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File No.: VIO2017-00350 Assigned CEO: ANA SANTIAGO
Category: 1
Case Closure Target: 180 Days District: 3

County of San Mateo
Planning and Building Department

CODE VIOLATION CHECKLIST
1. Violation Type
[C] Zoning/Use [J Tree Removal Grading/Land Clearing
[J Building ] Nuisance [] Other:

Description of Complaint: GRADING - Unpermitted importation of fill to widen road

2. Location of Alleged Violation

Address: 18 TERRACE AVE. APN(s): 048-074-150
MIRAMAR Zoning: R-1,S-94, DR, CD
X] Urban [] Rural FEMA Flood Zone: X

3. Names of Alleged Property Owner(s)/Other

Property TEJINDER SINGH & Address: 18 TERRACE AVE.
Owner.  TRIPATINDER CHOWDHRY HALF MOON BAY, CA 94019

4. Processing
Step By Date

Complaint Received RMM 10117117
Violation Assigned AXS 10/17/17
First Inspection

Notice of Violation

Second Inspection
Citation
Citation
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Citation

5. Disposition (describe final disposition of case)

6. Date file closed: O(f/ (f‘// / 4 By:

7. Senior Code Compliance Oﬁ” cerl W A Date:
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Violation Number: 1/1 0 2v.7-¢0350

TR = g
Assigned To: 4:\/‘1— Sﬁwﬁ&é—fu Date: [ D-I81Ys]

Violation/Complaint Form

Form to be completed by staff.
Please get cell phones when possible.

Violation Type: [] Building EZ/Grading [J Nuisance [[] Abandoned Vehicle

[] Code Enforcement [] Zoning : [J Tree/Vegetation Removal
Address of Alleged Violation: ¥ | & T=pmaACE AE. APN(s): :)*K”OTLI'”;O
HaLE Moon air (n 94019

Zoning: R-‘ S Cle' DIEHESS
m&{‘:lhv/ FEAA X
Description of Complaint: T.T. <iNcAH) | Al MPM 50 =750 CLBIC (npDe

2. 25 @0<k.| Pl Din = Sp e PA)
Name of Alleged Violators:
Property Owner: . _J. AGH
Address (if other): ¥ (@ TEpR M E  MNFE  Hi Eoon 2o . (i
Phone: Home Cell Work

EMAlL E=wan Tol AN HO00F 0 ME - Com

Exact Location of Violation on Parcel: Is violation visible from public right-of-way/street? X] Yes 4— X No
Please be specific as possible (i.e.: left front, behind shed, attached to home at right rear, etc.).
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Complaint Recen{gd By: : ,
Kiamnas Mano Date: {0-V1=4,

Method Complaint Received: [] Phone [] Letter [J Counter ] Other Department [J Fax
[] Inspector [J Complaint Received Anonymously [ Other TNAIL

See other side



Rita Mclaughlin

From: Camille Leung

Sent: Tuesday, October 17, 2017 10:46 AM
To: Rita Mclaughlin

Subject: FW: Miramar/ Terrace Ave.

From: I
Sent: Tuesday, October 17, 2017 10:42 AM

To: Dennis Aguirre <daguirre@smcgov.org>; Diana Shu <dshu@smcgov.org>; Camille Leung <cleung@smcgov.org>

cc: I

Subject: Fwd: Miramar/ Terrace Ave.

Please forward this complaint to the proper code enforcement officer: I will forward the additional backup to
you as well from the Geotechnical Engineer,

Structural Engineer, and Civil Engineer

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From:
Date: October 17,2017 at 9:51:01 AM PDT
To:
Subject: Miramar/ Terrace Ave.
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Ana Santiago

From:

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 6:24 AM

To: Diana Shu

Cc: John Berry; Austin Harkin; edf@emfassoc.com
Subject: Fwd: Terrace Av

Diana,

I will forward you a copy of the letter that was forwarded to me by Ed.

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Ed Frymoyer <emf1937@mac.com>
Date: October 20, 2017 at 11:39:23 AM PDT

To:
Cec: Edward Frymoyer <em! ! g37gmac.com>

Subject: Terrace Av

I uncovered some meticulous records that my staff used to keep on the properties I own.

The closing date on the 22 Terrace house was 6/15/01. This was an extended construction
project as I (through Frymoyer Holdings, Inc.) first bought the property in Feb 2001. A
construction contact was issued to Joe Guntren and the house was completed in Nov 2001. I
have photographs of the house at that time.

