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In case the formatting is lost in the body of the email:

Dear John,

The CDP application PLN150489 is inconsistent with North County Land Use Plan Policies and
Ordinances and we urge you to recommend denial of the lot line adjustment application. The
application also indicates that 129-201-006-000 is on Long Valley Spur but the North Monterey
County parcel data lists this property on Long Valley Road.

Issues:
1) Moving available building envelopes to ridgeline
2) Non conforming lot sizes - current zoning is RDR/10(CZ)
3) Clustered development is inconsistent with RDR policies and the lots are too large to
fit the intent of a clustered development
4) Is there intent to adjust more lots in the future, leading to piecemeal development?

Project Description (from Monterey County active project website)

VAN GREUNEN JOHANNES & KRISTI TRS

Coastal Development Permit to allow a Lot Line Adjustment between 3 lots of 13.5, 19.1 and 7.4
acres to result in three lots of 2.9, 3.6 and 33.5 acres. The properties are located at 6820 Long
Valley Spur, Royal Oaks (Assessor's Parcel Numbers 129-201-052-000 and 129-201-006-000),
North County Land Use Plan, Coastal Zone.

Issue 1 — Moving available building envelopes to ridgeline

The proposed lot line adjustment moves available building envelopes that are currently on Long
Valley Road (where some infrastructure is available), up the hill to slopes that are greater than
25% and/or on the ridgeline. Ridgeline development, especially in the Long Valley watershed
where erosion is an issue (NC_LCP 4.3.6.D.7) is inconsistent with the North County Coastal
Implementation Plan (http://www.co.monterey.ca.us/planning/docs/Plans/nc_cip.pdf). Where lot
line adjustments may result in ridgeline development, the plan requires an on-site investigation
by the planner with poles with flags in place. Does this application meet all the criteria for a
complete CDP application? Please provide the dates of the planner’s on-site investigation with
poles with flags in place.

20.144.030 VISUAL RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

B.7 — (Development Standards) New subdivisions and lot line adjustments shall not
configure a lot so as to create a building site that will result in ridgeline development.
Where initial application review indicates that ridgeline development may result on a
proposed lot, the applicant shall demonstrate that there is a building site and building
height(s) available which will not create ridgeline - development. As such, possible
building site dimensions and roof heights shall be delineated by poles with flags,
subject to an on-site investigation by the planner prior to the application being
considered complete. A condition of project approval shall be the establishment of a
building site and a building height envelope that provides specifications for nonridgeline
development on the lot(s) in question. Both envelopes shall require approval of the
Director of Planning and an on-site investigation by the project planner prior to such
approval.



Impact on State Scenic Waterway - Ridgeline development on the proposed lots would
impact the Elkhorn Slough view shed: NC _LCP 5.6.3.5 (pg 101) Elkhorn Slough should
be officially designated as a State Scenic Waterway, and its visual character should be
preserved.

In addition, moving available building lots to the ridgeline also changes the access of these lots
from Long Valley Road to Long Valley Spur, thereby funneling more traffic down this quiet
neighborhood road and significantly changing the rural nature of this community.

Issue 2 — Non conforming lot sizes - current zoning is RDR/10(CZ)

Two of the proposed new lot sizes of 2.9 and 3.6 (less than 5 acres) are inconsistent with the
following NC_LCP policies:

NC_LCP 2.5.C.5 (Water Resources - Densities for New Development — erosion control
of sensitive soils, pgd40) Maximum permissible densities for the various areas of the plan
are shown on the land use plan map and in Section 4.3.1 of the text and range from .10
acres per residence in the High Density Residential areas to 5 acres per residence in the
Rural Residential areas. These densities are maximum, that may be approved under
ideal conditions where all resource considerations of the plan can be fully met. In order
to minimize erosion and consequent sedimentation of Elkhorn and Moro Cojo Sloughs,
reductions in maximum permissible densities shall be made as follows:
a. In areas designated for Rural and Low Density Residential development:

- Densities shall be reduced as necessary in order to site all development in

Non- Critical Erosion Areas and to maintain cumulative development within the

LDT for the subwatershed.

NC _LCP 2.6.3.4. (Ag land conservation, pg 47) - Development of Rural Residential
lands shall be allowed for agriculture-related facilities and very low density residential
use. These uses shall be located, where feasible, to conserve lands suitable for
cultivation. The minimum density and parcel size is one unit per 40 acres or more to
one unit per 5 acres as determined upon application and evaluation of site and area
conditions.

NC_LCP 4.3.1.G (Development policies — Rural Residential, pg 66) - Low density
residential and agricultural development is the primary use of this category.
Development densities from 1 unit on 40 or more acres to a maximum of 1 unit per 5
acres would be allowed according to an evaluation of existing resource and public
facilities constraints, and the residential character of the area. Site densities will be
determined upon application review.

Monterey County Ordinance 20.16.060 allows for a minimum building site to be less than 5
acres if approved as part of clustered residential development, however, in this case a clustered
residential development is inconsistent with RDR zoning and these proposed lots lack the intent
of a clustered residential development (see Issue 3 below).



