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(CALENDAR ITEM NO. 19 conT'D)

revetment extension fmust

seaward. of privately owne .

beach area owned by pepartment of Parks and
Recreation and adjacent beach area
presently under lease to pDepartment of
parks and Recreation from State Lands.

an agreement has ached between the
pepartment of reation. the
staff of the Sta sion, and
the Pelican point j committee whereby
pepartment of Parks and Recreation will
convey, by quitclaim deed, the beach area
under its jurisdiction r iped for the
protectiue revetment to e Lands
Commission, including 2 portion of land

i pepartment of Parks

? a742., State

) would accept the property
pursuant to PRC 6219 and control, by
issuance of @& protectiue structure permit
to the Homeowners pursuant to PRC 6321,

authorize the use of the State owned land.

In consideration of the permitted right to
install the protectiu&~reuetment, the
pelican Point pProject committee

by grant deed to the pepartment of parks
and Recreation, a parcel of priuaﬁe;y owned
upland oceanfront containing 0.404 acre
that will become an addition to khe
existing State—owned public beach.

That portion ired for the
revetment is i

Lands by the S
Recreation. i g the lease
to the Depar parks and Recreation

(PRC 4742) to reflect the reduction in
lease area.

In that the state is realizing a net gain
in property ownershig, combined with the
fFact that there will be nominal net loss in
usable beach area, staff is recommending.
thaE”é”reﬁteﬁrss,Qermit pe authorized to




(CALENDAR ITEM NO. 19 CONT'D)

the Applicant for the protecktive structure

permit. Filing fee and processing costs
r,ave been received.

The proposed pProtective 3tructure permit
requires the foplicant to Deliver a Grant
peed covering the, replacement beach
property, in addition to providing a policy
of title insurance acceptable to the
Department of Parks and Recreation, and
also pay all escrow and recording costs.

To facilitate early construction, staff is
requesting the Commission'sﬂappropal of
this transaction in advance of receipt of
executed documents, with the condition that
the protective structure permit 1is not
effective until the close of escrcu. staff
is working closely with the Department of
parks and Recreation, the pelican Point
Homeowners Committee, and the title
company, to insure that required clearances
and reccnveyances are processed in a timely
manner.

Aas to the Acceptance of the Quitclaim pDeed
from Department .of parks and Recreati
pursuant to the commission's delegation of
authority and the State CEQA Guidelines

1. . Code. 15061). the staff has

ined that this activity is exempt
from the requirements«of the CEQA because
the activity is not a “préject" as defined
by CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.

As to the amendment of lease PRC 4742,
pursuant to the ion of
authority : uidelines
staff ‘has

. y is exempt
from t irements of the CEQA because
the activit i a “"project" as defined
5y~CEQA~and te CEQA guidelines.

authority: pP.R.C. 21065 and 14 cal. Adm.
Code 15378.
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(CALENDAR _ITEM NO 19 contipy

as to the Protective Structure Péermit, an
E.I.R. was prepared and adopted for this
project by santa Cruz County. The State
Ltands Commission's staff has raviewed such
document and believes that +t complies with
the requirements of the CEQA.

Authority: P.R.C. 21065 and 14 Cal. Adm.
Code 15378.

13. This activity involves lands which have NOT
been identified as possessing significant
environmental values pursuant to
p.R.C. 6370, et seq. However, the
Commission has declared that all tide and
submerged lands are ngignificant" by nature
of their public ownership (as opposed to
“enuironmental significant"). Since such
declaration of significance is not based
upon the requirements and criteria of
P.R.C. 6370, et seq., use classifications
For such lands have not been designated.
Therefore, the finding of the praject's
consistency with the use classification as
required by 2 Cal. adm. Code 2954 is not
applicable.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:

california Coastal Commiision and County of
Santa Cruz.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
United States Corps of Engineers.

