope exceeding

Soose ] L] [ X
Discussion: There are no slopes that exceed 30% on the property. No impact would
oceur.

4.  Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil? ] D X D

Discussion: Some potential for erosion exists during the construction phase of the project,
however, this potential is minimal because of the relatively flat project site and standard
erosion controls are a required condition of the project. BMPs will be utilized and
" maintained throughout the project construction. Prior to approval of a grading or building
permit, the project must have an approved Erosion Control Plan (Section 16.22.060 of the
County Code), which would specify detailed erosion and sedimentation control measures.
The plan would include provisions for disturbed areas to be planted with ground cover and
to be maintained to minimize surface erosion. Impacts from soil erosion or loss of topsoil
would be considered less than significant.

5. Be located on expansive soil, as defined
in Section 1802.3{? 2 of the California L] ] u X
Building Code (2007), creating substantial
risks to life or property?
Discussion: The geotechnical report did report findings of expansive soils. However, with
the inclusion of common mitigating construction practices (see discussion in F-1), the
consulting engineer did not identify any elevated risk associated with expansive soils.

Therefore, no impact is anticipated.
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6. Have soils incapable of adequately ] ] N X

supporting the use of septic tanks, leach
fields, or alternative waste water disposal
systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of waste water?

Discussiom: No septic systems are proposed. The project would connect to the Santa Cruz
County Sanitation District, and the applicant would be required to pay standard sewer
connection and service fees that fund sanitation improvements within the district as a
Condition of Approval for the project. No impact would occur.

7. Result in coastal cliff erosion? D D D |Zi

Discussion: The proposed project is not located in the vicinity of a coastal cliff or bluff;
and therefore, would not contribute to coastal cliff erosion, No impact is anticipated.

G. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Would the project:

1.  Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
gither directly or indirectly, that may have D D [Xt D
a significant impact on the environment?

Discussion: The proposed project, like all development, would be responsible for an
incremental increase in greenhouse gas emissions by usage of fossil fuels during the site
grading and construction and additional trip generation from the one proposed new single-
family residence. Santa Cruz County has recently adopted a Climate Action Strategy (CAS)
intended to establish specific emission reduction goals and necessary actions to reduce
greenhouse gas levels to pre-1990 levels as required under AB 32 legislation. The strategy
intends to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and energy consumption by implementing
measures such as reducing vehicle miles traveled through the County and regional long
range planning efforts and increasing energy efficiency in new and existing buildings and
facilities. All project construction equipment would be required to comply with the
Regional Air Quality Control Board emissions requirements for construction equipment. As
a result, impacts associated with the temporary increase in greenhouse gas emissions are
expected to be less than significant. Additionally- the project site is infill development, in
an urban location. There are multiple services within walking distance, and safe alternative
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transportation options (such as bikes and bus), in close proximity. These factors would also
help to reduce the incremental increase in greenhouse gas emissions from potential auto
trips from residents of the proposed new single-family residence. Impacts would be less
than significant.

2. Conffict with an applicable plan, policy or 7
regulfation adopted for the purpose of D D D X
reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases?

Discussion: See the discussion under G-1 above. No significant impacts are anticipated.

H. HAZARDS AND HAZARDCUS MATERIALS
Would the project:

1. Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment as a result of the routine . L] & L]
transport, use or disposal of hazardous
materials?

Discussion: The proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment. No routine transport or disposal of hazardous materials is proposed.
However, during construction, fuel would be used at the project site. Best management
practices would be used to ensure that no jmpacts would occur. Impacts are expected to be
less than significant.

2. Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably D L] E L]
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Discussion: Please see discussion under H-1 above. Project impacts would be considered
less than significant.

3. Emit hazardous emissions or handle D D M ]
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

Discussion: The Little Acorns Montessori is located at 1215 Chanticleer Avenue,
approximately 75 feet to the west of the project site; Live Oak Elementary School is located
at 1916 Capitola Road, approximately 1,200 feet to the north of the project site; Shoreline
Middle School is located at 855 17th Avenue, approximately 1,700 feet to the northwest of
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the project site; and Green Acres Elementary School is located at 966 Bostwich Lane,
approximately 1,800 feet to the south of the project site. Although fueling of equipment is
likely to occur within the staging area, best management practices would be implemented.
No impacts are anticipated.

4.  Be located on a site which is included on D D D ]
a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment?

Discussion: The project site is not included on the August 10, 2015, list of hazardous sites
in Santa Cruz County compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. No impacts
are anticipated from project implementation.

5. For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not D D D Ei
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

Discussion: The proposed project is not located within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport. No impact is anticipated.

6.  For a project within the vicinity of a private ] ] ] X
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

Discussion: The proposed project is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip. No
impact is anticipated.

7. Impair implementation of or physicall
intgrfere vﬁ\gﬂ'th an adopted emir}g;encyy L] L] L] >
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?
Discussion: The proposed project would not conflict with implementation of the County
of Santa Cruz Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2010-2015 (County of Santa Cruz, 2010).
Therefore, no impacts to an adopted emergency response plan or evacuation Plan would
occur from project implementation.

1240 Chanticleer Ave, 2-lot MLD Application Number: 151145



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
J : Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
8. Expose people or structures to a ] D ] &

significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas
or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

Discussion: The proposed project is not located in a Fire Hazard Area. However, the
project design incorporates all applicable fire safety code requirements and includes fire
protection devices as required by the local fire agency. No impact would occur.

. HYDROLOGY, WATER SUPPLY, AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project;

N
o Yoltearywatorquaty sndgssor [ [0 KO
Discussion: The project would maintain the concrete swale along the southwest property
line, channeling runoff from the neighboring mobile home park to the south directing it to
Chanticleer Avenue. This is an existing drainage improvement. An engineered drainage
plan has been developed for the project (see Attachment 1). In this plan, discharge runoff
from new impervious surface would occur after the proposed 25-year storm storage has
reached capacity, and would release storm water at a mitigated flow rate of a 2-year release
rate. However, runoff from this project may contain small amounts of chemicals and other
household contaminants. No commercial or industrial activities are proposed that would
contribute contaminants. Potential siltation from the proposed project would be addressed
through implementation of erosion control best management practices (BMPs). No water
quality standards or waste discharge requirements would be violated. Impacts would be less
than significant.

2. Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with D D & D
groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficil in aquifer volume or
a lowering of the local groundwater table
fevel (e.g., the production rate of pre-
existing nearby welfs would drop to a level
which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

Discussion: The project would obtain water from the City of Santa Cruz Water Dept. and
would not rely on private well water. Although the project would incrementally increase
water demand, the City of Santa Cruz Water Department has indicated that adequate
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supplies are available to serve the project (Attachment 5). The project is not located in a
mapped groundwater recharge area. Impacts would be less than significant.

3. Substantially alter the existing drainage |

pattern of th); site or area, inguding g D L1 D >

through the alteration of the course of a

stream or river, in a manner which would

result in substantial erosion or siltation on-

or off-site?
Discussion: The proposed project is not located near any watercourses, and would not
alter the existing overall drainage pattern of the site. Department of Public Works Drainage
Section staff has reviewed and approved the proposed drainage plan, concluding that no
erosion or siltation would occur., No impact would occur from project implementation.

4.  Substantially alter the existing drainage ] ] X4 ]

pattern of the site or area, including

through the alteration of the course of a

stream or river, or substantially increase

the rate or amount of surface runoff in a

manner which would result in flooding, on-

or off-site?
Discussion: The proposed project is not located near any watercourses, and would not
alter the existing overall drainage pattern of the site. Department of Public Works Drainage
Section staff has reviewed and approved the proposed drainage plan. Impacts from project

construction would be less than significant.

5. Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or L] L] b [
planned storm water drainage systems, or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Discussion: Drainage Calculations prepared by Robert DeWitt, P.E. dated Aug. 14, 2015
and Oct. 21, 2015 (Attachment 4), have been reviewed for potential drainage impacts and
accepted by the Department of Public Works (DPW) Drainage Section staff. According to
the Drainage Calculations, there is a concrete channel along the southern boundary of the
site which appears to have limited slope and which currently retains-water before outletting
to a 4" plastic storm drain pipe which runs along the back on the Chanticleer Avenue
sidewalk to the south. On the upstream side of the channel is a 4" plastic pipe from the
neighboring mobile home park. Additionally, the property to the north of the subject site is
situated at a slightly higher elevation, creating run-on issues near the existing accessory
structure. According to the consulting engineer, an automated sump pump was installed
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with the intention of discharging roof drainage from buildings on the site as well as the
property to the north. It is believed that this pump outlets to a through curb drain to
Chanticleer.

An engineered drainage plan has been designed for this project, which includes 25-year
storm water storage with a 2-year release rate. The County of Santa Cruz Department of
Public Works Drainage Section has indicated that there are undersized drainage facilities
downstream along Brommer Street. This project's engineered drainage plan is designed to
alleviate additional impacts on the undersized downstream system, caused by the proposed
development. According to the Drainage Calculations, the net increase of impervious
surface for the site is approximately 1,725 square feet.

As mitigating solutions to these concerns, the project applicant has submitted engineered
plans showing a porous pavement covering an approximate 1,000 square foot by 12 inches
deep permeable retention basin located in the proposed access corridor along the southern
side of the parcel. This would catch and retain all new impervious surface runoff, to meet
the 25-year storm storage with a 2-year release rate. The existing concrete drainage ditch
would remain in effect, directing runoff from the adjacent property to Chanticleer Avenue.
Furthermore, the applicant is also proposing a vegetated swale catching and diverting runoff
from the neighboring northern parcels and existing impervious service (including the
existing accessory dwelling unit roof) and terminating in a porous driveway along the north
property line. According to the consulting engineer, this system is sufficient to deal with
the inadequacies of the existing drainage system to the north, including allowing for the
removal of the automated pump.

In addition, DPW staff has determined that existing storm water facilities are adequate to
handle the increase in drainage associated with the project. Refer to response I-1 for
discussion of urban contaminants and/or other polluting runoff. Impacts would be
considered less than significant.

6.  Otherwise substantially degrade water ] ] X ]
quality? o

Discussion: Please see discussion under I-1 above. Impacts would be considered less than

significant with the implementation of BMPs.

7. Place housing within a 100-year flood 7
hazard area as mapped on a federal D D D A
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

Discussion: According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) National
Flood Insurance Rate Map, dated May 16, 2012, no housing or any other development lies
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within a 100-year flood hazard area. No impacts are expected to occur.

8.  Place within a 100-year flood hazard area A
structures which would impede or redirect L] L] D A
flood flows?

Discussion: According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) National
Flood Insurance Rate Map, dated May 16, 2012, no portion of the project site lies within a
100-year flood hazard area. Therefore, the proposed project would not impede or redirect
flood flows. No impact would occur.

9. Expose people or structures to a : N
significant risk of loss, injury or death L] D L] A
involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Discussion. The proposed project would not increase the risk of flooding and would not
lead to the failure of a levee or dam. No impact would occur.

10. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or D D [:] XI
mudflow?

Discussion: There are two primary types of tsunami vulnerability in Santa Cruz County.
The first is a teletsunami or distant source tsunami from elsewhere in the Pacific Ocean.
This type of tsunami is capable of causing significant destruction in Santa Cruz County.
However, this type of tsunami would usually allow time for the Tsunami Warning System
for the Pacific Ocean to warn threatened coastal areas in time for evacuation (County of
Santa Cruz 2010). ‘

The more vulnerable risk to the County of Santa Cruz is a tsunami generated as the result of
an earthquake along one of the many earthquake faults in the region. Even a moderate
earthquake could cause a local source tsunami from submarine landsliding in Monterey Bay.
A local source tsunami generated by an earthquake on any of the faults affecting Santa Cruz
County would arrive just minutes after the initial shock. The lack of warning time from
such a nearby event would result in higher causalities than if it were a distant tsunami
(County of Santa Cruz 2010).

The project site is located approximately 1 mile inland. According to the Live Oak
Community Tsunami Coastal Inundation Map, no impact would occur (County of Santa
Cruz, March 2011).
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J. LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the project:
1. Physically divide an established D ] ] IE
community?

Discussion: The proposed project does not include any element that would physically
divide an established community. No impact would occur.

