
 
 
 
 
 

 
MEETING PACKET 

 
    Date:  TUESDAY, October 13, 2015 
    Time:  7:30 p.m. 
    Place:  San Mateo County Farm Bureau Office 
      765 Main Street, Half Moon Bay, California 
 
 

NOTE THAT THIS MEETING IS RESCHEDULED TO TUESDAY, OCTOBER 13. 
 

 
AGENDA  

 
1. Call to Order 
 
2. Member Roll Call   

        
3. Guest Roll Call 
 
4. Public Announcements/Comments for Items Not on the Agenda 
 
5. Consideration of a Planned Agricultural District Permit, Coastal Development Permit, and Kennel 

Permit, pursuant to Sections 6350 and 6328 of the County Zoning Regulations and Section 3400 
of the County Ordinance Code, to allow a commercial kennel operation located at 515 Stage 
Road in the unincorporated Pescadero West area of San Mateo County. This project is 
appealable to the California Coastal Commission.  County File Number: PLN 2013-00481 

 
6. Consideration of the Action Minutes for the September 14, 2015, regular meeting 
 
7. Adjournment 
 
 

County of San Mateo Planning & Building Department 

Agricultural Advisory Committee 

Brenda Bonner BJ Burns   Robert Cevasco   
Louie Figone   Marilyn Johnson Teresa Kurtak  
Peter Marchi  Doniga Markegard Robert Marsh  
April Vargas  

455 County Center, 2nd Floor 
Redwood City, California 94063 

650/363-4161 
Fax: 650/363-4849 

Agricultural Advisory Committee meetings are accessible to people with disabilities. Individuals who need special assistance or a disability-related modification or accommodation 
(including auxiliary aids or services) to participate in this meeting; or who have a disability and wish to request a alternative format for the agenda, meeting notice, agenda packet 
or other writings that may be distributed at the meeting, should contact the County Representative at least five (5) working days before the meeting at (650) 363-1814, or by fax at 
(650) 363-4849, or e-mail srosen@smcgov.org.  Notification in advance of the meeting will enable the Committee to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this 
meeting and the materials related to it. 
 



 
ROLL SHEET – October 13, 2015 

Agricultural Advisory Committee Attendance 2014-2015 

 
Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct 

VOTING MEMBERS 
             

Brenda Bonner 
 

X M X M X M X X X X X X  

BJ Burns X E E E X E X X X X X X  

Robert Cevasco 
 

 E  E X E E X  X X   

Louie Figone 
  T X T X T X X X X X X  

Marilyn Johnson 
 X I X I X I   X X X   

Teresa Kurtak 
  N E N E N        

Peter Marchi 
 X G X G X G X X X X X X  

Doniga Markegard 
 X  X  X  X  X X    

Robert Marsh 
 X C X C X C X X X X X X  

April Vargas 
  A X A X A X X X E X X  

Vacant 
  N  N  N        

              
Natural Resource 
Conservation Staff  C  C  C        

San Mateo County  
Agricultural Commissioner X E X E X E E X X X X   

Farm Bureau Executive 
Director  L X L  L        

San Mateo County 
Planning Staff X E X E X E X X X X X X  

UC Co-Op Extension 
Representative X D X D  D        

 
 



COUNTY OF SAN MATEO 
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT 

 
 

DATE:  October 13, 2015 
 
TO: Agricultural Advisory Committee 
 
FROM: Melissa Ross, Planning Staff, 650/599-1559 
 
SUBJECT: Consideration of a Planned Agricultural District Permit, Coastal 

Development Permit, and Kennel Permit, pursuant to Sections 6350 and 
6328 of the County Zoning Regulations and Section 3400 of the County 
Ordinance Code, to allow a commercial kennel operation located at 
515 Stage Road in the unincorporated Pescadero West area of San 
Mateo County.  This project is appealable to the California Coastal 
Commission. 

 
 County File Number:  PLN 2013-00481 (Connolly/Smilin Dogs) 
 
 
PROPOSAL 
 
The owners of Smilin Dogs, a licensed dog daycare business with a kennel facility 
operating within the jurisdiction of the City of San Carlos, propose to legalize a currently 
unpermitted dog hiking service from their San Carlos office to a 756.93-acre parcel 
located at 515 Stage Road in the unincorporated Pescadero West area of San Mateo 
County.  The business currently provides the service to 72 dogs and proposes a 
maximum of 90 dogs through this permit. 
 
