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143 Hestwind Mall (Lot 21, Block 15, Del Rey Beach 
Tract), Venice, City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Construction of a three-story, 37 foot high, 5,093 
square foot single family residence with an attached 
three-car garage on a vacant lot. 

Lot Area 
Building Coverage 
Pavement Coverage 
Landscape Coverage 
Parking Spaces 
Zoning 
Ht abv fin grade 

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

3,300 sq. ft. 
1,668 sq. ft. 
1,002 sq. ft. 

630 sq. ft. 
3 
Rl-1: Single Family Residential 
37 feet 

The proposed single family residence is located on a block. on which the public 
right-of-way of Hestwind Court has not yet been fully improved as required by 
the underlying permit for the tract improvements, Coastal Development Permit 
A-266-77 CILA>. Hestwind Court, partially unimproved, is the right-of-way 
which provides vehicular access to the site. This raises the issue of whether 
the applicant should be required to wait until the public right-of-way is 
improved for the length of the entire block before constructing the proposed 
residence, or whether the applicant can develop the lot prior to improvement 
of the right-of-way in its entirety (See page 7: Public Improvements). 

Staff recommends that the Commission allow the applicant to develop the lot 
prior to improvement of the public right-of-way in its entirety by granting a 
Coastal Development Permit for the proposed development with special 
conditions relating to the improvement of Hestwind Court, maintenance of 
public areas, compliance with underlying permit requirements, and the 
provision of adequate parking. The applicant agrees with the recommendation 
and has proposed to improve a portion of the Hestwind Court right-of-way in 
order to provide vehicular access to the site. 
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1. City of Los Angeles Approval in Concept #97-091, 11/6/97. 

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS: 

1. Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (ILA) & amendment. 
2. Coastal Development Permit Amendment 5-91-686-A (Hoffman/Mulvihill). 
3. Coastal Development Permit 5-95-207 (Croutch). 
4. Coastal Development Permit 5-87-112 (Del Rey Assoc.) & amendment. 
5. Coastal Development Permits 5-96-223, 224, 246, 247 & 248 (Lee). 
6. Coastal Development Permits 5-97-181 & 5-97-273 (Paragon). 
7. Coastal Development Permits 5-97-150 & 5-97-318 (Lee). 
8. Coastal Development Permits 5-97-204 & 5-97-288 (Ganezer). 
9. Coastal Development Permit applications 5-97-352 & 353 (Paragon). 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

The staff recommends that the Commission adopt the following resolution: 

I. Approval with Conditions 

The Commission hereby grants, subject to the conditions below, a permit for 
the proposed development on the grounds that the development, as conditioned, 
will be in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3 of the California 
Coastal Act of 1976, 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 of the Coastal Act, and will not 
have any significant adverse impacts on the environment within the meaning of 
the California Environmental Quality Act. 

II. Standard Conditions 

1. Notice of Receipt and Acknowledgment. The permit is not valid and 
development shall not commence until a copy of the permit, signed by the 
permittee or authorized agent, acknowledging receipt of the permit and 
acceptance of the terms and conditions, is returned to the Commission 
office. 

2. Expiration. If development has not commenced, the permit will expire two 
years from the date this permit is reported to the Commission. 
Development shall be pursued in a diligent manner and completed in a 

• 

• 

reasonable period of time. Application for extension of the permit must· • 
be made prior to the expiration date. 
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3. Compliance. All development must occur in strict compliance with the 
proposal as set forth in the application for permit, subject to any 
special conditions set forth below. Any deviation from the approved 
plans must be reviewed and approved by the staff and may require 
Commission approval. 

4. Interpretation. Any questions of intent or interpretation of any 
condition will be resolved by the Executive Director or the Commission. 

5. Inspections. The Commission staff shall be allowed to inspect the site 
and the project during its development~ subject to 24-hour advance notice. 

6. Assignment. The permit may be assigned to any qualified person, provided 
assignee files with the Commission an affidavit accepting all terms and 
conditions of the permit. 

7. Terms and Conditions Run with the Land. These terms and conditions shall 
be perpetual, and it is the intention of the Commission and the permittee 
to bind all future owners and possessors of the subject property to the 
terms and conditions. 

III. Special Conditions 

1. Public Improvements 

Prior to occupancy of the approved residence, the applicant shall provide 
evidence of completion of the improvements proposed for the portion of 
the Hestwind Court right-of-way which provides vehicular access to the 
site. All construction shall be compatible with the utilities and plans 
approved under Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (ILA). The applicant 
is responsible for obtaining the required final approvals from the City 
of Los Angeles for all work in the public right-of-way. 

2. Maintenance of Public Areas 

3. 

Prior to authorization of permit, the applicant shall record free of 
prior liens and encumbrances except for tax liens, a deed restriction in 
a form and content approved by the Executive Director. binding the 
applicant and his successors in interest to participate with the lot 
owners of the Silver Strand on a fair and equitable basis in the 
maintenance of the public areas, buffers and drainage devices prescribed 
by Coastal Permit A-266-77. The public areas shall be identified in the 
deed restriction. The deed restriction shall run with the land. 

