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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY  GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR 

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION  
CENTRAL COAST DISTRICT 
725 FRONT STREET, SUITE 300 
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060 
PHONE: (831) 427-4863 
FAX: (831) 427-4877 
WEB: WWW.COASTAL.CA.GOV   

 
          April 20, 2021 
 
John Dugan, RMA Deputy Director 
Monterey County Resource Management Agency 
1441 Schilling Place, South 2nd Floor 
Salinas, CA 93901 

Subject: Future Big Sur Coast Land Use Plan Amendments 

Dear Mr. Dugan: 

We appreciate you making the time for a zoom call to discuss the County’s plans to 
amend the Big Sur Land Use Plan (LUP). I want to take the opportunity to follow up on 
our March 3, 2021 conversation where we discussed the options regarding the content 
and process of the amendment. We acknowledged the fact that the LUP is 35 years old 
and contains information that is outdated, and in some cases, no longer relevant, but 
that it nevertheless continues to be effective in ensuring protection of Big Sur’s coastal 
resources while providing for appropriate public and private development. We further 
acknowledged that the day-to-day realities in Big Sur have changed significantly from 
three decades ago and that the LUP could benefit from some type of refinement. We’d 
like to reiterate, however, that we believe that is in the best interest of the County and 
the community to submit focused LUP amendments addressing a specific issue area 
versus a single wholesale update. A targeted approach would more quickly address 
urgent matters (e.g., fire safety/fuel management) rather than spending very limited 
Commission and County staffing resources on addressing other complicated coastal 
resource issues (e.g., coastal hazards, ESHA, public recreational access, and Highway 
1 issues). It is not that these issues could not benefit from some type of refinement, but 
rather it’s an acknowledgement that just one of these issues will demand significant and 
limited Commission and County staffing resources, let alone when packaged altogether 
in a singular update. And, as we’ve previously discussed and made very clear, we do 
not believe that the Big Sur LUP needs this type of comprehensive overhaul. 

For example, with regard to the fire issue, Commission staff has been collaborating with 
the California Board of Forestry, CalFire, and Department of Parks and Recreation, 
among others, to develop a list of standards and best management practices that 
potentially could form the basis for a programmatic approach to fire safety and fuel 
management in Big Sur and elsewhere on the Central Coast. Much of what is being 
developed follows the recommendations of the California Vegetation Treatment 
Program with necessary modifications to ensure Coastal Act consistency, and at this 
time is focused on permitting Cal Fire’s vegetation treatment activities statewide, though 
local, regional, and state agencies could also potentially employ the same or similar 
treatment strategies. The tenets of this program could lend itself well into the Big Sur 
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LUP. As a result, we believe that given the complexity and urgency of this specific 
issue, along with the staff time and resources necessary to review and develop 
appropriate LUP policy recommendations for just this one issue, calls for a more 
targeted approach to amending the LUP in the near term. We also strongly suggest that 
given the resources involved, and to reduce the risk of loss of life and property, that the 
County prioritize this specific LUP amendment over other potential LUP issue areas. 

We know that the community, through the LUAC, has spent a great deal of time working 
on a more wholesale update and we have previously commented on that process on 
numerous occasions, including through our staff comment letters specific to the Big Sur 
LCP update dated January 6, 2020 and September 25, 2020 that we have attached for 
reference. These letters have pointed out both substantive and procedural issues 
related to that process that would need to be addressed. We nevertheless understand 
that your staff has reviewed and refined the LUAC’s proposed updated LUP document, 
and may use that refined document as the starting place for discussion and analysis of 
discrete targeted issue areas including for the reasons given above. We will continue to 
assist the County with that effort consistent with our staffing constraints. We look 
forward to continuing to collaborate with you and County staff to address issues in Big 
Sur. If you have any questions or would like to discuss this matter further, please feel 
free to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

 

Mike Watson 
Central Coast District  
California Coastal Commission 
 

 

  Enclosures: January 6, 2020 letter from Mike Watson to John Dugan 
September 25, 2020 letter rom Susan Craig to Carl Holm 
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