Current Operations 
 
The hiking service operates Monday through Friday and occasional weekends from 
10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.  Each weekday, approximately six converted passenger vans, 
containing 10-12 medium to large dogs (in excess of 25 pounds), are transported by 
Smilin Dogs employees from the San Carlos daycare location and/or clients’ residences 
to the project site for off-leash hiking. 
 
Smilin Dogs uses the existing dirt road to access the property from Stage Road and 
parks their vans in an existing covered parking area (unpermitted loafing shed) on the 
property, then unload the dogs into an enclosed pen where the dogs relieve themselves 
before hiking.  One employee then walks the pack through a fenced area to an existing 
bare soil firebreak.  One pack of dogs is “hiked” along the existing firebreak that circles 
the inner area of the property (180 acres).  At separate intervals, five groups of dogs 
hike the firebreak at one time.  There are three water tanks on the property that are fed 
by a spring.  Smilin Dogs uses water from the middle tank along the firebreak 
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(about 50 gallons of water per day is used).  The hiking area is fenced with 5-foot tall 
woven wire fencing topped with barbed wire along the outer edge of the firebreak. 
 
Dog waste is collected from the enclosed pen and hiking route by the handlers each day 
and taken to the San Carlos office for disposal.  Two fenced and gated ponds are on the 
property to which the dogs do not have access. 
 
Parcel Conditions 
 
Of the 757 acres, the landowner currently leases a total of 718 acres for cattle grazing 
and 37 acres for crop farming.  A developed area that includes one single-family 
residence and agricultural-related buildings comprises the remaining acreage.  
Recently, grazed areas include the “cemetery flat” (adjacent to the Stage Road 
entrance) and the upper portion of the parcel on the opposite side of the fenced 
firebreak. 
 
Grazing on the parcel has been optimized through the completion of an Environmental 
Quality Incentive Program (EQIP) with the National Resources Conservation Service 
(NRCS) which has identified a maximum of 40 head of cattle on a rotating basis given 
the forage capacity and other site conditions.  Staff contacted the NRCS EQIP section 
and was informed that the dog hiking service does not pose a conflict with the EQIP. 
 
The parcel is under an active Williamson Act contract. 
 
DECISION MAKER 
 
Planning Commission 
 
QUESTIONS FOR THE AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
Planned Agricultural District Permit 
 
1. Will the proposal have any negative effect on surrounding agricultural uses?  If so, 

can any conditions of approval be recommended to minimize any such impact? 
 
2. What position do you recommend that the Planning Department staff take with 

respect to the application for this project? 
 
Williamson Act 
 
The parcel is currently under an active Williamson Act contract. 
 
For the agricultural uses on the property, determine: 
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1. Does the Agricultural Advisory Committee and Agricultural Commissioner find that 
the commercial grazing operation meets the following minimum land utilization 
requirements, below: 

 
 Seventy-five percent (75%) of the parcel acreage must be used for a viable 

commercial grazing operation as determined by the Agricultural Advisory 
Committee and Agricultural Commissioner. 

 
 Areas dedicated to grazing must be fenced, and adequate water must be 

available within the fenced area.  Fencing must be maintained. 
 
For the Kennel use on the property: 
 
2. Does the Agricultural Advisory Committee issue a Determination of Compatibility 

for the Kennel use based on the criteria listed in Section 4.b of this report? 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Report Prepared By:  Melissa Ross, Senior Planner, Telephone 650/599-1559 
 
Owner:  Craig Connolly (on behalf of Colette Y. Gamble Trust and Joseph F. Connolly 
Trust) 
 
Applicant:  Konrad Thaler and Diana Ungersma 
 
Location:  515 Stage Road, Pescadero 
 
APN:  086-241-050 
 
Size:  756.93 acres 
 
Existing Zoning:  Planned Agricultural District/Coastal Development (PAD/CD) 
 
General Plan Designation:  Agriculture 
 
Local Coastal Plan Designation:  Agriculture 
 
Williamson Act:  Contracted; AP67-36 
 
Water Supply:  Existing well.  No expansion as part of this project. 
 
Sewage Disposal:  Existing septic.  No expansion as part of this project. 
 
