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SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff is recommending that the Commission APPROVE a coastal development permit for the proposed
development with eight (8) special conditions addressing: 1) evidence of conformance with
geotechnical recommendations; 2) assumption of risk; 3) submittal of erosion, drainage and polluted
runoff control plan; 4) disposal of exported soil; 5) submittal of landscape plans; 6) retaining wall color
and texture plan;7)pile exposure; 8) future improvements; 9) a deed restriction against the property,
referencing all of the Special Conditions contained in this staff report.
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MOTION AND RESOLUTION:

Motion:
I move that the Commission approve Coastal Development Permit No. 5-
12-095 pursuant to the staff recommendation.

Staff recommends a YES vote. Passage of this motion will result in approval of the permit 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:

The Commission hereby approves coastal development permit no. 5-12-301 and
adopts the findings set forth below on grounds that the development as conditioned
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 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
development on the environment, or 2) there are no further feasible mitigation
measures or alternatives that would substantially lessen any significant adverse
impacts of the development on the environment.

Il.  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 on which the Commission voted on the application. 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.

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

4. 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.
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5. 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.

I11. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1. CONFORMANCE WITH GEOTECHNICAL RECOMMENDATIONS AND TO CITY
GEOTECHNICAL REVIEW LETTERS

A. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE PERMIT the applicant shall provide, for the review and
approval of the Executive Director, all final construction drawings and drainage plans. All final
design and construction, grading, drainage devices and foundation plans shall have been reviewed
and approved by the Grading Division of the City of Los Angeles Department of Building and
Safety. The plans shall conform to all recommendations put forth in the geologic/soils report by
Grover Hollingsworth and Associates, Inc,, dated May 25, 2000 and September 30, 2009, as well as
all requirements of the City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, Geology and Soils
Report Approval Letter, dated September 10, 2010.

B. The monitoring, construction methods and foundation system including the installation of the
piles, the permanent and temporary retaining walls, shall conform to and include all requirements
and specifications of the City review letter cited above.

C. The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved final plans. Any
proposed changes to the approved final plans shall be reported to the Executive Director. No
changes to the approved final plans shall be carried out without a Commission amendment to this
coastal development permit unless the Executive Director determines that no amendment is
required.

2. ASSUMPTION OF RISK, WAIVER OF LIABILITY AND INDEMNITY

By acceptance of this permit, the applicant acknowledges and agrees (i) that the site may be subject
to hazards from landslide activity, erosion and/or earth movement (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 arising from any injury or damage due to such hazards.
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3. EROSION, DRAINAGE AND POLLUTED RUNOFF CONTROL

A. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant shall
submit, for review and approval of the Executive Director, a final plan for erosion, drainage and
polluted runoff control, including supporting calculations. The plan shall be prepared by a licensed
engineer and shall incorporate Best Management Practices (BMPs) designed to control the volume,
velocity and pollutant load of storm water leaving the construction and developed site. The plan
shall be reviewed and approved by the consulting engineering geologist to ensure the plan is
consistent with geologist’s recommendations. In addition to the specifications above, the plan shall
demonstrate that:

(a) Erosion on the site shall be controlled to avoid adverse impacts on adjacent properties and
public streets.

(b) Clearing and grading activities should be timed to avoid the rainy season whenever possible. If
grading takes place during the rainy season ((October 15-March 31)), the plan shall specify that
temporary erosion control measures shall be used during construction (e.g., temporary sediment
basins [including debris basins, desilting basins or silt traps], temporary drains and swales, sand bag
barriers, silt fencing, stabilize any stockpiled fill with geofabric covers or other appropriate cover,
install geotextiles or mats on all cut or fill slopes, close and stabilize open trenches as soon as
possible).

(c) Only areas essential for construction shall be cleared.

(d) During the rainy season, (October 15- March 31) bare soils shall be stabilized with non-
vegetative BMPs as soon as possible, and within five days of clearing or inactivity in construction.
(e) Construction entrances shall be properly graded to prevent runoff from construction site. The
entrances should be stabilized immediately after grading and frequently maintained to prevent
erosion and control dust and tracking of mud offsite.

(f) Runoff shall be intercepted above disturbed slopes and conveyed to a permanent channel or
storm drain by using earth dikes, perimeter dikes or swales, or diversions. Use check dams where
appropriate.

(g) Spill prevention and control measures shall be developed and implemented.

