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VENTURA, CA 93001 1 2 Staff: D. Christensen
(805) 585-1800 Staff Report: 10/25/07

Hearing Date: 11/14/07

STAFF REPORT: PERMIT AMENDMENT

APPLICATION NO: 4-02-012-A1

APPLICANT: Alex Cadoux AGENT: Shelley Coulson
PROJECT LOCATION: 2915 Tuna Canyon Road, Topanga; Los Angeles County

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT PREVIOUSLY APPROVED: Construction of a new 4,961 sq. ft.,
two-story single family residence including a 484 sq. ft. attached garage and a 1,002 sq. ft.
basement, septic system, driveway, retaining walls, and approximately 1,156 cubic yards of
grading (1,104 cu. yds. cut and 52 cu. yds. fill) at 2915 Tuna Canyon Road, Topanga; Los
Angeles County.

DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT: Relocate septic system and perform remedial grading (120
cu. yds. for removal, recompaction, and keyway) of an approximately 7,000 sq. ft. area of
landslide debris on the property.

LOCAL APPROVALS RECEIVED: Los Angeles County Department of Public Works’
Geotechnical and Materials Engineering Division, approved Geologic Review Sheet (dated June
21, 2006), and approved Soils Engineering Review Sheet (dated June 28, 2006); and Los
Angeles County Environmental Health Department septic system Approval-in-Concept, dated
September 13, 2007.

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS: “Limited Geologic and Soils Engineering Investigation” by
GeoConcepts, Inc., dated May 7, 2001; “Preliminary Geologic and Soils Engineering
Investigation” by GeoConcepts, Inc., dated August 17, 2004; “Addendum Report No. 2" by
GeoConcepts, Inc., dated January 26, 2005; “Addendum Report No. 3" by GeoConcepts, Inc.,
dated June 6, 2005; “Addendum Report No. 4” by GeoConcepts, Inc., dated September 28,
2005; “Addendum Report No. 5" by GeoConcepts, Inc., dated December 22, 2005; “Private
Sewage Disposal System Report” by GeoConcepts, Inc., dated December 21, 2006;
“Compaction Report” by GeoConcepts, Inc., dated April 5, 2007; “Final Geology Report” by
GeoConcepts, Inc., dated April 16, 2007; “Interim Geology Report” by GeoConcepts, Inc., dated
October 3, 2007.

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the proposed amendment with five (5) special conditions
regarding conformance with geologic recommendations, revegetation and erosion control,
assumption of risk, deed restriction, and condition compliance. The standard of review for the
proposed project is the Chapter Three policies of the Coastal Act. In addition, the policies of the
certified Malibu-Santa Monica Mountains Land Use Plan (LUP) serve as guidance. As
conditioned, the proposed project is consistent with all applicable Chapter Three policies of the
Coastal Act.
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PROCEDURAL NOTE: The Commission's regulations provide for referral of permit amendment
requests to the Commission if:

1) The Executive Director determines that the proposed amendment is a material
change,

2) Objection is made to the Executive Director's determination of immateriality, or

3) The proposed amendment affects conditions required for the purpose of
protecting a coastal resource or coastal access.

If the applicant or objector so requests, the Commission shall make an independent
determination as to whether the proposed amendment is material. 14 Cal. Code of Regulations
Section 13166. In this case, the Executive Director has determined that the proposed
amendment is a material change to the project and has the potential to affect conditions
required for the purpose of protecting a coastal resource.

. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

MOTION: I move that the Commission approve the proposed amendment to
Coastal Development Permit No 4-02-012 pursuant to the staff
recommendation.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL:

Staff recommends a YES vote. Passage of this motion will result in approval of the permit
amendment as conditioned and adoption of the following resolution and findings. The motion
passes only by affirmative vote of a majority of the Commissioners present.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE PERMIT:

The Commission hereby approves the coastal development permit amendment on the ground
that the development as amended and subject to conditions, will be in conformity with the
policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act and will not prejudice the ability of the local government
having jurisdiction over the area to prepare a Local Coastal Program conforming to the
provisions of Chapter 3. Approval of the permit amendment complies with the California
Environmental Quality Act because either 1) feasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives
have been incorporated to substantially lessen any significant adverse effects of the amended
development on the environment, or 2) there are no feasible mitigation measures or alternatives
that would substantially lessen any significant adverse impacts of the amended development on
the environment.

[I. Standard and Special Conditions

NOTE: Unless specifically altered by the amendment, all standard and special conditions
previously applied to Coastal Development Permit 4-02-012 remain in effect. In addition,
the following five special conditions are hereby imposed as a condition upon the
proposed project as amended pursuant to CDP 4-02-012-A1l.
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1. Plans Conforming to Geotechnical Engineer’s Recommendations

By acceptance of this permit amendment, the applicant agrees to comply with the
recommendations contained in the “Limited Geologic and Soils Engineering Investigation” dated
May 7, 2001, “Preliminary Geologic and Soils Engineering Investigation” dated August 17, 2004,
“Addendum Report No. 2" dated January 26, 2005, “Addendum Report No. 3" dated June 6,
2005, “Addendum Report No. 4” dated September 28, 2005, “Addendum Report No. 5" dated
December 22, 2005, “Private Sewage Disposal System Report” dated December 21, 20086,
“Compaction Report” dated April 5, 2007, “Final Geology Report” dated April 16, 2007, and the
“Interim Geology Report” dated October 3, 2007, all by GeoConcepts, Inc., and that all such
recommendations shall be incorporated into all final design and construction, including
recommendations concerning grading, drainage, and sewage disposal.