2. Conflict with any applicable land use pflan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with L] L] b L]
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
niot limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
- avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

Discussion:

The proposed project does not conflict with any regulations or policies adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. However, the proposed project
applicant is requesting variances to the R-1-6 zoning requirements to accommodate less
than standard setbacks for existing accessory structures on both Parcels A and B. On parcel
A, the existing approximately 532-SF accessory dwelling structure has an existing 3.23 foot
side yard setback. The R-1-6 zoning requires a 5 foot side and 15 foot rear setback for
accessory structures over 120 square feet in size. It is proposed that the accessory dwelling
structure retain its 3.23 foot side yard setback and provide a 5 foot rear yard setback. On
parcel B, the existing accessory garage structure is proposed to be located within the 20 foot
required front yard setback. Currently, the garage structure is encroaching on the proposed
property line. A portion of the structure would be demolished to provide a 3 foot front yard
setback. The existing 2.75 side yard setback would remain unchanged. Findings to support
granting this variance include; the preservation of existing land use patterns, minimize
demolition waste (minimizing greenhouse gases and landfill expansion), reuse of existing
structures (minimizing inherent impacts from construction, minimizing use of limited-
resource materials), Impacts on potential conflicts with land use plan policy would be
considered less than significant.

3. Conflict with any applicable habitat D D D &
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?
Discussion: The proposed project would not conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. No impact would occur.
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K. MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
1. Result in the loss of availability of a known ] D M X

mineral resource that would be of value fo
the region and the residents of the state?

Discussion: The site does not contain any known mineral resources that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state. Therefore, no impact is anticipated from
project implementation.

2. Result in the loss of availabifity of a <]
locally-important mineral resource L] L] L] '
recovery site delineated on a local general
plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Discussion: The project site is zoned single family Residential (R-1-6), which is not
considered to be an Extractive Use Zone (M-3) nor does it have a Land Use Designation
with a Quarry Designation Overlay (Q) (County of Santa Cruz 1994). Therefore, no
potentially significant loss of availability of a known mineral resource of locally important
mineral resource recovery (extraction) site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan
or other land use plan would occur as a result of this project. No impact would occur.

L. NOISE
Would the project result in:
1. Exposure of persons fo or generation of D ] ] D

noise levels in excess of standards

established in the local general plan or

noise ordinance, or applicable standards

of other agencies?
Discussion: Per County policy, average hourly noise levels shall not exceed the General
Plan threshold of 50 dB Leq during the day and 45 dB Leq during the nighttime. Impulsive
noise levels shall not exceed 65 dB during the day or 60 dB at night. Sounds from
construction activities would be limited daytime hours, and may be audible to nearby
residents. However, periods of audible noise would vary considerably on a day-to-day basis
and exposure would be temporary.

The permanent site activities as a result of the implementation of the project would slightly
increase traffic volumes within the property through the periodic movement of vehicles,
However, the incremental increase in the existing noise environment, as a permanent result
of this project, would be small and similar in character to the ambient noise characteristics
generated by surrounding existing uses. Impacts would be less than significant.
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2. Exposure of persons to or generation of D D < D

excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Discussion: Ground vibration may be noticeable during construction or jacking and
boring operations. However, these vibrations will be short-term, lasting only as long as
needed for construction on the various project locations. All equipment will be operated
during normal daytime business hours. Therefore, Impacts would be considered less than
significant.

3. A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity D L] [:l =
above levels existing without the project?

Discussion: The proposed project would not result in a permanent increase in the ambient
noise level. The main source of ambient noise in the project area is traffic noise along
Chanticleer Avenue. However, no substantial increase in traffic trips is anticipated as a
result of the proposed project. No impact is anticipated.

4. A substantial temporary or petiodic D D E] D
increase in ambient noise levels in the ”
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

Discussiomn: See discussion under L-1 above. Noise generated during project construction
would increase the ambient noise levels in adjacent areas. Construction would be
temporary, however, and given the limited duration of this impact it is considered to be less
than significant. |
5. For a project located within an airport land D D D E]

use plan or, where such a plan has not

been adopted, within two miles of a public

airport or public use airport, would the

project expose people residing or working

in the project area to excessive noise

_levels?

Discussion: The proposed project is not within two miles of a public airport. Therefore,
the proposed project would not expose people residing or working in the project area. No
impact is anticipated.
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6.  For a project within the vicinity of a private ] ] ] X

airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Discussion: The proposed project is not within two miles of a private airstrip. Therefore,
the proposed project would not expose people residing or working in the project area. No
impact is anticipated.

M. POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the project:

1. Induce substantial population growth in an %
area, either directly (for example, by D D D A
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

Discussion: The proposed project is designed at the density and intensity of development
allowed by the General Plan and zoning designations for the parcel. Additionally, the
project does not involve extensions of utilities (e.g., water, sewer, or new road systems) into
areas previously not served. Consequently, it is not expected to have a significant growth-
inducing effect. No impact would occur.

2. Displace substantial numbers of existing ] D ] S
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing efsewhere?
Discussion: The proposed project would not displace any existing housing. No impact
would occur.

3 Displac_e sybstanﬁal n_umbgrs of people, M D [:] gl
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
Discussion: The proposed project would not displace a substantial number of people
since the project is intended to divide one parcel into two, while retaining the existing
single-family dwelling and accessory structures. No impact would occur.
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N. PUBLIC SERVICES
Would the project:

1. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times, or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

a. Fire protection? [] [] ] X

b. Police protection? ] ] ] 7
¢,  Schools? Dﬁ | D D Eﬂ
d  Parks? D D D 7

e. Oth.er public facifities; including the I D ] &
maintenance of roads? '

Discussion (a through e): While the project represents an incremental contribution to
the need for services, the increase would be minimal. Moreover, the project meets all of the
standards and requirements identified by the local fire agency or California Department of
Forestry, as applicable, and school, park, and transportation fees to be paid by the applicant
would be used to offset the incremental increase in demand for school and recreational
facilities and public roads. No impact would occur.

O. RECREATION
Would the project:

1. Would the project increase the use of ] ] ] X
existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

Discussion: The proposed project would not substantially increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities. No impact would occur.

2. Does the project include recreational D D [:l <
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?

Discussion: The proposed project does not propose the expansion or construction of
additional recreational facilities. No impact would occur.
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P. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Would the project:
1. Confiict with an applicable plan, ordinance D D X ]

or policy establishing measures of
effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation
system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit?

Discussion: The project would create a small incremental increase in traffic on nearby
roads and intersections. However, given the small number of new trips created by the
project, this increase would be less than significant. Further, the increase would not cause
the Level of Service at any nearby intersection to drop below Level of Service D, consistent
with General Plan Policy 3.12.1.

2. Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not L] D D b
limited to level of service standards and
fravel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county
congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

Discussion: In 2000, at the request of the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission (SCCRTC), the County of Santa Cruz and other local jurisdictions exercised the
option to be exempt from preparation and implementation of a Congestion Management
Plan (CMP) per Assembly Bill 2419. As a result, the County of Santa Cruz no longer has a
Congestion Management Agency or CMP. The CMP statutes were initially established to
create a tool for managing and reducing congestion; however, revisions to those statutes
progressively eroded the effectiveness of the CMP. There is also duplication between the
CMP and other transportation documents such as the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
and the Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). In addition, the goals of the
CMP may be carried out through the Regional Transportation Improvement Program and
the Regional Transportation Plan. Any functions of the CMP which are useful, desirable
and do not already exist in other documents may be incorporated into those documents.

The proposed project would not conflict with either the goals and/or policies of the RTP or
with monitoring the delivery of state and federally-funded projects outlined in the RTIP.

No impact would occur.
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3. Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, D ] ] X

including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks?

Discussion: No change in air traffic patterns would result from project implementation.
Therefore, no impact is anticipated.

4. Substantially increase hazards due fo a
 design feaaﬁe (e.q., sharp curves or L] D L] &
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
Discussion: The proposed development would result in the splitting of one parcel into
two, and the eventual construction of one additional single-family dwelling in a residential
neighborhood. The project would take access from Chanticleer Avenue, which meets all
County standards. No impacts would occur with project implementation.

5. Result iﬁ inadequate emergency access? ] ] D ]

Discussion: The project’s road access meets County standards and has been approved by
the local fire agency or California Department of Forestry, as appropriate. No impact would

occur,

6.  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or ] D ] ]
programs regarding public fransit, bicycle,
or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of
such facilities?
Discussion: The proposed project design would comply with current road requirements to
prevent potential hazards to motorists, bicyclists, and/or pedestrians. No impact would

occur. ,

Q. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:

1. Exceed wastewater treatment [] ] ] X
requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?
Discussion: The proposed project’s wastewater flows would not violate any wastewater
treatment standards. No impact would occur from project implementation.
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2. Require or result in the construction of D D D &

new watler or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Discussion: The project would connect to an existing municipal water supply. Santa Cruz
Municipal Utilities has determined that adequate supplies are available to serve the project
(Attachment 5). No impact would occur from project implementation.

3. Require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or L] L] b L]
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmentaf effects?

Discussion: The project proposes an engineered drainage improvement to retain up to the
25-year storm (see discussion in section I-5), with a runoff rate no greater than a 2-year
release rate. Therefore, it would not result in the need for new or expanded drainage
facilities. Impacts would be less than significant.

4.  Have sufficient water supplies available to D D 7 D
serve the project from existing
entitfements and resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed?

Discussion: The City of Santa Cruz Water Department has indicated that adequate water
supplies are available to serve the project and has issued a will-serve letter for the proposed
project, subject to the payment of fees and charges in effect at the time of service
(Attachment 5). The development would also be subject to the water conservation
requirements. Therefore, existing water supplies would be sufficient to serve the proposed
project, and no new entitlements or expanded entitlements would be required. Impacts
would be less than significant.

5. Result in determination by the wastewater ] [] ] X
treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate
capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s
existing commitmen{s?

Discussion: The Santa Cruz County Sanitation District has indicated that adequate
capacity is available to serve the project and has issued a will-serve letter for the proposed
project, subject to the payment of fees and charges in effect at the time of service
(Attachment 6). Therefore, existing wastewater treatment capacity would be sufficient to
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serve the proposed project. Please see discussion under Q-2 above. No impact would occur
from project implementation.

6. Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the D L EZ] D
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Discussion: The proposed project would not generate substantial solid waste during the
operational phase of the project. However, construction debris would be generated during
demolition and construction, much of which would be recycled. Impacts would be less
than significant.

7. Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid [ L [ 2
wasle?

Discussion: The project would comply with all federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste disposal. No impact would occur.

R. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

1. Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment, L] D D >
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining
fevels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

Discussion: The potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory were considered in the
response to each question in Section IIT (A through Q) of this Initial Study. No resources
that have been evaluated as significant would be potentially impacted by the project. As a
result of this evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that significant effects associated
with this project would result. Therefore, this project has been determined not to meet this
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Mandatory Finding of Significance.

2. Does the project have impacts that are

individuaigf ﬁf'nited, but cfmulative[y L] L] b L]

considerable? (‘cumulatively

considerable” means that the incremental

effects of a project are considerable when

viewed in connection with the effects of

past projects, the effects of other current

projects, and the effects of probable future

projects)?
Discussion: In addition to project specific impacts, this evaluation considered the projects
potential for incremental effects that are cumulatively considerable. As a result of this
evaluation, there were determined to be potentially significant cumulative effects related to
drainage and stormwater runoff. However, the proposed project has been designed to
reduce these cumulative effects to a level below significance. As a result of this evaluation,
there is no substantial evidence that there are cumulative effects associated with this
project. Therefore, this project has been determined not to meet this Mandatory Finding of

Significance.