Existing Land Use:  Cattle grazing (718 acres), hay (30 acres) and pumpkin farms 
(7 acres), single-family residence (1 acre), and dog hiking service (180 acres). 
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Flood Zone:  Multiple.  Zone X (area of minimal flood hazard), Zone X (0.2% annual 
chance flood hazard), Zone A (areas with a 1% annual change of flooding and a 
26% chance of flooding over the life of a 30-year mortgage), Zone AE (areas subject 
to inundation by the 1% annual chance flood event).  FEMA Community Panels 
06081C0510E and 06081C0505E; effective October 16, 2012.  Dog hiking occurs within 
the Zone X (area of minimal flood hazard) area. 
 
Environmental Evaluation:  Not exempt.  Initial Study to be conducted. 
 
Setting:  The parcel is located just north of downtown Pescadero along Stage Road.  
The parcel also abuts Highway 1, but no access is taken from this roadway.  A portion 
of Pescadero Creek runs along the southern parcel boundary, and Bradley Creek runs 
within the parcel parallel to Stage Road.  Two fenced stock ponds are also located 
within the property.  Pumpkin and hay farming, in areas of prime soils, are present on 
the lower portion of the property with the remaining land utilized for cattle grazing.  
Areas of parcel are steeply sloped with elevations ranging from 19 ft. to 400 ft. above 
sea level.  Ground cover is mostly grasses and coastal scrub with areas of mature tree 
clusters.  The parcel is developed with a single-family residence and other structures. 
 
Will the project be visible from a public road? 
 
No, no structures are proposed.  The existing loafing shed used for van parking is 
screened by existing mature vegetation and steep topography as seen from Pescadero 
Creek Road (0.33 mile to road), Highway 1 (1.29 mile), and Stage Road (0.39 mile). 
 
Will any habitat or vegetation need to be removed for the project? 
 
No.  Vans use the existing driveway to access the site, and the dogs hike along an 
existing firebreak. 
 
Is there prime soil on the project site? 
 
Yes, prime soils are mapped in areas along the south and east property line in the 
areas of crop production and the cemetery flat grazing area.  The dog hiking area does 
not contain prime soils. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
A. KEY ISSUES 
 
 1. Compliance with PAD Regulations 
 
  a. Uses Allowed on Prime Agricultural Lands and Lands Suitable for 

Agriculture. 
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   The proposed kennel is a conditionally allowed use in the PAD subject 
to permit approval provided the use is not conducted on Prime 
Agricultural Lands. 

 
   Prime Agricultural Lands are defined and include mapped prime soils, 

lands having crops planted with an annual return of $1,5091 per acre, 
or lands that support livestock use for the production of food and fiber 
with an annual carrying capacity to at least one animal unit2 per acre. 

 
   Prime Agricultural Lands on this parcel include the hay and pumpkin 

growing areas, which are mapped prime soils areas and the cemetery 
flat area but do not include the upper grazing area since the grazing 
operation is capped at 40 head/parcel and does not meet the 
minimum animal unit carrying capacity of one animal unit per acre.  
Thus, the upper grazing area and dog hiking area are designated as 
Lands Suitable for Agriculture which is the land designation where a 
kennel operation may occur subject to permit approval.  Since no 
ground disturbance is proposed with this project, no soil conversion is 
occurring other than the already disturbed existing bare soil firebreak. 

 
  b. Density Credits 
 
   Non-agricultural uses require density credits in the PAD.  In 2000, a 

density analysis (DEN2000-00009) was performed which resulted in 
7 credits available on this parcel.  For non-agricultural uses, density 
credits are based on the average daily water usage during the two 
highest months of water use in a year; one density credit is equal to 
315 gallons (equivalent to a single-family residence).  Since the hiking 
service does not include the construction of buildings, overnight 
accommodations or grooming services of a standard commercial dog 
kennel, water usage is limited to drinking water during the time the 
dogs are hiking on the property.  Smilin Dogs uses approximately 
50 gallons of water per day for 72 dogs and accesses this water from 
the existing water tank located approximately in the center of the 
property adjacent to the firebreak.  For the kennel use, one density 
credit would be required, and is available. 

 
 2. Compliance with Local Coastal Program (LCP) Policies 
 
  As discussed under the PAD section above, kennels are conditionally 

permitted on Lands Suitable for Agriculture subject to permit approval. 
 

