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CGENERAL PERMIT - RIGHT OF WAY

APPLICANT:
Robert Caletti
505 Wallea Drive
Menlo Park, California 94025

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A parcel of tideland located adjacent to 650 Pacific Avenue,
City of Cayucos, San Luis Obispo County.

LAND USE:
Construction activities associated with the construction of

a seawxall located above the mean ‘high tide 1line.

TERMS OF PROﬂOBED LEASE:
Period:
$ix (6) months beginning February 7, 1991.

Peblic liability insurance:
Combined single limit coverage of $1,000,000.

Consideration:
$100 per annum.

BASIS FOR CONBIDERATION:
Pursuant o 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003.

APPLICANT BTATDS:
Applicant is owner of upland.




CALENDAR ITEM No.C.l 0 (CONT*'D)

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Filing fee has been received.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCEB:
A. P:R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

B. cal. Code Regs.: Title 3, Div. 3; Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884:
07/17/81

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION: .
1. A Negative Declaration (SCH 90010206) was prepared and
adopted for this project by the County of San Luis
Obispo. The State Lands C~mmissicn's staff has reviewed
such document.

2. This permit is for access for construction equipment.
Construction activities are expected to be completed
within three days. No cvernight storage of equipment
or materials will be allowed on the beach.

EXHIBITE:
A. Land Description
B. ILocation Map
C. Negative Declaration
D. Local Approval Letter

IT I8 RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

i.  FIND THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATIGN (SCH 90010206) WAS PREPARED
AND ADOPTED FCR 'THIS PROJECT BY THE COUNTY OF SAN LUIS
OBISPO AND THAT ‘THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED
THE INFORMATION'.CONTAINED THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT.

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO ROBERT CALETTI OF A SIX~MONTH GENERAL
PERMIT - RIGHT OF WAY BEGINNING FEBRUARY 7, 1991; IN
CONSIDERATION OF RENT IN THE AMOUNT OF $100; PROVISION OF
PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE FOR COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT
COVERAGE OF $1,000,000; FOR CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES
ASSOCIATED WITH THE CONSTRUCTION OF A SEAWALL LOCATED
LANDWARD OF THE MEAN HIGH TIDE LINE AS DESCRIBED ON
EXHIBIT "A"“ XZTTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.

-




EXHIBIT "A"

LAND DESCRIPTION

That portion of tide and submerged land along the Pacific Ocgan, San ’

Lsis.Obispo County,
Califoia, more particularly described as follows:

That strip of land situated between the mean high tide and the mear lovs-dde Yins
adjacent to Lot 4 as shown in the Record ofSurvcy of Lot 4, Block 11, Paso
Robies Beach #1, recorded on' February 2, 1989, in Book 59 of Recoiis of
Surveys at Page S, San Luis Obispo County, California.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED JANUARY, 1991 BY LLB.
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EXHIBIT "C"
N ~ {tb) $OR OFFICIAL USL ONLY
COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO

NOTICE OF GETERMINATION AND
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

"ENVIPONMENTAL DETERMINATION NG. [089-402 DATE FEBRUARY 9. 1930
PROJECT PESCRIPTION

APPLICATION/ENTITLEMENT: Calletti Hinor Use Permit; D8S0CO1P

PLANNING AREA: Estaro, Cayuces urban area

LAND USE CATEGOKY: Residential. Stng‘le Famtl

LUE COMBINING DESICNATIONS: Local Coastal Plan, Geologic study area

PARCEL SIZE: 9,000 squars feet

TOTAL FLOOR AREA OF DISTURBANCE: Approximately 1,200 square feet

LOCATION: At 650 Pacific Avenue, nort. of 7th street, in the comsunity of Cayucos
PROPOSED USES/INTENT: A request to construct a sea wall to protect an existing
single family residence for the sale and/or development of each proposed parcel
APPLICANT: Bob Calletti; Cavuces, CA

FNVIRMMENTAL SEYTING

Topography: Sently sloping marihe terrace and beach with very steeply
sloping bluff

Vegatation: Grasses; forbs; ornamentsls

Soil Type: Cropley clay

Sofl Characteristics: Ve:;t pogﬂy druined;: moderate erodibility; high shrink-swell
potentia

Geologic Kazavds: Low z}a?dsnde potential; low to moderate liquefaction

] tentia
Fire Hazavd: rate
Existing Use: One single family residence

Surrounding Uses: Single-family residences; Pacific Ocean

Mdmmk {nformation pertaining to this environmental determination may be obtained
by comntacting the Eavircwmeatal Coordinator’s Office, County Government Center Ra.
370, San Luis Obispo, CA 93808, (805) S549-5011.