The road was in place at the beginning of 2001.

I have a copy of a letter that Joe Guntren’s attorneys sent to Chowdry after there numerous failed
appeals to the county trying to prevent Joe from digging up the illegal street that they installed to
put a water line to my property. It is dated Sept 4, 2001.

The letter states in part:

"3, The paving work you yourself performed on Terrace Avenue was performed in an un-
workman like manner and is defective. The outer edge of the roadway is raised— approximately
7 to 10 feet— without any bering or safety railing. The pavement is now cracking. Should the
pavement fail in any manner, you will be responsible for its repair.”

This indicates that the paving work predates (as is my recollection as well) 2001 and was
probably done in 1999 or latest early 2000.

Further is shows that Chowdry was notified of the defects in the roadway and his personal
responsibility at that time.



Please let me know if you want to review the file.

Ed Frymoyer
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Ana Santiago

From: edf <edf@emfassoc.com>

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 12:09 PM
To: *

Cc: Diana Shu; John Berry; joeguntre@me.com; Austin Harkin; marshall781@gmail.com;
orissa@sbcglobal.net
Subject: Re: Terrace Ave Miramar

The maps show Terrace as 50 ft. Wide at 18 Terrace and 40 ft wide from 22/23 Terrace.
[s that what Austen meant by widening?
EdF

Sent from my iPad

Diana,
“eighbors on Terrace Ave are attached. Please review the email from Austin.

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Austin Harkin <austin.harkin@gmail.com>
Date: October 20, 2017 at 3:24:55 PM PDT

Subject: Re: Terrace Ave Miramar

Hi- nice talking to you earlier. With regards to time line on when Terrace
Ave got widened, in the fall of 1999 when I was constructing 23 Terrace a paving
contractor Alaniz Construction moved in equipment to start work on the street in
front of 18 Terrace Ave. Because of the affect this work would have on my
project [ called the public works department to check if the necessary permits
were issued for the work.There was no record of any permit.

The following all the equipment was removed and no work was performed at that
time.

Some time after I completed my project at 23 Terrace probable in the spring or
summer of 2000 Terrace Ave was significantly widened and paved.

Sincerely

Austin Harkin.

Sent from my iPhone
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On Oct 20, 2017, at 7:49 AM,

I

Austin, Joe, and Ed,

Can you please give me a rough Idea when Terrace Ave. was
widened and paved over by TJ ? Diana Shu

with public works would like to know as I have filed a complaint
with the County of San Mateo. The road has progressively
creeping towards my lot. The Geotechnical engineer reported that
the large cracks in the asphalt have increased significantly and he
is concerned with regard to water intrusion. This has now become
a life and safety issue and this section of road cannot support a
firetruck.

I would appreciate you getting back to us.

Sent from my iPhone
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Seprember 4, 200}
HAND DELIVERED

Tripatinder S. Chowdhry
18 Terrace Avetiue

Half Moon Bay, CA 94019
(MIRAMAR)

Dew Mr. Chowdisy:

As you arec aware from my pag correspoodence, we represend Joo Guniren and Gunaen Buitders, §am
writing in response to your July 30, 2001 lerter to the San Mateo Board of Supayvisors, wherein you make a sumber
of poundless and irresponsible allegations against Mt. Guntren,

Because all of the issues you raised in your Jetter were addiessed in 2 response letier Som Neil Cullen, the
County's Public Wotks Dircctor, § will nol add anything fsther. Suffice it to 3y that the County finds ali of your
somplaints to be without merit. ( trustthis will be the end of that discussion.

This does not, however, end Mr. Guniren's conoems over your behavior— namely, your continued
barassment of his employees and subcoatractors and your defametory statemen agsinat him. Therefose, this letter
is to put you on notice of 1he following:

I. Ov Tuesday, September 4, 2001, Mr. Gwten will be installing a water line on the side of Terraee
Avenuce opposite your home. fle is performing this work pursuant to a duly issued encroachment Permit Grom the
Couoty of S2n Mateo (attached). This work will itvolve, amang other tasks, cutting of the pavement, Pleasé be
advisod: should you or anyone associoted with you— ¢.&., family member or friend-— in any way interfere, or
arempe (o ipterfere, witb this work, Mr. Guntren will hoid you personatly scceuntable for any damages or detays he
incurs as a result of such Intesfirence. IF necessary, we will petition the San Matco Superior Cout for 3 restraining
crder to prevent you from such unciference. (As an added precaution. 1 will provide a copy of this letier to the
Shaifl's Deputmeot. with a request (o have a deputy co csllif the circumstances warrant).