                                            
1 Per the PAD Regulations Section 6351, this number has been adjusted for inflation using the 1965 base year according to the 
Consumer Price Index at a rate of $200 per acre. 
 
2 Animal unit as defined by the U.S. Department of Agriculture:  “An animal unit is generally one mature cow of approximately 
1,000 pounds and a calf as old as 6 months, or their equivalent.” 
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  Development in the rural areas of the Coastal Zone may be allowed only if 
the development will not have significant adverse impacts on coastal 
resources or diminish the ability to keep all lands suitable for agriculture in 
agricultural production (Policy 1.8 Land Uses and Development Densities in 
Rural Areas). 

 
  Based on landowner documents, there are four general areas for cattle 

grazing:  the cemetery flat, the northwest corner, the southwest range, and 
the middle range.  The cemetery flat area is along Stage Road and 
separated from the hiking area by steep topography.  This area provides the 
best grazing and can be grazed year round, weather and forage permitting.  
The middle range contains most of the hiking trail and is fenced along the 
firebreak route.  Strips of grazing are available along the firebreak but 
otherwise this area contains a fairly steep ravine interior of the hiking trail.  
The northwest corner and southwest range areas are gently sloping and 
provide grazing typically between April through August.  These two areas as 
well as the cemetery flat can be grazed separately from the dog hiking use.  
The dog hiking use would need to be suspended if the middle range were to 
be grazed. 

 
  Per the landowner’s lease agreement documentation and discussions 

with the landowner, the cattle grazing operation is given priority over the 
hiking service and should the cattle tenant wish to graze the middle range, 
Smilin Dogs would not be allowed on the property during the time the cattle 
are using the area for grazing. 

 
  Since the property has been optimized for grazing under the EQIP, no 

additional heads of cattle could be grazed given the capacity limit if the dog 
hiking were not present on the property. 

 
  A referral of the project was sent to the Regional Water Quality Control 

Board (RWQCB).  RWQCB recommends measures to avoid and minimize 
pathogen contamination from dog waste to waters of the State by preventing 
access to waters and removal of dog waste (i.e., pickup).  Two ponds are 
located on the property and are fenced and gated to which the dogs do not 
have access.  Smilin Dogs employees pick up the dog waste from the 
unloading pens at the end of each day and, as needed, along the trail for 
disposal at the San Carlos office.  During staff’s site visit, staff did not 
observe any dog waste along the hiking route and noticed that employees 
carried plastic bags for waste pickup. 

 
 3. Compliance with the Kennel Permit 
 
  Kennels are defined as a place for the breeding, raising, keeping, boarding 

or other handling of more than 10 dogs.  Findings for the kennel permit will 



7 

be discussed in a staff report to the Planning Commission at a future public 
hearing. 

 
 4. Compliance with the Williamson Act Program 
 
  The parcel is currently under contract.  Two issues are being reviewed 

under this section:  (1) is the parcel compliant with the Program 
requirements absent the kennel operation and (2) is the parcel compliant 
with the addition of the kennel use such that a Determination of 
Compatibility can be issued. 

 
  a. Contract Compliance without Kennel Use 
 
   Compliance review is based on minimum requirements and evaluation 

of the ongoing commercial agricultural operations and compatible 
uses.  The table below identifies compliance with the minimum 
requirements followed by a discussion on agriculture and the single-
family residence as the compatible use.  Review of minimum eligibility 
requirements includes the Assessor’s Office Agricultural Preserve 
Questionnaires and documents submitted by the landowner. 

 

 
Williamson Act Program 
Requirements 

Planning 
Review Compliance 

Land Use Designation Open Space or Agriculture Agriculture Yes 
Zoning1 PAD, RM, or RM-CZ PAD Yes 
Parcel Size2 40 Acres 756.93 Yes 
Prime Soils3 N/A 5.73 N/A 
Non-Prime Soils N/A 751.2 N/A 
Crop Income4,6 $29,602.50 undetermined undetermined 
Grazing Utilization5,6 567.69 Acres 718 Yes 
Horse Breeding 15 Broodmares None N/A 
1. Zoning designations:  “PAD” (Planned Agricultural District), “RM” (Resource Management), and 

“RM-CZ” (Resource Management-Coastal Zone). 
2. Minimum parcel size required is determined by the presence of Prime Agricultural Lands and/or 

Non-Prime Agricultural Lands.  Parcel size taken from the San Mateo County Assessor’s Office 
records. 