Coastal Development Permjt A-266-77 CILA) 

Through the acceptance of this Coastal Development Permit, the applicant 
acknowledges that the subject site is subject to Coastal Development 
Permit A-266-77 (ILA) and that all development on the site and within the 
affected portions of the Silver Strand and Del Rey Beach subdivisions 
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must be consistent with Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA). All ~ 
public areas provided and improved pursuant to Coastal Development Permit 
A-266-77 CILA), including all of the landscaped pedestrian malls, the 
public streets and alleys, all public parking spaces, and the Ballona 
Lagoon public access path, shall remain open and available for use by the 
general public on the same basis as similar public areas within the 
City. Public parking areas shall not be used for preferential parking. 

4. On-site Parking 

Prior to authorization of permit, the applicant shall record free of 
prior liens and encumbrances except for tax liens, a deed restriction in 
a form and content approved by the Executive Director, assuring the 
provision of three off-street parking spaces on the project site. These 
parking spaces shall take access from the alleys (also called courts). 
The deed restriction shall run with the land, binding on all heirs and 
assigns of the applicant. 

IV. Findings and Declarations 

The Commission hereby finds and declares: 

A. Proiect Description 

The applicant proposes to construct a three-story, 37 foot high, 5,093 square 
foot single family residence on a vacant lot in the interior of the Del Rey 
Beach tract in Venice (Exhibits #2-6). The proposed residence provides three 
on-site parking spaces inside a three-car garage which is accessed from 
Hestwind Court (Exhibit #4). The proposed project is located on Hestwind 
Mall, a landscaped public pedestrian mall which was improved in 1990. 

The applicant also proposes to improve a section of the Hestwind Court 
right-of-way in order to provide vehicular access to the site. Hestwind 
Court is a partially unimproved public right-of-way which was required to be 
improved for vehicular access under the terms of Coastal Development Permit 
A-266-77 CILA)· (Exhibit 17). The applicant proposes to extend the pavement to 
his driveway prior to occupancy of the proposed residence. 

The site is located in the Del Rey Beach tract (Exhibit #2). The Silver 
Strand subdivision is located two blocks north of the site. Ballona Lagoon is 
located about three hundred feet west of the subject site. The entire area is 
referred to as the "Silver Strand area". 

B. project Background 

~ 

The Silver Strand subdivision and the Del Rey Beach tract share a long history 
before the Coastal Commission. Both subdivisions, referred to together as the • 
Silver Strand area, are located along the east bank of Ballona Lagoon and have 
only recently been developed with single family residences. Although the 
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subdivisions were created in the early 1900's, the development of the area did 
not occur until the late 1970's. Therefore, the Commission has reviewed and 
permitted the development of the subdivisions with single family residences. 

The first Commission approval in the area occurred in 1977 when the Commission 
approved the "Silver Strand Permit", A-266-77 CILA), which was brought before 
the Commission on an appeal. Prior to the Commission's action on Coastal 
Development Permit A-266-77 CILA) in 1977, the Commission and its predecessor 
denied several applications to improve the streets and supply utilities within 
portions of the Silver Strand subdivision and the Del Rey Beach tract to make 
residential development possible. The previous projects were denied because 
of adverse impacts on traffic, recreation and wetland habitat. 

The projects were proposed by a consortium of comprised of most of the owners 
of the approximately three hundred undeveloped lots located on Blocks 7 
through 18 of the Silver Strand subdivision and Blocks 13 through 15 of the 
Del Rey Beach tract <Exhibits #2&7). Most of the lot owners were represented 
by the consortium, although the gas company which owned several lots and a few 
other individual lot owners refused to join. The subject lot was formerly 
owned by the Gas Company. The consortium was judged to have the legal ability 
to apply for a permit to grade the lots. improve the streets, and supply 
utilities within the Silver Strand area so that individual lot owners would 
eventually be able to build homes under separate permits. 

The Commission's 1977 approval of Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA) 
permitted the consortium of applicants, the Isthmus Landowners Association 
(ILA), to develop the infrastructure necessary for the development of single 
family homes on approximately three hundred lots located on Blocks 7 through 
18 of the Silver Strand subdivision and Blocks 13 through 15 of the Del Rey 
Beach Tract (Exhibits #2&7). The currently proposed project is located on a 
lot (Lot 21, Block 15, Del Rey Beach tract) which is subject to Coastal 
Development Permit A-266-77 CILA) <Exhibit #2). 

Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA) was subject to conditions addressing 
lagoon protection, maintenance of public areas, public access, and public 
parking. In its approval of Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (!LA), the 
Commission found that Ballona Lagoon, located adjacent to the Silver Strand 
and Del Rey Beach subdivisions and about three hundred feet west of the 
subject site, was critical habitat area and an important coastal resource. 
The Commission further found that residential development of the Silver Strand 
area would have major adverse cumulative impacts on the lagoon and that 
several measures were necessary to mitigate the adverse impacts of 
development. One of the mitigation measures was the requirement for the 
dedication of an easement for a habitat protection and public access as part 
of a lagoon buffer to reduce the impacts of the residential development on the 
lagoon. The protective lagoon buffer area was to be restored according to the 
Ballona Lagoon Preserve Plan in order to improve the degraded habitat area. 
Another mitigation measure was a condition of Coastal Development Permit 
A-266-77 (ILA) which required the owners of the lots subject to Coastal 
Development Permit A-266-77 (!LA) to establish a private homeowners 
association sufficient to maintain all public areas and landscaping approved 
and required by the permit. Because all of the owners of the lots subject to 
Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (ILA) would benefit from the permitted 
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tract improvements, the Commission required each lot owner to contribute to. ~ 
the maintenance of the improvements. 

Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA> was amended in 1979 in response to 
litigation <Exhibit #7). The amended permit still allowed the ILA to develop 
the infrastructure necessary for the development of approximately three 
hundred lots with single family homes. As amended, Coastal Development Permit 
A-266-77 CILA) required the permittee CILA) to perform all grading in a single 
contract, to improve a public access path on the east bank of the lagoon, 
restore the lagoon buffer, to improve the streets and malls for public access 
and parking, and to establish a private homeowners association sufficient to 
maintain all public areas and landscaping including the lagoon buffer. A 
finding stated that the individual lagoon fronting lot owners would be 
required to dedicate an easement for a habitat protection and public access as 
a condition of their individual permits for residences. 

Since 1980, the approved grading has been completed, the public access path 
along Ballona Lagoon has been improved, and the permittee CILA> has 
established itself as the private homeowners association of the Isthmus 
Landowners Association CILA> to maintain the lagoon buffer and other public 
areas. 

However, the rights-of-way of Union Jack Mall, Voyage Mall, Hestwind Court and 
Voyage Court have not yet been improved as required by the terms of Coastal 
Development Permit A-266-77 CILA) (Exhibit #7). The reason for this was due 
to financial considerations and agreements made between certain lot owners in ~ 
the area. Mary Legg, the owner of the majority of lots on Union Jack Mall and ,.., 
Voyage Mall. states that she asked the !LA to delay the improvement of the 
Union Jack Mall and Voyage Mall rights-of-way while she attempted to 
coordinate with other owners of the lots on Union Jack Mall and Voyage Mall to 
finance the required improvements. The financial problems were not resolved 
and the rights-of-way of Union Jack Mall, Voyage Mall, Hestwind Court and 
Voyage Court were not improved. (A short section of Hestwind Court, however, 
has been paved in order to provide paved vehicular access to existing 
residences.) 

The amendment of Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA> also required that 
the lot owners located in the area subject to the permit to contribute equally 
for the restoration and maintenance of the lagoon buffer. Because all of the 
owners of the lots subject to Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (ILA) would 
benefit from the permitted tract improvements, including the lagoon buffer 
restoration, the Commission required each lot owner to contribute to the 
maintenance of the improvements. The Commission found that the development of 
the area with homes would have an impact on the lagoon and public access. The 
improvements would mitigate these impacts. Hithout the improvements, no lot 
could be developed. The lagoon buffer was landscaped in an effort to restore 
the habitat in the mid-1980's. but that effort was not successful. 

The conditions of approval for Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA> 
provided the basis for the mitigating special conditions which have been 
routinely applied to all subsequent Coastal Development Permits in the area. ~ 
This set of special conditions ensure that the Chapter 3 policies of the ~ 
Coastal Act and the intent of Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 <ILA) is 
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carried out as individual lots are developed. This application is required to 
meet the special conditions of approval necessary to ensure consistency with 
the Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act and Coastal Development Permit 
A-266-77 (!LA). 

There are also two sets of lots in the southern portion of the Del Rey Beach 
tract which were not subject to Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (!LA) 
<Exhibit #2). The Commission approved two permits, both modeled by Coastal 
Development Permit A-266-77 (!LA), for the development of the southern portion 
of the Del Rey Beach tract which was not subject to Coastal Development Permit 
A-266-77 (!LA). . 

Coastal Development Permit 5-86-641 (Lee) allowed the development of ten 
single family residences on ten lots situated along the east bank of Ballona 
Lagoon (Exhibit #2). That Commission approval included provisions for the 
restoration and maintenance of the lagoon buffer areas adjoining the subject 
lots. The lagoon buffer adjoining the ten lots subject to Coastal Development 
Permit 5-86-641 (Lee) has been successfully improved with a continuation of 
the east bank public access path and was restored with native coastal strand 
vegetation. 

Coastal Development Permit 5-86-641 (Lee) also required the permittee (Lee) to 
join with the private homeowners association established under Coastal 
Development Permit A-266-77 (ILA) to participate in the maintenance 
responsibilities of the public areas and landscaping (including malls, parking 
nodes, lagoon buffer and path) approved and required by the Coastal 
Development Permit A-266-77 (!LA). 

In 1987, the Commission approved Coastal Development Permit 5-87-112 (Del Rey 
Assoc.) for the development of streets, utilities, and 36 lots with single 
family residences on a southern portion of the Del Rey Beach tract located 
near the lagoon, but not adjoining it (Exhibit #2). The subject lot abuts the 
area subject to that permit. In its approval, the Commission found that 
residential development of this portion of the Del Rey Beach tract would have 
cumulative adverse impacts on the lagoon and mitigation measures were 
necessary to mitigate those cumulative adverse impacts of development. 

One of the mitigation measures was a condition which required the permittee 
(Del Rey Assoc.) and all members of the Del Rey Association to join with the 
private homeowners association established under Coastal Development Permit 
A-266-77 (ILA) to participate equally in the maintenance of the public areas 
and landscaping (including malls, parking nodes, lagoon buffer and path) 
approved and required by the Coastal Development Permits A-266-77 CILA), 
5-86-641 (Lee>, and 5-87-112 (Del Rey Assoc.). 