EXHIBITS: al. Land Description - Quitclaim Deed
a2. Protective Structure Permit.
A3. Land Description - amended Lease PRC 4742.
B. Location Map.
c. E.I.R. Summary.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. AS TO THE ACCEPTANCE COF THE QUITCLAIM DEED FROM THE

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION, FIND THAT THE ACTIVITY
IS EXEMPT FROM THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE CEQA PURSUANT TO

B el

DR




_!CRLENDQR TTEM NO. la CONT'D)

14 CAL. ATIM . CODE 15061 BECAUSE THE ACTIVITY IS NOT &
PROJECT AS DEFINED BY p.R.C. 21065 AND 14 CAL. ADM.
CODE 15378.

aS TO THE ISSUANCE OF A TEN-YEAR GENERAL PERMIT - \
PROTECTIVE STRUCTURE HE HC ERS ASSOCIATI FIND
THAT AN EIR WA ) I

THE COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ, AND TH COMMISSION HAS
REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION CONTAINED THER

FIND THE NO SIGNIFICQNT ENUIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WERE
TDENTIFIED IN THE EIR.

5 TO THE TSSUANCE OF A TEN-YEAR GENERAL PERMIT -
PROTECTIVE STRUCTURE, DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS

APPROVED, Witl NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICBNT EFFECT ON THE
ENUIRONMENT.

as TO THE AMENDMENT of LEASE pPRC 4742, FIND THAT THE
ACTIVITY TS EXEMPT FROM THE NTS OF THE CEQA
cO 1

PURSUANT TO 14 CAL. . BECAUSE THE ACTIVITY
TS NOT A PROJECT AS DEFINED BY P.R.C. aND 14 CAL.
aADM. CODE 15378.

AUTHORIZE QCCEPTQNQE AND RECORDING OF A QUITCLQIM DEED TO
THE STATE LANDS coMMISS oM DEPRRTMENT Of PARKS AND
RECREATION PURSUA puUB ‘ : oDE SECTION 6219,
COVERING LAND DLS v, AT ACHED, AND BY
REFERENCE MADE A

AUTHORYZE THE AM £ PRC 4742 TO ACCURATELY
ECT THE REDUC ER R LEASE, as DESCRIBED IN
up-3", ATTACHED, AND BY RSFERENCE MADE 8 PART

AUTHORIZE 1SSUANCE OF A TEN—YEQR GENERAL PERMIT — .
PROTECTIVE STRUCTURE use 10 PELICAN POINT PROJECT SOMMITTEE
RO DUNES, NNING APRIL 1, 1988, iNn C
yBLIC HEAL AFETY, WIT
T ET A MONETA
N T
ITY INSUR NCE FOR
00,000; R




WP A7A2
EXHIBIT "A-1" N

LAND DESCRIPTION

&

A parcel of 1and in santa cruz County. CalifprniaEBeigb a
portion of the lands con ' state of california bY

rded in Vvolume official Records at page 14%
records of said county. desc:ibed as, follows:

NG at the most westerly corner of Rlock 1 as shovin
upajaro bDunes. a condominium subdivisiodi ‘

, Cluster No. 1". recorded in Volume 50 of maps at

anta Cruz County Recordss thence the following eix

s 05058'00" E, 164.29 feet:
S 25058'00" g, 38.88 feet!
S 41056'10" E, 100.64 feet'

4. S 11010'47" E, A41.92 fcet;

5. g 25058'00" E, 28.57 feet;

6. s 55058'00" 78.40 feet tO the most
southerly corner of Block 2 of said recorded map: thence
along the westerly boundary»of said Blocks 1 and 2.

N 25058'00* W 427.02 feet to the point of beginning.

END OF DESCRIPTION'

PREPARED FEBRUARY 2. 1988 BY
£.G. Z1MMERMAN. SUPERVISOR.

BOUNDARY”INVESTIGATIQN UNIT #3.

0714b




EXHIBIT “A-27
LAND DESCRIPTION
(PROTECTIVE STRUCTURE PERMIT)

]
i

S 2see1anl
. /z‘omllriaa

1

PROPOSED.
AEVETHENT

¥-

I
L
LI
X

¥
3
)
>
>
;[._- ’

e e
IR T
. t % e . .
- L. %e vt .
O e—r— wrdons oA S gy ean mve Vewgr
M R L N . =
LY . .

