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Agenda ltem No. 17.

Staff Report

Date: October 13,201"6

To Mayor Kathleen Hoertkorn and Council Members

From: HeidiScoble,PlanningManager

Subject: Cohen Minor Exception at L0 Ames Avenue, File No. 2016-029

Recommendation
Town Council approval of Resolution No. L971 approving a Minor Exception for the construction
of a seven foot tall wood fence to be installed % inch from her rear property line where a

maximum of a six foot tall fence would be typically permitted in the R-1:B-20 Zoning District at
10 Ames Avenue, APN 073-18L-08.

Project Summary
Owner:
Design Professional:
Location:
A.P. Number:
Zoning:
General Plan:

Flood Zone;

Nina Cohen

N/A
L0 Ames Avenue
073-18L0-08
R-1: B-20 (Single Family Residence, 20,000 sq. ft. min
Low Density (1-3 units per acre)
Zone X (outside of high risk flood area)

lot size)

Project Description
The applicant is requesting a Minor Exception for the construction of a seven foot tall wood fence

to be installed% inch from her rear property line where a maximum of a six foot tall fence would
be typically permitted. The fence would be a picture frame board on board style fence made
primarily of Con Heart Redwood with no stain. The bottom rails/baseboards of the fence would
be a brown tone pressure treated fir. The fence would run approximately 100 feet in length and

would be set in%of an inch from the rear property line.

The project would not include any other improvements to the site and no new lot coverage, floor
area, or impervious surfaces would be created as a result of the project.
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The project would require a Minor Exception pursuant to Ross Municipal Code (RMC) Section
18.45.020 to provide limited relief from the strict application of the development standards
specified in this title to allow fences up to seven feet tall.

Background
The project site is located at the end of the Ames Avenue Cul-de-sac and abuts the properties
known as 7 and 9 Southwood Avenue. The project site is relatively flat with an average slope of
approximately 3 percent. A single family residence with a detached accessory structure was
constructed at the project site in circa 1920. An existing fence is located along the rear property
line between the project site and 7 and 9 Southwood Avenue.

Discussion
ln 2OL3, the Town Council approved Ordinance 641 establishing Minor Exception regulations.
The purpose of the regulations was to provide an administrative process for the Planning
Managerto grant limited relief from the strict application of the development standards specified
in this title to allow fences up to seven feet tall, small accessory structures, and mechanical
equipment, where the improvements will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or
injurious to property or improvements in the neighborhood. Specifically, the regulations were
written to allow the Planning Manger the authority to grant the above exceptions provided the
adjacent property owners would consent to the project. The regulations were also written to
provide the Town Council the ability to intervene in the decision making process, subject to
specific findings (Section 18.45.050 of the Ross Municipal Code)when adjacent property owners
would not agree to consent to the project.

Prior to issuance of the Minor Exception application, the applicant was not able to receive written
consent from the adjacent property owners at 7 and 9 Southwood Avenue and therefore
submitted a Minor Exception application seeking Town Council action on the project. As stated
in the applicant's letter describing the project, the applicant is seeking the construction of the
seven foot tall privacy fence to replace an overgrown hedge that was removed by the applicant
due to fire hazard concerns.

The adjacent property owners at 7 and 9 Southwood Avenue have stated concern regarding the
removal of the previous hedge and the new construction of the seven foot tall fence. Both
neighbors have indicated that they would like the applicant to plant landscape screening to
soften the aesthetics of the fence.

Upon review of the project of the project, which included site visits at the project site and 7 and
9 Southwood Avenue, staff suggests the requisite Minor Exception findings can be supported as

demonstrated in Exhibit A of the attached Resolution. Additionally, as the existing rear yard

fences between the project site and the propert¡es at 7 and 9 Southwood Avenue would remain,
the new fence would have a nominal aesthetic impact to the respective properties. Specifically,
the project fence would only be slightly taller than the existing fence at 9 Southwood Avenue and

would create a nominal aesthetic change. The fence at 7 Southwood Avenue consists of a vintage
metal fence. Staff suggest the project fence would enhance privacy screening for the applicant
and the contiguous property owner at 7 Southwood Avenue.
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Although staff is empathetic regarding the concerns of the applicants requesting landscaping to
soften the appearance of the project fence, based on the built conditions of the existing rear
property line fences associated with 7 and 9 Southwood Avenue relative to the project fence, it
would be impracticalto plant landscaping between the existing and proposed fences. Therefore,

staff is recommending the project be approved as proposed.

