RESOLUTION CDP 14-16

A RESOLUTION OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD OF THE
CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH APPROVING COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
APPLICATION NO 13-2181
Whereas, an application has been filed 1n accordance with Title 25-07 of the
Laguna Beach Municipal Code, requesting a Coastal Development Permut for the following
described property located within the City of Laguna Beach

31514 Mar Vista Avenue
APN 056-091-21

and,
Whereas, the review of such application has been conducted compliance with the
requirements of Title 25 07, and,

Whereas, after conducting a noticed public hearing, the Des gn Review Board has found

1 The project 1s 1n conformty with all the applicable provisions of the General Plan,
ncluding the Certified Local Coastal Program and any applicable specific plans 1n that the visual
impacts of the development have been mmimized because the proposed structure 1s similar 1n
size to neighboring buildings therefore maintaining compatibility with surrounding development

3 The proposed development, as conditioned 1n Design Review 13-2145, will not
have any significant adverse impact on the environment within the meaning of the California
Environmental Quality Act 1n that the proposed project 1s 1n compliance with the applicable rules
and regulations set forth in the Mumcipal Code and will not cause any significant adverse
1mpacts on the environment

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that a Coastal Development Permit 1s hereby
approved to the extent indicated

Permission 1s granted 1n the R1 zone to construct a new single-family residence

1 Notice of Receipt and Acknowledgement The Coastal Development Permit
(‘ permit”) 1s not valid and development shall not commence until a copy of the permut, signed by
the permittee or authorized agent, acknowledging receipt of the permit and acceptance of the
terms and conditions, 1s returned to the Community Development Department

2 Expiration If development has not commenced within two years from the final
action of the approval authority on the application, the permit will expire Development, once
commenced, shall be pursued 1n a diligent manner and completed 1n a reasonable period of time
Application for extension of the permit must be made prior to the expiration date

3 Interpretation Any questions of intent or interpretation of any condition will be
resolved by the Community Development Director or permit approval authority

4 Assignment  The permut may be assigned to any qualified person, provided
assignee files with the Community Development Department an affidavit accepting all terms and
conditions of the permit




5 Terms and Conditions Run with the Land These terms and conditions shall be
perpetual, and 1t 1s the intention of the approval authonity and the permuittee to bind all future
owners and possessors of the subject property to the terms and conditions

6 Indemnification The permittee, and the permittee’s successors, heirs and assigns,
shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City, 1ts officers, employees or agents
arising out of or resulting from the negligence of the permuttee or the permittee’s agents,
employees or contractors

7 Plan Reliance and Modification Restriction In the absence of specific provisions
or conditions herein to the contrary, the application and all plans or exhibits attached to the
application are relied upon, incorporated and made a part of this resolution It 1s required that
such plans or exhibits be complied with and implemented 1n a consistent manner with the
approved use and other conditions of approval Such plans and exhibits for which this permit has
been granted shall not be changed or amended except pursuant to a subsequent amendment to the
permit or new permit as might otherwise be required or granted pursuant to the terms of Title 25
of the City of Laguna Beach Municipal Code

8 Grounds for Revocation Failure to abide by and faithfully comply with any and
all conditions attached to the granting of this permit shall constitute grounds for revocation of
said permit

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the subject Coastal Development Permit shall not
become effective until after an elapsed period of fourteen (14) calendar days from and after the
date of the action authonzing such permt

PASSED on May 8, 2014, by the following vote of the Design Review Board of the City
of Laguna Beach, California

AYES LeBon, Simpson, Zur Schmiede
NOES Lwzzi, McErlane
ABSENT None
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MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT/DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
REGULAR MEETING AND NOTICED HEARING
MAY 8, 2014

A regular noticed meeting of the Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board of the
City of Laguna Beach, California, convened at 6 00 p m 1n the City Council Chambers
on May 8, 2014

Present Leslie LeBon, Caren Liuzzi, Roger McErlane, Monica Simpson,
Robin Zur Schmiede

Absent None

Staff Present Nancy Csira, Belinda Deines, Martina Speare, Margaret Brown

REGULAR BUSINESS

7 31514 MAR VISTA AVENUE, APN 056-091-21 (Staff Assist) (APPROVED WITH

CONDITIONS)
DESIGN REVIEW 132145 COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 13-2181 AND A CATEGORICAL
EXEMPTION LAST HEARD 3/27 (THIRD HEARING)

The applicant requests design review and a coastal development permit to construct a new
3,712 square-foot single-family dwelling in the R-1 (Residential Low Density) Zone
Design review 1s required for the new structure, elevated decks, tandem parking, skylghts,
air conditioning, chimney height grading, retaining walls, pool/spa and landscaping

Project Representative Contractor Jon DeLangis said they, moved the south
building line along the Baker property line back almost four feet, they had
previously made accommodations for a potential neighboring property but
subsequently have lowered the master bedroom elevation by two and a half feet,
lowered the famuly level by a foot and a half, eliminated a significant portion off
the living room area facing Mr Baker (269 square feet), removed a steel column on
that line, pulled the upper-level balcony back, decreased window size in the lower
bedroom facing Mr Baker, installed additional Oak Trees on that side which are on
the landscape plan and made changes that affected the driveway retaining walls
significantly The Board gave direction to lower the garage floor level but it
increased shghtly and increased the average driveway slope from eight to ten
percent Doing that created a north driveway retaining wall which 1s now lower
which was driven by lowering the middle floor levels and also lowered the overall
building height by one foot on the upper level, changed the articulation of the
master bedroom and relocated the master bedroom fireplace swapping its location
with patio doors, moved the master bedroom patio to the north which allowed
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opening up a northwest view corridor while maintaining the southwest view
corridor

Public Testimony Joe Baker, 31516 Mar Vista Avenue, commended the applicant
team for moving the stakes back where they could be seen and 1t has helped him a
lot He feels he has more space and privacy than in the past He has a concern with
a back window that looks onto his deck where he spends a lot of time It was
supposed to be reduced but the amount reduced 1s not in the staff report He
would like to know the size He appreciates the applicant team’s effort and
welcomes the Hamiltons

Anita Dobbs, 31517 Eagle Rock Way, questioned the building size in proportion to
lot size She indicated the structure would occupy 44% of the property now If you
include the garage and deck 1t comes to 4,645 or 63% of the property Instaff report
Coastal Development Permut criteria 1tem #6 says 1t will be visually compatible
with character of the surrounding areas In previous reports 1t said 1t was
compatible although some neighbors and some Board members didn t thank 1t was
She wonders 1f 1t 1s neighborhood compatible as most downhuill neighbors think 1t s
not At the last hearing the staking was deemed to be incorrect Stakes were put
back up just yesterday It looks like things have been changed and she wonders 1f
the stakes are correct

Elizabeth Phillips, 31511 Scenic Drive, appreciates the lower plate heights, garage
height and window size 3,226 square feet falls short of the recommendation at the
last hearing She also mentioned the stakes just went back up yesterday She feels
this house 1s not compatible with the cottage-style neighborhood The people 1n the
neighborhood have no homeowners’ association so they look to Design Review to
protect the ambience of their neighborhood

Jim Dobbs, 31517 Eagle Rock Way, was unable to attend the second hearing and
didn’t have a chance to rebut Mr Kawaratani s comment that Mr Baker had
“cherry picked the square-footage numbers for the surrounding area  That's not
true, those numbers show 1t s not neighborhood compatible The exterior mass 1s an
unattractive exclamation pomnt as you drive up toward the ndgeline Mr
Kawarataru said the property was private property suggesting the right of the
neighborhood to ask for a smaller design was trumped by the property owner’s
right to build as he wished Rules are n place that regulate property rights or the
right of everyone Rule #6 - that the project be visually compatible with
surrounding area He asked the Board to extend that to the uphill neighborhood
He read from a recent Mansionization article n the LA Times which said many
communuty are dealing with houses on steroids - the same situation being dealt
with here He doesn’t oppose modermzation as long as 1ts respectful to the
neighborhood and preserves the scale of the neighborhood
MoR e l/
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Rebuttal Mr DeLangis said the bedroom window mn question 1s now four feet
wide, four feet six inches tall The lot coverage 1s 42% which 1s inside the allowable
The proposed square footage 1s less than 100 square feet from the Board su ggested
3,100 square feet although they made a great effort to get there With regard to the
staking he sent a letter to the Board regarding activities taking place on Mar Vista
The South Coast Water District has a project surrounding this property and the
contractors have been using that lot as a staging area The stakes were replaced five
times, as recently as two days ago and they are certified

Board Questions Ms LeBon said the Board just received landscape plans The
window Just reduced 1n bedroom three 1s not addressing the privacy concerns as
much She asked if they are willing to put two more Island Bush Poppies right by
that window Ms Simpson said she would have suggested Oaks Mr DeLangis
said they were wiling and consultant Steve Kawarataru thinks Island Bush
Poppies six feet high would do the trick They have also added two Oaks on the
property line

Mr McErlane said the reference sheet on changes in elevations and plate heights
show a lot of these have gone up from the first hearing He asked why the garage
firushed floor 1s up two feet and the master firushed floor up a foot and a half Mr
DeLangis said the master floor elevation 1s eighteen inches above the original
submuttal but to keep in mund that from the first to third submuttals they have
articulated the entire structure to gain increased distance on the south property line
and that pushes the entire structure up the slope Mr McErlane asked how the
driveway has moved upslope and how that s raised the garage finished floor Mr
DeLangis said they increased the driveway to a ten percent average slope and
pushed the house as far as possible up the slope, moved another six inches which
moved the garage up the slope The prominent element of mass on the west side 1s
the retaiming walls surrounding the driveway By increasing the driveway slope,
lowering nuddle floor levels and reducing garage height they reduced exposed
elements and moved the master patio away from the garage and removed two
terrace walls 1n front by lowering driveway retaining walls and by lowering the
master bedroom walls they removed two front walls from the master patio Mr
McErlane said he had suggested reducing garage plate height by raising the
finished floor Mr DelLangis said 1t was reduced two feet from last ime Mr
McErlane said a ten percent sloped driveway - getting children s seats and groceries
out - 1s a tough slope 1f you don t have to have 1t that way Mr DeLangs said they
have lowered the garage ceiling two feet with this design

Ms Zur Schmiede asked the reason for the one-foot firushed floor differential
between the master and the rooms next to it Mr DeLangis said having some floor
elevation change between the master and the rest of the famuly spaces creates a
sense of separation Ms Zur Schrmiede asked 1f it would help 1f moved down a
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foot Ms Zur Schmiede said the floor elevation was moved down a foot it might
help with the grade Mr DeLangis said 1t does but starts getting into complexities
with stairs and moving between floors Ms Zur Schmiede verified their agreement
to cover the pool She asked if the 600 square feet of deck 1s all in pool area Mr
DeLang:s said no there 1s a small deck space on the muddle level of bedroom two
She asked what 1s driving the upper level being so much higher and reviewed the
plans with Mr DeLangis She commented the design depends on that differential -
1t can t be lowered without changing the design Mr Delangis agreed and said
these are moderately pitched roofs Ms Zur Schmiede said there was no color
board and she verified 1t 1s dark-stamed wood on the side and the rest of the
surface area 1s smooth stucco The roof was selected with mput from the property
owner above When you look over the roof the color 1s not bright, not galvanized
and blends with the natural scenery

Ms Simpson verified with staff that this project 1s within maximum site coverage at
33%

Board Comments Mr McErlane said he still feels like they are playing games with
the garage to justify the finished floor If the driveway moves upslope you are
higher up the street and shouldnt have to be any steeper Going to 10% 1s
increasing the height of the whole structure He would like the driveway brought
down to 2 or 3 % enough for drainage and the finished floor would be elevation 97
for the garage A ten-foot plate height would be at 106 That s how he d like to see
1t He thinks 1t's possible to separate the master bedroom and step the house up the
hill as opposed to raising the whole house This 1s not acceptable for im There’s a
lot of good work on the rest of the project - especially for Mr Baker But to
maintain a better scale on Mar Vista - the context street that s more important - at
least some of that house has to come down

Ms Liuzzi agreed with her colleague on moving five feet from Mr Baker - 1t
moved four She thinks they have to lower the driveway as she said before She
felt they were jacking this house up to see over a house across the street She can t
support the project One reason she agrees 1t should come down 1s for the aesthetic
context of the neighborhood As you approach you will turn up Eagle Rock Way
with small cottages and beautiful trees, where there are two houses were recently
approved and you can t pick them out When you come to this house 1t will look
over all the little pitched roofs and trees but what they see from below looking up 1s
not what the applicant sees If they were to bring the house down 1t wouldn t be so
visible from the houses below and 1t would help hight and air into Mr Baker s
property They have come a long way, she loves the style and mixture of materials
It just needs to be less visible from below There have been a lot of mustakes on this
street and 1if there are too many 1t changes the pattern of development Thats
what s happened here If 1t were just brought down a little more 1t wouldn t be so

I’Vlaﬂe\l/
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visible from below

Ms LeBon was close to approval at the last hearing - she just asked for adjustments
for the living room component of the bullding She doesn t feel the garage area 1s
too massive and thinks they have done a good job of articulation of materials The
deck off the secondary bedroom above the garage reduces that massing so she 1s
okay with that portion Her concern was the living room and they have rectified
that situation Mr Baker is much happier now that the house 1s pulled back onto
the lot further and down a little She 1s ready to support the project with the
addition of landscape plants

Ms Zur Schmiede thinks the driveway grade and higher elevation for the garage
floor 1s a problem for design access It renders the driveway hard to use and there’s
not a lot of street parking, they will have to use that driveway and garage At the
last hearing there was too much retaiming walls and 1f went down a foot or two
she’s unsure how much 1t would help the driveway grade  Her biggest concern
was not retamning wall height but the amount in front and now those walls are
mirumized with landscaping  If the living room were lower 1t would help but she
really likes the design The size 1s a little above the 3,100 square feet but she has
looked at it and cant see where that 100 square feet would reduce the scale
visually It's a much lighter design than the large ones and those down from Mr
Baker are large and boxy without the variety in this design She likes the levels
They have addressed Mr Baker s concerns and more bushes at that back window
would alleviate that

Ms Simpson feels they have done all asked to do but she 1s still on the fence She
didn t have as much problem with the garage previously but understands Mr
McErlane’s concerns Mass and scale overall 1s reduced and moved more from Mr
Baker and they took out the chimney as the Board asked Many still feel it's too big
for neighborhood and this project 1s kind of on the edge The general rule of thumb
15 that a house should be no more than 50% of the lot size Thus 1s right below that -
again right on the edge She thinks she 1s willing to support the project because
they’ve done basically what was asked of them She thinks upper Mar Vista 1s a
different neighborhood It has a lot of articulation and 1s within the building
envelope

Mr Delangs said there 1s existing parking 1n the driveway and the trellis network
above the driveway 1s almost at existing grade Mr McErlane wants the whole
house lowered Mr Zur Schmiede asked how much difference 1t would make if the
garage elevation was lowered a foot Mr DeLangs said it would be significant and
closer to what Mr McErlane wanted Mr McErlane said the neighbors concern
about scale could be addressed by stepping the house a little more than 1t 1s without
changing anything but the starr connections to the master bedroom Ms Zur
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Schmiede said this house in this location on upper Mar Vista doesn’t have the same
impact on mass and scale as those already there She would rather have more
distance 1n between Ms Simpson suggested lowering a foot and
splitting/ terracing the retaining walls Mr DeLangis said every step in the house 1s
the same rise If the garage floor 1s lowered by seven inches that s one stair rise and
equal to two percent of the driveway slope which brings 1t back to eight percent At
the highest part of the north side retaiing wall of the driveway 1s the area
impacted That s currently at seven feet outside the garage If he lowers the garage
by seven inches 1t will increase only that portion of retaining wall where it meets
the house because of natural topography Ms Zur Schmiede verified the famly
room and bedroom would go down seven inches as well Mr McErlane venified
the front of the house will shift seven inches Ms Zur Schmiede can approve with
the seven inches and additional landscape The garage, family room and bedroom
above with move the seven inches

Ms LeBon made a motion seconded by Ms Simpson, to approve Design Review
13-2145, Coastal Development Permut 13-2181 at 31514 Mar Vista Avenue with the
condition that the landscape bushes be added outside bedroom three window per
Ms Simpson s red line and the garage floor, driveway, bedroom two and famuly
room above the garage be lowered seven inches Motion carried 3-2

Motion Second MS Grant Y Deny Cont Unan 3-2
LeBon Y Liuzzi N McErlane N Simpson Y Zur Schmiede Y
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DRB Hearing Date 5 8 2014

To
From

Re

DRB Members City of Laguna Beach Ca
Hugo Soria Design & Co

303 Broadway #209 Laguna Beach CA
Hamilton residence 31514 Mar Vista Ave

Dear Board Members

| am pleased to present the following revisions for the proposed Hamilton project in
response to your comments presented during the DRB hearing held on March 27 2014

The proposed program has been reduced by 268 83 sq ft We have eliminated 3 5 ft
+ of bullding width (combined upper and middle level} along the Joe Baker p/l The
structure 1s narrower and further from Mr Bakers home about32 + from building to
bullding We have realigned the roof and removed the steel column at this location so
there 1s less mass impact as well

We have lowered the level of the master bedroom by 2 6 The adjacent family room
and Bedroom #2 has been lowered by 1 9 By lowering these levels the garage
height has been reducedto 12 3 from 15 5 and the north drveway retaining wall
has been reduced from 125 to 7 3

We have modified the driveway angle thereby reducing the height of the associated
retaining walls as mentioned above

We have repositioned the Master bedroom fireplace exterior concrete patio and
patio doors to achieve a Northwest view corridor rather than a West view corridor

We have removed an additional 17 sq ft from the upper level deck facing Mr Baker s
property to further mitigate his privacy concerns

The large window in bedroom #3 has been reduced per board recommendation for
Mr Baker s privacy

We have provided three oak trees along the Baker p/I to further protect the privacy
between the residences

The main level and entry has been lowered by one foot This has also helpedto
eliminate massing

The chimney above living room roof has been eliminated per Board comments

Thank you for your consideration Hugo

LETTER FROM ARCHITECTURAL DESIGNER
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May 14 2014

Douglas Hamuilton
31151 Monterey Street
Laguna Beach CA 92651

Dear Mr Hamilton

SUBIECT  DESIGN REVIEW 13-2145, COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 13-2181 AT 31514
MAR VISTA AVENUE, APN 056 091-21

At a 1egular meeting of the Design Review Board/Boaid of Adjustment of the City of Laguna Beach held on
Fhwsday May 8 2014 action was taken granting approval of Design Review 13 214> Coastal Development
Permut 13 2181 at 31514 Mar Vista Avenue with the condition that the landscape bushes be added outside
bedioon th.ee window per Ms Simpson s 1ed line and the gaiage floor, diiveway bedioom two and fanuly 1oom
above the garage be loweied seven mnches

All vanance desien 1eview and coastal development peinut giants automaticallv expue within two veais of then
appioval unlcss a 1equest for an extension m witing 1s recerved by the Design Review Board prior to the
aforementioned expriation No further notice will be given of this expriation If constiuction has not commenced
and 1s not dihgently puisued to completion prior to Mav 8 2016 this approy al shall have expued (scc enclosed
work commencement policy)

Please be advised that m order to be eligible for a refund of your staking pole deposit stahing poles must be
rcmoved within twenty (20) days following the end of the appeal puiod 1f a signed Atfidavit of Removal of
Stalang Poles 1s not recerved within the tequired timetiime the deposit will be considered forfurted

Thus approval does not withotize you to begin constiuction The Municipal Code provides that a buillding permut
cannot be 1ssued until fourteen (14) calendar days hat ¢ clapsed thus allowmg time lor adjacent property owners 1o
ippcal the action 1if they so desie Addionally full constiuction diaw mgs must fist be submutted to the Building
Diviston for detatled plan cheeh and complimee with appheable State ind Municipal Laws and Building
Plumbing Clectrical and Mcchinical Codes 1 well as the approprite fees  \mv modificwion to the approved
design will tequurc anothar noticed  public hearing [ vou wish am furthar mformation 1eg uding tis action pleasc
contact the Zonmg Division w (949) 497 0714

Sicercly

Parra g -

Nancy Csira
Acting Zoning Administiatol

Enclosuies (3) Submuttal icquuiements constiuction commeneement policy DR approval conditions
CC Ton DeLangis — 119> Tunple Hills Ditve — Lagunt Beach CA 92651

505 FOREST AVE LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 TEL (949) 497 3311 FAX (949) 497 0771

& ReCYCLED PAPER



BUILDING PLAN CHECK SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

AddressAg 'S ‘7[ M "’74 Permit No _,

Newo sFR

E/ 2 sets or architectural and structural plans

2 sets of mechanical plans (usually needed only for commercial projects)

2 sets of electrical plans (usually needed only for commercial projects or
electrical service of 400 amp or larger)

2 sets of plumbing plans (restaurants, new commercial buildings)
2 sets of erosion control plans (where earth 1s disturbed)

2 sets of grading/drainage plans (where grading occurs or drainage changes)

2 sets of plans showing proposed work In the right of way and Public Works
permit apphcation (may or may ~ot nclude a street improvement plan to be
routed to Public Works for review)

Title 24 summary sheet included In plans

1 copy of structural calculations

2 wet-signed coples of geological report* (plan check and geotechnical review
fees determined by Building Division)

2 wet-signed copies of Water Quality Management Plan (plan check and WQMP
review fees determined by Building Division)

2 sets or plans (site plan only) showing utilities on property and points or
connection to public utilities

2 sets of fire sprinkler plans, 2 sets of calculations approved by a 3™ party
consultant (1efer to the Building Division 1ol a ust of approveo 3 " partv
consultants) and an electronic cop, or the 3 ¢ party approved plans (emaill the

Fire Marshall at dstera~o@lagunabeacncity net)

R R U KRR REREDE

d/or buwoav 1eport 1 plan check

g an
gn ng a~d Bullana o isc?

