
Dear community members- 
  
Attached is the California Building Code process and requirements for setbacks for a setback for a bluff.  
  
It is simple and it is clear. 
  
That the County of Santa Cruz and the Coastal Commission do not want to follow it, is the question. Why 
not? 
  
Also attached is the opinion of Attorney General Bill Lockyer that includes the statement; "The legislative 
mandate, that building standards be uniform throughout the state, would otherwise be effectively thwarted". 
  
That the county planning staff (and coastal staff etc.) have other issues, regarding recreational uses and 
access to the coast, that do not conform to building standards and life safety is of course 
reasonable.  However that they are threatening the life safety of the whole community in advancing that 
agenda through a profound disregard and/or ignorance of the life safety issues involved is unconscionable. 
  
What has been presented to the community regarding this issue is gibberish that only serves the County and 
the Coastal staff, it does not serve the community. 
  
Regards- 
 
 
--  
Cove Britton 
Matson Britton Architects 
  
O. (831) 425-0544 
  



Dear Supervisor Coonerty: 
  
  
I have become increasingly concerned over the Planning staffs’ proposals 
regarding the General Plan, Local Coastal Program, and ordinance revisions 
(see link below).   
  
http://sccounty01.co.santa-
cruz.ca.us/planning/plnmeetings/ASP/Display/ASPX/DisplayAgenda.aspx?MeetingDate=3/13/201
9&MeetingType=1 
  
The lack of response to technical questions, the lack of accurate and specific 
responses, the lack of proper credentials of those who addressed the technical 
and life safety issues, and the lack of proper work shops (as promised) is 
alarming.   
  
It is alarming to such a degree I question the basic precepts that have been 
presented by Planning staff and the funding that was used. 
  
Towards that concern (of funding): 
  
1. Per the staff report dated March 19, 2019 (linked above) 
  
2011: Planning Department obtained funding from the Department of Housing 
and Community Development (HCD) Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) Disaster Recovery Initiative (DRI) grant program to update the Safety 
Element of the General Plan as related to flooding, coastal bluffs and beaches, 
erosion, and fire. 
  
2. Per HUD.GOV “COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM 
- CDBG”  
Citizen Participation 
A grantee must develop and follow a detailed plan that provides for and encourages 
citizen participation. This integral process emphasizes participation by persons of low or 
moderate income, particularly residents of predominantly low- and moderate-income 
neighborhoods, slum or blighted areas, and areas in which the grantee proposes to use 
CDBG funds. The plan must provide citizens with the following: reasonable and timely 
access to local meetings; an opportunity to review proposed activities and program 
performance; provide for timely written answers to written complaints and grievances; 
and identify how the needs of non-English speaking residents will be met in the case of 
public hearings where a significant number of non-English speaking residents can be 
reasonably expected to participate. 
  
While #2 above is just one issue that clearly has not occurred, nor is occurring, I 
am further concerned that none of the conditions for the grant have been made 
(please see attached). 
  



I insist that Planning staff provide a detailed response, and records, to how the 
Planning department met the conditions of the HUD grant.  Misuse of HUD grant 
funds is a serious issue for everyone in this country and the continued “cherry 
picking” of responses by Planning staff has become not just a question of less 
than appropriate behavior, but one of far more import. 
  
  
Regards- 
  
 
 
 
--  
Cove Britton 
Matson Britton Architects 
  
O. (831) 425-0544  
 
 
3 Attachments 

  
  

 
	




