(h) Sanitary facilities shall be provided for construction workers.

(i) Equipment and machinery shall be maintained and washed in confined areas specifically
designed to control runoff. Thinners or solvents shall not be discharged into sanitary or storm
sewer systems. Washout from concrete trucks shall be disposed of properly at an off-site location.
() Adequate disposal facilities shall be provided for solid waste, including excess asphalt,
produced during construction. Properly recycle or dispose of lunchtime trash and other debris at the
end of every construction day.

(k) During construction, the applicant shall obtain approval from the City of Los Angeles
Department of Building and Safety for any dewatering necessary during construction and:
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(i) shall install filters on the dewatering system,
(ii) shall prevent discharge of water pumped from the site onto nearby property, and
shall direct all discharges into paved City street and storm drains.

() Permanent erosion and drainage control measures shall be installed to ensure the stability of the
site, adjacent properties, and public streets.

(m) All drainage from the lot shall be directed toward the street and away from the bluff slope.

(n) Runoff shall be conveyed off site in a non-erosive manner.

(o) Pesticide, herbicide and fertilizer use shall be eliminated or minimized.

(p) The Drainage and Erosion Control Plan shall include, at a minimum, the following components:
(i) A narrative report describing all temporary run-off and erosion control measures to be used
during construction and all permanent erosion control measures to be installed for permanent
erosion control.

(ii) Any temporary erosion control measures should grading or site preparation cease for a
period of more than 30 days, including but not limited to: stabilization of all stockpiled fill,
access roads, disturbed soils and cut and fill slopes with geotextiles and/or mats, sand bag
barriers, silt fencing; temporary drains and swales and sediment basins. All disturbed areas
shall be stabilized. These temporary erosion control measures shall be monitored and
maintained until grading or construction operations resume.

(iii) A site plan showing the location of all temporary erosion control measures. The plan
shall delineate the areas to be disturbed by grading or construction activities and shall include
any temporary access roads, staging areas and stockpile areas. These erosion control measures
shall be required on the project site prior to or concurrent with the initial grading operations and
maintained throughout the development process to minimize erosion and sediment from the
runoff waters during construction. All sediment shall be retained on-site unless removed to an
appropriately approved dumping location either outside the coastal zone or to a site within the
coastal zone permitted to receive fill.

(iv)A schedule for installation and removal of the temporary erosion control measures.

(v) A site plan showing the location of all permanent erosion and drainage control measures.
(vi)A schedule for installation and maintenance of the permanent erosion and drainage control
measures.

(vii) A written review and approval of all erosion and drainage control measures by the
applicant’s engineer and/or geologist.

B. The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved final plans. Any
proposed changes to the approved final plans shall be reported to the Executive Director. No
changes to the approved final plans shall occur without a Commission amendment to this coastal
development permit unless the Executive Director determines that no amendment is required.

4. DISPOSAL OF SOIL EXPORTED FROM SITE
A. The applicant shall dispose of all excess soils from the site in an approved disposal site either

(@) located outside the coastal zone or (b) if located inside the coastal zone, that has a valid coastal
development permit from the Coastal Commission.
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B. 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.

5. LANDSCAPING PLAN

A) PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant
shall submit, for the review and written approval of the Executive Director, a final landscaping
plan. The plan shall be prepared by a licensed landscape architect and incorporate the
following criteria: (a) a majority of the vegetation planted shall consist of native/drought and
fire resistant plants of the coastal bluff scrub community as listed by the California Native
Plant Society, Santa Monica Mountains Chapter, in their document entitled Recommended L ist
of Plants for Landscaping in the Santa Monica Mountains, dated February 5, 1996; no plant
species listed as problematic and/or invasive by the California Native Plant Society, the
California Invasive Plant Council (formerly known as the California Exotic Pest Plant
Council), or as may be identified from time to time by the State of California shall be utilized
on the property; (b) no plant species listed as a ‘noxious weed’ by the State of California or the
U.S. Federal Government shall be utilized within the property; (c) no permanent irrigation
system shall be allowed within the property. Temporary, above ground irrigation to allow the
establishment of the plantings is allowed; (d) the plantings established shall provide 90%
coverage in 90 days; (e) all required plantings will be maintained in good growing conditions
throughout the life of the project, and whenever necessary, shall be replaced with new plant
materials to ensure continued compliance with the landscape plan.