STATENCNT OF FINDINGS

The Environmental Coardinator, after completion of the fnitial study, finds that
there s no substant{al avidence that the project may have a significant effect on
the environsant, and the prepsration of an Envivonmental Impact Report is mot
necsssary. Therefore, a ative Declaratiomn ({pursuant to 1ic Resources Code

Sections 21108, 2111 & 21167) 1s propused.

199D, the San Luts Obispo County Soard——ef
$tuff, having considerad the Environmental
¢ this project.

‘A copy of the Negative Declaration is availible for review from the San Luis Obispo
County Clerk, Rooa: 385, County Government Center, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408.

FILED
JAN 28 W0

FAACIS M. COONEY, COUNTY CLEMK.
S VIOFI M, SHELESY
SUNEY R
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SAN LUIS 0BISPO COUNTY
INITIAL STUDY SUMMARY - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

cnvironmental Analysis

The County's environmental review process incorporates all of the requirements
for completing the Initial Study .as required oy the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines. The Initial Study includes
staff's ca-site inspection of the oroject site and surroundings and a detailed
review of the information in the file for the project. In addition, available
background information is reviewed for eachn project. Relevant- information
regarding soil types and cnaracteristics, geclogic information, significant
vegetatica and/or wildlife resources, water availability, wastewater disposal
services, existing land uses and surrounding land use cat gories and other
information relevant to the environmental review process dre evaluated for
each project. The Office of Environmental Coordinator uses the checklist to
sutmarize tne results of the researca accomplished during tne initial
environmental review of tne project.  Persons, agencies or organizations
interested in ootaining more information regarding the environmental review
process for a project should contact the San Luis Obispo county Jffice of
nvirenmental Coordinator in &m. 370, County 3overnment Center, San vLuis
Joispo, CA or call (305) 549-5011.

initial Study Reference and Agenc tontacts: The following reference
materials are usad 1in the environmental review for 2ach project and are hereby
al Study.

incorperated by reference into the Initi

-
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=
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In addsi

Project File for the Sudject Application
County General Plan (including all maps & elements)
county Land Jse Grdinance

Area of Critical Concerns dap

rire dazard Severity iap

dare and cndangered Species Hap

Areas of Special diological Importance Map

county Seismic Safety Element

Archaeclogical Resources Map

U.5. %911 {onservation Service Soil Survey for San Luis Udispo Jounty
rlood Hazard laps

Qtner special studies, reports and previocusiy prepared cIas

35 appropriate.
Airport cLand Use P?lans

tion to the adove, the County Planning Department and/or the Office of

cnvironmental Coordinator contacted responsible and trustee agencies for their

corments on the proposed project. With respect to the subject application,
the follswing agencies have pden contacted,

-~ county Engineering Jepartaent
<_ County Planning Jepartment
County Jept. Gf Environmental dealtn

CA Coastal Commission
¢A Jdept. of rForestry
County Airport Hanager
Agricultural Commissioner's Office
Air Pollution Control Jistrict
Regional Jater Quality Control Board
c3lifornia Dest. of Transportation

e m————
[y
————
a——

Airport Land Yse commission

State Jepartment of Fish and Game o

Other L1
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Checklist Jdentification of Mitigations for Potential Impacts:

The ¢hecklist provides the identification and summary of the preject’s
potential environmental impacts. Where potential impacts require mitigation,
the following 1ist of mitigations explains how the identified potential
environmental impacts can and will be avoided or substantially lessened.

A. The project has been changed to avoid or sub<tantially lessen environ-
mental impacts. Where changes require explanation, the change(s) will be
discussed in the Special Environmental Considerations -section or attached
material following the checklist.

B. The project is subject o standards and requirements of the Land Uce
Element/Land Use Ordinance and/or other County ordinances that include
provisions to avoid or substantially lessen environmental impacts. These
provisions are requirements that must be incorporated into the project.

C. The project is subject to state and/or federal regulations, laws and/or
requirements that include provisions to avoid or substantially lessen
environmental impacts. The project must incorporate the above provisicns
in order to be in compliance with Federal and/or State law.

D. A special mitigation. plan to avoid or lessen environmental impacts has
been agreed to by the applicant. This will bé noted on the checkiist and,
if necessary, discussed in an attachment to the check¥ist.

SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY
INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

Zroject Title & No. Called, "Anor Vse Bowedk, Epeq-ace
(D£¥h295>\Fﬁ

I.  BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES

A. Wildlife

B. Vegetation

C. Habitat Area

D. Rare and/or Endangereéd Species

E. Unique or Fragile Biotic Community
G.

H.

I.

