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Workshop:  Implementing Harbor Charges 
Public Comments Received 

Wednesday, August 21, 2013 
OASIS, Event Center 

6-8:00 pm 
 

Mooring Comments – Wednesday, August 21, 2013 
 

1. Moorings and piers are treated differently.  Why is this, when both are personal 
property? 

2. The public piers should be accessible for dinghies and not taken up by unattended 
vessels using the piers for restaurants or loading and unloading. 

3. Can parking at street ends be relaxed to allow mooring users better access their boats? 
4. Piers can be rented by residential pier permittee but moorings cannot be rented by 

mooring permittee.  Why? 
5. Why are mooring fees higher than pier fees? 
6. Mooring permittees should be informed of the code changes upon transfer. 
7. Private transfers should be reconsidered. 
8. Is there still an interest list for moorings that revert to the City? 
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Residential Pier Comments – Wednesday, August 21, 2013 
 

1. Is there an option for a residential lease instead of a residential pier permit? 
2. Does this recent revision in the residential pier permit affect the assessment of my 

property? 
3. How do these fees affect my property tax?  Some parcels are paying property tax on 

these areas already. 
4. What is the maximum fee we can expect? 
5. Are residential piers always guaranteed a permit? 
6. Grand Canal docks are charged the same rate but the Grand Canal is unusable when 

the tide is low. 
7. West Newport/Newport Island should be evaluated separately because of location 

specific issues as previously discussed.  Docks and backyards flood. (See attached 
pictures.) 

8. What would happen if a residential pier was confiscated? 
9. Why the 10’ buffer? 
10. The charges are discriminatory based on the configuration or shape of the dock. 
11. Was income lost when some residential piers were characterized as non-City tidelands 

and therefore are no longer paying a residential pier fee?  Are the other permittees 
expected to make up the loss? 

12. City Council should take into consideration the fairness of the charges and all other 
contributions the permittees are making such as property taxes.   

13. Why do we have a new permit?  It is complicated, and the old one worked fine. 
14. Does the buffer go to the lot line or 10’?  There should be a minimum buffer zone. 
15. Some problems with the 10’ buffer include other users (fishermen) using that area, and 

the area may be unusable due to site specific issues.   
16. Permittees should not pay for the buffer area.  Only the usable areas should be 

chargeable. 
17. Since the permittee doesn’t have exclusive use of the waterway, just the physical 

improvements, what rights are there to the water area? 
18. How does this permit affect equity?  Property owners were paying their fair share all 

along. 
19. Property values were assessed including docks. 
20. Has the residential pier permit changed?  Can I have a permit each year? 
21. How is Newport Shores charged for piers? 
22. The homeowner, not the City, maintains the beaches and seawalls in front of their 

parcel, but the public has access to this area.  Why should I be paying for this? 
23. Why has permit changed to include eminent domain/taking of property for non-payment 

rather than a lien like the previous permit? 
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Commercial Pier Comments – Wednesday, August 21, 2013 
 

None. 
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General Comments – Wednesday, August 21, 2013 
 

1. Will Council take public comments into consideration? 
2. There are public areas all around with improvements like seawalls.  There is a 

community divide between those with waterfront interests and the rest of the City. 
3. This issue should be reviewed by a new City Council one not comprised of those who 

made the previous decision. 
4. Those who aren’t paying for City tidelands (County and private waterways) should be 

paying for access to the harbor.  Does the City have the right to charge others for access 
to the Tidelands and Newport Harbor?   

5. How are other water bodies categorized?  Are they paying too?  What are they paying? 
6. Is there a revenue expectation? 
7. What gives the City the ability to charge for tidelands?  Why are people paying for it?  Do 

other areas (County Tidelands) have different criteria? 
8. Other harbors or tidelands should have a similar valuation. 
9. The City should give all the City Tidelands to the County so the City doesn’t have to 

charge for them. 
10. Is there a way to bill for fees on a one-time annual fee versus a bimonthly line item on 

the Municipal Services Statement? 
11. This process went way too fast. 
12. Can this be placed early on the Council’s agenda? 
13. If this is a land lease, why is the City charging based on the area being used instead of 

the area available to be used (linear footage out to the Pierhead Line)? 







Chris Miller 

City of Newport Beach 

Harbor Resources Manager 

 

Dear Mr. Miller, 

As I indicated to you over the telephone yesterday , I am a Newport Beach resident for over 25 
years.  I like everything about my city. Well.. almost everything. I believe city council and all  
managements doing  great job. Of course there are certain things that I wish would have been 
done differently. As a very long time business owner ( 63 years) I some time wish to go the city 
council and express my opinion on  certain agenda items. One of them was the discussion and 
debates on the use of prior location of the city hall.   

The second issue was the  city's charge on the on shore moorings. My personal opinion on that.  
$ 57.96. bi‐ monthly charge  is little bit too high. If we compare with other charges, this one 
looks out of proportion.  

I respectfully demand that city take my opinion under consideration and lower these charges to 
a reasonable level, which should be minimum 35% less than current rate. 

 

With Best Regards. 

 

Antranik O. Zorayan 

 














