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FW: DRC2015‐00130‐201

Here is some correspondence we received for Chatham, LLC. I created a file for some other things we got in the RM PDH file for
this hearing. 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Joyce Renshaw [mailto:jrenshaw@me.com] 
Sent: Friday, August 05, 2016 10:37 AM
To: Donna Hernandez <dhernandez@co.slo.ca.us>
Subject: DRC2015‐00130‐201

Dear Hearing Officer,
RE: DRC2015‐00130 ‐‐201 Chatham Lane, Cambria CA
I support the county decision to recommend DENIAL of the request for the MUP DRC 2015‐00130 to waive the location standard
of the County Ordinance location standard for the purpose of obtaining a vacation rental license. This neighborhood has an over
density of vacation rentals due to the grandfathering of existing ones before the ordinance. It is still zoned single family
residential and should function as such.
These laws were passed to balance our neighborhoods for the equal benefit of tourism and the residents. This Ordinance, in the
past, has been strictly upheld in Cambria and it is a dangerous precedent to start granting any variances to challenge this
dynamic that has served Cambria well.
I  continue to encourage the County to support Cambrians in regards to enforcing the Vacation Rental Ordinance for balancing
our neighborhoods to support tourist and resident needs.
Joyce Renshaw
Past Chair of NCAC
1790 Ogden Dr
Cambria,CA

Donna Hernandez
Fri 8/5/2016 10:49 AM

To:Nicole Retana <nretana@co.slo.ca.us>;

mailto:jrenshaw@me.com
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FW: drc2015‐00130

Here you go....
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: joe and barb crowley [mailto:jcrowley_1@charter.net] 
Sent: Sunday, August 07, 2016 1:43 PM
To: Donna Hernandez <dhernandez@co.slo.ca.us>
Subject: drc2015‐00130
Forwarded to you Donna as Martin was having trouble sending it.
Barb Crowely

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded Message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
Subject: Copy as you asked for
Date: Sat, 6 Aug 2016 12:06:34 ‐0700
From: Martin Verhaegh <verhae@charter.net>
To: jcrowley_1@charter.net
Donna Hernandez
Subject: drc2015‐00130
Dear Hearing Officer,
RE: DRC2015‐00130 ‐‐201 Chatham Lane, Cambria CA
We support the county decision to recommend DENIAL of the request for the MUP DRC 2015‐00130 to waive the location
standard of the County Ordinance location standard for the purpose of obtaining a vacation rental license. This neighborhood
has an over density of vacation rentals due to the grandfathering of existing ones before the ordinance.
It is still zoned single family residential and should function as such.
These laws were passed to balance our neighborhoods for the equal benefit of tourism and the residents. This Ordinance, in the
past, has been strictly upheld in Cambria and it is a dangerous precedent to start granting any variances to challenge this
dynamic that has served Cambria well. I also support the NCAC's denial of the waiver. This clearly signals the community stands
for upholding the Ordinance.
We thank and continue to encourage the County to support Cambrians in regards to enforcing the Vacation Rental Ordinance for
balancing our neighborhoods to support tourist and resident needs.
We have been part of the formation of the Vacation Rental Ordinance, and are well aware of the many grandfathered locations
not in compliance with the ordinance limited spacing requirements. And that more than 550 residents in Cambria and Cayucos
petitioned towards formation of the ordinance.
Please reject the MUP waver request !!
Sincerely, Martin and Joan Verhaegh, 551 Dorset Street, Cambria

Donna Hernandez
Mon 8/8/2016 10:57 AM

To:Nicole Retana <nretana@co.slo.ca.us>;

mailto:jcrowley_1@charter.net
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FW: 201 Chatham Lane, Cambria, CA ﴾County File Number: DRC2015‐
00130; Assessor Parcel Number: 022‐014‐039﴿

More….
 