Area of Critical Concern

State Area of Special Biological Importance
Riparian/Hetland Area

Other:

e Potential Significant lmpact

TN T N iy, s g, P, i,
— e v e IPPICL Can and WINY De Hitigated

:::33:33:’;”“9"’”““‘ Impact
:SS:ZEZZ:MI Applicable

Mitigation: A B C o
See attached exhibit (
See Specidl Environmental Considerations {
See Document in file (

Nt Nt St




II. DRAINAGE, ERQSION ANg S EDIMENTATION

A. Increased Storm Water Runofft
*8. Erodible S0} s/Erosion.
C. Poorly Drained Sgils
D. Sedimentation
E. Contributes to Existing Orainage Problem
#F. Alters Existing Drainage Course or Waterway
G. Other:

Mitigation: A B« ¢c__ p__
*See attached exhibit(s) ‘
*See Special Environmental Considerations
See Document in file .

——— —— Potential Significant impact
— . IPACE Can and Wil De Mitigate

v‘;&&&é\\ Insignificant Impact

AAAAAAA
AA\A“\AA’\
P s o, e g iy
AAA”Q’NAA .

Not Applicable
vvvvvv\-‘

IIT. GEOLOGICAL HAZARNS/SITE ALTERATION

‘A.  Llandslide Hazard
8. Seismic Hazard
C. Topographic Alteration: Grading for Buildings __,
. Driveways __ . Roads ——» Other ___
D. Soil Expansion
E. Steep Slopes
*F. Other: Sorehe.  Alieordroum

Mitigation: A B c 0
¥See attached exhibit(s)
*¥See Special Eavironmental Considerations

See Document in file .

WATER RESQURCES

A. Groundwater Quantity

B. Groundwater Quality

C. Surface Water Quantity

D. Surface Water Quality

E. Stream Flow Change

F. Change te Estuarine Environment
G. Other:

Mitigation: A B C .
See attached exhibit(s)
See Special Environmental Considerations
See Document in file . .
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‘POLLUTION

Hazardous Materizis

Groundwater Pollution

Surface Vater Follution
Increase in‘Existing Noise Levels
Exposure of Peoplc to Severe Noise Levels
Sudstantial Air Emissions
Deterioration of Ambient Air Quality
Creation of Objectionable Odors

Other:

Mitigation: A . B C D
See sttached exhibit(s)
See Special Environmental Considerations
See Document in file

JRAFFIC

Increase in Vehicle Trips

Reduced Leveis of Service on Existing Public Roadways
Limited or Unsafe Access

Creates Unsafe Conditions on Public Roadways

Areawide Traffic Circulation

Internal Traffic Circulation

Other:

Mitigatien: A 8
See attached exhibit(
See Special Eavironmenta) Consideraticns
See Document in file

- 2UBLIC SERVICES

Fire Protection Services
Police Services

Schools

Community Wastewater
Communiity Water Supply
Solid Waste Dispesal
Onsite Wastewater
Onsite Water

Lener:

C
3)

Viitigation: A B C D
See attached exhibit(s)
See Special Environmenta) Considerations
See' Document in file

- 3.

AAAAA\ ﬂNAA’\

s Potential Signifizant Ispact

~.
PN ST R £ e o, gy g, g
vvvv\.‘vv»‘ Nt
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nsignificant Impact

—_—
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\

PN o s e e e
S e e e e o e e [WDACE Can and Kill be Miti
o~
——3

AAAA’\

ZLIIIET

EN TN s e, S i o,

CINCTN SN TN e e sy oy o,




Potential Significant Impact
Impact Can and Will be nitigated

Mot Applicable

VIIT.AESTHETIC/CULTURAL RESOURCES

A. Visual Impact from Public Roadway
B. Increased Light or Glare

C. Alters Impcrtant Scenic Vista

D. Archaeological Resocurces

E. Ristoric Resources

F. Other:

AN Insignificant Impact

o~ o
et e S S S N
N -~ N P~
T S s S Ve S
P~ e~ o P
AR

P~~~ P P
Nt St Nt sl st Sogr?

Mitigation: A g c D
See attached exhibit(s)
See Special Environmental Considerations
See Document in file S

HOUSING AND ENERGY

A. Creates Substantial Demand for Housing

B. Uses Substantial Amount of Fuei or Energy

¢. Encourages Growth Beyond Rescurce Capacities
L. Other:

—eo—

Mitigation: A B ¢ D
See attached exhibit(s)
See Special Environmental Considerations

See Document in file

AGRICULTYURAL /MINERAL RESOURCES

.. Eliminates Valuable Mineral Resources

8. Prime Agricultural Soils

f.. Conflictc with Existing Agricultural Area
D. Change from Agriculture to Other Uses

E. Other:

Mitigation: A B __ o D
T See attached exhibtit(s)
See Special Environmental Considerations
See Document ir file

CALENDPR 7AGE OO
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Potential Significant Impact
fmpact Can ond WEl) be Mitigated