Issue 3 — Clustered development is inconsistent with RDR policies and the lots are too large
to fit the intent of a clustered development

Clustering development in RDR is inconsistent with the policy to maintain the rural character of
North County.

NC_LCP 4.3 (Land Use Plan and Development Policies, pg 64). 4 second objective is to
maintain the rural character of North County with its predominant agricultural, low
density residential and open space uses while clustering medium and high density
residential development in areas where water, sewer, and transportation services are
available.

A density bonus due to the establishment of a large scenic easement would not be appropriate in
this situation since there is already a policy requiring scenic easements on slopes greater than
25% for new development in this highly erosional watershed.

NC_LCP 4.3.6.D.7 (Preservation of Long Valley Watershed, p10). When development is
proposed on a parcel, the following conditions shall be required for approval of any
Coastal Development Permit. Scenic easements shall be dedicated in all areas with
slopes greater than 25% slope.

If a clustered development is deemed consistent with the LCP in this situation then the spirit of a
clustered development is not being implemented. Typical design features include: much smaller
lots, closer houses, reduced privacy, shared stormwater and wastewater systems. The proposed
33.5 acre, 2.9 acre and 3.6 acre lots are too large to fit the intent of a clustered development.

Issue 4 — Future lot line adjustments

In a letter dated September 25, 2014 to the Harbor View Water Association (attached) the Van
Greunen’s apprised members of their development plans. Only a few residents on Long Valley
Spur are members. At the time they indicated they had 6 lots and were planning on lot line
adjustments for four 2 acre view lots on the ridgeline (“five home sites on Parcel 0527, section 4,
pg 3 of Van Greunen letter). Subsequently, a historical lot line (dashed lines) was recognized by
the county as a legal lot of record, meaning they now have 7 adjoining lots. Per modifications to
Ordinance 19.02.150 requests for lot line adjustments for more than four parcels is considered
as a subdivision (Approved by State Coastal Commission, February, 2014 -LCP-3-MCO-13-
0226 — 1 Part A — Elimination of Minor and Standard Subdivision Committees). How will the
county handle a future application for a lot line adjustment by the same owners on adjacent
parcels?

Please provide the name, direct phone line, and email of the current planner assigned to the
project. Please also provide a copy of the staff report when it is available and notice us of any
public meetings regarding this application.



If you have any questions please feel free to contact us. Please note that this letter is supported
and signed by the following Long Valley Spur property owners who are also copied on this
email.

Monique Fountain — 6890 Long Valley Spur, Castroville, CA 95012

Debra Louison Lavoy — 6850 Long Valley Spur, Castroville, CA 95012
Jenifer Banbury — 6900 Long Valley Spur, Castroville, CA 95012

Jeanne Johnson — 6925 Long Valley Spur, Castroville, CA 95012

Robert and Kristal Gaskell — 6910 Long Valley Spur, Castroville, CA 95012
Janis Turner — 6945 Long Valley Spur, Castroville, CA 95012 :

Bret and Jamie Whitford- 6960 Long Valley Spur, Castroville, CA 95012
Brad and Denise Barnett — 6990 Long Valley Spur, Castroville, CA 95012
Frank and Windy Reyes — 7000 Long Valley Spur, Castroville, CA 95012



Jan and Kristi van Greunen
41 Long Valley Road
Castroville CA 95012

Home Tel (831) 763-3678

Jan Cell (831) 601-5664

Kristi Cell (510) 301-3807

September 25, 2014

Re: Harbor View Water Association
Dear Members of Harbor View Water Association,

For those of you who have not met us, we have been members of Harbor View Water Association
(HVWA) since 1997, based on the water right we have through our ownership of Parcel 014 at 41 Long
Valley Road. We also own the farm property at the end of Long Valley Road.

About three years ago we purchased Buddy Robinson’s properties in Long Valley: the property on
top of the hill at the end of Long Valley Spur (Parcel 052) and the adjoining property (Parcel 006), which
is located just west of our farm at 46 Long Valley Road. Parcel 052 is undeveloped and has two deeded
water rights in HVWA. In the next few years we are planning to build a house on Parcel 052 combined
with additional developments we explain in more detail below. We would like to get our water from
HVWA and have been investigating whether additional connections would be possible and what actions
this would entail. We have researched the distribution of the 60 HVWA water rights, the existing water
system permit records at the Monterey County Health Department, and the current condition of the well
and water system. Additionally, we have had initial conversations with Monterey County Health
Department officials regarding the process we would need to undertake in order to add additional
hookups to the system.

The purpose of our letter is to provide the background for our proposal and request a meeting of the
members of HVWA to discuss our proposal regarding additional connections. In addition, we should
discuss the maintenance and improvements that may be needed to keep the HVWA water system fully
functional.

