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CERTIFICATION OF FINAL EIR ANO 
APPRowu. OF A. 49-YEAR GENERAL L!:AsE - PROTECTIVE STRUt:Turu: USE 

FciR Up Tei Eit:HT PMC.EI.s OF TIDE AND . Sll!UIERcro !.Ano 
AT LAs TL'NAs B~CH •. MAtlsu, LOS ANGELES COIJNTy 

Grimmett 
Collins 

llagE?-J:~ 

The f olloving people testif iedr l:>ef ore the State Lands Commission 
regarding the certification of t.~·Fi~al EIR·and approval, of a 49~ ye~r Gener~! L_ease: 

Fay E. Singer, 
Homeowner 

Kurt :'f. Simon 
Hom~c\wn~ 

Arnold 'X. Grab;ui 
Atto;ney, ~skin and Graham. 
Hats Stock: 
Hol1leowner 

Pepi Kelman 
Homeowner 

Jeff Hudson, JU:tor.ney, 
Gibac:m, bunn and Crutcher 

Lynn Cicotte 
At:torney 

Cx-aig s. ~Wmnit 
Attorney 

Joh:n ~"rutcbf iela 
Attorney 

Carolyn Van Horn 
Re;:;:faen~ 



'c~ary Steff e~ 
Resident 

w. F. Keller 
Res.i;dent -

Jackie Carr 
Ho~eowner 

.Steve Spina 
.Resident 

James .trsf eld 
Homeowner 
Kelly Wimberly 
Ho_maowner 

.>ifl:i(.t" considei;able discussion, Caleildar Item l4 was approved', 

The CO.inmission votad ~-o to approve the item as presented, 
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CERTIFICATJ.ON OF FINAL £IR AND 

10129190 
t..i 20!>2·/ 
W 24429 PRC 7412 
W 503. l;?~S 
Griwmett 
Collins 
Hager 

A~PROUAl OF A 49-YEAR GENERAL LEASE - ~ROTECTIUE 
STRUCTURE USE FOR UP TO EIGHT PARCELS OF TlOE 

ANO SUBMERGED LAND AT LAS TUNAS BEACH, 
~ALIBU. LOS ANGELES COUNT': 

APPLICANT: Tt)~ Owner Parties to the Las Tunas Beach 
S~ttl~m~nt Aq~eement No. 2 thraugh their agent 
Craig S. Dummit 

BACKGROU~J-: 

c/o,Dummit. Faber & Brown 
11755 Wilshire Bo~l-evard. 15th floor 
(os Pngeles. California 900~5 

ln 1929. prior to the advent of' the State Lands Comm:iss:i.on in 
1938. and its requirements for leases for the use of State tide 
and submerged lands. a seri~s of eight steel and concrete 
gr·oins were constructed along Las Tunas Beach in Malibu. 
litigal:i,on over the p'lacemenl of and responsibility for thes·~ 
groins was resolved in 1931 by l~gislation that provided a 
permilting ~ro:ess for these a~d similar groins. Pursuant to 
this permi tL-lng proce.s ·'. permits for the Las Tunas groins were 
issued ·by. the State to Title Insurance and Trust <;;o,mpany. the 
.owner of tracts along the beach. Although ihe p~rmit~ required 
the groins be mainLained ~~~ repaired. the groins ~~re a11owed 
to deteriorate. The groins have deI:erio.:rated to such an extent 
that all that remains are. piecios of the s·f:eel structure in the 
form of: short. jagged protrus--ions from t:he ·sand. These 
rem~ants constitute :a uery serious hazard to users -0f ~he beach. 

(ADDED pgs. 142-142.51) -1-
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f.a_LEND~R ITEM NO. 3 4 (CONT'D) 

In 1962. the Attorney General. acting· on behalf of the peopl~ 
and t~? State Lands Commi.s sion •. brought suit in Los Angeles 
County Superior Court (Court') ag#ins t Ti t1.e Insurance and Tr.l:s·t 
Com?~ny (now Ticor) seekin~ rem~~al of the groins. Ticor 
claimed that ·the beachfront pro~erty owners were responsible 
fo~· ·t.f'!e groins. The ·properly owners denied res pons ibi li ii and 
cl'aimea· t:~at Ticor and the· State would be responsible for 
damage to their properly if the groins w6re removed a~d ~ot 
'replaced. Numerous suits and counter suits conce.rning the 
J.:ssues hace been consolidated in~~ the si n9l e origi .1al action. 

Realizing the objectice of the litigation was t~ ha~e the 
hazardous. remnants of the groins re!nQved and that haggling .over 
responsibility was not going to acco~plish this objective, the 
Court directed a settlement of this massi~~ litigatiori. The 
first settlem('ti.~ agreemen~ was entered into by the State, 
Ticor, and some of the affected properly owners. The settlement 
failed because many of its numerous conditions were not met 
durin.9. !:-he prescribed escrow period. However, the -Court 
continued to direct the negotiation~ of the parties. Th~se 
negotiations led to the present Las 1uras Beach Settlement 
Agreement No. 2 (Agreement). One of the Agreement's 
contingencies forms the basis of the Commission's consideration 
of this item. 

The Agreem.ent, which was approved by the Commission, became 
eff ectivc· August 2, ! 989. The Agreement is by and among. the 
State, l~cor, and about 75 percent of the Las Tunas Beach 
homeowners (referred to in the ~greement as the Owner Parties). 
The remaining 25 percent of the beachfronl homeowners, for 
uarious reasons of their own, did not sign the Agreement. 
Unanimity is not requir;ad, however. for the ·AS!'~ement tc be 
effective and for escrow ~o close. 

If escrow is to close and ~ha terms of the Agreement to b~ 
implemented, the Commission is required. by the Agreement, to 
consider a lease to the -Owner Parties f.or the construc.tion of 
as many as ei9ht new groins simil·ar to those described in the 
report prepa;-·ed for the Owner Parties by Morfatt &- Nichol 
Engineers entitled 11 0n the feasibility vf Replacing the Las 
Tunas Beach Groins", dated February 28, l96S· (Report). This 
contingency. the consid~ration and iss~iance of ·t;he lease, must 
be met within one year from the ef"fective date of the Agreement 
unless extended by -the Court for an additional 90 nays :upor. a 
showing of good cause. In August. the Courl granted the 
parties' r~quest For an extension. The last day of this 
extension is October 31. 1990. 
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tr,LENDAR ITEM No. 3 4_ (CONT' o.~ 

THE PROPOSED PROJECT: 

Thl'"-;-Owner Parties, ,pursuant to th~ terms of the Agreement. have 
appl·ied· to t!le Com1~1iss:l.on For a 49-year general lease of eight: 
separate parcels of tide und submerged lands at Las Tunas Beath 
in Malibu fo~ the purpose of constructing eight rock groins. 
This application was made pu~suant to the terms of ~he 
Agreement. Un~der the Agreement. the Cornmi s sion is not;: bound to 
is sue a j ease for thi's. part:i cular prcj ec t. or for any project. 
However, in order for the contingea~~Y for close of escrow to be 
satistied. and the remaining provis:i(,~s of the Agreeme~t tv 
take effect. the· Commission must appro;.Je "a lease of tidelands 
ar<i·i! s to the Ouinei" Parlfo s ... for purposes of cons lru c ting as 
many as eight new ~roins ~imil~r to those described in the 
Moffatt & Nichol Report". Each oF the proposed groins would be 
~~proxim~tely 200 f~et long, in the shape of a truncatad 
pyramid 25 to 30 Feet wjde at the base and 6 tp 12 feet wide at 
the top and from +12 to +7 feet above Mean t"owe·r Low L-Jater. 
The new g!'-.oins. as proposed, would be constructed on or. near the Si ces cJf 'the oid' 9roins. . 

The eight grdins that campris• the proposed project would be 
built ~f -.•ode to- insure their "permanence and to avoid the 
reF~titian of the hazards cu~rently presented by the old 
concrete •nd $teel 9~6ins. Th~ areas between each of the 
·groins W~1J1d be fil11ed l.!.!i·t.h S·:\nd from an inland s:i te in order 
to reduce., to the maximum ~xtent feasible. dcwncoast erosion. 
The installacion o~ t~e groins wi11 p~ouide protection lo the 
ho~e~ along the beach and result in a larger ~each ~rea for 
lateral publ:ic access to the 'beach from e·xist'ing State park 
properties at either end of the affected area. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: 

The Commission•s consideration of a lease for the proposed 
groin construction is a project that must be preceded by 
compliance with t.he ;::>r.o.ui sions o'f the Cali f'ornia Environmental 
Qualits,r Act (CEQA). -As lead Agency. the.Comm:ission. acting 
through its staff, determined that an Envi~onmental Impact 
Report (EIR) wa~ required For the project. A draft EIR 
(SGH 90010296/ was prepared by the ~,nsultjng fir.m of Dames & 
Moore ,and c.:>pies were circulated for .. review and cc.mment to 
Responsib:J e a.,d Tr-us tee Agenci £>_~. and the public. As part. of 
t~is public review process. the Commission's staff held a 
public hearing on August 13, 1990, 1n- Santa Monica, for the 
sole purpose of receiving comments on the draft EIR. This 
meeting was attended by parties to the Agreement and many of 
th• r•on-settling homeowners. A Finaliz.:ii'ig, addendum, respondiny 
fo all comments received on the draft f1R; was prepared and 

-3-
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~AlENDAR: ITEM NO. $ .4 . (CONT'D) 

constitutes. in conjunction with the draft. the 'final EIR ft) ... 
the Las 11

unas Beach groin repl_~cemerit proj ec-l. The fj naJ EI'R 
was mail~d to over 100 reci~ ~its on October 10. 1990. 