3. Prime soils:  Class I or Class II (U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service Land 
Use Capability Classification), Class III (lands capable of growing artichokes or Brussels 
sprouts, and lands qualifying for an 80-100 Storie Index Rating taken from the Planning and 
Building Department GIS data). 

4. Required income calculated per Income Requirements for Crops (Uniform Rule 2.A.6). 
5. Grazing land utilization is 75% of parcel acreage (Uniform Rule 2.A.7). 
6. Crop income and grazing data taken from Assessor’s Office Agricultural Preserve Questionnaire 

response using the highest income and grazing acreage of the previous three years for 
purposes of this review.  Contracted parcels are required to meet the minimum commercial crop 
income, commercial grazing land utilization, or commercial horse breeding. 

 
   The parcel meets the minimum eligibility requirements.  The grazing 

areas are fenced and two stock ponds are on-site. 
 
   (1) Minimum Land Utilization Requirement for Grazing 
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    Staff has determined that the parcel is compliant with the 
Program based on the minimum requirements in that the 
commercial grazing operation utilizes over 75% of the land on a 
rotating basis and that the heads per acre is optimized under the 
EQIP allowing for the maximum grazing capacity given the 
parcel conditions.  The grazing areas are fenced with two fenced 
ponds located on the property.  Though staff believes the parcel 
to be compliant with the minimum eligibility requirements, the 
AAC and Agricultural Commissioner must find that the parcel 
has met the Land Utilization for Grazing minimum requirements 
of: 

 
    (a) Seventy-five percent (75%) of the parcel acreage must be 

used for a viable commercial grazing operation as 
determined by the Agricultural Advisory Committee and 
Agricultural Commissioner. 

 
    (b) Areas dedicated to grazing must be fenced and adequate 

water must be available within the fenced area.  Fencing 
must be maintained. 

 
  b. Contract Compliance with Kennel Use 
 
   As outlined in the Program, compatible uses include those uses of the 

underlying land use designation and zoning of the parcel provided a 
Determination of Compatibility can be issued in accordance with the 
Compatibility findings.  Kennels are an allowed use in the PAD. 

 
   A Determination of Compatibility includes a maximum compatibility 

calculation and findings that must be made by the Agricultural 
Advisory Committee. 

 
   (1) Maximum Allowance of Compatible Uses 
 
    The percentage of a parcel’s total area used for compatible uses 

cannot exceed the percentage used for agricultural uses and the 
portion of the parcel used for compatible uses cannot exceed 
25 percent of the parcel size. 

 
    Parcel Size = 756.93 acres 
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Agricultural Uses 
Grazing 718.95 acres 

Farming 37 acres 

Total 755.95 acre 

Compatible Uses 
Residence 1 acre 

Kennel (including Loafing Shed) 180 acres 

Total 181 acres 
 
    25% Parcel Size Maximum = 189.23 acres 
 
    The parcel is compliant with the maximum allowance of 

compatible uses since the kennel and residential use does not 
exceed the agricultural use acreage and does not exceed 25% 
of the parcel size. 

 
   (2) Determination of Compatibility Findings 
 
    (a) The primary use of the parcel would continue to be 

existing commercial agriculture. 
 
     As stated by the landowner (Attachment C), the primary 

use of the parcel continues to be cattle grazing and crop 
farming with the hiking use as secondary to agriculture.  
The acreage available for grazing is not diminished as a 
result of the hiking use on the property because the 
number of cattle grazed has been optimized under the 
EQIP and is capped at 40 head, thus, no additional cattle 
can be grazed were the hiking use not present on the 
property.  The rotating grazing operation utilizes the 
upland grazing areas from April to August and ceases 
when forage reaches 60%; whereas, the lower Cemetery 
Flat area can be grazed year round, forage and weather 
permitting.  The hiking service is not permitted in the 
Cemetery Flat area.  Crop farming is unaffected by the 
hiking use. 

 
    (b) The proposed compatible use would not substantially 

interfere with the existing agricultural use on the subject 
parcel or any other property within the Agricultural 
Preserve (AGP). 
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     To staff’s knowledge, the hiking use has not interfered with 
the hay and pumpkin farming or the grazing operation 
within the property boundary and is supported by the 
current tenants (Attachment E).  With exception of the 
incident in 2013, staff is unaware of any other incidents 
where the hiking operation has interfered with agricultural 
uses on the neighboring parcels within the Agricultural 
Preserve north and south of the subject parcel. 