Not Applicable

XX. GROWTH INDUCING/CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

A. -Growth Inducing Effects
B. Precedent for Change in Area Land Use
C. Cumulative Effects:

— Wi sy Insignificant tmpact

—~ ST P S S R T e e P
N Nt s e i M P Nen? o St
o~~~ P P N P P P P
~— Nt St & S Sk, N e Nt "as? S
o~ S N N o P S N P P
~—~ Iy ST, S PTG (P P Gy, Gy P
— Nt Saae? St St st S S o N

D. Other:

Mitigation: A B C 0
See attached exhibit(s)
See Special Environmental Considerations

See Document in file
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SPECTAL ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR
CALLETTI MINOR yec PERMIT
=pga-402 (D8JS0O001P)

the applicant is reguesting to construct 2 rip-rap ceawall
and cencrete retaining wall that wili result in the
di§turb3nce on an approximats2 1+ 200 square foct area on a
square iot. The subiéct property is within the
H E ;  land usSe cat2gory and is located

-n the community af Cayucos

~onstructed
v residence iocated on
proposed. csawall :is approxima
iower © feet will e below sand
width, ané is in twe segments
22 feet in length respectively. The
ne tied into 27 oxisting seawall on
angd o2xcends couthward tc 2
The southern csegment extends
TWO rocky CUILCrops. The wa2lls ars lccated
app:oximately ag - 40 £f=2et jandward cf the mean high tid2
line (MMTL!. rhe existing recidence :€ located 35 fect east
cf c—he bBluff edge.
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cant is also preopesing a
proposed seawall
a2ven with 7
an add*fﬁo 2l , bluff may ernode &s the
-uff eatabl-shes FB sal- : natural ancle. Th2

retainin wall would stop and preserve the yard
area of the subject property.

The geologist that t! tent-.al fcr soms beach
erasion may waves ing <the ss2awall ave
reflected back opeﬂded sand materaials
with :t, : e o downward may result in
in a: 2f the w2l)!. The end resuit o this
would b teepening of the beach prof:iie apd

cE fshor sand bars during the winter storm
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S

Tene December 6, 1589

DEVELOPER'S STATEMEDNINOR: QALBIMEEMINOR USE PERMIT
ED89-402 (DGSOOOIPF

. B30 JAR 30 PM I 15 i .
The applicant agrees to incorporate the following measures into the
project.. These measures become a part of the pr-ject description and
therefore become a part of the record of action upon which the
environmental determination is based. The applicant undefstaad§ that
any other changes wade to the project may require a new environmental
determinatioa for tne project.

L)

Geology

The applicant has read the geologic report prepared by Dr. David
Chipping and agrees to incorporate into the project all of the
recommendacions made by the geologist for rip-rap walls.

s oIy .
Cé%u, ( S ettt

Signature of Owner(sj




GEQLOGICAL CONDITIQNS RELATING TO_COASTAL E

ROSION PROBLEMS
650 PACIFIC AVENUE CAYUCOS, CAL IFORNIA
LOT 4.

BLOCK 11, PASO ROBLES BEACH TRACT 1

CRIPPING GEOLOGICAL SERVICES
P.0. BOX 8686
Los Osos, ca 83412
(E05) 528-0362

Or. David H. Chipping
Cal.Reg.Geol.3632

JULY 21, 1988




GEOLQGICAL CONDITIONS RELATING TO COASTAL EROSION PRO

650 PACIFIC AVENUE CAYUCOS, CALIFORNIA

LOT 4. BLOCK 11. PASO ROBLES BEACH .TRACT i

SITE VISIT

The site wes first visited on August 30, 1984. Weether conditions
were good, the site was dry, with the last significant rains 6
months previous to the visit. During that time =a thorough study was
made of the bluff on both the site and the surrounding properties,
and a report was submitted to the owner. A second visit was made on
July 20, 1988, under <cimilar conditions. The changes on the site
during the four years between visits was noted during the second
visait.

SITE DESCRIPTION

The site is <cet at the <ceaward margin of the Fleistocene marine
terrace at Cayucos. The surface of the lot is flat, with a slight
seaward cslope. There sre no well defined drainage channels ar
swales. crossing the lot. The lot is about 35 feet wide, with =
house =set approximately 35 feet from the top of the tivrff. The o

house occupies most of the width of the lot.

The top of the bluff is almost vertical, except at rhe south end of
the lot, whera there is a more gentle slope toward a rocky spur of
bedrock. The spur extends outward sbout forty feet from the €eneral
line of the bluff. The seaward end of the spur is w:der and higher
than the landwgrd end. In most locations the bluff 1s toc steep to
safely climb t5 the beach. There.is a small cove. or reentrant, on
the north side of the spur, with a smaller headland on ite north
side, and a deeper cove on the north side of the smaller headland.