The environmental review proc3ss has revealed seue~3l' 
pot.cntially adverse ~nvirorimenta'~ iriipac.ts of ·tne project. as 
proposed by tf'le Owrwr Parties •. ~hat· cannot -be reduced to a 
leuel of insignificance by t~e application• of feasib1~ 
mitigation measures. Afriong, such impact~ are loss oF exis.ti ng 
surF grass and cobble ocean bottom a·:; ;a consequence of the 
~xpansion of the b~ach area. nois~ ~uring the expected twenty 
(20) weeks of cons~ruct~on. ahd tBi uis~al ime~~t of t~' 
corJ.!pleted gro:i.ns thems·e1 ves. There ~=--!:>.;. -~vu.lever. r.ubs tantial 
public and private b~nefits from the project as proposed that. 
staff believes. outweigh the unavoidable adverse envjronment~l 
effects. These bencfi ts. discussed in, the att~ched Statement 
of Overriding Considerations (E~hibit "O"). include the re~dual 
ot the hazards presented by the old groins. an ehlarg~d bea~h 
which 'WjlJ. provide greater public e1ccess. and the pnptectfon of 
the prope~ty of the beachfront ho~eowners. The environmental 
review process has also r~vealed a number of adverse 
environmental effects tha~ can feasibly be mitigated to 
insignificance. and th~se ,'hi t:igation measures. set Forth :in the 
attached Findings. will b·~ requi1\ed .as condi·tions of any lease 
issued to the Oiliner Par.eies. 

AB 884: NIA. 

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION·: 

This project inu~lves lands L:fent:i fi ed as 
po~sessing significant environmental ':alues 
pursuant to P.R.c. 6370, et seq. Based upurl 
the staff's consultation wit~ the persons 
nomiriating such lands and through the CEQA 
r~vieW=Frocess. it is the staff's opinio~ that 
the project. as proposed. is consistent with 
its us~ classification. 

FURTHER ~~PROVALS REQUIRED: 
The.Owner Parties will need additional perm:ils 
from the Coastal Commission and the United 
States Army Corps -.of Engineers. The Ownt-.~r 
Parties will a1so peti ti.on the County of Los 
Angeles for the formation ·of a geologic hazr,.trd 
abatement district puriuant to Section 26SQ~·et 
seq. of the P.R.C. This special district i~ 
required to provide a ~eans for the cohtinuing 
repair and maintenance of ~he groins ~Y the 
Owner Parties. 
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£~LENDAR ITEf.1 NO. g· 4 (CONT'D) 

EXHIBITS: A. Land D~scription. 
8. Locat~jn Map. 
c. GEQA Findings. 
0. Statement.of Ouerridi~~~~nsiderations. 
E. Mi tiga ti on Monitoring and R~eorL:i·ng Plan 

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION: 

l. CERTIFY THAT AN EIR. STATE: 'CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 90010296, wns 
PREPARED FOR THE LAS TUNAS GROH~ f\8STORATION PROJECT 
PUkSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS> OF THE CfQA ·AtlJD THAT Ttl[ 
COMMISSION HAS.· P.EVIEWED ANO CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION 
CONTAINED THE~EIN. 

2. ADOPT THE FINOI~GS AND STAT~MENT ot OVERRIDING: 
CONSIDERATIONS REQUIRED BY CEQA ·AND, TH[ CEQA GUIDELINES 
WHIC~ FINDINGS ANO STATEMENl" ARE ATT~CHED AS' EXHIBITS 11 C 11 AND "P". RESPECTIVELY. 

3. fl.ND THAT THE PROPOSED· 'PROJECT ,WILL HAVE A SICNIFICAr1'T 
FfFECT ON THE ENVIRciNMEN~. TH~T SUCH SIGNIFICANT EffEC~~~N 
THE ENVIRONMENT ARE REDUCED TO THE MAX.rMUM' EXTENT FEASIBLE 
AND THAT THE BENEFITS OF iHE ~R6JECT OUTWEIGH ITS ·~2SIDUAL 
SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS. . 

4. AOOPT. PURSUANT to SECTION 21081.6 or THE P.R.£ .. JHE 
~·ibNITORING :>ROCRAr-! CONTAINED IN EXHIBIT 11 E". FQR.~ffr~ 
PROJECT TO INSURE COMPL!ANCE WITH THE REQUIREDiMlTIG~~~ON 
MEASURES. 

5. FIND THAT THIS PROJECT rs CONSISTENT WITH THE ~usr 
CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LANO PURSUANT TO 
~.R.C. 6370. ET SE~. 

6. AUTHORIZE THE ISSUANCE TO· THE OWNER' PART'IES TO THE 
LAS TUNAS BEACH SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT NO. 2 ·nlROUGtl TtlEIR 
AGENT CRAIG S. DUMMIT. C/O DUMMIT. FABER & BROWN, Of ·A 
49-YEAR GENERAL LEASE - PROTttTI~E STRUCTUR~. TO BE 
£FFECTIIJE OCTOBER 31. 1990. 'roR !EIGHT PA~CELS OF TIDE ANO 
SUBM~RGEO LANDS AT LAS TUNAS BEACH IN MALIBU FOR TH£ 
PURPOSE or' CONSTRUCTING AS MANY' AS EIGHT ROCK GROINS 
SIMILAR TO THOSE .[i"£SCRIBED IN THE MOfFATl & NICHOL ~[POR'~ .. 
ANO DESCRIBED AS THE PROPOSED PROJECT IN THE EIR FOR TlfE 
LAS TUNAS BEAC~ GROIN RESTORATION PROJE~T. TH[ 
CONSIDERATION FOR THE LEASE SHALL BE $10 PER ~;SR.R. THE 
LEASE SHA~L INCORPORATE THE FEASIBLE ·MITIGATION ·~~ASURES AS 
SET FORTH IN THE .MONITORING PL~~ ATTACHED AS EXHIBIT 11 £11 • 

-s-



CALENDAR ITEM M{l. $ 4 (CONT ID) 

7. THE OWNE.R PARTIES 'SHAU. OBTAIN A'LL OTHER NECESS;.'lRY 
GOVERf.JMENTAt APPROVALS, INCLUDING THOSE o'F THE COASTAL 
CCMMISSION AND TUE UNITED STATES ·ARMY CORPS OF ENG~NEERS·. 



• EXHIBIT .. /\•• 

LAND DESOuPrJoN W24429 

Eight parcels of tide. and. submerged land in Santa Monica Bay, Lo~ An~les <;oun1y, Calj.f orni~ 
adjacent io Lots 3 llirough 89 as shown CJ! map filed Man:h 25. 1929, in Boo" 26,.pagos 43.and 
44, Of Recon! of Surveys in the Couniy Rccon!crs Office of said C:iunty and adjacent ro another 
pan:cJ of land bounded on tlie east l>y a line pa13)Jel with and 50 feet easterly of the wcs1crly•]j,,., of 
Ranchci Boca De Santa Monica. on the nonh by W«st Topanga Beach Rood. on the west by Ilic "2SI' 
line Lot 89 .of said RC<:Ord nf Stiivcy and on thC s~u1h by said B>y, all groins are described 35 
shown on 1he the l':elimin:uy Map of"Las Tunas Beach Geological Hazard Abatcmcni Distric1, 
Groins ond Bcachfill", Daii:d I0/2190.Job No 2800, by Moffatt.alid·Nichol. Engineers on file in 
file W 24429 in the California S1ate Lands Commission office in Sacramemo, Califumi•, said parcels are more paniCuI?.rly described as folJows: · 

PARCEL J - Gmin #J 

A strip of iide 2nd submeTged land 68 f ec1 wide located watcrward of Lots 9. l 0, I l & ! 2 as 
shown on S:.id Record of Survey.M"p and lying 34 feet on each side of.the following described centerline: · 

COMMENCING ai the nonhe~st co~ner of said Lot 11; thence southerly along t1te east 
Jiric of said lot l l, 15 feet more or less; thence S 3° JO' E. JO fcer to the POINT OF 
BEGlNl\'ING; th~nce comin~ing S 3° 10' E. 215 feet lo the end of lhc herein described centerline. 

EARCEL 2 ~,Groin#~ 

A strip of tide and submcrged laOO 86 feel' Wide locateQ wa1erwaiif of Lots 25, .26, 27 & 28 
as shown on fast said n1ap and lying 43 f ect on each side of th,e folloWiiig described centerline: 

COMMENCING at a point on the nonherly line of Lot 26, I foot westerly of the 
nonheasr corner of said Lo: 26: thence S 8» 20· w. 28 feet more or Jess to the POil\'T 
OF IiEG!NNING; thi:ncc continuing S 8° 20' W, 260 to lhe end of the herein described cen1crlinc. 

PARCEL 3 - Gmio.J!l 

· · A strip of.tide and submerged fand 76 feet "ide located waterward of Lots 39, 40 & 41 as 
shown on last said map and lying 38 f«:t on each side of the· following described centerline: 

COMMENONG at a point on the nonherly line of said Lot 40, I foot westerly of the 
northeast corner of said Lot 40: thence S 00° su· E. 67 feet more or.-Jcss to the POINT 
OF BEGINNING; thence continuing S 00° 50' E, 227 feet to the end of the herein described centerline. 

fARCEL 4 - Groin #4 

· A. strip of tide 8nd submerged lamf. 94, f cet wide located waterwanfof Lots 46, 47, 48 & 49 as 
shown on last said map and lying 47 f cct on ea.ch side of the follo-.ing described centerline: 

COMMENCING a: ' DDint on die east line' of Lot 47, south 44 f oet from the nonhcasi 
comer of said Lot 47; ~1ence S 10° w. lS f ~t more or Jess to the POINT OF 
BEGINNING; ihcnci, contintiing S I 0° W, 240 feet to the end of the hereirl described cemerline. · · -

PARCEJ..::; - Groin#~ 

A strip of tide and submerged land 82·fcet wide located wat<rward of Lots 62, 63, & 64 as 
shown on last said map and lying 41 feet on Cach side of the. following described ""illcrlinc: 

COMMENONG at thC nonhcast comer of said Lot 63; thence S 17° 30' W, JO feet 
more or less to the POINT OF BEG!N~ING; Jtcnce conrinuiiig S 17° 30" W, 290 feet ro the end of the herein described centerline. 



fA.RCEL 6 - Groin #6 
A strip of tide and submergc(fl:md ~O fcer wide located ~arcrward of Lois 74, 75, 76 & 77 
as shown on last said map and lying 40 feet on each side of the following described ccnrerJine: 

BEGINNING at a point on the cast line of said Lot 75, southerly 78 feet from the 
nonheast,t:Omer of said~~ thence rontinuittg southerly along said line and its 
prolongation. 300~f CCl ~O the end ofthe hcn::in described Ccnlerfa~. 