! a/ 2 wet stamped copies o1 h

n

In addit on to the reguuements azbove, the folowing 15 reguirec v ZNecked

D Otnear, specity

*Erfective 1,24/08 a compacr dsc vomammg an elecuoniz comouter tlie copy or the
oversized geotechnical maps The -orma* of the computer fi'le must be preparea as an
Adobe Acrobat pdf rile

f"_“
D=L
Building Ofricial e
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City of Laguna Beach
Community Development Department

Design Review / Planning Commission Approvali
Construction Work Commencement Policy

Design Review and Conditional Use Permit approvals expire two years after the effective date
unless a time extension Is granted or authorized construction work 1s commenced and diligently
pursued to completion

For the purpose of compliance with Code Sections 25 05 040())(2) and 25 05 030(1)(3)(b) regarding
construction work commencement the following must be done
1 A Buillding Permit for the entire authorized project has been 1ssued or obtained and
2 The site has been prepared for construction activities and
3 Construction work has commenced and then construction work 1s diigently pursued toward
completion

Site preparation means
1 The establishment of a construction mits fence on site if the project 1s a major remodel or new
structure and
2 Temporary power has been provided and
3 Any required pre grading meetings have been held with staff and
4 The implementation of those portions of the approved fuel modification plan if one was required
that are required to be implemented prior to the introduction of any combustibie materials onto the
site and
5 The necessary start up construction materials have been delivered to the site and
6 Construction start up equipment and/or office trailers have been placed on site

“Construction commencement’ means
1 A minmum of 10% of the projects shoring wall system (permanent or temporary) has been
constructed and approved by the engineer that designed the shoring or
2 A minimum of 10% of the project s grading (cut and /or fill) has been completed and approved by
the project civil engineer or
3 If neither of the above are part of the project then a minimum of 10% of the project s foundation
has been completed and approved by the City Buillding Inspector or
4 If none of the above are part of the project then a minimum of 10% of the structural framing of
the project has been completed and approved by the City Building Inspector
(Note A separate grading or shoring wall permit will not be i1ssued, the building permit for the entire
authorized project must be 1ssued )

(Note The only amendment to the above requirements Is when a construction staging pian 1s required
such as Iin the Diamond/Crestview area A final construction staging plan must be submitted and
approved by the Bullding Division  After the staging plan I1s approved a Staging Permit will be 1ssued
When the staging construction area i1s completed and given final inspection approval the Buillding Permit
for the residential construction may be issued Therefore In tne Diamona/Ciestview area compliance
with Code Section 25 05 040())(2) regarding construction work commencement means obtaining a
Staging Permut constructing the staging area and obtaining a Building Permit for tne residential
construction )

Diligently pursued’ means steady progress owards compieucn of the project Inspecuons required by
the Buiding Code or authorized by tne Building Official and which are_approved by tne City Building
Inspector will be satisfactory evidence of diligently pursued constructior  if an approved required or
authornzed inspection 1s not made during any six month period after the Building Permit 1s 1ssued the
project will be deemed abandoned and new construction entittements Ty be required

The Design Review Board or Planning Commission as appiicable may grant a two year extension
of ime and, after that nitial time extension a final one year extension of time Time extension
requests must be filed in writing prior to the expiration of tne approval period(s) It is important to
realize that design review time extension approvals are nct automatic and that the proposed
project will be reviewed under the zoning standards in effect at the time the time extension
request s filed, not the previous zoning standards in effect at the time of the project’s onginal
approval

cd/nnal files/forms/zoning diviston Rev 11/15/07




The following standard Design Review approval conditions are established to protect the health safety and welfare of the
community and to assure compliance with the intent and purpose of the City s regulations

b

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

1)

cd/t 1} s/f rms/ tr
DRS d dC dt

Expiration If development has not commenced within two years from the final action of the approval authority on the
application the Design Review approval will expire Development once timely commenced shall be pursued in a
diligent manner and completed in a reasonable period of time Any application for extension of the Design Review

approval must be made prior to the expiration date and shall be accompanied by an explanation of good cause for the
request

Interpretation Any questions of intent or interpretation of any condition will be determined by the Community
Development Director whose determinations may be subject to appeal pursuant to the provisions of Title 2> of the
Laguna Beach Municipal Code

Terms and Conditions Run with the Land These conditions shall be perpetual and shall bind all future owners
successors heirs assigns and possessors of the subject property to all terms and conditions of the approval

indemnification The permittee shall defend hold harmless and indemnify at his/her/its expense the City City Council
and members thereof commissions boards officials officers employees agents and representatives from any and all
third party claims actions or proceedings to the attach set aside void or annul and approval of this Design Review
Approval which action 1s brought within the time period provided for in California Government Code Section 66499 37
as same may be amended This obligation shall encompass all costs and expenses incurred by the City in defending

against any claim action or proceeding as well as costs or damages the City may be required by a court to pay as a result
of such claim action or proceeding

Plan Rehance and Modification Restriction In the absence of specific provisions or conditions to the contrary the
application and all plans or exhibits attached to the application are relied upon incorporated and made a part of the
Design Review approval It 1s required that such plans or exhibits be complied with and implemented in a consistent
manner with the approved use conditions of approval and approved plans Such plans and exhibits for which this Design
Review approval has been granted shall not be changed or amended except pursuant to a subsequent amendment or new

Design Review approval as might otherwise be required or granted pursuant to the terms of Title 25 of the Cinn of Laguna
Beach Municipal Code

Grounds for Revocation The Design Review approval shall be subject to revocation or modification with regard to the
grounds set forth in Title 25 of the Laguna Beach Municipal Code including without limitation failure to comply with all
conditions of approval

Water Quality Condition The permittee shall not by act or omission allow cause or permit any prohibited discharge
(as defined 1in Laguna Beach Municipal Code Section 16 01 020) into the Cityv s storm water drainage system

Landscape Plans if landscape plans were reviewed and approved as part of the Design Review process the approved
plant material types location and mature crowth heights are deemed to be on gomng conditions of approval that must be
maintained in perpetuity unless modified bv a subsequent Design Review approval

Tree Preservation The permittee shall be responsible for maintaining any tree approved on the landscape plan in a
manner that will sustain the tree s health and distinctive qualities The approved tree(s) shall not be removed destroyed
or substantiaily aitered without subsequent review and approval An arborist shall be consulted prior to any grading
proposed within 15 feet of the approved tree(s) to determine the best procedures to maintain the health of the tree(s) The
recommendations of the arborist shall be followed during the grading operations

Construction Impact Mitigation If construction rules and construction impact mitication requirements were reviewed and
approved as part of the Design Review process the permittee shall comply and shall ensure compliance by the permittee s
agents employees and contractors with all approved rules and requirements Such rules may also be nitiated by the
Community Development D recto  either before or after the issuance of building permit(s) These requirements may
include without Iimitation onsite construction monitoring noise or vibratton monitoring the implementation of
prescribed mitigation measures a restriction on contractor and emplovee neighborhood parhing site maintenance and

storage restrictions and a restriction on the ume and number of delivern vehicles for construction site service equipment
and matenials

Grading Export Grading work and hauling of grading materials shall be restricted to the hours of 900 am to > 00 pm
Monday through Fridan No work 1s permitted to occur on City holidavs

R d 8/5/09




May 14 2014

Douglas Hamilton
31151 Monterey Street
Laguna Beach CA 92651

Dear Mr Hamilton

SUBIECT DESIGN REVIEW 13-2145, COASTAL DEVELOPMENI PERMIT 13 2181 AT 31514
MAR VISTA AVENUE, APN 056 091-21

At a regular meeting of the Design Review Board/Boaid of Adjustment of the City of Laguna Beach held on
Thuisday May 8 2014 action was taken granting approval of Design Review 13 214> Coastal Development
Pernut 13 2181 at 31514 Mar Vista Avenue with the condition that the landscape bushes be added outside
bedioom th.ee window per Ms Simpson s 1ed Iime nd the garage floor diveway bedioom two and family 100m
above the garage be lowered seven mnches

All vartance desten 1eview and coastal development permit grants automatically cxpire within two yecais of then
approval unless a 1cquest for an extension m winting 1s teceived by the Design Review Boatd prior to the
aforementioned expiiation No further notice will be given of this expuation If constiuction has not commenccd
and 15 not dihgently pursued to completion prior to May 8 2016 this approrval shall have expired (sce enclosed
work commencement policy)

Please be advised that mn oider to be ehigible for a refund of yowr staking pole deposit staking poles must be
removed within twenty (20) dayvs following the end of the wppeal pertod 1 a signed Affidavit of Remoy 1l of
Stakang Poles 15 not 1ccaived within the required umetnime the deposit will be considered forfated

This approval does not wthorize you to begm constiuction The Municipal Code provides that a building permit
cannot be 1ssued until fourteen (14) calendar days ha ¢ clapsed thus allowing time for adjacent propertv owneis to
ippeal the action if they so desne Additionally full constiuction diawimgs must {15t be submitted to the Building
Divsion for detailed plan chech and complimee with appheable State nd Municipal Laws and Building
Plumbing Clectnical and Mcchanical Codes s well as the appropriie fees i modificwon o the 1pproved
design will 1equire anotha noticed public he wing 1 vou wish any fuithar information regarding s wction pledse
contact the Zoning Division 1t (949) 497 0714

Sinceieh

Vg s -

Nancy Csna
Acting Zoning Administiator

Enclosutes (3) Subnuttal icquirements constiuction commencement policy: DR app1oy 1l conditions
CC Ton DeLangis — 119> Temple Hills Dirve — Laguna Beach CA 92651

505 FOREST AVE LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 TEL (949) 497 3311 FAX (949) 497 0771

8 RECYCLED PAPER



BUILDING PLAN CHECK SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

Address;% |S/(f /1/()4/[, l//‘%"bé'- Permit No/(,/
o SFR

[
\

2 sets of architectural and structural plans

2 sets of mechanical plans (usually needed only for commercial projects)

2 sets of electrical plans (usually needed only for commercial projects or
electrical service of 400 amp or larger)

2 sets of plumbing plans (restaurants, new commercial buildings)
2 sets of erosion control plans (where earth 1s disturbed)

2 sets of grading/drainage plans (where grading occurs or drainage changes)

2 sets of plans showing proposed work In the right of way and Public Works
permit application (may cr may not nclude a street improvement plan to be
routed to Public Works for review)

Title 24 summary sheet inciuded in plans

1 copy of structural calculations

2 wet-signed copies of geological report* (plan check and geotechnical review
fees determined by Building Division)

2 wet-signed copies of Water Quality Management Plan (plan check and WQMP
review fees determined by Building Division)

2 sets of plans (site plan only) showing utilities on property and points of
connection to pubhc utihities

2 sets of fire sprinkler plans, 2 sets of calculations approved by a 3™ party
consdltant (1efer to the Builuing Division tor a st ol approvea 3 party

consultants) and an electronic copv of the 3 ¢ party approved pians (email the
Sire Marshall at dstrerano@lagunabezchat/ net)

4 KRR OREE ERQUODO

2 wet-stamped copies or hvdreology repoit and/ol
a J

nd review reeg getermined b Zo~rc and B

In agation to the requiiements above the fclowing s reguire 7 Zheckel

D Other, specify

*Eirective 1/24/08 a compact aisc Contamning an electionic Comouter “lie copv or the
oversized geotechnical maps The rorma* of the computer file must be praparea as an
Adobe 4Lcrooat pdr rile




City of Laguna Beach
Community Development Department

Design Review / Planning Commission Approval
Construction Work Commencement Policy

Design Review and Conditional Use Permit approvals expire two years after the effective date
unless a time extension is granted or authorized construction work 1s commenced and diligently
pursued to completion

For the purpose of compliance with Code Sections 25 05 040()(2) and 25 05 030(1)(3)(b) regarding
construction work commencement the following must be done
1 A Bullding Permit for the entire authorized project has been issued or obtained and
2 The site bas been prepared for construction activities and
3 Construction work has commenced and then construction work 1s diligently pursued toward
completion

Site preparation” means

1 The establishment of a construction imits fence on site f the project 1s @ major remodel or new
structure and

2 Temporary power has been provided and

3 Any required pre grading meetings have been held with staff and

4 The implementation of those portions of the approved fuel madification plan if one was required
that are required to be implemented prior to the introduchon of any combustible materials onto the
site and

5 The necessary start up construction materials have been delivered to the site and

6 Construction start up equipment and/or office trailers have been placed on site

“Construction commencement” means
1 A minmum of 10% of the projects shoring wali system (permanent or temporary) has been
constructed and approved by the engineer that designed the shoring or
2 A minimum of 10% of the projects grading (cut and /or fill) has been completed and approved by
the project civil engineer or
3 If netther of the above are part of the project then a minimum of 10% of the project s foundation
has been completed and approved by the City Bullding Inspector or
4 If none of the above are part of the project then a minmum of 10% of the structural framing of
the project has been completed and approved by the City Building Inspector
(Note A separate grading or shoring wall permit will not be issued, the building permit for the entire
authorized project must be 1ssued )

(Note The only amendment to the above requirements s when a construction staging plan 1s required
such as in the Diamond/Crestview area A final construciton stagmng plan must be submitted and
approved by the Buiiding Division After the staging plan i1s apprcved a Staging Permit will be 1ssued
When the staging construction area 1s completed and given finzi inspection approval the Building Permit
for the residential construction may be issued Therefore in tne Diamona/Crestview area comphance
with Code Section 25 05 040())(2) regarding constructon work commencement means obtaining a
Staging Permit constructing the staging arez and obtaining a Building Permit for tne residential
construction )

‘Dihgently pursued’ means steady progress towards compieon o° the project Inspections required by
the Building Code or authorized by the Bullding Official and which are_approved by the City Building
Inspector will be satisfactory evidence of dingently pursued constructio  f an approved required or
authorized inspection 1s not made during any six month period after the Building Permit 1s 1ssued the
project will be deemed abandoned and new construction entitlements may be required

The Design Review Board or Planning Commission, as applicable, may grant a two year extension
of time and, after that initial time extension, a final one year extension of time Time extension
requests must be filed in writing prior to the expiration of the approval period(s) It is important to
realize that design review time extension approvals are nct automatic and that the proposed
project will be reviewed under the zoning standards i effect at the time the time extension
request is filed not the previous zoning standards ir: erfect at the time of the project’s original
approval

cdffinal files/forms/zoning division Rev 11/15/07




The following standard Design Review approval conditions are established to protect the health safety and weliare of the
communtty and to assure comphance with the intent and purpose of the City s regulations

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10)

11)

Expiration If development has not commenced within two years from the final action of the approval authority on the
application the Design Review approval will expire Development once timely commenced shall be pursued n a
dihgent manner and completed 1n a reasonable period of time Any application for extension of the Desicn Review

approval must be made prior to the expiration date and shall be accompanied by an explanation of good cause for the
request

Interpretation  Any questions of intent or interpretation of any condition will be determined by the Community
Development Director whose determinations may be subject to appeal pursuant to the provisions of Title 25 of the
Laguna Beach Municipal Code

Terms and Conditions Run with the Land These conditions shall be perpetual and shall bind all future owners
successors heirs assigns and possessors of the subject property to all terms and conditions of the approval

Indemnification The permittee shall defend hold harmless and indemnify at his/her/its expense the City City Council
and members thereof commissions boards officials officers employees agents and representatives from any and all
third party claims actions or proceedings to the attack set aside void or annul and approval of this Design Review
Approval which action 1s brought within the time period provided for in California Government Code Section 66499 37
as same may be amended This obligation shall encompass all costs and expenses incurred by the City in defending

against any claim action or proceeding as well as costs or damages the City may be required by a court to pay as a result
of such claim action or proceeding

Plan Rehance and Modification Restriction In the absence of specific provisions or conditions to the contrary the
apphcation and all plans or exhibits attached to the application are relied upon ncorporated and made a part of the
Design Review approval It 1s required that such plans or exhibits be complied with and implemented in a consistent
manner with the approved use conditions of approval and approved plans Such plans and exhibits for which this Design
Review approval has been granted shall not be changed or amended except pursuant to a subsequent amendment or new

Design Review approval as might otherwise be required or granted pursuant to the terms of Title 25 of the Citv of Laguna
Beach Municipal Code

Grounds for Revocation The Design Review approval shall be subject to revocation or modification with regard to the

grounds set forth 1n Title 25 of the Laguna Beach Municipal Code ncluding without limitation fatlure to comply with all
conditions of approval

Water Quality Condition The permittee shall not by act or omission allow cause or permit any prohibited discharge
(as defined in Laguna Beach Municipal Code Section 16 01 020) into the Citv s storm water drainage system

Landscape Plans If landscape plans were reviewed and approved as part of the Design Review process the approved
plant matertal types location and mature growth heights are deemed to be on going conditions of approval that must be
maintained in perpetuity unless modified by a subsequent Design Review approval

Tree Preservation The permittee shall be responsible for maintaining any tree approved on the landscape plan tn a
manner that will sustain the tree s health and distinctive qualities The approved tree(s) shall not be removed destroyed
or substantially altered without subsequent review and approval An arborist shall be consulted prior to any grading
proposed within 15 feet of the approved tree(s) to determine the best procedures to maintain the health of the tree(s) The
recommendations of the arbornist shall be followed during the grading operations

Construction Impact Mitigation 1f construction rules and construction impact mitigation requirements were reviewed and
approved as part of the Design Review process the permittee shall comply and shall ensurc compliance by the permittee s
agents employees and conitractors with all approved rules and requirements Such rules may also be nitiated by the
Community Development Director either before o after the issuance of buillding permit(s) These requirements may
include without hmitation onsite construction monitoring noise or \ibration monitoring the tmplementation of
prescribed minigation measures a restriction on contractor and employee neighborhood parking site maintenance and

storage restrictions and a restriction on the time and number of deliver vehicles for construction site service equipment
and materials

Grading Export Grading work and hauling of grading materials shall be resiricted to the hours of 9 00 am to 3 00 pm
Monday through Fridas  No work 1s permitted to occur on City ho'idays

dif 161 s/f ms/ f
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KAWARATANI CONSULTING

LAND USt DISICN THOJ.CE MANAGL LN,

1 8 GL HMNEYRF STREET P AGUNA BE&CH Ch 551
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8 May 2014

Design Review Board
City of Laguna Beach
505 Forest Avenue
Laguna Beach CA 92651
315/

Re 33415 Mar Vista Landscape Changes
Dear Board

The lollowing chnnges have been made to the Landscape Site Pian since the 2 hearing

1 Two of the four planter walls uphill from the driveway were removed and the terraced
pianters were chinges to natural sloped plinting

2 The master bedroom patio was moved farther 1wy fiom the driveway to allow more
planting and reduce the driveway wall to a maximum of 7 high

3 Thedriveway grade was increased to an 1verage of 10% to reduce the plate height of the
garage

4 The side yard stairs next to the Baker property were pulled 2 away from the property line
as 1 result of iving aret reductions in the house

5 The sunken planter between the kitchen and the road was raised up to reduce excavation

6 One wnter feature outside the kitchen window was removed

The following changes have been made to the Planting Pln since the 2nd hearing
1 2 addinonal Oak Trees were added on the slope adjacent to Mr Bakers property
2 Additientl planting wis added 1n the front yard between the drivewny 1nd the master
bedroom patio

The following chinges have been made to the Lighting Plan since the 2n! hearing

1 Zadditionn] path hghts were added at the master bedroom patio

Sincerely

e Ko

Steve Kawaratan



Brown, Margaret cD

From Speare Martina CD

Sent Thursday May 08 2014 1207 PM

To Brown Margaret CD

Subject FW 31415 Mar Vis hanges

Attachments Microsoft Word {31514 Mar Vjgta Landscape Changes docx pdf

Can you put thisn the file?

Martina Speare
Associate Planner

City of Laguna Beach
505 Forest Avenue
Laguna Beach CA 92651

(949) 464 6629
mspeare@lagunabeachcity net

| —

From steve kawaratani [mailto plantman2@mac com]

Sent Thursday May08 2014 12 05 PM

To Monica Simpson Roger McErlane Leslie LeBon Caren Liuzzi C Zur Schmiede Robin
Cc Balmer Csira Nancy CD Speare Martina CD Jon De Langis

Subject 31415 Mar Vista Landscape Changes

Good afterncon Board

Afier Robin contacted me | realized that the applicant team had not provided  fetter of lnndscape changes | hope you find the
atteched letter helpful

Beslt
Steve Kawaratani

¢ 2492900210
f 949615 7346



Brown Margaret CD

From Balmer Csira Nancy CD

Sent Wednesday May 07 2014 141 PM
To Brown Margaret CD

Subject FW 31514_mar_vista_ pdf
Attachments 31514_mar_vista_050314 3 pdf

Nancy Csira Architect
Acting Zoning Administrator
City of Laguna Beach

505 Forest Avenue

Laguna Beach CA 92651
(949) 497 0332
ncsira@lagunabeachcity net

From steve kawaratani [mailto plantman2@mac com]

Sent Wednesday, May 07, 2014 1 37 PM

To Monica Simpson, Roger McErlane, Leslie LeBon, Caren Liuzzi, C Zur Schmiede, Robin
Cc Speare, Martina CD, Balmer Csira, Nancy CD

Subject 31514 _mar_vista_ pdf

Good afternoon Board

The applicant s project manager, Ton De Langis was contacted yesterday by Staff that Robin noted story poles
had been damaged by a South Coast Water District project  Unfortunately, this has occurred a minimum of five
times and obviously has become a problematic situation

Upon site review we found that the poles which sustained damaged were within the interior elevations of the
project with the exception of one pole (now repaired), and those were not involved with the changes 1n our
current submuttal [ also polled three members and they had not visited the site as of this morning

Nancy Csira has suggested a continuance of the project review however, the owner has traveled from Australia
to be at the hearing tomorrow Given the circumstances including the ongoing 1ssue with the story poles, we
are hopeful that the Board will consider our request to hear the Hamilton application

As Staff noted “The applicant has made several changes to addiess the Board s concerns  The table which
was included 1n the Staff Report will reveal that the gaiage floor elevation 1s approximately 2 higher than the
original application  Much of this height differential occurred due to the relocation of the driveway as not to
create access 1ssues with the Morales project The master bedioom floor has been loweied, and admittedly,
situating 1t 2° lower at the original iteration was a design erior

Please review the comprehensive changes detailed n the attached report You may also find the included
graphics helpful

Best



MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT/DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
REGULAR MEETING AND NOTICED HEARING
APRIL 24, 2014

A regular noticed meeting of the Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board of the
City of Laguna Beach, California, convened at 6 00 p m 1n the City Council Chambers
on April 24, 2014

Present Leslie LeBon, Caren Liuzzi, Roger McErlane (arrived at 535 pm),
Monica Simpson, Robin Zur Schmiede

Absent None

CONSENT CALENDAR

6 585 LEGION STREET, APN 644-044-01 (Staff Assist) (APPROVED)
DESIGN REVIEW 14 374 AND A CATLGORICAL EXEMPTION

The apphcant requests design 1eview for modifications to a pieviously approved project 1n
the R 1 (Residential Low Density) zone Modifications include a 292 square foot living
area addition 57 square foot garage area addition and new awnings  Design review 1s
required for upper level additions, elevated decks, landscaping and to maintain
nonconforming building height

Ms Liuzzi made a motion seconded by Ms LeBon, to approve Design Review 14-
374 at 585 Legton Sticet Motion caitied unanimously

Motion CL Second LL Giant Y Deny Cont Unan Y
LeBon Y Liuzzt Y McEilane Y Simpson Y Zur Schmiede Y

Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board 1 Apnt24 2014



Steve Kawaratap,
€ 949 290 0210
£ 94963 7346



MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT/DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
REGULAR MEETING AND NOTICED HEARING
APRIL 24, 2014

A regular noticed meeting of the Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board of the
City of Laguna Beach, California, convened at 6 00 p m 1n the City Council Chambers

on April 24, 2014

Present Leslie LeBon, Caren Liuzzi, Roger McErlane (arrived at 535 pm),
Monica Simpson, Robin Zur Schmiede

Absent None

CONSENT CALENDAR

1

SLOPE STABILIZATION PROJLCT - 545 DIAMOND STREET AND 2097

CRESTVIEW DRIVE, APN 644-292-19 AND 644-292-18 (APPROVED)
DESIGN REVIEW 14 316 AND A CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION

The City of Laguna Beach Public Works Department 1equests design review for slope
stabilization within the public right of way and adjoiming properties, including retaning
walls grading and landscaping i the Diamond/Crestview Specific Plan area

Ms Liuzzi made a motion, seconded by Ms LeBon to appiove Design Review 14-
316, Slope Stabilization Project at 545 Diamond Street and 2097 Crestview Drive
Motion carried unanimously

Motion CL Second LL Grant Y Deny Cont Unan Y
LeBon Y Liuzzi Y McErlane Y Simpson Y Zur Schmiede Y

Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board 1 Apnil 24 2014
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DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

THURSDAY, MAY & 2014

7 31514 MAR VISTA AVENUE, APN 056 091 21 (Staff Assist)
DESIGN REVIEW 13 2145 COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
132181 AND A CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION, LAST HEARD 3/27
(THIRD HEARING) The applicant requests design review and a
coastal development permit to construct a new 3,712 square
foot single family dwelling in the R 1 (Residential Low Density)
Zone Design review s required for the new structure elevated
decks, tandem parking skylights air conditioning chimney height,

grading retaining walls pool/spa and landscaping
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DRB Hearing Date 5 8 2014

To
From

Re

DRB Members Crty of Laguna Beach Ca
Hugo Soria Design & Co

303 Broadway #209 Laguna Beach CA
Hamilton residence 31514 Mar Vista Ave

Dear Board Members

| am pleased to present the following revisions for the proposed Hamilton project in

response to your comments presented during the DRB hearing held on March 27 2014

The proposed program has been reduced by 268 83 sq ft We have eliminated 3 5 ft
+ of bullding width (combined upper and middle level) along the Joe Baker p/I The
structure 1s narrower and further from Mr Baker s home about 32 + from building to
bullding We have realigned the roof and removed the steel column at this location so
there 1s less mass impact as well

2 We have lowered the level of the master bedroom by 2 6 The adjacent family room
and Bedroom #2 has been lowered by 1 9 By lowering these levels the garage
height has been reduced to 12 3 from 15 5 andthe north driveway retaining wall
has been reduced from 125 to 7 3

3 We have modified the driveway angle thereby reducing the height of the associated
retaining walls as mentioned above

4 We have repositioned the Master bedroom fireplace exterior concrete patio and
patio doors to achieve a Northwest view corridor rather than a West view corridor

5 We have removed an additional 17 sq ft from the upper level deck facing Mr Baker s
property to further mitigate his privacy concerns

6 The large window in bedroom #3 has been reduced per board recommendation for
Mr Baker s privacy

7 We have provided three oak trees along the Baker p/l to further protect the privacy
between the residences

8 The main level and entry has been lowered by one foot This has also helped to
eliminate massing

9 The chimney above living room roof has been eliminated per Board comments

Thank you for your consideration Hugo

LETTER FROM ARCHITECTURAL DESIGNER



CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH
COMMUNITY DCLVCLOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT
HEARING DATE May 8§ 2014
TO DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
CASE Design Review 13 2145