2. Even though you tefusc to accep the fact, Terrsce Avenue is 3 County right of way, and Mr. Guntren is
fully withio his rights to pecform County approved work within this right of
way, even if i is aroediztely in front of your housc. Thus, the work which was the subject of your most rocent
tarassment of him — inswallation of a temporary mail box post— was begsl and duly authoeized (by the logat
Postmaster).  You 1aised this very sume issuc two years ago before the Board. You tos2. You are jitst 38 wrong now
as you weee then. Get over i,

3. Thepaving work you yourself performed on Termace was performned in an un-wordananlike manner and
is defective. The outer edge of the roadway is raited— approximaiely 7 to 10 fett— without any berming ov safety
raiting. The pavement i now cracking. Shoald the pavement fail in any manner, you will be responsible for its
repair.

Do 1ot undercstimase Mr. Gunoen's resolve. He is fod up with you. ([ filing a lawsuit is what it takes to
Corme you 0 cane your unlawful and reckless behavior toward him, he will not hesitate to do so. The choice is

yours
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Tripotinder S. Chowdizy | ' Yaﬁ”
September 4, 2001 . ({'\\ AP Y
There i no need for you to reply. Smmlysﬁynmofﬂwwwhmﬁr. Gmmhqghs@cwotk.
Vctyuuiywm,

McCRACKEN, BYERS & HAESLOOP

MICHAEL D. MeCRACKEN
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Ana Santiago

From: Rita Mclaughlin

Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 7:47 AM
To: Ana Santiago

Subject: FW: Terrace Ave Miramar

Ana,

I thought you might be interested in this email for your file.

Rita

From: Diana Shu
Sent: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 5:48 PM

To: John Berry <BerryAssociates@sbcglobal.net>
Cc:h

Subject: RE: Terrace Ave Miramar

Hi John

Inspection and review are done as part of a building or planning permit for private roads. This subdivision was
created in 1907, so the work in question was not done as part of a subdivision.

I don't know who reviewed or inspected it in 1999-2000 as there is no record.

After 17-18 years, the responsibility for repairs on a private road falls to the property owners of the subdivision
to correct.

So unless it comes in as a building permit to repair, widen, or reconstruct the road, we have no cause to be
involved.

This is no different from a house. If it falls into disrepair, it is not the building department's job to fix it.

Diana

From: John Berry [mailto:BerryAssociates@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 1:49 PM

To: Diana Shu <dshu@smcgov.org>
Cc

Subject: RE: Terrace Ave Miramar
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Hi Diana — just to emphasize what we are trying to accomplish here — the department that normally oversees the design
and construction of Private Roads within subdivisions should have been included in the original work on Terrace Avenue
Since we now have substandard (and failing) construction on this road, it is incumbent for the County and the property
owners to address the repairs and upgrading of this access road to meet industry guidelines that should have been
adhered to from the very start.

Thanks

JB

BERRY AND ASSOCIATES

Civil Engineering Services

John C Berry, RCE 18720
7733 Woodside Road, Suite 335
Redwood City, CA 94067

Tel: (650) 368-0750
Fax: (650) 368-1810
Mobile: (650) 400-9003

From: Diana Shu [mailto:dshu@smcgov.org
Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 6:14 PM

To: Ed Frymoyer
Cc:#ohn Berry; joequntre@me.com; Austin Harkin; marshali781@gmail.com; orissa@sbcglobal.net
Subject: RE: Terrace Ave Miramar

Not sure what was required in 1999-2000.

Today:

If you are building a new road or widening an old road you will need a Coastal Development Permit, CDP.
If you are resurfacing an existing asphalt road, you will need a coastal development exemption, CDX.
But these are not encroachment permits from Public Works.

Diana

From: Ed Frymoyer [mailto:edf@emfassoc.com]
Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 5:55 PM
To: Diana Shu <dshu@smcgov.org>
c [N o Gerry <berryassociates@sbcglobal.net>; joeguntre@me.com;
Austm Harkin <austin.harkin@gmail.com>; marshall781@gmail.com; orissa@sbcglobal.net

Subject: Re: Terrace Ave Miramar
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It seems to me that Terrace road work requires a county permit like for a house, major landscaping and like for
Miramar Drive - adjacent .

