
 
 
 
 
 

 

MEETING PACKET 
 

    Date:  Monday, April 10, 2017 

    Time:  7:30 p.m. 

    Place:  Half Moon Bay Historic Train Depot 
      110 Higgins Canyon Road, Half Moon Bay, California 
 
 

AGENDA  
 
1. Call to Order 
 
2. Member Roll Call  

        
3. Public Comments for Items Not on the Agenda 
 
4. Consideration of a Coastal Development Permit and a Planned Agricultural District Permit, 

pursuant to Sections 6328.4 and 6353 of the County Zoning Regulations, and a Grading Permit, 
pursuant to Section 8600.1 of the County Ordinance Code, to improve an existing partially paved 
parking lot which serves Montara State Beach. The existing trail from the parking lot to the 
beach will be improved and two picnic areas will be added which will provide Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) accessible viewing areas. The existing parking lot does not have a 
property address, but located just north of urbanized Montara in Unincorporated San Mateo 
County. This project is appealable to the California Coastal Commission.  County File Number: 
PLN2016-00306.  Applicant: CA State Parks  

 
5. Consideration of a renewal of a Planned Agricultural District Permit, pursuant to Section 6350 of 

the San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, and a Coastal Development Permit, pursuant to 
Section 6328.4 of the San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, to allow seasonal commercial 
recreation activities at the Arata Pumpkin Farm located at 185 Verde Road in the unincorporated 
San Gregorio area of San Mateo County.  This project is appealable to the California Coastal 
Commission. County File Number: PLN2015-00084.  Applicant: Chris Gounalakis 

 
6. Consideration of the Action Minutes for the March 13, 2017 regular meeting.   
 
7. Community Development Director’s Report  

 
8. Adjournment – Next meeting May 8, 2017 

 

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 

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) 363-1857, or by fax at 
(650) 363-4849, or e-mail rbartoli@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 – April , 2017 

Agricultural Advisory Committee Attendance 2016-2017 

	
Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr 

VOTING	MEMBERS	
             

Brenda Bonner 
Public Member   X  X   X X X X X X  

BJ Burns 
Farmer, Vice Chair X X  X X X X X X X X X  

Robert Cevasco 
Farmer X X     X   X X X  

Louie Figone 
Farmer X X  X X X  X X X X X  

Marilyn Johnson 
Public Member   X  X X X X X  X X X  

John Vars ** 
Farmer           X   

Peter Marchi 
Farmer X X  X X X X X X X X X  

Doniga Markegard 
Farmer        X  X X X  

Robert Marsh 
Farmer, Chair X X  X X X X X X X X X  

Vacant* 
Conservationist X X  X     X X    

Vacant 
Ag Business              

              
Natural Resource 
Conservation Staff              

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

Farm Bureau Executive 
Director X X   X X X X X X X X  

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

UC Co-Op Extension 
Representative          X    

 
X: Present  
Blank Space: Absent or Excused 
Grey Color: No Meeting 

* As of 2/1/17 
** As of 2/1/17 

 
 



COUNTY OF SAN MATEO 
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT 

 
 

DATE:  April 10, 2017 
 
TO: Agricultural Advisory Committee 
 
FROM: Angela Chavez, Planning Staff, 650/599-7217 
 
SUBJECT: Consideration of a Coastal Development Permit and a Planned 

Agricultural District Permit, pursuant to Sections 6328.4 and 6353 of the 
County Zoning Regulations, and a Grading Permit, pursuant to Section 
8600.1 of the County Ordinance Code, to improve an existing partially 
paved parking lot which serves Montara State Beach.  The existing trail 
from the parking lot to the beach will be improved and two picnic areas will 
be added which will provide Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 
accessible viewing areas.  The existing parking lot is unaddressed but 
located just north of urbanized Montara in Unincorporated San Mateo 
County.  This project is appealable to the California Coastal Commission. 

 
 County File Number:  PLN 2016-00306 
 
 
PROPOSAL 
 
The California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) is proposing to pave the 
existing dirt parking lot and stripe the lot for 37 standard parking spaces and two 
ADA compliant parking spaces.  The project also involves spreading approximately 
4 to 6 inches of aggregate base over the existing trail which stretches from the parking 
lot to the beach, installing two ADA compliant picnic tables along the trail, replacing 
two existing trash receptacles with two animal resistant receptacles, and to install 
approximately 400 linear feet of post and cable fencing around the parking lot.  The 
proposed improvements involve approximately 550 cubic yards of cut and 550 cubic 
yards of fill. 
 
DECISION MAKER 
 
Planning Commission. 
 
QUESTIONS FOR THE AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
1. Will the proposal to improve and pave the existing Martini Creek Parking lot and 

improve the existing trail amenities have any negative effect on surrounding 
agricultural uses?  If so, can any conditions of approval be recommended to 
minimize any such impact? 
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2. What position do you recommend that the Planning Department staff take with 
respect to the application for this project? 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
Report Prepared By:  Angela Chavez, Project Planner 
 
Location:  Cabrillo Highway, Montara 
 
APN:  036-331-010 
 
Existing Zoning:  PAD/CD (Planned Agricultural District/Coastal Development) 
 
General Plan Designation:  Public Recreation Rural 
 
Existing Land Use:  Parking lot and trail access to Montara State Beach 
 
Water Supply:  There is no known potable or agricultural water source on the project 
parcel.  No new water supplies will be created or are proposed as part of this project. 
 
Setting:  The 33.57-acre parcel is located on the west side and immediately adjacent 
to Cabrillo Highway (Highway 1).  The subject parking lot is located approximately 
.39 miles north of the urbanized Montara area.  Existing development includes the 
partially paved parking lot, one formal and one informal public trails, and directional/ 
informational signage.  Adjacent parcels to the north and south of the project site are 
also part of the State of California owned park lands. 
 
Environmental Evaluation:  The State of California Department of Parks and 
Recreation, as lead agency, has determined this project to be Categorically Exempt 
under Sections 15301 (Class 1), 15302 (Class 2), 15304 (Class 4), 15311 (Class 11) 
and has prepared a Notice of Exemption. 
 
Williamson Act:  The project site is not covered under a Williamson Act contract. 
 