Coastal Development Pernut 13 2181

APPLICANT John DeLangis/Hugo Soria
(949) 306 4729

LOCATION Hamilton Residence
31514 Mar Vista Avenue
APN 056 091 21

ENVIRONMENTAL

STATUS In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) guidelines the project 1s categorically exempt pursuant to
Section 15303, Class 3 (a) 1n that a new single famly residence 1s
proposed 1n a residential zone

PREPARED BY Martina Speare Associate Planner

(949) 464 6629

REQUESIED ACTION  lhe applicant requests design 1eview and a coastal development
permit to construct a new 3,226 square foot single family dwelling with 395 square feet of
storage and 751 square feet of garage in the R | (Restdenuial Low Density) Zonc Design review
1s required for the new structure elevated decks (668 square feet), tandem parking skylights air

conditioning, chimney height grading, retaning walls pool/spa and landscaping

PROJECT SITE DESCRIPTION The 7307 square foot vacant parcel 1s located on the
inland side of Mar Vista Avenue The property 1s considercd steep with an average calculated
slope of 28% The north and rear property lines abut a private section of Mar Vista Avenue

DESIGN REVIEW HISTORY The project was discussed at two prior hearings on March 27,
2014 and Tebruary 6 2014 At the second hearnng the Board expressed concerns about the
overall massing and volume of the structure Several board members requested that the plate
heights be lowered, especially in the garage and at the south elevation The proposed external
structural poles were also discussed The Board suggested reductng the square footage along the
south elevation to provide further relief to the property at 31516 Mar Vista Avenue

Privacy concerns were discussed regarding the windows on the south elevation The applicant
agreed to review the chimney design and indicated that a direct vent fireplace was a possibthity

EXCERPTS FROM STAFF REPORT



STAFF ANALYSIS The applicant has pulicd tn the south elevation of the home and reduced
the overall square footage by 269 square feet The middle level of the home has been lowered by
I 75 feet and the garage plate heights have been reduced from 14 5 feet to 12 feet since the
second hearing (Section C on sheet A 10)

The appheant has incorporated the previous comments from the Board and has reduced the
bedroom window on the south elevation, eliminated the structural column at the middle level,
relocated the master bedroom fireplace, and ehminated the chimney along the south clevation
The entryway has also been lowered by one foot

The majonty of the Board s comments at the previous hearings discusscd lowertng the housc and
reducing plate heights 1n an effort to reduce the massing of the structure The table below
includes the past and proposed finished floor elevation and plate heights 1t appears that all of
the proposed finish floor elevations are highcr than the original proposal The higher fimish floor
elevations may add to the appearance of mass

Reference Sheet Location Ist Hearing | 2nd Hearing | 3rd Hearing
Sheet A 2 Garage Finish Floor Elevation 96 5 975 98 67
Sheet A 3 Master Finish I'loor I"levation 109 F3 1105
Sheet A 3 Living Room Fimish INoor Clevation Ry 113 LIS
Sheet A 4 Upper Finish Floor Elevation 123 124 123 16
Sheet A 10 Garage Plate Height 135 145 12
Sheet A 10 Living Room Plate Height 106 1012 851009 10 t0 10 6
Sheet A 5 Master Plate Height 14 10 10
Sheet A 5 Upper Plate Height (South Clevation) 16 10 6 96

Past 1nd Proposed Finish Floor Elevations and Plate lleights

e -

CONCLUSION The applicant has pulled the home away from the southern neighbor and has
reduced the overall living and deck area The applicant has madc several changes to address the
Board s concerns The finish floor elevations have been raiscd since the initial hearing and this
may add to the appearance of mass

AT TACHMENTS Project Summary [ables
Minutes/Staff Report (3/27/14)
Minutes (2/6/14)
Color and Materials
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DRB Hearing Date 5 8 2014

To DRB Member’s City of Laguna Beach Ca

From Hugo Soria Design & Co

Jon De Langis

303 Broadway #209 RECEIVED

L Beach CA
aguna Beac APR 30 2014

ZONING DIVISION
CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH

Re Hamilton residence

31514 Mar Vista Ave

Dear Board members

I am pleased to present the following revisions for the proposed Hamilton project in response
to your comments presented durning the DRB hearing held on March 27 2014

1 The proposed program has been reduced by 268 83 sq ft We have eliminated 35 ft +
of building width {combined upper and mddle level) along the Joe Baker p/l The
structure 1s narrower now and 15 further away from Mr Baker s home, about 32 +
from building to building We have realigned the roof and removed the steel column at

this location so there is less mass impact as well

2 We have lowered the level of the master bedroomby 2 6 The adjacent family room
and Bedroom #2 has been lowered by 1 9 By lowering these levels the garage height
has been reduced to 12 3 from 15 5 and the north driveway retaining wall has been
reduced from 125'to 7 3

3 We have modified the driveway angle thereby reducing the height of the associated
retaining walls as mentioned above

4 We have repositioned the Master bedroom fireplace exterior concrete patio and patio
doors to achieve a Northwest view corridor rather than a West view corridor



5 We have removed an additional 17 sq ft from the upper level deck facing Mr Baker s
property to further mitigate his privacy concerns

6 The large window in bedroom #3 has been reduced per board recommendation for Mr
Baker s privacy

7 We have provided three oak trees along the Baker p/l to further protect the privacy
between the residences

8 The main level and entry has been lowered by one foot This has also helped to
elminate massing on our building

9 The chimney above living room roof has been eliminated per Boards comments

10 A pool cover will be implemented

Thank you for your consideration Hugo
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Project Address 3/5/4/ y'(/dA/ /@/ﬁ;) QJI/E

Hearing Date \5'/5//4 Submittals due 44/25{//#

In the event your Design Reweu/Board of Adjustment hearing was continued to some specific future
date the following 1tems must be submitted to the city before noon on the Wednesday _fifteen (15) davs
prior to the meeting (for projects requring a staff report submittals are due the Wednesdan
mentv two (22) davs prior to the meeting), or your hearing will be continued to the neat available

hearmg date

REQUIRED DOCUMENTS I'OR CONTINUED PROJECTS Chech items submiited

] Six (6) copies of a letter to the Board describing either

a The changes that were made to the project or

b Why no changes have been made (r¢duced_sets still regylrgd even 1f

no changes have been made) g .
e :

Revised colored elevations 1f any changes have been’m to?ae_meﬁgr of the, *

N

structure (Note You may modify or overlay changes on the onginally submitted

colored elevations ) ; APR 23 2014
N Q Revised colors/matenials board 1f changed ! ,
]
& Two (2) complete sets of revised fuli size plans mcliding the rey fed staking plan
Two (2) sets of revised full size landscape plans _ _ ©7 '+ 4 v ocre ,

s

Six (6 ) sets of reduced (11 » 17 ) plans (even 1if no changes are proposed) including
landscape plans, and

a A copy of the prior hearing minutes
\)< Two (2) copies of the certified revised stahing plan 1f modifications to the project
require re stahing (Note The staking must be completed 14 calendar dayvs prior to the
meeting )

REMEMBER - If changes are made to the plans, vou must update the project summary tables to
reflect revised square footage, grading quantities, etc Failure to do so may result in you having to
obtain further destgn review approyals during final plan check, delaving the 1ssuance of 2 Building

Permit

CONTINUANCE POLICIES

The request for continuance must be submitted 1 wrniting to the Des:gn Review Board stating the
specific reasons for the continuance

The wnten request should be filed with the Departmen. of Community Development (Zoning
Division) no later than Noon on the Wednesday eight days preceding the Thursday miglt Design

Res1ew Board meeting

12

Continuances are not automaticalh approved but are considered on a case to case basis If the
written request 15 ot filed on time or 1f vou have had several continuances the Design Review Board
may act on your project at the scheduled public heaning It 15 advisable that a representatine be
present at the hearing to answer anv questions the Board might have on the request A maximum of

two non heard continuances are alloned

S0V LA dﬂ/%?gﬂ @éovﬂf\ﬁﬁ Com
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Continued Project Submunral Form



MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT/DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
REGULAR MEETING AND NOTICED HEARING
MARCH 27, 2014

A regular noticed meeting of the Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board of the
City of Laguna Beach, California, convened at 6 00 p m 1n the City Council Chambers
on March 27, 2014

Present Leslie LeBon, Caren Liuzzi, Roger McErlane, Monica Simpson,
Robin Zur Schmiede

Absent None

Staff Present Nancy Csira, Belinda Deines, Martina Speare, Margaret Brown

CONTINUED BUSINESS

8 31514 MAR VISTA AVENUE, APN 056-091-21 (Staff Assist) (CONTINUED TO

5/8

I—)ZE_S)-IGN REVIEW 13 2145 COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 132181 AND A CATEGORICAL
EXEMPTION LAST HEARD 2/6/14 (SECOND HEARING)

The applicant requests design review and a coastal development permut to construct a new
3712 square-foot single-family dwelling in the R-1 (Residential Low Density) zone
Design review 1s required for the new structure elevated decks, tandem parking skylights,
air conditioning, chimney height, grading retaining walls, pool/spa and landscaping

Project Representative Designer Hugo Soria recapped changes made at the
Board s suggestion and to address neighbors concerns It 1s 1educed 429 square
feet and 1s further from Mr Baker s home with more planting between the homes

Public Testimony Joe Baker, 31516 Ma1 Vista Avenue appreciates the effort made
to help him out He feels more can be done as 1ts still too big and not
neighborhood compatible The proposed 1150 square-foot garage 1s bigger than
his 1 050 square-foot house He believes the house can be shrunk and the wall he
will see from his kitchen window can be moved as 1t shuts out his hght The
planted bank will not be saved so he will only see the wall He thinks the square
footage could be put elsewheie Another three or four feet would help him

Anuta Dobbs, 31517 Eagle Rock Way said the storypoles have been pulled back five
to seven feet It s still overwhelming from M1 Baker s property The sixteen-foot
retaining wall adds to the sense of mass The color change fiom white to blue-giay
1s good It still seems huge for the neighborhood Houses on the inland side of Mar

MoRe
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Vista aie larger than most of the neighborhood Although reduced this house 1s
still huge 1n comparison to house sizes from M1 Baker s and down the street Its
not neighborhood compatible

Elizabeth Phullips 31531 Scenic Drive said although improvements were made 1t s
disappointing some areas reduced and some increased The sixteen-foot retaining
wall impedes any natural light mnto M1 Baker s home The glazing 1s a concern
there s not a lot of window fronts in the neighborhood It 1s modern n that small
area but 1t s not compatible with the existing neighborhood It infers a movement
away from considering neighborhood compatibility Her concerns are
mansionization  canyoruzing and light pollution from the glazing  Therr
neighborhood 1s quaint and dark - all these laige windows looking on to you 1s
mtrusive

Barbara Bowie 31582 Wildwood Road speaking for the South Laguna Civic
Association rerterated what she said at the first heaiing They want to mauntain a
village atmosphere m South L2guna and this 1s a crisis point 1n their neighborhood
Development 1s three or four houses on the side of the hill and neighborhood
compatibility 1s everything else They depend on the Board to defend the
Bohemuan atmosphere from change

Bob Lawson, 31521 Mar Vista said if you walk m front of his house, look at the
hillside and see the stakes, this looms over even the other new houses there They
lose the whole view of the hillside Putting the garage as proposed will require
taking down the Pepper Trees The 3,700 square-foot scale of the house 1s not
compatible

Val Morales, 31521 Mar Vista Avenue, thinks the Hamiltons have done a great job
In mitigating their own specific concerns notwithstanding the concerns of other
neighbors He hopes more can be done for Mr Baker but he supports the project
from his own standpoint

Rebuttal Contractor Jon DeLangs said on Mr Baker s side there 1s thirty-two feet
between the buildings Seven additional feet was added With regard to the slope
Mr Baker s property line 1s ten feet from the side of his house and the topography
1s mostly on the Hamilton s property line They added landscaping to soften that
side They have done all they could think of to satisfy the Fire Department and Mr
Baker s concerns on that side The retaining wall 1s actually 12 % feet Moving the
garage north pushed the wall up but 1t has been softened by articulation to break
up those elevations He feels the massing will be mitigated when this 1s completed

Board Questions Ms Simpson questioned the reason for the poles off the side Mr
Delangis said they are architectural features which will be incorporated mnto the

Maoel
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structural design  Ms Simpson asked if there was a possibility of lowering plate
heights on the south elevation to give Mr Baker more relief Mr Soria said he had
already lowered those plates - seven feet at the lowest point in the living room and
the back corner 1s eight feet Ms Simpson asked if the lower retaiming wall can
somehow be pulled back and the wall stepped down Mr Soria said they have
talked about that Ms Simpson said the garage has tall plate heights Mr Soria
said there 1s a problem with the garage grading and percentage of slope Mr
DelLangis said that gives the Morales proposal an opportunity to increase their
view

Mr McErlane asked if the unapproved project across the street was being used to
Justify 155 foot garage ceiling height Mr DeLangis said the garage 1s 975 to
11025 There 1s a three-foot wide planter before the next terrace  From the garage
to mid-level they have that elevation but that floor was four feet lower in the
oniginal submuttal But 1t was changed 1n an effort to allow Morales to increase their
view Mr McErlane said an unapproved project can t be used as justification The
Board can only deal with this unattached to the Morales project

Ms Zur Schmiede 1t sounds as 1f it were not to accommodate Morales the project
would be different She verified the plate heights and elevations with the applicant
The applicant agreed the chimney was not needed and the fireplace can be direct
vent Ms Zur Schmiede asked if the twelve-foot retamning wall in front of garage
could be at a more natural grade Mr Soria said that can tuin into a more natural
grade but they need the wall below the patio Mr DelLangis explamed a three-foot
wide access was required by the fire official A sidewalk 1sn t their preference If
the sidewalk wete not required they could have continued natural topography to
the stem walls but they have to move 1t three feet out

Ms LeBon questioned the living room plate heights and verified the west elevation
1s incorrect Mr Soiia said the slope should be lower and plate height fiom finished
floor should be only eight feet Ms LeBon said the staking 1s also incoriect as the
1ibbons projected what was on the drawing Ms Csna said 1t 1s ten feet six inches
at some point but the roof doesn t carry the same plane Mr Soria said there 1s a
disciepancy Ms LeBon verified the elevation of the west corner window and
adjacent door will be lower than the eight feet Ms LeBon said the bedioom thiee
wimdow 1s eight feet wide She noticed that window will look ditectly into the
Baker yaid and asked if they could reduce the size and provide a privacy
mecharusm M1 Sotia said they can reduce the window Mr DeLangis said they
can have a fixed louver on the window s exteiior angled to achieve natural hght
which can be 1emoved for emeigency egiess They agieed to do something theie

Ms Liuzzi verified the pool dimension 1s seventeen by twelve She asked Ms Csira
fo1 her recommendation 1egarding the discrepancy between the plans and staking

Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board 3 March 27 2014 \[/



Ms Csira believes the staking 1s correct but not consistent with the drawings

Board Comments Mr McErlane felt it was difficult to look at precise drawings
and dimensions yet have the applicants refer to a rendering which doesn t help
explain anything His main concern 1s 1t s a little aggressive for the neighborhood,
especially from Mar Vista where they are taking access He feels 1t 1s being pumped
up too much, too much space to get an elevation up to look over a house that may
or may not be approved More reasonable garage plate heights are needed He
verified the columns don t have to be therc for stiuctural reasons and he would
rather not have them A ten percent drivewav goes up to the floor and can be
lowered if the upper level was lowered Lower down would be more mn scale with
neighborhood He would like to sce both the garage and dirveway used to bring
the house down He doesn t Iike the roof deck going up the north side that kicks
out at an angle It s imposing and he would like 1t biought down Otherwise he
feels they have done a lot to 1y to accommodate comments and they should Listen
to neighbors comments

Ms Le Bon said as the drawings don t accurately reflect the actual plates for the living
room portion she would like that restaked That would also help neighbors see what
the applicants say 1s lower roof heights She believes the building meets mass and
scale for the neighborhood On the public street of Mar Vista it only looks like a two
level at the garage and a single level at the bedroom The living room sets back from
the front of the street and can t be seen from Mar Vista public street A lot of square
footage 1s buried and doesn t contribute to mass On Mr Baker s side, he 1s down 1in a
hole and if the staking and drawings show reduced plates on the south elevation all
will have better 1dea that 1t provides more massing from his prospective They can
still have a workable living room with seven to eight-foot plates in that corner She
understands the window with the privacy 1ssue 1s under discussion She thinks the
pool 1s neighborhood compatible and the landscaping 1s fine 1f a little 1s added on Mr
Baker s side Other than those comments she can support the project

Ms Zur Schmiede feels all the surrounding projects are relevant She understands Ms
LeBon's point about the upper level except from Mar Vista 1ts still imposing -
between the garage the level above and Mr Baker s living area The amount of
retaining wall adds to that mass and scale There 1s room to move the house down
and reduce retaming walls  She feels 1t needs to be 3 000 or 3 100 square feet The
living area next to Mr Baker would be the place to reduce square footage Reducing
out of that living area reduces mass and gives more openness - not so close to Mr
Baker and reduces loomuing over him She would like plate heights along the Baker
elevation as low as possible She was bothered about raising 1t up to accommodate
the Morales project The 1dea wasnt to work with them to make either structure
taller and out of neighborhood compatibility = A more neighborhood compatible
house 15 one that s lower and reduces the appearance of mass from the street The

ﬂ’ld/aJ/
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guidelines about rooflines going up on a downhull slope but 1n this case she feel the
design helps Pool size 1s okay but the upper level needs to come down as much as
possible in height and volume She suggested they review the minutes from the
Morales project to see what s neilghborhood compatible about their project She feels
they are attempting to see over what might not be considered neighborhood
compatible

Ms Simpson agrees with a lot of her colleagues comments and appreciates the work
done She thinks they are really close Some tweaks and adjustments as Ms Zur
Schmiede suggested would help the overall volume It looks pretty big, both this and
the Morales project have to come down some There s a lot of flexibility on the south
side to come down and removing the chimney helps She would add taller
landscaping on the south side - fifteen to eighteen foot range - try to reduce the front
retaining wall height and use plants that cascade over the wall

Ms Liuzz agrees with her colleagues and agrees on moving five feet further from Mr
Baker She thinks they have to lower the driveway There 1s no guarantee the project
opposite will get a second story all across For her, that project 1s not neighborhood
compatible and there 1s no need to jack this up to see over a one-story house It wasa
great 1dea but at the detriment of Mr Baker and wasn t their intent They have to
bring the driveway down She likes the sloping roof and wants a pool cover

The Board agreed to grant a third hearing

Ms Simpson made a motion, seconded by Ms LeBon to continue Design Review
13-2145, Coastal Development Permit 13-2181 at 31514 Mar Vista Avenue to May 8§,
2014 Motion carried unanimously

Motion MS Second LL Grant Deny Cont 5/8 Unan Y
LeBon Y Liuzzi Y McErlane Y Simpson Y Zur Schmiede Y

Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board 5 March 27 2014



CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 505 FOREST AVENUE LAGUNA BEACH CALIFORNIA 92651

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW APPLICATION

Please compiletely fill in the top half éf side one

PROJECT LOCATION ADDRESS 3/ 5 )Y Mer ?/, S?Zc‘ \

VALUATION OF WORK S /2SO F* LoTSIZE
ASSESSOR S PARCEL NO b

DESCRIBE IN DETAIL SCOPE OF WORK Can S+ Q_,‘}" a /0 /DVL(“ -~ Jg, K. g/.o,

o |1 G0 CIX S A ~/’nr‘+)f\€,(‘u/~% SC
\10/10-—\. o 2ol CC¢C\)‘ v/8£70 ﬂ/é/”/(’;zq

a4 J
4 o ands

F OOR ARFA GARAG AREA OECKAREA |  STORAGE AREA TOTA'AQEK'CDEL NO O STORIES
EXISTING BUILDING
NEW CONSTRUCTION
TOTALS
.

The remainder of side one is for staff use only See other side for required certificates and signatures

DATE APPROVED / DENIED
TYPE OF APPLICATION €E DATE | APPLCATION ]

RECEIVED NUMBER ADMIN BOA/DRB ! ¢ ce

!
PRE APPLICATION SITE T
MEETING |

ZONING PLAN (CHECK |
DESIGN RE Ic 7

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT )
| PERMIT

VARIANCF

SUBDIISION |

CEQA )

OTHER t

ACCESSORY BUILDING HEIGHTS
MINIMUM SHONN SHOWN MAXIMUM

MAIN BUILDING

MINIMUM SHOWN

| Cl EARANCE By l DATE
YARDS

RIGHT SIDE ZONING PLAN CHECK ]

HEIGHT
FFIFG

|
f
]
FRONT | | | CEQA ! |
|
{
I

LEFT SIDE SLOPE ZONING / PLANNING

REAR ] STRUCTURAL PLAN CHECK

DISTANCE BETWEEN BUILDINGS l FINAL CHECK

Coastal Deveiopment Permit
Development Category Local Coastal Development Permyt 1s required anditis ___ s no ___ appeaiable to Coastal Commission
Coastal Commussion Permit 1s required
Categoricatl Exclusion
Exempt (List Cooe Section)




R e
[k = ’(r !f' \\ //.":‘
’ L)
I
/ ///11\7 ,ﬂ' 7 /0;4
8y . .
Property Owner Do g /e ¢ Mo pus [do o Lo, ) "Vision
Phone # 7 CeliPhone#__5/2 ~S¥7~T98F T | ¥aBeacy
Mailing Address _JITA ELAELLIFE £D City/SYZip__W0OUAHLA | 2025  AUSTRALLE
Email Address dﬁéﬁ/uﬂ @ amacl. cony Receive Project Updates by Email X Yeso No
ArchitectAgent __Jmnn 2w/ . =, <
Phone# 749 3plL-t22a9 7 Cell Phone #
Malling Address /(D S™ Twesuy fe M. 1/ Do crysvzip_Le, sune Beac b (o I
Emarl Address _, 25[329 ne, ’,; Elmoc \Corm
Fax # State License # SO9370 O
Other Development Team Member
Phone # Cell Phone #
Mailing Address City/St/Zip
Email Address Receive Project Updates by Email 3 Yes [ No
Fax # State License #
Please note that the applicantagent wili receive a U S Postal Service or Email nottfication of project updates such as plan check results In addition ai
other development team members tisted on this page will aiso recewe project updates by Emall including plan check results untess indicated otherwise
This will mprove communication with the appiicant s team during the entitlement process
OWNER S CERTIFICATE
1l understand there are no assurances at any tme implicitly or otherwise regarding final staff recommendatlons to {

the decision making body about this application

2 | understand major changes to the project may require a new application and payment of additional or new fees

3 If this application 1s approved | hereby certify that | will comply with zll conditions of approval | aiso understand
that the failure to abide by and faithfully comply with any and all condttions attached to the approval action shall
constitute grounds for the revocation of said approval

4 | hereby certify that to the best of my knowled

accompanying materials 1s true and correct

reguired prior to final action on this application

certincate

ge the information | have presented in this form and the
I also understand that additional data and information may be
I have read and understand the con ent contained in this

5 | understand that it I1s the responsibility of the property owner to ensure that discrepancies do not exist between

the projects description on the permit the architectural plans and the structural plans

If discrepancies exist

between the architectural plans and the structural plans the architectural plans shall take precedence Ultmately

the scope of work as described on the permit that is authorizing the construction takes

precedence over the

plans If there 1s a discrepancy between the plans and the description on the permit the permit governs
6 | am the record owner of the property described In this application and hereby consent to the filng of tne

applhication

X Dhnle, fadl

délgnature of Owner

March 45 zoi4

Date

AUTHORIZATION OF AGENT

I am the record owner of the property described n this
the agent as shown on this application to act on m:

Laguna Beach
~

X application throygh th:Z%

application and hereby designate and authorize

y behalf in all matters pertaining to processing of this

!
JSlgnature of Owner
Revised 6/28/11

Mok | L 20/

Date



PROPERTY ADDRESS

RBY

21514 WNMar Viatz

ITEMS SHOWN OR TO BE SHOWN ON PLANS IN CONJUNCTION WITH NEW CONSTRUCTION

CHECK THE ITEMS ZONE DESIGN STRUCTURAL | APPROVED *FIRE

FOLLOWING CHECK REVIEW PLAN CHECK | FOR DEPARTMENT

ITEMS THAT APPROVED ISSUANCE APPROVAL

PERTAIN (official use only) (official use only) (official use only) (official use only) (official use only)
Site Walls

RECEIVE

Retaining Walls- -

T 0T

BUILD N DI\ IRini

Planter Walls

]
bl | LV LACUNA B oy
T g |

Fences

Electronic Driveway
Gates

Water features, Kot
ponds, Fountains

BBQ

Pool/Spa

Exterior
Fireplaces/Fire pits

Detached Patio
Structure or Gazebo

Detached Pedestr an
entry feature
(arbor/trellis)