PARCEL 7 - Groin ffl. 

A strip of tide and submerged land 74 feet wide located near the east line of Lot89 as, shown 
On last saic! map and lying 36 fee~>\\"CStcrly and 38 feet easterly of the following described line: 

BEGINNING AT A POU\'T on.~'le castcdy line of said Lot 69,-southerly 88 feet from
1
thc 

nort.~sterly corner 9f Lor 89; thence co_ntinuing southerly along said easterly line and its 
prolongation. 265 feet to the end of the herein described line. 

PARCEi. 8- Gmi.nJ1[ _ . 

A Strip of tid~ and suomergl~ land 70 feet wide in the vicinity of the westerly line of said 
Rancho and l}ing 35 feet on Cci~h side of the following described centerline: 

BEGINNING AT A PQINT on the westerly line of said Rancho, southerly 22..7 feet from 
its intersection \\ith thc·sou~hcrlyright of way line of Pacific Coast Highway; ll~·encc 
C'Ontinuing southerly along said westerly line and its prolongation 120 feet;.then~e 
S 14 30 \V,-160 feet to the end of the herein described line. 

~CJ?PPNG from said parcels nuin~rcd l through· 8 any ponion Jying la~dward of the ~dinary ·high water mark. 

PREPARED OCTOBER22; 1990 BY U,.13. 
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EXHIBIT "C' 
CEOA FINDINGS 

FINDINGL 

lMPAC..'T: Potential moveme,nt of fill. material .at the west staging.~ea and ramp 

MITIGATION MEASUREs: To determine the stability of th.~'ground, a geotechnical 
analysisofthe capacity of the soils ~t ~ complet~ The ramp'~ then be oonstructed 
so that it ·is capable of suppcrrting the weight of the vehicles. 

FINDiNG: CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS HAvE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR 
INCORPoRATED INTO, rim PROJECT WHICH. AVOID OR 
Sl.J&TANTIAU.y lSsEN THE SIGNIFICAN't ~NVIRONMENTAL 
EFFECT AS IDE;VfIFIED IlfTHE EIR. , 

FAC.'TS SUPPORTING THE FINDING: 

The eastern and western s~11g areas will be ioated on shelf deposits derived from 
~turally and artificially ~mpaeted' ~9ik from the adjacent cliffs. Since the engineering 
properties of these fill materials are unknown, the use of these "Staging areas and the 
construction of.the temporary ramp to the beach· may result in significant mass movement 
of these materials due to t11e loads imposed on them by the construction e.~uipment and the 
storage of rode: and sand 

The design ·of the staging areas and the temporary ramp, will be ~µgineered to 
account for the properties of the so~ 111is process will substantially reduce the possibility 
of~ movement of the fill materials. The engineering design for the temporaey ramp and 
fills will be reviewed and approved by the engineering staff of the Commission prior to tbe stan of construction. 

1 



F!NDJNG2. 

IMPACT: .Potential erosion of doWncoast beaches as a consequence gJ the dfectiveness 
of th~ proposed groins., 

~CATION ~URE& The mitigation~ JiS"'t.ed below have been klentified to redu~ or eliminate tills linpact. These a.re: 

1. Follpynng the comtruction of the grotns, each of the resulting groin cells will 
be fil:(ed with mat~rial from Hansen Dam which is compatible with the 5a!ld 
on~ beach; 

2. The design of the seaward portion of the groins will be semipenneable so that 
littoral sand move:nent can,continue.dawncoast; 

3. ~ des:gn~ length of tlle groins will allow littoral sand movement .to 
continue mound the end of t~e groins and thence downcoast; 

4. A, monitoring program will be established downci>ast ~f groin 8 at Topanga 
State Beach to determine wheiher or the beach area diminishes afte~ groin 
construction. Any erosion of sand from this area will be replenished as 
n~an~ 

5: Beach saud will be llllW!d at the foreshore of Topanga State Beach during 
gr:>in ·cnnstru~on tG ~..ft.~-;q~;~ 

FINDING: ~GEs OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN' REQUIRED IN~, OR 
INCORPORATED INTO, TIIE PROmcr WHICH AVOID roR 
SUB5TAN11Au. Y LESSEN nffi· SIGNIFiCA.J\IT 'ENVlRONMEl\'TAL ·EFFECT AS. IDENTIFIED IN THE EIR. , . 

FACTS StJPPQ~G ~ FINDING: 

The pro~ pr:1Jject will significantly redur.e any erosion of'the· ~Tunas shoreline 
due to placement ofjjro~f}S along this beach. The beach at~ Tunas .is located in the 
Santa Monica littoral cell: Controversy exists. as to whether the shoreline at Las Tunas, 
Beach is presently eroding. The EIR contains a wornt-case estimate that 4,000 l'1 ~000 
cubic yards of sand per year may. need to be placed A downcoast 9f Las 'Tunas ·Beach tn 
replace.that sand which would Pa"~ heen ~rodeq,~turaliy from the ~~Tu~ shoreline and 
transported downcoast The EIR also contains ,an ~imatc by·Dr. Warren ~ompson. the 
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State's cosst'a) e-lq)err; 'that erosion is not oc;curring at Las Tunas Beach. 

The impreme~tation of eacl! ot the mitigation measures desm"Wd a~c will 
e!iminale ~ potentfal impact by: 1) monitoring. over time, the baseline beach profile of 
Topanga Stat~ Beacll; and 2) requiring replenishment of sand at the Par~ ·J>y t!l\e Sta~ 
should ·the mq~toring pro&ram indicate any adverse effects of the construction of the groins. 
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'FINDING 3. 

MMPA~, l~ of ~'and rob~ habitat-as a\·resuJt of san(ijill.VJi~in the groin 
~:ells to tbf '·4 f6ot water depth. 

MlfiGATIONvMit;AslJUS: 
mnStiut.~· mt.:k gr-Qms. ln~ition of n~ substrate in the. form of lb..~ 

FINDING: 
CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED fN, OR 
INCORPORATED INTO, TIIE PROJECT WHICH AVOID OR 
SUESTANTIAt.Ly LESSEN TIIE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL ii.. () ' 

EFFECT AS IDENTIFIED ·IN TIIE EIR.. 

SlPECIFIC ECONOMIC, ~ OR OnffiR CONSIDERATIONS 
~fAKE INFEASIBLE 1HE MITIGATION. MEASUREs OR PROJECT 
ALTERNATIVES IDENIIFJED IN 1lIB FINAL EIR. 

FA~ SUPPOJ~11NG THE ~?."!>ING: The applicant has proposed to construct the new 
groins \\ith r!ltt~ The use of rock is identified & a potential mitigation measure for the 
impacts to surJ l~ ~d by the covering of the existing habitat by the new groins and 
the sand fill betiween the·groins. The new rock will offer potc&1tia1 substrate to which surf 
grass may attach. There iS, ·however, insufficient evidence to suppon any conclusion that 
t-'tis. new·,r~ will h:: eoloni2d by surfgrass. The new rocks in the groins will provide 
vertical suifaces rather than the horizontal surfaces whi~ W:Jl be covered by the pr'ojeCt. 
As ~tjl. th~ potential exists for f~ Sigtlifica.nt impa.cts to SUrfgr3$ after the appJicatj ~D, 9ffeasib!e mitigation. · 



~ING4. • 

IMPACT:. Loss of surfgrass and cob~le habitat as a resWt of sandfill to the·-4 foot water ·depth. · 

MITIGATION MEASURE$: . Additiona! mitigation measures have been id~ntified to 
reduce er ·ftirtbe<t eliminate this impact. These me.?sures ;are: 

1. Placement of additfoaal cobble rock substrate to encourage the natural 
attachment of surf~ and to repl~ce nearshore bioti~ habitat; 

2 Artificial attachment of St!_~ to rocks an~ subsequent placement in water 
'depths which suppon sunglass; arid 

3. Elimination ofgro~ 1 and 8 and the westem-mest sand fi}l. Thjs actfon 
would reduce the los5 of surf grass on existing rocky substrate by approximately 
fifty percent (50%). ' 

FINDING: CHANG~ OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN. OR 
INCORPORATiID INTO, 1HE PROJECT .. WHICH AVOID OR 
SlJBSTAl'fflAI..Ly LE$EN TitE SIGl"tiRCANT ENVIRONMENTAL • 
EFFECT AS IDENTIFIED IN 'q1E ~ · 

SPECIF!C EC..~NOMIC, SoaAI... OR 01HER ·CONSfPERAno~s 
MAKE :INFEASIB.LE 1lIE MITIGATION MEAsURES OR PROJECT 
ALTERNAilvEs IDEN11FJED IN TIIE FlNAL EIR. . 

FACTS SUPPORTING THE FINDINGS: The placemenl of cobble rode subStrate<~ 
the filled area to encourage the na~ attachment of surfgrass and nearshore biota m~y 
evcntu~ replace the habitat Jost as a result of this project. However, the infonnatio~ !~n 
the effectiveness of this as mitigation is incontjusive. The pact· area where this rcpl~cement 
habitat could be secured is unkn~ ~e area around the:groin may· be inappropiia~e for 
such haliita; since the groin cells will be filled vT.ih sand and die groins will continue to ~P 
sand; thus. any replacement habi~t a>Uld aga!n be destroyed by snbsequent burial. 

The atta_cJu:nent of surfgrit.Ss ~fitjally !n the field C; an experime!Jtal methodology 
which has·not l;ieen proven to be universally ~ffective. 

'fhe removal of groins 1 and·S'from the project js ilif~ilil(: as ci~.d·in the attached Statem~nt~of Overriding Consid~rations. 
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AltematiV~ including the environmentany_preferred alternative, hav~ been shown 
to nduce substantially or ,eliminate this impact. -Tue adoption of these ai,~~matives iS 
infeasible 23 cited.in tb~,St..atc~nt of Oveniding Considerations. 
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FINDING 5. 

IMPACT: NoiSe levels will temporarily increase at staging areas and within the 
C;O~ction zone due to the 'presence anrl operation of roii:;truction vehicles 
durlng,the twenty week constructio" period. 