. ————r . =
C ey mﬂ;.ﬂl} F - XA K4

7— PROPOSED ,m/qr.”
s i

i REVETHENT LTI \ Y
\. a4\ ' - PROPOSED

“_ g : ’ ;"'ﬂ. ’ /‘ N / ) . y
fdlu,&fo Dunes . AP LA | N gtairaray ‘ﬁEVCTME”T .

- wdp
T Sewth fevatment Socation of ] Type 2
sewtr line

tace of roe, | SUNSET - |
_ PAGIFIC . CBEAN




EXHIBIT "A~3"

T . LAND DESCRIPTION W 23850
. : WP 4742

Ll A parcel of salt marsh and tideland in Sections . 25 and 36,
S T12S, RLE, MDM, Monterey and Santa Cruz Countjes, State of
: California, as shown on the plat of said Township Survey
approved June 16, 1866, together with those portions of State
tide and submerged land in the Pajaro River situate in said:
Sections 25 and 36, more particularly described as £0110w8°

COMMENCING at & brass disc sat in condérete and desiqnated
as U.S.C.&G.S. triangulation station “Pajaro Mouth #3", said

station having goordinates X = 1,5616,603.30, Y = 131,499.74
{NAD 27), thence S 29035'48" E, 1990.92 fget to a monument
stamped ‘Mon #L as shown on the map filed for record March 6,
1970, in Vol. 9 of Surveys, page 8, in the Office of the
County Recorder of Monterey County, said point being at the
southwest corner of the land described in' the dceed to State
cof California recorded January 16, 1962 on Reel 10, Official
Records of said Monterey County at page 392, said point
being the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: thence from said point
of beglnnlnq S 43006'13" W, 577.28 feet, more or liess, to
the ordinary high water mark; thence northerly along said
ozdlnaty high water mark to the westerly prolongaticn of
the north liue of Section 36, T12S, R1lE, MDM: thence along
said westerly prolongation S 89015'52" E, 218.82 fecet,

mote or less, to the westerly boundary of the land
described in the deed recorded in Book 1235, Official
Records of Santa Cruz County 2t page 49: thence along said
westerly boundary S 25058'09% E, 212.19 feet to the :
southwest corner of the last above mentioned land; thence
continuing on the boundary of said land N 64001'50" E,
777.82 feet, more or less, to the centerline of WatsonvilZe
Slough; thence along said centerline S 44036'56"E, 104.5f
fecet, more or less, to the centerline of the Pajaro River:

thence along the centerline of Pajaro River
N 86052'40" E, 7.73 fecet to westerly boundary of Ranchy

Bolsa del Pajaro; thence along said boundary the following
two ~7ourses:

1. S 39042'36" E, 153.39% feet;
2. N 58035'41" B, 55.86 feet:

Y4

to the westerly prolongation of the north line of saijid
Section 36; thence along said testerly prolongation
S 89015'52" E, 596.76 feet to a standard Beaches and

' Parks brass cap ir 3/4 inch iron pipe stamped "L.S. 2781,
1969" mnzk1ng a point on the northerly boundary of the
parcel desczibed in Reel 10, Official Records of Monterey
‘ County at page 392, and as shown on the above mentioned
map; thence along the westerly line of the above last .

T e S W S

mentioned parcel the following four courses: .- ) 1c;4

N
-l Yo “e

CL L Tions |




b .
3. S 39050°'36" W, 508.09 fedt:
4. ) 25005‘36" W. 218.72 feat:
5. S 16036'36" W, 157.81 feet:
6. s 10000'36" W, 617.84 fee: to the point of
beginning. o

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion described in the deeod
recorded- , 1988, in Book , of Oofficial Records.

Iy

Page , Santa Cruz county Records. describéd as follows:

BEGINNING at the most westerly corner of Block 1 as shown
on the map of "Pajaro Duneg, & condominiunm subdivision.
Tract 503, Cluster No. 1". recorded in Volume 50 oi Maps at
page 1, Santa Cruz cCounty Records: thence the fzUlowing six
courses:?