The aversge gradient be*1een the top of the bluff and. the base is
about 55-60 degrees along <the north helf of the lot, and shows a
sligh* increase from that measured in 1984.

GEQLOGY

The geology consists of about 12 feet of Franciscan gra2enstone arnd
sandstone melange ‘materials, overlain by 1 foot ot shpell-bearing
marine terrace deposits, 3-4 feet of grey and brown reworked dune
and beach sands, and 5-§ feet of colluvium. .

The Franciscan Formation greenstone occurs cn the western end of the
small spur or headland on the south property line, and on both sides
of the small reentrant on the north property line. The greenctone
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masses are separated by sheared sandstone, which forms the blufs
bedrock in the central part of the property, and the inner portion
of the small headlend. The =two rock masses are parts of the
melange, and are highly sheared. Shear planes extend in numerous
directions, but <there is a dominant set that dips steeply northward
and has a 'strike normal to that of the bluff. Thic set appears to
control the local erosion rates.

The overlying deposits are all very soft, but coherent and not prone
to rotational failure. The materials are prone to vertical
spalling, especially when saturated, and are also susceptible to
wave-wash erosiocn.

HYDROLOGY

The surface runoff from the terrace does not appear to be conducted
to the beach across the lot, and is not a significent factor in the
erosion of the bluff. Some subsurface drains may exist, but could
not be found at the time of site visits.

There is no evidence of significant groundwater discharge at the
site, probably because it lies en the side of an anicient swale on
the bedrock surface. The swale conducts the groundwater ascross lots
to theé north of this property.

PAST _EROSION HISTORY
COMMENTS MADE IN 1984 REPORT

Study of air photos and discuscion with the occupant of the
residence, indigate that the bulk of the bluff erosion has taken
place since the great storms of 1982-3, and that erosion prior to
that time was not exceptionally fast (2-3 inches/year). It appears
that significant amounts of bedrock were removed from the base of
the bluff, especially the greenstcne at the north end. At the same
time, extremely high waves removed large amountz of terrace
material, especially on the north side of the small spur, and along
the northern property line. These two areas ware subjected to wave
focussépg and to wave reflection, both of which contributed to a
very high erosion rate during the large storms. Erosion has
continued, as the terrace materials are still stabilising toward a
new bedrock bluffline. Much of the present bluff retreat is due to
earlier undercutting of the top of the bluff, which remained in
place under the influence of a binding ground cocver of vegetation.
In several places, about three more feet of bluff top recession may
be expected from existing undercutting. It is estimated that at
least 12 faet of bluff top retreat hac teken plece on the northern
property line since <the 1982-3 storms. The entire bluff has
retreated about 4-5 feet, at the very least, since the 1982-3
season.
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CHANGES BETWEEN 1984-198a

lines were run along the seme lines in both surveys, and show
en very little recession of the top of the biluff,

average 55 degree slope that existed at the north end of the

site has been slightly steepened, and the amount of vertical gy

overhanging bluff top has increased. This indicates that the blufs

has been eroded slightly from the base, and has become steeper at

the north end of the lot. The upper part of the bluff has therefore

become more unstsble, and a 3-4 ft. recession of the top of the

blufY can be expected within a decade along the north half of the

loc. The bluff has become slightly more unstable, although the

large recessions Predicted in 1984 bave not yet taken place. It is

alse noted that some of the riprap along the southern edge of the

wall on <the ad jacent Property tc the north that was present in 1984
had disappeared in 1988.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR COASTAL PROTECTION

If the extre there
would be little immediate : i i However, the
bedrock £ : by very large
waves. : isti and the bluff
could i j vere storm seasons, and
in this Some coastal defense be

constructed.

I recommend that the defense be placed at the rear of the small
cove, or reentrant, along the northern property line, and at the
rear orf <the small cove just north of the small headlsnd These are
the reas that suffered the worst erosion in the past, partly dve tg
wave reflection and focussing.

The defense should either be riprap, Placed at the rear of each cove
and placed directly on bedrock, or should be =a concrete bloclk
seawall. should be constructed on firm bedrock, and
should eral feet from the present irregular bluff face,
and : | rear of each small . No defense is needed on
front of the headland, or the region between the two
coves. If a seawall isvconstructed. it should be constructed
¢ross drains, and should be backfilled with concrete. If a
seawall is designed to stand at the very back of the cove, tight
against the blufy, then it should be designed with wave reflection
structures to divert washup from the overlying, easily eroded,
terrace materials.

If riprap is placed s of the bluff, there will be a
cootinued recession of ) bluff over a Space of decades,
the rate determined by the amount of rein, SPra2y, foot traffiec etec.

