Attachment C

Notice of Appeal
(June 29, 2012)







ATTACHMENT C

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Monterey County Code
Title 19 (Subdivisions)
wo0) Title 20 (Zoning)
" Title 21 (Zoning)

No appeal will be accepted until a written decision is given. If you wish to file an ippeal, you must do

so on.or before __* (10 days after written notice of the decision hds been mailed fo the applicany).

Date of decision _*

®

a)
b)
S
d)

Please give the following information: , ‘ L
a) .Yo..ur Tiame- 5&&@? é TRiCIA S f”‘f#
B Addess. >4 SUS S SAW cutScity AW
c). Phone Number (:;5: f?) 7é Z —o0 2L/

Indicate your interest ini the decision by checking the.appropriate box:

] Applicant ’ - N
ﬁ_ Neighbor ﬁ/ & %'TH Dﬁd 2 (A—D:S—A'W) pwp c—:’ﬂ?"f’

0 Other (please state)

If you are not the applicant; please give ilie _';i'gpl"icaﬁt;’_s name:

MICH A & Clenye Moo 77—

Indicate the file number of the application that is the subject-of the appeal and the decision making
body. :

. File Number Type of Application Area N
Planning Commission: f'[ A{ | 1,3« & 3‘5&7 _ WWM’L CMMK Z—-f

Zoning Administrator:

Subdivision Cominittee:

Administrative Permit:




5. What is the nature of your appeal?

a) Are you appealing thé approval ,@o‘r the-denial O ofan application? (Chéck appropriate box)
b) If you are appealing one-or more conditions of ap‘provai, list the condition number and state the
condition(s) you are  appealing. wwch extra  sheets if  necessary).
S« db( ic/ .
6. Check the appropriate box(es) to indicate Which of the following reasons form the basis for your-appeal:
O Thete was a lack of fair or impartial hearing; or

@- The:findings or decision or conditions are not supported by the evidence; or

] The:decision-was contrary to law.

You must:next give a brief and specific-statement in support-of each of the bases for appeal that you have
checked above. The Board of Supervisors will nof accept an application for appeal that is stated in
generalities, legal or otherwisé. If you are appealing specific conditions, you must list the number of each
condition and the-basis for your appeal. (Attach extra sheets f necessary).

€O v (wED o 5*8{‘&%“”&“
fﬂW\ s,

7. As-part of the application approval or .denial process, findings were -made by the decision making body
(Plannmg Cominission, Zoning Administrator, Subdivision Comimitiee or Director of Planning and
Building Inspectlon) In order to file'a valid appeal, you must give specific reasons why you disagree with

S

the findings made. (Attach extra sheets if necessary).

1 &ALMLH%Q 9(0"“-0 f LA

8. You are“fequired to submit stamped addressed envelopes for use: m no'ufymg interested persons ‘that a
public hearing has been set for the appeal. The Resource Management Agency - Planning Department will
provide you with a mailing list. .

9. Your appeal is accepted when the Clerk to the Board’s Office accepts the appeal as complete-ori its face,

receives the filing fee $ essed envelopes.

and stamed add

APPELLANT SIGNATURE 1

pare b /27202

ACCEPTED e _ DATE

(jc,@kz{o the Board)
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EYE SURGICAL

AND MEDICAL ASSOCIATES INC.

June 29, 2012

To Whom It May Concern:

Design approval — Section 20.44.030 B.1.  pEPUTY

1. The submitted design drawings appearto be incomplete. The plans do not show the elevations-
front, side &rear as required. Please see our exhibit A. This will showan overall height of the
proposed 6 fopt fence to be in reality a 10 foot 6 inch from the street and 13 feet at rear of the
fence. One can easily see why we are appealing this fence-as ourfandscape would lose most of
its.sunlight. The landscaped part onthis terraced area has been present for more than.50
years. This would be unacceptable to anyone in our position. A.compromise between the
County, the Smiths, and Merritt’s should be sought since this affects two county homes owners
and is being built:on County land.

2. Section 20.44.030 B.3

The submitted design plan is incomplete. The location of current landscape and trees are not on
plan. This.is germane to this appeal. This terraced area has been landscaped for 50 plus years.
The location of the fence would disrupt this-landscape. The original fénce was aleng the same
line as the proposed fence BUT located approximately 6 feet-to the west. We have no problem
with this fence placed back to its original line. It should also be noted that the original fence was
wireand only 3 feet high. We also have no problem if the Merritt’s would like their fence higher
than the original aslong as it is placed on the original line (6 feet to the WEST of their current
proposal.). We would be happy to provide details of the erigihal location of the original fence.
We respectfully request that the fence, where eVer located, would at least match existing fence
i.e., grapes stake. The proposed fence is a continuation of an-existing fence but does net match.

3. item 6 on-appeal form—see above.

4. ltem 7 onappeal form

The plan states the Merritt’s are replacing a portion of fence. This’is deceiving asthey want to
create a new fence line 6 feet away from the fence they say they want to replace. This
statement-of replacing previous existing fence is totally misleading. What-the Merritt’s have
failed to disclose is that the previously existing fence was 3 feet ‘high and made of wire and
barely noticeable and located 6 feet to the WEST. The aforementioned ferice had been in
existence for more than 50 years. The Merritt's removed this fence. Now they want to replace
it 6 feet tothe EAST thru an established landscaped terrace. Their plan does not show where
the previous fence was located. We have no problem with them replacing the prior existing:
fence as longas it is on the same lines-as the-original.
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1 Finally, we are curious as to why the Merritt's are proposing a fence on county property when they can
follow their east ~west property line to their driveway gate. This gives them the security they seek and
would not encroach on county property or our landscaped garden. The fence as proposed would not
secure their property as designed. We would be happy to discuss this issue with who ever will listen. It
seems to us that wheneverthere is a proposal seeking structures on county property that consideration
is given to each property owner’s concern(s). Compromise is always the bést means of resolution when
a dispute occurs. Decisions made favoring one party over danother would not be fair. Another proposal
may be that we submit a fence plan of our own so that each party has some say as to where the fence is:
placed: And if compromises cannot be reached then nothing’should change. Please call Barry Smithat -
558-967-0711 to answer questions or interview.

Thank you for your consideration on this matter.,

Barry R. Snii

N
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