The final plans approved by the consultant shall be in substantial conformance with the plans
approved by the Commission relative to grading and drainage. No substantial changes in the
proposed development approved by the Commission may occur without an approved
amendment(s) to this permit or new Coastal Development Permit(s).

2. Revegetation and Erosion Control Plan

Prior to issuance of the Coastal Development Permit Amendment, the applicant shall
submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, a detailed Revegetation and
Erosion Control Plan and Monitoring Program, prepared by a licensed Landscape Architect or
qualified Resource Specialist, for all areas of the project site temporarily disturbed by as-built
slope remediation grading activities. Within 60 days of the issuance of this coastal development
permit, the applicant shall commence implementation of the approved Revegetation and
Erosion Control Plan. The Executive Director may grant additional time for good cause. The
plans shall identify the species, extent, and location of all plant materials and shall incorporate
the following criteria:

a. Technical Specifications

1) The Revegetation and Erosion Control Plan shall provide for the stabilization of exposed
soils in the project area with native plant species and in accordance with the approved
long-term fuel modification plan submitted pursuant to CDP 4-02-012. Selected native
plant species must be endemic to the Santa Monica Mountains, as listed by the
California Native Plant Society - Santa Monica Mountains Chapter in their document
entitted Recommended List of Plants for Landscaping in the Santa Monica Mountains
dated February 5, 1996. All native plant species shall be of local genetic stock. No plant
species listed as problematic and/or invasive by the California Native Plant Society, the
California Invasive Plant Council, or by the State of California shall be employed or
allowed to naturalize or persist on the site. No plant species listed as a ‘noxious weed’
by the State of California or the U.S. Federal Government shall be utilized or maintained
within the property.

2) Planting shall be adequate to provide 90 percent coverage within two (2) years, and this
requirement shall apply to all disturbed soils. Plantings shall be maintained in good
growing condition throughout the life of the project and, whenever necessary, shall be
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replaced with new plant materials to ensure continued compliance with applicable
landscape requirements.

3) Until plantings become established, the applicant shall also install or construct temporary
sediment basins (including debris basins, desilting basins, or silt traps), temporary drains
and swales, sand bag barriers, silt fencing, and shall stabilize any stockpiled fill with
geofabric covers or other appropriate cover, install geotextiles or mats on all cut or fill
slopes, and close and stabilize open trenches. These erosion control measures shall be
required on the project site during grading operations and maintained throughout the
development process to minimize erosion and sediment from runoff waters during
construction. All sediment should be retained on-site, unless removed to an appropriate,
approved dumping location either outside of the coastal zone or within the coastal zone
to a site permitted to receive fill.

b. Monitoring

Five years from the date of completion of the proposed development the applicant shall submit
for the review and approval of the Executive Director, a revegetation monitoring report, prepared
by a licensed Landscape Architect or qualified Resource Specialist, that certifies the
revegetation is in conformance with the revegetation plan approved pursuant to this Special
Condition. The monitoring report shall include photographic documentation of plant species and
plant coverage.

If the revegetation monitoring report indicates the site is not in conformance with or has failed to
meet the performance standards specified in the revegetation plan approved pursuant to this
permit, the applicant, or successors in interest, shall submit a revised or supplemental
revegetation plan for the review and approval of the Executive Director. The revised
revegetation plan must be prepared by a licensed Landscape Architect or a qualified Resource
Specialist and shall specify measures to remediate those portions of the original plan that have
failed or are not in conformance with the original approved plan.

The Permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the final approved plan. Any
proposed changes to the approved final plan shall be reported to the Executive Director. No
changes to the approved final plan shall occur without a Coastal Commission - approved
amendment to the coastal development permit, unless the Executive Director determines that
no amendment is required.

3. Assumption of Risk

By acceptance of this permit, the applicant acknowledges and agrees (i) that the site may be
subject to hazards from erosion, landslide, and slope failure; (ii) to assume the risks to the
applicant and the property that is the subject of this permit of injury and damage from such
hazards in connection with this permitted development; (iii) to unconditionally waive any claim of
damage or liability against the Commission, its officers, agents, and employees for injury or
damage from such hazards; and (iv) to indemnify and hold harmless the Commission, its
officers, agents, and employees with respect to the Commission’s approval of the project
against any and all liability, claims, demands, damages, costs (including costs and fees incurred
in defense of such claims), expenses, and amounts paid in settlement.
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4, Deed Restriction