Outdoor Sinks

Detached
Exterior stairs

A/C Compressor

Grading

Skyhghts

Street

Improvements
(Public Right of Way)

Structures in the
Public Right of Way




Brown, Margaret cD

From Balmer Csira Nancy CD

Sent Wednesday March 26 2014 7 28 AM
To Brown Margaret CD

Subject FW 31514_MarVista— pdf
Attachments 31514_MarVista-NEW 3 2 pdf

Nancy Csira Architect
Acting Zoning Admunistrator
City of Laguna Beach

505 Forest Avenue

Laguna Beach CA 92651
(949) 497 0332
ncsira@lagunabeacheity net

From steve kawaratani [mailto plantman2@mac com]

Sent Wednesday, March 26, 2014 5 36 AM

To caren luzzi, Monica Simpson, Leshe LeBon, Roger McErlane, C Zur Schmiede, Robin
Cc Hugo Sona, Jon De Langis, Doug, Speare, Martina CD Balmer Csira, Nancy CD
Subject 31514_MarVista— pdf

Good morning Board members,

I hope your week 1s going smoothly

As Staff noted, the overall size and massing have been reduced for this application Hugo Soria further details
the exact changes which were made, with exhibits that may assist you 1n understanding the scope of changes
made to the project (although the revised story poles are evident that the applicant team took Board comments

seriously to create a neighborhood compatible home)

Key to the design changes was to focus the attention to Joe Baker s property by altering the roof configuration,
lowering plate heights and moving the structure further from the property line

As noted by the Board, the size of the garage/workshop does not affect the appearance of mass The cover
perspective clearly shows that the redesigned glazing 1s appropriate for the design of the house While we
respect Staff’s comment that the master roof does not follow the topography, we believe that view and light
concerns required the roof pitch solution and adds interest to the overall design

Please feel free to contact me should you have questions or concerns or wish to meet at the site A hard copy
of the attached report will be delivered to your mailbox later this morning

Best,

Steve



31514 MAR VISTA AVE

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

MAR 26 5
THURSDAY, MARCH 27,2014 K29,

CONTINUED BUSINESS

8. 31514 MAR VISTA AVENUE, APN 056-091-21 (Staff Assist) DESIGN REVIEW 13-2145,
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 13-2181 AND A CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION, LAST HEARD
2/9/14 (THIRD HEARING) The applicant requests design review and a coastal development
permit to construct a new 3,712 square-foot single-family dwelling in the R-1 (Residential
Low Density) zone. Design review is required for the new structure, elevated decks, tandem
parking, skylights, air conditioning, chimney height, grading, retaining walls, pool/spa and

landscaping.
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Project Address ;;[5[4 MAE \/(ﬁT'A
Heanng Date \ 2 "Z 7- ,4 Submattals due " 3- 5" l“"

In the event your Design Review/Board ofﬁdjustment hearing was continued to some specific future
date the following items must be submtted to the city b&f3eifiool on the Wednesday, fifteen (15) days
nor to the meefting (for projects winng a staff re submttals are due the Wednesda
twenty-two (22) davs pnor to the meebng), or your heanng will be continued to the next avajlable

hearing date

REQUIRED DOCUMENTS FOR CONTINUED PROJECTS Check ttems submytted

I/\/ 1 Six (6) copies of a ietter to the Board, descnbing erther
¥y a  The changes that were made to the project or

b Why no changes have been made (reduced sets stil required even if
/ no cbanges have been made) e —
v/ 2

T g,
e Sy

Revised colored clevations if any changes have been rnac!c t eﬁgmfbf the , .

g -\‘, ATy

structure (Note You may modify or overlay changes on /hc ong:n%ly ;(ﬂbﬁ:xma . ‘\}i . T

/ colored elevations )
7 3 Revised colors/materials board if changed ; MAR - 5 2014
t \/ 4 Two (2} complete sets of revised full size plans ncluding the revised staking plan

Two (2) sets of revised full size Jandscape plans 0Mn 190,

71 s
7 CiTy
\/ 6 Six (6 ) sets of reduced (11" x 17") plans (even if nG changes are F|::i'csp|:>sed) including
71dscnpe plans and .
¢ 7 A copy of the prior beanng minutes
\/ 8 Two (2) copies of the certified revised stakung plan, 1f modificattons to the project

require re staking (Note The staking must be completed 14 calendar days prior to the
meeting )

REMEMBER - If changes are made to the plans, you must update the project summary tabies to
reflect revised square footage, grading quantities etc Fadure to do so may resalt iz yon having to
obtain further design review approvals during final plan check, delaying the i1ssuance of a Building

Perm1t

CONTINUANCE POLICIES

I The request for continuance must be submitted in wnting to the Design Review Board stating the
specific reasons for the continuance

2 The wntten request should be filed with the Department of Community Development (Zomng
Division) no later than Noon on the Wednesday eight days preceding the Thursday might Design
Review Board meeting

3 Contnuances are not automatically approved but are considered on a case to-case basis [f the
wntten request is not filed on ime or 1f you have had several continuances, the Design Review Board
may act on your project at the scheduled public hearing It 1s adwvisable that a representative be
present at the hearing to answer any questions the Board might have on the request A maximum of
two non _heard coptlnuances are allowed

o %eria_desian @
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Laguna Beach, Ca 3-3-14

To DRB, City of Laguna Beach, Ca

From HugoSorna, Design, & co ;'
303 Broadway,# 209 !
Laguna Bch Ca :

Re 31514 Mar Vista Ave Laguna Bch Ca -

Dear board members

The following are the revisions made to the plans in response to your
comments at the DRB meeting held on Feb the 6Th 2014

1- The proposed program has been reduced 12 %, or
429 41 livable S F by eliminating 6' on the length and 7' on
the width of the structure, therefore the massing has reduced as

well

2- The Fact that the structure 1s narrower now has allowed us to
pwot it, relocate it parallel ,and further away from Mr Baker's

home , about 32' from building to building

3- Mrs Lebon had concerns about the roof slopes, we have
addressed it by eliminating the butterfly design at the lower level , it
simplified the roof lines , and we slope them to follow the compound

exist site grade,



4-We have raised the lower level 4 feet w /the hope that it would
save our views from the Morales proposed project across from ours

This has also helped to eliminate massing on our building

5- The location of the garage has moved 7 feet uphill, therefore
mitigating a concern the Morales had that both driveways were
fronting each other

The building has moved 6 feet towards the hillside increasing the
front yard area

6- We have eliminated 204 sq ft at the upper deck facing Mr
Baker's property to mitigate his privacy concerns , we have also
lowered the plates to 7' and 6' at the lower level in order to bring
the building down towards Mr Baker's property

We took out all the clerestory windows at this level, and half at the
upper level , therefore plenty of glazing has been ehminated

7- The front yard and driveway has been redesigned by creating a
small terrace of the Master bedroom , to replace our previous

patio

We have added a small retainer wall system , that follows the
contours of the site , with the help of our new landscape consultant

r

This was one of Mrs Luizi's concerns



8- The exterior colors have been revisited to mitigate the boards
comments and recommendations, and we have introduced 1x 6 w/
1/8" gap wood siding to achieve a more warm and rustic feel

9- The landscape plan has been revised providing the quantities of
pervious areas requested by Mrs Lebon ,also by pivoting the
structure gave us 7 extra feet, and the opportunity to enhance the
side yard , between Mr Baker and our project, with more planting,
which will add to his privacy

Thank you for your consideration hugo
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To DRB, City of Laguna Beach, Ca P

From Hugo Soria, Design, & co ;f ’
303 Broadway,# 209 E YAR ~ 5 2014
Laguna Bch Ca . om Oz:j"t St

Re 31514 Mar Vista Ave LagunaBch Ca - i\_‘;

Dear board members

The following are the revisions made to the plans in response to your
comments at the DRB meeting held on Feb the 6Th 2014

1- The proposed program has been reduced 12 %, or
429 41 livable S F by eliminating 6' on the length and 7' on
the width of the structure, therefore the massing has reduced as
well

2- The Fact that the structure is narrower now has allowed us to
pivot it, relocate it parallel ,and further away from Mr Baker's
home , about 32' from building to buillding

3 - Mrs Lebon had concerns about the roof slopes , we have
addressed it by eliminating the butterfly design at the lower level , it
simphfied the roof lines , and we slope them to follow the compound

exist site grade,



4-We have raised the lower level 4 feet w /the hope that it would
save our views from the Morales proposed project across from ours

This has also helped to eliminate massing on our building

5- The location of the garage has moved 7 feet uphill, therefore
mitigating a concern the Morales had that both driveways were
fronting each other

The building has moved 6 feet towards the hillside increasing the
front yard area

6- We have eliminated 204 sq ft at the upper deck facing Mr
Baker's property to mitigate his privacy concerns, we have also
lowered the plates to 7' and 6' at the lower level in order to bring
the building down towards Mr Baker's property

We took out all the clerestory windows at this level , and half at the
upper level , therefore plenty of glazing has been eliminated

7- The front yard and driveway has been redesigned by creating a
small terrace of the Master bedroom , to replace our previous

patio

We have added a small retainer wall system, that follows the
contours of the site , with the help of our new landscape consultant

’

This was one of Mrs Luizi's concerns



8- The exterior colors have been revisited to mitigate the boards
comments and recommendations, and we have introduced 1x 6 w/
1/8" gap wood siding to achieve a more warm and rustic feel

9- The landscape plan has been revised providing the gquantities of
pervious areas requested by Mrs Lebon ,also by pivoting the
structure gave us 7 extra feet, and the opportunity to enhance the
side yard , between Mr Baker and our project, with more planting,
which will add to his privacy

Thank you for your consideration  hugo



MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT/DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
REGULAR MEETING AND NOTICED HEARING
FEBRUARY 6,2014

A regular noticed meeting of the Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board of the
City of Laguna Beach, California, convened at 6:00 p.m. in the City Council
Chambers on February 6, 2014

Present: Leslie LeBon, Caren Liuzzi, Roger McErlane, Monica Simpson
Absent: _ Robin Zur Schmiede

Staff Present: Liane Schuller, Martina Speare, Margaret Brown

NEW BUSINESS |

11. 31514 MAR VISTA AVENUE, APN 056-091-21, (Staff Assist) (CONTINUED TO
3/27) .

DESIGN REVIEW 13-2145, COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 13-2181 AND A CATEGORICAL
EXEMPTION (CONTINUED FROM 12/12/13 NOT HEARD)

The applicant requests design review and a coastal development permit to construct a new
3,712 square-foot single-family dwelling in the R-1 (Residential Low Density) zone.
Design review is required for the new structure, elevated decks, tandem parking, skylights,
air conditioning, chimney height, grading, retaining walls, pool/spa and landscaping.

Project Representative: Designer Hugo Soria explained this is a redesign of a

previously approved project. The garage was relocated so there is now no need for a

height variance. 103 cubic yards of excavation was eliminated and the roof is sloped

to capture light in the partially buried rear of the house. Fenestration is placed to

break up the massing. The garage square footage incorrectly included 572 square feet
- of workshop and storage.

Public Testimony: Anita Dobbs, 31517 Eagle Rock Way, said the staff report
mentions the incredible number of lights proposed and this is a generally dark area
with no street lights. The renderings look nice on paper but not how they look in the
neighborhood. The story poles show a huge sheer wall which will block sunlight and
Mr. Baker’s view from that side of the house where he looks to Aliso Peak. From his
back patio there is still this monolithic wall looking down on the privacy of his patio.
Being kind and considerate is important in this close neighborhood. There are many
typical South Laguna homes within the 300-foot radius of this project and this project
destroys the concept of neighborhood.

Elizabeth Phillips, 31531 Scenic Drive, asked that the Board not consider this
compatible with their neighborhood. The pattern started with the unsightly and still
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uninhabited Villa Mar Vista. This project will be part of those that look down on their
homes - which might be referred to as the Kingdom of Mar Vista looking down on
the fiefdom below, casting a shadow on those below. They fought hard for open
space and the character of their neighborhood. Now there is more view impaction of
both being requested, adding chaos and not following topography. Construction
traific and road biockage also affects the neighborhood character.

Jim Dobbs, 31517 Eagle Rock, sees none of the concerns neighbors addressed in the
Morales design were acknowledged by these applicants after the Board told the two
architects to get in touch with each other. This house seems to violate significant DRB
guidelines to integrate new houses into an existing neighborhood of older homes.
The roof slopes ignoring Board suggestions, the four-car garage would dig out many
hundreds of cubic feet of soil and transport it down Eagle Rock. Perhaps the extra-
large garage could be relocated to the rear to maintain natural topography. The staft
report considers the neighborhood to only consist of the two addresses in the report.
This is a serious misunderstanding of “neighborhood”. Some houses in the
notification area average 2,100 to 2,500 square feet. This 3,700 square-foot house will
seriously affect neighborhood character. If this project goes forward he and Mr. Baker
will look at a thirty-foot nearly monolithic slab of white-washed concrete. These
designs suggest a dangerous precedent of ever larger houses that seem intent on
destroying the equity of scale and materials that are the bedrock of their
neighborhood.

Jack Lampert, 31522 Mar Vista Avenue, has seen two 3,000 plus houses built in the
last two years, and the Morales house and this proposed one - obviously a lot of
construction. At four a.m. they begin hearing the construction noise and they have
also had water problems. His primary concern is the big huge wall which blocks Mr.
Baker’s view. It's a nice house but didn’t take the neighbors into consideration. He's
totally against it as submitted.

Joe Baker, 31516 Mar Vista Avenue, is the most affected. Although he looks forward
to having the Hamiltons as neighbors this 3,700 square-foot house is too big and too
looming for the South Laguna neighborhood. He saw a thirty-foot pole in his front
yard but that's the edge of the roof he’ll see whenever he leaves his house. Six years
ago he and the lot’s prior owner, Iraj Poorman, came to agreement after months on a
3,100 square-foot house that pushed away from his house giving him light and
privacy in his home which he will no longer have. He will look at a flat wall from the
front to back, with no privacy, no light and he won’t see the hills anymore. It's too big,
his house is 1,050 square feet; the Morales house - 1,150 square feet; Gonzales - 1,700
square feet, the Kissling house - 2,000 square feet. 3,700 square feet doesn't fit the
compatibility of this neighborhood. His concerns are privacy, space, view and light -

none provided by the present plan.
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Bob Lawson, 31521 Mar Vista Avenue, said the house is too big for the neighborhood.
He was part of the group six years ago that went through this process. He felt 3,100
square feet was way too big but the others acquiesced and he gave up. The Pepper
Trees will be lost because of the garage placement. The other road is a better place.
He asked that the scale be cut back - 2,500 square feet would be more than enough.
The Board has to deal with this to get it back to a normal scale.

Mike Gonzalez, 31502 Mar Vista Avenue, generally agrees with the other speakers’
comments. He still has a picture of story poles from the last design approved. It was
a hard-fought thing and worked well for Mr. Poorman and the neighborhood. He
hopes the same can be done for the Hamiltons. But the difference in mass and scale in
the new story poles is quite obvious. It definitely gives an urban canyon effect for
pedestrians. Have to join in looking for a better solution. '

Rebuttal: Consultant Steve Kawaratani said it's a fundamental right to improve your
property. The applicant team will take neighbors’ comments to heart. This project
was designed and scheduled to be heard before the Morales project. He is
sympathetic to Mr. Baker but his property is fourteen feet lower than the applicant’s
and the house is twenty-three feet away. The applicant team will review the Poorman
project and will try to replicate it as closely as possible. The Board should consider
mass and scale rather than square footage. He said the average home in that vicinity
is 3,000 square feet plus.

Board Questions: Mr. McErlane is surprised that the applicant presented this after
hearing the discussion about the neighbor’s house. He verified they will remove the
power pole from the driveway. Contractor Jon DeLangis said a pole is in close
proximity to the proposed garage location. There’s an additional pole in front of Mr.
Baker’s property and another pole at the end of Mar Vista. The applicant proposes
undergrounding between those two poles - from upper Mar Vista and Mr. Baker’s

property.

Ms. Simpson verified the Pepper Tree is not a heritage tree. Mr. Kawaratani said it is
in poor health and the Fire Department frowns upon Peppers in this zone. Ms.
Simpson verified with Mr. Soria that the proposed roof color is a Hunter Green and
not the blue shown in the Board’s packets.

Ms. Liuzzi verified all thirteen exterior lights will be shielded. Mr. Soria is unsure of
the number of path lights.

Board Comments: Ms. LeBon said the project doesn’t meet Design Review criteria in
that landscaping areas have 73% impervious surfaces and she would like 65%
maximum. More landscaping buffer areas are needed. The mass and scale isn't
neighborhood compatible and has massing issues on the south (Mr. Baker’s) side. He
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is well below this property but the rear of the project goes significantly beyond what
is compatible. The significant amount of west elevation glazing needs to be reduced.
There are privacy issues for Mr. Baker with the south side windows. She is okay with
tandem parking - the garage workshop and square footage can’t be seen from the
exterior - you see only a two-car garage. She saw no view issues and the proposed
pool is fine. The garage would provably be better on the cul de sac as it's less traveled
than Mar Vista. She agrees with the staff report regarding the shape and slope of the
roof which needs to be better addressed.

Ms. Simpson said although they tried to articulate the building when you go to the
site it appears huge so she has to agree with neighbors. Overall the house is too big
and needs to be pulled in. Mr. Baker’s side is exacerbated because he is below and it
looks even larger. It does block a lot of his light and creates privacy issues. She thinks
this is probably the best garage location - moving to the top is more difficult and
involves more grading because the slope drops. Because the garage is buried, it
doesn’t impact massing. It's the upper stories that add mass and scale. The garage
retaining walls need to be softened or reduced. The roof color and the white building
contributes to the mass and scale of the house. If she lived above the project and
looked below she wouldn’t want to look onto a hunter green or blue roof. South
Laguna is rustic and she recommends trying for more rustic, darker materials such as
on the Morales’ house. It's too big, they should look at the approved 3,100 square foot
house which is already a pretty big house.

Mr. McErlane agrees it's not neighborhood compatible. The word “looming” was
used as a description and it seems to loom over the neighborhood given the scale of
the street. If the garage was put on the top end and the pool at the lower end it could
stack more away from the street and step back easier. He thinks the biggest problem
is that they don’t know what will happen across the street - they might want to
consider how to respond more to what happens there. He would like it more
compatible with the neighborhood down on Mar Vista - as opposed to that above.

Ms. Liuzzi agrees with her colleagues. There are mass and scale issues and
impervious surfaces have to come down. It needs to come in drastically on both sides.
She would like the driveway up to the cul de sac wider for better access, so they have
to bring the design in. That would be beneficial to the neighborhood. It's a safety
issue and would help the Moraleses achieve the compromise they’re working on. She
encouraged reaching out and working with the Moraleses; they’'ve made great
compromises. This project had many hearings before the Board previously and it
was whittled away, downsized to 3,100 square feet. It was a compromise and she
wants the applicant to stay close to that. The neighborhood doesn’t just encompass
the large, controversial projects that have been built. This has to come down in size,
it's too wide. The wall facing Mr. Baker impacts his one important kitchen window.
She is okay with the tandem parking and access from above - the owner doesn’t want
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to drive up the hill. They are looking at a redesign and need to go back to the
property file, read the history and see what the Board said before.

Ms. Simpson made a motion, seconded by Mr. McErlane, to continue Design Review
13-2145, Coastal Development Permit 13-2181 at 31514 Mar Vista Avenue to March 27,
2014. Motion carried unanimously 4-0.

Motion MS Second RM Grant Deny Cont 3/27 Unan. 4-0
LeBon Y Liuzzi Y McErlane Y Simpson Y Zur Schmiede Absent
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KAWARATANI COMMENTS

February 6, 2014
Dear Board Members,

“The scenic character of South Laguna is dominated by views of the ocean and surrounding
hillsides.” This describes the exact reason that Vicki and Doug Hamilton decided to purchase the
property at 31514 Mar Vista Avenue.

Design Review Board approved a similar home on the site in 20062, with a variance to exceed the
maximum allowable building height. The Hamilton’s decided to modify the approved project, and
follow Staff’s suggestion that the variance be eliminated.

By relocating the garage, the height of the residence was reduced, which eliminated the previously
approved variance. This also allowed for a safer garage location, reduced massing, and a
reduction in grading export by 103 cubic yards.

As noted in the enclosed Staff Report (p. 4), “It appears the proposed living area is constant (sic)
with the pattern of development in the neighborhood.” This is supported by the Neighborhood
Compatibility charts (p.9).

Comments by the Landscape Consultant have been reviewed, an we plan to revise hedge
selections. Further, plantings that “may not be an effective fire hazard reduction strategy” will also
be reconsidered.

While we note that the Staff has expressed concern over the slopes of the roofs, the configuration
was designed to capture light in the rear of the house, as “the highest point will rise (only) four feet
above the rear lot line.” As the cover of this handbook illustrates, we believe the fenestration is
appropriate to the scale of the home.

As the Board may recall, Val and Patti Morales, 31521 Mar Vista Avenue, recently presented their
own project. They have expressed some concern over our proposals, and we are committed

to working with their architect, Horst Noppenberger, to allow the equitable development of both
properties.

We look forward to hearing your comments this evening.

Steve Kawaratani

1 Landscape Resource Document
2 Martina Speare’s Staff Report
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Laguna Beach Board of Adjustment / Design Review Board

505 Forest Ave. ‘ o @ .

Laguna Beach, CA 92651
RE: Design Review 13-2145 Hamilton’s Residence 31514 Mar Vista Ave. APN 056-091-21
Dear Design Review Board,

We reside directly across the street (31521 Mar Vista) from the proposed project and would
like to respectively express our concerns and object to the approval of the project as it is
currently designed.

1) Access and Garage Design, Placement and Scale ~ the current design locates the driveway and
garage directly across from our existing drive and garage access. This location would create a
poor ingress and egress for both of us. Additionally, the thought of having tandem parking in the
driveway is not appealing to us. Currently we look out from our kitchen window and see a
hillside. However with the garage and tandem parking in the currently proposed location, our
view will be parked cars. Also, the current location of the garage will require the removal ofa
California pepper tree which is valued by all the neighbors and is on the Heritage Tree list. A
previously approved house for the property had the garage located at the north end of the
property which was much more in line with Design Guidelines.

2) Drainage -with the development of 31510 Mar Vista, 31512 Mar Vista and now this project,
approximately 70% of the hillside will be developed. All of the rain that can no longer percolate
into the ground will be directed via the individual residences drainage systems onto Mar Vista.
This poses a real problem for downstream residences, especially our home. The current design
has the bulk of the sites drainage directed to the north end of the property where it daylights
onto Mar Vista. A better solution would be directing the drainage to the south so that the
daylight onto Mar Vista occurs at the south property line. This location puts the daylight location
further down Mar Vista and closer to Eagle Rock were the runoff is designed to flow. An
additional thought might be to increase the landscape area to help absorb more rain and reduce
runoff.



3)

Privacy — as currently designed the project has decks which run the entire length on several
levels which leaves us, the downhill residence and the Baker residence, the south adjacent
property, with no areas of privacy. Please consider reducing the size of the patio areas that are
facing west and south.

Building Mass, Scale and Form - the proposed building is very large for this neighborhood
(3,700sf on 3 7,000sf lot). This appears to be inconsistent with the pattern of development. The
praoposed project would have floor area to lot size of 51% while surrounding properties are in
the 20% range. Additionally, the location and undersize of courtyards and open space have
given the building an even more massive appearance from the street and residences to the west
and south. A previously approved house for the property utilizes courtyards (pool area) and
open space on the west and south to reduce the perception of mass. The current design also
utilizes 13’-14’ ceiling heights along with steps down to the master suite. Many of the issues
and concerns of adjacent property owners, including privacy, access/egress and drainage could
be mitigated by reducing the size and scale of the building and utilizing properly sized and
located courtyards and open spaces.

Lighting and Glare- the proposed building utilizes floor to ceiling glass and picture windows very
generously. Since the house is situated on a hillside the adverse effect on us and downhill
neighbars is great. Again a dawnsizing of the building along with mare prudent use of floor to
ceiling glazing and the use of courtyards and open space at the west and south property
boundary would soften the impact.

Noise — please consider the location of pool equipment and HVAC units and their impact on
downhill and adjacent neighbors.

View Equity — the proposed building will greatly impact our hiliside view. Therefore every effort
should be taken to soften the impact with landscaping and open space located at the west and
south property boundaries.