3. Does the project have environmental

_effects whechj will cause substantial [ [ > [

adverse effects on human beings, either

directly or indirectly?
Discussion: In the evaluation of environmental impacts in this Initial Study, the potential
for adverse direct or indirect impacts to human beings were considered in the response to
specific questions in Section III (A through Q). As a result of this evaluation, there were
determined to be no potentially significant effects to human beings related to the project.
Therefore, this project has been determined not to meet this Mandatory Finding of

Significance.
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DRAINAGE NOTES

1] ALL HEW DOMNSPDLITS SHALL BF SPLASH BLOCKED 10 LANDSEAMING ANT
CRAGED AWAY FROU THE SIRUCTURE AX FOR 10 FEE] MIMNLAL

) NEW INLET SHALL BE MARKED “HO OUMPING ORANS 10 BAY"
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Erosion Control Notes . - —
1. BETWEEN OCTOSER 15, mND APRIL 15, LxPOSED SOHL SHALL BE m i
PROTECTED TROM EROSHN AT ALL TIMES, HAY BALES, FLTIR HERWS, CR
OTHER MEANS SMalL 8E LMPLOVED TO PREVENT TURBID RUNOFF 1O i H
ADUGING PROPERTIES, o W
2. UNMECESSANY DRADING AND DISTUREMMG OF S0L SHALL O AVOIBED. 5 T i
3. ANy EXCESS MATCRWL SwiL. BE DSPOSED OF DFF-SAL OR STOGKFILED : ir s
B4 A WANNER 10 AVOID RUMOFF ONTO ADJOBANG PROPERTIES. STAGING AND STOCKPILE s
& UPON COMPLETION OF COMSTAGCTION, ALL HEMMNING EXPOSZD AREAS s U :
Srall BE PERMANENTLY REVEGETATED.
5. ANY MATERML STOCKPRLED DURME COMSIRUETION Skalc BE COVERED
Wity PUSTIE. u S ey
v - <
5, QURMG COMSTRUCTION, NO TURDID SIVE WATER SHALL 55 PERMITED TO LIMITG OF DISTURDANCE, =~ 14000~8F
ENIEA THE CHANNEL OR STOMJ DRAM SYSTEM, USE OF SILT AMD GREASE =
TRAPS. FIIER HERMS, OFf MAY BALES MAY BE LUSED TO PRENENT SuCH v
DISCHARGE. W\\\...q e ke - \ﬁn‘ : Dvwimwwlmm
7. COMYRADTOR SHALL NOTEY THE COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ AT LEAST 48 | 1 i
HOURS BEFORE ANY EARTMWORK IS BEGUN, w % poc. nn?..loo_nu»m..
2. ALl CONSTRUCTION SaLL CONFORU 10 REQUIREMENTS OF THE COUNTY . O w\. P H
AT E e E o B Sl ; I
H Al
APPROVED WNTER CROSION CONTROL FLAN. ALL DISTURBED SOL SHAL Z STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION
BE SEEDED, MACWED. OR DIMEAWISE PROTECTED &Y OLTDBER 15, v ENTRANGE 3"—5" CRUSHED
) SHALL INSTALL SIOR DANN SYSTEW AND STONE BASEROCK 12° DEER
STRAw BALE OWE BARRIERS PRIOR T0 DCTOBER 13 \lam. WIDE X va LONG 43 .
1D BARE SDRL SALL BE GIWERED WITH SELD AND STRAW sULCH AT .
AN APPLICATION RATE 0F 9 LE./1000 SF.
WNER/REPRCSINTATIE: e . :
Db ATRE:
[ HAY BALES OR STRAW ROLLS T e
s S FOR EROSION CONTROL | 1
e (CONTRACTOR'S OPTION CONCRETE WSHOWT -G
¥ FILAN
SWRLE BRACHTONER L CRT & v et
SOACRT DEWAT/ ROBERY L SEWITE & ASSOT !
1507 OCEAN SIREE] !
SANTA CRUZ, Ch 95060 . ST S el
838} 4zhe b61 . g et e e e N
O e L - . G2 F KR RVE W
T0FAL AREA U DWRURBANCE = D.37 ACRES (14000 5F) mmmm
GRAPHIC SCALE ¥E
u oo » w ABEE
? H i i B2l
™ ™ ] EHE
1IN FEET } mwm\m‘
. R—— TR st [ 2REL
SITE HOUSEKEEPING REGUIREMENTS .
VEMICLE. SHORAGE. AND MANIENAMCE
CONSTRUCTION MATERALS
|, MEASURES SHALL BE TAXEM 10 PREVEN] DA, GREASE, DR FULL 10 LEAC N O THE GROUMD, SIORM DRANS OR SURFADE WATERS. .
1. ALL LOOSE STOCKPAED CONSTAUCTION MAISHHALS THAT ARE NOT ACIMILY BEING USED (V€. SOK, SPOWLS, AGGREGAIC. FLY-AR, SIUEED, WYBRATED g
LIME, FIC) SKALL HE COVERED AND BERMED. i, AU ECUIPUENT O VEWOLES, WHIH ARE 10 BE FUELED. UANIANED D SIDRED OIS Skous BE b & BESGAAIED ARCA FITED Wik APPROPRATE H
'+ 3]
2. ALL CHEMICALS SHALL BE STORED 1 WATERTIGHT CONTAIKERS Trt APPAGTAATE SECONDMRY CONTANWMENT 10 MREVEH] ANY SPILLAGE OR LEAXKACE] —=c w
T A AL B AU ETELY ErasED) i ¢ ? e - ' 3 LEAKS SHALL B MUEDITELY CLEASED AND LEAKED WATERULS SHALL BI OISPOSED OF PROPERLY. =t H
B o
3. EXFOSURE OF COWSTRUCTION MATERWLS 10 PRECIPMTATIN SHAl| BL WMMIZED.  THIS DDES NOT MULLOE MATERIMS ANO EQUHMENT TRAT ARE SEAPY D..m £y
DESIGHATED 10 BE QUTGDORS AND EXPOSED 10 ENVIRONWENTA, CONDIRDNS (LE. PORES, CQUIPWINT PADS, EABRETS, CONOUCTORS, INEULATORS, BRICHS, LANOSEAPE WATERULE L=
Fe. 1. CONIAN STGSRPILAG WALERILS SUCH A5 WULCHES AnD TOPSCH. WHEN THEY ARE NOY ACIWELY BENG USED. g 2
. . —8
1 BEST MAMAGIMENT PRAGTCES T8 PREVEMT THE OFF ~SITE TRACKINC OF LOUSE CONSTRUCTION AkD LAHDSCAPS MATERALS Skl BE (MPLEMEHTED. 2. CONTAN FEATILZERS anb OTHER tANOSCASE WRTCRMLS WHEN THEY ARD KOT ACTAELY BEING LSED. EM tmd
=]
WASTE MANAGEMENT 3, SEIEONTIGE THE APPLETON OF 463 EHODIBLL LANISEAPE WATLRAL WM  DAYS BIFORL & TORCCASICR 2AN EVCAT GR DURING PERDDS OF S E
F»%“Mavﬁwyrs 5 awD RINSE UK WASH WATERS OF WATERWLS ON IWPERWGUS DR PERVOLS SIE SURFACES OF iHTO THE STDRM ORAIN SYSTEW SKALL BE & APRLY ERODWWE LANDSCAPE WATERIAL AT QUANTEIES .’IQ AFPLCATION FATES ACCORIMG 10 WANUFACTURE RECOMMENDATIONS OR GASED ON WRITIEN e ma
3 SPECIFICATIONS. BY KNOWLEDGEABEE AnD EXPERIENCED FIELD PERSONNEL
2. SAMTATION FACIITIES Stat BE COWTAMED (E.C. PORIABLE TOLETS) T0 FREVENT DISCraRGES OF POLLUTAWIS 10 YHE STORM WATEA DRANAGE SYSTEM D
Oh RECZNG YATER, A SAAL BE LOGATES A MUK OF 20 FEEY ok Tooul AN WILET STRETY OR DRWEWLY, STREOL FPARIN AHEA OF DTHER 5. STACK EROUBLL LANDSCARE MATERAL ON PALLETS JnD GOERING OR STOANG SUCH WATLRALS WHN HOT BEWS USID OR APFLED. STORMWATER POLLUTION I
3. SAMTANOH FACAMES SWALL BE INSPECTED RECULARLY FOR LEAXS AMD SPILLS AND OLEANED OR REPLAGED AS NECESSARY. CONTROTI, PLAN fowc:
4. COVER WASTE DISPOSAL CONIANERS AT 14 END OF EVEAY DUSINESS DAY AND DLRWNG A RAN EVENT. PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING "
T DISCMARGES FROL WASTE (rSPOSAL CONTANERS T THE STORM WATER DRMNAGE SYSTEM OR RECEWING WATCRS SHALL BE PREVENTED. v..!““kwl_u
6. STOCKMILED WASTE MATERALS SMALL BE GONTANED AD SECURELY PROTECTED FROM WING Abe) FUM AT ALL TWES UNLESS AGTAMILY BING USED. OF Tl LARDS OF gatats
7.

PROCEDURES THAT EFFECTAWELY ADDRESS HAZARDOUS Anll NOK-HAZARDOUS SPILLE SHALL BE AdPLIUENTIR.

b COUIPMENT ANG MATERULS FOR CLEAMUP DF SPILLS SHAL BE AVAILABLE ON SHE AMD THAT SPHLS AND LEARS ShALL 8E CLEANED UP IUEDUIELY
AND DUSPOSED OF PROPERLY: AND

%, CONCHETE WASHOUT AREAS AND OTER WASHOUT AREAS THAT AT CONTAN ADDITIONAL POLLWTANIS SHAIL BE CONTANED 50 THERL & NGO MSCHARGE
INTQ THE UNBEREYING SEHL AND ONTD THE SURROUNDING AREAS.

Dyian Reid

LOCATED AT

1240 CHANTICLEER AVENUE

Santa Cruz, Colifornia

Proxer. must

APN: n20-091-13
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SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
SEWER NOTES

1 Ad CONSTRUCTION SHALL COMPLY WiTH ABPLICABLE REDKHREMENTS IN THE CURAENT
EMMON JF THE COUMTY O SANTA LRUZ DESGN CHEERI

2 ML fGURE (FiG) REFERENCES, UMLESS DTHERWISE SPECIFED. REFER TO BTAMDARD
DRAWINGS Ik THE CURRENT LDHIBN OF THE COUNTY OF SANYA CRUZ DESIGN
cRITERAT

3 NG CHANGES N THE APPROVED WMPROVEMENT PLANS Srdul B WADE WITHOUT
Tx_om.»iotk.oﬂ?ﬁunnbatniEv:m:nﬁ:xxm

4 Tk CIRECTOR OF AUBLIL WORKS OR HIS AUTAGAIZED REFRESENTATWE SHALL. HAVE
THE AUTHOREY TO “SI0P WORK® IF THE WORK 15 NOH BEWNG BONE N ACCORDRNGE
WiTH TriE AFPROVED WPROVEMENT PLANS.

5 THE OOWFRAGTOR SHALL NOTHY THE COUNTY CONSTRUCTIIN ENGINEER
18314242180} 24 HOURS PRIGR 10 $EART OF CONSTRUCTION,

6. InE CONTRACTOR SMALL NOHWY THE SAWTATION DISTRICT WSPECTOR
(BAT-454-2168 OR LEAVE MESSAGE AT BIT-455-2895) BEFORE 2.00 AL AT LEAST
T4 HOURS PRIOR TG ThE CONMECTION OF ANY SUHDING SEWER 50 THE SEWER

LATERAL, OR T0 THE ABANDONMENT THEREOF (M THE CASE OF ABANDONMENTS, KO
DEMOLAION PERMITS Wikl BE ISSUED UNTIL Saib SEWER LIME HAS BEEW ABANDONED),

7. EACH NEW SAHITARY SEWER LATCRAL NOT IMMEDIATELY COMNKCIEQ TO A DWELLING
UMD SHALL BE WARKED WIFK A 27 X 4% X ' REDWOOD SYAKE MARMER, Y0 12°

CARRED, ALL LATERALS INSTALIED IN HFW DEVELOPMENTS SHALL MSO BE MARKED BY

et

STAMPING AN 'S’ | THE CURB JUST ABIVE THE LATERAL,

B INSHATED COPPER WRE™ (%0, 10) SRALL BE PLADEG ALONG TOF OF ALL GRAVITY
AND FORCE MAINS. THE WIIE Sl RUN BETWEEN WANHGRES, CLEAMOUTS, OR OTHER
APPROPRWIE FACIEIMES, BROUGHT 10 THE SURFACE AND BOLIED OR CTNERWISE
SECURELY AFFIED 10 THE MANHOLE GR CLEANGUT COVER 08 CTRER ARPROPRIATE
LETAE SMRACTURE,

DESIEGN' OF THE DESIGH CRITERIA FOR SPECIFKATIONS ON PIPE LANNG. PIRELIE
TESTNG ANG ALLOWABLE DESKON TOLERANCES.

0, BACKFLOW PREVENTION DEWICES SHALL BE BOSTALLED OM AL LAHRALS WHERE
THE FINISHED FLODR ELEVATION 18 LESS THAN ONE FOUY ABOVE TME Rin_ ELEVATION
OF THE NEARLST UPSTREAW MANMODLEL OR CLEANOUT. THE WALVES SHALL DL LDCATED
N SUCH & WAT AS 10 PREVEMT ANY QUMAGE TO ADMMCENT PROPERTY A3 A RESULLT
O SEWADE RECEASCH FROW THE DEVICE (FIGURE 5S-14)

$1. UNDERGROUND UTIL(TY LOCATIONS SMUWN AT COMPEED FROM INFORMATION
SUPPLIED BY THE APPROPRIATE UTIITY AGENCY. COWTRATIOR SHALL VERIY LOCATION
OF AFFLETER VALAY LINES AND POTMOLE THOSE AREAS WHERE POTENTML CONFLECTS
ARC LIKELY DR DATA 15 OTHERWISE WCOMPLETE.