It"will ‘probably revert to a slope close to 1:1i, which will in no
way Jeopardize the safety of the house, but could Produce an
ultimate recession of the bluff top by about 10 ft. This recession
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could be mitigated by the constructior. of bluff-edge retention
structures.

.
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ADDITIONAL_INFORMATION
MINOR USE PERMIT ED89-402 (D890GO1P)
LOT 4. BLOCK 11, PASO ROBLES BEACH #1
CAYUCOS, CALIFORNIA

CHIPPING GEOLOGICAL SERVICES
P.0. BOX 6688
Los Osos, CA 93412
{805) 528-0362

Lot i e fpr—
. David H Chipping

Cal.Reg.Geol. 3632

SEPTEMBER &, 1uag
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@ nRITIONAL INFORMATION
MINOR USE PERMIT ED89-402 -tDBY0QOIP)
LOT 4, BLOCK 11, PASO ROBLES BEACH #1

CAYUCOS.. CALIFORNIA

ZNTRODUCTION

This report is in résponse to questions raised in a letter from John
McKenzie to Gteve Sylvester (8.16.89} and a letter to Ted Bench from
James Johnson (8.14.89). Each question will be answered under
separate heading.

1) Specific discussion of how the redirected water energy/flows from
the proposed seawall will have a minimal erosion impact on the
ad jacent Property to the north {McKenzie),

Two secticns of ceawall are proposed for this project. One will
border the adjacent seawall to the north, and will trend in a
€enerally southerly direction, terminating in a rocky spur just
northh of the parcel’s long axis center line. The second segment
will have a similar orientation, filling the rear of the embayment
betweenn the aforementioned Spur and the rocky headland st the
southern property line.

Waves can sapproach these walls only frc the southwest guadrant.
Only in the center of the quadrant, with waves coming from the south
#2st, would wave energy Le a significant impact on the noifthern wall
zegment, Waves ceming from both southwest and west could impac:t on
the southern wall segment. Allowing that wave reflection would bhe
dominantly controlled by Snell'’'s Law, dominant wave reflactions
wauld be to the west and south west, and normal to the wall. Thus
direct wave reflection would not be toward the property on the
north. However a more scutherly storn would produce lesser direct
wave impact, but some reflection toward the wall on the property to

However this reflection exists in the natural state, and

ravate the effect.

preduce a less coherent wave reflection than a
and will tharzfore producs a greater reflective
nn than the natural rock face.

there i@ svidence of some erosion at the southern end &f the

the ad joining Rproperty The end of the wall has been
exposed by erosion flanking the wall and cutting between the wall
and a fairly erosion resistant serpentine block. The proposed
Calletti wall is extended across the end of the block wall cn the
ad joining property, in order to protect that portion of the wall
from further erosion

»
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2y Whet is the historic bluff retreat rate (yearly average over the ‘

last 50-75 years}? (cKenzie)

Unfortunataiy for erosion measurement, the original tract maps give
iot doptn Lo mean high tide, which is a somewhat ephemeral marker.
The original <Tcact maps, as filed wath tihe County. show the lot
depth tTo be 130 feet on the north side. and 140 feet on the south
side. The lot 1is shown O be generally ~ectangular, with she
seawsard property line drawn straight and semi- paralle% to Pacific.

Thare 1s RO indication of the natural coastal configuration, and no
front—to—bluff messurements were recorded .

Past erosion rates ‘between 9-9-56 and 8-6-70 were examined by
flicker comparison of magnified aerial photograpbs AXH-8R-58 (1956)
and 05-SLO-41 (1970}. The erosion for this section of bluff during
+his time periocd was : igi elthough descrimination
1pvels are very poor due to the grea i f (10,000
feet or soO). ™e rock spur and cover on zhe north side appear to

ha * 8 very similar configuration to that of today, ip both cases.

The previous geologic reportc {Chipping Geclogical Services. July 21,
1988) noted chat erosion prior tO the 1982/3 stosm season Wwas
probably ©2.3 inches/ ¥r. This was supported by observation of the
state of weathering in the bluff face, and is presently supported by
existing conditions (August-September. 1989). Hawever the great
waves of 1982/3 resulted in high splash-up and €rosion of the
rerrace deposits, and very high impact energies on the bedrock. and
resulted in 2 biluff retreat of 4-5 feet over a cpece of zeveral
seasons. It is estimsted that at least 12 feet of retreat has taken
place in the terrace deposits along the northern property line csince
the 1982/3 season, mainly due to restablishment of a normal bluff
cjope fellowing bluff undercutting during those storms

The long term erocsion rate, ga.ven an acsumption of 2 single storm of
198273 intensity during the period, would be a maximum of 20 fest
over a period of 50 to 75 yeanrs.