Earlier we sent a letter addressing our concerns directly to the Hamilton’s. | have attached a copy of the
letter for your records. Thank you and please feel free to contact me at (714) 240-5345 if you have any
questions

Resp

ully submitted,

Val and Patti Morales

31521 Mar Vista Laguna Beach
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January 20, 2014

Mr. and Mrs. Hamilton
31151 Monterey St.

Laguna Beach, CA 92651

Dear Doug and Vickie,

| hope all is well and you guys are making progress with your new home project. During our two
previous site meetings we have discussed your concerns about our remodel project. Based on those
meetings, we have spoken to our Architect and are addressing your concern in regards to the impact our
second floor addition might have on the future view of your new home. However, we have not had the
opportunity to discuss our concerns about the impact your project will have on our home both present
and future. it is the purpose of this letter to express our specific concerns regarding your new home
project which we hope can be addressed and mitigated as your design progresses.

Access and Garage Design, Placement and Scale - your plans currently locate the driveway and garage
directly across from our existing drive and garage access. This location would create a poor ingress and
egress for both of us. Additionally, the thought of having tandem parking in your driveway is not
appealing to us. Currently we look out from our kitchen window and see a hillside. However with your
garage and tandem parking in the currently proposed location, our view will be parked cars. Also, the
current location of your garage will require the removal of a California pepper tree which is valued by all
the neighbors and ison the Heritage Tree list.

Drainage - with the development of 31510 Mar Vista, 31512 Mar Vista and now your project,
approximately 70% of the hillside will be developed. All of the rain that can no longer percolate Into the
ground will be directed via the individual residences drainage systems onto Mar Vista. This poses a real
problem for downstream residences, especially our home. Currently the bulk of your drainage is
directed to the north end of the property where it daylights onto Mar Vista. Please consider directing
the drainage to the south so that the daylight onto Mar Vista occurs at the south property line. This
location puts the daylight location further down Mar Vista and closer to Eagle Rock were the runoff is
designed to flow. An additional thought might be to increase your landscape area to help absorb more
rain and reduce runoff.



Privacy — we understand the desire for decks, however your decks which run the entire length on
several levels, leaves us with no areas of privacy and increases the need for us to construct privacy walls
adding to the mass of our project. Please consider reducing the size of the patio areas that are facing
west and south.

View Coordination ~ we have a unique situation to coordinate our designs so as to reasonably mitigate
the view impact our remodel will have on your future home. As | mentioned above we have taken your
concerns to heart and have asked Horst Architecture to modify our design to address your view
concerns. Likewise, we request that you also make changes to your design so that the entire burden of
reaching a mutually agreeable solution will not fall on us alone.

Thank you for your understanding and anticipated cooperation. We look forward to further discussions
and ultimately to sharing our wonderful neighborhood together. | may be reached via e-mail at

vmorales@dumarccorp.com .

val and Patti Morales

31521 Mar Vista Laguna Beach, CA

cc: Hugo Soria & Company

cc: Horst Architects









MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT/DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
REGULAR MEETING AND NOTICED HEARING
DECEMBER 12, 2013

A regular noticed meeting of the Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board of the
City of Laguna Beach, California, convened at 6:00 p.m. in the City Council
Chambers on December 12, 2013

Present: Caren Liuzzi, Roger McErlane, Monica Simpson, Robin Zur
Schmiede
Absent: Michael Wilkes
Staff Present: Liane Schuller, Nancy Csira, Belinda Deines, Martina Speare,
Margaret Brown
NEW BUSINESS
13. 31514 MAR VISTA AVENUE, APN 056-091-21 (Staff Assist) (CONTINUED TO
2/6)
DESIGN REVIEW 13-2145, COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 13-2181 AND A CATEGORICAL
EXEMPTION

The applicant requests design review and a coastal development permit to construct a new
3,712 square-foot single-family dwelling in the R-1 (Residential Low Density) zone. Design
review is required for the new structure, elevated decks, tandem parking, skylights, air-
conditioning, chimney height, grading, retaining walls, pool/spa and landscaping.

Ms. Zur Schmiede made a motion, seconded by Ms. Simpson, to continue Design
Review 12-3145, Coastal Development Permit 13-2181 at 31514 Mar Vista Avenue to
February 6, 2014. Motion carried unanimously 4-0.

Motion RZ Second MS Grant Deny Cont2/6 Unan. 4-0
Liuzzi Y McErlane Y Simpson Y Wilkes Absent Zur Schmiede Y

Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board Minutes December 12, 2013



Kramer, Pat CD

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hi Pat,

steve kawaratani <plantman2@mac.com>
Tuesday, December 10, 2013 3:20 PM
Kramer, Pat CD

31514 Mar Vista

We have volunteered to continue the project to February 6, 2014, per Margaret and Liane.

Please confirm.
Best,

Steve Kawaratani
949.290.0210

Sent from my iPhone





















City of Laguna Beach

Finance Department

DEPOSIT TRUST RECEIPT
No. DT-007391PL

Amount: $1,050.00 check 7585 Date: November 05, 2013

Received From: Continental Properties
Jon Delangis

1195 Temple Hills Drive
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

Account Name: Staking Deposit

Account Description: 31514 Mar Vista

Account Number 5100000000590 BY: Mindy La Tendresse

Authorized Signature

CONT'NENTAL PROP ERT'ES, INC UNION BANK, NA, DIV OFAL'I(-)IEO?GBFJESPI:IZOS};_YO-MI}SUBISHJ UFJ,LTD 7585
1195 Temple Hills Drive SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104-1302
Laguna Beach, CA 92651 16491220
(949) 306-4729 : 11/04/13

ORDER OF

One Thousand Flfty and 00/100. R R R A e e A R A R e R S E S T T . DOLLARS

City of Laguna Beach

MEMO e

31514 DRB ' V / ~—

r007?585r 10k d2000L561 OBSO0AESOS




Check # 75 8 S has been received on this date for a staking pole
deposit of $1,050 made payable to the City of Laguna Beach and to be cashed by the

Finance Department.

CONTINENTAL PROPERTIES, INC. UNION BANK, NA, DIV OF THE BANK OF TOKYO-MITSUBISHI UFJ, LTD
1195 Temple Hills Drive SAN Fﬁ‘zﬁlgg%?glgj&-moz 7585
Laguna Beach, CA 92651 164811220
(949) 306-4729
11/04/13
PAY TO THE Citv of
ORD y of Laguna Beach
ER OF $_ *1,050.00
One Thousand Flft\/ and 00/100*********************J B Rt e L L T P T S AT RR VAT !

City of Laguna Beach

DOLLARS

MEMO ﬂZ 7\ )
31514 DRB y / =

*O07?585 104 22000L561 OBS5004ES05M

“AFFIDAVIT OF REMOVAL OF STAKING POLES”

The undersigned hereby certifies that the staking poles previously
installed on this property have been removed

A refund of the removal deposit is hereby requested

Project Address:

Signature:

Please allow 1-3 weeks for Processing and Receipt of Refund

[NIDESHETRION

et At chidcd (e



SUSAN W. CASE, INC.

susancaseinc@yahoo.com

FILE#139297

917 Glenneyre Street, Suite 7 » Laguna Beach, CA 926. -
PHONE (949) 494-6105 » FAX (949) 494-7418 =4

31514 MAR VISTA AVE
LAGUNA BEACH CA g
NOVEMBER 4 2013 RECEHVED
300’ OWNERS AND 100’ OCCUPANTS
056 091 21 NOV 0 5 2013
ZONING DIVISION
CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH
056 070 18 056 070 19
Michael Rosenberg Russell Cogdill
22212 Rico Rd 22202 Rico Rd

Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 087 01

Betty Hogan

31501 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 087 04

Jessica Murray

31507 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 087 07

Lona Lee Satrappe
31513 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 091 02

Matthew Laskowski
326 N Gardner St

Los Angeles CA 90036

056 091 15

Jack Lampert

31522 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 091 19

M Vista Laguna Property
2434 Southport Way
National City CA 91950

056 091 22

Lloyd Marlin Kisling
619 Woodland Dr
Twin Falls ID 83301

Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 087 02

Darryl James Reames
31503 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 087 05

John Gray

31509 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 087 08
J O Larson
30328 Skippers Way Dr
Canyon Lake CA 92587

056 091 03

Robert DeVito

31562 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 091 16

Joseph Baker

31516 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 091 20

M Vista Laguna Property
2434 Southport Way #F
National City CA 91950

056 093 01
Moraies

10 Wainut Crk
Irvine CA 92602

056 070 26
South Coast County Water
31592 West St

Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 087 03

Anja Reich

31505 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 087 06

Alexander Williamson
31511 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 087 60

Thomas Lee Phillips
31531 Scenic Dr
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 091 04

Beth Ary

7 Camel Point Dr
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 091 17

Michael Gonzalez

31502 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 091 21

Douglas Hamilton

31151 Monterey St
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 02

Neil Steinman

31500 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651




b

056 093 03

Fannie Trust Lum

31561 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 17

Barbara Love

31503 Shrewsbury Dr
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 21

Wanda Cue

5426 E Brittain St
Long Beach CA 90808

056 093 29

Commercial Equity Sellco
31502 Burnside PI
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 32

Margaret Budreau
31506 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651

658 201 10

Donald Zamborelli
31877 Circle Dr

Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 04

James Perry

32021 Coast Hwy
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 18

James McDonald

31566 Scenic Dr
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 22

Barry Fogel

8010 Fareholm Dr

Los Angeles CA 90046

056 093 30
John Kirk English
183 Leucadia Rd

La Habra Heights CA 90631

056 093 33

Cathy Louise Taylor
31504 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach CA 92651

658 201 11

Co Doctors

31401 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 16

Beata Reimer

31732 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 20

Dianna Costanzo
9715 Columbus Ave
North Hills CA 91343

056 093 28

Kurt Hanselman

31562 Scenic Dr
Laguna Beach CA 92651

056 093 31

John LaBreche

4675 Alto Ave

Las Vegas NV 89115

056 231 17

Wells Fargo Grand Bank
105 Crescent Bay Dr #M
Laguna Beach CA 92651



. 3
"056 091 19
Occupant
31512 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

056 091 22

Occupant

31508 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

658 201 10

Occupant

31500 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

056 091 20

Occupant

31510 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

056 093 01

Occupant

31521 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

056 091 21

Occupant

31514 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

056 093 02

Occupant

31500 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach, CA 92651






Notice of Exemption Appendix E

To: Office of Planning and Research From: City of Laguna Beach
PO Box 3044, Room 113 Community Development Department
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 505 Forest Avenue

Laguna Beach, CA 92651
Orange County Clerk-Recorder
Laguna Hills Civic Center
24031 El Toro Road, Suite 150
Laguna Hills, CA 92653
Project Title: New single-family dwelling
Project Applicant: 31514 Mar Vista Avenue
Project Location - Specific: 31514 Mar Vista Avenue (APN 056-091-21)
Project Location - City: Laguna Beach Project Location - County: Orange

Description of Nature, Purpose and Beneficiaries of Project: The applicant requests design review
and a coastal development permit to construct a new 3,712 square-foot single-family dwelling in the R-1
(Residential Low Density) Zone. Design review is required for the new structure, elevated decks, tandem
parking, skylights, air-conditioning, chimney height, grading, retaining walls, pool/spa, and landscaping.
Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Design Review Board
Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: Martina Speare, Assistant Planner
Exempt Status: (check one)

[ ] Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15268);

[ ] Declared Emergency (Sec.21080(b)(3); 15269(a));

[ ] Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b)(c));

[X] Categorical Exemption. 15303 Class3 (a)

[ ] Statutory Exemption. State code number:
Reasons why project is exempt: The project is categorically exempt from the CEQA process under
section 15303, Class 3 (a) in that a new single-family residence is proposed in a residential zone.

Lead Agency
Contact Person: Martina Speare Phone Number: (949) 464-6629

If filed by applicant:

1. Attach certified document of exemption finding.
2. Has a Notice of Eerption been filed by the public agency approving the project? [ ] Yes [X]No

Signature: y Date; 10/30/13 Title: Associate Planner

[X] Signed by Lead Agency [ ] Signed by Applicant

Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21110, Public Resources Code. Date Received for filing

at OPR:
Reference: Sections 21108, 21152, and 21152.1, Public Resources Code.

Revised 2011
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TO: WATER QUALITY DEPARTMENT/Dave Shissler

FROM: Zoning Division/Nancy Csira X332

APNg OG- AAl- 2

Plans were submitted for yoﬁr review on |o/24/3

(aate)
for 2504 Mo Viska Acco
(address)
Concerns from Zoning: f k
Comments from Water Quality: ScwD
NO Comn o-\'/'\'$ \'

(signature) i

505 FOREST AVE. ° LAGUNA BEACH, CA 92651 . TEL (949) 497-3311 . FAX (949) 497-0771

€ RECYCLED PAPER













TO: FIRE DEPARTMENT

FROM.: Zoning Division

Plans were submitted for your review on // ‘ 5 {‘5

for the property at o
_Fal¢ Maw Velo e

ZjNING COMMENTS: /UW M —
Sl Dcllans — 5

A Heect &l
Yoo ~Y Cornpors A
ok~ T

B Romnedar  PESES

S—tdaaer,  ofmhs
P
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**Please return this form to Building Division
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Zoning Review Submittal Checklist

- The following information is required for Zoning Review of development plans. Certain items are only required for
new development or additions exceeding 50 percent. In order for your project to be deemed complete, the Planner
assigned to review your plans will evaluate the information provided against this checklist. Incomplete plans will be
retumed for further work.

SUBJECT PROPERTY ADDRESS: ‘_g/ g/ 4 : /M % V/ % M

A Application Forms

O Development Review Application (3 pages, two white and one yeliow). The property owner’s signature is
required on both lines on the back of the white form. O

O Filing Fee: Check with Building Division staff.

O Variance Application (if applicéble).

B. Acceptable Plan Format )

O Submit two full‘sized plgn sets on 18" x-24" or 24" x 36" format. Oversized plans will not be accepted
without prior approval.

O The first sheet of the plan sets shall include the address and legal description of the site; Architect or
Designer and Engineer's name(s), address(es) and phone number(s); and sheet index/legend (see
requirement under Site Plan below). + .

C. Topographic Survey (required scale of 1/8" = 1'-0") )

O For all projects subject to Design Review, provide a record boundary and topographic survéy of the
project site showing existing conditions only. A licensed surveyor or civil engineer must prepare the
survey. '

D. Photographs (photocopied on 8-1/2" x 11" sheets)

O Provide photographs of property, as viewed from the street, sides and rear (required for new development
and aggregate additions exceeding fifty percent of the original structure. Please don't use card stock.

Site/Roof plan (required scale of 1/8" = 1'-0")

O North arrow (magnetic and project north).
O Dimension all lot boundaries.

v XIncIude a Project Summary and Sheet Index (See attached %uired format‘.
O Show topographic contours at two-foot intervals covering the full site to center of right-of-way.

O Dimension all required setbacks.
O Dimension the distance from property lines to existing and proposed structures (at the narrowest point).
rovide flagged height elevations at the following locations:
/ "a. )Fixed datum point from a survey showing a fixed benchmark elevation that represents a
permanent, identifiable marker in the field. )
b. Top of curb or centerline of street right-of-way, midway between the projected sideﬁotJines
c. Centerline of street opposite the driveway and at the intersection of the driveway and front
( roperty line.
4 Both front and rear property corers.
O Label and dimension the right-of-way and paved im;i:oved width of all abutting streets and alleyways.
O Show all existing and proposed improvements within the right-of-way, including driveways, sidewalks,
meters, utility boxes/poles, etc.
O Depict the location and dimensions of all existing and proposed public or private easements, and all
property to be dedicated to the City for street or other purposes. ,
O On vacant and oceanfront sites, show the immediate outline of existing structures on adjacent coftiguous
properties. . T o
(continued)

Liane/Templates/Zoning Blue Sheet
Revised 8/7/12






L. Open Space Calculations (required scale of 1/4" = 1'-0")

O For projects other than single-family residential, provide a separate dimensioned plan showing open space _
areas and calculations [25.50.010].

M.  Grading Plan

D Required for new projects and projects involving cut and/or fill in excess of 20 cubic yards outside of the

building footprint.

O Provide a preliminary grading and drainage plan with proposed cut and fill area clearly delineated. Include
a sufficient number of slope profiles to clearly illustrate the extent of proposed grading. Contours are to be
shown for existing conditions and proposed work.

O For project sites containing a mapped significant watercourse and/or sensitive habitat, show temporary

.
o ~ - 2 0
praetuavevan 24U Ona as W D€ Unlufped.

N. / Landscape Plan (required scale of 1/8" = 1'-0")

ndscape plans (new or as-planted) are required for new development, aggregate additions exceeding 50
percent and projects involving upper level additions. See the landscape submittal checklist for the
information required on the plans.

0.  Exterior Lighting Plan (required scaie of 1/8"= 10
O On a separate site plan, show exiting doors and all lighting fixtures proposed for the exterior of the building
(soffit, surface mounted, etc.).

P. Additional Required Information for Certain Sites
O Arch Beach Heights Specific Plan: When new windows are proposed, on the Elevation Views dash in the
horizontally projected outline of windows on existing neighboring structures within 10 feet of the proposed
new windows [25.35.090].

0O Diamond Crestview Specific Plan: Construction Staging Plan and Constraint Analysis (refer to p.IV-10 of
the Specific Plan).
O Historic Register Structures: Provide a structural and historical assessment of the structure identifying
character defining features. Clearly identify on the plans those features that will be removed and those
that will be retained.

Liane/Templates/Zoning Blue Sheet
Revised 8/7/12
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May 22,2013
Jon DeLangis
1195 Temple Hills Drive
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

Dear Jon:

Subject: Landscape Plan Review for 31514 Mar Vista Avenue

A review of the landscape plan for the captioned project site has been completed by the
City’s consulting Landscape Architect. A copy of the plan review checklist and comments
is enclosed for your follow-up.

The review comments indicate that the proposed Artemsia and Salia are target
(disallowed) plant material. - Please revise the plan to omit or substitute this proposed

plant.

Please feel free to contact the undersigned if you have questions related to this review or
the required follow-up.

Sincerely,

ning Administrator
Enclosure

Copy: Hugo Soria

505 FOREST AVE. ° LAGUNA BEACH, CA 92651 » TEL (949) 497-3311 ® FAX (949) 497-0771

@ RECYCLED PAPER
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The review comments indicate that the proposed Artemsia and Salia are target
(disallowed) plant material. Please revise the plan to omit or substitute this proposed
plant.


CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH
LANDSCAPE PLAN REVIEW CHECKLIST ‘

Property Address ?/ é'/ g/ //l/\ﬂ(/( {// 070@‘ Date of Review 6((/ 7’0 // L}

I. SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS:

\/North arrow and scale are indicated.

Property lines are shown.

Proposed grades are indicated, including ali slopes 2:1 or greater, final grades at property
corners, berms and landforms. |

roposed plants, container size at
rubs at 5 years, trees at 20 years
vou) Tallev

Vs Lo

seeded, lawns - sod or seed.

__‘_{Each plant on the plan is shown at mature size with a symbel v

~/lrrigation: type of irrigation is indicated (drip or spray, automatic or manua

A landscape lighting plan has been provided, showing all proposed fixture types and locations. A
legend has been included with fixture count and wattage. A detail or manufacturers product
information has been provided for proposed fixtures.

M’:’Special site features have been identified, such as required fuel modification zones, significant
: "~ watercourses and associated setbacks, high or very high value habitat areas and other sensitive
biological resources, heritage or candidate heritage trees.

Il. SPECIAL LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS:
(Refer to Appendix B, Recommended Plants for Specific Needs, Chapters lll and IV of the
Landscape and Scenic Highways Resource Document, the Zoning Code, and the City’s GIS
website — Environmental Constraints page)

Maximum 3-foot piant height in corner cutoff areas (7-ft. sight distance triangle)

/AK " Open Space Preserve (per City's GIS website)

If checked, does landscape plan include planting proposals complementary to natural
hillside character?

Yes No Notes:

Revised 4/30/12 1
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. ‘ ‘

Vﬁ . ' Fuel Modification (per City's GIS website) /f located within a Fuel Modification Zone see
Fuel Modification Checklist — Section IV.

If a Fuel Modification Plan is required, are proposals substantially consistent with the
City's fuel modification guidelines?

Yes (See also Section IV of this checklist) No (See also Section IV of this

checklist)
If not, has a Fire Report been submitted to and accepted by the Laguna Beach Fire
Department?

Yes No NA

— Y —

If a Fire Report has been submitted and accepted, is the landscape submittal substantially
consistent with the landscape provisions of the Fire Report?

Yes No NA

—— | —

Notes.

Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (per City's GIS website)

If the project is within the Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ), are proposals
consistent with Attachment 7 of the City's Fuel Modification Guidelines (no vines on

combustible structures, no Target Species)?

Yes __ZNO‘ ____ N i
Notes: Al fW’ﬂ M{ﬂ\ M%[@@%

Significant Watercourse (per Biological Resources Map

If checked, does landscape plan include riparian and/or native vegetation as appropriate
for interface with significant watercourse?

Yes No

Is any existing vegetation within the required significant watercourse setback (25 feet from
centerline) modified by the proposed landscape plan?

Yes No

M Oceanfront or Water Quality ESA (per City's GIS website)

If checked, does landscape plan include appropriate drought-tolerant plant materials and
irrigation systems?

Yes No Notes:
¢ l_',A" ‘ High or Very High Value Habitat (per Biological Resources Map)
if checked, does landscape plan appropriately interface with the significant habitat?
Yes No

f L A Heritage or Candidate Heritage Trees

If checked, does landscape plan preserve Heritage Trees or Candidate Heritage
Trees ?

Revised 4/30/12 2
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f/ W‘/ZUI/\ A minimum 3' wide walkable firefighter access route is provided around both sides of

structure.
Yes No

Abuts Local Scenic Highway (Laguna Canyon Road, El Toro Road, Coast Highway)

If 'checked, does landscape plan follow recommendations for streetscape enhancements

on scenic highways per Appendix D, Landscape and Scenic Highways Resource
Document?

Yes No

lil. NEIGHBORHOOD LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS:

(Refer to Appendix F, Neighborhood Landscapes, and also Chapters lll and IV in the
Landscape and Scenic Highways Resource Document)

£

Revised 4/30/12

Neighbqrhood Issue(s)
" Fire Safety G€AL W - 3

v Soil Stability (e.g bluff or slope stabilization, erosion controlﬂ

__t~"  Rustic Character dp ‘

Interface Plantings

Does landscape p ngs that address landscape issues
consistent with the Landscape and Scenic Highways Resource Document?

Neighborhood Landscape Suggestions

General Suggestions: Does landscape plan follow the neighborhood landscape
tions?

Sugggsted Trees: Does landscape plan incorporate suggested trees?
No
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COMMENTS TO DESIGN REVIEW BOARD AND APPLICANT:

1. The applicant should be advised to consider City and County quidelines for landscape maintenance in
areas where fire safety is an issue.

A, i"/lbtwr/a /lzm/tﬂhyg, f’VWu/s o dl e x0200
Wﬁa& M/cm F M@?‘V/L??m;

3 rlonalne (/c,a JE lav % e'j

Frove olior Fo bowee Ar ;DM;MZ%_[LM,_M
R 200d 7o) e

Y he g etkrbvr fre

Revised 4/30/12 4
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TO: FIRE DEPARTMENT

FROM.: Zoning Division

Plans were submitted for your review on Z 27 / 7

(date)
for the property at
_S3l514 NMAE. VI%TH
address
AP #
ZONING COMMENTS:
REQUIREMENTS D phet Supuith~
Obpesen Je  abpomesr -

THpree, DY

**Please return this form to Building Division
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In the example above, assume that the parking lot is not accessible to fire apparatus due to turning radii and fire lane
widths less than the required minimums.

« All portions of building “A” are within 150 feet of access of the public road as measured along the path of firefighter travel.

¢ Building “B” is also in access despite the obstruction presented by the planter and hedges.

o Building “C” is out of access; the presence of a fence forces firefighters to backtrack once they pass through the gate,
increasing their travel distance beyond 150 feet. On-site fire access roadways or a change in the location of the gate and
would be necessary to provide access to Building “C".

*Hose Pull vs. Hose Lay*

A:__Hose Pull (Distance from Engine to Building): Represents the amount of fire hose that firefighters must pull from the engine to reach
the structure. Hose pull may not exceed 150°. In the diagram below, firefighters would be able to reach the entire perimeter of the
building by pulling no more than 150’ of hose from one or more fire engines staged in the shaded portion of the fire lane. For hydrant
evaluation purposes, this part of the fire lane is considered to serve the building and must meet hose lay requirements. See Attachment 27
for further information on hose pull measurement and access to structures.