Chronology: 
 
Date  Action 
 
July 22, 2016 - Application Submitted 
 
February 6, 2017 - Application Deemed Complete 
 
April 10, 2017 - Agricultural Advisory Committee Meeting 
 
To be Determined - Planning Commission Hearing 
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Will the project be visible from a public road? 
 
Yes, the project site is located immediately adjacent to Cabrillo Highway and will be 
entirely visible from the roadway.  However, minimal above grade structures are 
proposed as part of the project, so impacts to public views will be minimal at best. 
 
Will any habitat or vegetation need to be removed for the project? 
 
Yes, the project site is on a coastal bluff which is largely covered by vegetation.  
The project does involve the removal of ruderal vegetation.  Specifically, the parking 
lot will be slightly enlarged in order to accommodate proper turn radii and drainage.  
Vegetation removal is also expected along the trail and in order to create the two new 
picnic/rest areas.  This work will result in 19,338 sq. ft. of newly disturbed area. 
 
Is there prime soil on the project site? 
 
No.  There are no prime soils mapped on the project site.  Soils on the project site are 
listed by the NRCS soils site as “130 – Typic Argiustolls, loamy-Urban land association” 
and are not considered prime soils under the Storie Index Rating system. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
A. KEY ISSUES 
 
 Planning staff has reviewed this proposal and has concluded the following: 
 
 1. Compliance with PAD Regulations 
 
  a. Permitted Uses 
 
   Section 6353 - Uses Permitted Subject to the Issuance of a Planned 

Agricultural Permit.  This policy outlines permitted used on non-prime 
agriculturally zoned lands.  The lands within Montara State Beach 
(Martini Creek) parking lot and access trail are zoned Planned 
Agricultural District (PAD).  However, there is no evidence 
that agriculture has been practiced on the project parcel in the last 
20 years.  Parcels to the east of the parcel site are being and have 
been used for agriculture during that period.  Subsection B(4) (Uses 
permitted on “Lands Suitable for Agriculture” and “Other Lands”) lists 
Public Recreation Trails as a permitted use subject to the Issuance of 
a Planned Agriculture Permit.  The parking lot itself provides parking 
and public access to Montara State Beach below. 
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  b. Substantive Criteria for Issuance of a Planned Agricultural District Permit 
 
   Section 6355 - Substantive Criteria for Issuance of a Planned 

Agricultural Permit.  Each application for conversion of PAD zoned 
land must be found consistent with the following criteria: 

 
   (1) General Criteria 
 
    (a) The encroachment of all development upon land which is 

suitable for agricultural use shall be minimized.  The 
project area was previously disturbed for highway 
construction and is dominated by non-native plant species.  
However, outside of the project area the parcel does 
support patches of coastal dune scrub.  While the project 
area could be used for active agricultural use, it would 
require the significant removal of vegetation.  The site 
has historically been used to provide coastal access.  
The introduction of an agricultural use would have the 
potential to impact sensitive habitat and cultural resources 
elsewhere on the site. 

 
    (b) All development permitted on a site shall be clustered.  

The expanded parking lot area is minimal and located 
immediately adjacent to the existing lot.  The trail is 
existing and the two proposed picnic areas are located 
immediately adjacent to the trail and thereby meet the 
clustering requirement defined by the General Criteria. 

 
   (2) Water Supply Criteria 
 
    The existing availability of an adequate and potable well water 

source shall be demonstrated for all non-agricultural uses and 
be located on that parcel.  As discussed previously, there are 
no known potable water sources on the project site.  However, 
unlike other non-agricultural uses (such as residential uses), the 
proposed improved parking lot and trail does not require a 
potable water source as part of its plan of operation.  The 
expectation is that people wishing to utilize the site will continue 
to bring their own water with them. 

 
   (3) Criteria for the Conversion of Lands Suitable for Agriculture and 

Other Land 
 
    All lands suitable for agriculture and other lands within a 

parcel shall not be converted to uses permitted by a Planned 
Agricultural Permit unless all of the following criteria are met: 
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    (a) All agriculturally unsuitable lands on the parcel have been 
developed or determined to be undevelopable.  As stated 
above, the project site currently serves as a public access 
point to Montara State Beach.  The developed areas are 
limited to the existing unpaved parking lot and trails.  While 
there is no active agriculture on the project site the 
majority of the parcel has been left undisturbed.  
It is unlikely that the project site would be utilized for 
agricultural uses due to the lack of a viable water supply, 
the topography, and the presence of sensitive habitat and 
cultural resources elsewhere on the project site. 

 
    (b) Clearly defined buffer areas are developed between 

agricultural and nonagricultural uses.  As stated 
previously, there is no active agriculture occurring in 
the project area.  The surrounding area is dominated by 
open space.  

 
    (c) The productivity of any adjacent agricultural lands is not 

diminished, including the ability of the land to sustain dry 
farming or animal grazing.  As stated previously, there 
is no active agriculture occurring on the project site.  
However, agricultural activities are present in the overall 
project area (across Highway 1).  Given that the 
improvements are limited to the project site, there is 
no expectation that a loss in productivity will occur. 

 
    (d) Public service and facility expansions and permitted uses 

do not impair agricultural viability, either through increased 
assessment costs or degraded air and water quality.  The 
project does not propose any significant change in use to 
the property.  The parking lot improvements will ensure 
proper treatment and drainage of surface water run-off.  
The subject parcel and the lands immediately to the north 
and south of the site are publicly owned by the State of 
California. 

 
 2. Compliance with Local Coastal Program (LCP) Policies 
 
  The analysis below, under the LCP Section, provides evidence of the 

project’s consistency with the Agricultural Component Section of the Local 
Coastal Program. 
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  Agriculture Component 
 
  Policy 5.6 - Permitted Uses on Lands Suitable for Agriculture Designated as 

Agriculture.  There are no prime soils on the project parcel according to the 
United States Department of Agriculture Soil Survey, nor is the project area 
currently used for agriculture.  Historically, the project area has provided 
public coastal access and the proposed project continues that use.  This 
policy outlines allowed uses on “other lands suitable for agriculture.”  Public 
recreation and shoreline access trails are a conditionally permitted use on 
such soils.  The use is subject to the issuance of a Coastal Development 
Permit (CDP) and Planned Agricultural District (PAD) permit. 