1. s 05058'00" E, 164.29 feet;

2. g 25058'00" E, 38.88 feet;

3. S 41056'10* E. 100.64 feet:

4. S 11010'47" 41.92 feet;
5, S 25058‘00“ 28.57 feet
6. s 55058'00" 78.40 feet tO the most
goutherly corner of Block 2 of gaid reccrded ®wap; thence

along the westerly boundary of sald plocks 1 and 2, N
25058°400" W, 427.02 feet toO the point of beginning.

gND OF DESCRIPTION

PﬁﬁPAREDuﬂARQH 18, 1988 BY BOUNDARY INVESTIGATION UNIT #3,
E I-G . ZImmRMAN » SUPERVlSOR . ‘

0753b




Y
) :‘(‘vhf}\.i;':b SN \(
), (OHSNEES

5 R

EXHIBIT "BY

W 23850




LR LA R

EXHIBIT _"C"

EIR
- SUMMARY

PROJECT DESCRIPTION < i

In order 1© protcet 8% existing condominium units from high surf and wave TUnup
dsmage, the Pelican Point Homeowners Associntion { Committee has proposed
the construction of an undulating rock revetment to replace an existing emergency
rip rap str n 1983. This project would require the emplacemcn’\ of
ar engince tely 540 fect in length. Tht proposed revetment
would extend an average 31 feet seaward of the pajaro Dunes south scawall under
constructipn directly te the north.” At its maximum seaward point, the revetment
would extend 56 feet seaward of the adjacent revetment.  The top of the proposed
revetment is sl an elevation of 21 feet above mean seg level (MSL).

PROJECT LOCATION

Pelicon Point occupies the southernmost portion of the Sénta Cru

5 County coastine-
The Pelican Point condominium development is situated on Monterey Bay-at the southern
end of the Pajaro Dunes South residential development. Th

: e proposed project is located
on the western and southern edges of the development, directly north of the Pajaro
River mouth pbetween Monterey Bay and watsonville Stough. ‘

ISSUES DEEMED POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT

The Initial Study determireé that an EIR was required for the proposcd‘ project. Six

jssues were identified as the focus of the EIR: 1) Geology and Coastal Processess _2\

Biotic Resources; (3) Noisz; (4} Visual impacts; (3) Traffics and (6) Consistency with
Applicable County Policies. One additional issue was identified by public agefnicies
resnonding 10 the Notice of Intent: (7) Effects of the project on neighboring State
Beaches (identified by the Cc i of Parks and Recreation). Summaries
of the impacts and recommended io asures for these issues follow. Note

that issue 1) Geology. anc Coastal Processes, has been separated into two issues in the
EIR. -

PROJECT IMPACTS
1 Effects on Coestsl Processes

Impacts ,
The effects of th project on storm wav
littoral drift and i jlle Slough
determined 10 )
insignificant ¢ iti

e runup, shéreljne, erosion,,
hydrologic processes were
e limited to only highly. localized;

Mitigation Measures

of the proposed project reflects state-of-the-art engineering 1
jon with minimum adverse enviconmental effects, and
n determined to se. very small, no mitigation

. )
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Effects of Coastal Processes on the Proposed Projeet
Impacts

As designed, the proposed project provides the existing condominium units with
adequate protection from storm wave impacts. Some settling of the seawall is

expected, and should liquefaction occur, substantial settling could ceeur., River
scour could also adversely effeet the toe of the riverwall

Mitigation Measures

Since the effects of settlmg and liquefaction cannot be eliminated, the most
effective mitigation measure is to plan for project maintenance and periodic
augmentation or reconstruction following storm damage or as otherwise necessary.
Provision of a buttress would minimize risks from river scour along that portion
of the project bordering on the Pajaro River.

Visual Resources
Impaects

During project construction, adverse effectson. the quality of some views from
Sunset State Beach would be substantial. Fonowing emplacement, ‘the project
would simply appear as an extension of the major revetment project directly to
the north and abutting the propased project. The 56 foot offset constitutes a

motest visual intrusion into views parallel to the beach, dut the level of impact
would be minor.

Coastal views from the ground floor of the condominium: units would be- wholly
preempted by the proposed project.

Mitization Meusures

The level of impact can be minimized through the use of roeck which is similar
in color and in value to the Pajaro Dunes Scuth revetment lodated directly to
the north, Low vegetation plantings on the inland face of the proposed project

would serve to improve ground level views of the project from within the Pealican
Point development.