Froŵ: Sherri G.Bell [ŵailto:sgliddeŶďell@gŵail.Đoŵ] 
SeŶt: Thursday, August ϭϭ, ϮϬϭϲ ϲ:Ϯϲ PM
To: DoŶŶa HerŶaŶdez <dherŶaŶdez@Đo.slo.Đa.us>
SuďjeĐt: ϮϬϭ Chathaŵ LaŶe, Caŵďria, CA ;CouŶty File Nuŵďer: DRCϮϬϭϱ‐ϬϬϭϯϬ; Assessor ParĐel Nuŵďer: ϬϮϮ‐Ϭϭϰ‐Ϭϯ9Ϳ
 Dear Hearing Of`icer:
 Please support the county decision to recommend denial of the request for the MUP DRCʹͲͳͷ‑ͲͲͳ͵Ͳ to waive the location standard of the County Ordinance location standard forthe purpose of obtaining a vacation rental license for a property zoned single familyresidence.We live on Kendall Lane, one street north of the applicant property, in a neighborhoodalready densely impacted by vacation rentals, several of which would not be in compliancewith the ordinance today but are ǲgrandfatheredǳ and exempt from Coastal Zone Land UseOrdinance.There are already numerous vacation rentals in Cambria that support the needs of tourists.In addition to the real estate of`ices that manage the many Cambria vacation rentals, one caneasily `ind others listed on vacation rental websites such as AirBnB and Vacation Rentals byOwner.An excess of vacation rentals creates an imbalance in neighborhoods and affects the qualityof life for permanent residents. We currently experience noise from late night partying andlisten to lonely barking dogs left on their own during the day while vacationers enjoysightseeing, shopping and winetasting.We ask that the vacation rental ordinance be strictly upheld and that the application for aminor use permit for a location waiver of the ʹͲͲ‑foot distance requirement be denied asrecommendedApproval would set a precedent and could eventually result in a toothless ordinance. Pleasedeny this application.Thank you for your support. 
 John BellSherri BellʹͶͷ Kendall Lane, Cambria, CA ͻ͵Ͷʹͺ

Donna Hernandez
Mon 8/15/2016 7:41 AM

To:Nicole Retana <nretana@co.slo.ca.us>;
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FW: vacation rental balance in cambria

 
 
Froŵ: LaureŶ YouŶger [ŵailto:zolot@Đharter.Ŷet] 
SeŶt: Friday, August ϭϮ, ϮϬϭϲ ϭϬ:ϱϱ AM
To: DoŶŶa HerŶaŶdez <dherŶaŶdez@Đo.slo.Đa.us>
SuďjeĐt: vaĐaĕoŶ reŶtal ďalaŶĐe iŶ Đaŵďria
 

Subject: drc2015­00130

Dear Hearing Officer,

RE: DRC2015­00130 ­­201 Chatham Lane, Cambria CA

I support the county decision to recommend DENIAL of the request for the MUP DRC 2015­
00130 to waive the location standard of the County Ordinance location standard for the
purpose of obtaining a vacation rental license. This neighborhood has an over density of
vacation rentals due to the grandfathering of existing ones before the ordinance. It is still
zoned single family residential and should function as such.

These laws were passed to balance our neighborhoods for the equal benefit of tourism and
the residents. This Ordinance, in the past, has been strictly upheld in Cambria and it is a
dangerous precedent to start granting any variances to challenge this dynamic that has
served Cambria well. I also support the NCAC's denial of the waiver. This clearly signals the
community stands for upholding the Ordinance.

I thank and continue to encourage the County to support Cambrians in regards to enforcing
the Vacation Rental Ordinance for balancing our neighborhoods to support tourist and
resident needs.