See the McCracken letter

Ed Frymoyer
22 Terrace

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 23, 2017, at 7:50 PM, Diana Shu <dshu@smcgov.org> wrote:

| am sorry, but the decision not to dedicate the road for public use was done a long time ago by the
people who owned the land.

Seems to me that a bunch of people used this road for 17-18 years. And now the road needs to be
repaired. So you need to talk to your neighbors about repairs.

Diana

From:

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 4:26 PM

To: Diana Shu <dshu@smcgov.org>

Cc: John Berry <berryassociates@sbcglobal.net>; joeguntre@me.com; Austin Harkin
<austin.harkin@gmail.com>; marshall781@gmail.com; orissa@sbcglobal.net; edf@emfassoc.com

Subject: Re: Terrace Ave Miramar

Diana,

You are clearly missing the point!

1. TJ brought in over 600-700 yds of fill. The ordinance says over 250 Yds would of required a
CDP. They have created a Life and Safety, Hazardous situation which I want the County to
enforce. I want the fill removed as it was imported and placed without a permit or compaction. It
is clearly creeping towards my property as well the fill at the toe has been placed all over my
property. I will not allow the county to turn its back on this dangerous situation. I have filled out
a complaint for for code violations private road or not! If you are telling me this is not of your
concern then who do I contact regarding Public Works, Building and Planning?

Thank You



Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 23, 2017, at 3:42 PM, Diana Shu <dshu@smcgov.org> wrote:

Thank you for your inquiry and information regarding the road work done on
Terrace Ave.

1) It appears that the paving work was done around 1999 in the right of way of
Terrace Ave. One leg has a 50 ft right of way, the other a 40 ft right of way.

2) Terrace Ave is not a publicly maintained street so the work was probably done
by contractors hired by the homeowner(s)

3) Terrace Ave was not dedicated to the public when the owners created the
subdivision and therefore was not accepted by the county in 1907. See attached.

4) Per your emails, it seems that someone (TJ?) paved the road 17-18 years ago
which others in the subdivision have been allowed to use.

5) On private roads, such as this one, it is common practice for property owners
on a street to share in the cost of road maintenance and upgrade through formal or
informal agreements. Costs are equally divided, or divided by frontage along the
road, or some other combination that is agreeable to the private parties.

6) The Department of Public Works does not maintain this street and would not
have issued an encroachment permit for work on a private road.

Please let us know if you have further questions,

Diana

From:
Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 7:33 AM
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To: Diana Shu <dshu@smcgov.org>

Cc: John Berry <berryassociates@sbcglobal.net>; joeguntre@me.com; Austin Harkin
<austin.harkin@gmail.com>; marshall781@gmail.com; orissa@sbcglobal.net;
edf@emfassoc.com

Subject: Fwd: Terrace Ave Miramar

Diana,
All the neighbors on Terrace Ave are attached. Please review the email from
Austin.

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Austin Harkin <austin.harkin@gmail.com>
Date: October 20, 2017 at 3:24:55 PM PDT

To: I

Subject: Re: Terrace Ave Miramar

Hi- nice talking to you earlier. With regards to time line on
when Terrace Ave got widened, in the fall of 1999 when I was
constructing 23 Terrace a paving contractor Alaniz Construction
moved in equipment to start work on the street in front of 18
Terrace Ave. Because of the affect this work would have on my
project I called the public works department to check if the
necessary permits were issued for the work.There was no record of
any permit.

The following all the equipment was removed and no work was
performed at that time.

Some time after I completed my project at 23 Terrace probable in
the spring or summer of 2000 Terrace Ave was significantly
widened and paved.

Sincerely

Austin Harkin.

Sent from my iPhone

<MX-M283N_20171023_162507.pdf>

£ This email has been ¢ for vir vast antivi .
S avast his e as hecked for viruses by Avast irus software
D www.avast.com
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Ana Santiago

From: Camille Leung

Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 9:23 AM

To: O is Aguirre

Cc: Ana Santiago; Joe Lo Coco; Diana Shu; Joan Kling
Subject: RE: Terrace Ave

o

As stated in an email on 10/17/17, the case has been assigned to Ana Santiago (650-363-7832) in the Code Compliance
Section for investigation. Please forward the additional information to Ana (see email address above). She will work
with her supervisor to set up a meeting with Steve and DPW as necessary to address the safety concerns.