1) The plan shall include, at a minimum, the following components:

(@) A map showing the type, size, and location of all plant materials that will be on the
developed site, topography of the developed site, and all other landscape features, and;
(b) A schedule for installation of plants.

B) Five years from the date of the implementation of the landscaping plan the applicant shall
submit for the review and approval of the Executive Director, a landscape monitoring report,
prepared by a licensed Landscape Architect, that certifies the on-site landscaping is in
conformance with the landscape plan approved pursuant to this Special Condition. The
monitoring report shall include photographic documentation of plant species and plant
coverage.

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

C) The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved final 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 Commission amendment to this
coastal development permit unless the Executive Director determines that no amendment is
required.

6. RETAINING WALL COLOR AND TEXTURE PLAN.

A. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant
shall submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, a plan demonstrating that
the color and texture of the structure will be compatible with the adjacent bluff. The plan shall
demonstrate that:

1. The entire face of the proposed retaining walls (lateral and return walls, both above and
below finished grades, shall be colored and textured with earth tones should the
underground components become exposed by future erosion.

2. The wall structure shall be colored/constructed with concrete that has been colored with
earth tones that are compatible with the adjacent bluff.

. White and black tones shall not be used,

. The color shall be maintained through-out the life of the structure.

. The structure shall be textured for a natural look that better blends with the bluff face.

. Native vegetation appropriate to the habitat type may also be used if feasible to cover and
camouflage the structure, consistent with Special Condition No. 5 above.

[S2IF SOOI \O)

B. The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved final color and
texture 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 Commission
amendment to this coastal development permit unless the Executive Director determines that no
amendment is legally required.

7. STRUCTURAL APPEARANCE (PILE EXPOSURE)

A. Prior to issuance of the permit the applicant shall submit a plan for the review and approval of
the Executive Director to address the potential visual impacts of the pilings in the event that the
pilings are exposed and visible from Pacific Coast Highway, or the adjacent public beach, as a
result of earth movement or other circumstances. The applicant shall agree in writing to carry out
the approved plan, which shall include:

1. Coloring the exposed concrete pilings so that it will match the surrounding soils. The piles
should be colored in such a way that the result would be a natural, mottled appearance. If any
piling is exposed, the applicant shall immediately dye or conceal such pilings.
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2. Installation of a low “breakaway” skirt wall to cover exposed earth and/or pilings.

B. 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.

8. FUTURE DEVELOPMENT DEED RESTRICTION

This permit is only for the development described in coastal development permit No. 5-12-095.
Pursuant to Title 14 California Code of Regulations section 13250(b)(6), the exemptions otherwise
provided in Public Resources Code section 30610(a) shall not apply to the development governed by
coastal development permit No. 5-12-095. Accordingly, any future improvements to the single family
house authorized by this permit, including but not limited to repair and maintenance identified as
requiring a permit in Public Resources section 30610(d) and Title 14 California Code of Regulations
sections 13252(a)-(b), shall require an amendment to Permit No. 5-12-095 from the Commission or
shall require an additional coastal development permit from the Commission or from the applicable
certified local government.

9. DEED RESTRICTION

PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, 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 a deed restriction,
in a form and content acceptable to the Executive Director: (1) indicating that, pursuant to this
permit, 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 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. 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 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.
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IV.  FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS
A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project site is located at 17948 Porto Marina Drive in the Pacific Palisades community of the
City of Los Angeles. The subject property consists of three irregularly shaped recorded lots, with a
total area of approximately 50,908 square feet. The property slopes from Marina Porto Way down
to Pacific Coast Highway.(see Exhibits No. 1-2). The lot is improved with an approximately 9,000
square foot, two story single-family dwelling with ancillary improvements, built in 1927. The
residence is situated on top of a natural terrace that has been slightly modified by past grading. The
natural slopes on the west and northwest sides of the residence descend about 70 to 105 feet at
gradients ranging from 2:1 to 1:1. The South side of the property descends approximately 90 feet
down to Pacific Coast Highway at a gradient of approximately 1.5:1.

The applicant proposes to construct a total of five retaining walls varying in height from 0 feet to 26
feet and freestanding graded deck with remedial slope repair work for the existing single-family
dwelling. Three of the retaining walls, and slope re-grading, are planned to stabilize the descending
slope south of the residence by removing and recompacting the near-surface failure debris and
highly weathered bedrock to form a 1.75:1 stabilization fill slope. The toe of the slope will be
situated a minimum of 4 horizontal feet from the rear face of the existing Caltrans retaining wall
located along the northern side of PCH. A 10-12 foot high, pile-supported retaining wall will be
placed approximately 20-25 vertical feet above the toe of the slope. Pile supported return retaining
walls will be required along the western and eastern property lines. The return walls will vary from
2 feet to 12 feet in height (as measured from finished grade). See Exhibits No. 4-7.