Prior to issuance of this Coastal Development Permit Amendment, the applicant shall
submit to the Executive Director for review and approval documentation demonstrating that the
applicant has executed and recorded against the parcel(s) governed by this permit amendment
a deed restriction, in a form and content acceptable to the Executive Director: (1) indicating
that, pursuant to this permit amendment, the California Coastal Commission has authorized
development on the subject property, subject to terms and conditions that restrict the use and
enjoyment of that property; and (2) imposing the Special Conditions of this permit amendment,
as covenants, conditions and restrictions on the use and enjoyment of the Property. The deed
restriction shall include a legal description of the entire parcel or parcels governed by this permit
amendment. The deed restriction shall also indicate that, in the event of an extinguishment or
termination of the deed restriction for any reason, the terms and conditions of this permit
amendment, shall continue to restrict the use and enjoyment of the subject property so long as
either this permit or the development it authorizes, or any part, modification, or amendment
thereof, remains in existence on or with respect to the subject property.

5. Condition Compliance

Within 90 days of Commission action on this coastal development permit amendment
application, or within such time as the Executive Director may grant for good cause, the
applicant shall satisfy all requirements specified in the conditions hereto that the applicant is
required to satisfy prior to issuance of this permit. Failure to comply with this requirement may
result in the institution of enforcement action under the provisions Chapter 9 of the Coastal Act.

l1l. Findings and Declarations

The Commission hereby finds and declares:

A. Amendment Description and Background

The subject 2.5 acre property is located on Tuna Canyon Road within the southeast portion of
the Santa Monica Mountains area, Los Angeles County (Exhibits 1-2). The area surrounding
the project site is characterized by natural hillside terrain and is moderately developed with
custom single family residences. On May 13, 2004, the Commission approved Coastal
Development Permit 4-02-012 (Kelly) for construction of a new 4,961 sq. ft., two-story single
family residence, with a 484 sq. ft. attached garage, 1,002 sq. ft. basement, septic system,
driveway, retaining walls, and approximately 1,156 cubic yards of grading (1,104 cu. yds. cut
and 52 cu. yds. fill) on the subject property (Exhibit 3). The project was approved by the
Commission subject to special conditions regarding 1) geologic recommendations, 2) drainage
and polluted runoff control, 3) landscaping and erosion control plans, 4) wildfire waiver, 5)
structural appearance, 6) future development, 7) lighting restriction, 8) deed restriction, 9) oak
tree mitigation, 10) habitat impact mitigation, 11) removal of excess excavated material, and 12)
an approved Los Angeles County Geologic Review Sheet.

Two years later, on May 11, 2006, the applicant requested a time extension for CDP 4-02-012.
On September 8, 2006, the Executive Director determined that there were no changed
circumstances affecting the proposed development’s consistency with the Coastal Act and
provided notice of the extension request to neighboring property owners within 100 feet of the
subject property. Commission Regulations state that “if no objection is received at the
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Commission office within 10 working days of publishing notice, the determination of consistency
shall be conclusive...and the Executive Director shall issue the extension.” In this case, a letter
of objection to the time extension was received by the Commission on September 22, 2006,
within 10 working days of the mailed notice. The objection letter was from an adjacent property
owner who asserted that ground movement occurred within a large active landslide on the
subject property after the winter rains of 2005. Also on September 22, 2006, the applicant
satisfied all “prior to issuance” special conditions of CDP 4-02-012 and the permit was issued.
However, because the Commission received an objection regarding the time extension request
that must be reported to the Commission for a changed circumstances determination, the
applicant was notified that development authorized by CDP 4-02-012 could not commence until
the objection matter is resolved.

Review of the objection revealed that the winter storms of 2005 created a landslide condition
that was evidenced by ground cracking and a few inches of movement on a portion of the
subject property. In June 2005 the applicant’s geotechnical consultants evaluated the landslide
condition, delineated its extent, and recommended removal and recompaction of the landslide
debris on the property (Exhibit 4). The landslide area on the property is approximately 7,000 sg.
ft. in size, with a maximum depth of about 10 feet. The applicant’s geotechnical consultants also
indicated that proposed seepage pits should be relocated closer to the residence in order to
avoid the landslide area. In addition, the geotechnical consultants found that the previously
approved residence, driveway, and retaining walls on the site would not be adversely affected
by the landslide since no landslide debris is located in the area of the residential development.
However, the remedial grading and septic system relocation recommended by the geotechnical
consultants was not previously considered by the Commission in its 2004 approval of the
project. To resolve this issue, the applicant submitted a coastal development permit amendment
application on January 17, 2007 for the remedial grading work and seepage pit relocation. Due
to delays in acquiring County Health Department approval of the proposed seepage pit
relocation, the amendment application was not filed complete until September 24, 2007.

The applicant proposes to perform remedial grading (removal, recompaction, and keyway) of an
approximately 7,000 sq. ft. area of landslide debris on the subject property, and to relocate the
septic system in order to be further set back from the landslide area (Exhibits 5-6). The
additional grading proposed under this permit amendment is 120 cu. yds. The proposed slope
remediation area is located between 80 and 200 feet west of the previously approved residence
on the property, within the applicant’'s and neighboring residence’s Fire Department-required
fuel modification zones, and as such, will not involve removal of any undisturbed native
vegetation that is considered environmentally sensitive habitat area (ESHA).