Public Comment
Public Notices were mailed to property owners within 300 feet of the project site. The Town has

received a public comment letter from Margaret Partlow, property owner at 7 Southwood

Avenue and a letter from Linda Bergeron, property owner at 9 Southwood Avenue (see

attachments).

Fiscal, resource and timeline impacts
lf approved, the project would be subject to one-time fees for a building permit, which are based

the reasonable expected cost of providing the associated services and facilities related to the
development.

Alternative actions
1.. Continue the project for modifications; or
2. Make findings to deny the application.

Environmental review (if applicable)
The project is determined to be categorically exempt from further environmental review
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guideline Section 15303, New

Construction and Conversion of Small Structures, because the project involves the new

construction of a seven foot tall fence. No exception set forth in Section L5301.2 of the CEQA

Guidelines applies to the project including, but not limited to, Subsection (a), which relates to
impacts on environmental resources; (b), which relates to cumulative impacts; Subsection (c),

which relates to unusual circumstances; or Subsection (f), which relates to historical resources.

Attachments
1. Resolution No. 1-97L

2. Project Description and lnformation
3. Project Photographs
4. Letter from Linda Bergeron, 9 Southwood Avenue

5. Letter from Margaret Partlow, 7 Southwood Avenue
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TOWN OF ROSS

RESOLUTION NO. L97T
A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN OF ROSS APPROVING A MINOR EXCEPTION TO

ALTOW FOR A SEVEN FOOT TALL FENCE

AT 10 AMES AVENUE, 073.181-08

WHEREAS, Nina Cohen has submitted an application for a Minor Exception for the construction
of a seven foot tall wood fence to be installed % inch from her rear property line where a

maximum of a six foot tall fence would be typically permitted in the R-L:B-20 Zoning District at
L0 Ames Avenue, APN 073-181-08 (the "project"); and

WHEREAS, the project was determined to be categorically exempt from further environmental
review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guideline Section 15303,

New Construction ond Conversion of Small Structures, because the project involves the new
construction of a seven foot tall fence. No exception set forth in Section 15301.2 of the CEQA

Guidelines applies to the project including, but not limited to, Subsection (a), which relates to
impacts on environmental resources; (b), which relates to cumulative impacts; Subsection (c),

which relates to unusual circumstances; or Subsection (f), which relates to historical resources;

and

WHEREAS, on October 13,2OL6, the Town Council held a duly noticed public hearing to consider
the proposed project; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council has carefully reviewed and considered the staff reports,
correspondence, and other information contained in the project file, and has received public

comment; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE lT RESOLVED the Town Council of the Town of Ross hereby incorporates
the recitals above; makes the findings set forth in Exhibit "A", and approves a Minor Exception to
allow the project, subject to the Conditions of Approval attached as Exhibit "8".

The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly adopted by the Ross Town Council at its regular
meeting held on the L3th day of October 2016, by the following vote:

AYES

NOES

ABSENT

L

ABSTAIN:



Elizabeth Robbins, Mayor Pro Tempore

ATTEST

Linda Lopez, Town Clerk
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EXHIBIT'A"
FIND¡NGS

10 AMES AVENUE

APN 073-181-08

A. Findings

l. Minor Exception (RMC 5 18.451 - Approval of a Minor Exception to allow the new
construction of a seven foot tall fence %inch from the rear property line is approved based
on the findings outlined in Ross Municipal Code Section 18.45.050 as described below:

(a) lf the site is in a Special Flood Hazard Area identified on the town Flood lnsurance Rate
Map, that the Town Floodplain Administrator has indicated that the project will comply
with the requirements for a development permit under Chapter 15.36, Flood Damage
Prevention Ordinance.