MmGATION MEAsUIU:S: Mitigation measµres have been designed to reduce this 
impact: 1) idling, time for t.rucks will be limited to ten ,minutes at staging areas; 2) the 
number of trucks at the construction site will be lintited to one and tr.e number of trucks 
trave~, the ,beach from each staging area will be limited to no more t~?.h two at any on~ 
time; 3) work will be limited to theJ10urs of 7:00 AM. to S:C> P.M.; 4) residents will be 
notified of the cons~ction and advised that dosing their win~ows and doors will reduce 
noise Jevels m their r.ouses; 5) ear protection will be provided to construction wor~e_~-at the 
s~ areas and construction site; an~ 6) high-performance mufflers will bc'ilSed'on all 'Vehicles. 

FINDING: SPECIF!c ECX>NOMIC s~ OR 011ffiR CONSIDERA.rtONS 
MAKE INFEASmLE nm MITIGATION MEASURES OR PROJECT 
ALTERNATIVEs IDENTIFIED IN nm FINAL EIR. , 

FACTS SUPPoRTJNG THE FINDING: 

The specified mitigation measures will not reduce the noise impacts of the project 
to i~gnificance. The noise from this co~truction project will exceed noise limits 
established by,local ordinance. · 

Spedfica:iy, I.m Angeles County Ordinance No. 11778, ,strictly prohibits n~ise 
producing equip~en: in i~dential areas before 7:00 AM. and after 7:00 P.M. This 

-ordinance also stipU;lates a m..~mum.:round level of OO'dB in a single family residence area 
for a oonstruction project of lO'ck more days. The noise level aMociated wk .. lt the.project 
will violate the ordinance even with all mitigation measures applied 

~-eral alte~m·es substantially redu~ or eliminate this impact. These are the no 
proj~ altemativ~ the construction of breakwaters, and the removal of the ~ting groins 
without replueme~t. These alternatives are infeasibJe for the reasons cited in. the 
Statement of Overriding COmiderations.. 
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FlNDING-6. 

IMPACT: Damage to the Topanga Beach State Park parking and picnic.facilities at the 
caste.m-staging and ~ a.teas. 

MmGATJON M£A8URES: 
wiiqin the park area Repair or replace. any damaged or destroJed facilities 

FINDING: CHANG~ OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR 
INCORPORA'l'ED INTO, nm PROJECT WHICH AVOID OR 
SUBSTANTIALLY LESSEN nIB SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL 
EFFECT AS IDENTIFIED IN TiiE EJR. 

SUCH CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS ARE Wl11ilN nIE 
'REsPONSIBIUTY AND JURISDicTIOI'1 OF THE STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION .AND NOT TIIE 
AG~CY MAKING ~ FINDING. SUCH Cf:IJ\NGES CAN AND 
SHOUI.D.~~ A.OOPTED BY 1llE STATE DEPARTMENT OF PARKS 
AND RECREATION. 

The $tate 'Department of Parks and Recrca_tion has jurisdiction ov~r the Topanga 
Beach State Park including the eastern staging and ·access area. This mitigation measure 
completely· eliminates project i~cts to recreation ·sinee any damaged facilitie5 will be 
repaired or replaced by ~-applia.nt- or their agent. 
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FlNDING 'lo • 

IAiP,i.CT: ·Reduced and o~tm~cd views of bcact:4.l-eas from !..as Tunas BeaCh during 
the construction of the groins $le·~ the presel!ce of equipment 

FINDING: SPECIFIC ;ECO,NOMIC, SOci.AL, OR OlHER CONSIDERATIONS 
MAKE INFEAsIB!...E THE MlTIGATION MEAsURES OR PROJECT 
ALTBRNAm'Bs ID~D IN THE FINAL EfR. ., 

FACrs SUP.PO~T!NG THE Flr,.JDJNG: 

'mis is a shOn-term visual impact caused by the presence,or construction equipment 
on· the beach. Thcr~ are no mitigation mCll;SUrcs·wmch will reduce or ellirunate this impact; 
however, ~he ;DO proj~ci alternative would ~liminate this impact smce no co~truction would 
occur~ This alternative ·i~ infcasi!>ie as dted ~ the Statement of Overriding ComicreraµoW:. 
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FIND.ING a. 

IMPACI': llllenupted views of lhe beach caused by Clp05ed portions of ibe mc:k Bri>ins. 

The p~ project entails ~ construction of groins 200 feet in lengih. The cells 
created by lhe groins will h!!-filled with sand. However, portions of the groins, especially 
in lhe east, will relltain ""POiled and visible at all times. Additional portions of the groiµs 
may also-become exposed if waves erode the s3rul ~ring them. This cxpo.gire of lhe rock 
groins repr~P-!:::~~ ..dded visual intrusion into the area. 

No mitigation -""5Ures, eliminate or 'reduce this impact :o a level of insignificance. 
Altcmrur1es wbidt WQuld eliminate or substantially reduce lhe impaci have been ide~lilicd. 
These a.-e the no project alternative, the <onstructio11 of a rcvetm~nt or >caWai1 un&meath 
lhe hauses, beach ""'!rishment without groins, low, profile ginins, and removal nf lhc existing 
groins with9!Jt replllcing them. None of these altcmaflves is feasible for reasons cited in the Statement C..'f .Overriding Considerations. 
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FINDING9. 

IMPAcr: -~ :tmffic &om trucks tn.mspomng rock along State Route ISO 

MmGATION .MEASUR.Es: Trucks ira.nsporting rode from, Ojai shou.!d tra~eJ along 
·State Route 33, to Highway 101, then to L.as ·Posas Road, and ~n to~~ Pacific COast. 
Highway·{PCH) to,gct. to the site. Truclc.s from Ounan1lo.sbould travel along Pleasant 
Valley.Road to"La.s f'osas Road, and then to PCH to get to the sit~. 

FINDING: CHANGES ·oR ALTERATIONS HA VE BEEN REQUIRED IN, QR 
INCORPORATED OOo, THE PROJECT WHICH AVOID OR 
SlJBSTANTJAUy LESSEN THE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL 
EFFECT AS 'IDEN11Fffd) IN nm E1R. 

SUCH
1 

C:-iANGE$' :pR -~~TIONS ARE \VlTHIN IBE 
RE.5PONSmILITY ANDJURISDICl"lON 0FCALTRANs4,ND NOT1HE 
~GENCY MAK!NG 1liE FJNDING. SUOI CHANGES CAN AND 
SHOiILo BE AOOPJ ED BY CAI.'I'R.f..NS. 

The .. truck rotl~ from ~e rock quairy in Ojai amid utilize ·State ~oute 1$0. This 
route is a twe>-Jane undivided highway with traffic volumes approaching 25.000 vehicles per 
day and pe.ak traffic of 2800 vehicles per hour. The addition,of 25 trucks per day, each 
c;mying 20 tons of rock. pose5 a potential highway safety ri~ 

. The alternate.route descr:l>ed in.the 1r.itigatior. measure would remove trucks from 
State Route 150· and eliminate the patential impact. The impar.i on the alternate route would not be significant 
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FINDING 10. 

~iPAc,r: .In~ tmffic vclume along We:.lboond PCH from tJi~cks delivering sand. 

MmGATION MEA.sll~: Reduce th~ number of trucks aioJ\g PCH during ~ 
hours. Route trucks from ffan.,~ Dam along Stater Route 118 to Mal.~ra R~ t~ Olsen 
Road,. to St¢lte R0:4J~ 23, to U.S 'Posas Road and then to eastbound P.GH during morning 
and CVCi'JDg.peak himrs. 

FINDING: CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR 
INCoRPORATED INTO: nm PROJECT' wmCH AVOID OR 
SUBSTANTIAU. .. Y ~<:EN THE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL 
EFFECT AS IDENTIFrED IN nlE EIR. 

SUCH CHANGES OR ALTERATION~ ARE WI1HIN TIIE 
R.ES..~NSIB!UTY ANDJURISDICilON OFCALTRANS AND NOTTHE 
AGENCY .MAKING THE FINDING. SUCH CHANGES. CA.~ AND 
SHOtf'LD BE·AooPTED BY,CALTRANS. 

FACTS SUPPORTING THE FINDING: 

1be truck route from Ha.men Dain to the construction site could signifieantly impact 
traffic on westoound PCH during peak hours. This impa1ct.is eliminatcd·entirely by using 
the route described in. the mitigation measure because it removes traffic from westbound 
PCH to eastbound PCH 'during ·peak ·00urs. · 



increased co~on /queuing~~~ egres..;.points lll.'stagi.Dg area.!i 
due to trucks delivering sand n.-"ld ~ 

MITJGATION MEASURES: ~~~by aJ.!awing four (4)tm~ a~o~e ~' 
into the staging·are25. Provide dual mgtess and egress points at each staging ~ .~de 
uaffic.control at, ingress/e~ points· at e3Chcstaging;~-ea. 

FINDING: CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR 
'INCORPORATED ·n-.'TO, nm PROlEt~ wHlcH ,AVOID ·oR 
SUBSTANTIALLY LESsEN' nm SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL 
EFFECT AS:-inENTIFiED IN TIIB EIR . - . . 

SUCH CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS ARE wmlii\h THE 
RESPONSIBIUTY AND JURISDICI10N Of cAI.:£RAN$ .AW..> THE' 
COUNTY''::>F LOS ANGELEs AND NOT nm AGENCY MAKING nre 
FINDING. SUCH CHANGES CAN AND·SHOULD BE .~ooPTEDBYi 
CAI.:IRANS AND 1iIE COUN1Y OF LOS ANGELEs. . 

·' y ' 

FAC'fS SUPPOR.11NG 1"!1E FINDING: 

Truck traffic entzrlrm ;and ~ting !}le construction site could be a sip.ifieant µnpact.. 
This iirpact occurs tJec:iiusC-up to 100 trucks carrying sand and 25· trµ,cks ~·rod: Will 
enter and exit the staging area daµy. The time required to discharge foads will result ili up 
to 4 twenty (oot long uucks·waitlng~iri:the center·¢ed4m ~c of PaCipc Coast Highway. 
Th~ circumstance could have a·significant .~leterious effect on normal'traffic·patterm ~, 
approxiplately one truck every three minutes ~ the traffic lane$. 