C. Public Improvements 

As previously stated, Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (!LA) permitted the 
construction of the infrastructure necessary for the development of 
approximately three hundred individual lots with single family homes (Exhibit 
#7). The permitted infrastructure improvements included the public streets, 
alleys <courts), landscaped public malls, underground utilities, and drainage 
devices. 
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In approving Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA), the Commission found • 
that the adverse impacts on public access and recreation caused by the 
residential development of the Silver Strand area would be partially offset by 
the improvement of the publ1c rights-of-way for public parking and pedestrian 
access. 

Most of the infrastructure improvements permitted by Coastal Development 
Development Permit A-266-77 CILA) have been constructed as required by the 
terms of the permit. However, the rights-of-way of Union Jack Mall, Voyage 
Mall, Hestwind Court and Voyage Court have not yet been improved as required 
by the terms of Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA) (Exhibit #7). Union 
Jack Mall and Voyage Mall are both required to be improved as public 
landscaped malls with public parking located at their west end and public 
sidewalks running their length. The proposed project is situated between the 
improved right-of-way of Hestwind Mall and the partially paved right-of-way of 
Hestwind Court <Exhibit #2). The underground utilities serving the site have 
been installed. 

As previously stated, the proposed single family residence is located on a 
public right-of-way which has not yet been fully improved as required by 
Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 <I LA>. This raises the issue of whether 
the applicant should be required to wait until the entire Hestwind Court 
public right-of-way is improved for vehicular access before constructing the 
proposed residence, or whether the applicant can develop the lot prior to 
improvement of the public right-of-way in its entirety. 

Special condition la of Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA> states that: • 

"All of the streets, utilities and drainage facilities for the entire 
tract north of the mall opposite Hestwind will be installed prior to the 
construction of single family houses.•• 

Special condition la required the improvement of all of the rights-of-way 
within the project area, the Silver Strand area north of Hestwind Mall, prior 
to the construction of homes. Some street rights-of-way were permitted to be 
paved for vehicular access, and other street rights-of-way like Union Jack 
Mall and Voyage Mall were permitted to be landscaped for public pedestrian 
access with public parking on the end. The ILA submitted plans which showed 
that street rights-of-way improved as landscaped malls with public parking 
nodes on the ends would supply about the same amount of public access as paved 
streets. 

The development of the Silver Strand area, however, did not occur as required 
by the condition. Due to financial considerations and agreements made between 
certain lot owners in the area, the applicant (!LA) requested permission to 
develop the area on a block-by-block basis. In a letter dated February 26, 
1981, the Commission staff indicated its approval of the request to develop on 
a block-by-block basis. Subsequently, every block in the project area was 
improved and developed with single family residences under Commission approved 
permits except for Blocks 13, 14 and 15 of the Del Rey Beach tract where the 
currently proposed project is located Clot 21, Block 15). 

e,tween 1981 and 1994 the Commission required all applicants in the Silver 
Strand area to demonstrate that all public improvements, including utilities • 
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and rights-of-way, were installed and improved for the entire block on which a 
residence was proposed prior to receiving a Coastal Development Permit for the 
construction of a residence. This requirement was preventing the lot owners 
on Blocks 13, 14 and 15 in the Del Rey Beach tract from developing their lots 
because the rights-of-way of Union Jack Mall, Voyage Mall, Westwind Court and 
Voyage Court have not been improved as required by the terms of Coastal 
Development Permit A-266-77 (ILA) (Exhibit #7). 

In the absence of a cooperative effort between the property owners to improve 
the unimproved rights-of-way on particular blocks, development of single 
family residences on Blocks 13, 14 and 15 of the Del Rey Beach tract had been 
effectively stalled while the rest of the Silver Strand area was built out 
with residences. Although the Commission has approved several homes on these 
blocks, the permits were not issued because the rights-of-way were not 
improved. Most of the approved permits on these blocks have expired. 

In 1994 the Commission addressed the issue of whether applicants on Blocks 13, 
14 and 15 should be required to wait until the public rights-of-way are 
improved for each entire block before being allowed to construct a single 
family residence, or whether applicants can develop the lot prior to 
improvement of the public rights-of-way in their entirety. 

On November 17, 1994, the Commission approved an amendment to Coastal 
Development Permit 5-91-686 (Hoffman & Mulvihill) which relieved the 
applicants of the burden of waiting until all public improvements 
(rights-of-way> were installed and improved for the entire block on which 
their residence was proposed before being permitted to construct their 
approved residence. The applicants' Coastal Development Permit application 
had been originally approved in 1991, but they were prevented from actually 
constructing their approved residence until the amendment was approved in 1994 
because the original approval required them to wait until the public 
rights-of-way were improved for their entire block before constructing their 
approved residence. 

By approving the amendment to Coastal Development Permit 5-91-686 (Hoffman & 
Mulvihill) in 1994, the Commission resolved the dilemma for all the lot owners 
on Blocks 13, 14 and 15 of the Del Rey Beach tract by revising the permit 
conditions to allow the development of private lots with residences under the 
condition that applicants agree to provide improved vehicular access to their 
lots on the courts (alleys) and improve the portion of the landscaped public 
mall which fronts their respective properties. The Commission applied this 
solution in its approval of Coastal Development Permit 5-95-207 CCroutch) for 
a single family residence at 130 Voyage Mall on November 16, 1995. The 
Commission applied the same solution in approving Coastal Development Permits 
5-96-223, 224, 246, 247 & 248 (The Lee Group, Inc.) in January 1997. As a 
result of the Commission's recent approval and issuance of Coastal Development 
Permit 5-97-150 (The Lee Group, Inc.) for seven homes on Union Jack Mall, 
construction has started on the improvement of the Union Jack Mall 
right-of-way for public access. 