1. HVWA Background

The well and water system were created in the early 1960s by former county supervisor Warren
Church for the properties he owned in the 1913 subdivision #1 of the Kirby Ranch. This was
accomplished through a grant of easement recorded with the county (see attachment number one), a
Bylaws and Agreement document signed by Mr. Church and the early owners of the properties (see
attachment number two), and grant deeds which distributed all 60 water rights established in the Bylaws
and Agreement.! We have attached a copy of the 1913 subdivision map with Mr. Church’s properties
outlined in red (see attachment number three).

1 We have attached a copy of the current Assessor’s Map that we have marked up to denote the allocation of water rights by Mr.
Church. This document is attachment number six. Additionally, if requested, we can provide copies of each of the grant deeds in
which Mr. Church conveyed the early properties and the 60 water rights.
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Most of the properties for which Mr. Church granted water rights were later subdivided by
subsequent owners into the current configuration of properties with water rights in HVWA. Our research
at the county recorder’s office showed that when the original properties were subdivided (see attachment
number four for a copy of the current County Assessor’s Map), not all 60 water rights were reassigned to
the subdivided parcels. Specifically, our research confirmed only 45 of the original 60 water rights were
tdeeded to parcels, as summarized in attachment number five. Additionally, the following information is
relevant to consider:

e All properties currently on the system have water rights to HVWA recorded in the grant deed and
property title for each of the properties, except for the property at 77 Walker Valley Road.
Therefore, for the purpose of this letter we have assumed this property has one water right. With
this assumption, there are 46 water rights to the HVWA system confirmed, 45 of which are
recorded in property deeds.

o At the bottom of the list in attachment number seven are listed the four remaining properties that
have water rights to HVWA but are not yet developed and thus not connected to the system. One
of these four undeveloped properties is our parcel, APN 129-201-052. The nine water rights for
these undeveloped properties are included in the 46 currently assigned water rights.

e Undeveloped parcel 026 at the beginning of Long Valley Road belongs to PG&E and has four
water rights. Thus, it is unlikely these water rights will ever be connected to the system.

e  Although the initial allocation of the 60 water rights by Warren Church was consistent with the
acreage size (see attachment number six), the reassignment of the water rights when the
properties were subdivided was inconsistent. The reassignment of these rights varies from one to
four water rights, irrespective of property size and/or location. For example, the 3.01-acre parcel
at 41 Long Valley Road and the 3.03-acre parcel at 49 Long Valley Road were both allocated
only one water right each. Yet the 3.02-acre parcel in between these two properties—45 Long
Valley Road—was allocated three water rights.

e The HVWA Bylaws and Agreement specifies that the requirement for a property to connect to the
water system is ownership of one water right, which entitles a property to one or more hookups.

e At present there are 29 official hookups to the water system from 22 properties.

o In our research at the county recorder’s office to locate each of the 60 water rights, we also
researched the deeds of all feasible properties that could be close enough in proximity to HVWA
to have been assigned or purchased useable water rights to HVYWA. We found no other
properties showing HVWA water rights than the ones listed in the information presented here.

Based on this information presented above, it appears that 14 of the 60 originally granted water rights are
currently unassigned.

2. Monterey County Health Department

According to county records, HVWA has a water supply permit for the present 29 hookups to the
well and water system (Permit #5070513, which was renewed and updated in 2013). Based on our
discussions with county officials there have been no issues with availability of water for HVWA.
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Therefore, although there is not a three-day source capacity test on record for the well, the county
officials indicated that permitting additional hookups should be possible. We will work with the county
to determine whether they have any additional requirements for adding more hookups. We will also
assist in taking care of these items.

3. Condition of the HVYWA System

The water system is now more than 50 years old and it is our understanding the following conditions
and issues exist:

e The well casing is old and may not last much longer. One option is to reline the well, if possible,
but this would reduce the well capacity by 50%. Another option is for HVWA to drill a new well.
This situation needs attention in the near future, however, before the casing gives way.

o Several HVWA tanks need cleaning and painting to prolong the life of these assets and to protect
them from rusting through.

e  The well pump has been replaced some time ago, but its present condition is not known.

e Our current HVWA cash reserves are likely not sufficient to repair or replace the aging assets of
the water system without additional money being needed.

4. The Van Greunen’s Development Plans — Lot Line Adjustments

Between the farm and the properties we acquired from the Robinsons we have a total of 80 acres
consisting of six legal lots north of Long Valley Road.? In order to: 1) preserve as much open space and
wildlife corridor/habitat as possible, 2) keep the farm intact by making it one property, and 3) have
desirable view lots for homes on five of these lots, we will be applying to the county planning department
to have the lot boundaries redrawn on our property.

Instead of the current configuration of our six lots, this would create two large properties and four
small properties. The farm will be consolidated into one approximately 40-acre parcel, instead of three
lots. Adjacent to the farm would be another large parcel of approximately 32 acres, which will be mostly
open space. This 32-acre parcel will also contain a small portion of current lot 052. This parcel is where
we want to build a house for us to live up near the large eucalyptus tree. The remaining four view
properties will be about two acres each and will be on land that is now parcel 052. We plan to limit
houses to single story height with low profiles and exteriors that blend in with the environment. In siting
homes, protection of sensitive habitat and maintaining the wildlife corridor as much as possible will be a
priority. A biological survey has already been completed. The home sites will be located in previously
cleared areas in order to not disrupt native habitat. To maintain the open, rural character of the area,
utilities will be placed underground to the extent possible.