B: Hose Lay (Distance from Engine to a Hydrant): Represents the amount of supply hose that must be laid out of the back of the engine
to bring water from the hydrant to the engine. No point along the portion of the fire lane serving the structure (the shaded road) may be
farther from a hydrant than the distance specified under “Maximum Distance” in CFC Table C105.1. The hydrant may be located along
portions of the fire lane that exceed the hose pull distance provided that it is 1) on the same property, 2) on an adjacent property where an
emergency access easement has been obtained, or 3) on a public road leading to the fire lane serving the property. Hose lay is measured
along the vehicle path of travel in the fire lane, not “as the crow flies.”

laguna Beach Fire Department — Revised: September 2012 (V1.2)






City of Laguna Beach — Community Development Department
Pre-Application Site Development Review Meeting Evaluation

Evaluation Meeting Number: 12-555 Date: 3/7/12

Planners: Martina Speare, Assistant Planner

Applicant: Hugo Soria, designer and Jon De Langis, representative

Owners: Vickie Hamilton, homeowner

Site Address: 31514 Mar Vista Avenue

Zone/Specific Plan: R-1

Assessor Parcel Number: 056-091-21

Background: The property is currently vacant. In 2006, the Design Review Board
approved a 3,135 square-foot home with an 825 square-foot, four-car garage. The project
also included 672 square feet of deck area and a pool and spa. A variance was approved
to exceed the maximum building height and the findings were based on topography.

Development Standards:
Front Setback:

Rear Setback:

Side Setback:

Lot slope in percent:
Height:

Landscape Open Space (LSO):
Building Site Coverage (BSC):
Parking:

Landscape Guidelines:

Design Review Criteria

5/10 feet

20 feet (artificial rear)

10% average lot width at all points (minimum 3 feet)
28% (need to verify with topographic study)

15 feet above the front lot line and 30 feet above
lowest finish floor.

20.54% (must verify lot size)

35%

2 covered spaces, one additional space if the home
exceeds 3,600 square feet.

Neighborhood area 12

1. Access: Conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians and other modes of transportation
should be minimized by specifically providing for each applicable mode of

transportation.

Two covered parking spaces are required. An additional parking space is required for
homes over 3,600 square feet. The additional parking space shall be provided as
uncovered unless the applicant can provide justification that the additional covered
parking space will not increase the appearance of mass and bulk. Additional covered
parking is subject to Design Review.

One on-street parking space must be provided.

Please show the private access easement on the plans. The access easement shall be
subtracted when figuring your total lot area.









Potential Variance Issues: Heights above lowest finish floor.

Special Processing Requirements: Design review and a coastal development permit are
required for the new structure.

This preliminary evaluation is being provided to applicants and their design advisors to utilize as early as
possible in the design stage of a contemplated project so that the ensuing design is more likely to meet the Design
Review Board’s approval before substantial time and resources have been expended. However, this preliminary
evaluation provided by staff does not bind the Design Review Board in any manner in its review of or decisions
on an application.









LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT » ASLA

Califorma State License 1439
Fellow, American Society of Landscape Architects

31713 COAST HWY* SOUTH LAGUNA- CA+92651
TEL (949) 499 3574 FAX (949) 499 1804



Government Code
Section 51182
LRA Requirements

51182.

(a) A person who owns, leases, controls, operates, or maintains any occupied dwelling or
occupied structure in, upon, or adjoining any mountainous area, forest-covered land, brush-
covered land, grass-covered land, or any land that is covered with flammable material,

which area or land is within a very high fire hazard severity zone designated by the
local agency pursuant to Section 51179, shall at all times do all of the following:

(1) Maintain around and adjacent to the occupied dwelling or occupied structure a
firebreak made by removing and clearing away, for a distance of not less than 30 feet on
each side thereof or to the property line, whichever is nearer, all flammable vegetation or
other combustible growth. This paragraph does not apply to single specimens of trees or
other vegetation that is well-pruned and maintained so as to effectively manage fuels and
not form a means of rapidly transmitting fire from other nearby vegetation to any dwelling or
structure.

(2) Maintain around and adjacent to the occupied dwelling or occupied structure
additional fire protection or firebreaks made by removing all brush, flammable vegetation,
or combustible growth that is located within 100 feet from the occupied dwelling or
occupied structure or to the property line, or at a greater distance if required by state law, or
local ordinance, rule, or regulation. This section does not prevent an insurance company
that insures an occupied dwelling or occupied structure from requiring the owner of the
dwelling or structure to maintain a firebreak of more than 100 feet around the dwelling or
structure if a hazardous condition warrants such a firebreak of a greater distance. Grass
and other vegetation located more than 30 feet from the dwelling or structure and less than
18 inches in height above the ground may be maintained where necessary to stabilize the
soil and prevent erosion. This paragraph does not apply to single specimens of trees or
other vegetation that is well-pruned and maintained so as to effectively manage fuels and
not form a means of rapidly transmitting fire from other nearby vegetation to a dwelling or
structure.

(3) Remove that portion of any tree that extends within 10 feet of the outlet of any
chimney or stovepipe.

(4) Maintain any tree adjacent to or overhanging any building free of dead or dying wood.

(5) Maintain the roof of any structure free of leaves, needles, or other dead vegetative
growth.

(6) Prior to constructing a new dwelling or structure that will be occupied or rebuilding an
occupied dwelling or occupied structure damaged by a fire in that zone, the construction or
rebuilding of which requires a building permit, the owner shall obtain a certification from the
local building official that the dwelling or structure, as proposed to be built, complies with all
applicable state and local building standards, including those described in subdivision (b) of
Section 51189, and shall provide a copy of the certification, upon request, to the insurer
providing course of construction insurance coverage for the building or structure. Upon



Government Code
Section 51182

LRA Requirements
completion of the construction or rebuilding, the owner shall obtain from the local building
official, a copy of the final inspection report that demonstrates that the dwelling or structure
was constructed in compliance with all applicable state and local building standards,
including those described in subdivision (b) of Section 51189, and shall provide a copy of
the report, upon request, to the property insurance carrier that insures the dwelling or
structure.

(b) A person is not required under this section to maintain any clearing on any land if that
person does not have the legal right to maintain the clearing, nor is any person required to
enter upon or to damage property that is owned by any other person without the consent of
the owner of the property.












Recorded in Official Records, Orange County

RECORDING REQUESTED BY Tom Daly, Clerk-Recorder
All Coast Escrow, Inc. g " O AR A 32.00
DOUGL A FCORDED MAILTO: 5 (A 2011000158886 08:00am 03/29/11
18 CORSIcA g ? 330.00 330.00 20.00 0.00 6.00 0.0D 0.00 0.00
& O
. LAGUNA NIGUEL, CA 92677 :5:"%#
gm
&8
Space Above This Line for Recorder's Use Only
A.P.N.: 056-091-21 Order No.: 9813657-60

Escrow No.: 13321-KM
e ... GRANTDEED. _

THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR(s) DECLARE(s) THAT DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX IS: COUNTY $§ 660.00
[ X1 computed on full value of proagerty conveyed, or

] computed on full value less value of liens or encurnbrances remaining at time of sale,
unincorporated area; [] City of LAGUNA BEACH , and

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, Receipt of which is hereby acknowledged,
PARVIN F. POORMAND,SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE OF THE IRAJ & PARVIN POORMAND TRUST

hereby GRANT(S) to DOUGLAS HAMILTON and VICKIE HAMILTON, HUSBAND AND WIFE AS JOINT TENANTS

The following described property in the City of LAGUNA BEACH, County of ORANGE State of California;
See Exhibit "A" attached hereto and made a’part hereof.

PROPERTY ADDRESS; 31514 MAR VISTA AVENUE, LAGUNA BEACH, CA92651

PARVIN F. POORMAND,SUCCESSORS TRUSTEE

OF THE IRAJ & PARVIN POORMAND
TRU

By-'é Elém m;é Sulokirs /'ZJ’EZ

-PARVIN F.POORMAND, SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE

Document Date: MARCH 3, 2011
o s 8 Wugle 5
s 37 1] et tbaty S

» & notary public in and
for said state, personally appeared Y7 £ ¢/ n [ Foap who proved to me on

executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies),
which the person(s) acted, execuytedfthe instrument.

(Seal)

Mail Tax Statements to: SAME AS ABOVE or Address Noted Below













December 6, 2011

City of Laguna Beach
Planning Division

Re: Hamilton Property
31514 Mar Vista

To Whom It May Concern:

I hereby authorize Jon De Langis, Continental Properties, 1195 Temple Hills Dr. Laguna Beach, to be
my representative for the development of the afore mentioned property.

Douglas gmilton, Owner
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Real Property Report - 31514 Mar Vista Ave
APN 056-091-21

BUILDING INFORMATION
Outstanding Pemits The following permits have been issued relative to the subject property, but not completed:
None of Record

Completed Permits The following permits represent significant construction work which has been completed on the subject property:

None of Record

SLOPE MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITY

Chapter 22.2 of the Laguna Beach Municipal Code requires property owners to continually maintain siopes on their properties. Maintenance
includes repairs to berms, ditches, paved drainage terraces, down drain devices and slope plantings.

UNRESOLVED PROBLEMS

The following problems or issues are outstanding or unresolved, with respect to the City's files, as of the date of this report:
None of Record
e ——

This report was.issued on February 18, 2011, and is valid for three (3) months by @w_

A three (3) month extension has been authorized by on and will

expire on

The preparation and delivery of this Real Property Report does not impose any liability upon the City for any errors or omissions, nor does the
City bear any liability not otherwise imposed by law in regards to the Report's preparation.

NOTE: Three (3) or more units capable of being rented within the City of Laguna Beach (Laguna Beach Municipal Code, Section 5.08.050)
requires each owner of the units to obtain a City of Laguna Beach Business License each year. Failure to obtain a City of Laguna Beach
Business License is a violation of the Municipal Code, Section 5.08.600, Renting of Property and Accommodations. Building permits are
required for any demolition, repair, construction or alteration work done on the property. The owner of any dwelling unit proposed to be rented
for 30 days or less must obtain an Administrative Use Permit for such short-term lodging according to Chapter 25.23 of the Municipal Code
prior to such rental.

As recipients of a Real Property Report, | certify that | have read and understood the information contained herein.

PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE NAME: DATE:
SIGNED:
STREET ADDRESS OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: 31514 Mar Vista Av APN: 056-091-21

Please sign this lower portion of the report and return it to the Community Development Department, Zoning Division,
505 Forest Ave, Laguna Beach, CA 92651.

Page 2 of 2
February 18, 2011
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BUILDING PLAN CHECK SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

Address 4’2) ‘5/ ('{ /‘1‘,//(/9’@ Uf\g]l/‘}‘ Permit No. 60 S-2 B/dc) '

2 sets of architectural and structural plans

2 sets of mechanical plans (usually needed only for commercial projects)

2 sets of electrical plans (usually needed only for commercial projects or
electrical service of 400 amp or larger)

2 sets of plumbing plans (restaurants, new commercial buildings)

2 sets of erosion control plans (where earth is disturbed)

2 sets of grading/drainage plans (where grading occurs or drainage
changes)

2 sets of plans showing work in the right of way and Public Works permit
application

2 copies of Title 24 summary sheet
1 copy of structural calculations
2 wet-signed copies of geological report*

Plan check and geotechnical review fees determined by Building Division

2 sets of plans (site plan only) showing utilities on property and points of
connection to public utilities.

3 sets of fire sprinkler plans (not a deferred submittal unless approved
by Fire Dept.)

2 sets of staging plans.

. !
(Other, Specify)ACDLESS 7e&VIionsS BLp& 4

D Cotle CTons
In addition to the requirements above, the following is required if

checked:

2 sets of plans showing proposed work in the right of way (may or may
not include a street nmprovement plan). To be routed to Public Works for
review.

*Effective 1/24/08 a compact disc containing an electronic computer
file copy of the oversized geotechnical maps. The format of the
computer file must be prepared as an Adobe Acrobat ‘pdf’ file.

Building Official(%j.ﬂ ZZL/,L/U// ‘5/7////0







City of Laguna Beach
Community Development Department
Design Review / Planning Commission Approval
Construction Work Commencement Policy

Design Review and Conditional Use Permit approvals expire two-years after the effective date
unless a time extension is granted or authorized construction work is commenced and diligently
pursued to completion.

For the purpose of compliance with Code Sections 25.05.040(j)(2) and 25.05.030(1)(3)(b) regarding
construction work commencement the following must be done:
1. A Building Permit for the entire authorized project has been issued or obtained; and
2. The site has been prepared for construction activities; and
3. Construction work has commenced; and then construction work is diligently pursued toward
completion.

“Site preparation” means:

1. The establishment of a construction limits fence on-site, if the project is a major remodel or new
structure; and

2. Temporary power has been provided; and

3. Any required pre-grading meetings have been held with staff; and _

4. The implementation of those portions of the -approved fuel modification plan, if one was required,
that are required to be implemented prior to the introduction of any combustible materials onto the
site; and

5. The necessary start-up construction materials have been delivered to the site; and

6. Construction start-up equipment and/or office trailers have been placed on-site.

“Construction commencement” means:
1. A minimum of 10% of the project’s shoring wall system (permanent or temporary) has been
constructed and approved by the engineer that designed the shoring; or
2 A minimum of 10% of the project’s grading (cut and /or fill) has been completed and approved by
the project civil engineer; or
3. |f neither of the above are part of the project, then a minimum of 10% of the project's foundation
has been completed and approved by the City Building inspector; or
4 If none of the above are part of the project, then a minimum of 10% of the structural framing of
the project has been completed and approved by the City Building Inspector.
(Note: A separate grading or shoring wall permit will not be issued: the building permit for the entire
authorized project must be issued.)

(Note: The only amendment to the above requirements is when a construction staging plan is required,
such as in the Diamond/Crestview area. A final construction staging plan must be submitted and
approved by the Building Division. After the staging plan is approved, a Staging Permit will be issued.
When the staging construction area is completed and given final inspection approval, the Building Permit
for the residential construction may be issued. Therefore, in the Diamond/Crestview area compliance
with Code Section 25.05.040(j)(2) regarding construction work commencement means obtaining a
Staging Permit, constructing the staging area, and obtaining a Building Permit for the residential
construction.)

“Diligently pursued” means steady progress towards completion of the project. Inspections required by
the Building Code or authorized by the Building Official and which are approved by the City Building
Inspector will be satisfactory evidence of diligently pursued construction. |f an approved required or
authorized inspection is not made during any six month period after the Building Permit is issued, the
project will be deemed abandoned and new construction entitlements may be required.

The Design Review Board or Planning Commission, as applicable, may grant a two-year extens!on
of time and, after that initial time extension, a final one-year extension of time. Time extension
requests must be filed in writing prior to the expiration of the approval period(s). Itis important to
realize that design review time extension approvals are not automatic, and that the propos:ed
project will be reviewed under the zoning standards in effect at the time the time extension
request is filed, not the previous zoning standards in effect at the time of the project’s original
approval.

rdffinal filesHorms/zoning division Rev. 11/15/07
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noticed hearing, as the date Gd time of the hearing have change

Mr. Wilkes made a motion, Seconded by Ms. Zur Schmiede, tohtinue Design Review 10-054,
Bluebird Loading Dock, unimproved right-of-way of Galen Drive below Glenneyre Street to July 8,
2010. Motion carrieq unanimously.

Motion MW Second Grant Deny Cont6/24 Unan. Y
LeBon Y Lenschow Absent Liuzzi Sadler Y Wilkes Y Zur Schmiede Y

TARALALL MALL MLLLMLPAV VLM LIBIILTULTYVA Y UL WJAITIL L/LLVE, UCIUW JICLUICYIC OUCCL. 11IUDS 15 a4 1T-

3-104-11 EXTENSION OF TIME APPROVED
REWEW 07-313 AND A CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION

2. 215 LEDROIT STREET,
VARIANCE 7522, DESI

a motion, seconded by )\to appfove an extension of time for Variance 7522, Design
Review 07-3%3 at 215 Ledroit Street. Motion carried unanimously.

Second Grant Y Deny Cont Unan. Y
eBon Y Lenschow Absent Liuzzi Y Sadler Y Wilkes Y Zur Schmiede Y

3. 31514 MAR VISTA AVENUE, APN 056-091-21 EXTENSION OF TIME APPROVED
VARIANCE 7346, DESIGN REVIEW 06-080 AND A CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION

Board of Adjustment/Design Review Board Agenda -2- MAY 13,2010

The applicant requests design review approval for a one-year extension of time. In 2006, design
review approval was given for a new single-family dwelling. This is the final request.

Ms. Liuzzi made a motion, seconded by Mr. Wilkes, to approve an extension of time for Variance
7346, Design Review 06-080 at 31514 Mar Vista Avenue. Motion carried unanimously.

Motion CL Second MW Grant Deny Cont Unan. Y
u—eESrLY Lenschow Absent Liuzzi Y Sadler Y Wilkes Y Zur Schmiede Y

4. 2767 VICTORIA DRIVE, APN 656-151-55 CONTINUED TO 7/8
DESIGN REVIEW 09-271 AND A CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION, LAST HEARD 2/25, (SECOND
HEARING)

The applicant requests design deview approval for an glevated deck extension (47 square feet) to an
“E” rated structure on the City’s Nistoric Register ipthe R-1 Zone. The decks have been constructed.

Mr. Wilkes made a motion, second dr Schmiede, to continue Design Review 09-271 at
2767 Victoria Drive to July 8, 2010. Motion cafried unanimously.

Motion MW Second RZ Grant Y Den Cont7/8 Unan. Y
LeBon Y Lenschow Absent Liuzzi Y -- dler Y Wilkes Y Zur Schmiede Y

5. 1189 TEMPLE HILLS DRIVE, APN 6 APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS
DESIGN REVIEW 10-026 AND A CATEGORICY
HEARING)

EXEMPTION, LAST HEARD 3/25 (SECOND

The annlicant reanecte decion roviewur annravral far rmAdifinnE men £ m neilmee A mn e ot
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BUILDING PLAN CHECK SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

Address43 ‘gl ('f //IVM’VL U/}Sjt/q* Permit No. 60 S_-ZS/C?O

2 sets of architectural and structural plans

2 sets of mechanical plans (usually needed only for commercial projects)

2 sets of electrical plans (usually needed only for commercial projects or
electrical service of 400 amp or larger)

2 sets of plumbing plans (restaurants, new commercial buildings)

2 sets of erosion control plans (where earth is disturbed)

2 sets of grading/drainage plans (where gradmg occurs or drainage
changes)

2 sets of plans showing work in the right of way and PUb|IC Works permit
application

2 copies of Title 24 summary sheet
1 copy of structural calculations
2 wet-signed copies of geological report*

Plan check and geotechnical review fees determined by Building Division-

2 sets of plans (site plan only) showing utilities on property and points of

connection to public utilities.
3 sets of fire sprinkler plans (not a deferred submittal unless approved
by Fire Dept.)

2 sets of staging plans.

. |
(Other, Specify)AQ D less 7eEsViops 6L/O G %
S Cotle CTiors

In addition to the requirements above, the following is required if
checked:

2 sets of plans showing proposed work in the right of way (may or may
not include a street improvement plan). To be routed to Public Works for
review.

*Effective 1/24/08 a compact disc containing an electronic computer
file copy of the oversized geotechnical maps. The format of the
computer file must be prepared as an Adobe Acrobat ‘pdf’ file.

Building Ofﬁcial%jrﬂ~ gW.L/G// S /L4/10







City of Laguna Beach
Community Development Department
Design Review / Planning Commission Approval
Construction Work Commencement Policy

Design Review and Conditional Use Permit approvals expire two-years after the effective date
unless a time extension is granted or authorized construction work is commenced and diligently
pursued to completion.

For the purpose of compliance with Code Sections 25.05.040(j}2) and 25.05.030(1)(3)(b) regarding
construction work commencement the following must be done:
1. A Building Permit for the entire authorized project has been issued or obtained; and
2 The site has been prepared for construction activities; and
3. Construction work has commenced; and then construction work is diligently pursued toward
completion.

“Site preparation” means:

1. The establishment of a construction limits fence on-site, if the project is a major remodel or new
structure; and

2. Temporary power has been provided; and

3. Any required pre-grading meetings have been held with staff; and ,

4. The implementation of those portions of the approved fuel modification plan, if one was required,
that are required to be implemented prior to the introduction of any combustible materials onto the
site; and

5. The necessary start-up construction materials have been delivered to the site; and

6. Construction start-up equipment and/or office trailers have been placed on-site.

“Construction commencement” means:
1. A minimum of 10% of the project's shoring wall system (permanent or temporary) has been
constructed and approved by the engineer that designed the shoring; or
2. A minimum of 10% of the project's grading (cut and /or fill) has been completed and approved by
the project civil engineer; or :
3 If neither of the above are part of the project, then a minimum of 10% of the project's foundation
has been completed and approved by the City Building Inspector; or
4. If none of the above are part of the project, then a minimum of 10% of the structural framing of
the project has been completed and approved by the City Building Inspector.
(Note: A separate grading or shoring wall permit will not be issued; the building permit for the entire
authorized project must be issued.)

(Note: The only amendment to the above requirements is when a construction staging plan is required,
such as in the Diamond/Crestview area. A final construction staging plan must be submitted and
approved by the Building Division. After the staging plan is approved, a Staging Permit will be issued.
When the staging construction area is completed and given final inspection approval, the Building Permit
for the residential construction may be issued. Therefore, in the Diamond/Crestview area compliance
with Code Section 25.05.040(j)(2) regarding construction work commencement means obtaining a

Staging Permit, constructing the staging area, and obtaining a Building Permit for the residential
construction.)

“Diligently pursued” means steady progress towards completion of the project. Inspections required by
the Building Code or authorized by the Building Official and which are approved by the City Building
Inspector will be satisfactory evidence of diligently pursued construction. If an approved required or
authorized inspection is not made during any six month period after the Building Permit is issued, the
project will be deemed abandoned and new construction entitiements may be required.