The other two retaining walls are replacement walls. One of the proposed walls is a replacement of
an existing semicircular wall damaged by a previous landslide. The retaining wall is located
between the residence and proposed repaired slope. The semicircular wall will be replaced in the
same location and will vary in height from approximately 8 feet to 26 feet, as measured from
finished grade. The semicircular deck will be reconstructed, but the retaining wall will not be back-
filled to minimize the load behind the wall and on the slope. The second wall will replace the
damaged driveway wall that comes off of Porto Marina Way and provides access to the
subterranean garage. The driveway retaining wall will vary from 2 to 13 feet, as measured from
finished grade.

The remedial slope repair will require approximately 9,800 cubic yards of cut and 9,473 cubic yards
of fill for a total of approximately 19,273 cubic yards to remove the slide debris and recompact the
slope to 1.75:1.

The subject property is zoned R1-1 and designated for Low Residential uses within the Brentwood-
Pacific Palisades Community Plan area. The adjacent properties to the west-northwest are zoned
Al-1 and are developed with the Getty Villa (a privately owned museum facility). Adjacent
properties to the north and east are zoned R1-1 and developed with single-family dwellings. To the
south and south of Pacific Coast Highway (PCH), there is Will Rogers State Beach.

10
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Along the north side of PCH and south side of the applicant’s property, Caltrans constructed a 654
foot long tied-back soldier pile retaining wall. The wall was constructed sometime in the 1990’s.
The wall consists of vertical steel H-beam piles with timber lagging. The wall is approximately 25
feet in height and supported by piles that extend approximately 20 feet below grade and has two
rows of tie-back anchors which extend 70 to 100 feet into the ascending slope. The wall extends
across the subject property and adjacent properties to the west and east.

In 2010, the Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit (No. 5-10-121) for foundation
underpinning of the existing single-family residence with sixteen 30 inch to 36 inch concrete
caissons to a depth of approximately 30-35 feet.

B. HAZARDS

The Coastal Act requires that development assure stability and structural integrity. Section 30253
of the Coastal Act states in part:

New development shall:
1) Minimize the risk 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, geologic 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 coastal bluffs.

The applicant has provided geotechnical engineering report from the consulting firm of Grover
Hollingsworth and Associates, Inc, dated May 25, 2000, September 30, 2009, and an update letter,
June 11, 2012. The report and subsequent addendum were reviewed and approved by the Grading
Division of the City of Los Angeles, Department of Building and Safety (see Exhibit No. 8).

According to the geotechnical report there was a slope failure in 1978. The slope failure damaged a
portion of the existing semicircular patio that extended out on to the upper bluff and caused some
structural damage to the existing residence. The slope failure was a relatively shallow failure. The
semicircular retaining wall/patio was founded on shallow footings embedded in the near surface
soil. Based on exploration and testing, the geologic report states the failures occurred in the low
strength, near surface, highly weathered bedrock and the colluvium/fill overlying the terrace
bedrock. The southwest corner of the residence that sustained damage due to settling up to 5 inches
was also underlain by fill and colluvium over terrace deposits. The colluvium, which is highly
compressible under increased loads and is subject to significant collapse upon saturation, are
believed to be responsible for the building settlement.

The cause of the slope failure was purported to be from inadequate and defective drainage from

City facilities (streets and pipes) and due to cutting away of the base of the hillside for PCH
construction. In 1999, a settlement agreement was reached between the owners of the subject

11
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property, the City, and Caltrans. The settlement agreement, in part, provided funds to the property
owners to go towards repairing the damaged slope.

The geotechnical report states that:

It is our opinion that the south-facing slope on the subject property can be restored to a
stable condition by removal and recompaction of the slide debris, weathered bedrock and
uncertified fill to form a 13/4:1 stabilization fill slope.

The pile supported retaining wall should derive support from bedrock and should be sized
for a lateral load of 11,000 pounds per linear foot of wall width. This pile supported
retaining wall will serve to raise the factor of safety of the stabilization fill to 1.30. The
proposed repair is considered remedial because the recommended slope gradient exceeds
2:1 and the factor of safety of the stabilization fill is less than 1.5.