According to the applicant, the proposed additional grading to stabilize the landslide slope was
already completed in October 2007, and the grading work for the residence associated with
CDP 4-02-012 was also previously completed a year prior, in October 2006. Therefore, the
applicant now requests after-the-fact approval of the as-built grading work that is the subject of
this permit amendment.

The applicant has submitted final grading and drainage plans for the proposed project which
reflect the revised grading requirements for the amended project, and also include the
consulting geotechnical engineer’'s recommendation for remedial grading of the landslide debris
area. The plans have been certified in writing by the project’s consulting geotechnical engineer
indicating that the plans are in conformance with the consultant’'s recommendations for geologic
stability of the project site. In addition, the applicant has provided Commission staff with follow-
up geologic reports that provide the consultant's findings and recommendations following
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geologic field observation and testing conducted during grading operations on the site. The
proposed septic system relocation has also been reviewed and approved by the consulting
geologic engineering consultant, as well as the consulting environmental health specialist and
Los Angeles County Health Department.

B. Hazards and Geologic Stability

The proposed development is located in the Malibu/Santa Monica Mountains area, an area that
is generally considered to be subject to an unusually high amount of natural hazards. Geologic
hazards common to the Santa Monica Mountains area include landslides, erosion, and flooding.
In addition, fire is an inherent threat to the indigenous chaparral community of the coastal
mountains. Wildfires often denude hillsides in the Santa Monica Mountains of all existing
vegetation, thereby contributing to an increased potential for erosion and landslides on property.

Section 30253 of the Coastal Act states in pertinent part that new development shall:

(1) Minimize risks to life and property in areas of high geologic, flood, and
fire hazard.

(2) Assure stability and structural integrity, and neither create nor contribute
significantly to erosion, instability, or destruction of the site or
surrounding area or in any way require the construction of protective
devices that would substantially alter natural landforms along bluffs and
cliffs.

The proposed development is located on a hillside lot in the Santa Monica Mountains, an area
generally considered to be subject to an unusually high amount of natural hazards. Geologic
hazards common to the Santa Monica Mountains area include landslides, erosion, and flooding.
In addition, fire is an inherent threat to the indigenous chaparral community of the coastal
mountains. Wild fires often denude hillsides in the Santa Monica Mountains of all existing
vegetation, thereby contributing to an increased potential for erosion and landslides on property.
Section 30253 of the Coastal Act mandates that new development be sited and designed to
provide geologic stability and structural integrity, and minimize risks to life and property in areas
of high geologic, flood, and fire hazard.

The applicant is requesting to amend the subject permit to allow for remedial grading (120 cu.
yds. for landslide debris removal, recompaction, and keyway) of a 7,000 sq. ft. landslide area on
the property and relocation of the septic system to comply with recommendations of the project
geologic consultant. The applicant submitted a “Limited Geologic and Soils Engineering
Investigation” dated May 7, 2001, “Preliminary Geologic and Soils Engineering Investigation”
dated August 17, 2004, “Addendum Report No. 2” dated January 26, 2005, “Addendum Report
No. 3” dated June 6, 2005, “Addendum Report No. 4” dated September 28, 2005, “Addendum
Report No. 5" dated December 22, 2005, “Private Sewage Disposal System Report” dated
December 21, 2006, “Compaction Report” dated April 5, 2007, “Final Geology Report” dated
April 16, 2007, and “Interim Geology Report” dated October 3, 2007, all prepared by
GeoConcepts, Inc., for the subject site evaluating the geologic stability of the site in relation to
site development.

According to the June 6, 2005 Addendum Report #3 by GeoConcepts Inc., the winter storms of
2005 created a landslide condition on the subject property that was evidenced by ground



4-02-012-A1 (Cadoux)
Page 8

cracking and movement. The geotechnical consultants evaluated the landslide condition,
determined its extent, and recommended removal and recompaction of an approximately 7,000
sqg. ft. area of the property that contains the landslide debris. Addendum Reports # 4 and #5 by
GeoConcepts Inc., dated September 28, 2005 and December 22, 2005 respectively, indicate
that the previously approved residence development area will not be adversely affected by the
landslide since no landslide debris is located in the area of the residence. However, the
proposed seepage pits located within the area of the landslide were recommended to be
relocated in order to be further set back from the landslide area of the site.

The County Department of Public Works Geotechnical and Materials Engineering Division
provided a thorough review of site conditions in relation to proposed development and, on June
28, 2006, recommended approval of the project that was approved by the Commission pursuant
to CDP 4-02-012, in addition to the remedial grading work for the landslide area that is the
subject of this amendment. In addition, the proposed septic system relocation was reviewed and
approved by the consulting geologic engineering consultant, environmental health specialist,
and the County Health Department.