Projection of this erosicn rate into the future nust be made with
extreme caution. due to possible sez level rise and storm track
changes that will probably be induced by global climatic warming.
it is likely to produce more seasons like that of 1982/1983.

3) Is the residence in dangevr from =rosian? (Johnzon?

The about 25-30 feet. between the bluff and the house could easily be
remo?ed by <=rosion during the next 50 years. given the estimated
erosion rates (see above).

4y What is the angle of repose of the bluff? i Johncon)

The bluff is close to vertical near the Top. in & ares of rapidly

eroding”\nerrace deposits. Nearby terracs2 deposits have been reduced
+to a Lo and 2:1 slope. although this may tave beer: due to foot

BN

.




traffic or groundweter ssturation raither than to wave erosion. If
the terrace deposits at this location wa2re to establish at a 2:1
siope, the house would not be endangered at thic time. although the
biuff top would retreat over 20 feet. However the house would not
survive 50 years of cossStal erosion.

5} How nucfh of the bluff top will erode away at 2-3 locations®?

A full 25-30 feet of erosion may be expécted above the proposed
northern wall. Very little erosion might be expected immediately
inchore of the rocky peninsular at the south property line, but a
short distance to the north, above the proposed southern wall
segment, a somewhat smaller 15 feet of erocidn could be possible.
Th?§e retreats are based on a 75 yvear project life, without ses
wails,

6) LCP poliecy? (Johnson)

These are gquestions dependent upon final wall design. However o rip
rap wall is unlikely to cause any hazard, and will remove a possible
hazard induced by failure of the Bluff. The project will not

affect access to thg shoreline, or block or alter travel along the
sheocre.
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REFNES NORTH COAST ENGINEERING, INC.
IO

Civil Engineering » Land Surveying « Project Development

August 10, 1989

San Luis Obispo County
Planning Department

County Government Center
San Luis Obispe, CA 93408

Attn: Mr. Ted' Bench

Subject: Calletti™Sea Wall-D890001p

Dear Ted:

Pursuarnt to our conversation of August 8, 1989, I have the fol-
lowing additional information ¥egarding the effect of the pro-
posed bluff protection structures on the sand production of the
bluff area.

In my opinion, the bluff top ereosion is producing a substantial
degree of sedimentaticn that is detrimental to the beach. The

majority of erosion is occurring in the upper layer of the soiis,
which are comprised mostly of clays and silts and are not signif- ‘
icant contributors to the beach sands. The construction of the
proposed retaining walls: and rip rap armament will have no sig-
nificant effect on sana Production for this area.

Please call if the i 1l questions rzgarding this
infogmation. nderstand that with this inférmation,

Thank vou for your Cooperation in this matter.

Respectfully,.

Steven Syivester, P.E.
President

SJs/31

CC: Mr. Bob Calletti

:llr\ ] .
8813853.1tr $i 11 jagg:
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EXHIBIT "D"

N

PLANNING COMMISSION
COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISE, , STATE OF CALIFORNIA

September 27, 1990

Commigsioners Don Keefer, Tom Maxwell, David Oskley, P=%ian
Romano, Chuirmar Henry Wachtwmana

Comuissioner Ken Schwarte
RESCLUTION H0. 9080
RISCLUTION RELATIVE TG THR GRANTING
OF A MINOR USE PERMIT/COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

WHEREAS, Ybe County Plasning Commizsion of the County of San luis
Obispc, State of Caififorula, d&id, on the 27th day of September, 1990,
grant a Minor Uge Pem:‘/(:oa‘stal Development Permit (hereafrer “Peznit”)
to BOB CALLETITI/SYLVESTER to allow construction of a mew sca '‘wall in be
Residential Single Fanily Land Use Category. The propezty is located in
the coastal zone of the county at 650 Facific Avenue, Cayucos, 1in the
Estero Plananing Ares., County File Nuaber: D89G001 P,

WHEREAS, 1lke Pianning Comsission, after ccusidering the fzcts
Telating ¢t  said appiication, approves this Permit subject to the
#indings 1iated in Pxhibit A.

WHEREAS, The Planning Coumission, after considering the Yects
relating te said application, approves this Permit ‘subject to ths

TConditions listed in Exhibic B.
S
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ia a regular mecting
aseembled on tha 27th day of September, 1930, does herebdy graat the
aforesaid Permit Wo. D890001P, '

hag not been esteblished or
he egtablighpent of the use
Y-four (24) months frog
period Y be designared
8 of spproval of thig Fermit, thig a8pproval shail expire
and beccmr vpid unless an extension of time haz been granted purguant to
the provisions of Section 23.02.050 of the County Uge Ordinance.

by this Permi:z approval, once cstablighed, is or

> abandoned, continued, or has ceased for a period of

hs (6) ox conditioas have ng: been complied with, such Permit
approval shkell becoms void.