Thanks :)

----- Original Message-----

tror [

Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 7:34 AM

To: Camille Leung <cleung@smcgov.org>; Dennis Aguirre <daguirre@smcgov.org>

Subject: Terrace Ave

Good Morning Camille,

| have a host of additional information regarding the un-engineered fill that TJ imported onto Terrace Ave.

| also want to include the Planning Director Steve and set up a meeting with the code enforcement officer or who ever
is working on the complaint | filled.

Also as a condition of approval regarding the subdivision a maintenance agreement for both Miramar drive and Terrace
was supposed to be recorded and never was.

| have all the neighbors now involved and concerned about the stability of Terrace Ave sustaining another Winter. This
is clearly a Life and Safety issue.
Thank you Camille and please direct me to the proper agency.

Sent from my iPhone
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Ana Santiago

From:

Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2017 7:32 AM

To: Ana Santiago; Joe Lo Coco

Cc: ‘Steve Peterson'; 'Orlando Tabios'; ‘Deborah Marshall’; edf@emfassoc.com; Dennis
Aguirre; cleung@smcgov.com

Subject: RE: Terrace Ave

Attachments: Re: Terrace Ave Miramar; Miramar Terrace Ave Guntren Chowdry letter .pdf; Fwd:

Terrace Av;, Miramar Terrace Conditions

Good Morning Ana,

| have attached information regarding some of the activity that went on regarding the importing of fill with no
engineering; which was done with no permit.

Austin Harkin had stopped TJ) when TJ had trucks ready to dump loads of fill off the side of the road to widen Terrace
Ave. He called the county when he was building the house down the street and the county stopped them TJ as they had
no permits. TJ successfully performed the work at a later date and imported approx.. 6-700 yds of fill without a CDP and
no engineering. The loads were dumped off the side of 16' interim construction road to increase its width twice of what
it was.
That fill is now sliding off onto my property creating a hazardous situation.

I'm asking the county to enforce the code (ordinances ) which would require an after the fact CDP.

| would also like the county to hold the developer of the subdivision responsible to uphold the conditions of approval a
portion of those conditions are attached for your review. You can also review the conditions of approval from the
project file itself. Please refer to items number four which includes the department of PUBLIC WORKS.

Please consult Dennis Aguirre for the photos he has of the gravel interim road provided by the Developer Joe Guntren
prior to the import of the fill.
The photos also represent a large Eucalyptus tree that T cut down and left on property which is still there.

T) appealed my project all the way to the Board of Supervisors twice and was denied both times. The reason for his
appeal: He was trying to extort a retaining wall out of me to support the very fill he imported.

Thank you,

----- Original Message-----

From: Camille Leung [mailto:cleung@smcgov.org]
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 9:23 AM
To: ; Dennis Aguirre <daguirre@smcgov.org>

Cc: Ana Santiago <amsantiago@smcgov.org>; Joe Lo Coco <jlococo@smcgov.org>; Diana Shu <dshu@smcgov.org>; Joan
Kling <jkling@smcgov.org>

Subject: RE: Terrace Ave

n

As stated in an email on 10/17/17, the case has been assigned to Ana Santiago (650-363-7832) in the Code Compliance
Section for investigation.
Please forward the additional information to Ana (see email address above).

1
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She will work with her supervisor to set up a meeting with Steve and DPW as necessary to address the safety concerns.

Thanks :)

From:

Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 7:34 AM

To: Camille Leung <cleung@smcgov.org>; Dennis Aguirre <daguirre@smcgov.org>
Subject: Terrace Ave

Good Morning Camille,

| have a host of additional information regarding the un-engineered fill that TJ imported onto Terrace Ave.

| also want to include the Planning Director Steve and set up a meeting with the code enforcement officer or whoever is
working on the complaint | filled.

Also as a condition of approval regarding the subdivision a maintenance agreement for both Miramar drive and Terrace
was supposed to be recorded and never was.

I have all the neighbors now involved and concerned about the stability of Terrace Ave sustaining another Winter. This
is clearly a Life and Safety issue.

Thank you Camille and please direct me to the proper agency.

Sent from my iPhone
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item 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired.

M Print your name and address on the reverse
so that we can return the card to you.

B Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece,
or on the front if space permits.