 
  Policy 5.10 - Conversion of Land Suitable for Agriculture Designated as 

Agriculture.  This policy prohibits the conversion of non-prime agricultural 
land within a parcel to a conditionally permitted use unless it can be 
demonstrated: 

 
  a. All agriculturally unsuitable lands on the parcel have been developed 

or determined to be undevelopable; 
 
   The project area was previously disturbed during the construction of 

Highway 1 and the vegetation in the project area primarily consists of 
non-native vegetation.  However, areas outside the project area are 
known to support sensitive habitat and cultural resources.  Given the 
existing use and known resources it is unlikely that the parcel would 
be utilized for agricultural uses.  Nevertheless, the developed areas of 
the overall project parcel are limited, leaving much of the parcel 
undisturbed and potentially usable for agricultural use. 

 
  b. Continued or renewed agricultural use of the soils is not feasible as 

defined by Section 30108 of the Coastal Act; 
 
   As stated previously, there is no evidence of historic agricultural use of 

the project area, nor does establishing new agricultural use within the 
project area make sense due to the existing use and the nearby 
presence of sensitive habitat. 

 
  c. Clearly defined buffer areas are developed between agricultural and 

non-agricultural uses; 
 
   As stated previously, there is no active agriculture occurring in the 

project area.  The surrounding area is dominated by open space. 
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  d. The productivity of any adjacent agricultural lands is not diminished; 
 
   There is active agriculture present on the neighboring parcel across 

Highway 1.  Given that the proposed project is limited to the project 
site there is no expected loss in productivity on neighboring sites. 

 
  e. Public service and facility expansions and permitted uses do not 

impair agricultural viability, including by increased assessment costs 
or degraded air and water quality. 

 
   As stated previously, the proposed project is limited to the project site 

and there are no expected impacts to active agriculture.  The parcels 
immediately adjacent to the project site are largely undeveloped and 
are publicly owned by the State of California. 

 
  Policy 5.11 - Maximum Density of Development per Parcel.  This policy 

limits non-agricultural development densities to those permitted in rural 
areas of the Coastal Zone under the Locating and Planning New 
Development Component (Policy 1.8).  It further, limits non-agricultural 
development densities to that amount which can be accommodated without 
adversely affecting the viability of agriculture.  With regards to the amount of 
development allowed on the project site, please refer to the discussion 
below which addresses Policy 1.8.  Also, as discussed, the project site is not 
viable for agricultural use due to existing uses, sensitive habitats, cultural 
resources, and lack of water. 

 
  Policy 1.8 – Land Uses and Development Densities in Rural Areas – 

Amount of Development allowed for Visitor-Serving, Commercial 
Recreation, and Public Recreation Uses.  With regards to recreational land 
uses, this policy requires one density credit for the first 945 gallons of 
average daily water use during the two months of highest water use in a 
year.  This requirement applies to water use by or resulting from the 
recreational use including landscaping, swimming pools, etc.  The project 
site does not have a potable water source.  No irrigation of plantings is 
proposed.  Natural rainfall will provide the moisture for plant growth.  
Because the project will not use any water it therefore does not consume a 
density credit.  This rationale is reflected in the fact that “recreational trails” 
are not listed as a water consuming land use in Table 1.5 of the Local 
Coastal Program. 

 
 3. Compliance with the Williamson Act 
 
  The subject parcel is not covered by a Williamson Act Contract. 
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ATTACHMENTS 
 
A. Vicinity Map 
B. Proposed Improvement Plans 
 
AC:pac - ACCBB0141_WPU.DOCX 
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COUNTY OF SAN MATEO 
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT 

 
 

DATE:  April 10, 2017 
 
TO:   Agricultural Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  Rob Bartoli, Planning Staff, 650/363-1857 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of a renewal of a Planned Agricultural District Permit, 

pursuant to Section 6350 of the San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, 
and a Coastal Development Permit, pursuant to Section 6328.4 of the San 
Mateo County Zoning Regulations, to allow seasonal commercial 
recreation activities at the Arata Pumpkin Farm located at 185 Verde Road 
in the unincorporated San Gregorio area of San Mateo County.  This 
project is appealable to the California Coastal Commission. 

 
   County File Number:  PLN 2015-00084 (Gounalakis) 
 
 
PROPOSAL 
 
History 
 
In 2009, a complaint was filed with the County for unpermitted seasonal activities on the 
subject property.  In 2010, the applicant, Chris Gounalakis, was permitted by the San 
Mateo County to conduct certain commercial recreation activities for the 2010 fall/winter 
season under Interim Operating Conditions.  In 2011, a Planned Agricultural District 
Permit (PAD) and a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) for the 2011 season were 
granted for one (1) year by the Board of Supervisors (Board) followed in 2012 with an 
amendment to the Williamson Act contract to identify in the contract certain compatible 
commercial recreation uses.  During 2014, the Planning Commission approved a 1-year 
PAD and CDP for the recreational activities during the 2014 fall/winter season.  In 2015, 
the Planning Commission approved a 2-year permit, with the option to renew the permit.  
In 2011 and 2014, appeals were filed with the California Coastal Commission 
(Commission) though no action was taken by the Commission.  No appeal was filed in 
2015. 
 
Current Proposal 
 
The applicant now requests a Planned Agricultural District Permit and a Coastal 
Development District Permit to allow the seasonal commercial recreation activities for 
the 2017-2021 fall/winter season (5-year permit). 
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The seasonal commercial recreation activities at the Arata Farm property are proposed 
to take place between August 1 and November 1 for five years.  Proposed commercial 
recreation activities would be limited to a hay maze, a haunted barn, a play set/jumper, 
a petting zoo, pony rides, train rides, a snack bar, food truck, and associated parking 
spaces.  In total, seasonal recreation activities would occupy 1.79 acres of the 8.37-acre 
property (21%), including 0.59 acres for the maze and play set/jumper and 1.2 acres for 
on-site parking.  The castle, arena, and metal gorilla are not proposed. 
 