 
    (c) The proposed compatible use would not hinder or impair 

agricultural operations in the area by significantly 
increasing the permanent or temporary human population 
of the area. 

 
     Six to eight converted passenger vans driven by one 

employee are used to transport the dogs to the property.  
Over the course of the four hours that the dogs are hiking, 
approximately eight handlers will be present on-site, 
though this does not result in a significant increase in the 
population that would affect agricultural operations in the 
area. 

 
    (d) The proposed compatible use would not significantly 

displace or impair current or reasonable foreseeable 
agricultural operations on the parcel, or any other property 
within the AGP. 

 
     Should the grazing tenant desire to use the hiking area for 

grazing, the cattle would be given priority and the hiking 
service would be suspended, though the more desirable 
grazing areas are found westward of the hiking 
trail/firebreak.  The hiking trail itself does not provide 
forage for the grazing operation since it is a bare soil 
firebreak.  Agriculture on the neighboring parcels have 
been unaffected by the hiking use since the incident in 
2013. 

 
    (e) The remaining portion of the parcel not subject to the 

proposed compatible use would be able to sustain the 
agricultural use. 

 
     The remaining acreage is currently used for the 

commercial grazing operation and crop farming and 
would remain as such if the kennel use is approved. 
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 5. California Cattlemen’s Association Comments 
 
  Staff received a letter from the California Cattlemen’s Association in 

response to a 2013 incident involving a rancher on the neighboring parcel 
and the Smilin Dogs hiking service in which two dogs escaped the fenced 
enclosure and pursued the cattle grazing on the neighboring parcel.  One 
dog and one cow were harmed.  Since the incident, the area in which the 
dog escaped is no longer used as part of the hiking route and the existing 
livestock fencing along the route has been upgraded to a 5-foot tall woven 
wire fence with barbed wire. 

 
  Staff is unaware of any incidents occurring since late 2013. 
 
  The Cattlemen’s letter also identifies stressors that are present in cattle 

indirectly as a result of canine harassment (e.g., weight loss in pregnant 
cows and changes in grazing patterns) and states that the project is not 
compatible with agricultural land uses, and, if the County were to approve 
the permit, that direct and indirect damages should be mitigated through a 
monetary formula.  Of the farming and cattle operations existing on the 
property, staff has not been made aware of any conflicts by those tenants 
between the existing agricultural uses and the hiking service.  If the permit 
were approved, it is not within the Planning and Building Department’s 
purview to require monetary mitigation for damages if they were to occur. 

 
  The applicant has submitted documents from the previous and current 

tenants stating that the hiking use has not interfered with the agricultural 
operations of both grazing and crop farming (Attachment E). 

 
 6. Regional Water Quality Control Board Comments 
 
  The San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board has reviewed 

and submitted comments regarding the potential pathogen contamination 
from dog waste to waters of the State, including on-site ponds and creeks, 
and recommends waste removal (pickup) and fencing to prevent dogs from 
entering ponds and creeks.  Employees carry waste disposal bags and pick 
up after the dogs daily and dispose of the waste at the San Carlos Office.  
The two ponds on the property are currently fenced and are not accessed 
by the employees.  Beyond the existing hiking trail/firebreak, exclusion 
fencing was installed as part of the EQIP which restricts both the cattle and 
dogs from entering the creek westward of the hiking trail. 

 
 7. California Coastal Commission Comments 
 
  The Coastal Commission’s comment refers to a Williamson Act contract 

amendment that was part of the project prior to the County’s adoption of the 
updated Williamson Act Program.  Since Program adoption, compatible 
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uses have been defined as those uses allowed under the zoning district.  
Since Kennels are an allowed use in the PAD, contract amendment is no 
longer required. 

 
  The comment letter also suggests that a biological evaluation is performed 

for the California red-legged frog and the San Francisco garter snake since 
a portion of Pescadero Creek and Bradley Creek run through the property 
and two ponds are located within the parcel.  A portion of Pescadero creek 
runs along the southern property line over 300 feet from the parking area.  
Bradley Creek runs along the back portion of the Cemetery Flat and is 
separated by steep topography and is over 400 feet from the hiking trail.  
The lower fenced pond (approximately 13,700 sq. ft. surface area) is 20 feet 
from the trail and the upper fenced pond (approximately 21,500 sq. ft. 
surface area) is 150 feet away.  Both species prefer wet, marshy areas, or 
ponds, marshes or streams.  These areas are limited to the existing on-site 
ponds which are fenced and not accessible to Smilin Dogs. 