This Ui?pact is eliminat~ if fC'..ir trilck.s at one time cap enter and ~t the staging 
ar~ with traffic con:ttol establiShed during~ ingress ~d ~gress of the .. ttu~ 



Flr~ING li. 

·IMPACT: Sbort-tefl:D degadation .oft'ie pe~Cf.1 quality cg ~estyJe in the ,:-i.nity of 
the t;eac::b homes ctae·to noLe and air emissions·~ construction v,ehicl~ 

P4JTIGATION MEASURES:i In additi ·il to the mitigation measur~ for noGe ide_ntified 
in Firu:ling 5 abov~ the following measmr.!. have been identified to rCduc;e air em.issfo~ 
from diesel vebides neat homes: 1) engiru!s Should. be maintained in proper tune; 2} low 
sulfur fuel should be used; 3) ni> construction acti'Jity.sbould occur during second stage ~og 
alerts; 4) construction and staging areas shoQ]d ~wet to reduce dust; 5) reduce idling ~ 
of trucks to 10 minutes or less; 6) use pre-ciuunber combustion engin~ whenever possi"bl~;. 
arid 7) inform residents of construction ·and amise them to close tbeir windows dUmig 
working hours.. 

~ING: SP.EC!Flc ECONOMIC. SOCIAL, OR 01HER CONSID~TIONs· 
MAKE INFEASIBLE nm MrnGATION MEASUREs OR ·PROJECT• 
ALTEIU~AThn~....S.IDENTIFIED IN nm FINAL EIR. . 

FACTS S~JPPORTJNG nfE FINDING: 

Buh o.f the· ~tigation m..~ures listed above Will be implemented to red~ce the 
impact to 'Area .residents during the twenty week ~~ction period. The impacts m:e stt1J. 
potentially significant after a!J·feasibie mitigation~measures are applied. 

Alternatives have h=n identifi~ which w6uld substantl;illy reduce or eliminate this 
impact. These alternatives are the no proj~ alternative i\Dd the removal of' the existing 
groins w:ithout repla~nt. These alternatives ar:e ·inf~~iµn!e for reasom cited in the Statem~t of Overridiag,Considerations. 
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·EXImlITD 

STATEMENT 

The Environmental Impact Report @R) has identified severaJ significant:.advet~ 
environmental impacts of the proposed Las Tunas Groin Res'-oratfon Project. Som~ impactS 
can not be redueed to. a !eveJ of insignificance after the adoption of available, feasible 
mitigation. While so~e of the identified alternatives to ~e project would eliminate .a 
'"'rillmber of such impa~ such alternatives. are deemed infoasible on t;he basis of 
considerations specified in dlis statement.(Sedion 15G91(a)(3), State EIR Guidelines). The 
Commission has balan~~ th-::. -benefits of the proposed project against its unavoidable 
envi>Qnmental risks and: 'hereby determines that: its benefits outweigh the unavoidable 
adverse environmental effects;-and 2) such.effecJs are ~~hlered ;ccieptaJ?Je (Section 15093, 
State EIR Guidelines). · 

The propooed project arises from the Las T~.-~.Ch Settlement Agreement 
No. 2. Thi~ Agreement was ente~ed into by and amol}g !}le ~tate of Pttifomia acting by and 
through its State Uin¢; Commission and the Attorney General, Ticer Title an~ 
app;oxima~ly 75% ()f ~ homepwners at Las Tunas Beach (ref:rred to in the Agreement 
~the Owner Panie5). This Agreement settles litigation that was filed b-t the State in 1982 
-~nst Ticor seeking n:::moval of the remnants of eight groins at ~ . .as Tunas Beach. These 
steel groins have deteriorated to· such an extent qr;at all that remain are sharp points of 
rus~ s~eel protruding from tb.e sand. These groif~ remnants pose a very ,grave hi.~d to 
the-~. -.ers of the beach. The litigation expanded i~~~ many suits and counf :r suits i~1'1ng 
1i~ .. r.·lhe homeowners, :their insurance came~ Mid the State, which were consolidated h&to 
tJ;:: original action brought by the State. 

R~ that this inas5ive litigation among many parti_es each claiming so~eone else' 
was r-espoilSl°ble for the det~rioratCd groins would net quickly result in the removal of a 
significant public hazard. the Court directed the parties towar~ a settlement. The 
ft..greement, the terms of which th~ Court and ,the State have already approve~ provides the 
~:, if not th~ only, means to a r~Jatively-prompt realization of the State's objective when 
it commenced die litig~tion, the removal-of the'groins. 

When the S~te entered into the Agreement, it diq1not contract away its d!scretion 
regarding ,the leasing of tide and .submerged lands;. It specificaily diSavowed any 
commitlr..ent to issue -a lease with, &"1)' particular tenr.j ·or to issue any lease at all. (See 
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A.gx"~ :nent, paragraph 1.18.) By d~ing so, 'it insured that its consideration of~ proposed 
project would be preceded by full compliance wi!IJ the pilifoi:iµa Environmental Quality Act 
(CEOA) and that the decision would be made only after full cansideratiun of th~~ 
cnvironinentaJ,cffects of tbe'proposed projc~:t. 

Howeycr, \.O reali2e the; major benefits of ~e Agreement, among which is ~e 
rcmm~,J·-uf -~e groins, the Staie must approve "a lease of tideland arc~ to the OWricr 
Partj~~ f orJ>~µp<>3CS of eonstructing as many as eight new groif!S similar to those descn"bed 
in ~~ ,N~~otp.A~p~ Ni~!>J Report [the engineering repo~ prepared for the Owner Paft:ies on 
the .fo~~1Ji;:aio~ of th~ gr-\>ins].a (~t:=~ment, P:uagraph 23.) The Agr~ment furthe~ 
provides ~~~L. •tlie tenns and coiut;.fio'hs of any such State Lease may be added tq by the 
Stat~~ Wi~:hiiut the ·consent· ,~f .thf! other Parties beret<?, during the permit and 'ic.2se 

,~· applicatio~ process, but onJy to the extent such additional terms or conditions are consistent' 
with and d\'~ not coitflict with the specific terms of this Agreement and the State Lease as 
set forth abm·~ !fld in Exh_i~it D." (Agreemen,~ Paragraph 2.4) 

This Agree~~nt ~ the product of negotiation and,oompromise. ~n order to obtain 
removal of the gro~.!s b/Ticor and the ~r Pm:tj~ at no expense to the State. the State 
agreed to permit ~/groin restoration projeet that ~ juld adequately protc:ct the shor~ne 
from erosion; Ta,~· ~toject before the Co~!on meets the criteria specified' in the 
Agreement. Th~ At,T~µtent dces not prQhibit the State from requiring the Owner Parties 
to adopt miti~tion measures inao the project that are reascnablc and f easib!,c. The 
. proposed ac!icr.ii Of the Commissi\)n· .incorporates all reasonable and feasible uUtigation 
measur~ iaeritified in the EIR. ,Project alternatives ~din the EJR that mitigate 
adverse irilp&.'15, however, such as np project, reduction in the nulpber of groins and low 
profile gToim. do net ~t the terms' of the Agreement (see· refer~n¢e to Agreement, 
paragraph 23 supra) am; ~re ihcrefore infeasiolc. 

The issuance of a lease for the project, which incorporates specified mitigatio~ will 
secure remoVal of the dangerous d,eterlorated groim and relieve the State from future, 
liability with fCSpt'...ct to these groins. It "411 alSG0 provide the homeowne:rs at Las Tunas 
Beach with the ability to take appropriate action to protect their hom~ by tbe installation 
of new groins for which the State will not be responsible. In addition, ihe 2nstallation of the 
groins will provide a ·.larger beach area to which the publiC·Wi:Hy1ve access from ~tate parks 
at each end of ihe affec:ted ar~ The pmtection of' public safeti~, the protection of private 
property and the enhancem~nt of the public recreational p<>~:en~;al of the beach are 
significant beneficial CQnsiderations which support the approval of tlie)project ~ amCllded. 
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SedlmU: 

EXHIB;tT "'E" 

LAS TI1NAS GROI,N REcoNSTRUCl'ION PROJECT 

MITIGATION MCNITOruNG AND REPORTING PLAN 
:{~D 21081.6, PRC) 

INTBOOUCTIQN 

This· plan bas ·been developed in conformance wi~:·?he requirements of ~on 
21081.6 of the Public Resources C.ode and sb?ll be kn~·~·the Mitigatjon Moriitoring:Pian. 
(the Plan) for the Las Tllll?S Beach Groin Reconstruction Project (Project). The"Project 
entails the comtructfo~ of eight rock rubble groins 200 feet in length and the J>lacement of 
80,000 to l~O'JO aibic yards (c:y) of sand along~ 3,9()0 ft.stretch of~ Tun~ Beach. 

Section 2 rontai.- "l brief summary/checld,.isi·matrix. Section 3 is organized to: 1) • 
present ~ch ·liiiti~tfon rueasurc; 2) desaibe the impact to ~ mitigated, th~ monitoring 
.requirements and implementation schedule (timing); and 3) specify ~tanda:rds or 
compliance. Seciion 4 of the Plan contains fQrms ~t eould be used to verify C9mpliancc 
or to report. tA~~nipliance •. 

_~pt as ~fi~y r..oted herehi, .the 9wner P&"ties of ~1~ ·1.as Tunas Beach 
Scttleinem Agreement No. 2. (LTOP). its represen~tive(s). er i~uccesWrs-in-interest. 
hereinafter Rf erred to as Applicant, shall be· ~'1.~1nsible for implementing all mitigation 
measures. 

The California, State Lanth Commission (SLC), as CEQA Lead Agency. shall be 
respoDS11>le for ~ administration of all provisions of thi.Ci Plan. The Sl.C may, howevc,r. 
delegate nio~toring actmties.to oth~r·agencles.,i:onsuhants, or-contractors. The SLC will 
also ensure that .complete· monitoring reports are received in a timely manner and that 
violations.:.~ promptly corrcctee. 