The project is not located within a Special Flood Hazard Area, therefore this finding does
not apply to the project.

(b) The building official has indicated the project complies with building code requirements
for separation, even if a building permit is not required.

The California Building Code allows for the construction of fences along property lines up
to seven feet tall in height before a building permit is required, therefore the project
would comply with this finding.

(c) lf the structure is proposed in a required yard setback, that each property owner
adjacent to the yard area where the structure or equipment will be located has
consented in writing to the installation of the structure.

The project would consist of the new construction of a seven foot tall fence to be located
%inch from the rear property line where a six foot tall would be allowed pursuant to the
R-1:820 zoning regulations. Although the owner of the property has received consent
from the adjacent property owners, the Town Council finds the construction of the fence
is appropriate to provide screening between the adjacent property owners, therefore the
project would comply with this finding.

(d) No more than two exceptions shall be allowed on any lot.

The project would consist of the only Minor Exception permitted at the project site,
therefore the project is consistent with this finding.

(e) lf the project involves mechanical equipment that generates noise, such as an air
conditioner or generator, that operation of the equipment will comply with any decibel
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(db) recommendations, regulations, guidelines and policies in the Town of Ross General
Plan and zoning code.

The project would not involve mechanical equipment, therefore this finding is not
applicable.

(f) No practical alternative exists to the proposed exception. For this section, the town may
consider factors such as site topography, existing landscaping, aesthetics and noise
impacts.

The Town Council finds that based on the site surroundings, a seven foot tall fence would
be appropriate for the site in order to provide screening between neighbors, therefore
the project is consistent with this finding.

(g) There will be no detrimental impact (aesthetically or otherwise) to the site, adjacent
properties or neighborhood.

The project would not be aesthetícally or environmentally detrimentalto the project site
or the surrounding neighbors as the project would only consist of the construction of a

seven foot tallfence to provide screening between adjacent properties.

4



EXHIBIT'8,
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

10 AMES AVENUE

APN 073-181-08

t. This approval authorizes a for a Minor Exception for the construction of a seven foot tall wood
fence to be installed %inch from her rear property line where a maximum of a six foot tall
fence would be typically permitted in the R-L:B:20 Zoning District at L0 Ames Avenue.

2. No changes from the approved plans, before or after project final, including changes to the
materials and material colors, shall be permitted without prior Town approval. Red-lined
plans showing any proposed changes shall be submitted to the Town for review and approval
prior to any change. The applicant is advised that changes made to the design during
construction may delay the completion of the project and will not extend the permitted
construction period.

3. The applicants and/or owners shal! defend, indemnify, and hold the Town harmless along
with the Town Council and Town boards, commissions, agents, officers, employees, and

consultants from any claim, action, or proceeding ("action") against the Town, its boards,
commissions, agents, officers, employees, and consultants attacking or seeking to set aside,
declare void, or annulthe approval(s) of the project or alleging any other liability or damages
based upon, caused by, or related to the approval of the project. The Town shall promptly
notify the applicants and/or owners of any action. The Town, in its sole discretion, may
tender the defense of the action to the applicants and/or owners or the Town may defend
the action with its attorneys with all attorney's fees and litigation costs incurred by the Town
in either case paid for by the applicant and/or owners.
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This proposed project is for building a 7 foot fence on the boundary of the properties 9 Southwood Ave, 7
Southwood Ave and 10 Ames Ave, or if necessary on the 10 Ames Ave side of the boundary. The proposed fence
would provide a necessary privacy screen for the three neighbors. Previously there was pittosporum as high as
14 ft. growing on the 10 Ames Ave side. We feel the minor modification of the height of this fence is necessary
given the proximity and height of the buildings and pool on the 7 Southwood and 9 Southwood Ave sides to the
10 Ames Ave boundary (more details below). These structures are not within the current legal rear boundary
setbacks (20 ft,) for the town of Ross. A property survey is currently being conducted to determine the precise
location of the boundary line. This proposed fence would run alongside two older fences detailed below.