Traffic and Circulation
_I_rp__gacts

During the 45-day construction period, increases in the 'level of traffic and
effects on vehicular and pedestrian circulation were determined to be very small.
Although hazards to pedestrians and bicyelists is increased through the use of

25-ton trucks for rack hauling, the level of hazard is relatively low, given the
modest number of persons involved,

Mitigation Measures

Traffic and circulation hazards will be reduced. through limiting cohstruction
activities (ineluding rock hauling) to daylight hours on weekdays. Coinpleting

conistruction prior to the peak tourist season will also ceduce Waflic and
circulation hazards.

2 M ewm e nee e ek %A




Noisc
lmpnets

The level and character of construction phase noise would be nominai compared
with ambient noise levels of the adj Since relatively small
numbers of cal residents and- visitors are’ be present during the

scheduled project construction, noise would constitute 8 very modest short-term
impact. :

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation messures identified above under Traffic and Circulation -also apply
to ‘this issue. .

_Biotic Resources

lmgacts

The effects of the proposed project on the Qora and fauna of the site wetre
determined to be largely limited to those oceurring during the 45-day construction

period. Mo important species would be adversely affected, and the levet of
impact on common species is very low.

Mitigalian jstensures

Construction should aveid the period between the enc-of February anc the end
of May to cnsure that the maling -cycles of migratory birds are not intefruptec.

A revegetation program is incorporated within the contract for the construction
of the proposed project.

Consistency with Local Plans and Policies
Impacts
No inconsistencies with local plans and policies were ideraified. The revetment

offset would adversely affect iateral publié sccess during some tidal and wave

conditions oceurring in'the winter months. During summer months, lateral public
access ‘would not be -affected.

ritigation Measures

Revetment stairs and provision of emergency public lateral access behind the

revetment will mitigate any modest adverse effects on laterar public access.

Effects on State Beach Recreation
Impacts

The adverse cumulative impacts identified in the preceding issues on recreation
resources of Sunset State Beach were determined , -modest due to the
relatively small number of effected users and

construction period. The proposed land lease/land exc

preemption of public beach -area necessary for project

- ~ 3
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gﬂitigation Measures, . ¢

pvious issues will serve 10

The mitigation mesures identified under the pf
mipimize impacts o State Beach recreation use.

GROWTH NDUCEMERT ' -
The probosed project does not constitute. 8 gro‘wth-indueing getion. No additional
residential development will result fro nce the profect is itselfl the
final component of & protective revetment along the entire f{rontage of the greater

pPajaro Dunes development, it coes mnot create the need for an additional revetment
contiguous to the project.

ALTERNATIVES

Consistent with the State Guidelines, 2 "no project” alternative was assessed. The
environmental assessment also considered & non-undulating —~~nt (DEIR project)
and three types of vertical wall slternatives in addition to the -. . . seet” -alternative:
Steel H Piles with Timber Lagging; & Steel Sheet Pile Seawall; and Concrete Seawalls.
‘Modification to the proposed structure and fion-structural ‘alternatives are also discussed,
although not in detail. Brief descriptions ‘of these alternatives follow. None of the

feasible alternatives would provide greater protection from ecoastal hazacd or produce
discernably lower 1evels of environmental impact.

1. No Project

The no: project alternative would consist of removing the current emergency i‘ipvrap,
thus leaving the condominium. units unprotected. : :

2. A Hotk Revetment parallel to the Pajaro Dunes Revetment directiy to the nocth.
This alternative was the project assessed in the “larch, 1987 DElR;

3. Steel H Piles with Timber Lagging. vVertical Seawall

This timber wall alternative would involve construction of a vertical timber-wall utilizing
steel H columns for vertical stability. ’

L]

4, Steel Sheet pile Vertical Seawall

This altémigtive would consist of vertical steel paneis driven into the beach th an
interlocking fashion.

N

S. Concrete Vertical Seawall

This alternative would involve construction of a vertical concrete wall. Three types
of concrete: walls. are identified: gravity walls; cantilever walls; and tie-back 'walls.