1 



Verification of Compliance and Non.Co!inpliance Repi>rts shaJJ be prepared by the 
site monitor using SLC-approved forms ( exampl~ forim for this procedure are provided in 
Section 4). A copy of each report will he mailed to the ApplicanL Progres.s ioward 
completion of the required mitigation p~ or violations ther~of: shall be rej>orted, at 
intervals prescribed by the SLC to the-Applicant An additional ~PY of each, report shall 
be mailed to appropriate Trustee Agencies. 

An SI:.C or SI.+~gnated site monitor should be present at the site on a continuous 
basis throughout o:.~ctiori tO' ~nsure etjmpfiance with this Plan. Verification of 
monitcring·in-piogress and verifi~aon of completed mitigations shall be reviewed by the 
SLC. The SLC shall notify the Applicant in Writing of the su~J completion of a 
mitigation measure \\ithin 3 working days of its r«eipt of a, report verifying,compJetion. 

If a report identifies a l-iolation of the mitigation pro~ the SlC, within one 
working day of its rcceip~ of the report. shall: 

1. notify the Applicant by telephone: and order immediate compliance; 

2 prepare written notification to the Applicant of the violation an4 order to comply; and 

3. determine whether a follow.up field inspection is required. 

Work shall ~ upon noµce by the SLC ~til the is.me of ~mpliance is resolved., The 
SLC shall n<ttify the Applicmt when work may begiri. 

Ha dispute concerning the implementation or success of~ mitigation measure arises, 
the dispute st:atrbe referred to the Los Angeles County Superior Q:>un as ·provided iri the 
Settlement Agreement. In such a case, "-ork on the project will ~ stopped until the dispute 
is resolved, unless the 'LTOP and SLC agree or tft1e court orders otherwise. · 

A[.Cost,s for the admiribh'.ation and implementation of the PJan shall be paid by the 
LTOP, exdtiding'legal eosts and·iecs in the event of a dispute. 

ENfORC'EMENT Mm PENALTIES 

2 



A determination of non.implementation or non-compli~cc will result ig immediate A 
notification by the SLC as ,rlescn'bed above to the Applicant. 'If the project is not brought • 
into immediate ~rnpliance, as determined by the site monitor, the Applicant or their 
~ntractor shml stop wark. , Violati~ns of aliy approved ~ligation ~re whi~ are 
discovered aft~r Project Completion will re5ult in 'One or more of the following actions: 

1. written notification and d~mand of a>mpliance by the SLC; 

2. issuance of a citation; 

3. an applicable remedy for b~each of contract as provided in the settlement 
Agreement; ~, 

4. other appropriate legal rcnie«ijes as determined by the ~LC. 

3 
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Impact to be 
Mitigated: 

Monitoring 
Requirements: 

nlEPROG8* 

Use compacted rpatt:rials capable of supponing the 
weight of construction vehides-and stockpiled rac~ in 
the constturuon of th~ temporary ramp at the western 
s~ng.arca to the beach. 

Pote11tia!,for significant mass ~ovementof th~ filJ 
~teiial due to loadS imposed by rock storage and 
truck traffic. 

A geotechnica.J analysis including a.field investigation. 
laborator}' testing program. and engineering analysis 
shall be perf orined to detemtjne the stability of the 
proposed stagi~ area under the anticipated traffic and 
loading conditions. 

The ramp shall be tested by SLC or an SLC 
de5ignated monitor after rompletion., prior to the start 
or. construction activities to cns,ure that the ramp can 
support anticipated loading weights. 

Initial geotechnicaJ investigation of the western.staging 
area shall be performed before final approval of 
engineering designs .for the western staging ar~--~d 
ramp. 

All required tests and investigations including post­
rompl~tion tests of ramp construction shall be 
completed and fully amilyzed prior ie> stan .of 
~nstriictio~ 

l 
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Compliance 
Standards: 

B. Mitigation 
Measum! 

Impact to~ 
Mitigated: 

•'I, 
'. 

';.\, ., '~ ·.,. "!< ~--; ; ... ~-, '':.· ;: i~ '-" .·' "" ':.'.'..!;! '~.··_ ~t. 

The geoteclm!~ analysis shall be pefforme.tH)~fore 
finai approval of ramp design for 'the wes~ern. sb!1fing 
ar~ and before construction of the ramp ·~gi~ . 
Neither the ramp nor the staging area m.a}'_:~-~t~ 
untµ all r~quired aJ]cdyses have been ..:uanplet~d. A 
final geotechnical .;md engineering study design~st~~­
be submitted to the SLC or SLC designated morutqi 
for review and approval at least 45 days prior to 
commencement :;f construction. 

The study pl211: field invest?gation shall include, at a 
minimum, the drilling of borings., performance of 
Standard Penetration Tes~ and the retrieval of 
relatively undisturbed samples for laboratory testing. 

The study pl~ laboratory program shall inclu"d~. at a 
minimum. direct shear or triaxial testing (as 
appropriate) to develop strength parameters, 
comolidati~n testing to evaluate compressibility 
characteristics, testiug to ~vuluatc index propenies 
(moisture, density, grain size distribution,.·etr-), and 
compaction tes~ to evaluate roadway properties. 

The Study pbin, engineering amJyses shall focus on 
bearing capacity and settlement_ slope ~t=tbility, 
liquefaction potential (if needed) and 
pavement/roadway characteristics of the materials. 

No vehicles t!:toecding the determined loading capacity 
of the ramp wm be alJmv~ to enter the western 
staging area. 

TemporS:s")' placement of armor rock. or other 
impervious .. materlal along .the base of ihe seaward 
portion of the rem~ at the western staging area. 

Increase, in sedimentation arid turbidiiy in nearshore 
waters due to wave erosiOn of tempora.ty ramp at west 
staging,area durin.g ~ tide. 

Im~rvious material shall be in place prior to the start 
of project eon.."tmctfon. 



Compiia11ce 
Sta.OOards: 

The bare of the· temporary ramp shall be covered l?f 
an impemous material to at least 2 ft above the high 
water mark before construction from the western 
staging area is started. · 
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A. .'Mitigation 
Mt:ISlu~: 

Impact to be 
Mitigated; 

Monitoring 
Requirements: 

Sand shDll be added to the foreshore· area of Topanga 
State Beach (estimated 4,000 - 6.000 C'ff per year) in 
the·cvent downcoast erosion is exacerbated by the 
emplacement ·of the proposed groin field. 
Replenishment would pe repeated as necessary. 
Replenishment of sand'at Topanga State Beach shall 
be the responsibility of the State ,and ·not the 
Applicant. 

Potential erosion at downcoast bcagies~ 

--~ beach profiling program ~ha11 ·ire implemented to 
m(lµitor ~be effect of the proposed groin ffo!d on .other 
d<>Wi1coast .beaches in the Santa Monica littorai cell. 
The applit..E!i·.~baU submit ~ ·beachcmonitoiing plan 
for the review and approval of the SLC at P.east 60 
days prior to the com.ro~11.cement of oonstr.;::ction. 
Su~h a plan shall incorporate the followin&: 

1. Beach profiles shall be measured perpendicular 
:o the shoreline from a permanent baseline, 
located on the backs~re· out to a specified water 
depL'l; profile data sbcll be surveyed at multiple 
times ~ch year for five years. Multiple inter­
annual and intra-at"·~ual surveys will be nece~ry 
to permit the separat!on of projeci !?ff ects from 
(1) no~ searoilal varia.biiity in bea~h width, 
and (2) longer-term phenomenon (particularly El 
NinG--Southem Oscillation events) that recur \\1th 
relative!y low frequency. 

2. In arldition to the survey lines do.wncoast of the 
groin projCC4 several beach profiles Shall be 
surveyed upcoast of ~ groin field (:o the west) 
to as.certain whetller changes observed at Las 
Tunas Beach and to the ·east are coincident with 
regional cllanges that might be caused by f2ctors 
other than intcrruptjon of littorill transport by 
the groin fi~ld 



Tuning: 

Compliance 
Standards: 

B. Milismllm 
Measure: 

3~ The spacing. length. depth, timing. and · freguency 
of profil~ and total duration of 'the monitorii-,,g 
progran\ as well as the anal~is and reporting 
requirements, siJa!l be established after careful 
consideration of the scientific and engineering 
goals of ihe program. These goals shall be 
determined in conjr.nctfon with appropriate 
regulatory agenci<}~ and~proved b•r the SLC 
prior to commencement of tht! ~qni1..,.ing. 

4. The monitoring progi:am shall be continued for a 
specified period 9f time (5 years minimum), after 
completion of project construction, during whid1 
time interim reports describing m~uJed 
changes in beach width shall be prepared; at t~e 
end of the initial multi·year study period, all data 
would be compilectand reviewe~ an<Fthe 
monitoring program curtailed. modified, or 
continued ~ necessary. TI1e monitoring pmgram 
shall ~ continued if it is determined bJ the SLC 
that the downcoast beaches have eroded at a 
consequence of this project. 

5. If ~ch pr9filing data reveal the presence of any 
downcoast ~rosion as a result of the imtal!ation 
of the groin!~~lifai ,Las Tunas Beach. 
replenishment with compatibie ~d, 
proportional to voh.!~c.~•~t. shall occur upcoast 
of the location{s) where loss of sand bas 
-oc-CUrred Such replenishment at Topanga State 
Beach shall be done at the expense of the State. 

An 3l1ffitjal be&ch fi!J fillet of approximatei~ 2,000 ~ 
3,000 cubicyards (~)shall be placed immediately east 
of the eastern-most groin prior to construction. 



impart to be 
·Mitiga!Cd: 

Monitoring 
Requirc~ents: 

{:ompli~ce 
:tandards: 

lt• Mitigation 
l!k~: 

Impact to be· 
Mi~ted: 

Monitoring 
Requirements: 

Downamt erosion dwi.og·thc crinstructio!: perio<. 

A site visit shrill be made· at the stan of project 
construction .~ an Sf:.C or Sl.C-d~jgnated monitor·to 
Cll.$~e that the ~ .. ~ fill has been. placed at the 
designated location'. Measurements s~ verify that 
the appfov~rVQlµme of-material has'been added. 

The approved, t'Olume of beach fin material '3hall be in 
phi~-pri9r to.the start of projct.-i·construc:Uon. 