Therefore, our plan is to have five home sites on Parcel 052. Although this effectively divides the
052 parcel, our plan is not considered to be a new subdivision because we are using existing legal lots and

4 The county has confirmed that the broken lines showing on parcels 129-201-006 and 129-201-007 on the Monterey County
Assessor’s Map are old lot lines that were not erased when the properties were subdivided in 1971 and are still valid lot lines.
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not creating new lots. It is our understanding the county supports this clustering of home lots, when it
leaves as much open space as possible and consolidates and preserves the farm property.

5. Kirby Lot #1 from the 1913 Kirby Ranch Subdivision

Our lot APN 129-201-052 was originally part of Lot #1 of the Kirby ranch. What was once Kirby
lot #1, are now lots 002, 040, 041, 050, 051 and 052.

In 1964, Mr. Church sold the western portion of Kirby lot #1 along with five HVWA water rights.
This 1964 western parcel was approximately 10 acres and was later again subdivided to become lots 002,
040, and 041.

In 1968, Mr. Church sold the remaining portion of Kirby Lot #1. As described in attachment
number eight, this 1968 parcel was 33.5 acres in size and was granted 15 HVWA water rights by Warren
Church. This 33.5-acre parcel was then subdivided in 1975 into the three current lots 052, 051, and 050
with sizes as shown in the Table below. The map in attachment number nine shows this 1975
subdivision. When the 33.5-acre parcel was subdivided into the current three-lot configuration, however,
only eight of the parcel’s 15 water rights were reassigned as shown in the Table below. Therefore the
remaining unassigned seven water rights from the 33.5-acre parcel make up half of the 14 unassigned
HVWA water rights.

Table 1. 1975 Subdivision of the 33.5-Acre lot with 15 Water Rights

Parcel Lot Size (ac) Current Water Rights Water Rights based on
that were reassigned size, if all water rights
in 1975 had been reassigned
APN 129-201-050 10.02 < 4.5
APN 129-201-051 10.01 2 4.5
APN 129-201-052 13.49 2 6

6. The Van Greunen’s Proposal

Based on the background laid out above, the 15 water rights originally allotted to the 1968 parcel
were not fully reassigned for an unknown reason. As shown in the table above, if the reassignment had
been done according to size—as Mr. Church had done when he allocated the 60 water rights for the water
system he created—our parcel, APN 129-201-052, should have received six water rights when the 15
water rights were reassigned during the 1975 subdivision.

Based on our discussion with a planning specialist with law firm of Tony Lombardo and Associates,
the history presented above forms a legal basis to show that parcel 052 is entitled to an additional four
water rights of the unassigned rights. We plan to assign one of these six water rights to each of our six
lots north of Long Valley Road, five of which will have home sites located on parcel 05 2. These water
rights will be restricted to domestic water use only.

? There is currently a good agricultural well on the farm property to serve the farming needs of the property.
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If the members of HVWA positively consider and approve our proposal to add these water rights to
the deed for parcel 052, we agree to:

e Make a contribution to the HVWA bank account once the county signs off on the installation of
the additional hookups.* This sum will be discussed and agreed upon at the meeting.

e Take the lead in handling negotiations with the county for the additional connections.

e We will be responsible for taking care of requirements the county may have in order to add these
connections.’

o Take the lead in organizing the installation of upgrades the county requires to add additional
hookups.

e  Assist with the administration of the system, if our assistance is desired and acceptable to HVWA
members.

7. The positive benefits of our proposal are:

o Six additional paying HVWA properties will eventually be added to the system, which will help
share the cost of maintaining and running the system for all members.

o The HVWA is old and needs updating before we have a catastrophic failure. Additional monies
from the added HVWA active memberships and our lump sum contribution should help defray
future and current costs of the system.

e Having additional help for Jean in running the system is something we would be happy to
volunteer to do. Additional assistance at a time when the system is fifty years old is probably
necessary to keep the Harbor View water system in a good operating, healthy condition.

e Preserving agricultural land, which is a priority in Monterey County.

e Maximizing the amount of land along Long Valley road that will be preserved as open space in
the future.

e Preserving from development as much wildlife corridor and habitat as possible that link the
Elkhorn Slough Foundation upland properties to the Elkhorn Slough Reserve.

8. Meeting

We would like to schedule a meeting of the members to discuss our proposals, answer any questions
or concerns you may have, and have a decision from the membership as to how to move forward. We

* We are offering to make this donation to show good faith to our neighbors and because we think the cash reserves
of the system should be increased in order to better assure the viability of the aging system for future use. This
contribution is not a payment for additional water rights, as the law firm has advised us that our property has a legal
right to the additional HVWA water rights.