The proposed slope remediation area is located between 80 and 200 feet west of the previously
approved residence on the property. According to the applicant, the proposed additional grading
to stabilize the landslide slope was already completed in October 2007, and the grading work for
the residence associated with CDP 4-02-012 was also previously completed a year prior, in
October 2006. The applicant therefore seeks after-the-fact approval for the as-built grading work
that is the subject of this permit amendment. The applicant has submitted revised grading and
drainage plans for the proposed project which reflect the revised grading requirements for the
amended project, and also include the consulting geotechnical engineer’'s recommendation for
remedial grading of the landslide debris area. The plans have been certified in writing by the
project’s consulting geotechnical engineer indicating that the plans are in conformance with the
consultants recommendations for geologic stability of the project site. In addition, the applicant
has provided Commission staff with follow-up geologic reports that provide the consultant’s
findings and recommendations following geologic field observation and testing conducted during
grading operations on the site. The follow-up geologic reports prepared by GeoConcepts, Inc.,
dated 4/5/07, 4/16/07, and 10/3/07, indicate that the geologic structure and lithology exposed
during grading were as anticipated in previous reports and provides additional
recommendations for planting, drainage, and irrigation. Based on the consultant’s
comprehensive evaluation of the site’s geology and the proposed development, they have found
that the proposed project is adequate to remediate the landslide condition on the property and
that the remainder of the previously approved development on-site will be safe from landslide,
settlement, and slippage and not adversely affect adjacent property.

The submitted geologic reports that concern the amended project contain several
recommendations to be incorporated into project grading, planting, irrigation, sewage disposal,
and drainage to ensure the stability and geologic safety of the proposed project site and
adjacent property. To ensure that the recommendations of the consultants have been
incorporated into all proposed development, the Commission, as specified in Special Condition
No. One (1), requires the applicant to comply with and incorporate the recommendations
contained in the submitted geologic reports into all final design and construction. Final plans
approved by the consultants shall be in substantial conformance with the plans approved by the
Commission. Any substantial changes to the proposed development, as approved by the
Commission, which may be recommended by the consultant shall require an amendment to the
permit or a new coastal development permit.
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The Commission finds that minimization of site erosion will add to the stability of the site.
Erosion can best be minimized by requiring the applicant to plant all disturbed areas of the site
with native plants and consistent with the fire protection requirements. In past permit actions
the Commission has found that invasive and non-native plant species are typically characterized
as having a shallow root structure in comparison with their high surface/foliage weight and/or
require a greater amount of irrigation and maintenance than native vegetation. In comparison,
the Commission finds that native plant species are typically characterized not only by a well
developed and extensive root structure in comparison to their surface/foliage weight but also by
their low irrigation and maintenance requirements. Therefore, in order to ensure the stability
and geotechnical safety of the site, Special Condition No. Two (2) specifically requires the
applicant to submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, a detailed
Revegetation and Erosion Control Plan, prepared by a licensed Landscape Architect or qualified
Resource Specialist, for all areas of the project site temporarily disturbed by as-built slope
remediation grading activities. This plan must incorporate native plants, of local genetic stock,
consistent with the fuel modification (Zone C) requirements of the Los Angeles County Fire
Department. Special Condition No. 2 also specifies that the applicant shall commence
implementation of the approved Revegetation and Erosion Control Plan within 60 days of the
issuance of this coastal development permit.

Further, the proposed project, as conditioned to ensure that the disturbed portions of the site are
revegetated with native vegetation, has been designed to ensure slope stability on site to the
maximum extent feasible. However, the Coastal Act recognizes that certain development
projects located in geologically hazardous areas, such as the subject site, still involve the taking
of some risk. Coastal Act policies require the Commission to establish the appropriate degree
of risk acceptable for the proposed development and to determine who should assume the risk.
When development in areas of identified hazards is proposed, the Commission considers the
hazard associated with the project site and the potential cost to the public, as well as the
individual's right to use his property. As such, the Commission finds that due to the foreseen
possibility of erosion, landslide, and slope failure, the applicant shall assume these risks as a
condition of approval. Therefore, Special Condition No. Three (3) requires the applicant to
waive any claim of liability against the Commission for damage to life or property which may
occur as a result of the permitted development. The applicant's assumption of risk, will show
that the applicant is aware of and appreciates the nature of the hazards which exist on the site,
and which may adversely affect the stability or safety of the proposed development. Finally,
Special Condition No. Four (4) requires the applicant to record a deed restriction that imposes
the terms and conditions of this permit as restrictions on use and enjoyment of the subject
property and provides any prospective purchaser with recorded notice that the restrictions are
imposed on the subject property.

For the reasons set forth above, the Commission finds that, as conditioned, the proposed
project is consistent with Section 30253 of the Coastal Act.

C. Water Quality

Section 30231 of the Coastal Act states:

The biological productivity and the quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands,
estuaries, and lakes appropriate to maintain optimum populations of marine
organisms and for the protection of human health shall be maintained and, where
feasible, restored through, among other means, minimizing adverse effects of



4-02-012-A1 (Cadoux)
Page 10

waste water discharges and entrainment, controlling runoff, preventing depletion
of ground water supplies and substantial interference with surface water flow,
encouraging waste water reclamation, maintaining natural vegetation buffer
areas that protect riparian habitats, and minimizing alteration of natural streams.