12. ANY EXISHNG UTILIFIES THAT ARE REDUIRED TO B RELDCATED A5 & PART OF THfs
CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE RELDCATED AT IME DEVELOPER'S LXPENSE.

13, ALL SANITARY SENERS WITHIN THE ACADWAY OR UMDER CoRB. CUTIER DR
SIDLWALK SHALL BE M PLACE, WIDEDTAPED AMD ARPRGVED FOA ASCERTANCE PRIOR 10
PLALIND THE PLAWANENT PAVING DN SAb RDADWAY OR PLACING ANY CURB, CUTTER
OR SiDEWALY THEREON.

15 IF SIDEWALK {5 NOT FAsCED VONDLITMCALLY WITK CURB AND GUTTER, THACE j4.
OOWELS 18" LONG A1 47 0.5, N BADK OF CuRB 3° BELOW TOP OF CURB, & 1D
LONCRETE.

15, REFER 105 FIGUATS SS5-3A & ~30 AND EP=1 & ~3 FOR SAGKFILL REQUIREMCATS
REFER 70 5S=11 FOR GONCRUTE CAP AND ENCASEWENT REQUIREMENTS.

16, WATER SCRVICE FOR TWE SITE Shace 80 INSTALED 87 THE CONTRALTOR

ATER,

CONNEGT (N) 4" SEWER M_.Emm_a.

ONNECTION

FES
SEWER ARDL |
SFOR &

i vasnne B e

S

(N} 1" WATER SERVICE
CONNECT 7O (£} 2" LINE
STUB 5 FROM PROPOSED
BULOING .\ it
(NJ BACKWATER CHECK
YALVE AND CIANNI
BYSTEM PER COUNTY OF
“SC STANDARD BETAIL

"

e 10— MIN
T sEParATION
P ———
WO W W s WD ]

ACCORBING TO CIY OF BANTA CRUZ/SOOUEL CREEK WATER ODISTRICT/CITY OF
WATSONYILLE REQUIREMENTS PER DETALS 87 ARCHITICT/FNGINEER.

17. BETWELN OCTUBER 13 anb APRWL 15, EXPOBED 50N, SeAl BL PAOIECTED FROM
LROSON AT Al NMES. DURING CONBTRUCTION SUCH FROTECTION MY COWSIST OF
MULCHING AND/OR PLANTING OF MATWE VEGETARON OF ADEGWATE DENSTTY, BEFORE
COMPLENQK Bf THE PROJELT, AMY EXPOLED SOML ON OISTURBED SLOPES ShALL BF
PERUAHCNTILY PROTICTED FAOM EROSION,

18, PHOR 10 CONSIDERATION FOR FORMM, COUNTY MCCEPTAMCE O 1WE
WARDVEMENTS, AS.BURT PLANS Wil BL PREPARLD Bv COUNTY STAFF. ANY CHANGES
FROM THE [MPROVEMEMT PLAMS HOT #REVIGUSLY APPROWED BY THL QEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC _zc%.xm WL, RECUIRE NECOTATION AND ADGUSTUENT TO THE SATSSIACTION OF
THE COUNTY.

TO {E) & SEWER MAIN
V. @ CONNECTION = 59.2%
(VERIFY IN FIELD} STUB QUT 5°
FROM PROPOSED BUILDING
SLOPED 2% MINIMUM

15, SANHARY SEWER MANROLES, SUBVEST FO SURFACE OF STORM WATER, SRALL HAVE
WATERTIGoH] (05,

UTILITY PLAN
SANTA CRUZ WATER SCALE: 1"=10'
DEPARTMENT STANDARD NOTES

'} OALL WO G THE WATER SYSTEM MUST BE CONSIRUCTED N GONFORMANCE WIEH THE WAIEST VERSON OF LITY OF
SANTA CRUZ WATER OEPY (SGWOD) STANDWRD SPECIFRATMNS.

2} A MiihUW OF 2 WORKING DATS NOTICE SeaLL BE GNEN 7O TME 5SCWQ BEFORE COMSTRUCTION ON ANY FORTION OF THE
WATER SYSTEM. OBTAM ALL APPUCABLE WATER SYSTEM PERWAS AT THE SCWD, CALL 831~420-3210 FOR INFORMATION
AND 10 SCHEDUCE WATER SERVICL, FWE HYQRAMT AND GACAFLOW ASSIMBLY IMSPECTIONS

3) weibuM SEPARATION FROM OTHER PARALLEL AND CROSSING CAILITES MUST BE WMANIANED PER CURRENT STANDARD TECHMCH, SPECIRCATIOMS.

4) UTRUTY LOCATIONS ARE APPROXWATE.  VERWICAHON OF AUTUAL UTILIHES AND LOCATIONS IS THE RESPDNSIBILTY OF THE
CONTRACTDR.  CALL UNDERGROUND SERWCE ALERT AT LEAST TWO WORKING DAYS BEFORE DIGCING AT BOO-227-2800.

I COMIRACTOR Siiil PROVIDE & MIMIMUM UF TW0 WORKING DAYS HOTICE 10 SCWD FOR MSPLCHON OF SERVICLS THAT ARE 10 8 RITRED, MBOIIED OR RELOCATED. CONTHACTOR SHALL
EXPOSE CORPORATION STOPS FOR SCWD STAFF 10 OPERAIL AN ACINE WATER UETIR MAY BE RLLGCATED UP TO &° HORIZIAALLY USNG TME PIPE FREEZE WMCIMOD OR By
TEMPORARILY CLOSING  THE CORFORATION STOR. REIFED METER BUKES ARE 10 BE AEMOVED BY CONTRACTON AND Alt, SIDEWALK AMD PAVWNG RESTDRED. SERWCE LINES SHAL NOY
BE CRIMPED AS A WETHOU OF REDREWMENT OR SERVICE i MODFICATION DR RLLOCATION

b) APPRCHAL 8Y THE SOWD FOR YnE FIRE STRVILE INSTALLATON SHALL BE FOR THE SERVICE LINE LOCATIM AND PHE COMMECSOM TD THE ITr WATER SYSTEM. THE FIRE SERWCE $128 AN
DESIGN APPADVAL ARE THE RESPONSHEELITY OF YWl LOCAL FIRE PROTECTION ADENCY,

73 VEMPORARY REBLCED PATSEURE BACKFLOW PREVENTION ASSEMBLY INSIALLATION(S) PER SCWD STANDARDS ARE REQUIRED FOR ALL COWSTAUCTION WATER ULSE,

2)

l‘/ﬁzh 47 PVL SEWER LATERAL "
- S 15200 o 5

- ” PP = - e——— Ao
W S IRTND 1AE e

(W) SEWER CLEAMOUT

PER DETAIL ON SHEET

= 57.58 (A
W “uu§§§
¢ i F

GRAPHIC SCALE

{N} 4% PVC SEWE
LATERAL 120° LONG AS
SHOWN INSTALLED PER
COUNTY STANDARD
DETAIL 55-28

UTILITY NOTES

EAISTING WATER AND SEWER SERVICE CONNECTION FOR UNCHANGED BUALDING TO Bf REWSED.

ANY WORK WITHIN THE PUBLIE RIGHT-OF—WAY ASSOTTED WITH T DNSTALLATION OF THE CONNECHION 10 TRE
SEWER WAIN IN CHANTICLEER 18 WOT PERMITTED AS A PART OF THE LAND DAISMON. CONMECTION TO THE MaN

mzn

LUDIRG NSIRAATION OF Tdf LATERAL WITHIN THE PUBLIC PAGNT-UF-WAY} MAY DNLY BE ALLOWED THROUGH A

EPARKTE SEWER COWKECTION PERUIT, QBTAINED THROUGH THE SANITATION DISTRICT OFFICE, COMCGIDING WIEN THE

SEPARATE BULIMNG PERMIT SUBMITIAL AN FAYMENT OF CONNECTION FEES, ANY CONNECTION DOME WITHOLT
SUCH PERWA IS SUBIECT T PENALTY AMD REMOVAL AT THE OWNER'S EXPENSE,

UTILITY PLAN
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

OF INE LANDS OF

Dylan Reid

LOCATED AT
1240 CHANTICLEER AVENUE
Santa Cruz, Colifornia
APN: D20-081-13
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- FROM OOWMSPOUT

PROWAIE REMOWASLE BLEEVE
FOR CLEANOLIT OPERATIONS.

RN

A Pl A ELBOW
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XY x ¥ PuC Wt RTING

LROOF _DRAIN CONNECTION DETAIL
NOT TO SCALE

PVC Cleenoul Phug

besie:
1, Pace Chaanaut A Snawn i Plan .
2 Clearout Fades. D wikirbam. 12" Sqoara
- Concrate Pad, 8°
Thick

Two-d"-H16 (223} Straat £l

Upstresm

P Low Eng

LSEWER CLEANOUT DETAIL
NOT TG SCALE

DETAILS
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
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Bylan Reid

LOCATED AT
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Saenta Cruz, Califernia
APN: 028-081-15
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EXISTING DETACHED GARAGE FLOOR PLAN

mémamﬁo,f Rew Lor Vine

. HAMILTON SWITT

PARCELB

b ASSOCIATES. NG

b@,O:

GENERAL NOTES:

PLANS NOT BASED ON SURVEY.
NOT 7O BE USED FOR CONSTUCTEON.
FOR PLANNING PURPOSES ONLY.

ROUGH DIMENSIONS FROM ACCESSOR RECORDS.

i“'o"

e

o

o SO

. L ] [N i 1\
“ " .W - X'e } =logo b ; alvp,)
ﬂﬂomquﬁo’ T.,.g Lot Line
PROJIECT ADDRESS: - PROPERTY OWNER: CONSULTANT: )
1240 CHANTICLEER AVE DYLAN REID HAMILTON SWIFT & ASSOC
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95062, 1240 CHANTICLEER AVE 500 CHESTNUT STREET, STE 100

APN:
029-191-13

SANTA CRUZ, CA 95062

SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060
{831} 459-9992

e

DATE: 8 -20-15

SCALE: SEE DRAWING

SHEET: H
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PROPOSED DETACHED GARAGE FLOOR PLAN

mu.\nﬂsw@.ﬁ.m LG.?_ r\CF C:JN‘

'
:
q
m

Trposed NeaBuberior Mol
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GENERAL NOTES:

PLANS NOT BASED ON SURVEY.
NOT TQ BE USED FOR CONSTUCTION,
FOR PLANNING PURPOSES ONLY,

ROUGH DIMENSIONS FROM ACCESSOR RECORDS,

BT

APN:
025-191-13

{831} 459-9992

pare: 8- Jo- %

SCALE: $EE DRAWING

=l
S | f iq'e” | acioM } o' : po" Mﬂ
Proposed New Lot Lane
PROJECT ADDRESS: - PROPERTY OWNER: CONSULTANT:
1240 CHANTICLEER AVE DYLAN REID HAMITON SWIFT & ASS0C
SANTA CRUZ, CA 85062 1240 CHANTICLEER AVE 500 CHESTNLIT STREET, STE 100
SANTA CRUZ, CA 85062 SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060

sHEER 2




ADU

IDENCE: S . T TS
RES mwﬁ | NI LU NYZHIYON DNILSINE . HAMILTON SWIFT
SILSE | e N _ 8 ASSOCIATES, INC.