2,0QO - 3~000 cy of compatible rnaterial. per' !~COE 
guidelints, shall be pla~d at the desi~ted location 
before cons~ction~is stiu'ted. 

Avoid or repl~ roeky-~itat or surfgrass by 
replatement of existing rocky. habitats and/or 
surf~ depending on exten!'·~d location of 
surf~ am:I rockY, habitat Within the project area and 
!fie extent lost from groin installation. 

The-.significant lcm of nearshorc surfgrass and rocky 
subfuate. 

A surfgrass surveying program shall be developed JQ. 
verify the extent of surf grass and rodcy ~itat w(µlin; 
the project area prior to construction and .. the degree 
of·surf~ mid rocky habitat loss r~11lting from 
installation of .the proposed groin fJcld The Appliearit 
shall submit such program to the SLC for review anq 
2J>proval at least 60 days prior to the commerieemeni 
of ci>nstruction. 

The survey program shall include at 1nini~um: a) .. one 
pre~nstruction areal extent s~rvcy 0 to \•eiify the·totaJ 
art;.. 1~d locati~n of surfgrass in the prpject,area, and 
·b) a.post-comtructfon swvey to determin~ ~c actual 
extent of ~rigrass Jos; as a result ~f the project. 
Surveyed areas shall include the area offshore the 
;.-roJe~ in 'lrder to dete~e- the extent 0: surfgrass in 



Tmiing: 

C..~mplfancc 
Stapdards: 

A Mitiption 
Meas-.Jn;: 

Impact to be 
Mitigated: 

water ~1Jer than groin/sand piaccmen~ Recovery of 
surfgrass tti\ 50% ·of pre-construction conditions 2 years 
after constr\ilction shall be the criterion for 
determiriini: whether additional habitat replacement is 
required. 

Pre-construction surveys $11 be conducted just prior 
to initiation of construction. 

The post-construCticn rurvey shall be~ jmmediately 
followicg completion \!f ronsuuction. 

The Applicant shall also submit to th~ SLC, for review 
and approval. at least·~ days prior to.~mmencement 
of eonst:-~etion, a plan· fo'& ·~<>Cky habitat and/or 
s~rfgrass n~placeirient. Such"'p~~ shall specify how 
rocky habitat and surfgrass Will I>,~ repl~ced onsite or 
offsite if no suitable location for rep.la&ment habitat 
ollSite.can be found. Such plan shall also propose and 
di..CQJSS the methods which will be used to restore the 
habitats and alternatives for restori~g habitats if the 
proposed ·methods are not successful. The restoration 
plan shall be impleme\::ted ~ediately upon 
completion of the analysfs of post-construction surveys 
and after the two year period allowed for recovery. 
Th~ cost of habitat r~~oration, exclusive of surveys 
and. plans. shall ~ot exceed .$50,000. 

Soth sul'VCYs shal! ·be conducted. within the designated 
tim.e frame. Replacement of ro..:ky habitat and/or 
sutfgrass, iJ required as a result, of post~n.Struction 
survey results, shall be implemented as approved or 
·recommended L'y the SLC. 

Th~ idling of vehicles during,,periods of ~ctivity shalt 
be limited to a maximum of 10 minut~. 

Noise emiSsions as.sotjated with oonstructj.on activiti~. 

1. 
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Monitoring 
Requireµients: 

Compliance 
Standards: 

B. Mi!igali211 
Measre: 

l.rnpact t!!. be 
Miti~ate4:. 

Monitoring 
Requirements:: 

Timing: 

Comp~c:e-

Standards: 

c. Mitiga;iim 
Measl.Ui: 

·Impact to be 
Mitigated: 

Monitoring 
Requirements: 

. ' 

An SLC or SLC-desigliated site monitor shall time the 
dllration of idling by eonstruct...ion vehicles a! least 
twi~ daily throughout th~' construction period, to 
ensure that exOOSSi!ye idling dQCS not occur. 

Construction vehicles sllall nQt remain idling for a 
period longer. than 10 minutes. 

.Make certain tha:t construction,vebicles stay & far 
~"W?.~d as J>OSS1"ble when traversing the beach. 

Pro.iimity of construction activity t,o sell!iitiv~,reccptors. 

An SLC m: SLC-desig;tated site monitor shall observe 
·tt~,4~y movement of ro~tructi<>n vehicles along tiie 
beacli"to ensure th.at trucks"'traverse the beach as far 
(ro~. ieSidences as pc3Sible. 

At all times throughout·thc construction phase. 

Trucks shall traverse tht.-: beach just a00vc the wa~er 
line. 

Mi~ the number of trucks on the beaclJ itself by 
boJ~~t6· ~..ks in. upPel' ~~·;efca until space iS -
avai1~bie fo unload material at thc:l~~ach. 

Proximity of id!ing trucks to sensitive rc:;eeptol'3. 

An SLC or 'SLC-desi~ted site roonit9r shall o~r,ve 
truck activity at.· the beach to document the ·absence of 
idling trucks on the beach. · 

-



E. 

D. 

Compliance 
Standards: 

Mi1i&~uiao 
Measu~: 

Impact to be 
Mitigated: 

Monitoring 
·Requirements: 

Tuning: 

Co~pliance 
Standards: 

MiligaWui 
Measuc:: 

.lm~ct to-~ 
Mitiga~d: 

Monitoring 
Requiremems: 

Trucks shall nor proceed down to the waterfront from 
the access area until adequate space for inunediate 
unloading is available at .the beach. At no time shall' a 
truck be idling nn·fbe beach unless it is engagedJn the 

.unJ<>adina of material. 

High performan~·:mu~m~~ shaJJ be Used on all 
vehicles- entering the. project site. 

1Jie level of noise ~µllssion d~ring proj«t 
construction. 

An SLC or SLC-desig!l_\~d site monitor shall Inspect 
arriving irucJcs t«;> verify ~µliz.ation of high J>t:rformance 
mufflers on all vehicles ¢\,i,ering the project ~i~c. 
At all times throughout corw~ruction. 

No vehicle wfilct:,~ not,equipped with a high 

performance mum~:~~ enter the project site. 

Tlfe eastern staging area shalJ be located as far to ~e 
~t as PQSS31J1e • 

Proximity of construction actiyi:y to sensitive re~ptors. 

The ~t=m Staging area shaii be inspetted just prior 
to tile ·start of construction by an ~-LC or Sµ:a 
·desi~ted site:roonitor to ensure that ther~taging area 
is Jociitcd as far east as pw~ible and ihat ,~e area is 
fen~ off or othenme clearly marked. Su~quent 
verification of continued compl~ancc shall occur during 
monthly site visits during the 20 weeks of construction. 

During project'. CODStructiQn. 



CompUanee 
Star!dards: 

IV. .BE<;REAJlON 

A. Mitigation 
·M~e: 

Monitoring 
R~quirements: 

Tuninf;: 

Comp~ce 
standards:· 

I~.. Mitigatiml 
~: 

Impact '(0 be· 
.t-;litigated: 

Monitoring 
Requirements: 

The ~·required for,the eastern staging area shall be 
~ fcno..~ff ~ loe&ted in the easternmost portion of 

.the a~lable area. 

Sch~ul~ project ~ns~ction.foi' ftoff~n11, i.e. after 

October 1. 

An SLC <;:.·SLC designated monitor-shall visit the site 
on the f':St day of construciion. 

The s~ of)projeet c:onstructinn. 

Co~~~~ shall not be sta,rted prior to <>:.1ober 1, of 

any year. 

Utilize mit;tiJJ¥tl ~rtions of,available stat~·beaches for 

staging ar~~ 

Reduction in· beach area available for recieati9nal 
~e and dali:iagc to recreational facilities. 

·A site visit shaQ-.be (9nduc,:ted by an SLC or SLC­
designated mo~tor on the first day of ~nsµiiction · 'to 
.~nsure that usable areas are fenced or cl~ly marked 
and that all equipme.11t is stored within the5e 
boundaries. Follow-up site "isits. cond~cied .month!Y.!e 
shall verify cantinued compli~ce. A final site visit -
shall be conducted upon ~mpletion of consuuc:µon to 
~estigate areas us¢ for, or damaged by, oonstruction 
activities and ensure tberr return to pre-construction 

conditi~·~ 
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Com:?!iance 
Stand&ids: 

A Mi&fgalifm, 
~m: 

Impact to ·be 
·Miti ~ . ga;eA 

Monitoring 
R~rements: 

Tuning: 

Compliance 
Stan<J.~ds: 

vn. .HF.AI:m Nm S.AFID:i 

A Mitigation 
M~: 

~C!tobe 
Miti~: 

Throughout pi:oject coiistructign. 

Allowable Staging areas shall be marbif .or fenoed off 
and clearly visible to all construction personnel. 
EquipD:tent anU' m::c:fals shall not be stored outside 
the designated staging· area. All areas used for, or 
damaged by c:onstnu:·· Jon activity shall be returned tc 
thefr pre-<.onstruction condition. 

C;eaease<truclc arrivals and move vehicles quickly into 
sta,ging ar~ ~n:i acces.s areas (see Traffic Mitigation Meas~res). 

Preclusion of viewshcds from the highway.during 
construction. 

An(Sl.C or SLC-dcsigr>.ated site l!JOnitor s~l ·~bserve 
tru_ck arrivals at staging areas to verify '1Jat no more 
than .f-Ychid~ are present in stagirig areas·at any time. 

Throughout:project coµs;tfuctfon. 

Not more than 4 ·truclcs Shall be visibJe,3t either 
SfEJ,6ing ar~ at any o~e time. 

Stagirig areas shall be fe"ced off to predude public accea. 

Expcsur~ Of,pl!_blic.to potential injury/at Staging area 
with stockpile(f ma!eriaJ and equipmc_nt. 



Monitoring 
Requirements: 

Complian~ 
Standards: 

B. ·Mitigation 
~:. 

. hnpact to be 
Monitored: 

Monitoring 
Requ,ir.emcnts: 

Timing: 

Compliance 
Standards; 

A site ~dit will be made by SLC or its designated 
moni~or at ~e start of project construction. Monthly 
foll<>W-l!p visits shou!d verify eontinu~ complian\'!e-: 

Throughout construction ·period. 