> Ifthe county has requirements related to installation/upgrades/maintenance/repair/replacement issues in the system
that should have been done earlier, unrelated to our request to add hookups, HVWA will be responsible for these
expenses.
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look forward to meeting with you and would be happy to host the meeting in our home at 41 Long Valley
Road. We can be reached by email at janandkristi@yahoo.com. We can also be reached via our cell
phones: Jan’s cell phone is 831-601-5664 and Kristi’s cell phone is 510-301-3807.

Cordially,
pl e B
/

Jan and Kristi van Greunen

Attachments:

1 HVWA Grant of Easement recorded in 1962

2 HVWA Bylaws and Agreement signed by original owners in 1961-1965

3 1913 County Map of Subdivision No. 1 of the Kirby Ranch with the properties owned by Warren
Church outlined in red

4 Current Assessor’s Map Book 129, Page 20

5 Assessor’s map annotated with current recorded water rights of HVWA

6 Assessor’s map showing the allocation of 60 water rights by Warren Church

7 List of current properties currently using HVWA and also listing the remaining undeveloped
properties with recorded rights in the water system

8 1968 Grant deed of Warren Church, et. al., with 15 rights of HVWA to the 33.portion of Kirby
Ranch Subdivision Lot 1 that is now lots 050, 051, and 052

9 County Map showing the 1975 subdivision of the 1968 33.5 acre portion of Lot 1 of Kirby Ranch

Subdivision that created lots 050, 051, and 052
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the assoclintion,  uach wmbor ri At shell havo on e-upl shnve- oI‘” &
waber wvelladle, and ,,ach ipat obtzined s=sll bo 1n .mcm«:ime
witn these by-laws end subse-ucnt r-r‘n.lgtlms csteblishpd ny
his assoclation.

.».rlt, 17, wuber “ight Shoros {par

ships). an cetlve merbor-
38ip 18 o wzter vipht Ifpom :hiTH :

IS curvontly {ut £ o tire

ETS
Bls
taluaha

of cuestion} used. 4n Insetlvz wmenbership is one in vaieh mtsr s
is not used, ihe Secr tar~y shell be inst-osted in Witm it s )
1 i 2o Jo zore then one tirht 1s pacesedrz: L

é ‘!iu‘!*“i._."l" *a»nttu_:;’ BJ '”‘ﬂh PLI' 31
described by dmcd sarll nave oi lsast & 1/60
it} to Pacrv:ive eny wntor.

Otiﬂr' et} b" b‘y 2 3
1 59 ¢s ieny votos as az acld
i ssnblo 9¢ writisa ordar,

isere, ihe officers of 4ais tien shell bz
SRETILLIY-iTORSETEY and and & Lxectutive
asurzy, who fovrer ohell prost i1 meotings,
Sy manezs oporsilons; znd seh in oz ronsies, He
£ Lok a'.fz:ubcvs to novlerw eavtaln funceiona, lo ghaly
&8 ulnr and ocourins H11is, bu» taet noy lbow pxsosds
" wEt be 4 rvv"ov-“a Bt oa e i apt i snens of
fréntle =R oreTsency Lo hersby defised ws ¢ zftastlon in
izl smter is not aveilebls to mess irmedicto neods, ing lottor
sall scrve, v@en,for eny rsescn; the Cormir docs agt psriorm.
590¢s of in: assosietion s8¢l te opsa to inspeeilion by men-
Dzrs et 21l times,
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erfy V1I1, wentines, hectings sheil be hald tudce Fearly, =t the
c2ll of the Zicsuiive sscreia

Tive memberships.

=rty 1, wiorim, A gquorum shall By those msmbors presont ot any
mssting in 3 tom dsys notico has buon given. it any oiher

Tosring a quorun shall bs & majority of all memderships (watsr
unless the meeting bs called an emerpEney S28310n, i

Stt, &, Fecs and Billing. Bach active sharcholdor shall pay a
minimum T L5000 Sontaly, walch sharl sutitle that shere to
1000 cu, Tt, of watsr, ihe Mo cost for zdditionsl wmater shell
©d ¢3.00 pop 1000 cu, £t, pro roted to the nzarest 100 cu. £t.
<7¢ Exscutive Secrotary-irczsurar shell deliver ncar the first
o tae wonth and befove. ths Pifth-of the month , 2 bI1l for
sdrvices rendored to osch active merhen shis for thr pravlcus
mOnth, 12 bill sAull chos tha previous and pYesont metsy resd-
ings; the ditferonce, cnd thae ansunt dug, bSubserlbineg zembers
dd hoYeby arrss to pay on or befcrs the tentk of o meoth Iin
¥11ch tho bill 1s recelved , the full zwount showm on the bill,
o% file & written reeson 23 to W2y the bill is not pald. Zameh
subssiber herety zrroes that in cose he foils for £wo consese
utive menths te settle for his water eosts that he mey hots hiss
witer service discontinusd umtil such tire as his obiisgions
nove beed met, end that no dasapes w11l be clalimad for such
dIscontinuence of service, :

Qﬁtg{%; Szle gf -ater forbidden, it 15 hereby agrecd thzt et
- e -.wii_i&-,) =

Ce RESITERGTUSTUTIESmc S8, sazil & mewbor accesut re
oumsTetion for fwnlshias uster thet poes through his setor.
sHe psmsity for szle or ettormt to sell water shell bn discon~
Imusnszoof szrvies through thet motsr, YThose restricticas
neve In mind  the obligations that zleht be pleced upon the
assoriztion by the stete of Jnlifovnis zonceraline £ap silo of.