The Design Review Board or Planning Commission, as applicable, may grant a two-year extension
of time and, after that initial time extension, a final one-year extension of time. Time extension
requests must be filed in writing prior to the expiration of the approval period(s). Itis important to
realize that design review time extension approvals are not automatic, and that the proposed
project will be reviewed under the zoning standards in effect at the time the time extension
request is filed, not the previous zoning standards in effect at the time of the project’s original
approval.

rd/final filesHorms/zoning division .Rev. 11/15/07
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31-Mar-10 P Ownership Listings & Radius Mags
P.O. Box 2593 «Dana Point, CA #926
Office: (949) 361-3921 »Fax: (949) 361-3

ECEIVED

23

300' Ownership Listing www.Advancediisting.com

Prepared for: MAR 31 2010
056-091-21

IRAJ POORMAND

31514 MarVista Ave ZONING DIVISION
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH, CA

056-070-18 056-070-19 056-070-26

JEFFREY J DUNLAP RUSSELL COGDILL SOUTH COAST COUNTY WATER
22212 RICORD 22202 RICO RD DISTRIC

LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 31592 WEST ST

LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

056-087-01 056-087-02 056-087-03

BETTY HOGAN REINHOLD MANKAU ANJA REICH

31501 EAGLE ROCK WAY 449 E BLAINE ST 31505 EAGLE ROCK WAY
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 RIVERSIDE CA 92507 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651
056-087-04 056-087-05 056-087-06

ANDREA L MALMQUIST JOHN C GRAY ALEXANDER WILLIAMSON
PO BOX 840 31509 EAGLE ROCK WAY 31511 EAGLE ROCK WAY
SAN LUIS OBISPO CA 93406 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 LLAGUNA BEACH CA 92651
056-087-07 056-089-48 056-091-02

LONA SATRAPPE THOMAS & ELIZABETH PHILLIPS MATTHEW W LASKOWSKI
31513 EAGLE ROCK WAY 31531 SCENIC DR 326 N GARDNER ST
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 1L.OS ANGELES CA 90036
056-091-03 056-091-04 056-091-15

ROBERT A DE VITO BETH A ARY JACK LAMPERT

31562 MAR VISTA AVE 7 CAMEL POINT DR 31522 MAR VISTA AVE
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651
056-091-16 056-091-17 056-091-19

JOSEPH T BAKER MICHAEL R GONZALEZ 19 MAR VISTA LLC CONSTRUCTION
31516 MAR VISTA AVE 31502 MAR VISTA AVE 7621 REYNOLDS CIR
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 HUNTINGTON BEACH CA 92647
056-091-20 056-091-21 056-091-22

20 MAR VISTA LLC IRAT POORMAND LLOYD KISLING

31510 MAR VISTA AVE 32511 AZORES RD 31508 MAR VISTA AVE
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 MONARCH BEACH CA 92629 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651
056-093-01 056-093-02 056-093-03

VALENTE C MORALES NEIL L & WENDI STEINMAN FANNIE L LUM

10 WALNUT CRK 31500 EAGLE ROCK WAY 31561 MAR VISTA AVE

IRVINE CA 92602 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651 LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651



056-093-04

JAMES L PERRY

32021 COAST HWY
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

056-093-20
KENWOOD

15235 SAN FERNANDO MISSION BLVD

MISSION HILLS CA 91345

056-093-28

KURT A & SUSAN HANSELMAN
31562 SCENIC DR

LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

056-093-31

JAMES LATTIMORE
25011 FARRIER CIR
LAGUNA HILLS CA 92653

056-231-17

BANK WELLS FARGO GRAND
105 CRESCENT BAY DR M
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

658-201-11

MAR VISTA DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATIO

668 N COAST HWY 404
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

056-093-17

BARBARA LOVE

3616 LITCHFIELD DR
BAKERSFIELD CA 93309

056-093-21

WANDA J CUE

5426 E BRITTAIN ST
LLONG BEACH CA 90808

056-093-29

SELLCO COMMERCIAL EQUITY
31502 BURNSIDE PL

LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

056-093-32

MARGARET G BUDREAU
31506 EAGLE ROCK WAY
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

658-201-05

COUNTY OF ORANGE
400 W CIVIC CENTER DR
SANTA ANA CA 92701

Ulrike M Zugelder
2235 Bridge Rd
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-18

DAVID A LOESCH

31566 SCENIC DR
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

056-093-22

BARRY FOGEL

8010 FAREHOLM DR
LOS ANGELES CA 90046

056-093-30

JOHN ENGLISH

31546 BURNSIDE PL
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

056-093-33

CATHY TAYLOR

31504 EAGLE ROCK WAY
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651

658-201-10

DONALD ZAMBORELLI
31877 CIRCLE DR
LAGUNA BEACH CA 92651



Advanced Listing Service,

Ownership Listings & Radius Maps
P.O. Box 2593 eDana Point, CA *92624
Office: (949) 361-3921 «Fax: (949) 361-3923
www.Advancedlisting.com

Subject APN: 056-091-21 Address: 31514 Mar Vista Avenue
300’ Radius Laguna Beach CA 92651




FEE RECEIPT
‘CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT i DF LAGUNA BEACH:0087420

- - 03/ 1/2010-11 57 M
RECEIVED OFAMA%@QW |
Design Rev:eu/Szte Dev. : 265.00

MAILING ADDRESS :7 / ]ZZ.W . e 00
SUBJECT ADDRESS D '
$ Bldg. Construction Fee $ Park In-Lieu Fee

$ Coastal Development $ Real Property Report

$ Conditional Use Permit $ Re-inspection Fee

$ Design/Concept Review = § Sewer Construction Fee

$ Drainage In-Lieu Fee $ Site Development

$ Encroachment Permit $ Structural Plan Check

$ Environmental Report $ Temporary Use Permit

$ Extension of ©f]_— $ Use & Occupancy

$ General Plan Amendment  $ Variance

$ Landscape Review $ Zoning Plan Check

$ Lot Line Adjustment

$ Parcel Map $ Other

HEARING DATE ﬁ: Z/ Qlﬂ TIME é A 27 , in City Council Chambers.
TOTAL __ RAb% BY S




March 31, 2010g

To: City of Laguna Beach

Re: Extension of time for completion of design plans for proposed residence at 31514 Mar Vista in
South Laguna Beach

The correction and completion of sangs in soil reports, structural and civil review of the subject
residence has been impacted by health issues which put me in the hospital for the last 10 months. |,
respectfully, request an extension of time.

Sincerely,

il S

iraj Poormand
32511 Azores Road

Dana Point, CA 92629

RECENEp

MAR 31 9010

Clty of La
.~40Una Be
Zoning Divisio,,ach













February 21, 2008

City of Laguna Beach

Board of Adjustment/Design Review ,

505 Forest Avenue oL
Laguna Beach, CA 92651 '

Reference: 31514 Mar Vista Ave. APN 056-091-21
March 20, 2008 DRB (| think)

Dear Board Members:

The applicant has requested an extension of DRB approval for the project at
the referenced address.

| would request the applicant remove the aged story poles before, or as a
condition of, approval of the extension.

They have been an eyesore for far too long.

Sincerely,

ﬁm}ewm :
31562 Mar Vista Avenue

Laguna Beach, CA 92651
(949)-499-0766






HORVATH & ASSOCIATES

12652 Carmel Country Rd. #106, San Diego, CA 353-481-4880
phorvath@earthlink.net

January 15, 2008

Laguna Beach Building Department
Laguna Beach, CA

Re: Poormand Residence
31514 Mar Vista
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

Dear Pat Krammer,

Kindly extend Iraj Poormand's window of time to start the construction of his design
review approved home at the above address. We anticipate the start of construction
some time in June, 2008.

Thank You Véty Much,

—

Phillipe Horva



FEE RECEIPT
. CITY OF LAGUNA BEA! voiH ForomiéBassd
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DE‘ZVJ;ZP PMENT

LSRN

RECEIVED OF e
Ziési‘anﬁ‘eview 258,48
ADDRESS specgp 1l i
CITY
SUBJECT ADDRESS __ 3/ 5/¢ Ywa._l Z,J;:
$ Park In-Lieu Fee $ M Design/ganeept-Review o¢-/7
$ Drainage In-Lieu Fee $  Variance O 6-080
$ Bidg. Construction Fee $ CD/Site Development 72 (,té
$ Sewer Construction Fee $ General Plan Amendment
$ Temporary Use Permit $ Environmental Report
$ Conditional Use Permit $ Real Property Report
$ Encroachment Permit $ Lot Line Adjustment
$ Landscape Review $ Extension of
$ Use & Occupancy $ Re-inspection Fee
3 Zoning Plan Check $ Parcel Map
$ Structural Plan Check $ Other

HEARING DATE 2[74&2 TIME & 7 ,

7%
TOTAL __ A5 BY%—“

in City Council Chambers.







496-172-08

Michael P Flynn

PO Box 2745

Rancho Santa Fe Ca 92067

496-171-26

Neil Lindsay

205 High Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-093-22

Pacifc Diversified No 5 Lic
PO Box 28

Laguna Beach Ca 92652

496-093-03

Penny S Parkinson

109 Cypress Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-173-07

Robert N Flanders
1947 Cumberland Rd
Glendora Ca 91741

496-171-27

Ronald K Armstrong
215 High Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-173-02

S C Leonard

2501 Salt Air Cir

Corona Del Mar Ca 92625

496-172-04

Sylvia Waimrin

461 Linden St

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-171-15

William A & Fran Cody
25122 Alicia Dr

Dana Point Ca 92629

932-75-010

Cliffhouse By The Sea Llc
1949 Davina St
Henderson Nv 89074

496-173-14

Miguel Semenez

750 N Wilton PI

Los Angeles Ca 90038

496-171-17
Norman R Elk
8131 N 12Th PI
Phoenix Az 85020

496-171-14

Patricia Carpenter

406 Linden St

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-171-20

Raymond Nogawa

448 Linden St

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-171-07

Robert S Beck

451 Poplar St

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-093-05

Roy & Gina Watson
125 Cypress Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-171-24

Scott A Wright

478 Linden St

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-173-10

Tara Petrina

9034 La Casita Ave
Fountain Valley Ca 92708

496-093-23

Zackary Irani

1809 Capetown Cir
Costa Mesa Ca 92627

932-75-011

David L Mason

1137 S Rancho Dr 120
Las Vegas Nv 89102

496-172-09

Morreale Family Trust
1514 Bluebird Canyon Dr
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-171-06

Oleary Family Trust

PO Box 7274

Rancho Santa Fe Ca 92067

496-171-11

Paul M Austin

16 Corsica

Laguna Niguel Ca 92677

496-173-05

Robert N Flanders

PO Box 674

La Canada Flintridge Ca 91012

496-172-02

Roger B Mc Erlane

483 Linden St

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-093-04

Roy D Watson

125 Cypress Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-172-05

Sophia T Kobacker

668 N Coast Hwy 234
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

496-171-16

Timothy H Cooper

420 Linden St

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

932-75-009

Kevin M Buckley
3005 Lantern Ln

Las Vegas Nv 89107

0932-75-012
Madeleine C Andress

821 Canyon Greens Dr
Las Vegas Nv 89144



056-093-04

James L & Dee Perry
31571 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-20

Kenwood

15235 San Fernando Mission Blvd
Mission Hills Ca 91345

056-093-28

Kurt A & Susan Hanselman
31562 Scenic Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-31

James Lattimore
25011 Farrier Cir
Laguna Hills Ca 92653

056-231-17

Bank Wells Fargo Grand
105 Crescent Bay Dr M
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

658-201-11

Mar Vista Development Corporatio
668 N Coast Hwy 404

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-17

Barbara Love

3616 Litchfield Dr
Bakersfield Ca 93309

056-093-21

Wanda J Cue

31501 Burnside P1
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-29

Sellco Commercial Equity
PO Box 9482

Laguna Beach Ca 92652

056-093-32

Margaret G Budreau
31506 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

658-201-05

County Of Orange

400 W Civic Center Dr
Santa Ana Ca 92701

Phillip Horvath, Architect

12652 Carmel Country Road Suite 106

San Diego Ca 92130

056-093-18

David A Loesch

31566 Scenic Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-22

Barry Fogel

8010 Fareholm Dr

Los Angeles Ca 90046

056-093-30

John English

31546 Bumside P1
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-33

Cathy Taylor

31504 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

658-201-10

Donald Zamborelli
31877 Circle Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651
























due cause provided the request for extension is filed in writing with the Department of
Community Development prior to the expiration of said initial two-year period, along with any

required fees.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the subject Coastal Development Permit shall not
become effective until after an elapsed period of ten (10) business days from and after the date of

the action authorizing such permit.

PASSED on April 13, 2006, by the following vote of the Design Review Board of the
City of Laguna Beach, California.

AYES: Kawaratani, LeBon, Liuzzi, Plumb

NOES: None

ABSENT: Lenschow, Michel

ABSTAIN: None

ATTEST:

Chairperson Plumb

Board of Adjustment Resolution No. CDP 06-023



















® o 24406
CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH, CALIFORNIA |
APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

To:  Board o\KF&EWé‘?ment, Planning Commission and/or City Council Variance No. ‘7 % ¥ L
Date:

MAY o Hearing Date: “/ /'7Zﬂ!

iy of Laguna Beach iy .
I hereby req(li‘éyslgﬁ“&{anaﬂﬁe fromthe - 25.0%,016 provisions of the Zoning
Ordinance, and submit the following information: )

Applicant __ /AT POORMAN D Telephone: (4-9) 7743072
Mailing Address: 32 )/ A zolRes o
Tam: _/  the recorded owner of the subject property purchasing the property

agent authorized by the owner lessee of the property

Request Permission to: @h/// m;/ /fmej 74 3 13z Jéxe‘{w ﬂ
Apuse w0l 4 bfly, s 3 L L ,

b Cuy sacage 4 2 bl packl. Spetey

on land situated at ¥ / 5/ 4 }’/ 24 11s 7[4 A’Vﬂ ‘

(address)
located on the north___south Aast_west side of said street between E;; ,[( ,égg- /L

; (cross street)
and Ge{/‘)’ = /s L{]@ /- in the zone. :
(cross streé{) /
Assessor’s Parcel No: AP The description of this subject property is:

(Lotand Tract) _fgrrd- 72schomy, D Lol [0, Tract (020

State justification for request, to include the following:(attach additional sheets if needed)

(1) What are the special circumstances applicable to the property involved, including size, shape,
topography, location or surroundings which cause the strict application of the zoning ordinance to
deprive such property of privileges enjoyed by other property in the vicinity and under identical
zoning classification:

(2) Why is the requested variance necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of a substantial

property right of the applicant, which right is possessed by other property owners under like
conditions in the same vicinity and zone:




(3) Why will the granting of the variance not be detrimental to the public health, safety, convenience

and welfare or injurious to property or improvements in the vicinity in which the property is.
located:

) s

(4) Why will the granting of the variance not be contrary to the objectives of the zoning ordinance and
the General Plan: '

Any variance granted shall be subject to such conditions as will assure that the adjustment thereby
authorized shall not constitute a grant of special privileges inconsistent with the limitations upon other
propetties in the vicinity and zone in which such property is situated.

No variance granted or authorized by the Board of Adjustsment shall become effective until after an
elapsed period of ten (10) days from and after the date of the action authorizing such variance.

I hereby certify that all of the information in this application is, to the best of my knowledge and belief,
true and correctly represented and that I have read and understood Chapter 25.05.025 (Varnances) of the

Lagu ach Mu
‘ 497 5 ; _ If owner is other than Applicant:

(signaturé of applicant)

Owner’s Name:

Signature:
Address:
DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE
Final Action By: Board of Adjustments Planning Commission City Council
DENY
APPROVED SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS

APPROVED AS SUBMITTED






The design also provides off-street parking required by Section 25.52. (three off-street covered parking
spaces.) The variance is necessary to provide those spaces in a manner that does not increase the
appearance of the mass and bulk of the building.

The granting of the variance will not be contrary to the objectives of the General Plan and will assist in
implementing the General Plan. For example:

The project provides adequate on-site parking. (L34-2K)
The project minimizes the scale, bulk and obtrusiveness of development. (L-50-11A)

The project design includes varying setbacks and building heights, innovative construction techniques and
compatible building forms, materials and colors. (L50-11B)






i

4. Hist(;ric Preservation/ Destruction or alterationn to properties with historic significance, as identified in
the city's historic resources inventory or historic register should be avoided, whenever possible. Special
preservation consideration should also be given to any structures over forty-five years old. Explain how
the additions/alterations are compatible withk the historic character of the structure and how they
will not reduce its historic significance.

esponse: Not Applicable ' K

5. Landscaping. Landscaping should be incorporated as an integrated part of the structure's design and
relate harmoniously to neighborhood and community landscaping themes. View equity is an important
consideration in the landscape design. Explaim how the proposed landscaping will integrate this
project into the surrounding community and mitigate the impact of new development.

tesponse: Our proposed and approved landscaping plan, in addition to the existing vegetation,

combines suitable screening and slope cover plants consistent with the neighborhood.
The hardscape calls for local San Onofre rock mounds.

6. Lighting and Glare. Adequate lighting for individual and public safety should be provided in a manner
that does not significantly impact neighboring properties. Use of reflective materials and appurtenances
that cause glare or a negative visual impact should be avoided. Explain how the choice of lighting and
materials avoid negative visual impacts to surrounding properties and the public right-of-way.

Response: Exterior lighting is essentially by low-voltage landscape lights. The proposed sky lights
have automated covers. The exterior paint and natural materials are not reflective.

/

7. Pedestrian Orientation. Commercial development design shall enhance and encourage pedestrian uses.
Describe the characteristics of the design that promote pedestrian use. '

tesponse: Not Applicable

8. Neighborhood Compatibility. New development should be compatible with the existing development in
the neighborhood and respect and complement neighborhood character. Explain how the apparent mass
of this project complements the pattern of development in the immediate vicinity. If the project is
located within a specific plan area, explain how the project conforms to the plan’s design guidelines.

Response: The terracing of the structure as can be seen on the elevations and undergrounding of a
major portion of the building combined with the appropriately proposed landscaping
achieves the desired blending and compatibility of the structure with the neighborhood,

’

‘age 2 of 4 — Design Review Questionnaire
Levised 7/1/03



9. Privacy. The placement o'ﬂactivity‘as (e.g. decks, picture windows, etc‘ locations that would result in a
substantial invasion of privacy of neighboring properties should be minimized. Explain any steps taken to
protect privacy enjoyed by neichhorine nronerties. ' )

Response: The south boundary of the footprint was moved north by over 7 feet, spec1ﬁcall¥ to
| preserve the privacy of the neighbor to the south. The landscape plans also provide for

adequate screening.

10. View Equity. The development, including its landscaping, should be designed to protect existing views from
neighboring properties without denying the subject- property the reasonable opportunity to develop as
described and illustrated in the city's "Design Guidelines”. Explain any steps taken to protect access to
views enjoyed by neighbox:ing properties or from public rights-of-way. |

Response: The view corridor of all the neighbors as well as public rights-of-way are preserved by

sinking the bulk of the building underground.

11. Materials and Co_lors. The development should usé ‘native and natural materials that blend into and relate to
elements in the neighborhood. Explain how the proposed materials, colors and textures will relate to and
blend in with other elements in the neighborhood.

Response: Please see the response to number 2 above.

12. Retaining Walls. As recommended by the City’s Design Guidelines for Hillside Development, retaining
walls and large expanses of a single material on walls should be avoided. Explain how the design of
retaining walls, grading cut and/or fill terraces, as viewed from below, will reduce or break-up the
appearance of mass.

Response: Landscaping is to soften the appearance of retaining walls as viewed from below.

Page 3 of 4 — Design Review Questionnaire
Revised 7/1/03
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1

13. Mechanical Equipment. All equipment should be screened from view. Describe how proposed mechanical
equipment, (including any future potential placement of equipment) including air, heating, venting,
ducting. nnol. and sna equipment will have minina al effects on neighbors properties and public views.

Response: Pool equipment is planned in an enclosed underground space. Future air conditioning

units are planned in a semi-enclosed below a deck such that they will not audio-visually
‘offend.

Eai'lv Neighborhood Communication Certification;

The City requires each applicant to take reasonable steps to contact neighbors within 300 feet of the proposed
project prior to scheduling the Design Review hearing.  Such early, informal communication with neighbors,
preferably prior to deciding on a final design, often resolves potential conflicts so that the formal Design Review
process can be expedited.

I am the record owner of the property at 2/ 3 / L
and hereby certify that I have taken reasonable steps to contact all property owners within 300 feet of the
subject property and jretd a meeting/open house on (date)_&. /{ /o ¢,

>l ol i

Signature of Owner / Date _J // A / A
7/

Cd 7

Page 4 of 4 — Design Review Questionnaire
Revised 7/1/03



. FEE RECEIPT

CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH 0 beack:aessa79

DEP TMENT OF COMMUNTTYRIIHEVELOPMENT
16/2886: 5:37:52 AN

RECEIVED OF _
Design Review ¢, 641,00
ADDRESS Variance 3 129.08
Coastal Developeent Pernt 625, 68
CITY Total 6, 386,08
SUBIECT ADDRESS __3/5/% Waa |4saZa.
$ Park In-Lieu Fee M Design/GeneeptReview (96 ~& 8O
$ Drainage In-Lieu Fee $3/ AL Variance 7] 3 %é
$ Bldg. Construction Fee $6 ;_Lf CD/StteDevelopment o G+ 7
s Sewer Construction Fee $ _ General Plan Amendment
$ Temporary Use Permit §  Environmental Report
$ Conditional Use Permit $ __Real Property Report
$ Encroachment Permit $ Lot Line Adjustment
$ Landscape Review $  Extensionof
$ Use & Occupancy $ _ Re-inspection Fee
$ Zoning Plan Check $  Parcel Map
$ Structural Plan Check $ Other

HEARING DATE _4 /zzéé TIME & 422 . in City Council Chambers.

TOTAL 256, 22 BY f/@
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056-093-17 056-093-18 056-093-20
Barbara Love David A Loesch Kenwood Family Ltd Partnership
7400 District Blvd D 31566 Scenic Dr 15235 San Fernando Mission Blvd

Bakersfield Ca 93313

056-093-21

Wanda J Cue

31501 Burnside P1
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-29

Sellco Commercial Equity
PO Box 9482

Laguna Beach Ca 92652

056-093-32

Margaret G Budreau
31506 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

658-201-05

County Of Orange

400 W Civic Center Dr
Santa Ana Ca 92701

056-070-26

Occupant

31622 West St

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-22

Barry Fogel

8010 Fareholm Dr

Los Angeles Ca 90046

056-093-30

John English

31546 Burnside P1
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-33

Cathy Taylor

31504 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

658-201-10

Donald Zamborelli
31877 Circle Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-091-19, 20
Occupant

31503 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

Mission Hills Ca 91345

056-093-28

Walter Barley

31562 Scenic Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-31

Mark D & Gabriele Carroll
31501 Shrewsbury Dr
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-231-17

Bank Wells Fargo Grand
105 Crescent Bay Dr M
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

658-201-11

Mar Vista Development Corp
668 N Coast Hwy

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-01

Occupant

31521 Mar Vista Ave
Laguna Beach Ca 92651



March 14, 2006

Parcel Number Site Address

056-070-18
056-070-19
056-070-26
056-087-01
056-087-02
056-087-03
056-087-04
056-087-05
056-087-06
056-087-07
056-089-48
056-091-02
056-091-03
056-091-04
056-091-15
056-091-16
056-091-17
056-091-19
056-091-20
056-091-21
056-091-22
056-093-01
056-093-02
056-093-03
056-093-04
056-093-17
056-093-18
056-093-20
056-093-21
056-093-22
056-093-28
056-093-29
056-093-30
056-093-31
056-093-32
056-093-33
056-231-17
658-201-05
658-201-10
658-201-11

22212 Rico Rd

22202 Rico Rd

31622 West St

31501 Eagle Rock Way
31503 Eagle Rock Way
31505 Eagle Rock Way
31507 Eagle Rock Way
31509 Eagle Rock Way
31511 Eagle Rock Way
31513 Eagle Rock Way
31531 Scenic Dr

31542 Mar Vista Ave
31562 Mar Vista Ave

31522 Mar Vista Ave
31516 Mar Vista Ave
31502 Mar Vista Ave
31503 Mar Vista Ave

31508 Mar Vista Ave
31521 Mar Vista Ave
315600 Eagle Rock Way
31561 Mar Vista Ave
31571 Mar Vista Ave
31503 Shrewsbury Dr
31566 Scenic Dr

31543 Burnside Pl
31501 Burnside Pi
31502 Eagle Rock Way
31562 Scenic Dr

31502 Burnside Pl
31546 Burnside Pl
31501 Shrewsbury Dr
31506 Eagle Rock Way
31504 Eagle Rock Way

Square footage comps

Prepared for:

31514 Mar Vista Ave

Use Code Description
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Miscellaneous

Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Mult Res - Misc

Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Vacant - Residential
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Vacant - Residential
Vacant - Residential
Vacant - Residential
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Vacant - Residential
Single Family Residence
Single Family Residence
Vacant - Residential
Rural - Vacant

Wholly - Vacant

Rural - Vacant

Rural - Vacant

Tract Number
1243
1243

8
849
849
849
849
849
849
849
849
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
1020
849
849
849
849
849
849
849
849
849
849
849
5
8551
5
5

Lot SQFT
12,700
6,480

4,375
4,375
4,375
4,375
4,375
4,375
44,375
5,135
6,600
12,100
29,000
7,076
7,548
7,800
8,120

9,440
7,236
5,840
11,200
6,831
9,324
2,100
2,362
4,250
2,400
1,600
2,250
2,100
2,100
2,100
1,511
1,343
390,733
261,360

SQ FT Structure
1,224
1,642

910
1,529
1,088

889

710

616
1,373
1,152
1,933

1,475
1,067
1,527

2,118
1,173
1,480
1,316
848
750
494
672
720
560
832
717
841
750
741
550

9079T/ €1
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. I\EE RECEIPT
CITY (m LAGUNA BEA

AGUNA BEACH:BAB6879
NT

DEPAjTMENT OI\“OMMUNITYREIVELOPME
RECEIVED OF <G‘~5/—

[ P

16/2866: 9:37:52 AN

GES-
Design Review 2,641.80

ADDRESS Variance 3,128,098
Coastal Developeent Perat ' 635, 88
CITY Total 6,386.08

SUBIECT ADDRESS _ 3/5/% Waa l4eaZo

Park In-Lieu Fee
Drainage In-Lieu Fee
Bldg. Construction Fee
Sewer Construction Fee
Temporary Use Permit
Conditional Use Permit
Encroachment Permit
Landscape Review

Use & Occupancy
Zoning Plan Check
Structural Plan Check

HHHHH

QDD PR BN R

&2&/_{ Design/GeneeptReview 6 2 . (7]

$3/Ap Variance /] 3 #‘5
$6 145 CD/8tteDevelopment o G~ 7

$ _ General Plan Amendment
" Environmental Report
Real Property Report

Lot Line Adjustment
Extension of
Re-inspection Fee

Parcel Map

Other

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

HEARING DATE _4 [lzéé TIME & 42¢___, in City Council Chambers.