A. Signature

X [ Agent

[J Addressee |

B. Received by (Printed Name) C. Date of Delivery
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D. Is delivery address different from item 17 [ Yes
If YES, enter delivery address below: [ No

T
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3. Service Type
[ cCertified Mail® [ Priority Mail Express™
[ Registered O Return Receipt for Merchandise

[ Insured Mail [ Collect on Delivery

4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee) [ Yes

2. Article Number
(Transfer from service lab

7009 2820 DO0Y LBY4B ?hL3Y9

. PS Form 3811, July 2013

Domestic Return Receipt




VI10: 2017-00054

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

COUNTY OF SAN MATEO

PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

CODE ENFORCEMENT DIVISION, 455 COUNTY CENTER
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063 (650)363-4825

DATE Novemeber 3, 2017 imve 10:30 AM

An inspection of the premises located at 655 Mirmar Dr. in the County of San
Mateo revealed the following San Mateo Code violation(s)

Name of Property Owner: T E G PartnerS, LLC

Address if Different Than Violation(s): 18 Terrace Ave. Half Moon Bay Ca 94019

THE VIOLATION(S) MUST BE CORRECTED BY 'November 17,2017

A REINSPECTION WILL BE MADE ON OR AFTER THE CORRECTION DATE TO VERIFY
COMPLIANCE. SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR FAILURE TO COMPLY NOTICE

SECTION(s) VIOLATED Please note items checked below for compliance requirements.

[0 SMC sec 7.60.140 Inoperative, wrecked. or dismantled vehicle(s). trailer(s), or boat(s): Remove all inoperable, wrecked,
dismantled, and/or not currently registered vehicles from property or relocare into fully enclosed structure. DO NOT relocate onto public street.

[0 SMC sec 1.08.040 Garbage, litter, debris, junk, lumber, broken/discarded furnitue Remove all accumulation of garbage, litter,
debris, junk, lumbr, broken/discarded furniture and/or houschold items, including

[0 SMC sec 1.08.040 Overgrown Vegetation: Remove any overgrown and/or dead vegetation, including weeds, tall grass etc.

SMC sec 6412(a)(b) Fences, walls, and hedges shall not exceed four (4) ft. in height in front yard and six (6) ft. in height in
year vard areas: You must reduce fence, wall, and/or hedge to not exceed the required height limitations,

SMC sec 8602.0 Excavatin rading, filling, and/or land clearing without an approved grading permit is prohibited:
Immediately cease all work. applv for and obtian a grading permit with the Planning Department.

[0 SMC sec 11.051 & 12.020. Permit Required to cut, remove, destroy any significant tree, whether indigenous or
exotic, on any private property: You must apply for and obtain an afier the fact tree-cutting permit with the Planning
Department.

Contact the San Mateo County Planning Dept. at the above address or (650) 363-1825

Other YOU Must complete the application for the CDP (Coast Development Permit)

[0 Other

| declare under penalty of perjury und
date shown abc)vc.Ana Santiado-

7 ;
SIGN ) E / PRINT NAME OF ISSUING OFFICER

White (responsible person) Yellow (file)



ADMINISTRATIVE CITATIONS

PLEASE READ CAREFULLY

AVISO IMPORTANTE: S| DESEA UNA TRADUCCION, FAVOR DE LLAMAR AL NUMERO (650) 363-4825

San Mateo County Code of Ordinances Section 1.40.050 provides for the issuance of Administrative
Citations for violations of the Code. There are four levels of citations that may be issued progressively for a
violation. The levels, as indicated on the front of the citation, are a Warning, a First Citation - $100, a
Second Citation - $200, and a Third and subsequent Citations - $500 for violations of the same San Mateo
County code section within a 12-month period. Fines are per violation and are cumulative.

. RIGHTS OF APPEAL

You have the right to contest the fact that the violation existed or that you are not the responsible party for
said violation. The appeal must be made within 14 days from the date of the Administrative Citation. Within
14 days of issuance of the citation, you must submit a Request for Hearing Form along with a processing
fee and an advance deposit of the Administrative Citation penalty.

A Request for Hearing Form may be obtained from the Planning and Building Department and the person
specified on the Administrative Citation. The Request for Hearing Form shall include a brief statement of
material facts supporting the appellant's claim that no violation occurred or no penalties or other
remedies shall be imposed.