Art, A1l Prooeriy. The azsccistion mRy ovn vErlous nisests,

it sholl 5T 7 eny meln pipsiines or esteblish pusplar gize
tians to sup.ly -=mbers {excent 42 roszrvolr Pacititics], bt
after sach plplines or sumos heve bean cziablishod snd paid

fer by-individucls they may be grentsd o the dsnoslstion, ond
If ccoopted sho dssoclsticn «1d] thon Saer melnton-nca eoets, bul
a9 plpelines will be zeespied by ths aszocistl anless they b
©f gzlvanized or 60 ecalled "ripid¥ plastin mel

&rt, XI1I, hetors, Thore shall be 2 valve snd mater instolled
i3 het order zoaine from a meln pinizing fo supply wmoibors.

?é& - - % i
875, ZZF, Asgnessments, Sach share ihsthar agt
F 1

»y, +

ERIC @ - "

v onmdl oyond mrtisls 4, shall bz asssssed 1
T

8
afzessmonts shedl be due on Jonunry Pirst of
bz for ths year In vhieh dua, ANY SxpensEs N
ine wiker, whish cannnd bs sovornd sy ourrsn

corn by e ogssessuont to tno holdars of sotive
cgurl basls, 23d eny insctive ripats botemaming
£40 years sfler sush en assessuent small pay the
sount of the asecsament.

tary-lreasurer, o at ths ezll of amy

i




art, Ly.l. fudes of Order. Bxeopd where thess by-lzus seafllict,
obirtts Fules of Ordss shall srovedl. o Y

Art, 91:l,  apendments. x’base by-lews moy be chenred by mej~-
Srity vote st zny meeting in hich ten duys notice or mors nog
oesn given , or »y 3}‘}; scte. at eny macting, Agreements set forth

c*ei'x ean only be chenped or sdded to by unaminousg conssnt of
61l persons holdine water rights.

art, AVIl, lnterprotatlon. Sections of these by lsws cnd

epreaments =921 Te g Lotly constoed to,
mt AV1il, Order ol Bstsblishrmot, THls ussoelztion is herchy
5b1”i=ncd vill ELREY

1 EiRLy weidir tirak vw,m&:vmibs, and all rotained
by the orcenizedt, the first simed below, and sadd rirhts aro
transfcrable, on this 15 th day of Jecember in 1941l cnd eny

pipelines, pumps, or wells cstablished by s:zid m-mh.izfr,

&* rectly or in bohulf of, clong =ny ecssrwents he nifn: prant
to the associstion, +Hetner pres am: or futurs, are 4Yereby
tccepted snd bocoms the propariy of the r~5303iﬁti0n, nroviding
they be of the muterlsl zs set crf,q in artiele £11; ond thut
eny wuter irhts not deeded $o parcels may be temporerily
deslirnsted,

o the undersismed mutusl members, on this or 2n astsached sheet,
da hereby ezree to abide by thess bg-lavs, agree.ents, &nd sube-
sequent "ules, znd that no person shall be responsibls for
smoplylng weter or anything connected with supolyins of =ater,
cxcopt in accordencs with thess by-laws, tgrecments, and sub-
sequezt rulesy snd thet we nFrec, as a persopal reosponsibility
and llaoihuy, to have any pe*son to whom vc Iln uny way irsnsfer
& sater ricnt to have sf¥ix his or her sirmature to these
by-laws snd toTocmenty.
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Parcel # & Service Conn.