Fentjng must preclude public ~~~ to ail, areas 
cori~jn.g construction materials and equipment. 

A w~ sign will be posted at each groin in an area 
that is clearly visible to beach users and where damage 
.t(l .;uch Sign fmm si.trf is .minimized. 

Public exposure to potential rip current ~ 
submerged'rock ba:r.ards associa~ed with the presence 
of the groins. 

The State upon rompleti~n of construction and prior 
to reinstatement of public access to the r-ojcct area 
shall place a sign at each groin which warn the public· 
of the 'ha:r.ards. 

Prior to completion of project comtrucilon. 

Signs sWill be installe.d ~ specified 



vm. AIBJQUAI.rry 

A Mitigation 
Measure: 

impact to, be 
Mitigated: 

Monitoring 
Requifflments: 

'rmtjng: 

P,mp!h.'lce 
Standards: 

B. Mi1igatioo 
:.Mea.~m~ 

Impa~ to.be 
Mitigated: 

Mouiwri."'g 
Requirements: 

Timing: 

Compliance, 
Standards: 

c. MitigatiQ.D 
Mca.sute: 

Watering or paving .;,f ~nstructioii'roads. 

Control of fugitive dust as required bySCAQ'MD'Rul~ 
403. 

SCAQ¥0 rules are subject to '\iCiification by an 
SCAQMD representative who has the authority, to 
conduct site impection~ 

~ <lcarln& grading, earth, moving. or excavation 
actM'ties ~ughout th~ construction period. 

All ·r~ being Use4 f~r projeet ~':{>nstruction sho:Jld be 
either paved ·or ~tered regularly. 

f\.iainra;n, equipment engines in proper tune. 

Incre.asr-..a· eri:~ons from cpnstruction and delivery 
vehicles. 

SCAQMD rules are subject to verification by ,an 
SCAQMD representative who 'haS the authoriij', ~,~ 
,conduct site inspcction5. 

Throughout project construction. 

N:o tnic~ shall give off gnus~ally high visible exhaust 
plumes or odors. Truck maintenan~ recor$ shall 
!;how, ~t tunc;-ups/maintenance has, bc~n performed 
t>er manufacturers Specifieations. 

ConStruction ~eas shall be wetted down during the 
'late ~oming and afic;i working hours during the «iay 
as needed to prevent raised dust from,Jeavmg the si~e. 
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Monitoring 
Requirements: 

Timing: 

Compli3ll(C 
Stand;µ-ds: 

D. Mitigation 
Mea.wre: 

Imi)act. to be 
Mitigated: 

Monitoriing 
Requirfments: 

'Tuning: 

Compliance 
Standards: 

·nu~ to be 
'Mitigated: 

ttf~i;µtoring 
Require~ents: 

,Generation of increased dust at the ~te from vebiCular 
movement ~ deposition of rock/san~l.,at the staging 
areas and o~te. · 

.An SLC ~r· SLC-d~igoated sate monitor ~I impect 
oom~~on areas dsily to e~re that water ttucks arc 
operating at designated times and that romtruction 
areas are wetted &dcquately. 

1broughout the col!.struction perioo after any clearing. 
E~& earthmoving or cxca~ting activities. 

Appropriate areas $111 be wetted down enough to 
. f O':'Dl a crust on Uie surface with repeated soairlnfJ' and 
prevcrit dust pick up .by the wind. Water trucb shall 
operate as ~eed. 

Street sWe<.'Jling sh~U be completed when silt h2s ~n 
ca.rtjcd over to adjaCl!nt thoroughfares. 

Spread cf silty material i~to adjaeent pup?ic areas. 

An SLC or SLC-desi~ted monitor shall examine 
adjacent public ~ daily for the presen~ .of 
c:on.struction-derived dust. 

Ae>-needed throughout the consuuction period. 

Silt generated as a r~t of project construction sbali 
uot be allowed accumulate 'in adjacent public 
;thoroughfares. 

~ ,suliili fuel (~).05% or less by weight) will be used 
for all construction equipme11t. 

'lbc level of Suiftlr emissions during construction. 

During daily site activities an sLt or SLC-designated 
rnonif,0r mall emunine ·truck.~ in operation for high 
rulfuric odors and records ~f fuel pµrchase. Applicant 

~:-:ri39'i I 
., 



Tuniµg: 

Compliance 
Standards: 

Impact to· be 
.Mitigated: 

Monitoring 
Requirement~: 

Complliu;tcc 
Standards: 

G. .Miti,gatj.mi 

~-= 
lmpaii:t to he 
Miti~'lt~ 

·Mou~~Q..tj~. 
Requirements:. 

Compliance 
Standards: 

A. .Millga.tion 
M~: 

con~or shall carry records C?f fueJ purchases ·in 
trucks Showing time o(purcllase, vehicle fuel~ and 
sulflir content of fuel. 

Throughout proj~~ CO!lS~uction~ 

All onsiw diesel construct~~n ~quipment sh:iil µse 
.diesel fuel with, a sulfur content of 0.05% or less by 
weight as verified by contractor· records. 

Constrilc.tl~ activity-will be discontinued during 
second sta~ Si...."'l().g alerts. 

In~ in eiilissioas from. construction and delivery 
vehides 

The SLC m: ·S~::d~!~..-~~<f mpnitor shall v~rify any 
is.mance of'a second Stage S&iog alert and Stop 
construction ~ctiviti~. 

No,.~nstruction activity shall occur during a secend,. 
Sta&~ ,Smcg alert. 

Caterplllar·rlesign equipm~nt·will be u~d whenever 
possible. 

Level of NOx c~fons du~ project construction. 

An ·SCAQMD monitor should contact. the truck. ~ub~ 
ainiriictot· to verify i:~e of eaterpillar d~ign · · 
equipment as available. 

If the necessii.ry«~terpill!ll" design amstruction1 
equipment is available, it sh.ould be u~d. 

Fom· sand delfyery truclcs shal!·enter and exit'the 
,staging areas a_t a time. 



pnJ>'".'1 to be 
.Mitigat~: . 

Monitoring 
Requirements: 

Complianc~ 

St!Uldards: 

B. .Mitigation 
Measure: 

Impact to be 
~{itigated: 

Monitoring 
Requirements: 

Compliance 
Sundal"ds: 

c. Miti&aiiOD 
Measure: 

'Impact to· be 
~1itigatec!: 

An Ste or SLC-designated site monitor·sb:all obsetve 
'tl:te fugress or egress of uucks at the staging/~..s 
ar~ to en.sUre tht:.t there K traffic confro!0tri ensure 
truck Jlli"sVCMeDt ~ ~ grgµps· fj[fOUr~ 

- ~· 

Ttµc!cs shall be enteri!lg and eXi~~g staging areas in: 

group5 cf fgur ... 

Truck traffl~:iliall be prohibited from entering the 
staging areas from westbound PCH during0 the a.m. 
and, p.m. peak traffic hours. 

Po~ntial ·c;onfiidS between left tilming ~~h ~d 
PCH traffic dµrll:i&. peak traffic periods. 

An SLC or ~LC·dcajgnate.d'sit~ monitor shall obsc;Jve 
trucks entering the Site during peak hours on a daily 
basis to verify approach fro·m the eastbound side of 
PCH only during.pl°~ hours. 

During designated hours throughout the c0nsttuction 

period~ 

TruckS shall not:enter staging.areas between 7:00 ~ 
anc 8:00 a,m. & 4:00 p m. and. 5:00 ?·=· !'i\lm the 
westbound side of PCH. 

Truck tra,ffjc carrying· armor rock from Qjai ~J' be 
rerou~ed.to S.R.. 33, Highway 101 and"D..,~ "?.~3 R~d. 
Truat,traffic carrying!~~r rock~from camarlllo shall 
~Pleasant Valley Road and Los Posas Road to 
a~fCH. 

Potential congestion within the central bUsiness 
districts ()f ~ta Paula and Oxnard. , 

-: . 
'Ct .Lr~i:•~,.. »i-~:: 

•' . . ,, 



¥onitoring 
-~~~men ts: 

Tuning: 

Comp!ianee 
·Standards: 

D, Mitigation 
Measum: 

Impact to be 
Miti~ted: 

Monitoring 
Requirements: 

Gomplian~ 
Standards: 

E. Mit!imWm 
~: 

L"'itpaCt to'~.! 
Mitigated: 

Monito~g 
'Requirem.ent.S: 

Timing· 

The con~r's final route selection sbdl be 
sU:bmittoo· to SLC for verification that the deSignated 
routes are to be foHowCd. 

St.lection and approval of final:n;;;i~ shall occur prior 
to the start of construction.. 

The routes t&S specified shall be selected IJy the 
con_tractor. 

Truck ~r. carryin6 sand from either Hansen Dam 
or InvincWc shall use the S.R. 118 ~eeway, Mad~~ 
Road, Olsen Road the ,.')orpark freeway (S~R. i;i), 
Los 'Posas Road, and eLtbound PCH during the p~rfi. 
peak hours. 

Exacerbation of increased traffk "t•olumes ~~a~, 
westbo>Jnd PCH during the p.m. peak hout,,~~:;itnd 
delivery truck';. 

Final route selection shall be ~ubmitted by the 
contractor to SI::£ for verification that the designated 
routes ~e to 00-'followed. 

Fiilal rooie selections shall ~ made and approved-by 
SLC prior to 'the start of construction. 

No truCk' shall arrive from the westbound ~i<Je of PCH 
between 3:00 a~ 5:00 p.m. 

Tw0 ingress and egress_points shall be used at each 
staging area.. 

Increased congestion on PCH due to queuing of trucks 
at ingress anp l!gress points,of staging areas. 

The 'site visit made IYJ an SLC or SLC-desigmlted 
mol;litor p~or to the start of construction shall verify 
the existew~ of two a~ points at ~ch staging area. 

AtX!eSS points shall\pe delineated prim· to ~e start pf 
construction and lltilized throughout constrµction. 

ll 
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\ 

Compliance 
Stand!rds: 

Fach ~area-shall have 2 ingr~/egress points 
which 5hall-remain operationa! throughout 
construction. 

1 42 ·s1 .. 
3298 
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