/B Brea b be demstidhed

W S Y nuu..ih
(33

500 CHESTNUT STREET, STE 100
SANTA CRUZ, €A 950560

HAMILTON SWIFT & ASSOC
(831) 458-9952

CONSULTANT:

PARCEL A

PARCEL B

1240 CHANTICLEER AVE
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95062

DYLAN REID

PROPERTY OWNER:

1240 CHANTICLEER AVE
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95062
029-191-13

APN:

GENERAL NOTES:

PROJECT ADDRESS:

ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT - FLOOR PLAN SCALE: 1/4" = 1"

PLANS NOT BASED ON SURVEY.
NOT TO BE USED FOR CONSTRUCTION. : OAYE: S/EHHE

FOR PLANNING PURPOSES ONLY, : SCALE: SEE DRAWING

SHEET: u
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ATTACHMENT 3

Dees & Associates, inc. Phone: 831 427-1770
\ Geotechnical Engineers Fax: 31 427-1794
2 501 Mission Sireet, Suite BA, Santa Cruz. CA 95060

February 5, 2015 Project No. SCR-0862

DILLON REED
1240 Chanticleer Avenue
Santa Cruz, California 95062

Subject: Geotechnical Investigation

Reference: Proposed Single Family Residence
1240 Chanticleer Avenue
APN 029-161-13
Santa Cruz County, California

Dear Mr. Reed:

As requested, we have completed a Geotechnical investigation for the new single family
residence proposed at the above referenced site. The purpose of our investigation was
to evaluate the soil conditions in the vicinity cf the proposed improvements and provide
geotechnical recommendations and criteria for design and construction.

This report presents the results, conclusions and recommendations of our investigation.
If you have any questions regarding this report, please call our office.

Very fruly yours,

DEES & ASSOCIATES, INC,

Rebecca L. {Dees) Boyd
Geotechnical Engineer
G.E. 2623

Coples: 4 to Addressee

o

Dees & Associaies, Inc.
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Dees & Associates, inec. Phone: 831 427-1770
Geotechnical Engineers Fax: 831 427-1794
501 Mission Street, Sutte 84, Santa Cruz, CA 35060

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION

Introduction

This report presents the results of our Geotechnical Investigation for the new single
family residence proposed at 1240 Chanticleer Avenue in Santa Cruz, California, Figure
1.

Purpose and Scope

The purpose of our investigation was to explore and evaluate surface and near surface
soil conditions in the vicinity of the proposed residence and provide geotechnical
recommendations for design and construction of the proposed improvements.

The specific scope of our services was as follows:

1. Site reconnaissance and review of available data in our files pertinent to the site
and vicinity.
2. Exploration of subsurface conditions consisting of logging and sampling of two
) (2) exploratory test borings drilled to depths of 21 and 13.5 feet beneath the
surface. ,
3. Laboratory testing to evaluate the engineering properties of the subsoils.
4. Engineering analysis and evaluation of the resulting field and iaboratory test

data. Based on our findings, we have deveioped geotechnical design criteria for
general site grading, building foundations, concrete slabs-on-grade, and general
site drainage.

5. Preparation of this report presenting the resulis of our investigation.

Project Location and Description :

The . 0.4-acre site is located at 1240 Chanticieer Avenue is Santa Cruz County,
California, Figure 1. The relatively leve! property is bordered by Chanticleer Avenue to
the west, single family residences to the north and south and a mobile home park to the
east. The relatively level properly is developed with a single family residence and
detached garage in the front portion of the site and a second residence in the back
portion of the site.

The residence at the back of the site will be removed and a new single family residence
will be built on the parcel in the back. The parcel will be split into two parcels with the
axisting residence remaining on the front parcel and the new residence occupying the
back parcel. See Figure 2.

Field investigation
Subsurface conditions at the site were explored on December 17, 2014 with twe (2)

4

Dees & Associates, Inc.
SCR-0862 | 2/8/18
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Dees & Associates, ine. Phone: 531 427-1770
Gectechnical Engineers Fax 851 427-1794
: 501 Mission Street, Suite 8A, Ganta Cruz, LA G5060

exploratory borings drilled with 6-inch diameter continuous flight auger equipment
advanced with tractor mounted drilling equipment. Our borings were drilled to depths of
21.0 and 13.5 feet. The approximate locations of our borings are indicated on cur Site
Plan, Figure 2.

The soils observed in the test borings were logged in the field and described in
accordance with the Unified Soil Ciassification System (D2487 and D2488), Figure 3.
The Test Boring Logs, Figures 32 and 4, denote subsurface conditions at the locations
and times observed, and it is not warranted they are representative of subsurface
conditions at other iccations or times.

Representative soil samples were obtained from the exploratory borings at selected
depths, or at major strata changes. These samples were recovered using the 3.0-inch
0D Modified California Sampler (L) or the Standard Terzaghi Sampler (T). The
penetration resistance blow counts for the (L} and (7} noted on the boring logs were
obtained as the sampler was dynamically driven into the in situ soil. The process was
performed by dropping a 140-pound hammer a 30-inch free fall distance and driving the
sampler 6 to 18 inches and recording the number of blows for each 6-inch penetration
interval. The blows recorded on the boring logs present the accumulated number of
blows that were required to drive the last 12 inches. The biow counts for the farge
samples indicated on the logs have been converted to equivalent standard field
penetration test (STF) values.

Laboratory Testing

The laboratory testing program was directed toward a determination of the physical and
engineering properties of the solls underlying the site. Moisture content and dry
densities were performed on representative soil samples o determine the consistency
of the soil and the moisture variation throughout the expiored soil profilte. An Atterberg
Limit test was performed to aid in soil classification and to evaluate the shrink/swell
potential of the foundation zone soil. The results of our field and laboratory testing
appear on the "Logs of Test Borings”, opposite the sample tested.

Subsurface Soil Conditions

The Santa Cruz County Geologic Map indicates the site is underiain by Lowest
Emergent Coastal Terrace Deposits (Pleistocene), which is described as
“semiconsolidated, generally well-sorted sand with a few thin, relatively continuous
layers of gravel. Deposited in nearshore high-energy marine environment. Grades
upward into eolian deposits of Manresa Beach in southern part of the county. Thickness
variable; maximum approximately 40 ft. Unit thins to nerth where it ranges from 5 to 20
# thick. Weathered zone ranges from 5 to 20 ft thick. As mapped, locally includes many
small areas of fluvial and colluvial silt, sand and gravel, especially at or near old wave-
cut cliffs.”

Our borings encountered about 2.5 feet of lean sandy clay at the ground surface over a
6.5 feet thick layer of clayey sand with sandstone gravels that went from 2.5 feet below

5
Dees & Associates, inc.
SCR-0862 § 2/5/15
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Dees & Associates, inc. Phone: 837 427-1770
Geotechnical E :ﬂgmeerﬁ Fax: 6571 427-1794
R B0 Mission Street, Suite BA, Santa Cruz, CASB0G0

grade to 9 feet below grade. Silty clay and silt were encountered from 9 to 15 feet
Approximately 15 feet below grade we encountered thin lenses of fine sand to coarse
sand with gravel to the depth of our boring. The soils were medium stiff and medium
dense o a depth of our borings. The coarse Qand with gravel encountered 20 feet below
grade was dense.

The soils below the site are classified as a Site Class “D” for analysis using the 2013
California Building Code.

Groundwater

Perched groundwater was encountered 8 {0 9 feet below grade. The water is perching
on top of the silt and clay layer located about 9 feet below grade. The groundwater level
rose to 5 feet in our boring after drilling. Groundwater levels denote groundwater
conditions at the location and time observed, and it is not warranted they are
representative of groundwater conditions at other locations or times. Groundwater levels
can vary due to seasonal variations and other factors not evident at the time of our
investigation.

Seismicity
The following is & general discussion of seismicily in the project area. A more detailed
study of seismicity and faulting is beyond the scope of our investigation.

The site is located in a seismically active region with several faults in the vicinity. The
faults located closest to the site are lisied in the table below,

Zayante- San Mcnterey. San
Vergeles | Andreas Sargent Bay- Gregorio
Faut Fault Fault | Tularcitos | “ 200
o - : Fault -
Dist_ance i
Miles and 6.4 9.2 12.1 8.3 12.0
Direction
from sife

The San Andreas Fault is the largest and most active of the faults in the site vicinity,
however, each fault is considered capable of generating moderate fo severe ground
shaking. It is reasonable fo assume that the proposed development will be subject to at
least one moderate to severe earthquake from one of the faulls during the next fifty
years.

The following ground motion parameters may be used in seismic design and were
determined using the USGS Seismic Deasign Map and ASCE 7-10.

Ss St SDs St
1.500 g 0.600g 1.000 g 0.600g

Dees & Associates, inc.
SCR-0862 { 2/8/158
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PGAmM - 05¢g

Seismic Design Category (SDC)
Occupancy Categories | and il

D

Liguefaction
Liquefaction occurs when saturated fine grained sands, silts and sensitive clays are

subject to shaking during an earthquake and the water pressure within the pores builds
up leading to loss of strength.

There is a low potential for liquefaction {o develop below the site due to density and
consistency of the soils in the perched water zone.

Landsliding
The site is relatively level and there are no slopes near the project site; therefore, there

is a very low potential for landslides to affect the proposed improvements.

Dees & Associates, inc.
SCR-0862 | 2/5/15
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GEQTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION

Based on the results of our investigation, the proposed single family residence is
feasible provided the recommendations presented in this report are incorporated into
the design and properly followed during construction of the project.

Primary geotechnical concerns for the project include embedding foundations inio firm
native soil, controlling site drainage and designing sfructures to resist strong seismic
shaking.

The proposed structures may be supported on conventional spread footings embedded
into firm native soil or engineered fill. Firm native soil was encountered about 18 inches
below the existing grade.

There is a potential for perched groundwater to develop during and following the rainy
season. To mitigate ponding below structures, crawispaces should not be excavated
lower than the exterior grade uniess gravel subdrains are placed around the perimeter
of building foundations.

The site is nearly level and controliing drainage will be an important part of the project.
Concentrated runoff should be collected and discharged away from foundations. Roof
runoff can be discharged onto spiash blocks provided the ground surface is sioped to
prevent water from ponding or flowing adjacent to the home’s foundation. Swales may
be used to direct runoff away from structures. If concentrated runoff from the roof or
driveway will be collected and discharged on-site, retention trenches may be used 1o
discharge runoff. Retention trenches should be located at least 10 feet away from
foundations and have a safe overflow path for excess water.

The proposed structures will most likely experience strong seismic shaking during the
design lifetime. The sfructure and foundations should be designed utilizing current
seismic design standards.

Dees & Assodiates, inc.
SCR-0862 | 2/5/15
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RECOMMENDATIONS

The following recommendations should be used as guidelines for preparing project
plans and specifications:

General Site Grading

1. The soil engineer should be notified at least four (4} working days prior to any site
clearing or grading so that the work in the field can be coordinated with the grading
confractor and arrangements for testing and observation can be made. The
recommendations of this report are based on the assumption that the soil engineer will
perform the required testing and observation during grading and construction. it is the
owner's responsibility to make the necessary arrangements for these required services.

2. Areas to receive foundations or to be graded should be cleared of obstructions.
vegetation, and other unsuitable material.

3. Voids created during site clearing should be backfilled with engineered fill. Qur firm
should observe the voids left from demolition of the existing improvements and be
present during backfilling cperations.

4. Where fill is planned to raise grade, the area to receive engineered fill shouid be
scarified 6 inches, moisture conditioned to 2 to 3 percent over optimum moisture
content and compacted to at least 90 percent relative compaction.

5. Engineered fill should be placed in thin lifts not exceeding 3 inches in loose
thickness: moisture conditioned to 2 to 3 percent over optimum moisture content and
compacted to at least 90 percent relative compaction.

6. 4. The relationship between moisture content and dry unit weight shall be based
on ASTM Test Designation D1557. The relative density and moisture content of the
compacted soil shall be based on ASTM D2922.

7. The on-site soils are suitable for use as engineered fill. Soils used for engineered fill
should be non-expansive (Plasticity Index iess than 15), be free of organic material, and
contain no rocks or clods greater than 6 inches in diameter, with no more than 15
percent larger than 4 inches. Soils with more than 3 percent organic matter by weight
should be considered organic and not suitable as engineered fill.

8. The subgrade surface below concrete slabs-on-grade should be moisture
conditioned and compacted prior to placing concrete.

9. The upper 8 inches of subgrade below driveway pavements should be moisture
conditioned to 2 to 3 percent over optimum moisture content and compacted to at least
95 percent relative compaction. The aggregate base below pavements should be
compacted to at least 95 percent relative compaction.

9

Dees & Associates, Inc.
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10. Engineered fill should be observed and tested by our firm. In-place density tests
should be performed as follows: one test for every 12 inches of material placed for fill
slopes, in trenches or around structures, one test for every 2,000 square feet for
relatively thin fill sections and one test whenever there is a definite suspicion of a
change in the quality of moisture control or effectiveness in compaction. The actual
testing schedule should be determined by a representative from cur firm at the time of
grading.

11. After the earthwork operations have been completed and the soil engineer has
finished their observation of the work, no further earthwork operations shall be
performed except with the approval of and under the observation of the soil engineer.