The current wooden fence on the boundary of 9 Southwood Ave measures approximately 50' wide and has
irregular height, 5'tall on the left side and up to 6' 7" tall on the right side. Approximately three inches from the
fence on the Southwood side of the fence is concrete hardscape, and approximately 3 feet from the fence is a
pool. The Southwood land sits higher than the Ames property as a result of the neighbor building up the pool
area. At the current fence height, windows and lights from all structures are visible to the 10 Ames Ave side, as
well as people using the backyard area. The fence is approxímately 45 years old and has significant rot and is
tilting to one side by approximately 6 inches, and moves and flaps open with the wind. Two reputable Marin
fence construction companies, companies, Above The Rest Fences & Decks and Clough Construction have
evaluated the fence and have índicated that privacy fences of this type have a lifespan of 20-30 years maximum
and this particular fence is "not worth saving". This fence is currently a side by side style fence, which means
the boards are lined up side by side. Due to the customary shrinkage of wood over time, there are cracks
between the boards which make both properties visible from eíther side. The noise from the pool area is
extremely loud and clear (we can hear exact conversations). We were told that a well constructed fence that
covers all gaps and is as tall as possible might help to reduce the noise between properties. There are four
electrical boxes and electrical tubing attached to the fence and running the full length on the 10 Ames Ave side.
We have met with the current owner twice to see if we could jointly build a solid new 7' fence to replace her
current fence, but she has told us she wants to keep the fence for sentimental reasons.

The current wire and metalfence on the boundary of 7 Southwood Ave and 10 Ames Ave, is at least 35 years
old, but probably much older (do not have records dating back further). lt attaches to the wooden fence
mentíoned above and measures approximately 50'wide and up to 7'4" tall. There are two
Buildings close to the wire fence on the 7 Southwood Ave side; a greenhouse measuring approximately 12 ft. tall
and 11 %ft. wide is 8 ft. from the fence, and another building approximately t2 ft. tall and 14 ft. wide is 7 ft.
from the fence. (Please see attached pictures). Except for a piece of wood the 7 Southwood Ave owner has
placed in the center of the wire fence, there is no privacy between the propertíes. We have spoken with the
property owner and she has indicated that she would like to keep the metal fence.

The proposed fence would be a picture frame board on board style fence made primarily of Con Heart Redwood
(no stain) and it would run level to the existing grade. According to both companies that have bid this project
the board on board style is necessary to prevent cracks or gaps in the coverage of the fence, and is one of the
strongest construction types available. The fence would measure approximately 100 ft. in width andT' in height.
Quoting the detailed estimates provided, there would be eight 6 x 6 posts set into concrete, 2 x 6 top rails and 2
x 6 bottom rails/baseboards held vertically between the posts. There would be 1x I fence boards lapped 1"
onto each other screwed to the rails, 1 x 6 top and bottom trim attached to the opposite side of the rails and a 2
x 8 cap across the top of the fence. All materials are to be FSC Redwood Construction Heart Rough except the
bottom rails/baseboards are to be Brown Tone Pressure Treated Fir. 

RECEIVED
The proposed installation would occur in August. Attached is a photo of a current f.'€Bi',îÅlll.tP8P"ffii'l¡rancis
Drake Blvd with a similar style.

JUN - 2 2016

Town of Ross
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RECEIVED
Planning DePartmettl

JUN - 7 2010
./

\+

Town of Floss

May 24,2016

Planning Department

City of Ross

Ross California

Reference: 10 Ames Application for a Seven Foot Fence

I am the owner of 9 Southwood Street, Ross, Ca, and my rear property line abuts 10 Ames. I have been advised

by the owner of the referenced property that they have applied for a permit to build a 7 foot high fence where

the current fence is located which I believe is on my property. I will not give 10 Ames permission to remove my

fence, and I oppose this improvement. I am asking the Planning Department deny their request'

Sincerely,

tþ1.2ø-Éy,l¡*,rN)
Linda Bergeron

v



ATTACHMENT 5



DELIVED BY HAND

September 28,2016

Margaret Partlow
7 Southwood Avenue
Ross, CA94957

RECETVEÐ
Planning DePartmentMs. Heidi Scoble

Planning Manager
Town of Ross
P O Box 320
Ross, C494957

$EP 2 s 2û16

Town of Floss

Dear Heidi,

I learned last week that the neighbors at l-0 Ames [Cohen) will apply to the
Town Council for approval of a 7 -foot fence between our properties.