A valid and complete Request for Hearing will result in an Administrative Appeal Hearing.
A warning, if issued, does not incur a fine and, therefore, cannot be appealed.
HOW TO PAY FINE

The amount of the fine is indicated on the front of the administrative citation and is due within 14 days of
the issue date of the citation. You may pay by mail or in person. Payment should be made by credit card,
personal check, cashier's check, or money order payable to the County of San Mateo. Payment should be
made at the address below. Please write the citation number on your check or money order.
County of San Mateo
Planning and Building Department
455 County Center 2™ floor
Redwood City, CA 94063
Attention: Code Compliance / Administrative Citations

Payment of any fine shall not excuse the failure to correct the violation nor shall it stop further enforcement by the County.

C. CONSEQUENCES FOR FAILURE TO PAY THE FINE

If the fine is not paid within 14 days of the issue date of the citation, the County may collect any past due
administrative citation penalty, late payment charge, and costs of collection by use of any and all available
legal means.

D. CONSEQUENCES OF FAILURE TO CORRECT VIOLATIONS

There are numerous other enforcement options that may be used to encourage correction of violations.
These options include, but are not limited to: criminal prosecution, civil litigation, abatement, recording the
violation with the County Recorder, and forfeiture of certain benefits for substandard residential rental
property.

If you need further information about the violation and/or how to comply, please call the officer designated
on the front of the citation.

AVISO IMPORTANTE: SI DESEA UNA TRADUCCION, FAVOR DE LLAMAR AL NUMERQ (650) 363-4825
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Joan Kling

From: Tejinder singh <tjsingh007@me.com>
Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 2:53 PM

To: Joan Kling

Subject: Fwd: Update

Hello Joan,

Trip was delighted to meet with you yesterday.

I responded with the email below to Ana and based on my conversation with her, this case does not need to be reopened
again.

We are in the lawsuit with the other party. They keep moving the trial date and never made it to any of the earlier dates.
The lawsuit is now set for the week of July 30th. Once the lawsuit is resolved, we will be coming to the county with our
new driveway plan (the engineering designs are almost complete) for approval.

Thanks
With kind regards

TJ Singh

Begin forwarded message:
From: Tejinder singh <tjsingh007@me.com>
Date: November 16, 2017 7:50:55 PM

To: "Ana M. Santiago" <AMSantiago@smcgov.org>
Subject: Notice

Dear Ana,

I am attaching the Notice of Violation that you gave Trip last Thursday.



I have carefully reviewed the Notice of Violation and I can assure you that we are not in
violation of SMC sec 6412(a)(b). We have always strived to be fully compliant with

every County, State and Federal codes and believe that we are in compliance with all codes
regarding the fence. The fence does not obstruct any views either.

Chapter 13.20, COASTAL ZONE REGULATIONS, 13.20.061 Improvements to existing single-family
residences exemption, makes reference to the “fence” permit exception.

(13
.

. no coastal development permit is required for improvements to existing single-family residences
(including to fixtures and other structures directly attached to the residence; structures on the property
normally associated with a single-family residence, such as garages, swimming pools in-ground and
above-ground, hot tubs, fences, decks, storage sheds, and attached low-profile solar panels, and
landscaping on the property, but not including guest houses or self-contained residential units). Allowed
improvements that do not require a coastal development permit include additions of less than 500 square
feet outside the appeal jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission, remodels, alterations, replacement of
existing water storage tanks, wells or septic systems serving an existing single-family residence where
there is no expansion of the replaced feature or its capacity, and new accessory structures except for self-
contained residential units including second units (as defined in SCCC 13.10.700-S; see also SCCC
13.20.107 and 13.20.108).” Single family residences may have on for more APNs. The fence is an
integral part of the single family residence 655 Miramar, Half Moon Bay, CA 94019 which has
existed for several decades as such.

When you get a chance, if you prefer, please suggest a convenient time to schedule an inspection
on site. I am on an international travel until early December and anytime after that would work
for me.

Since we are not in violation of the cited violation SMC sec 6412(a)(b), I respectfully request
that the violation be removed. Further, due to my international travel, I will appreciate if we can
schedule a visit on site in early December when I return, to further assure you. In the meantime, I
would appreciate that we may not be subject to any deadlines until the on site visit in early
December.

Following link has additional details for your kind consideration.

https://www.dropbox.com/s/fg5rxsl6n899a3 1/Notice%200f%20 Violation%20brief%20response.
pdf?di=0



If needed, you may please reach me in India at +91 888 289 5878
Thanks
Kind regards

TJ Singh