Conventional Spread Footing Foundations

12. Conventional spread footings embedded into firm native soil may be used to
support the proposed improvements. Firm native soil was encountered about 18 inches
below existing grade. Footings should be deepened where footing excavations
encounter fill from the demolition of the existing improvements.

13. Fooiings should be a minimum of 18 inches deep and 12 inches wide for one story
structures and 18 inches deep and 15 inches wide for two story structures. Footing
depths should be measured from the lowest adjacent grade.

14. Foundations designed in accordance with the above may be designed for an
allowable soil bearing pressure of 1,500 psf for native soil. The allowable bearing
capacity may be increased by 1/3 for short term seismic and wind loads.

15. Lateral load resistance for structures supported on footings may be developed in
friction between the foundation bottom and the supporting subgrade. A friction
coefficient of 130 psf multiplied by the contact area between the base of footings and
the underlying subgrade may be used for footings bearing on native soils. A coefficient
of friction of 0.30 may be used for footings bearing on engineered fill.

16. Where footings are poured neat against firm subgrade, a passive lateral earth
pressure of 150 pcf, equivalent fiuid weight, may be used for native soils. The top 12
inches of soil should be neglected in passive design.

17. Total and differential settlements under the proposed light building loads are
anticipated to be less than 1 inch and 1/2 inch respectively.

18. Footings located adjacent to other footings or utility trenches should have their
bearing surfaces founded below an imaginary 2:1 plane projected upward from the
bottom edge of the adjacent footings or utility irenches.

16
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19. Footing excavations should be kept moist from the time of excavation and prior o
placing concrete.

20. Prior to placing concrete, foundation excavations should be observed by the soils
engineer.

Concrete Siabs-on-Grade
21. The subgrade soil below concrete slabs-on-grade should be moisture conditioned
and compacted in a good workmanship manner prior to placing concrete.

22. All slabs-on-grade can be expected to suffer some cracking and movement.
However, thickened exierior edges, a well prepared subgrade, adequately spaced
expansion joints and good workmanship should reduce cracking and movement.

23. Dees & Associates, Inc. are not experts in the field of moisture proofing and vapor
barriers. In areas where floor wetness would be undesirable, an expert, experienced
~ with moisture transmission and vapor barriers should be consulted. Al & minimum, a
blanket of 4 inches of free-draining gravel should be placed beneath the floor slab to act
as a capillary break. In order to minimize vapor ftransmission, an impermeable
membrane should be placed over the gravel.

Utility Trenches
24 Utility trenches placed paralle! to structures should not extend within an imaginary
2.1 (horizontal to vertical) plane projected downward from the botiom edge of the
adjacent footing.

25. Trenches may be backfilied with cdmpacted engineered fill placed in accordance
with the grading section of this report. The backfill material should not be jetted in place.

26. The portion of utility trenches that extend foundations should be sealed with 2-sack
sand slurry (or equivalent) to prevent subsurface seepage from flowing under buildings

Surface Drainage

27. Controlling surface runoff is important to the performance of the project. The site is
nearly level and the surface soils have a slow percolation rate so water may tend to
pond during heavy or prolonged rainfall,

28. Surface drainage should include provisions for positive gradients so that surface
runoff is not permitted to pond adjacent to foundations or other improvements. Where
bare soil or pervious surfaces are located next to the foundation, the ground surface
within 10 feet of the structure should be sloped at least 5 percent away from the
foundation. Where impervious surfaces are used within 10 feet of the foundation, the
impervious surface within 10 feet of the structure should be sloped at least 2 percent
- away from the foundation. Swales should be used to collect and remove surface runoff

I
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where the ground cannot be sloped the full 10 foot width away from the sfructure.
Swales should be sloped at isast 2 percent towards the discharge point.

29. Full roof gutters should be placed around the eves of the structure. Discharge from
the roof gutters should be collected and discharged in a controlled manner.

30. Roof runoff can be discharged onto splash blocks provided the ground surface is
sloped to prevent water from ponding or flowing adjacent io the home’s foundation.

31 If concentrated runoff from the roof or driveway will be collected and discharged on-
site, retention frenches may be used to discharge runoff.

32. Retention trenches should be located at least 10 feet from foundations.

33. Retention trenches should include an overflow outlet to drain excess runoff. The
overflow outlet should be directed towards a suitable discharge location.

34. The location of all drainage outlets should be reviewed and approved in the field
prior to installation.

35. To mitigate ponding below siructures, crawispaces should not be excavated lower
than the exterior grade unless a foundation drain is installed around the perimeter of the
foundation. Foundation drains without gravity flow should include a sump pump to
discharge coliected water.

36. Foundation drains used to drain crawlspaces excavated lower than the exterior
grade should be at least 8 inches wide and extend at least 4 inches below the interior
crawlspace floor elevation. A 3 inch or larger diameter perforated pipe should be placed
near the base of the base of the drain and be tied to a solid discharge pipe that drains 1o
a suitable location. The subdrain should be backfilled with Caltrans Class 2 permeable
material, covered with non-woven filter fabric, and capped with at least 4 inches of
clayey soil.

Plan Review, Construction Observation, and Testing

37. Dees & Associates, Inc. should be provided the opportunity for a general review of
the final project plans prior to construction to evaluate if our geotechnical
recommendations have been properly interpreted and implemented. If our firm is not
accorded the opportunity of making the recommended review, we can assume no
responsibility for misinterpretation of our recommendations. We recommend that our
office review the project plans prior to submittal to public agencies, to expedite project
review. Dees & Associates, Inc. also requests the opportunity to observe and test
grading operations and foundation excavations at the site. Observation of grading and
foundation excavations allows anticipated scil conditions to be correlated to those
actually encountered in the field during construction.

12
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Dess & Associates, Inc. Phione: 31 427-1770
Geotechnical Enginears Fax: 831 427-1794
507 Mission Street, Suite A, Santa Cruz, CASB0G0

LIMITATIONS AND UNIFORMITY OF CONDITIONS

1. The recommendations of this report are based upon the assumption that the soil
conditions do not deviate from those disclosed in the borings. If any variations or
undesirable conditions are encountered during construction, or if the proposed
construction will differ from that planned at the time, our firm should be notified so
that supplemental recommendations can be given.

2. This report is issued with the understanding that it is the responsibility of the owner,
or his representative, to ensure that the information and recommendations contained
herein are called to the attention of the Architects and Engineers for the project and
incorporated into the plans, and that the necessary steps are taken to ensure that the
Contractors and Subcontraciors carry out such recommendations in the field. The
conclusions and recommendations contained herein are professional opinions
derived in accordance with current standards of professional practice. No other
warranty expressed or implied is made.

3. The findings of this report are valid as of the present date. However, changes in the
conditions of a property can occur with the passage of time, whether they are due to
natural processes or to the works of man, on this or adjacent properties. in addition,
changes in applicable or appropriate standards cccur whether they result from
legislation or the broadening of knowledge. Accordingly, the findings of this report
may be invalidated, wholly or partially, by changes outside our control. Therefore, this
report should not be relied upon after a period of three years without being reviewed
by a soil engineer.

13
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APPENDIX A

Site Vicinity Map

Boring Site Plan

Unified Soil Classification System

Loas of Test Borings

Atterberg Limit Test Resuliis
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THE UNIFIED SOIL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM

SCR-0862 § 2/5/15

MAJGR DIVISIONS GROUP TYPICAL NAMES CLASSIFICATION CRITERIA
SYMBOLS
o W o CW Well-graded gravels, gravel- | Wide range in grain sizes and substanfial amounts of
%) f_;% &< = ! % sand mixtures, little or no al! intermediate parlicke sizes
w8 <L <= fines
Ok ™
@ i O M 5 é = Predominanily one size or a range of sizes with some
ol & '-CL, 5 W © o GP Poorly graded gravels, irtermediate sizes missing
=i o g * gravel-sand mixiures. little or
i ESC >3 3 1} no fines Not meeting all gradation requirements for GW
Sa EIen ,. Non plastic fines or fines with
, = a o E % b wd S ’ G Silty gravels, gravel-sand-silt | low plasticity Above "A” line with
W Iellgzz mixtures Atterberg Kmits below "A” line or 4<Ple7
AE T 15 > i Pl<4d are bordesline
= w
e 3 E x = zEE Plastic fines cases requiring
o % g a g 0= cC Clayey gravels, gravel-sand- | Afterburg fimits above "A” line use of duat
<z =1 clay mixtures withP1>7 symbols
- - §
weS .
g — 8 s w ® ﬁ SW Well-graded sands, gravelly | Wide range in grain sizes and substantial amounts of
i % g x~I~ g E E 0= sands, little or no fings all intermediate sizes missing
& Wen O <L 5 E u; Predominantly one size or a range of sizes with some
£ ok OB . 4
g <L 4 oo i o s Poorly graded sands, gravelly | intenmediate sizes missing
[&) E —Nm- % g v - sands, litile or no fines Not meeting alt gradation requirements for SW
O w &, LU Non plastic fines or fines with
ob=>1w p -y A
g Zxoml Silty sands, sand-silt mixures | low plasticity Limits plotting in
ITw Iy 2 S hatched zone with
z3 Zz it L;E g Atterburg limits below "A” line er 4<Pl<?
L re 2 EER Pt < 4 are borderline
=9 w0 = = Plastic fines cases requiring
W =3 as sc Clayey sands, sand-clay use of dual
[} E S U g it mixtures Atterburg Emits above "A’ line symbels
== » with P = 7
iy o
=2 ML norganic smsﬂand very fine ~Gravels and sands with 5% 10 32 %
it sands, rock flour, silty or fines are borderline cases requiring use
== = clayey fine sands, or clayey of dual symbols
o ; S - .
W é L‘? silts with slight piasticity
—J
o 0 A e
== o= cL inorganic days of low to RELATIVE DENSITY OF SANDS
% Z5 medium plasticity, gravelly AND GRAVELS
pe E dlays, sandy clays. silty clays. DESCRIPTION | BLOW (FT"
=8 gl £an clays VERY [OOSE D4
aFd. v Organic silts and organic sitt LOOSE 410
3 5 % g-} oL ’ CI;C:OfSIGW ?agticét Y MEDIUM DENSE 10-30
SuFw ¥ P ¥ DENSE 30 50
aZs4Wl VERY DENSE QOVER 50
WEiy
= = L .
&t 22} S = MH Ingrganic silts, micaceous or CONSISTENCY OF SILTS AND
o2 % W diatomaceous fine sandy or CLAYS
u <t —~ silty soils, elastic siits -
Zz x ye! »g DESCRIPTION BLOWS /FT
u—*;:mi" A VERY SOFT 0-2
=N Ok SOFT 2-4
& o o= CH Inorganic clays of medium to FI7M 4-38
S Z a’ high plasticity, organic siis STIFF 815
—_ = =
<o n =] VERY STIFF 16~ 32
z8 Ba HARD OVER 32
= 5 - Oraanic cays of medium b *Number of blows of 140 pound harmmer
3 OH h'rgh '; o Yf mea ilto falling 30 inches to drive a 2 inch 0.D. 12
Ty Igh plasticity, organic sits vartical inches.
oE
e wm T B
SAMPLE TYPES
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October 21, 2015
Job No. R14057

Hamilton Swift Associates
500 Chestnut Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Attn:  John Swift

Re: Plan check comment response from Department of Public Works Drainage 1240
Chanticleer Av., Santa Cruz, CA APN: 029-191-13

Dear Mr. Swift,

You have asked our firm to respond to plan check comments made by Alyson Tom of
the Department of Public Work Drainage. We are pleased to present herewith our
responses to the areas within our scope of services, and detailing the modifications
made on the Civil Engineering plan sheets in response to these comments. We have
addressed completeness comments only.

Along with this letter is an update to the drainage calculations submitted on the last
routing. The previous report written by this office dated July 17, 2015 has been
incorporated into the drainage calculation set.

The following are a list of comments and our responses:

Drainage Department:

1)  Previous comment not fully addressed. Provide both existing and proposed
watershed maps and analysis/description that describes how all on-site areas
currently/propose to drain through the project site. If the existing impervious areas will
drain to the proposed mitigation facility/ies, these facilities must be sized to
accommodate all areas actually draining to them.

Response: See revised drainage calculations. The 7-17-15 report has been
included in the drainage calculations which includes expanded watershed maps which
show existing and proposed drainage palterns along with tributary areas.