On motion of Counni gstoper Maxwell » B8econded by

Commigricner ‘ » and on the following roll call wvote,

to-wig:

Commissloners ¥azwrll, Oakley, Kaefer, Romano, Cheirman
Vachimann.

Noze
AESENY: Commisgtoner Schwarte

the foregoing reseiution iz herety adopted.

/s/ Hemjy Wachtmann }
Chafrman of the Plannfag Cosaission

ATTEST:

< - y R.« I&!zls
Secrezary, Flming woar:ixsicn

TU3
[]
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FINDINGS

A.

The proposed pProject or use ig congistent with the San Luig t'ibiupg
County General Plan becouse the shoreline Structures are alicwnd
within the Residential Single Paatly category.

&g conditioned, the profrosed project or use satisfies aljy applicabie
Provisions of Titie 23 of the County Code.

The estahliskmant apd Subseguent or conduct of the ugs w13
not, becsuze of £ circumstances and conditions applied o the
rartieular case, b: deitinentgl to the safety or welfare of
t 3 o ug in the neighborhood
o the wuge, or de fnjurious to propexty  or
impreTeaents in the : _ sez wall will be
o astmdzed g coapligns ¥ &approved engineered drawings,
end 412 work dene o0 the publis beach will bé done pirsuant to the
necessary stete and local apProveia,

The propogad pProject .o pge will not gepe

tyond the pare capacity of a21i roads access to the
Profeer, aitaer existing or to be improved with the Project becauge
thi- | rjeet will pot increase the residential uge or density of ths

Special ¥y 82  Sea wall

G.

The gea well design and development vill incorporate adequate
Reasures to  {nsure its  structural stability becauge the
Trecommendations the project’s g8eology repor: by Chipping
Geclogical Services (report dated July 21, 1988 by David Chipping,
Calif. Reg. Geologist No. 3532) are required to be incorporated in
the project's grading and drainege plans.




H.

The ses wrll wouild have little or no adverse impscts on the local
shoreline gand supply as indicated in the August 10, 1989 letter by
Steven Sylvester (P.E. and R.C.E. No. 29743).

The sea wall would not preclude verticsl public access to and along
the coast becususe there exigts a public &ccessway that s consistent
with the provisions of Section 23.04.420 (Comstal Access Required).

The aes wall would be visually compatible with aatural features
gravite boulders and material similar ir color
and dppearance to the coastal bluff.

The, sea wall would =inimize earosion impacts on adjacent properties
that might be caused by the structure because the rock rip-rap will
abut and interface oan to the adiscent aca wall to the north.

The gea wall would not adversely impact fish and wildlife because it
would not extend onto the beack or fnto amy known wildiife

Non-structural methods of Protection (artificial sand nourighment or
replaceaent) are iwmpractical or infeasible for this project because
the proposed sea wall is o smil, efficient stop-gep device.

Jun !
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CONDITIORS OF APPROVAL
Apptovod Use

1. This approval authorizes installation of two rock rip rap gea wails
and 2 wooden bluff top retaining wall, plus drainage devices.

Gradivy asd Dmigge Flans

2. Prior to iszuance of approval

frcm tbe Plannt g he sez wall. The

commendstions in the July 23, 1988

geology report for 650 Pacific Aveaue, Cayucos, prepared by Chipping

Geclogically Services (Dr. David Caipping, Calff. Reg. Geologist No.

3632) and ahgll comply with the approved site plan (by North Coast
Engineering Job No. 88-138 - without beach stairway).

Prior to tha issuance of grading permits, submit to and obtain
approval from the Planning Department of a drainage plac. The plan
-3ball incorporate the drainage devices shown in the approved site
plan prepared by North Coast Engineering (Job No. 88-1-1), The plan
shall &lgo keep ali yard drainage and roof runoff avay froa the bluff
edge Ly using drainage linee and eave gutlers. No rumoff shall be
allowed to flow over the top of the sea bluff.

[3

obtair Planning Department approval of buildiug plane for the two
vock rip rap s
‘bailding plans
described in Condition N

Prior to -the 1ssuance of ‘Guy gradiag or building permits, submit to
and

t Conditions

S. Tkere shell be né storage of wehicles, equipment or materisls of any
kind on the public beach oz in the pubiic right-of-way either during
ceastruction or after project completion.

/“

6. Prior to the igsuance of gradiang or builéing permics submit evidence
of approval from the California Department of Park and Recreation
district maintenance chief for the use of the public beach parking
lotizs at Old Creek as a staging area for comstruction equipment and
activities, if the 0id Creek parking lot will be used as the staging
area.
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