More recently, the Commission approved Coastal Development Permit 5-97-181 
(Paragon) on August 12. 1997 and Coastal Development Permit 5-97-273 (Paragon) 
on October 7, 1997 allowing the applicant in this case to develop two lots on 
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Nestwind Mall Clots 15 & 17, Block 15) near the project site with single • 
family homes. As a result of the most recent approvals. a short section of 
Nestwind Court has been paved for vehicular access to the lots closest to Via 
Conte (Exhibit #2). 

Staff recommends that the Commission continue to allow the development of 
Blocks 13. 14 and 15 with single family residences with a special condition 
requiring all applicants to provide improved vehicular access to their lots 
via the courts (alleys) and improve the portion of the landscaped public mall 
which fronts their respective properties. This requirement. if applied to all 
the undeveloped lots in the area. would ultimately lead to the improvement of 
the unimproved public rights-of-way while allowing individual lots to be 
improved with single family residences without being delayed while waiting for 
the required infrastructure improvements. The alternative is to delay 
development of single family residences until the ILA or some other entity 
improves all of the unimproved public rights-of-way in their entirety. 

As part of this application the applicant has proposed to extend the pavement 
on Nestwind Court to the site in order to provide vehicular access to the lot 
(Exhibit #3). Nestwind Mall (the south side of the site) is already improved 
as a public pedestrian mall. 

The applicant's proposal to improve a short section of Nestwind Court in order 
to provide vehicular access to the site is consistent with the Commission's 
recent actions in the area and will provide for the improvement of all the 
public rights-of-way if applied to all subsequent permit applications. Even • 
though Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA) requires the improvement of 
all public rights-of-way prior to the development of single family residences. 
the inability of all lot owners on a particular block to participate and the 
underlying permittee's unwillingness to carry out the required improvements 
without the lot owners' participation will no longer delay individual lot 
owners from developing their properties. The public will eventually benefit 
through the improvement of all the currently unimproved rights-of-way. 

Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project. including the 
proposed improvement of a portion of the public right-of-way. is consistent 
with the public access and all other Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act. 
However, in order to ensure that the project is completed as proposed, a 
conditiqn of approval is applied to the permit to require that prior to 
occupancy of the approved residence, the applicant shall provide evidence of 
completion of the improvements proposed for the portion of the Nestw1nd Court 
right-of-way which provides vehicular access to the site. All construction 
shall be compatible with the utilities and plans approved under Coastal 
Development Permit A-266-77 CllA). The applicant is responsible for obtaining 
the required final approvals from the City of los Angeles for all work in the 
public rights-of-way. 

Finally, the applicant shall agree that all of the landscaped pedestrian 
malls, the public streets and alleys. all public parking spaces, and the 
Ballona lagoon public access path, shall remain open and available for use by 
the general public on the same basis as similar public areas within the City. 
As conditioned. the proposed development is consistent the Chapter 3 policies • 
of the Coastal Act. 
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~ D. Maintenance of Public Areas 

~ 

~ 

Hhen the Commission approved Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA) in 1977 
and amended it in 1979, it found that the residential development of the 
Silver Strand area would have major cumulative impacts on Ballona Lagoon and 
that several measures were necessary to mitigate the adverse impacts of 
development. Similar findings were adopted for the Commission•s approval of 
Coastal Development Permits 5-86-641 and 5-87-112. 

The mitigation measures included a requirement for the ongoing maintenance of 
the Silver Strand and Del Rey Beach public areas including the protective 
lagoon buffer, the public pedestrian malls, public parking spaces, the public 
access path along the lagoon, and the area•s drainage devices. The Commission 
found that the ongoing maintenance of these public areas was necessary to 
mitigate the cumulative adverse impacts of the development of the Silver 
Strand area as a residential area. · 

Therefore, the Commission required the applicant CILA> of Coastal Development 
Permit A-266-77 (ILA) to, among other things, establish a homeowners 
association to maintain the public areas. The Isthmus Landowners Association 
CILA) named themselves as the homeowners association which would maintain the 
public areas as required. As applicant, the ILA has the responsibility for 
the ongoing maintenance of the public areas because it is the property owners 
comprising the ILA who benefit most from the development of the area as a 
residential area. 

After the Commission•s approval of the amendment to Coastal Development Permit 
A-266-77 (ILA) in 1979, the Commission began conditioning all individual 
Coastal Development Permits for single family residences in the Silver Strand 
area to require a deed restriction stating that each applicant is required to 
participate with the other lot owners in the maintenance of the public areas. 
The purpose of the condition is to ensure that all lot owners who benefit from 
development of their property participate in the mitigation of the cumulative 
impacts of the development of the area. 

As required on the previous Commission approvals in the area, the applicant is 
required to record a deed restriction stating that he will participate with 
the lot owners of the Silver Strand and Del Rey Beach tracts on a fair and 
equitable basis in the maintenance of the public areas, buffers and drainage 
devices prescribed by Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 CILA). 

The applicant is also required to acknowledge that the public areas provided 
and improved pursuant to Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (!LA) shall 
remain open and available for use by the general public on the same basis as 
similar public areas within the City. This requirement is contained in 
special condition three which has been updated to reflect the completion of 
the landscaped public malls and the provision of public parking areas within 
the Silver Strand area. In previous Silver Strand area permits, special 
condition three had addressed the construction of the landscaped public malls 
and the provision of public parking areas within the Silver Strand area. 