Table 1 
Percentages of Land Use During the Recreational Season 

Proposed Use Area in Acres % of Property 
Non-Recreational 
Permanent Agriculture 3.77 45% 
Undeveloped/Unfarmed 1.93 23% 
Permanent Developed Area 
(structures, driveways) 

0.88 11% 

Subtotal 6.58 79% 
Recreational 
Parking 1.20 14% 
Maze and Play Set/Jumper 0.59 7% 

Subtotal 1.79 21% 
Total 8.37 100% 

 
During the seasonal recreation period, approximately 45% of the property would remain 
in permanent agriculture.  During the remaining nine (9) months of the year, the entire 
property (with the exception of the developed area and the play set/jumper area) will be 
used for agricultural production, with seedling/starter plants (non-soil dependent) and 
agricultural storage in areas used for parking and crop production in all other areas.  
Crops to be grown are fava beans, pumpkins, corn, bell beans, and Stone Pine 
Christmas trees.  As shown in Attachments B and D and described in Table 2, crops will 
be grown in six zones, Zone A through F, on the property.   
 

Table 2 
Crop Production By Zone, as Shown on Map (Attachment B) 

 A B C D E F 
November 

Christmas 
Trees  

Fallow/Cover Crop 
December 
January  
February 
March  
April Peas*/ 

Stone Pines*/ 
Fava Beans/ 

Christmas 
Trees 

Fava Beans Corn/ 
Pumpkins 

 

Stone Pines Seedlings/ 
Starter Plants May 

June 
July 
August  
September 

Harvest/Sales 
None (Parking) 

October 
*Entire zone planted, excluding areas of the hay maze and parking for month of August. 
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Previously permitted hours of operation:  August 1 – November 1 (except October) 
Monday – Friday:  9:00 a.m. – 6:00 p.m. 
Saturday:  9:00 a.m. – 9:00 p.m. 
Sunday:  9:00 a.m. – 8:00 p.m. 
 
No changes are proposed. 
 
Previously permitted hours of operation:  October 
Monday – Thursday:  9:00 a.m. – 7:00 p.m. 
Friday and Saturday:  9:00 a.m. – 10:00 p.m. 
Sunday:  9:00 a.m. – 7:00 p.m. 
 
Proposed hours of operation:  October 
Monday – Thursday:  9:00 a.m. – 9:00 p.m. 
Friday and Saturday:  9:00 a.m. – 10:30 p.m. 
Sunday:  9:00 a.m. – 7:00 p.m. 
 
DECISION MAKER 
 
Planning Commission 
 
QUESTIONS FOR THE AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
Regarding the Planned Agricultural District Permit and Coastal Development 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? 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Report Prepared By:  Rob Bartoli, Project Planner 
 
Owner/Applicant:  Chris Gounalakis 
 
Location:  185 Verde Road 
 
APN:  066-310-080 
 
Size:  8.37 acres 
 
Existing Zoning:  PAD/CD (Planned Agricultural District/Coastal Development) 
 
General Plan Designation:  Agriculture 
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Local Coastal Program Designation:  Agriculture 
 
Williamson Act:  Contracted in 1967 (AP67-39) and amended in September 2012 
 
Existing Land Use:  Agricultural uses, residence, barns, accessory buildings, and 
seasonal recreation activities 
 
Flood Zone:  Zone X (area of minimal flooding); FEMA FIRM Panel 06081C0270E; 
effective October 16, 2012 
 
Setting:  The project parcel is located on Verde Road to the east of Cabrillo Highway, is 
developed and is relatively flat in terrain.  Lobitos Creek runs along the northern 
perimeter of the parcel.  The parcel contains a 0.88-acre developed area containing 
paved driveways and five (5) legal structures:  a 1,500 sq. ft. single-family residence, 
three barns (1,800 sq. ft., 500 sq. ft. and 300 sq. ft.), and a 900 sq. ft. store building.  
The buildings were constructed in the 1930s, prior to building permit requirements. 
 
Environmental Evaluation:  An Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(IS/MND) under California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines were 
completed for seasonal commercial recreation uses.  The public review period for this 
document was from April 20, 2011 to May 2, 2011.  The Board of Supervisors certified 
the IS/MND on September 13, 2011. 
 
Chronology: 
 
Date    Action 
 
1967  -  Property owner enters into Williamson Act contract (AP67-39)  

  with San Mateo County. 
 
1999  -  Applicant (Mr. Gounalakis) leases property from the Arata family. 
 
Approximately 2005 - Agricultural operation is expanded without the benefit of permits 

to include seasonal commercial recreation activities during the 
months of May through October. 

 
2009  -  Complaint filed to the County regarding the expansion of 

unpermitted activities.  Applicant is directed by the County to 
cease all unpermitted activities on the property until the required 
permits were secured. 

 
Fall/Winter 2010 -  Applicant conducts seasonal recreation activities under “Interim 

Operating Conditions” issued by the County for 2010 only. 
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Fall/Winter 2011 - Board of Supervisors approves seasonal recreation uses at the 
property for 2011 only (PLN 2010-00207).  Project is appealed 
to the Coastal Commission; no action is taken by the Coastal 
Commission 

 
September 25, 2012 - Board of Supervisors amends the Williamson Act contract for the 

property to allow commercial recreation uses (PLN 2012-
00178). 

 
Fall/Winter 2013 - No hay maze is constructed. 
 
May 12, 2014 - Agricultural Advisory Committee meeting to review proposed 

activities for 2014. 
 
June 25, 2014 - Planning Commission approves seasonal recreation uses at the 

property for 2014 only (PLN 2013-00494).  Project is appealed to 
the Coastal Commission; no action is taken by the Coastal 
Commission. 

 
May 11, 2015 - Agricultural Advisory Committee meeting to review proposed 

activities for 2015 (PLN2015-00084).  Item continued to June 8, 
2015. 

 
June 8, 2015 - AAC reviewed the item and made no recommendation on the 

development project.  The requested minimum parcel size 
exception was heard by the Agricultural Advisory Committee 
and received one recommendation of denial by the AAC and 
one recommendation of approval by the Agricultural 
Commissioner. 

 
July 22, 2015 - Planning Commission approves seasonal recreation uses at the 

property for 2015 and 2016 with option to renew the permit.  
 