Sections 30231 of the Coastal Act require that the biological productivity and the quality of
coastal waters and streams be maintained and, where feasible, restored through among other
means, minimizing adverse effects of waste water discharge and entrainment, controlling runoff,
preventing depletion of ground water supplies and substantial interference with surface water
flows, maintaining natural buffer areas that protect riparian habitats, and minimizing alteration of
natural streams.

The applicant requests an amendment to perform remedial grading (removal and recompaction
with keyway) of an approximately 7,000 sqg. ft. area of landslide debris on the subject property,
and to relocate the previously approved septic system in order to be further set back from the
landslide area. The purpose of the project is to stabilize a surficial landslide condition on the
subject property that occurred as a result of the winter storms of 2005. The project site is
situated on a gently sloping 2.5 acre property along Tuna Canyon Road within the southeast
portion of the Santa Monica Mountains, Los Angeles County. The Commission finds that the
proposed grading and recompaction of the landslide slope on the property, as well as relocation
of the septic system, is required to effectively stabilize a landslide condition that occurred during
the 2005 storm season. The Commission notes, however, that removal of vegetation, grading,
and exposure of on-site soils can increase erosion on site and would subsequently result in a
potential increase in the sedimentation of the downslope Tuna Canyon watershed. The
Commission finds that the minimization of site erosion will minimize the project's potential
individual and cumulative contribution to adversely affect the watershed. Erosion can best be
minimized by requiring the applicant to revegetate the disturbed areas of the project site with
native plants endemic to the Santa Monica Mountains and consistent with fire protection
requirements. To ensure that revegetation and erosion control of the remediated slope is
successful to minimize increased erosion and sedimentation of downslope waterways, Special
Condition No. Two (2) requires the applicant to submit and implement a Revegetation and
Erosion Control Plan, prepared by a biologist or environmental resource specialist, for the
review and approval of the Executive Director. Native plant species that are endemic to the
Santa Monica Mountains shall be used to cover all areas temporarily disturbed and where soils
are exposed due to as-built landslide remediation activities. In addition, Special Condition 2
requires the applicant to install temporary erosion control measures until plantings become
established and to implement a five year monitoring program to ensure the success of the
replanting. Interim erosion control measures implemented during construction and post
construction landscaping will serve to minimize the potential for adverse impacts to water quality
resulting from drainage runoff during construction and in the post-development stage.
Therefore, the Commission finds that Special Condition No. 2 is necessary to ensure the
proposed development will not adversely impact water quality or coastal resources.

The applicant is proposing to relocate the previously approved septic system, consisting of a
3,436-gallon septic tank and seepage pits, to accommodate the sewage of the previously
approved development. The County of Los Angeles Environmental Health Department has
given in-concept approval of the relocated septic system, determining that the system meets the
requirements of the plumbing code. The County of Los Angeles’ minimum health code
standards for septic systems have been found protective of coastal resources and take into
consideration the percolation capacity of soils within the Santa Monica Mountains, among other
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criteria. Therefore, the proposed septic system, as proposed to be relocated and as designed
to meet these standards, will minimize adverse impacts to water quality.

As conditioned to revegetate the disturbed area of the site and implement erosion control

measures, the Commission finds that the proposed project will maintain water quality, consistent
with Section 30231 of the Coastal Act.

D. Unpermitted Development

Development has occurred on the subject site without the required coastal development permit
amendment that includes remedial grading to stabilize a landslide condition on the subject
property. While the applicant submitted an amendment application before the work was carried
out, the application was not complete and the applicant conducted the revised grading work
prior to Commission action on the permit amendment request. This application therefore
includes the request for after-the-fact approval for the above referenced unpermitted
development.

In order to ensure that the matter of unpermitted development addressed in this application is
resolved without delay after approval of this amendment application, Special Condition No.
Five (5) requires that the applicant satisfy all conditions of this permit that are prerequisite to the
issuance of this permit within 90 days of Commission action, or within such additional time as
the Executive Director may grant for good cause.

Although development has taken place prior to submission of this permit application,
consideration of the application by the Commission has been based solely upon the Chapter 3
policies of the Coastal Act. Approval of a portion of this permit does not constitute a waiver of
any legal action with regard to any alleged violations nor does it constitute an admission as to
the legality of any development undertaken on the subject site without a coastal permit.

E. Local Coastal Program

Section 30604 of the Coastal Act states:

a) Prior to certification of the local coastal program, a coastal development
permit shall be issued if the issuing agency, or the commission on appeal, finds
that the proposed development is in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3
(commencing with Section 30200) of this division and that the permitted
development will not prejudice the ability of the local government to prepare a
local program that is in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3
(commencing with Section 30200).