A factor of safety of 1.5 is the generally accepted minimum value required to ensure slope stability
by the City; however, because the project is considered remedial slope repair the City’s Grading
Division of the Department of Building and Safety accepted a minimum factor of safety of 1.3 in
lieu of 1.5.

The geotechnical report for the project states that the proposed development is considered feasible
from a geotechnical engineering standpoint provided their recommendations are incorporated into
the development plans. Therefore, the slope stability work should assure stability of the site
consistent with Section 30253 of the Coastal Act if the project is carried out in accordance with the
recommendations set forth in the geotechnical reports. The City reviewed the geologic reports and
concluded that the geotechnical report and conclusions were adequate and issued a Geology and
Soils Report Approval Letter for the proposed project on July 25, 2012. Furthermore, Dr. Mark
Johnsson, Coastal Commission’s staff geologist, has visited the site and reviewed the geotechnical
reports, and City’s geotechnical review approval letter, and concurs with the City’s approval.

1. Conformance with Geotechnical Recommendations

Recommendations regarding the grading, drainage and design and installation of the retaining walls
have been provided in several reports and letters submitted by the applicant, as referenced in the
above noted final report. Adherence to the recommendations contained in these reports is necessary
to ensure that the proposed retaining walls and piles assures structural stability and neither creates
nor contributes significantly to erosion, geologic instability, or destruction of the site or surrounding
area or in any way requires the construction of protective devices that would substantially alter
natural landforms. Therefore, Special Condition No. 1 requires the applicant to conform with the
consultants’ geotechnical report, dated May 25, 2000 and September 30, 2009, which addresses
grading, piles, and retaining walls; and with City requirements, as set forth in the City approval
letter dated July 25, 2012.

12
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2. Assumption of Risk Deed Restriction

Under Section 30253 of the Coastal Act new development in areas of high geologic, flood, and fire
hazard may occur so long as risks to life and property are minimized and the other policies of
Chapter 3 are met. The Coastal Act recognizes that new development may involve the taking of
some 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/her property.

The proposed slope stability work is located on a sloping lot that has experienced slope failure in
the past. The geotechnical analysis report by Grover Hollingsworth states that as designed with the
recommendations made in the geotechnical reports it is possible to repair the slope safely.
However, the applicant commissioned the report, and ultimately the conclusion of the report and the
decision to construct the project is the responsibility of the applicant. The proposed project may
still be subject to natural hazards such as slope failure. The historic slide or nearby slides may
unexpectedly move and cause damage to the property, leaving pilings and other foundation work
exposed. The geotechnical evaluations do not guarantee that future erosion, landslide activity, or
land movement will not affect the stability of the proposed project or that movement of offsite
slides might not affect this property or adjacent roads. Because of the inherent risks to development
situated on a steeply sloping bluff lot, the Commission cannot absolutely acknowledge that the
design of the single family home will protect the subject property during future storms, erosion,
and/or landslides. Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project is subject to risk from
landslides and that the applicant should assume the liability of such risk.

The applicant may decide that the economic benefits of development outweigh the risk of harm,
which may occur from the identified hazards. However, neither the Commission nor any other
public agency that permits development should be held liable for the applicant’s decision to
develop. Therefore, the applicant is required to expressly waive any potential claim of liability
against the Commission for any damage or economic harm suffered as a result of the decision to
develop. The assumption of risk, when recorded against the property as a deed restriction, will show
that the applicant is aware of and appreciates the nature of the hazards which may exist on the site
and which may adversely affect the stability or safety of the proposed development.

In case an unexpected event occurs on the subject property, the Commission imposes Special
Condition No. 2, which requires the landowner to assume the risk of extraordinary erosion and/or
geologic hazards of the property. Special Condition No. 9 requires the applicant to record a deed
restriction to record this and all special conditions of the permit. The deed restriction will provide
notice of potential hazards of the property and help eliminate false expectations on the part of
potential buyers of the property, lending institutions, and insurance agencies that the property is
safe for an indefinite period of time and for further development indefinitely in the future.

Therefore, prior to issuance of the Coastal Development Permit, the applicant shall execute and
record a deed restriction in a form and content acceptable to the Executive Director, which reflects
the above restriction on development. The deed restriction shall include a legal description of the
applicant’s entire parcel. The deed restriction shall run with the land, binding all successors and

13
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assigns, and shall be recorded free of prior liens that the Executive Director determines may affect
the enforceability of the restriction. This deed restriction shall not be removed or changed without
a Commission amendment to this coastal development permit.