December 22, 2016 - Application submitted to San Mateo County Planning for renewal 

of permit.   
 
Will the project be visible from a public road? 
 
The western edge of the property runs along Cabrillo Highway, a portion that is 
designated as a State scenic corridor.  As proposed, the western portion of the property 
would remain in agricultural production (i.e., corn and pumpkin fields).  The “castle,” 
metal gorilla, and “arena” seen in the past would not be installed on the property as part 
of this project. 
 
The temporary hay maze structure and other commercial recreation uses are located on 
the eastern half of the property and would be somewhat visible from Cabrillo Highway.  
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The applicant proposes to construct a main portion of the maze in areas of non-prime 
soil south of Lobitos Creek and immediately adjacent to developed areas of the property 
(see Map of Prime Soil and Seasonal Commercial Recreation Activities included as 
Attachment C).  In this location, the hay maze would cover a smaller area of prime soils 
and would be located further and be less visible from Cabrillo Highway.  Also, the pony 
ride will continue to be located in the developed areas of the property.  In the past, the 
applicant had constructed a “castle” and “arena” and located a train ride on prime soils.  
These elements are not included in this proposal. 
 
Will any habitat or vegetation need to be removed for the project? 
 
The hay maze will be located temporarily in areas used for agriculture and will not result 
in the removal of vegetation.  The proposed parking area is not located on prime soils 
and will not result in the removal of vegetation.  The starter plants that are located in the 
parking area are not soil-dependent, instead they are container-based. 
 
Is there prime soil on the project site? 
 
As shown in Attachment B, a majority of the site is characterized by prime soils, 
consisting of Class II (TuB – Tunitas clay loam, gently sloping) and Class IV Cld2 
(Sandy Loam, moderately steep).  Areas of prime soils are largely occupied by 
agricultural uses, with the exception of developed areas and a small portion that will be 
occupied by parking and a section of the hay maze during the recreational season. 
 
Remaining areas consist of Class VII (Ma – Mixed alluvial), areas considered “lands 
suitable for agriculture.”  These areas are largely occupied by agricultural uses (mostly 
container-based, non-soil dependent agriculture), with the exception of developed areas 
and areas occupied by parking and the hay maze during the recreational season. 
 
KEY ISSUES 
 
Planning staff has reviewed this proposal and presents the following key issues for the 
Agricultural Advisory Committee’s consideration: 
 
1. Compliance with Planned Agricultural District (PAD) Regulations 
 
 In order to approve and issue a PAD Permit, the project must comply with the 

substantive criteria for the issuance of a PAD Permit, as applicable and as 
delineated in Section 6355 of the Zoning Regulations.  As proposed and to be 
conditioned, the proposal complies with the following applicable policies.  Further 
discussion can be found under Compliance with Local Coastal Program 
Agriculture Component Policies in Section 2, below. 

 
 a) The encroachment of all development upon land which is suitable for 

agricultural uses and other lands shall be minimized. 
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 b) All development permitted on a site shall be clustered. 
 
 c) Development shall be located, sited and designed to carefully fit its 

environment so that its presence is subordinate to the pre-existing character 
of the site and its surrounding is maintained to the maximum extent 
practicable. 

 
 d) Small, separate parking areas are preferred to single large parking lots. 
 
 e) No use, development or alteration shall substantially detract from the scenic 

and visual quality of the County; or substantially detract from the natural 
characteristics of existing major watercourses, established and mature trees 
and other woody vegetation, dominant vegetative communities or primary 
wildlife habitats. 

 
 f) No off-premises outdoor advertising shall be permitted.  Other permitted 

signs shall be carefully designed to harmonize with the scenic qualities of 
scenic corridors. 

 
 g) Where possible, structural uses shall be located away from prime 

agricultural soils. 
 
2. Compliance with Agriculture Component Policies of the Local Coastal Program 

(LCP) 
 
 Prime Agricultural Lands 
 
 LCP Policy 5.5 (Permitted Uses on Prime Agricultural Lands) permits agricultural 

and agriculturally related development on prime agricultural lands; non-residential 
development customarily considered accessory to agricultural uses including 
barns, storage/equipment sheds, stables for farm animals, water wells, and water 
storage tanks; and temporary road stands for seasonal sale of produce grown in 
San Mateo County, among other uses. 

 
 For areas of prime soils, the current proposal involves the following:  (1) the use of 

the existing barn and the location of the petting zoo, the pony ride, food truck, 
snack stand, and train ride are within the developed area for commercial 
recreation use, (2) the temporary construction of a portion of the hay maze, and 
(3) location of temporary parking adjoining developed areas of the property.  The 
following is a discussion of each project component and policy compliance: 

 
 a) Use of Barn and the Location of Petting Zoo, Pony Ride and Train Ride 

within Developed Area for Commercial Recreation Use:  These uses within 
the existing developed areas of prime soils are consistent with Policy 5.5 
since the proposal clusters development in an area where existing 
development prevents the use of prime soil for agricultural production. 
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 b) Temporary Construction of a Portion of the Hay Maze:  The area of prime 

soil that would be occupied temporarily by a portion of the hay maze 
(approximately 5,600 sq. ft.) has been used as an entrance to the property 
since at least 2005.  The current proposal significantly reduces the acreage 
of prime soil used for the hay maze by approximately 35% over the 2011 
hay maze location.  The hay maze is a temporary structure used from July 1 
to November 1 and would not deplete the productivity of the soil.  At the end 
of the Halloween/Pumpkin Season on November 1, operation of the hay 
maze ends.  Within 30 days, the applicant will be required to deconstruct the 
hay maze.  In the past, the applicant has stacked the hay in clusters not on 
prime soils and in areas minimally visible from Highway 1. 

 
 c) Location of Temporary Parking Adjoining the Developed Area:  Temporary 

parking to support commercial recreation use would be located in areas 
used in the past for parking.  These areas directly adjoin developed areas 
and are located at the entrance of the property.  While leaks from 
automobiles likely have depleted the productivity of the soil, the applicant 
proposes to use the area for container-based, non-soil dependent 
agricultural uses. 