Section 30604(a) of the Coastal Act provides that the Commission shall issue a Coastal
Development Permit only if the project will not prejudice the ability of the local government
having jurisdiction to prepare a Local Coastal Program that conforms with Chapter 3 policies of
the Coastal Act. The preceding sections provide findings that the proposed project will be in
conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3 if certain conditions are incorporated into the
projects and are accepted by the applicant. As conditioned, the proposed development will not
create adverse impacts and is found to be consistent with the applicable policies contained in
Chapter 3. Therefore, the Commission finds that approval of the proposed development, as
conditioned, will not prejudice the County of Los Angeles’ ability to prepare a Local Coastal



4-02-012-A1 (Cadoux)
Page 12

Program for this area which is also consistent with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act,
as required by Section 30604(a).

F. California Environmental Quality Act

Section 13096(a) of the Commission’s administrative regulations requires Commission approval
of a Coastal Development Permit application to be supported by a finding showing the
application, as conditioned by any conditions of approval, to be consistent with any applicable
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A) of
CEQA prohibits a proposed development from being approved if there are feasible alternatives
or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen any significant
adverse effect that the activity may have on the environment.

The Commission incorporates its findings on Coastal Act consistency at this point as if set forth
in full. These findings address and respond to all public comments regarding potential
significant adverse environmental effects of the project that were received prior to preparation of
the staff report. As discussed in detail above, project alternatives and mitigation measures have
been considered and incorporated into the project. Five types of mitigation actions include
those that are intended to avoid, minimize, rectify, reduce, or compensate for significant impacts
of development. Mitigation measures required to minimize impacts include requiring
revegetation of disturbed soils (water quality and geologic stability), and implementation of
erosion control measures (water quality and geologic stability). As conditioned, there are no
feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available, beyond those required, which
would substantially lessen any significant adverse impact that the activity may have on the
environment. Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project, as conditioned to
mitigate the identified impacts, can be found to be consistent with the requirements of the
Coastal Act to conform to CEQA.



oVl / LA Y 338
A LY

V100

H-02-012- A\
Vicin H’j map

EXHIBIT NO. |
APPLICATION NO.

Ve i

‘ awe 1 5P sam

oy ....Jum v-!r.. L 1 ]_..M[F Eroncd
MV o ol =

KR U STE S i
|\ dri03s carm vesvan, oo _

MAP

630

SEE

A s
\.._.n\%‘f ,.‘M.\
i3 \ vmxww__%vuﬁ

T oV’
= L}
o
P
P T i
£7) k) 3 - WHOLIMN SWYLhiw h.\ < 5
s, 3 VIINOK KIS B . P
1% 1 ) S A %
&, u v g Y N !
YRF 0T ACEIR TIROLLN N m \ z 4\ RO g A I T
SHIVIN YITHON ViNYS o Lanars By ﬂ r.mm EHA s WM
N :

COPYRIGHT 1999 Thomas Droe Mapss <z —
Y




#2253 IFONY SO 40 ALNNOD
d¥H 5.H08S3IS5V

YIS ON
YL

i dYW 130Hvd
Mo ets

S wm® e o

e e

I

et
N
-
3
¥
pp—

N
[~ A5 —— | -
o2F
~ ¥
. SN
»r

i B G -

.r.ﬂm@l IT ..u....xwa.m

r27s
itplaard |/Ir.mm h/

{ L BF b8
uJT P In N I.M“'mmﬂh
27 "
bt @ M._H. W
N e o v
i A als iRy
o \;n\ ,mﬂ o i]
I 0 et »@»5&\&
einrted - . H ® S T -4
VS uuv.n. h.uun . ‘HQVMM!\\\ Jx.mmhhﬂﬂv!. ™ U.”ﬁ
} — Zeh . L A m“m Srerpe
i,
i JOLHOK:
SR ; s o7’
RN hd H
q - -
N

dYW 1304vd

]
‘335 CLNSEY

4-02-0172- Al

EXHIBIT NO. Z-
APPLICATION NO
Parcel map

wies 51

ROMNY2 YNAT

&0 P

y Ko imrry (T
i hr.v e L T
~ -y —_ AR
: W :_..ﬂ.gﬂﬁth

~,
— ] LI e H
WMM e s
oFL '
gy
o
59
™ 1
927
7-57-4

w2 OPETT = W 2SI

™ - . . Nmniﬁ“u

. ° e - . %;.\E._..._—\..u\ihq\.\\. : @
¥ B

. :