 
Lauren Younger
2159 Wilton Drive
Cambria, CA 93428

Donna Hernandez
Mon 8/15/2016 7:41 AM

To:Nicole Retana <nretana@co.slo.ca.us>;
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FW: DRC2015‐00130

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: joe and barb crowley [mailto:jcrowley_1@charter.net] 
Sent: Sunday, August 14, 2016 12:52 PM
To: Donna Hernandez <dhernandez@co.slo.ca.us>
Subject: DRC2015‐00130
Please forward to the appropriate person for the hearing on Fri. Aug. 19th.
Dear Hearing Officer,
We support the county planning recommendation to deny the waiver for a vacation rental license at 201 Chatham Lane, CA.
This home is not unique in any way, in fact it is a cookie‐cutter copy of all the other homes in the area, and does not warrant a
waiver from the location standard of the Ordinance to give it a vacation rental license. There are so many rentals in the
immediate area due to grandfathering when the Ordinance was started. In fact, there are 4 vacation rentals that are within the
location standard of the Ordinance. This one in question would make the 5th vacation rental within the location standard. That
alone indicates the neighborhood has an over density of these types of visitor serving needs. And this is all located within single
family residential zoning.
The purpose of the Ordinance is to balance residential and visitor serving needs. Obviously, with more density of vacation rentals,
the neighborhood looses its residential character as parking, noise, traffic increases and the quality of life enjoyed by neighboring
residents decreases. It will get to the point that even the visitors will suffer from the quality of life they came to enjoy by choosing
a vacation rental over a local hotel. They don't want to live on top of other vacationers.
Please support the denial of the MUP for a vacation rental license.
Thank you.
Joe and Barbara Crowley

Donna Hernandez
Mon 8/15/2016 7:42 AM

To:Nicole Retana <nretana@co.slo.ca.us>;

mailto:jcrowley_1@charter.net
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FW: drc2015‐00130

 
 
Froŵ: ďoďfouŶtaiŶ@Đharter.Ŷet [ŵailto:ďoďfouŶtaiŶ@Đharter.Ŷet] 
SeŶt: SuŶday, August ϭϰ, ϮϬϭϲ ϯ:Ϯϱ PM
To: DoŶŶa HerŶaŶdez <dherŶaŶdez@Đo.slo.Đa.us>
SuďjeĐt: drĐϮϬϭϱ‐ϬϬϭϯϬ
 

Dear Hearing Officer,

RE: DRC2015­00130 ­­201 Chatham Lane, Cambria CA

I support the county decision to recommend DENIAL of the request for the MUP DRC 2015­00130 to
waive the location standard of the County Ordinance location standard for the purpose of obtaining a
vacation rental license. This neighborhood has an over density of vacation rentals due to the
grandfathering of existing ones before the ordinance. It is still zoned single family residential and should
function as such.

These laws were passed to balance our neighborhoods for the equal benefit of tourism and the residents.
This Ordinance, in the past, has been strictly upheld in Cambria and it is a dangerous precedent to start
granting any variances to challenge this dynamic that has served Cambria well. I also support the
NCAC's denial of the waiver. This clearly signals the community stands for upholding the Ordinance.

I thank and continue to encourage the County to support Cambrians in regards to enforcing the
Vacation Rental Ordinance for balancing our neighborhoods to support tourist and resident needs.

Signed,

Robert Fountain
324 Fallbrook Street
Cambria, CA  93428

Donna Hernandez
Mon 8/15/2016 7:42 AM

To:Nicole Retana <nretana@co.slo.ca.us>;
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FW: DRC 2015‐00130 Chatham Lane LLC

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: John Lamb [mailto:j.lamb2@icloud.com] 
Sent: Sunday, August 14, 2016 4:46 PM
To: Airlin Singewald <asingewald@co.slo.ca.us>
Cc: Donna Hernandez <dhernandez@co.slo.ca.us>
Subject: DRC 2015‐00130 Chatham Lane LLC
Hello Arlin — I attach my comments supporting the Planning Department’s decision in DRC 2015‐00130.  Please forward them to
the hearing officer for the August 12 hearing.
Thank you.
John Lamb
927‐4640

Donna Hernandez
Mon 8/15/2016 7:42 AM

To:Nicole Retana <nretana@co.slo.ca.us>;

 1 attachment ﴾68 KB﴿
Chatham Lane LLC MUP to Singewald.pdf;

mailto:j.lamb2@icloud.com


To: Arlin Singewald, Senior Planner, asingewald@co.slo.ca.us 

FR: John Lamb, j.lamb2@icloud.com 

RE: DRC 20015-00130 Chatham Lane LLC MUP 

DT: August 15, 2016 

 

I support the Planning Department’s decision to deny Chatham Lane LLC’s request for an 

exception to the Vacation Rental Ordinance’s location standard (Sec. 23.08.165(c)(1)).  I urge 

the Hearing Officer to uphold the decision and deny the requested exception. 