I object to a7 -foot fence: I have not seen a property plan for the fence, nor
have I been given access to a property survey that may be used in this
discussion. I have not been shown why a 7 -fool. fence is necessary.

However, what was necessary was the 50+ year-old screening hedge that was
on the property line, or on my property, between our properties (7
Southwood and L0 AmesJ. The hedge was taller than the roof of the cottage at
the back of my property, as shown in the attached photograph, effectively
providing screening as well for 10 Ames,

This hedge was the essential screening element between our properties. The
hedge had been in place for as long as my next-door neighbor, Bergeron, has
lived at 9 Southwood - over 46 years. The hedge also provided essential
screening and sound buffering for Bergeron's property.

Cohen removed this hedge May 18, with Z-days notice, over my very strong
objections. These objections were made in person to you on May 17 with
Cohen present.

T



The objections to the hedge removal were as follows

My neighbor (tserEeron at I Southwood) and I questioned whether
the hedge was actually on the Cohen property.
We remembered that the Town of Ross Conditions of Approval for
the prior owners of 10 Ames stipulated that the hedge between 10

Ames and 9 Southwood should remain a certain height {899-AIIA9þÊ4

a

a

a

Town af Ross documenf) Although we have now learned that the
Condition of Approval was not "in perpetuity," it did show that the
Town Council understood the importance of the hedge.
We objected to the hedge removal because Cohen had no plans for
replacing the privacy screening the hedge provided.

We objected to the hedge rernoval in early summer because it was
the wrong tirne for us to plant screening plants (too warm).
Finally, Cohen left for the summer soon after the hedge was
removed. Therefore, there seemed no practical reason that the
removal had to take place at that tirne, nather than at a time more
suitable for plantÍng replacement screening, i.e., cooler weather.

a

a

lf it would help, I lnvite anyone considering this issue to visit 7 Southwood

I have included four photos showing the "before" and "after" hedge removal
view of 10 Ames from my property.

Sincerely,

f,d-\
Margaret

Margaret Partlow
PO Box 125
7 Southwood Avenue
Ross 94957

Attachments:
Town of Ross document dated October 8,2010
Before and after hedge removal photos (4J
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To:
From:
Re:

Date

Agenda Item No.l3a.

Mayor and Ross Town Council
Elíse Semonían, Senior Planner
Matsik,l0 Ames Avenue, Demolition Permit, Variance and Design Revíew, File
No 1794

October 8,2010

I. Project Summary
Owner: Brad,ley and Kristen Matsik
Location: l0 Ames Avenue
A.P. Number: 73-l8l-08
Zoning: R-l:B-20 (Single Family Residential,20,000 sq. ft. min.lot size)
General Plan: Low Density (t-3 Units/Acre)
Flood Zone: ZoneX (outside l-percent annual chance floodplain)

II. Project description
Variance and design revÍew for a significant remodel of the existing garage/shed structure at the
noftheast corner of the site. The structure would have a new roof with a maximum rÍdge height
of.I4.3 feet. The existing garage/shed structure is located within the required rear yard setback
(5 feet existing, l0 feet required) and side yard setback (l foot existing, 10 feet required).