Recordation of the required deed restriction will ensure that the applicant 
meets his obligation to participate in the mitigation of the cumulative 
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impacts which the development of the Silver.Strand area, including the subject • 
lot, has had on the coastal resources in the area as identified in Coastal 
Development Permits A-266-77 (llA), 5-86-641 and 5-87-112. Only as 
conditioned is the proposed development consistent with the Chapter 3 policies 
of the Coastal Act and previous Commission approvals. 

E. Public Access and parking 

The Commission has consistently found that a direct relationship exists 
between residential density, the provision of adequate parking, and the 
availability of public access to the coast. Section 30252 requires that new 
development should maintain and enhance public access to the coast by 
providing adequate parking facilities. 

Section 30252 of the Coastal Act states. in part: 

The location and amount of new development should maintain and enhance 
public access to the coast by ... (4) providing adequate parking 
facilities ••.• 

The Commission has consistently required that single family residences in the 
Silver Strand area provide three on-site parking spaces in order to meet the 
parking demands of the development and comply with Section 30252 of the 
Coastal Act. The proposed project provides the required three on-site parking 
spaces in a three-car garage located on the ground floor <Exhibit #4). In • 
addition, as required on the previous Commission approvals in the area, the 
applicant is required to record a deed restriction stating that he will 
provide three on-site parking spaces. Only as conditioned is the proposed 
project consistent with the public access policies of the Coastal Act. 

In addition, when the Commission approved Coasta1 Development Permit A-266-77 
(llA), it found that the adverse impacts on public access and recreation 
caused by the residential development of the Silver Strand area would be 
offset with the provision of a public access path along the east bank of 
Ballona Lagoon and with the improvement of the public rights-of-way for 
parking and pedestrian access. Therefore, in order to ensure that the public 
access improvements required by Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (llA) are 
protected for public use. the Commission requires as a condition of approval 
that the applicant acknowledge that the public areas provided and improved 
pursuant to Coastal Development Permit A-266-77 (ILA), including all of the 
landscaped pedestrian malls, the public streets and alleys, all public parking 
spaces, and the Ballona Lagoon public access path, shall remain open and 
available for use by the general public on the same basis as similar public 
areas within the City. The public parking areas located at the street and 
mall ends shall not be used for preferential parking. Only as conditioned is 
proposed project consistent with the public access policies of the Coastal Act. 

F. Local Cpastal Program 

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 
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of the local government having jurisdiction to prepare a Local Coastal Program 
which conforms with Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act: 

(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 
Coastal Program that is in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 
3 (commencing with Section 30200)~ A denial of a Coastal 
Development Permit on grounds it would prejudice the ability of the 
local government to prepare a Local Coastal Program that is in 
conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 
30200) shall be accompanied by a specific finding which sets _forth 
the basis for such conclusion. 

The Venice area of the City of Los Angeles does not have a certified Local 
Coastal Program. The proposed project, as conditioned, is consistent with the 
habitat, coastal access, and recreation policies of the Coastal Act. 
Therefore, the Commission finds that approval of the proposed development, as 
conditioned, will not prejudice the City•s ability to prepare a Local Coastal 
Program consistent with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act, as 
required by Section 30604(a) . 

G. California Environmental Quality Act 

Section 13096 Title 14 of the California Code of 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)(i) 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 impact which the activity may 
have on the environment. 

The proposed project, as conditioned, has been found consistent with the 
Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act. All adverse impacts have been 
minimized and there are no feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation 
measures available which would substantially lessen any significant adverse 
impact which the activity may have on the environment. Therefore, the 
Commission finds that the proposed project can be found consistent with the 
requirements of the Coastal Act to conform to CEQA. 

• 0234G:CP 
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jEFFREY A DAHL 
ARClilTECf 

I 
November 25, 1997 

Calitoraia Coaaal CoDUDillioa 
South Coast Diatric:t 
200 OceaD~ to" Floor 
Long Beach, CA 90802 
attat: Chac:k Posner .. 
re: 139/1431147 Westwiad MID 

Marina Del R.q, CA 

Dear Mr. PO$llC[, 

.· 

ibis Letter is to oodn:n that the alley or Turin Court will be completely improvecl per Ill 
Public Works requireme:ats prior to OCGapancy of the above referenoed projects. The maD 
&ide 
is already complete to tb& end of the strcct. 
Should you req~ any fUrther confirmation regard.iug tbi& 1111tter, plcuc do not hesitate 
to 
contact me immedialely. 

Sincc:rc1y • 

~9/ 
Architect of~ 
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• • J.tLiFORNiA coASTAL co'MMlssm .• .,, 

-so41 
• . . a, H..., Scr.t,SM Frulila M,OI• 4'11) $43-o555 • 

a:a _--.:u.-1 ... r--.11..,,_..1t ... ' ... '---•· "f a er=e ot I U 

cansilti=c ot sral!!nq. censttpsUon of nnU:ary INiflc atom dnin• P!ld'TSM''"' 

~tilities, ltreet tmprov.ments, ani! 1ari~lcap•4 mali• to allcv l!evelcprnent pf hPH''' 

on !nl!i~il!ual lot• within the Sil~er Stranl! an! pel !ey leaeb %t•£t• 

more ipec:!.ricsllr dlscrl.bed ~ tbt qpl!caUcm ~·til the Conm:itsicm omcu. 