 
 Lands Suitable for Agriculture 
 
 LCP Policy 5.6 (Permitted Uses on Lands Suitable for Agriculture Designated as 

Agriculture) permits agricultural and agriculturally related development on lands 
suitable for agriculture, including agriculture and non-soil dependent agricultural 
uses such as greenhouses and nurseries.  The policy also conditionally permits 
commercial recreation including country inns, stables, riding academies, camp-
grounds, rod and gun clubs, and private beaches.  In these areas, the current 
proposal involves the following:  (1) maintenance of a play set; (2) construction of 
a hay maze; and (3) location of temporary parking to support commercial 
recreation uses.  These commercial recreation uses are permitted with the 
approval of a Planned Agricultural District (PAD) Permit. 

 
3. Compliance with the Williamson Act 
 
 Amended Contract Language 
 
 The property has been in a Williamson Act contract (AP67-39) since 1967.  

Previously, the contract stated that the property “shall not be used for any 
purpose, other than the production of agricultural commodities for commercial 
purposes” and that “No structures shall be erected upon said land except 
structures as may be directly related to and compatible with agricultural use, and 
residence buildings for such individuals as may be engaged in the management of 
said land, and their families.”  The contract was amended in September 2012 
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(PLN 2012-00178) to allow for the proposed commercial recreation uses and 
reads as such (visitor-serving uses underlined): 

 
 During the term of this Agreement [Williamson Act Contract] the above described 

land shall not be used for any purpose, other than the production of agricultural 
commodities for commercial purposes and certain compatible uses of the 
underlying land use designation and zoning of the parcel and subject to applicable 
permits, as follows:  structures that are directly related to and compatible with 
agricultural use; residence buildings for such individuals as may be engaged in 
the management of said land, and their families; and agriculturally related 
seasonal visitor-serving uses such as pony rides, hay rides, a farm animal petting 
zoo, a children’s play area (including up to two inflatable play structures), a 
seasonally decorated barn, a farm-themed children’s train ride, and a hay bale 
maze, provided, however, that for all such seasonal visitor-serving uses the 
Owner will secure, at Owner’s expense, private or public agency traffic safety 
services satisfactory to the Community Development Director, and further 
provided that no food shall be prepared on site for sale to visitors.  Regardless of 
the applicability of permit requirements, any seasonal installation of compatible 
use structures and other materials on the parcel is subject to the timely approval 
by the Community Development Director of a site plan to ensure that annual 
agricultural productivity of the parcel is not substantially affected by seasonal 
activities.  Nothing in this Agreement shall prohibit the use of the property as a 
farm education center pursuant to necessary permits issued by the County so 
long as the farm continues to be dedicated to the production of agricultural 
commodities for commercial purposes. 

 
 The uses proposed are compliant with the compatible uses outlined in the 

amended Williamson Act contract. 
 
 Compatible Uses Under Williamson Act 
 
 The Williamson Act defines “compatible uses” as any use determined by the 

County, or city, administering the preserve (Government Code Section 51201(e)) 
provided that uses are consistent with the “principles of compatibility” which 
include the following:  (1) the use will not significantly compromise the long-term 
productive agricultural capability of the contracted parcel or other contracted lands 
in agricultural preserves, (2) the use will not significantly displace or impair current 
or reasonable foreseeable agricultural operations on the subject contracted parcel 
or on other contracted lands in agricultural preserves, and (3) the use will not 
result in the significant removal of adjacent contracted land from agricultural or 
open space use. 

 
 The County’s Williamson Act contracts are typically boilerplate, providing standard 

contract language across parcels.  However, some of the County’s contracts 
require commercial agricultural production while also allowing compatible uses, 
while others do not include language that would allow for compatible uses 
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alongside commercial agricultural operations.  This can be based on when the 
contract was recorded, as contracts entered into prior to 1969 amendments to the 
Williamson Act, such as the subject contract, are typically more restrictive. 

 
 One of the key changes made by the 1969 Williamson Act amendments was to 

rewrite the sections defining compatible uses.  Before the 1969 Act, compatible 
uses were only those determined by the city or County according to uniform rules, 
and by statute to include certain utility facilities (former Government Code Section 
51201(e), as it read in 1968).  With the 1969 Act, the definition of compatible uses 
was expanded to include “any use determined by the County or city administering 
the preserve or by this Act to be compatible with the agricultural, recreational or 
open space use of land within the preserve.  ‘Compatible use’ includes agricultural 
use, recreational use or open space use unless the board or council finds after 
notice and hearing that such use is not compatible with the agricultural, 
recreational or open space use to which the land is restricted by contract” (current 
Government Code Section 51201(e)). 

 
 The procedures for amending contracts to include additional compatible uses are 

governed by Government Code Section 51253, which states the following:  “Any 
contract or agreement entered into pursuant to this chapter prior to the 61st day 
following final adjournment of the 1969 Regular Session of the Legislature may be 
amended to conform with the provisions of this act as amended at that session 
upon the mutual agreement of all parties.  Approval of these amendments to a 
contract by the Director of Conservation shall not be required.”  The 1966 contract 
did not reflect the current law on compatible uses, as amended in 1969, and 
therefore was eligible for amendment. 

 
 On September 9, 2011, the California Department of Conservation (DOC) issued 

a letter to the Board regarding the existing agritourism uses (e.g., hay bale maze, 
train ride, haunted barn and other venues) on the subject property and compliance 
with specific contract terms and Williamson Act legislation.  In reviewing the 
specific contract terms, the DOC determined that the restrictive nature of the 
contract language prohibited the use of the land for purposes other than 
commercial agriculture.  In reviewing the subject property from the standpoint of 
the Williamson Act legislation itself, DOC determined that the agritourism uses 
were generally inconsistent with the Williamson Act because the location of the 
activities had, at that time, partially displaced agricultural operations. 

 
 The amendment remedied the concerns regarding the restrictive contract terms.  

Further, the Planning and Building Department has prepared guidelines to clarify 
agritourism uses for San Mateo County, as ancillary and accessory to agricultural 
uses allowed through the PAD Zoning District, to ensure that those uses will not 
significantly compromise the long-term productive agricultural capability and will 
not significantly displace or impair current or reasonable foreseeable agricultural 
operations consistent with the principles of compatibility under the Williamson Act 
and County land use regulations while allowing supplemental sources of revenue 
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to local farms.  If, in the future, agritourism uses are requested, compliance with 
the County’s land use regulations and guidelines, California Land Conservation 
Act of 1965, and the County’s forthcoming Williamson Act Program update would 
be required. 