  

The applicant requests an MUP exception to the location standard for the subject property at 201 

Chatham Lane, Cambria.  If granted, the exception would allow a vacation rental immediately 

adjacent to another VR and within 50 feet of two other VRs, in a neighborhood that currently has 

at least 11 VRs, as well as approximately 20 motels. 

 

The MUP exception was originally proposed to the Coastal Commission by the Planning 

Department at a hearing in 2003.  Some Commissioners worried that the exception would 

undermine the location standard and make it meaningless.  John Euphrat, testifying on behalf of 

the department, explained and defended the proposal as follows: 

 

“[We] thought this [the MUP exception] might be a good way for unique 

circumstances that we can’t anticipate today, to actually deal with those where it 

does provide visitor serving uses.”  (Transcript of Proceedings, April 11, 2003, 

page 34.  Italics added.) 

 

In order to qualify under this exception, therefore, the applicant must show that unique 

circumstances provide visitor serving uses.  Clearly, this request does not meet this test.  The 

applicant cannot demonstrate any unique circumstances for providing visitor serving uses 

because the area already provides numerous visitor serving uses:  3 VRs within 50 feet of the 

subject property, at least 8 other VRs in the neighborhood, and approximately 20 motels just up 

Moonstone Beach Drive.  

 

Allowing the subject property to become a VR would further degrade the residential character of 

the neighborhood.  The Board of Supervisors has recognized that VRs may be incompatible with 

surrounding residential uses, and that a concentration of VRs may have a deleterious effect on 

full time neighbors.  (Sec. 23.08.165(a).)   The North Coast Area Plan states that “protecting the 

residential character of single-family areas” is one of its goals.  (NCAP, page 1-4.)  The Planning 

Department’s decision will help maintain the residential character of this neighborhood, and 

preserve the fragile balance between residential and recreational use. 

 

The Planning Department’s decision should be upheld for another reason.  When considering a 

request for an exception to the VRO’s location standard, department staff evaluates the request 

based on the standard MUP findings in Sec. 23.02.034: 

 

1.  The proposed project or use satisfies all applicable provisions of this title; and 

 

2.  The establishment and subsequent operation or conduct of the use will not, because of the 

circumstances and conditions applied in the particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety or 

welfare of the general public or persons residing or working in the neighborhood of the use, or be 

detrimental or injurious to property or improvements in the vicinity of the use; and 



 

3.  The proposed project or use will not be inconsistent with the character of the immediate 

neighborhood or contrary to its orderly development. 

 

These findings cannot be made here because granting the exception to the location standard 

would result in a higher concentration of VRs than the Ordinance allows, and because there are 

no unique circumstances that set the proposed VR apart from any other ocean front property in 

Cambria or that make the minimum separation requirement unnecessary. 

 

Finally, this request for an exception to the location standard should be denied just as a similar 

request was denied in DRC 2015- 00074 (Nankivell).  The Nankivell request raised the same 

issues as this request, and involved a property located a block from the subject property. 

 

For all these reasons, I support the Planning Department’s decision to deny the MUP request.  I 

urge the Hearing Officer to uphold the decision and deny the requested exception.  As a former 

member of the North Coast Advisory Council and its Land Use Committee, I appreciate the 

department taking a position consistent with the NCAC’s unanimous recommendation in this 

case. 

 

Thank you for considering these views.   

 

Please forward this e-mail to the hearing officer for the August 19 hearing. 

 