lossassy ‘yoeqlany yory sopeliuy sot o fjunoy

T N7 47313377ddY

WO0F = 1 IV

L | evby




Rt oy
D LUK FOR PRAEY ARMTEETS
LAEOR SHLCE 10 NACAT A meDLN 494 0T
Lyt r

fall
STRUCTURAL SENERAL HOTES

ol
4 EMERST CALCILATICHS

O N DA ] ORI CATIN AN KAl

DETART mroc S mars M Fa Ene

T i, TS,
@ . - e (7w et PG T o8 Rt BT
© FTEN RafT FRUNR T BLOGE SN M) SO

CINSTRUCTON HOTES

© DO P A SRS - Mo T, ML PR KR O AT 0§

& o,

© [T o /K TN st ML BACT VIM RN LED QM SELLA, DO
) D ¢ CROACTE Tl 4 TUMIEN POA Mh TINGA Ber-L

0 I, & DL WiT DR GNTIOL

0 PN + PPT L e CORCTE Bme 3 DK

@ DEIAL 4 Do CWT e FLER

O SR LRR BT 1D Ay e

0 SO CRCRTE WD SCRNE, TR
15 COMBACT 35 b, CHKRBTIE W

HAATE,

SHOPN ARE T
TION, CONTRACTOR AND/OR CHHER-
CONDATIONS, AND
DISCREPANCES,
M. /2 HEISHT OF HILL LEVEL BEHND HOVSE
= P

ALL DIMENSAONS AND

1 L AL
ERIGR TO CONSTRUG:

BULDER, TO VERIFT
HOTWY DESISHER (IR WRITING) Off ANT

SEMERAML HOTES,
AL

= 200"

SCALE 1"

SEE GRADING PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL INFO

[11]
]
0
0
IR
dl 9
[N
lu‘l'
H z
L
o«

EXHIBIT NO. 3

EXHIBITNO. 3
APP. NO. 4-02-012

SITE PLAN

APPLICATION NO.

y-02-01z2- Al

reviously ap roved
f;»t’rc Plz.n (‘:4 -02-012




ok
w/sl/i/si

4-07-612- A\
C’ltol03 e (V\d'o

EXHIBIT NO. 4
APPLICATION NO.

06 = .| Weog
our sydasuogoan
Py o A L]
PR jor Ia.
oug Tz
spramy Buippeg wh,
0D Jo vogeoo] —— —
[ (oo oumacA) w
B "




f v h_.llﬂ 2 sss1
J, n.m__u.; zomtu.ﬂ_ '
b IHIOID cranmrcnss Bovmmm: va o
nrl.!..mlxﬂ.#ﬂ S 0094
Imwddxs (1350084 m
e e i e LU

L
HNLYiNG 5, e ,mhi.u.

e
pa- wo
U

et et 14 ]

i
i o5yl

i
. o9

TS MOVIE DMIAYY

[Sid M3H LAVMIRHDS,
EONI WOS ¥1d U
10¥d335 "dOHd

<
—|=
A
S Qg | ]
slz |23
Z|10 10|
Tll Wm 1 —
AR NIE
=14 Q
w  |%|[& |2 ?
g |u< [T |8
szl o] st og 52
R Gy
! T s ot
. m — A_c.!.liol..“ woren mraches ﬂ.w 1 —
m- u-
I [@
I wm .
IH ;
P R - T " O 'r_|||. -lln—m.l
[}
— 2

| 0151

orH

QEsL

o

S$—8) Ud
3Wd3IIS W] 9

LTy

\\\.\\

_:..u

099y




100202 d3S
L EYNEEE

e / / /
A / 2 / !
i ' / D] s+ o
/ , For=-] 2 w\ \\. ﬂ.-_ﬂn
7, 7, / — e
],/ Y
\ : 7 =
‘r’ ‘\n \‘%
\.\ J =M 2 e
s - o
/ ” 3 &
\\ !
7, b i
\ {3
BN A
» 5 3 %/
N 2h
s - ——
- = L e
e &=.l 3
oeog -
N BUT] 0UUBS JBM -
L — SR ML ALLINGD.
- — \\l\-.

peoy uokueg euny g6z w _

y-0z2-olz-Al
Sepive relocahion plan

EXHIBIT NO. &
APPLICATION NO

"y
o
ugssiiofeiséo oy doy

Ao sascdind ubisep d0j s] [eaoadde sy
Losr-£)-}

‘feaoxdde sy prosinn meqs

rescadde 1dap yireay 2011 Jnoym 3ssaaax
3 uo werd toofy 1opme uepd aus wapsss
tesodsip s8emas ST woa} nonmasp {oy

oy (3-8
Gogyero 2685 ¥s2 -

ﬁuﬂ\ *M. §n1 7 3T MALSA

42 Bop ‘£ = moipvioryadiag) bung)
3-Bupog je ypdag ded | imud ebedses g oL X o1 [
ad 9 L 95'E = vorjererys s ay) Busog)

CHIN -
= SIpOW A2 1 yus ) _
s mamag | uewar 7163 o8 desoom
- o II..I‘ @
e
us = e ~— )
-
Ll Ot o »
o) (= . :
Y R
- =] N
L ¥ - Buvog je (pdaq de Z) i 1 sBedens 19 51 X S+ (|
- YPps Trorfyyoans, RIS BsRdg juesai _
F) _— ] —ca 10
et —] o
™ T T o
= ﬂ‘thll. "
E 1)
* 1 o
rrmt] e
2] e
\\l/ d oA orim hiyd

a-bupogie deD 91 Yim Rd ebedoes |5 67 X 9+ _\o
b )
‘wejshs esedsiq amng _ .uav ..oﬁ