 
 Williamson Act Program Eligibility Requirements 
 
 Review of minimum eligibility requirements included Assessor’s Office Agricultural 

Preserve Questionnaires and documents submitted by the owner.  Crop income is 
held confidential; review of this criterion is identified only as “Completed.” 

 

APN 066-310-080 
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 8.37 Acres No 
Prime Soils3 -- 3.95 Acres -- 
Non-Prime Soils -- 4.42 Acres -- 
Crop Income4,6 $10,000 Completed Yes 
Grazing Utilization5,6 40 Acres -- -- 
Horse Breeding 15 Broodmares -- -- 
1. Zoning designations:  “PAD” (Planned Agricultural District), “RM” (Resource Management), and “RM-CZ” 

(Resource Management-Coastal Zone). 
2. 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. 

 
 Agricultural Uses 
 
 Commercial agriculture includes 3.77 acres for permanent agriculture.  Peas, fava 

beans, corn, stone pines, pumpkins, and seedlings are grown on the property. 
 
 Existing Development 
 
 The property is developed with a single-family house, one barn, a snack bar, a 

play set, one office trailer, and two sheds.  The applicant constructs a temporary 
hay maze and parking area. 
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 Determination of Compatibility 
 
 The landowner has submitted the requested supplemental documentation in order 

to calculate the compatible and agricultural uses required by the Williamson Act 
Program (Program). 

 
 The percentage of a parcel’s total area used for compatible uses on contracted 

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

 
 Building and structures used to support the agricultural use, unpaved roads, farm 

labor housing, and underground utilities are excluded from this calculation. 
 
 Maximum Allowance of Compatible Uses Calculation 
 
 8.37-Acre Parcel: 
 
 Agricultural uses: 3.77 acres (45% of parcel) of peas, stone pine trees, fava 

beans, corn, pumpkins, and seedlings. 
 
 Compatible uses: 1.95 acres (23% of parcel) of developed area, parking, hay 

maze and play set/jumper. 
 
 These uses have been determined compatible as amended by the Board in 2012. 
 
 Staff Evaluation 
 
 Based on the information submitted by the landowner, the property complies with 

the Williamson Act requirements for crop income and compatibility of uses.  In 
2015, an exception to the minimum parcel size was reviewed and granted.  No 
changes to the size of the parcel are proposed.  The contracted area is otherwise 
in compliance with the minimum eligibility requirements. 

 
4. Compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
 
 An Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) under CEQA 

Guidelines were completed for this project.  The public review period for this 
document was from April 20, 2011 to May 2, 2011.  The Board of Supervisors 
certified the IS/MND on September 13, 2011.  The IS/MND analyzed the 
incorporation of seasonal and recreational activities into the normal pumpkin 
selling activities to occur at the Arata Farm site from July 1 through November 31 
annually, including a hay maze, pony rides, train rides, hay rides, haunted barn, 
pumpkin sales and private parties.  The current proposal expands the hours of 
operations on Friday night, while decreasing hours on Saturday and Sunday.  The 
proposal does involve a train ride and a food truck that will be located on 
developed areas.  All projects impacts would remain the same or would be 
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reduced.  Specifically, under this proposal, project impacts to the scenic corridor 
and to prime soils would remain consistent with the approval from 2014. 

 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
A. Vicinity Map of Project Parcel 
B. Map of Prime Soils and Agricultural Activities 2017 
C. Map of Prime Soils and Seasonal Commercial Recreation Activities 2017 
D. Table of Planting Plan 
E. Map of Prime Soils and Seasonal Commercial Recreation Activities 2015 
 
RJB:aow – RJBBB0146_WAU.DOCX 
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Crop Production Table By Zone, as Shown on Map  

 A B C D E F 
November 

Christmas 
Trees 

Fallow/Cover Crop 

December 
January 
February 
March 
April Christmas 

Trees 
Peas*/ 

Stone Pines*/ 
Fava Beans/ 

Christmas 
Trees 

Fava Beans Corn/ 
Pumpkins* 

Christmas 
Trees 

Seedlings/ 
Starter Plants May 

June 
July 
August None 

(Parking) 

September Christmas 
Trees 

Harvest/Sales 
None 

(Parking) October 
*Entire zone planted, excluding areas of the hay maze for the month of August. 
Note:  Crop type may change, as long as an active agricultural use is maintained. 
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Meeting Minutes 

Regular Meeting March 13, 2017 
 

1.   Call to Order 
Robert Marsh, Committee Chairman, called the Regular Meeting of 
the Agricultural Advisory Committee (AAC) to order at 7:35 p.m. at 
the Half Moon Bay Historic Train Depot, 110 Higgins Canyon 
Road, Half Moon Bay, CA.  

 
2.   Member Roll Call 

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

 
Regular Voting Members Present 
BJ Burns  
Peter Marchi 
Robert Marsh 
Brenda Bonner 
Louie Figone 
Robert Cevasco 
Doniga Markegard 
Marilyn Johnson 

 
Regular Voting Members Absent 
John Vars  

 
Nonvoting Members Present 
Rob Bartoli 
Jess Brown 
Fred Crowder 
 
Nonvoting Members Absent 
Jim Howard 
Igor Lacan 

 
3. Public Comments for Items Not on the Agenda  
 

Kerry Burke stated that Far Day is coming up at the end of the 
month.  She also stated that the Smiling Dogs project will be at the 
Planning Commission meeting in March.   
 

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 



2 
 

Vice Chair Burns had a comment about Member Figone and 
Member Vars terms.  Member Figone’s term was back dated to 
2014, with his term ending in 2018.  