The mitigation facifity design has been revised to accommodate all area draining
to it. These areas total approximately 7500 SF and include existing impervious which
flows to the facility

2) Given the flat site, in order to evaluate the feasibility of the proposed drainage
design and watershed boundaries, please update sheet P2 to clearly show:

“We'’ll Get The Permit”
1607 Ocean St, STE 1 » Santa Cruz, CA 95060 » 831.419.4051 » F 831.425.0224 » hoganls.com
Surveying * Civil & Structural Engineering * Construction Management » Violation Resolution
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- all proposed impervious surfaces and their extents,

Response: C2 Updated as requested. Both C1 and C2 now showing extents fo
new impervious with hatching.

-spot flowline elevations for proposed swales, bubbler boxes, undersidewalk drains, and
the flowline elevation of the existing 4-inch pipe near the southwest corner at the end of
the existing concrete ditch.

Response: Bubbler boxes have been removed from the project. The proposed
undersidewalk drain has inverts shown. The flowline efevation of the existing concrete
ditch and outlet PVC pipe are shown in topo points and have been clarified on this
drawing. Proposed swale flowline elevations have been shown.

3) It is unclear how runoff from the proposed driveway at the NW of the property will
route to the mitigation facility on the southern driveway. Please redesign the proposed
northern driveway to be built as pervious with underground storage and retention
(similar to the other retention facility) so that it can be "self-mitigating”. This area can
also accommodate runoff from the existing roof drains and offsite upstream areas
eliminating the need for the pump.

If possible, provide a box and undersidewalk drain to provide a safe overflow path from
this retention system to Chanticleer Avenue. Alternatively, the proposed swale can be
built as a retention trench at least 3 feet deep to reach the more pervious soil layer.

Response: All requested items are shown. The upper parking area is now a 3’
deep section of porous pavers over drain rock. This value has been omitted from the
drain calculations as impervious since it is now self-mitigating.

An undersidewalk drain has been added to be connected fo the perforated sub
drain of the porous system.

4) The retention system/s should be redesigned io be at least 3 feet deep in order
utilize the design percolation rate of 0.5 in/hr as detailed in the February 5, 2015 letter
from Dees and Associates. Otherwise expand the extent of the retention system
consistent with the utilization of a percolation rate of 0.014 in/hr as specified by Dees
and Associates.

Response: C2 Updated as requested. Both porous systems have a depth of 3’
which is filled with drain rock to promote infiltration.

“We’ll Get The Permit”
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5) Please update the plans so that the finished floor elevation of the proposed
residence is at least 12 inches above the expected water surface elevation on the site
prior to overflow (at least 67.53 feet).

Response: Finished floor elevation revised as requested.

6) Based on the revised proposal and response to comments, additional comments
may be provided.

Please contact Stormwater Management staff to discuss the proposal, potential
mitigations, and existing conditions on the site.

Response: Acknowledged.
This concludes our review and preparation of responses and revisions to the plans and
the drainage calculations. We include herewith our revised plans along with drainage
calculations and report for your use in resubmitting to the County.

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,
Robert L. DeWitt & Assoc.

Ryan Haley, P.E.
Encl.

R14057 Response letter 10-21-15
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EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERN NARRATIVE

Background:

The project is located on the east side of Chanticleer Avenue near the intersection
of Brommer St. Existing on-site drainage appears to be problematic from site
observations. There is a concrete channel along the southern boundary of the
site which appears to have limited slope and which currently retains water before
outletting to a 4” plastic storm drain pipe which runs along the back on the
Chanticleer Ave sidewalk to the south. On the upstream side of the channelis a
4” plastic pipe from the neighboring mobile home park. it is unknown at this time
the extent of watershed draining to this plastic pipe.

Previous Drainage Patterns:

In 2006 there was a street improvement project for Chanticleer Avenue which
constructed an asphalt widening strip and new concrete sidewalk along the
frontage of this property. As-built plans dated 4-17-07 for this project suggest
that the runoff from a portion of Chanticleer Avenue was taken onto this private
property. This is depicted with two flow arrows and text which reads “EX V-
GUTTER”. The As-Built plans show that 2 4” under sidewalk drain was added as
an addendum to the approved plans. This 4” drain flows along the back of the
sidewalk towards Brommer St. for approximately 80’ and to a concrete junction
box which flows through the sidewalk out to the street. A site visit has confirmed
that there was once a through curb drain at the location in question which has
been plugged. It is unknown what the history of this drain and plug is.

The As-Built plans show a centerline profile of existing and proposed grades at the
center of Chanticleer Avenue and also at an offset of 19.5” which is the location of
“We’'ll Get The Permit”
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the flowline of the curb and gutter created by this project. The profile shows a
slight dip in the existing grades at this 19.5’ offset. This dip either suggests a

-previous point of ponding or that this site did historically accept run-on from
Chanticleer Avenue, The plans have mapped contours at 0.25" intervals. The
87.25’ contour is shown as a closed loop which indicates a low point.

Robert L. DeWitt and Associates performed a topographic survey of this property
in 2015. The existing concrete gutter has been mapped for slope and it was
determined flows towards Chanticleer in contradiction to the suggested flow
arrows on the as-built plans. On Exhibit A You can see the flowline elevations as
surveyed by this firm. On the east side of the site {mobile home park run-on) the
elevation of the flowline is 67.65 and on the west is it 67.31 for a slope of
approximately 0.3% westerly. This is evidence that the low point in question is in
fact a low point and not a drainage path onto our property. We can conclude
from this information that this area previous to the construction in 2006 ponded
and eventually flowed towards Brommer St.

The north side of the existing garage building all concentrates to one centralized
downspout location at the northeast corner of the building. The water flows from
there to the south along the eastern boundary of the property and eventually to
the concrete swale on the south of the property. The proposed conditions do not
change this pattern for the majority of the building. There is a section of the
building to be demolished at the proposed lot line split. The small remaining
portion of the building will be diverted along the east side of the property to flow
to the same outlet point of the concrete swale.

Adjacent Runoff:

North:

“We'll Get The Permit”
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The property to the north of this site is situated at a slightly higher elevation and
as such is subject to creating run-on issues for our property. The area between
the existing ADU building on our site and the neighboring residence, while higher
than this property, is lower than the flowline of Chanticleer Avenue. An
automated sump pump has been installed at the northwest corner of the building
on the site. This pump was instalied with the intention of discharging roof
drainage from buildings on the site as well as the property to the north. Itis
believed that this pump outlets to a through curb drain to Chanticleer. The
County has requested this pump be removed and replaced with a positive
drainage solution. This design specifies the removal of the pump and a vegetated
swale constructed to convey drainage along the west boundary of the property to
the south.

East:

The Homestead Mobile Home Park is located directly to the east of the site.
There are two coaches and a cul-de-sac adjacent to the east boundary of the site.
In the middle of this cu-de-sac is a small drain which appears to be constructed of
plastic piping and a small metal grate. [t is unknown what the watershed is for
this inlet and it has not been confirmed where is drains to. It is a distinct
possibility that this drain outlets directly to the concrete channel on the site.

A phone call to the president of the mobile home park, David Schwartz, revealed
that during heavy rainstorms this cul-de-sac is inadequate in its drainage capacity
and ponding is a regular occurrence. It is most likely that the ponding issue on
this site is related to the limited capacity, because of the very flat nature, of the
concrete channel and 4” plastic outlet pipe to Chanticleer Avenue.

On-Site Detention:

It has been required by the County Public Works Drainage Department that this
site detains a 25 year storm with a 2 year release because of undersized drainage
“We'll Get The Permit”
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facilities on Brommer Street. Public Works has requested this of all new or

replaced impervious areas resulting from this project.

Because the existing site is lower than the flowline to which we are attempting to
discharge, the concept of detaining stormwater with a metered release rate is
infeasible. A detention system would require a significant amount of vertical drop
from the storage facility to the outlet. Because the outlet of the site is essentially
higher than the site itself, this option has been ruled out.

On-Site Retention:

Because detention is infeasible for this site due to grades, a retention system has
been designed to accommodate peak flow runoff requirements because of the
undersized Brommer Street drainage. There is a portion of the driveway that will
be constructed of porous pavers and a 3’ thick layer of drain rock to be used as
stormwater storage. This system has been sized to accommodate the runoff from
a 25-year storm event with a tributary area of approximately 7500 SF. This

- volume is significantly larger than the calculated volume of the 4839 SF of
impervious created or replaced by this project.

“We'll Get The Permit”
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IMPERVIOUS SUMMARY

site Description
The site is bound on the North, East and South by the Property lines
The gutterpan on the adjacent sidewalk is the west boundary

Existing impervious 9711 S.F.

Existing Impervious to Remain 4392 S.F.

" Existing Impervious to be Replaced 913 S.F.
Existing Impervious to be Removed 1428 S.F.
New impervious Created 3153 S.F.

Gross Area 17621 S.F.

Total impervious 8458 S.F.

Total Impervious created or replaced 4066 S.F.

Percent Created or Replaced 41.9%

**Note: New porous paver have been included in the
impervious summary per CDC requirement part 3 Section C



RETENTION VOLUME REQUIRED

Retention Storage

2 Year Retention Storage Volume 447 CF

Multiply by 25 ¥r Factor

Factors

25Yr

2¥r

2yr 0.64

10 yr 1

25yr 1.2
1.2
0.64

25 Year Retention Storage Volume

447 * 1.875
838.1 CF Storage

RETENTION VOLUME CALCULATION

Calculate for length
Void Factor

Gravel Storage Volume

Storage Depth =
Storage Width =

Calculated Length

Use

40%
20853 CF

36 Inches
13.5 Ft

51.74 Ft.

52.00

From SWM-24

1.875

ATTACHMENT



Percolation Rates

NOTE: PERCOLATION RATES CALCULATED HERE ARE BASED ON TESTING PERFGRMED BY
DEES AND ASSOCIATES. THE RESULTS OF WHICH ARE ATTACHED TO THESE CALCULATIONS
IN A LETTER DATED FEBRUARY 5, 2015

POROUS PAVERS

WIDTH
LENGTH

SAT SOiL CONDUCTIVITY

PERCOLATION RATE

48 Hr Drain

Total Storage Volume

Taotal Minutes to drain

13.5 ft.
66 ft.

0.513 in./hr.

0.6348 CFM

838.13 CF (From retention Calc)
1320.22 Min

22.00 Hrs < 48 Reqd.



RUNOFF TOTALS

Q=CA

C(pse) = 0.491 (see tabfe on next page)

C {post) = 0.229 {see table on next page)}

f= 1.5 {in/hr) {20 Min, T¢ 10 Yr storm)
Apre)= 17621 SF

Alpre)= 0.404522 Acres

A (post)= 10171

Alpost)=  0.232346

**Note: These totais are an estimate of existing and proposed runoff rates
far the current proposed design. These totals assume the following
_Existing onsite retention is unaffected by run-on from the trailer park
_Use total site area and composite ‘¢’ value
_The only totals for post development are that which bypass
the retention system
_the upper parking lot is 100% self-mitigating
_The upstream pump is excluded from this calculation.