1'ht =lt'rtlcpme:t ~ v1t.hi:a tht cout.al acme m t.cs ~ot111 Camt7 at , 

• 

Silver Stranl! ani! ~1 ,!Y leash SUbdivisions, between lallona ;aqoon •n4 Vit p;tse. 
west of Marina Del Ray, City of tea An91l11 · 

J.tt.er p.:~lic ~•L-ine held em Jply l§, 1919 , the C:l:=issioD tc=d · · 
that, u c=ncS!tioned, the r-oposed eevelopce::~ 11 1n contor::1t7 with the prmli=.l 
o! Chapt,e:o 3 o! tht Cal!!o~a Cl)utal Act o! 19'761 will =t prejudice the a~t7 

• . 

c! t.he local ,aver.:::e:rt. h..,....ng ju.r..sdictien OT"t:' thl area to prerar. a tccal Cout.ll 
?r:g:oa= tl'.at !.1 i."l co:!o.~~7 wit-h tnt prm!ieDS ot Ch~e:o 3 ct the Ca.li!==ia 
Coaft.al ~ o! 1976; 1: between ~~ tea md t.ht ~lie zocad neu .. t. the tea, u iD . 
coni'o:-=.t-7 vi~h the publ!c a::es1 &:lcl public :otc:'l&tic:r. f~liciea c! Cbl;'ter 3 ot th.-­
Calit~:T.ia Coastal let ot 1976; a=cl dthe:o (1) will U't hrre 1n1 li~ca:t ac!nr(. 
i:::pact em the e:r..z=-.=c:t, =' (2) tbe:'l an no !tui~le alt.er:ativtt azo ftaeble 
mitilat~on meu·.:ree rn.!.!.l'ble t.b£t YOU!~ IUbS'tsm!a.llj" le:1sc any liF~:am. a~ene 
!.::lrr.ct tut. the d.evelgpment u apprcnecl :q .b&7e em the e::r.'1r:m::mt. 

tffil!©IEBWJE@ 

SEP 0 41992. 

CAUfORNIA 
COASTAL COMM1SS10t·. 
SOtlTll e~ ' i'T QtS!!IC' 

M!w.~ • i'!S~­
J::u=tiTt ~leta:' 

~ 'rr D.d f.IJ!JfiH.a 

Pl:nld.t ~ 2§§·" , cd ~ =dt:'.ta=da :lta caah:zt1, !n.:l=d:t:o.c Ill e=dS.uezt 
, 

<e. 
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• • •· • Pe:mit. J.- 266-'77 " , ia m=je=t to the feU~ ccmt!iticu: 
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.&. Stanc!ud ~diticns • 

1: Asrl~ent of 1'~t. 1'bis pe:z-.::it mq =at be ass:iFtd to another pe:rscm 
u:ept, u prcrvidec:l1D t..be Ci!i.t~a .lc!:rd.mst.:-atin Code, 1'itlt 14t Sec:Uem 2.3170. 

. 2. l'ot.ice of !eceipt. and Aclcncwlec!mem. Const~ction M.hariced b7 tl:d.a 
pest ahall =to c~e.nce mlW a =Pi" 0! t.E!s permit, &isned 'b1 tbe pe:nittH ar 
aut.hcrized apnt., ack:rlcwle~ receipt ct the permit a acceptance ot it1 co:te:t.a, 
11 returned to the Ca::::S.alica.. 

. '· bi.raticn. It cCII\Itrw:ticm haa Dot comanced, Wa permit vUl upi.:N 
two (2) :reus hom the date em vh:ic.b the C:c::d.asion Toted. em the applicatiem. AFPU­
catian ~t:rr utensic= of thia pe:r::Lt mst be made prior to the upi:'atiCID date. 

4.. Const:-Jction. All ccnstructicn must oc~ in accord with tbl F=POul u 
• aet ft:trth in t.b.e application tor permit, ~ject to arr:r special cczditicu 1et.tca:'tl:l 

belcw. J.rq deviaticns !'rclm the &P?J"C"fld plans m.st be reviewed b7 th• Coassion 
purr.w:t to Ca.l!!a:nia AC::::inist:ratiTI Cod.e, '1'1tle 14, Sec:Ucms 1316.4-13168 • 

. . 5· Inte~mation. Inte::,ntaticn o:o Z"'''V'is:io:ns of the tems or c:ml!!.tic::.a ot 
'L'lis pe::i t est be reviewed by the State Coastal Ccmiss!an or its !xecm.iTt 
Director. All quest!cns recll""'..!."'li this per.::it should be a~:!..'""tssed to tJ:.e State 
C'ocssion o.f!ice in San rrand.sco unless a conc!iticn t:~Qresslr a'l:t.hcr'...:es Z"'T.S.n 
b7 the Bagianal Com::issi= or ita rrt.llt. 

].. Overall Cen~itien. Prier to iu-ua.nce of t.be permit, 'the applica.nt tball 
a~it eviclenee that 'the follcrwing cenl!iUons have l>ec aeta 

a. !.r.lr:revements. All ef t.he streeu, utilitiu, an~ c!rai.nage facilities 
fer t.he entire tract north e! the mall opposite Westvinl! will l>e insullel! prier to 
constl"Ueticn ef sin;l ... family be"Uaea. 