Lot area
Effective lot area
(less roadway easement)
Existing Floor Area Ratio
Proposed Floor Area Ratio
Existing Lot Coverage
Proposed Lot Coverage

19,800 square feet

17,980 square feet
22.4olo
l9.2olo (15%permitted)
27.4o,h

25.goh (l5o/o permitted)

The existing residence, carþlrt and garage are noncont'orming in setbacLts.

ilI. Discussion
This project was considered by the Town Council at the September 2010 meeting. The
modífications proposed to the residence were approved. The improvements to the garage were
continued for proper noticing, as the changes proposed were more extensive than what was
described in the last public notice. Story poles have been installed to reflect the modifications
proposed to the garage, which will increase the height of the roof.

The applicants are ploposing to rebuild the roof over the garage,which will result in a taller roof
over the stÍucture, which is located wíthín the require dyardsetbacks. Staff believes the
proposed g rage plans will Ímprove the appearance of the structure and will make the garage
more attractive for vehícle parking.
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ry. Recommendation, Findings, & Conditions
Staff recommends approval of the project based on the following findings and conditions:

Findings:
1. This project is categorically exempt from the requirement for the preparation of

envíronmental documents under the California Environmental QualÍty Act (CEQA)
under CEQA Guidelíne Sections 15303(e), nev/ garage, and 15301, existÍng facÍlÍtÍes.

2. There are special circumstances or conditions applicable to the land, building or use
referred to in the application. The exísting resÍdence was sited in the center of the lot,
limiting the developable area at the site. The proposed garage design maÍntains the
historic garage location.

3. Granting of the applícation is necessary for the presewation and enjoyment of
substantial property rights to allow the structure to be upgraded to modern building
cocle requirements.

4. Grantíng of the application will not materially affect adversely the health or safety of
persons residing or working in the neÍghborhoocl of the properry of the applicant and
wÍllnot be materially detrimental to the public welfare or ínjurious to property or
improvements in the neighborhood. The project maintains existÍng setbacks. The roof
rÍdge of the garage is at a minimal height to accomplish the intended purpose.

5. The project is consistent with the purpose of the Design Review Chapter as outlined in
RMC Sectíon 18.41.010 and the design criteria of Section 18.41.100. The project preserves
the mass and character of the structures. The ploject will improve the covered off street
parking for residents.

Conditions of Approval for l0 Ames
These conditions shall be reproduced on the plans submitted for a buílcling permit:
1. The project shall substantially comply with the plans approved by the Town Council,

dated Septernber 3, 2010, except as otherwise provided below.
2. - The ga-rage shall comply with buíldiqg code requirements for fíre safçty

¡ 3. I Unless otherwise agreed to by the neighbors, the applicants shall main[ain the hedge at j
' I the rear properry line between 10 Ames and 9 Southwood at a height of approximately I

¡ p-t8 feçt tall, sufficient to províde screening between the two sites.
4. The applicant shall submÍt a construction management plan for the revÍew and approval

of the building and public works department prior to issuance of the building permit.
The construction management plan shaìì specifically detail parking areas for
construction vehicles, with the goal of maintaíning neighbor access and protection of
neighbor landscaping. The planning department shall provide the Ames Avenue
neighbors with at least two weeks to review and comment on the plan before ít is
approved.

5. The intent of the demolition permít is to allow demolítion of most interior walls of the
structure, demolitíon of the roof and demolition of exterior walls as necessary for the
inskllation of new wíndows and doors and to modify the rooflÍne as proposed.

6. No cgeNcES FRoM THE AppRovED prANS sHALL BE pERMITTED wrrHoul pntoR Tow¡r
Pr¿NNrnePPRovAL. Red-lined plans showing any proposed changes shall be submitted
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to the Tor,vn Planner for review and approval prior to the issuance of any building
permits or prior to any modification.

7. The new fireplaces shall be gas or EPA certified woodstoves tha[ are Phase II certífied or
equivalent.

8. A Revocable Encroachment Permit is lequired from the PublÍc Works Depaftment for all
work within the right'o Lw ay.

L The landscaping shown on the approved plans shall be installed pdor to project final.
10. This project shall comply with the following requírements of the Department of Public

Safety: 1.) A street numbel must be posted fminimum four ínches on contrasting
background];Z) A 24 hour monitored alarm system is required; 3.) Sprinklers are

required; anð.4.) Remove and clear all dead or dyÍng flammable materials per RMC
Chapter 12.12.

ll. Anyportable toilets shall be placed offof the street andout ofpublicview. Project
development shall comply with the lequirements of the Ross Valley Sanitary Dístríct.