10 year Storm .
QPre}= 0.30 CFS
Q(Post)= 0.08 CFS
Delia {decrease;} -0.22 CFS I

2 Year Storm

2 Year Factor = 0.64
Q{Pre) = 0.19 CFS
QfPost)= 0.05 CFS
i Delta {decrease} -0.14 CFS

5 Year Storm

5 Year Factor = 0.85
Q{Pre) = 0.25 CFS
Q{Post)= 0.07 CFS
l Delta {decrease) -0.19 CFS

25 Year Storm

10 Year Factor = 1.09
Q{Pre) = 0.32 CF%
Q{Post)= 0.09 CFS

Delia (decrease} -0.24 CFS {




~ Pre-Development Conditions

Totat - 17621

Existing impervious

C=0.9

6286
C=0.5

2404
(=02

8931

Compaosite C 0.491

Post-Development Conditions

Flowing to retention system

Total 7500 SF
£=09
4734
C=0.5
0
C=0.2
2766

Composite C 0.642

Bypassing the retention system

Total 10121 SF
C=0.9

2574
=05
C=0.2 10121

Composite C 0.229



USRIl 'SUORRINJED ‘SUcdD ‘S1004 (U0 YD1 SNUBWE UMOP-doip 84) Wold U0 payseys aq vonde uaial, sy} JeLy ainbal SUoKeNED 108100

Wesslp AlIgeZIuG00e) S| jBLIID) BY) DUB 'paynuepl ALes|o ale Joyine oi pue apew sabueyo sU sselun ‘pejasfe) ar AR SIBIILIANS RREIPOW Auy
"uoneIele Juaaald o) peiaeleid AdoD aue JRULID] PUB SEIMIG) 199YSPRRXIS By

- s [ 74 8PZ0 540 L8 8E°C6 {1} "uanty 08 G520 ¥i0'0 .00 QL7 g
. (i} vogeing U L 901 PN o't 0oL oogel | soney S €810 £0Z'D 950'0 0el al .
00004 o o oo - - . N CoEy e acl Pyl Jidag) SUIRIAA ydua BJmonNIg izl 1510 0410 £2F0°0 68071 ) i
- s i - - ; 6t pEL'D Papa3U SLINJOA PAIEABIXE 1 a0t ol LELo 051D Zo0 95’0 oz
08l 001’0 poLnsse aoeds ploa % agt L6} FAs ] 9Z1L'0 ST 08’0 o
SLZ 08o'c paje|nlen awnjoa afesols Y joieiS past4 980°C 50170 BIOG 290 Fid
zr2 is0'c NOILNZL30 804 SNOISNIWIG AMNLONELE 892 400 esoo [ szoo ] 090 a9
282 250G aic 650'0 8400 zZ00 080 e
; oLe eP00 “aBue) pamoe uypm snjeA spswnu sansod B Jajus-a: uay) 0se osp'e 590°'0 E PO (174}
. SPE CE0C “Wdap 16} 0102 12103 "paIdAL0S BaE pakejdsin sanjen 130 )j o LBE BEC'G 8500 2100 LE0 08l
) z28¢ GZO'G ‘B3JE JEUOHISS 9y jC joo) aenhs oyl asn ‘adid 1o . GZ¥ ZE00 1500 B0 £e'G ore
59¢ L1080 | w200 £FO'0 ZLD Lze o5
44 fAN ] sl sbeuieup 2anjonis pelewsse sy 03T (% 6L00 2200 0L070 re'o olsd
052 5000 B3R BIRLIAS BADAYS Y 133} 18€ FARIb] 2E00 BO0'0 0z'o 0zZe
6l 2000 BB 30BUNS [BLISI} U 0E4 8.2 6000 8200 8BGO0 210 086
L€+ +00°0- 8eZ G66°0F BL'LF (4 “uawig 147 9000 G200 L0070 91’0 oozl
Lig- 2000 00t ooys  G0'SS w soley L 000 £20°0 2000 S1°C )
b.05¥ G2 (s:2) o xiideg SR Whust  snpnng 2] (s2) (s12) (s49) Gy (L)
D i " awn|op abeioig papsal aWN|CA PRIEAEIXE ) Blll awnoA abeio)g js0dD) sidn Ausuay uojRIng
; DI T BT 0083 pauieleq ol sy pawnsse aoeds PIoA ﬁH paueey o) apex Bajp-T wiosg
FBwptop aBRI0IS UOHURSC 0. UsILEIaY b Jowz 0 s d | peleds  uogualeg pajEinoen awnica sbelols y  Ibb paloadg  uoyusieM
W - - R T LoE T "NEW 09 5] NOILNZLAA NOILNSLIY HOd SNOISNINIQ AXNLIAYLE | "NIN 0Z1 D NOIINIEIY IWHOLS NDIS3A ¥YIAA -2
“BLRILS pouiaw Siadwled o) 'H uonass - justiafizuepy seiemuiols eusile] uBlsBQ TN BILEG Jo AUNDD 3K} O Jajey i 0sn Al lgesuad 10S nE..E:wNw
“52BdS PIDA GE UBYL 5521 §0U Buipinosd siebaibbe paperd Ajusoyun enBue peUSEM a5N [{EYS Sajanys paxoed jaamig | M 0S4 ‘Baly .m:o__‘cwn_c.:
“seaabus [B3iuynaioal & Buninsucd 2nbas (M %51 BLIP330Ks S300(S 34008 ADIBIDAWLLI IO U UIEI0] 81k uolualsy 050 ,.Eon.u
"BaIR LO|jURla paleuBisap 34) |0 WeansUmMOR SMOl S5a%%e 10, Uied syl 0y uanesapisun? Jadosd amb jleys ubisap pue uoEIS|RS BHG ] ST'S ”m._n_u SUBIAHSOT [BUDNEN
‘Sanjen 158} 1BAGE BEN 16 AN (108 SHEN-YOST B4l WO ABAREAIISULD pash g Aew sanjeA Ayjgesulad pos pejeines .N.§>>w .m_u_ qQFy ”£m._ﬁ_0w_ 09d uonean s
O LH8A 58S : _ . 188} LO SUOHEWT 7 mﬁoz_ SBMIVA NOISTC HZIND T AT BYL Se5us Anug Emn_ !
[ QOHLIAW NOLLY10DHd FOYHOLS FHL AS NOLINILIN JJONNY _ T

SieEwLE l9)eq Hdy (Aq ojeD E.uz ..E.Eo :103rodd




EY
s £
B

2 Ty 8 ¥
S ANWTTA £ PT
aﬁ?‘%}\“ A éjglgéu
oo W g

Ve oL -on R S T S S

212 Locust Street, Suite C. Santa Cruz CA 95060 Phone (8313 420-3210 Fax {§31)1420-5201

October 16, 2014

John Swift
500 Chestaut Street, Suite 100
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Re: PROPOSED LOT SPLIT AND CONSTRUCTION OF ONE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME ON
A NEWLY CREATED LOT AT 1240 CHANTICLEER AVENUE; APN 029-191.13

Dear Mr. Swift:

This letter is to advise you that the subject parcel is located within the service area of the Santa Cruz Water
Department and potable water is currently available for normal domestic use and fire protection. Service
will be provided to each and every lot upon payment of the fees and charges in effect at the time of service
application and upon completion of the installation, at developer expense, of any water mains, service
connections, fire hydrants and other facilities required for the development under the rules and regulations
of the Santa Cruz Water Department. The development will also be surpject to the City’s Landscape Water
Conservation requirements.

At the present time:

the required water system improvements are not complete; and
financial arrangements have not been made to the satisfaction of the City to guarantee payment of

all unpaid claims,

This letter will remain in effect for a period of two years from the above date. H should be noted, however,
that City Council may elect to declare a moratorium on new service connections due to drought conditions
or other water emergency. Such a declaration would supersede this statement of water availability.

If you have any questions regarding service requirements, please call the Engineering Division at (831} 420-
5210. if you have questions regarding landscape water conservation requirements. pleasc contact the Water
Conservation Office at (831) 420-5230.

Sincerely,
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o

%“1)

Rosemary Menard
Water Director



Santa Cruz County Sanitation District

701 OCEAN STREET, SUITE 410, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060-4073
(831) 454-2160  FAX (831)454-2083  TDD: (831) 454-2123

JOHK J. PRESLEIGH, DISTRICT ENGINEER

NOVEMBER 19, 2014

JARED SAMMET

HAMILTON SWIFT & ASSOCIATES
500 CHESTNUT STREET

SANTA CRUZ, CA 950060

SUBJECT:  SEWER AVAILABILITY AND DISTRICT'S CONDITIONS OF SERVICE
FOR THE FOLLOWING PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT:

APN: 029-191-13
PARCEL ADDRESS: 1240 CHANTICLEER AVENUE
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  MINOR LAND DIVISION AND ONE NEW RESIDENCE

Sewer service is available for the subject development upon completion of the following
conditions. This notice is effective for one vear from the issuance date to allow the appiicant
the time to receive a feniaiive map. development or other discretionary permit.approval. If.
after this time frame, this project has not received approval from the Planning Department, then
a new sewer service availability letter must be obtained by the applicant. If, for whatever reason,
any approval by the Planning Department of a tenfative map for this project is withdrawn, is
revoked, or has expired. then this determination of availability will be considered to have
expired and will be invalid.

A sewer connection permit can be issued once the Department of Public Works and District
approves the engineered sewer improvement plan. showing on-site and off-site sewers needed
to provide service to each lot or unit proposed. The improvement plan shall conform to the
County's “Design Criteria” and shall alse show any roads and easements. Existing and
proposed easements shall be shown on any required Final Map. If'a Final Map is not required,
proof of recordation of any existing or proposed easement will be required.

Proposed location of on-site sewer lateral(s). clean-out(s), and connection{s) to existing public
sewer must be shown on the plot plan of the building permit application.

It appears as if the existing lateral for this parcel will have to be moved northward, to be located
entirely within the proposed small boundaries to be created. and that an additional/separate
sewer connection may be required.



JARED SAMMET
HAMILTON SWIFT & ASSCCIATES
PAGE 2

Show all existing and proposed plumbing fixures on floor plans of building application.

Yours truly,

JOHN J. PRESLEIGH

District Engineer

By: PEULg s

Rachél Lather
Sanitation Engineer

BH:tip/159

¢ Applicant/Property Owner:
Dvlan Reid
1240 Chanticleer Ave.
Santa Cruz, CA 93062

SAKEY2 (REV. 10/2014)



¢ MBUAPCD CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION PROCEDURE Ver. 4.0

Data eniry
Consistency Finding
Jurisdiction; {3

Project Name: [}
Base Year for this determination; |

o @ o~

JURISDICTION DATA FROM AQMP & DOF {no data entry)

ATTACHMENT

1012018

Lead Agency selects from pufl down

Lead Agency enters

Lead Agency enters

Total buildout of Project, Sum of all years, row 26.

Base

Year Period ending January 1st of:

2010 2015 ! 2020 i 2025 2030 ! 2035 Notes
T DOF Population 137,873 From Cali, Dept of Finance. Est. for Jan 1 - released in June of each year.
X AMBAG DU Forecast for Jurisdiction 57,498 58,075 59,321 59,808 60,257 60,8021 RUs from AMBAG Travel Model, current version.
15 AMBAG Pop Forecast for Jurisdiction 135,173 134,797 137,681 138,822 139,890] 141,163 Latest AMBAG Pop. & Employment forecasts.
1 AMBAG Forecast Populatiory DU 2.32 2.32 2.32 2.32 2.32 Row 16/ row 15
12 Estimated Built DUs Entry for 2010 is the DOF 1/2010 Housing Unit Estimate. Lead agency may overwrite if they have befter data,

JURISDICTION DUs w/o PROJECT

21 Housing Stock (Buiit DUs, Total)
22 Approved but not Built DUs
22 Total Built & Approved Dls

Lead Agency estimates value al period end.

Lasd Agency estimates value at period end.

Sumof Row 21 + 22

PROPGOSED NEW PROJECT DUs

26 Proposed New Project Dis
27 TOYAL, New Project + Built & Approved DUs

Data eniry by Lead Agency.

Sum of Row 23 + 26

NEW PROJECT CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION

20 Over (Under) AQMP DUs

30 Is the project consistent in this Period?

OPTIONS IF INCONSISTENT (Choose one):

Row 27 - Row 15

If Row 30 is {negative) = YES, ¥ positive = NG,

Year:

2015

2020

2025

2030

2035

28 1A, Mitigate the impact by reducing project DUs by this amount:

Preferred option. Reduce project DUs by this amount
for the inconsistent period, or redistribute project DUS
between periods until all are consistent.

B. Obtain commitment from AMBAG to add this number of
dwelling units te it's next forecast for this Jurisdiction.

Commitmet from AMBAG would enable consistency
with the next AQMP,

+ [C. OR For EiRs, deciare overriding benefit, AND request AMBAG to add the above number of persons and dwelling units to it's next forecast for this Jurisdiction.

1240 Chanticieer Ave. 2-lat MLD No. 151145 GALG 10/1/2015 10:43 AM
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Historic Review Comments: 1240 Chanticleer Avenue

The property located at 1240 Chanticleer Avenue in Santa Cruz, APN 029-191-13, was evaluated by
Annie Murphy, historic resources planner for Santa Cruz County, to determine whether the proposed
project would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource.

The property is not listed as a historical resource in the California Register of Historical Resources or the
Santa Cruz County Historic Resources Inventory. Furthermore, a review of information and records
currently available for the property and a site visit conducted on September 30" did not identify any
information to indicate that the property may qualify as a historical resource as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. The accessory structure at the rear of the existing parcel that would be
altered by the proposed project appears to have been altered extensively since its construction in 1935.
Alterations visible from the exterior include replacement metal and vinyl windows, and T-111 siding on
the rear portion of the accessory structure. Due to the extensive alterations, the accessory structure has
not retained its architectural integrity and would therefore not appear to be eligible for designation as a
historic resource in the Santa Cruz Inventory of Historic Resources or the California Register of Historical
. Resources,