HARBOR VIEW WATER ASSOCIATION
Compiled-April 21, 1987 WAT:1579
Update=5/1/01 Active WATER
#| NAME PHYSICAL _ |PARCEL Service | NUMBER ’12’6 Hrs
ADDRESS _ |[NUMBER | Comnect's [ PEOPLE| /1 eortL Y
As.s C-;NE’E?
1 |AVALOS, JESUS |49 Long Valiey Rd 125-201-012 3 12 1
Castroville, CA B5012
2 |BALLIN, JOSE |27 Long Valiey Rd. 129201023 1 5 3
Castroville, TA 85012
3 |BANBURY. J. 5900 Long Valley Spur (129201002 i 2 Z
) Castroville, CA 95012
4 BLANTON, BRET |35 Long Valley Rd. 129-204-018 E 3 I
Castrovilie, CA-85012
5 | BOLTON, FLOYD | 6811 Lakeview Dr. 123201018 1 Z |
Safinas, CA 93807 his waler 5&4 is nofr
& | BOUDREAULT, Y | 77 Walker Valley Rd. 131-162-013 2 4 }; on Hhe deed but
Castroville, CA 95012 s assumed Por Hhis lelfer
7_LFRAIS 37 Long Valley Rd. 129-201-018 1 3 I
‘ Castroville, CA 95012
8 | FOUNTAIN, M 6890 Long Valley Spwr | 129-201-050 2 4 4
Castroville, CA 95012 ,
3 | COPE, C. RAY 53 Long Valley Rd. | 128-201-609 2 4 1 Z
Castroville, CA 95012
10 | DENIGER, ANDR. | 45 Long Valley Rd. 128-201-013 1 2 K
Castrovilie, CA 95012
11 LHMB T 5807 Lakeview Dr. 129-201-015 1 ) 2
Salinas, CA 83807
12 |GUTBERLET, M. 6707 Lakeview Dr. 129-201-031 1 4 i
Salinas, CA 83807
73 | HANSON, GARY |21/23 Long Valiey Rd. | 128-201-024 2 4 b4
- Castroville, CA 85812 .
74 |PHILLIPS R |28 Long Valiey Rd. 175.201-022 1 Z =
Castrovilie, CA 85012
15 | JOHNSEN, 1ll, L | 6925 Long Valley Spur | 128-201-041 1 4 f
Castroville, CA 85012
16 |JOHNSON, M.L. 16801 Lakeview Dr. 129-201-030 1 2 i
Salnas, CA 93807
17 [LEONARDINI, T.  |6803 Lakeview Dr. 123-201-020 1 2 2
Salinas, CA 83897
18 |PETERSON, JAN |30 Long Valley Rd. _ [129-201-017 1 ; I
Castroville, CA 85012 |
19 IRASHE, WALLACE |29 Long Valley Rd. 128-201-821 1 2 4
, Castroville, CA 95012
20 | SMENTEK, JEFF | 5781 Lakeview Dr. 123-201-054 1 2 i
| Salinas, CA 83807
21 [Van Greunen, Jan |41 Long Valley Rd.  [128-201-0%4 2 3 i
| Castroville, CA 95012
| 22 |CROSB]/TIDWELL. 15910 Long Valley Spur 123-201-040 1 4 i
Casirovilie, CA 95012
- Totals

TRoPECTIES WiTH DEEDED WATER RIGHTS , BUT AKE No&’

75
CUERENTLY  CONNECTED T0 HYWA-

Arabzadeh —
LayoY

VN GREUNEN—129-201—- 052

POGEE

|129~201-053
}29-201—05 |

[29-20l—0240

§ waler right
2 wates 'hﬁ%%
iw””“"ﬂrg S
4ptes rigk



of Lynn €. Hettrick and L. A. Hettrick, as thel
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wive L., A, Hettzick 7 ;

s 95 Copzal de Tlsrra Road ATTH RS S TrisSeeg

o s Salinas,

=t California 93901

GRANT DEED (Juint Tenancy)

WARREW CHURCH. 2s his scls and separate property and IRIS .7, HIYER, 2
i

widow and Jeanns Hettrick and Perdina A, Hetiriok wives of Lwn granteey
kerein

GRAN Tt

IYSN C. HETTRICK, 2 married man; L. &, HETTRICK, a married man; ROGER
HETTRICK, a3 single man and IRIS J. HAYER, a widow all

as Juint Tenants, all that real property situate 5 the

Counlyof  Monterey
Seate uf Califormiy; deseribed ¢ folloys:

Sas EXHIBIT “A* attached
for description

JEANNE HEPIRICK, wife of LYNN €, HETTRICK one of the grantees ferein
named; BEARDINA /. HEUTHICK. wifa of L. A, ERTYRICK, ane of the granteas
herezin named hersby consent to the creaticn of & JOINT TENANCY in the
Grantees abowe named in the property herein dt:czi‘md and fgriler jein
in the exscution of thle deed for the purpase of establishirg the infaredt
2 separals eriy.

s SEFomber 27, L%BM@M Mc%
; {V f’ v
STNTE OF CALIFORMIA

Cownt3 b JOTEETRY. . }"
5. oDeteber. 1 Lo 6 BB L an

.tha undergigned

for: et Conntpsend Staies brrionsily siprarsd. ... Farren Chuzeh. ; Iris J. Hayer,
FOR NOTARY SEAL OR STAMP fsanns Peltrick and Berdina A, Hﬁ’crick

<o Mubery Puddter. i o

. ki 1 meta'be i prown Sl mame 5. ATE

THOMAS J. DUDLLY

S EAwr by g 181973
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EXHIBIT "A"

L 576 m 174

That certain real property situats in the County of Monterwy, State of
California, described as follcws:

2ERCEL I

Lot one (1) as said Lot i{s sheown and designated vpon & map entitlsd "MAP
OF SUBDIVIS1ON NO. 1 OF THE KIRBY RANCH, RRING A PART OF RANCHC BOLSA
NUBVA ¥ MORO CCJD“, in Mantexey County, California, surveyed and sub-
divided June 1912, by ¢. B, Tewis, filed for record July 8, 1913 in
Volume 2 of outside Lands, Monterey County Records at dage 1z

EXCEPTING FROM said Lot the most southwesterly 433 fee¢t measured per-
pendicularly to the southwesterly boundary.

