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To whom it concerns:

Please see attached appeal letter.

Thank you
Tony Maguire

From: tony Maguire <magreillyus@yahoo.com>
To: "planning-commission@smcgov.org" <planning-commission@smcgov.org>
Date: 8/24/2015 3:30 PM
Subject: PLN2014-00409 Appeal
Attachments: PLN2014-00409 Appeal.pdf
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planning-commission@smcgov.org 
 
Subject: 

PLN2014-00409 Appeal of the approval by the Bayside Design Review Officer – 
August 26, 2015 (APN 057-031-210) 2029 Cordilleras Rd. 

 
Members of the Planning Commission: 
 
My name is Tony Maguire.  I reside at 2030 Cordilleras Rd in our family home. 
 
On May 04, 2015, my neighbors Peter Ingram and Seth Thompson filed an appeal of the 
approval by the Bayside Design Review Officer as described in the County’s letter to the 
applicant dated April 20, 2015. 
 
Please reverse the Design Review Officer’s previous action – approval and Grading permit 
approval or refer the item back to the Community Development Director. 
 
We’ve been concerned about the impacts to the neighborhood that would result from this 
project being built as proposed, and have followed the County’s review and approval process.  
Our concerns about the impacts of the project are the same as Seth and Peter’s: 

• Proposed tree removal is excessive and avoidable.  We cannot understand why the 
County would accept a developer’s word that mature Oak trees will survive the type of 
severe grading proposed when the excavations will be inches and a few feet away from 
the tree trunks. 

• The privacy of neighboring houses and outdoor living areas has not been protected 
enough.  This is a quiet, low-density neighborhood and building new homes requires 
sensitivity to existing residents and their living spaces.  The County’s guidelines and 
regulations suggest that this is important, but this decision says something completely 
different. 

• The natural topography of the property will be severely altered, and the grading is 
extreme, given the steepness and narrowness of the lot.  There are appropriate ways to 
treat wooded lands near creeks that will allow new homes to be built while retaining 
habitat and the character of this place.  The plans for this project need to be re-thought. 

 
In addition, we are greatly concerned with the lack of review regarding the hillside hydrology. It 
stands to reason the project would increase surface water runoff during our rainy season and 
reduce the amount of ground water storage the creek relies on during the dry season. 
According to the County, “When development is within 100-feet from a mapped creek bank in 
bayside communities, the County requires additional review for potential impacts.  The subject 
parcel is more than 150 feet from Cordilleras Creek and on the north side (opposite side) of 
Cordilleras Road.”  To our knowledge, no such additional review has occurred. Note that this 
project is approximately 40-feet from top of bank and roughly 30 feet from the nearest storm 
water culvert which leads directly to the creek. Erosion is already an ongoing issue and we 
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anticipate this project may enhance the erosion. Therefore, we request that the County fulfill 
their obligation and conduct the additional review to determine this potential impact.   

Please send this proposed project back to the developer for more work and a better approach 
for this challenging site.  Let’s get it right so that current and future homeowners can all enjoy 
their properties and the unique Cordilleras Road environment.  
 
Thank you, 
Tony Maguire 
 



Planning-Commission - New Letter from Appellants' Legal Counsel -- 2029 Cordilleras Road, 
August 26th hearing, Item no. 2 

Dear Chair and Members of the Planning Commission:

On behalf of the appellants of the above referenced matter, please review and consider the attached letter and 
referenced exhibit prior to making your determination at the August 26th hearing.  Note that while we 
appreciate the recent modifications the applicant has offered to make, which we just learned of today in 
reviewing the staff report, additional modifications set forth in the attached letter are necessary to bring the 
project into compliance with the Emerald Lake Hills Design Review Standards.  We respectfully urge you to 
impose these requested modifications as additional conditions of approval.  For purposes of clarification, please 
also note that the staff report incorrectly references the Design Review hearing date – it was April 7th, not April 
1st (and therefore, my prior April 6th letter attached to the appeal was submitted the day before the hearing, 
not 5 days following the hearing).

Regards,
Camas Steinmetz

Camas J. Steinmetz
Aaronson, Dickerson, Cohn & Lanzone 
1001 Laurel Street, Suite A 
San Carlos, CA 94070 
Email: csteinmetz@adcl.com
Direct: (650) 453­3905
Website: www.adcl.com

From: Camas Steinmetz <csteinmetz@adcl.com>
To: "planning-commission@smcgov.org" <planning-commission@smcgov.org>
Date: 8/21/2015 3:33 PM
Subject: New Letter from Appellants' Legal Counsel -- 2029 Cordilleras Road, August 26th 

hearing, Item no. 2
CC: Peter Ingram <peter_ingram@earthlink.net>, Seth Thompson <thompson.seth8...
Attachments: Ltr from Appellant's Attorney -2029 Cordilleras Road  8.26.15 hearing, Item no. 2 

(00135560xD1701).pdf; Exhibit 1 - Arborist Peer Review letter (00135561xD1701).pdf
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