B Construct Protective Beach

This alternative would: involve importation of sand to focm & protective' beach.

7. Modification to Proposed: Structure

This alternative would involve changing ‘the stope of the proposed structurc.

. R .":\.
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CEQA REQUIRED CONSIDERATIONS

! This scctlion specifically addresses the substantive requiréments of (‘EQA. Since
! environmental impact assessment and mitigation mcasures ire discussed in detail in
Scction V, and alternatives to the proposed project are the subject of Section VI,
dxscussmns of these CEQA considerations are not repsated in this section. The page
where these discussions appeared in this EIR ere referenced ds an aid to the rmder.

THE SIGNFICIANT ENVIRONMENTAL EPFECTS OF THE PROFOSED PROJECT

s | MR B Issue 1: Effects on Coastal Processes

.No significant epvironmentsl impacts on coastal processes were Identified and no
mitigation measures are proposed. Discussion of the environinental effects of the

project is contained on pages 32-36.

Issue 2: Effects of Coastal Processes on the Proposed Project

No significant environmental impacts resulting from coastal processes acting on the
proposed project are likely to oceur. Discussion of the environmental effects of this
issue is contained on pages 38-45. The "no project" alternative would, however,
constitute a significant effect, since it exposes people and structures to major ‘hazards.

Mitigation measures designed to increase publie safety are discussed under the Public
Access portion of Issue 7: Consistency with Local Plans and Pglicies.

Issue 3

Construction of the proposed project would not result in a significant environmental "
impact. Discussion of the environmental effects of the project and mitigation measures -
recommended to reduce the level of impact is contained on pages 53-53.

Visual Resources

Traffic and

Issue 4: Circulation

No significant environmental impacts concerned with traffic and eirculation were
identified. Discussion of environmental effects and mitigation measures recommended

to reduce the level of impact is contained on page 58.

Issue 5: Noise

The noise impacts during the construction phase of the proposéd project do not constitute
a significant effect. Discussion of the environmentel effects and mitigation measures
recommended to reduced theé level of impact is contained:.on page 62.

Bictic Resources

Issue 6:

No edverse significant impacts on the site flora and fauna were identified.: Discussion
of environmental effects and mitigation measures reccmmended to zeduce the level of

impact is contained on ‘pages 66, 68, and §9.

issue 7

The preposed project is-consistent with all applicable local plans and policies as discussed
within tbe individual issues, except for effects on public access which is discussed on
pages 72-78. Mitigation measures to Increase the degree of public safety as reflected
in the Issue of public acecess are recommended and discussed on page 78.

Consisteney with Local Plans and Policies

»
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Issue 8: Effects on State Beach Recreation

The proposed land: lease/land exchange results in no net loss of pubiie %eéach, and the

project would not be constructed on land under the jurisdiction of the Department of
Parks and Recreation.

The cumulative effect of the proposed project on the contiguous State Beach does not
constitute a significant effect, although the construction phass would producé a short
term nuisance to beach visitofs. Impawts and mitigation ‘measures relevant tc this
issue are discussed under the previous seven issues identified above.

SIGNIPICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED I¥ THE
PROPOSAL IS IMPLEMENTED.

There are no significant environmental effects resulting f{rom implementation of the
propdsed project, hence this consideration is met.

MITIGATION MEASURES INCORPORATED TO MINIMIZE SIGNIFICANT EFPECTS

possible as noted earlier in this section. Since there are no significant effects, this
consideration is :met.

Mitigation measures have been recommended to reduce the level of impact whenever

ALTERNATIVES TO' THE PROQPOSED ACTION

Section VII contains descriptions and-assessments of alternatives to the proposed seawasll,
Six alternatives in additicn to the CEQA required "no project” alternative are discussed,

THE GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed project s#loes not constitute a growth-inducing action. No- additional
residential development would rosult from the project. Since the project is itself the
final component of a protective seawall along the entire frontage of the greater Pajaro

Dunes development, it does not .create the need 'for .additicnal revetments contiguous
to the project.

WATER QUALITY ASPECTS

0 adverse effects on water quality would occur as result of the construction of the
proposed praoject.
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