TOTAL 6356, 22

BY //Q



















WORK SHEET
Date: % / 2.’ 1A Total Fee Due: Q 386. o0
Address: _3] 5/¢ YW |/ Ta Design Review Fee ALKl 0p
300’ Mailing List \>< Variance Fee 3120. 0o
100’ Mailing List a)< Coastal Development Fee_( 245 .07
Planning Application ‘>< Valuation Breakdown:
"| Variance Applications l>< ~ House S0 //, 6op

29
Seven Sets of Reduced Plans Qé Garage 22, 256.2
Color Elevation \)< Deck 2 3/ o/, oo

Color Board . Storage A , {94.00

Six Staking Plans

Pull Plans %/
Landscape Plans &

NEW CONSTRUCTION OR ADDITIONS OVER 50%
Color Panoramic Photos or k><

Neighborhood Communication Certificate g%
Effective 10/03/05 — Neighborhood Comps !

CONCEPT REVIEW
Fee $300.00

Total: 555:, oe4. 00

2 Sets of Plans

LETTER OF EXPLANATION S \

MAILING LIST

7 STAKING PLANS

1 8SETS REDUCED PLANS 11x17

REVISED 10/20/05
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TO: FIRE DEPARTMENT/KRIS HEAD

FROM: Zoning Division

Plans were submitted for vour review on D/[b/ﬁg-
(date) 7 7

for the property at
31514 H o Vislon

(addrass)
AP#

REQUIREMENTS t/vpawr seacmwe 4’ Free)
MOST MEET™ Zopi CFe [ Sec o3  Nepui2emenrs

E/E Aceszss m_&xe = [3D ~ [coved MTremE
LOITH ImProverents To Awcess Lo E«?U?E7§{ 7Y Aroony

Arom ATic frvs < Baeiswc WE@ME&

Zﬂéﬁ&ﬂﬂlﬁ MoT™ Ry 1tavey) @ THIS 77):45

1. Jif ol

APy 056 -07/-S/
**Please return this form to Building Division

-

SOSFORESTAVE. . » LAGUNA BEACH, LA 82651 . TEL (845) 4673311 . » FAX {948) 497-0771
(&) RECYCLED PAPER













High or Very High Value Habltat (per Biological Resources Map)

If checked, does Iandscape plan provide an interface with the sngmflcant habitat?
Yes No Needs Improvement

g E ”2 } Heritage Tree(s) or candidate Heritage Trees

If checked, does landscape plan preserve (___) Heritage Trees or (___) candidate

Heritage Trees?
Yes No

Abuts Scenic Highway (Laguna Canyon Road, El Toro Road, Coast Highway)

If checked, does landscape plan follow recommendations for streetscape enhancements
on scenic highways per Appendix D, Landscape and Scenic Highways Resource

Document?
Yes No

A minimum of a 3’ wide walkable firefighter access route is provided around both sides of
structure

Yes L—No

lil. NEIGHBORHOOD LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS:
(Refer to Appendix F, Neighborhood Landscapes, and also Chapters Ill and IV in the

Landscape and Scenic Highways Resource Document)

l n— Neighborhood Issue(s)
— Fire Safety

Soil Stability (e.g bluff or slope stabilization, erosion control)

Rustic Ch
: — ustic Character

Interface Plantings

Additional Issues (as identified in Chapters Il and IV of the Landscape and Scenic
Highways Resource Document):

Maintenance Practices

Water Conservation

Invasive Plants

View Preservation (to be determined by Design Review Board)

4| |

Does landscape plan provide plantings that address landscape issues
conglstent with the Landscape and Scenic Highways Resource Document?:

6‘ Ye% l No S — Needs improvement

____ Neighborhood Landscape Suggestlons
General Suggestions: Does landscape plan follow the neighborhood landscape

No Needs improvement

Sugﬁsted Trees: Does landscape plan incorporate suggested trees?

\7es No Needs Improvement

VA

Revised 6/13/05



COMMENTS TO DESIGN REVIEW BOARD MB-RP‘PEIEEN?
1. The applicant should be advised to consider City and County guidelines for landscape maintenance in

areas where fire safety is an issue.
Sy P /:Mm/s,%m@ (5 Pl
. ™ . . ! /. : ) .
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Revised 6/13/05






To:  Architectural Review Board January 11, 2006
From: Iraj Poormand
Re:  Proposed Single Family Residence, 31514 Mar Vista, South Laguna

Ladies and Gentlemen

After numerous changes, modifications and presentations at the ARB, the plans that are
presently submitted for your consideration were approved by ARB in 2004 and after
completion of City plan check, a building permit was to be issued upon my contractor
selection. Due to a number circumstances, I failed to make a timely application for a
building permit and I need to restart the effort.

The proposed home is 3,135 square foot in area, has four bed rooms, three and one half
baths and basement parking for four cars. The under grounding of the garage allowed
distancing the structure from the adjacent neighbor and gain his support for the residence.

At the time of approval in addition to neighborhood acceptance, all city ordinances were
met. Based on my reapplication, after zoning review was completed I found out that
there are new height limitations as a result of anti-mansionization ordinances which
places a relatively small portion of the previously complying plan, out of compliance.
More specifically. The roof of our planned living room, a 21°-0” by 16°-9” area is more
than 30 feet from the finish floor of the basement garage. On the assumption that my
future neighbors are still supporting my plan I request a waiver for this height
infringement.

I appreciate your time and consideration

Respectfully Submitted

Iraj Poormand I
5E;;;%L“\4T;BTZfQLT”EE;:::::f\_'//

RECEIVED

. Beacr.
ity of Lagunat
’ tyZoning Division






056-093-17

Barbara Love

7400 District Blvd D
Bakersfield Ca 93313

056-093-21

Wanda J Cue

31501 Burnside P1
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-29

Sellco Commercial Equity
PO Box 9482

Laguna Beach Ca 92652

056-093-32

Margaret G Budreau
31506 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

658-201-05

County Of Orange

400 W Civic Center Dr
Santa Ana Ca 92701

056-093-18

David A Loesch

31566 Scenic Dr
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-22

Barry Fogel

8010 Fareholm Dr

Los Angeles Ca 90046

056-093-30

John English

31546 Burnside P1
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-33

Cathy Taylor

31504 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

658-201-10

Donald Zamborelli
31877 Circle Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-20

Kenwood Family Ltd Partnership
15235 San Fernando Mission Blvd

Mission Hills Ca 91345

056-093-28

Walter Barley

31562 Scenic Dr

Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-093-31

Mark D & Gabriele Carroll
31501 Shrewsbury Dr
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

056-231-17

Bank Wells Fargo Grand
105 Crescent Bay Dr M
Laguna Beach Ca 92651

658-201-11

Mar Vista Development Corp
668 N Coast Hwy

Laguna Beach Ca 92651






. FEE RECEIPT .
CITY OF LAGUNA BE st&ﬂgugm BEACH:BRB 3646

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY BEN. ENTy
RECEIVED OF A
ADDRESS 1 DI
CITY

=7

SUBJECT ADDRESS _3/ S/ 4 YWa._| Sk,
$ Park In-Lieu Fee $ MWoncept Review
$ Drainage In-Lieu Fee $  Variance
$ Blidg. Construction Fee $§  CD/Site Development
S Sewer Construction Fee $  General Plan Amendment
3 Temporary Use Permit $ Environmental Report
h) Conditional Use Permit $ Real Property Report
$ Encroachment Permit $ Lot Line Adjustment
$ Landscape Review $ Extension of
$ Use & Occupancy $ Re-inspection Fee
$ Zoning Plan Check $ Parcel Map
$ Structural Plan Check $ Other

HEARING DATE 2 Zg_ éé TIME _( 7 & , in City Council Chambers.

TOTAL OO0 — BY (74

380, 8g
386. 88
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Zoning Plan Check Correction List

Planning Application: Owner’s signature is required on both lines on back of form.

Design Review Questionnaire: This form shall be completed for new development and
50%0 additions. -Cepies-availab cunitvDavelons T CoTEE, City H

Topographic Survey of Existing Site - Scale of 1/8” = 1° — 0”: Include data required on
Site Plans (see below). Surveys prepared by a licensed surveyor or civil engineer are required
for all projects subject to Design Review. For other projects, the City does not require a
property survey if monuments of record can be found and building setbacks easily established
from these monuments. '

Site Plan/Roof Plan - Scale of 1/8” =1’ — 0”:
1. North arrow showing magnetic and assumed North.
2. Contours at 2-foot elevation intervals covering the full site and improved street.

Sheet Index and Project Summary. The summary should specify existing—and proposed
floor area (including garage, storage, decks), allowed and proposed lot coverage, floor

area-ratto-(tf-apphieableyand a calculation of permeable/impermeable surface areas.
©;

lagged elevations of the following:
‘enterline of street pavement or top of curb, midway between projections of the

side lot lines and centerline of street opposite the driveway.
b. /Both front and rear property corners.

c.\ Fixed datum point from a survey showing a fixed, benchmark elevation that
represents a permanent, identifiable marker in the field.

ops of all structures including walls, landings, patios, decks, roofs, etc.
5. Dimension all lot boundaries.

6. Identify and dimension all public and private easements.

@Label and locate, with dimensions, all proposed site improvements including patios,

stairs, fences, walls, water features, lighting, HVAC/pool/spa equipment, etc.

8. Dimension distances of structures/improvements from property lines.
9. Dimension all interior garages and parking spaces.

10. Roof plan with elevations of ridges, eaves, skylights,‘chimneys, decks. Show roof slopes,
skylights, chimneys, and dimension eaves.

11. Note average driveway gradient. Label elevation height of driveway at the property line.

12. Note lot coverage as a percentage. 3 ; 70 MAX

13. Dimension trash area. (Contact Public Works for sizes of available bins).

@Jote cut and fill grading quantities outside of the building footprint.

15. Show immediate outlines of adjacent property’s structures when proposing development
on vacant and oceanfront sites. Show significant existing features on site.

16. jote to underground all utility lines. Indicate the type and location of the utility
onnection (whether to existing pole or box). Indicate size of all utility boxes.

(See reverse side for additional corrections)



N

Floor Plans - Scygaof 1/4” =1’ - 0”:

1. Orient plans to match the Site Plan .
2. Dimension plans.

3. Identify all rooms.

4. Note the elevation of each floor level.

Open Space Area Calculations - Scale of 1/4” = 1’- 0”: Provide a separate plan showing
the method used in determining the existing and proposed floor areas and open space (as
provided for commercial and multiple family projects).

Floor Area Calculations - Scale of 1/4” = 1’ 0”: Provide a separate dimensioned plan
graphically showing the method used in determining the eaasaﬁg-ané proposed floor areas

(Design Review Board requirement).
Elevation Views - Scale of 1/4” =1’ - 0”:

levation heights of roofs, ﬂo-orsd decks.

@ines showing existing (dashed) and proposed grades (solid).
‘3. Dashed lines showing maximum allowed building envelope.

4. Include elevation drawings of landscape site walls over 5-feet in height.

5. Clearly identify new construction (hatch and/or dimension).

Cross Sections - Scale of 1/4” = 1’ — 0”: For new structures and significant additions, a
minimum of two perpendicular views through the total site showing the structure and lines of
existing and proposed grade. Include site improvements such as walls, terraces, pools/spas,
etc.

Landscape Plan - Scale of 1/8” = 1° — 0”: Landscape plans (new and eXisting) are required
on projects exceeding 50%, 2" story additions, additions greater than 15 feet in height and
may be required by the Design Review Board on other occasions. See landscape submittal
check list for a list of the information required on the plans.

Staking Plan: @Identify all proposed buildings, additions to existing
buildings and proposed site walls_over 5-feet in height with sturdy poles. Poles should
represent the most distant corners of the structures, the maximum roof or ridge heights and
any other features, such as decks, chimneys, skylights, trellises, eaves, etc. that would be of
significance to other property owners. The plan should note the appropriate elevation of the
top of each pole relative to the referenced datum point used to establish the elevations.
Staking plans shall show property llnesbulldmg footprint, street names, north
arrow and location of story poles. Roof outlines shall be shown Wwith string or ﬂbl{OH
connecting the stakes. See Submittal Requirements for Design Review regarding staking

scheduling requirements. <S/Z/7¢ W CoNnetid M ‘alaurs/ U‘fs

Photographs of Project Site: Required for new development and 50%e addition§. P r.ovide
photographs of front, side and rear yards on developed sites, or photos of entire site on
undeveloped sites.







Map Output Page 2 of 2
® o
None None [None }423.05 J1005 Ix
Flood_Map Panel (Lastbb::::;First) Owner's Phone_No. Owner's Address | Owner's City_State_Zip Subdivision
06059C0438G Poormand Iraj & Parvin F 32511 Azores R~ [Mionarch Beach Ga 92629,
Legal Lot Legal Description Rooms BI:’;“"; Bathrms | No-_of Stories No._of Buildings No._of Units
10 [Tr 1020 Lot 10 Por Of Lot
Assessment _— ‘o Total_Taxable Valu
Date_of Sale Tax Code No. Building_Living Area_(sq.ft.)] Land_Value($) | Improvement Value_($) )
08/14/2000 05035 370938 370938
Property Tax ($) Year Built Site's City State Zip #SHAPE# #ID#
4485.78 Laguna Beach, CA 92651 nolygon] 9210

http://cruiser/servlet/com.esri.esrimap. Esrimap?ServiceName=Constraints& ClientVersion=...

1/4/2006



CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH - DEPARTMENT o'\nMUNITY DEVELOPMENT » 505 FOREST AVENU GUNA BEACH * CALIFORNIA + 92651

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW APPLICATION  recewep

Please completely fill-in the top-hglf of side one.

PROJECT LOCATlON/éDDRESS CIANIN fWLU/"”v7‘<‘7l‘4

OWNER /é’ﬁf YoeRHarD AGENT __SEL/

ADDRESS i/ A ZOES ADDRESS zz) ) R 20 /uc:g |
oY Depy s~ sTATE CQ_zP _§2L 27 CITY L Darithin f _state €4 <4 zip % LP G
TELEPHONE NO. (241) 2/ 2980 TELEPHONE NO. ( 745) 2/ ¥ 29%0 T
CELL PHONE No( G44) 374-3072 CELL PHONE NO. 594 -3072

EMAIL ADDRESS ég(’ﬂl /m,//// ) Cw< Wevl EMAIL ADDRESS /Lf’DO/’/”/féﬂf/@ CoX , HE 7"
VALUATION OF WORK $ /— Jod_n2 D LOT SIZE C}gﬁ_@fﬂ A .[-

ASSESSOR’'S PARCEL NO. & LEGAL DESCRIPTION ﬁrhan 9 Lod' /O TEac At /020
DESCRIBE IN DETAIL SCOPE OF WORK oy Mr*/‘ éfﬂs Jo Famns /(«/ Hae w570 Q“ﬁ[f(/*&/ H

Co 54, /.7 ./ (g, / /é/n,/é/{‘w //r;m < le éléfé:rw "{’i é’«?‘/ﬁn
' on  VnconT
GRADING CUT + FILL AMOUNTS (OUTSIDE OF BUILDING FOOTPRINT) = CUBIC YARDS
USE FLOOR AREA GARAGE AREA | DECK AREA STORAGE AREA REMODEL AREA NO. OF STORIES

EXISTING

BUILDING
contSlenon | K317 3/35 | B35 | 672 bH 3

TOTALS

The remainder of side one is for staff use only. See other side for required certificates and signatures.
SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS DATE APPLICATION DATE APPROVED
TYPE OF APPLICATION REQUIRED FEE | RECEIVED NUMBER SADRB - o
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT AAEETE AT AN
DESIGN REVIEW Ve [315-06]06-080Y) .
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 77 1"FéD- €39
ROAD EXTENSION ’ Ve 133O,
REZONE Ak
SUBDIVISION
L tED)
VARIANCE 120 |2[19/06 |1346 3y -~
T (@,
7
MAIN BUILDING ACCESSORY BUILDING HEIGHTS CLEARA
YARDS MINMUM | SHOWN MINIMUM |  SHOWN SHOWN | MAXIMUM o NCE BY DATE
FRONT /0 f 5’ /s ’/Ru\/ CEQA
RIGHT SIDE oy PLAN CHECK
LEFTSIDE | SLOPE HEIGHT | 70NING
FFIFG
REAR 2o’ 257 | 30’
DISTANCE BETWEEN BUILDINGS PARCEL IDENTIFICATION NO.

Coastal Development Permit Y

Development Category: ¥ Local Coastal Development Permit is required, and itis __, is not K appealable to Coastal Commission.
Coastal Commission Permit is required.

Categorical Exclusion

Exempt (List Code Section)

—_—
pu——
p——

—




OWNER’S CERTIFICATE

1. There are no assurances at any time, implicitly or otherwise, regarding final staff
recommendations to the decision-making body about this application.

2. Major changes to the project may requiré a new application and payment of
additional or new fees.

3. If this application is approved, the failure to abide by and faithfully comply with any
and all conditions attached to the approval action shall constitute grounds for the
revocation of said approving action by the approving authority.

4. | hereby certify that to the best of my knowledge the information | have presented in
this form and the accompanying materials is true and correct. | also understand that
additional data and information may be required prior to final action on this
application. | have read and understand the content contained in this certificate.

5 | understand that it is the responsibility of the property owner to ensure that
discrepancies do not exist between the project’s description on the permit, the
architectural plans and the structural plans. If discrepancies exist between the
architectural plans and the structural plans, the architectural plans shall take
precedence. Ultimately, the scope of work, as described on the permit that is
authorizing the construction, takes precedence over the plans. If there is a
discrepancy between the plans and the description on the permit, the permit

governs.

6. | am the record owner of the property described in this application, and hereby

consent to the filing of pplication,
Signature of Owner Date

AUTHORIZATION OF AGENT

| am the record owner of the property described in this application and hereby designate
and authorize the agent as shown on the reverse of this form to act on my behalf in all

matters pertaining to prgcﬁng this application through the City of Laguna Beach.
Y 7 ! : <

SV , 12/14/05”

Signature of Owner Date

Revised 10/04



ITEMS SHOWN OR TO E.-IOWN ON PLANS IN CONJUNCTION WITl‘W CONSTRUCTION.

PROPERTY ADDRESS:

APN

B0

Check
items
that
pertain

ITEMS

ZONE

CHECK
(Official
use only)

DESIGN
REVIEW

APPROVED
(Official use
only)

STRUCTURAL

PLAN CHECK
(Official use only)

APPROVED
FOR
ISSUANCE

*FIRE
DEPT.
APPROVAL
(Official use
only)

TA/C

compressor

BBQ

Detached
patio
structure or
gazebo

**Electronic
driveway
gates

Exterior stairs

Fences

Fireplaces

and/or fire-rings
(exterior)

<< I IS

Grading

Outdoor sink

Pedestrian
entry feature
(arbor)

Planter walls

Pool/spa

Retaining
walls

Site W_alls

=< <<

Skylights

Street

Improvements
(Public right of way)

Water
features
including
koi ponds
& fountains




. FEE RECEIPT
CITY OF LAGUNA B

LAGUNA BEACH:PBB2135

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY;%%%%%PM%I\{%

RECEIVED OF
CHARGES=
Landscaping Developat Fee 210,68
ADDRESS Plan Check Fees-Zoning 320.88
Total " 533,99
CITY ‘
SUBJECT ADDRESS ___ 3| 5] 4 H ar \_/t gl
$ Park In-Lieu Fee 3 Design/Concept Review
$ Drainage In-Lieu Fee $ Variance
$ Bldg. Construction Fee $ CD/Site Development
$ Sewer Construction Fee $ General Plan Amendment
$ Temporary Use Permit $ Environmental Report
$ _Conditional Use Permit $ Real Property Report
$ Encroachment Permit $ Lot Line Adjustment
$ AlQ Landscape Review $ Extension of
$ Use & Occupancy $ Re-inspection Fee
$ 320 Zoning Plan Check $ Parcel Map
$ Structural Plan Check $ Other
HEARING DATE TIME , In City Council Chambers.
TOTAL___ 4 20. &0 by Ky
=~ 1






November 1, 2005

Iraj Poormand
32511 Azores Road
Monarch Beach, CA 92629-3608

Subject Property: 31514 Mar Vista Avenue

Dear Mr. Poormand:

My records indicate that you are the property owner of record, or that you otherwise have an
interest in the above-referenced property. It has been brought to my attention that a condition
exists upon the property that is incompatible with provisions of the Laguna Beach Municipal
Code (LBMC).

The condition of violation pertains to general property maintenance, including, but not limited to,
the unlawful maintenance of story poles, which have existed upon the properties for an extended
period of time, as well as inadequate maintenance to required erosion control devices upon the
property. Please conduct needed maintenance to the erosion control devices and see that the

poles are taken down and removed from the view of public or private properties by November
15, 2005.

I am certain that you will choose to resolve this matter in an expedient manner, thereby
eliminating the need for further enforcement action, which may include the assessment of civil
fines resultlng from issuance of an Administrative Citation. If you have any questions, or require
further information regarding this matter, I may be reached directly at (949) 497-0301, or online
at [kirk@lagunabeachcity.net. Thank you for your cooperation.

Since;‘ely,

Senior Code Enforcement Officer C05-0716/056-091-21

505 FOREST AVE. . LAGUNA BEACH, CA 92651 . TEL (949) 497-3311 * FAX (949) 497-0771

@ RECYCLED PAPER



8/26/2005 ‘ .

City of Laguna Beach
Community Development Department

ZONING PLAN CHECK CHECKLIST
/o
Project ,W ‘7/@ _ _ ”
Address 5/'/‘*6/ 4 /;)//;:%7/’ /’? é/ﬁ' A@/E
Zone )

e
- e . Floodplain Dev. Permit (25.38)
{/ 1.  Plans comply with minimum submittal - .
— . Water Quality Management Plan
requirements: -

\Planning applicati lete/signed - . .
anming l.)p cation compietc .Slgne - Homeowner Asgdciation review required
Topographic Survey (DRB projects) 1 ! R
g ionary review:

——-3 " Site Plan (datum)

—-————iF loor Plans (area calcs) ch Bay
// .~ Elevation Views
' 1+ Cross-Sections JES—
“TT———>___ Photos of site (New or 50%) / )
~———- __ Grading Plan (20 cu.yd. or bluff top) 1/ —6. Setbafrk req ltll:re;nentf-
Geologic Concern (see Bldg. Official) ‘a\ _S:::t-s:pc:icﬁz ::::;chs oy

—_— v Staking Plan (datum, note to connect) . )
Landscape Pl an————(new /50%) ! Street Plan Line applies
Aerial (new/50%) ( Topography (25.50.004(E))

-———2 __DRB questionnaire/affidavit (new/50%) , —Shallow lot (25.50.008(E))
N > Oceantront (25.50.004(B))

v 2. Building site status: { — paseoure 2530.00) s00l6
v Parcel qualifies as building site (25.08.022) / — Pool/spa setbacks comply (25.50.016)
— . . > AC/pool equipment (25.50.004(F))
ABH Specific Plan applies (25.35.150) H —— o
LT \ Space between buildings (25.50.014)
./3 Use: - Windows off-set (ABH)
—_— se: ; itted Lot abuts different zone
ermitted use Front = O’

Conditional Use Permit

—_ R = ”~
Guest unit (25.10.004(C)) oar=_Ze
Second unit (25.17)

—Temporary Use Permit ( Combined sideyards = MI &(Go 0(45)

T
7.  Projections into required yards (25.50.008):

In-lieu housing fee S » ,
/,,,w T wz*- Eaves, decks more than 3’ above grade
‘ . " . +eeeee, ____Chimneys
{/ 4. St:fff report .requlred, additional review or ( Patios, walks & stairs less than 3’ above grade
\ unique requirements: " Ba windows
\\ Arch Beach Heights SP - t Y /
. Downtown SP / i
\) T Dimmond/Crestview SP /M Accessokryﬁulldmgs (25.08.002)
/ Thurston Park SP .Y
/ Laguna Canyon SP e————~3 9. Lot coverage % or ____sq. ft.
'\ . Historic Property ____Oceanfront (25.50.020)
) Biological Assessment required (new devel, e
y fuel modif plan) K 10. Access or public street improvements
Geotechnical assessment required (25.53): (new/50%)
T e Fire Safety Division review ,> -_—9— Street base and pavement
> Public Works Department review r‘/ Strect improvement plan required (to be
=¥ ___ Landscape Consultant review prepared b?’ Civil Engineer)
Hydrology Study (floodplain/watercourse, — Onsite tumaround
peer review req’d) ROW dedication (Coast Hwy, LCR)
Traffic Study > Alley

N

WRevolution\Comm_Dew\Staff Working Files\Liane\Liane's Templates\Zoning Plan Checklist.Dot 8/26/05 10:19 AM
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