 
4. Consideration of a Coastal Development Permit and Planned 

Agricultural District Permit to allow construction of four new 
Farm Labor Housing units, associated septic system, a 
domestic well, and the construction of three new non-soil 
dependent greenhouses and the legalization of one temporary 
farm stand.  The property is located at 950 La Honda Road in 
the unincorporated San Gregorio area of San Mateo County.  
The project is appealable to the California Coastal 
Commission.  County File No. PLN2016-00495 and PLN2016-
00496 Owner: Peninsula Open Space Trust; Applicant: Lisa 
Grote  

 
Planner Bartoli presented the item.  The applicant is proposing to 
construct four (4) new Farm Labor Housing (FLH) units, each 850 
square feet in size with three bedrooms, with an associated septic 
system and domestic well (PLN2016-00495) and construction of 
three (3) new non-soil dependent greenhouses, each 3,600 square 
feet in size, and the legalization of one (1) permanent farm stand 
(PLN2016-00496).  The construction of the new FLH units, septic 
system, greenhouses, and farm stand would be located in the 
disturbed area around the existing farm center on the property.  
The proposed domestic well on the property would be located in 
close proximity to an existing farm road. 
 
The proposed project would be located on prime soils, however it 
is in an existing farm center, which totals 3 acres, where the soil is 
already disturbed and has not been utilized for agricultural 
production.  The development would cluster the construction of the 
FLH units, greenhouses, and associated utilities within the existing 
farm center, allowing the majority of the site, (60 acres of the 74-
acre parcel) available for agricultural uses.  The clustering of 
development near the existing farm center minimizes the impacts 
of vehicle traffic on the site. 
 
Location of the structure elsewhere on the site could impact the 
on-going agriculture crops planted on the property.  The location of 
the proposed domestic well will be located in close proximity to the 
existing farm roads to minimize soil conversion.  The applicant will 
maintain a 5-foot buffer between the FLH units and the existing 
deer fence on the property as well as keep an 11-foot buffer 
between the greenhouses and the cover crops. 
 



3 
 

The property is separated from adjacent parcels where agricultural 
operations are occurring by fences, a creek, and La Honda Road.  
The proposed FLH units and greenhouses will not substantially 
increase the amount of vehicle trips to the site. 
 
Committee Member Marchi asked about where the septic system 
will be located.   
 
Planner Bartoli stated that it would be located within the existing 
farm center.   
 
Committee Member Johnson asked about the status of the 
existing farm house on the property.  
 
Ryan Casey, the tenant on the property, stated that the farm 
house will be demolished and that 25% of the house will be 
recycled.   
 
Kerry Burke asked if the project does not meet the minimum 
requirements for water, will the number of units be adjusted.   
 
Planner Bartoli stated that a minor modification could be made to 
reduce the number of units depending on the amount of water.  
Cal-Fire has reviewed the project and did not have comments 
about the project.   
 
Kerry Burke asked about the fire hydrant location. 
 
Lisa Grote stated that the fire hydrant location is preliminary.   
 
Committee Member Figone had a question about the location of 
the deer fence currently on the property.   
 
Vice Chair Burns moved to recommend approval of the project; 
Committee Member Figone seconded the motion.  The motion was 
approved unanimously (8 ayes – 0 noes). 

 
5. Consideration of the Action Minutes for the February 13, 2017 

regular meeting.   
 

Several corrections to the minutes were made by the AAC related 
to grammatical and spelling issues.   

 
Vice Chair Burns moved approval of the meeting minutes as 
amended for the February 13, 2017 regular meeting; Committee 
Member Johnson seconded the motion.  The motion was 
unanimously approved. (8 ayes – 0 noes) 

 



4 
 

6. Community Development Director’s Report 
 

Planner Bartoli presented the Director’s Report.   
 
Committee Member Johnson asked about when the Arata 
application will be at the AAC meeting.   

 
 Adjournment (8:04 p.m.) 
 
RJB:aow – RJBBB0145_WAB.DOCX 



COUNTY OF SAN MATEO 
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT 

 
 

DATE:  April 10, 2017 
 
TO: Agricultural Advisory Committee  
 
FROM: Planning Staff 
 
SUBJECT: Community Development Director’s Report  
 
CONTACT INFORMATION: Rob Bartoli, Planner III, 650-363-1857, rbartoli@smcgov.org 
  
The following is a list of Planned Agricultural District permits and Coastal Development Exemptions 
for the rural area of the County that have been received by the Planning Department from March 1, 
2017 to March 31, 2017.     
 
PLANNED AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT PERMIT OUTCOMES  
 
PLN2013-00481, a PAD permit for Smiling Dogs (located at 515 Stage Road, Pescadero) was 
approved by the San Mateo County Planning Commission on March 22, 2017  
  
UPCOMING PLANNED AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT PERMIT PROJECTS 
 
No new applications for a PAD permit were received during the month of February.  
 
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT EXEMPTIONS FOR AGRICULTURAL PROJECTS 
 
See attached report regarding the three rural CDX applications that were received by the Planning 
Department from 3/1/17-3/31/17.  Each permit includes the description of the project and the status of 
the permit.  A copy of CDXs are available for public review at the San Mateo County Planning 
Department.    
 
ADDITIONAL ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
None 
 
ATTACHMENTS  
 

1) CDX List 



Permit Number RECORD NAME DATE OPENED DESCRIPTION APN Address RECORD STATUS

PLN2017-00081 AG. SHIPPING CONTAINERS 3/3/2017

CD Exemption to install 2 temporary shipping containers (8x40) duck house with approximately 10x30 

attached fencing for duck pen. Located behind an existing agriculture barn, left side. Property grows 

strawberry's, lolliberry, rosemary. 086080010

Pescadero Creek Road, 

Pescadero Approved

PLN2017-00099 ROAD, SHED, CLEARING 3/10/2017

CDX for review of new agricultural road, apron, culvert, & 120 sq/ft shed, 2500 gallon water tank for 

agricultural use, & land clearing for flower cultivation & possible need for CDP; APN 081-013-110 (zoned 

PAD). This permit also includes the review of a well drilled in 1998. 081013110 Stage Road, San Gregorio Submitted

PLN2017-00132 BARN 3/28/2017 Ag. CDX to legalize barn; associated with (BLD2016-01485). 066260070

Lobitos Creek Rd, Half Moon 

Bay Submitted

RURAL CDX'S FOR 3/1/17-3/31/17
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