. 1:>. Gnc!in9. All of t.he c;ral!in; for t.he entire uaet Derth of 'the aall . 
opposite Westwin~ must l>e c~pletel! prior to construction of single-family bO"U&el. 
'l'o mil'limize the al5verse effects of aeil l!isturbance, all earthmoving in t.hb t.:act 
aball l:>e accc=plisbed in a dngle cent.:act. 

c. t.qeen Protection. %1'l order ~o protect the lageen frr:a the dvene 
effecu ef urban Z"W''eff, all Z'Wteff frc= the tract shall be l!inctel! te t.he Marina 
1511 ~ Channel. If, vitb t.he concuZTcce of 'the Executive Cincter of 'the O::c:mbliol'l, 
it ia deteminel! t.hat it is net feuible to direct Z"''::neff ~= the Huin& del ley 
C)&.nflel, t.he applicants tball eatabliab a bgC>On restc>ratien pro;raa! ~~. pro;ram 
ab&ll l:>e a'l:lbject to 'the rwiw a.n·c! approval of the Executive l:lirector ana aball 
c:en.siat of a t~yltBD of in-liw fee payments fer all c!eveloiZDent v:Lt.hifl t.he l'l:lbl!iviaien 
sufficient to provide fer the value a.nrS puzcbue of the t lots at 'the Derth a of the 
Uact a.nrS 'the cests of ;raiSing an! plantt.nc; the area to create a flW area of 11&11'1b, 
u ol'iiinally prcpc .. rS ~ the Ist:.hmus l:.a.nl!c:NT~era Aaaeciatiefl, In~. ':be -=unt of 
the iD-lieu fee cenuibvticn &ball l:>e est.abl11hel! u1ing t.he highelt of tb:ee .bl!epe.nl!ct 
appraisals of the nine lots an! a c!etailel! ce.t eaUmata fer i=prov•ct.a ~ a 
.1'1'9iatered engh!Hr. · 

. ·---·· .. - . 
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4. At:ce... All ~vt of the everal1 i=provt&Nnta, 9Z"ac!ing a hall :be ccm;te 
t.o the la;etcn uaantially u proYilled far 1ft the lallona :r.;ocm 
Prue.rve Plm. A :boftll ahall :be o!:lt&ifte4 for the developant and i=prova&D~ of a 
acce .. path at the top of the :bank along the peri=eter of the la;oon to l'eplaee t.be 
Esplanalle which hu largely eroded avay. the uaU aha11 conliat of deccaJIIOied 
granite or amibr uterial an4 ahall :be 1ocatecl, fancecl, ancl landacapecl essentially 
as proposed in the lallcna Lagoo: Preauve Pla. fte :bond aha11 cover the ooata of 
devllopiftg the access ~ath ancl ahall :be uecutecl i:A favor of the State of C&lifomta. 

e. Kl!ntena.nce. A JIZ"iTate hcmeownera a .. ociad= nfficiaftt to uifttaift 
all pa:blic areu and la.ndacapu,; ahall :be uttl:t1ishe4 u p~ of the al>ove prcwilicma. 
!'be auociation ahall have the resJilOnaibilit:y an4 the neceasazy pcweu to maifttaift 

. ell i=prcwauta that U'l ftOt acceptell J:r.r a ~lie •1-=c::t acceptable to the !Xecutive 
r>irel:'t.OZ'. . • 

Y. ParJd.!!l• 1ft orller to provide for pa:blic parking an4 miti;ate the effec:ta 
of additional traffic on coattal acceas, the areas desi;nated •• ~11a• ift IXhibit. 2' 
ahall :be pave4 for· public parkin; 1ft a manner acceptable to the City of IA:>s An9el•· 
Ro curb eutl ahall :be allc.ell 1ft the imprcwell paved uu. 

2. Stanclarcl !:nforcment eonl!idon. Prior 'to baua.nce of the pest, reTise4 plat 
eneetmpassin; the a.bove te:ms shall be t'W:>mitte4 to the J:xeeutive r>irector for his 
review and approval in vritin9 as sufficient to i=pl~~ment t.be vartou1 eonc!it1ona. 
All final wetrkin; drawings submitted tet all ~lie agencies shall :be aecompL~ied _, 
• ~andseape Architect and ~;ineer's certificate that laid drawings &%e 1ft ·~lt&ntial 
ccmfo.nu.nc:e with the revised plana approved J:.y the Z:Xecut.i.Te r>irector: • • 

. • . 
• 
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aea Amended Coastal Development Permit A-266•77 

,.o Whom :tt May Concerzu 

~i1 letter will confirm that the California 
Coastal Commission has today, April 23, 1980, iaaued 
to the Isthmus Landowners Association, Inc. (•Iathmua•) 
Amended Coastal Development Permit A-266•77, in complete 
accordance with and with the identical terms and condi• 
tions of the amendment to said coastal development 
permit granted to Isthmus by vote of the California 
Coastal Commission en July 16, 1979. ~hia letter will 
further acknowledge that Amended Coastal Development 
Permit A•266•77 is being typed and will be dispatched · 

· to Isthmus not later than Thursday, April 24, 1980, and 
that the typed permit will be in all respects.as &bove 
indicated. 

CALI~ORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION 

Michael ~. Fisher, 
~xecutive Director 

Dated: April 23, 1980 
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