 
 8. Other Comments Received 
 
  Staff has received 56 emails in support of the dog hiking operation from 

customers of Smilin Dogs. 
 
REVIEWING AGENCIES 
 
Building Inspection Section 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Cal-Fire 
Department of Public Works 
Environmental Health Section 
Geotechnical Section 
Pescadero Municipal Advisory Council 
Regional Water Quality Control Board 
San Mateo County Animal Control and Licensing 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
A. Aerial Map 
B. Farm Plan 
C. Landowner Supporting Statement and Lease Agreement 
D. Smilin Dogs Supporting Statement 
E. Declarations from Landowner and Tenants 
F. California Coastal Commission Correspondence 
G. Regional Water Quality Control Board 
H. California Cattlemen’s Association Correspondence 
I. Merritt Moore Correspondence 
 
MAR:jlh – MARZ0662_WJU.DOCX 
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Meeting Minutes 

Regular Meeting September 14, 2015 
 

1.   Call to Order 
Robert Marsh, Committee Chairman, called the Regular Meeting of the 
Agricultural Advisory Committee (AAC) to order at 7:32 p.m. at the San 
Mateo County Farm Bureau Conference Room in Half Moon Bay, 
California. 

 
2.   Member Roll Call 

 
Robert Marsh, AAC Chairman, called the roll. A quorum (a majority of 
the voting members) was present, as follows: 

 
Regular Voting Members Present 
Brenda Bonner 
BJ Burns 
Louie Figone 
Peter Marchi  
Robert Marsh 
April Vargas 

 
Regular Voting Members Absent 
Robert Cevasco 
Marilyn Johnson 
Teresa Kurtak 
Doniga Markegard 

 
Nonvoting Members Present 
Steven Rosen 
 
Nonvoting Members Absent 
Fred Crowder 
Virginia Lj Bolshakova 
Jim Howard 
 

3.  Guest Roll Call   
 
 Guests Present 

Kerry Burke 
Lorene Burns 
Greg Smith 

County of San Mateo Planning & Building Department 

Agricultural Advisory Committee 
455 County Center, 2nd Floor 

Redwood City, California 94063 
650/363-4161 

Fax: 650/363-4849 



 
4. Public Announcements/Comments for Items not on the Agenda  
 
7:33 Steven Rosen noted that the 2nd Monday in October is a public holiday 

and asked the members of the AAC whether they would prefer the 
meeting to be scheduled on the following Tuesday or the next Monday. 
The AAC members stated that they would prefer Tuesday the 13th. 

 
7:35 The AAC is interested in helping the County determine whether Coastal 

Development Permit Exemptions for agriculture are for bona fide 
agriculture. 

 
5. A new statewide Septic System Policy recently went into effect that 

requires County of San Mateo to update the current Septic System 
Ordinance and the related on-site systems manual. Over the past 
year, Environmental Health Services staff have worked with industry 
and jurisdictions representatives to draft proposed changes to the 
County's Septic System Ordinance. Environmental Health staff are 
now working to introduce proposed changes to interested parties, 
answer questions, and seek feedback related to the state-mandated 
updates. This item is informational only to the AAC. The proposed 
ordinance is anticipated to be presented to the County Board of 
Supervisors for approval at their regular December 8, 2015 meeting. 

 
Greg Smith, Environmental Health Supervisor of Water Protection 
and Land Use Programs will present proposed updates to the Septic 
System Ordinance that are relevant to the Agricultural Advisory 
Committee. 

 
7:56 Greg Smith presented to forthcoming updates to the Septic System 

Ordinance and onsite waste treatment system program.  
 
6. Consideration of the Action Minutes for the August 10, 2015, regular 

meeting. 
 
8:56 Louie Figone moved to adopt the minutes as corrected to show that 

Robert Cevasco was not present. BJ Burns seconded the motion. The 
motion was approved unanimously. 

 
8:57 Robert Marsh asked about Teresa Kurtak’s absence and whether the 

County should recruit a replacement member for her position. 
 
 Adjournment 
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