12. This project is subject to the conditions of the Town of Ross Constructíon Completion
Oldinance. If construction is not completed by the constructíon completion date
provided for in that ordinance, the ownel will be subject to automatic penalties with no
further notice. As provided in Municipal Code Sectíon 15.50.040 construction shall be

complete upon the final performance of all construction work, inclucling: exterior repairs
and remodeling; total compliance with all conditions of application approval, includíng
requíred landscaping; and the clearíng and cleaning of all construction-related matelials
and debris from the site. Final inspection and r,vritten approval of the applícable work by
Town Building, Planning and Fire Department staff shall mark the date of construction
completion.

13. Fenuns ro sECURE REeUTRED BUTLDTNG pERMrrs AND/oR BEGrN coNSTRUCTIoN By

S¡pTgH,ts¡R 3, 2OII, wILL CAUSE THE APPRoVAL To IAPSE wITHoUT FURTHER NoTICE.
11. The project owners and contractors shall be responsible for maintaining all roadways

and right-oÞways free of their construction-related debris. All construction debris,
including dirt and mud, shall be cleaned and cleared immedíately.

15. The Town Councíl reserves the right to require additional landscape screening for up to
three (3) years from project final.

16. Any person engaging in business within the Town of Ross must first obtain a business
license from the Town ancl pay the business license fee. Príor to the issuance of a building
permit, the owner or general contractor shall submit a complete list of contractors,
subcontractors, architects, engíneers and any other people providing project servÍces
within the Town, including names, addresses and phone numbers. All such people shall
fíle for a business license. A final list shall be submitted to the Town príor to project
final.

17. The applÍcants and/or owners shall defend, indemniiy,andhold the Town harmless
along with íts boards, commissions, agents, officers, employees, and consultants from
any claim, action, or proceeding against the Town, its boards, commissions, agenl,s,

offícers, employees, and consultants attacking or seeking to set aside, declare void, or
annul the approval(s) of the project or because of any claimed liabilíty based upon or
caused by the approval of the project. The Town shall promptly notify the applicants
andlor owners of any such claím, action, or proceeding, tenderÍng the defense to the
applicants andlor owners. The Town shall assÍst in the defense;however, nothing
contained in this condition shall plohibit the Town from partícipating in the defense of
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any such claim, action, or proceeding so long as the Town agrees to bear íts own
attorney's fees and costs and paltícipates in the defense.in good faith.
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October 6,20L6

Planning Department

City of Ross

Ross, CA 94957

Reference: 10 Ames Ave. - Application for a Seven Foot Fence

I am the Owner of 9 Southwood Street in Ross, and my rear property line abuts 10 Ames Ave. I

have been advised the Owners of L0 Ames Ave. have applied for a permit to build a seven foot
high fence at the rear of my property.

I oppose the installation of the fence as it not only creates an unsightly visual barrier at the back

of the property above my pool, but provides no sound dampening or privacy screening.

Further, on October 8,20L0 regarding File No. !794, approval was granted to 10 Ames Ave.
permitting the Owners to build into the side and rear setbacks. A specific condition of this
approval (item #3) was that there is the obligation to "maintain a hedge at the rear property
line between L0 Ames Ave and 9 Southwood Ave. between 15 to 18 feet tall, sufficient to
provide screening between the two sites." The hedge was installed and maintained until the
current Owner of L0 Ames Ave. removed the hedge over my objections on May L7 - Lgth, ZOL6,

and in spite of the fact that a substantial portion of the hedge was on my property.

I request the City require the Owner of 10 Ames Ave. restore the hedge and not be granted a

permit to install a seven foot high wall adjacent to my property.

Sincerely,

Linda Bergeron

9 Southwood Street

Ross, CA 94957
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