PARCEL TT-

3 non—exclusive right-of-way for road and atility purcoses asprurtenant
to the ‘aforesaid lands as degcribed in a Grant of Eassment recorded on
Resl 72 ak page 211, Rerordr of Monteérey County.

ZARCEL IIZ:

& non-exclusive right-of-way for road and utility purposes appurtanant
to the aforassaid lands as described i that ¢ertain deed granted to
Warren Church by Josegh A. Kirby dated July 10, 1981 and filed for
record on page 444 of Book 2184, Counity of Monkerey, and any subsequent
amendments to rights-ef-way for road and utility purposes vhat Josaph A.
Kirhy might grant appurtenant to the aforesaid Lot Fo. L.

PARCEL IV:

& 15/60 undivided interest in thas cerctain well lot described ine Grant
of fasement by Warres Church to Harbov Visw Water 2asociakicn, a mutual
organizarion, dated January 5, 1962 and resorded in the Records of
Monberey Counny at page BU Renl 7.

BARCEL V:

Certain real property situate in "Lot No. 1" as said Dot is shown on

map entitled "Map of Subdivizion No. L of the Kirby Ranch being part of
anehe Bolsa Nueva y Mors Coje, Monterey County, Calif * filed July 8,
1933 ip Volume 2 of Maps and Grants at page 1, Records of Monterey County,
Califernia ang being also & Dart Oof that cextain 11.9 apre trect ol land
desigrated "PARCEL 1" in Deed from Warren Church. to Junior and Ramona
Busby dated Octcber 19, 1964 and recdrdad in Resl 372 of gfficial Records
at page B36, Records of said county, sald parr being particularly deg~
cribed as follows:

A non-exelusive right of way for xpad and utility purpowes over, upon
and across a strip of land 63 feew wide, lying 30 fect on each side ¢f
the following described centerline:

BEGINNING at = point in the sputheasterly boundéry of said Lot 1 from
which the southerly corner thnersof bears along said bouadary 5. 58" 13"
Wiy 30.12 fmet distant and running thence

{1} «. 38" 45° W., 3.03 feet: rhance tangentially

(2} Curving ko the rignt on a circular arc of 70 feet radius fox a
distance of 82.3 feet; therce tangertially

{3y ®%. 28° 37° B., 7B.0L fest: thence tangentially

(4) curving to the right on B circular arc of 340 fest radius fa- 2
distance of 181.78 feset; thence tangentially

(B} . S¢° 15’ F.. l10.98 feut %o = point in the mortheoastsrly boundary
of said 11.0 scre tract of land from which the easterly cornsr tierer
of bears along last mentioned boundary €. 38 45" E., 143.48 feet
distant.

Courses all true. EMD OF DOCUMENT
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Ford, John H. x5158

From: Debra Louison-Lavoy [deb@]louisonlavoy.com]
Sent: Friday, August 19, 2016 2:15 PM

To: Ford, John H. x5158

Cc: ' plavoy@aol.com; Monique Fountain

Subject: Van Greunen property

Dear Mr. Ford.

We just recieved your notice that there will be a hearing on the Van Greunen Development project.
My husband and I own the property adjacent to the Van Greunen property.

We spent our life savings on the property with the intention of building a very nice little solar-powered home
there.

We have grave concerns about the Van Greunen project.

1. Water. We share a well with that property that cannot possibly support all of those houses. I would ask that
they show that they can provide water for those houses, without depriving us and our land of our well water.

2. Character We bought that land for the rural character and the fact that it had a 10 acre minimum lot size and
that no houses can be build on ridge tops. How can an exception be made for this project? Under what
reasoning?

3. Road paving We are concerned that in our CC&Rs there’s an issue about paving the road that could cause us
great expense.

4. Access to that property is through ours. We do not wish to have the relative heavy traffic of construction and
later population crossing our property.

5. Investment We feel our investment and our dream and the lovely ecosystem there are at risk.

We do not feel that this is an appropriate place for such high density development. We do not think that it is
within the spirit of the laws and regulations about what one can develop where, and we are concerned that this
development will have significant negative impact on the views, ecosystem and character of the area and our
lot.

We live in Virginia right now, and can’t be at the hearing, scheduled for August 31.

Is there a way for me to represent my concerns at the hearing, though I cannot be there?
Are there circumstances here that I don’t understand?

Thank you for your help and attention.

Best regards,

Deb Lavoy

1502 Mintwood drive
McLean VA 22101
571-481-0244

Deb Lavoy
deb@louisonlavoy.com
@deb_lavoy

Skype: dllavoy




www.narrativebuilders.com
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