3. Erosion Control Measures

Storage or placement of construction materials, debris, or waste in a location subject to erosion and
dispersion via rain or wind could result in possible acceleration of slope erosion and landslide
activity. Special Conditions No. 3 and 4 requires the applicant to dispose of all demolition and
construction debris at an appropriate location outside of the coastal zone, or to a Commission-
approved site inside the coastal zone, and informs the applicant that any change in this plan,
including use of a disposal site within the coastal zone that has not been approved by the
Commission will require an amendment or new coastal development permit. The applicant shall
follow both temporary and permanent erosion control measures to ensure that the project area is not
susceptible to excessive erosion.

Currently, runoff flows uncontrolled over and across the subject property’s slope to PCH below.
This uncontrolled runoff has contributed to an increase in erosion across the subject site. The
geotechnical report and City’s approval requires erosion and runoff control measures to be
incorporated into the plans. To ensure that temporary and permanent drainage and erosion control
measures are incorporated the Commission requires a complete erosion control plan for both
temporary and permanent measures. Therefore, prior to issuance of the Coastal Development
Permit, the applicant shall submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, a
temporary and permanent erosion control plan that includes a written report describing all
temporary and permanent erosion control and run-off measures to be installed and a site plan and
schedule showing the location and time of all temporary and permanent erosion control measures
(more specifically defined in Special Condition No. 3).

4. Landscaping

The installation of in-ground irrigation systems, inadequate drainage, and landscaping that requires
intensive watering are potential contributors to accelerated bluff erosion, landslides, and sloughing,
which could necessitate protective devices. Due to the geologic sensitivity of the site, the
Commission requires that all plants be drought tolerant, as defined by the University of California
Cooperative Extension and the California Department of Water Resources in their joint publication:
“Guide to Estimating Irrigation Water Needs of Landscape Plantings in California”. .

The applicant has proposed to landscape the slope to help minimize erosion and to reduce the visual
impact of the walls. The Commission has routinely required that landscaping be native, non-
invasive and drought tolerant to minimize water use on slopes. To ensure that landscaping is
consistent with past Commission permit action, the applicant is required in Special Condition No.
5 to use plants that are drought tolerant, non-invasive, primarily native plants of the coastal bluff
scrub community, and to refrain from installing permanent irrigating. As conditioned, to minimize
infiltration of water, the development will be consistent with section 30253 of the Coastal Act.
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C. VISUAL RESOURCES

Section 30251 of the Coastal Act requires that the scenic and visual qualities of this coastal area
shall be protected. Section 30251 of the Coastal Act states, in part:

The scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas shall be considered and protected as a
resource of public importance. Permitted development shall be sited and designed to
protect views to and along the ocean and scenic coastal areas, to minimize the
alteration of natural land forms, to be visually compatible with the character of
surrounding areas, and, where feasible, to restore and enhance visual quality in visually
degraded areas...

The proposed project will be located on a south facing slope that is visible along PCH and the
adjacent beach. The Coastal Act protects public views and the scenic and visual qualities of
coastal areas. In this case the public views are the views from the public streets to the Pacific
Ocean and from Pacific Coast Highway and Will Rogers State Beach to the Santa Monica
Mountains.

The steep south facing slope along Pacific Coast Highway is highly visible and this section along
PCH is absent of any residential development along the bluff slope, except for subject property’s
single-family residence located above the slope and Caltran’s 25 foot high, 654 foot long retaining
wall located at the base of the slope. A retaining wall supporting Porto Marina Way at the top of
the slope is also visible, but the slope is generally undeveloped and is sparsely covered with
vegetation.

The proposed retaining walls will vary from 2 feet to 12 feet above finished grade (the semicircular
retaining wall, which will extend to approximately 26 feet, is replacing an existing wall that was
damaged due to the slide and would be exempt under the disaster replacement provisions of the
Coastal Act). Because the lot is on a slope and its close proximity to the coast, the project will be
visible from PCH and the beach. The single lateral retaining wall is necessary because of the steep
1.75:1 slope and the return walls. The City would generally require regraded slopes to be laid back
to 2:1; however, because of the steepness of the existing slope, existing development and
circumstances surrounding the slope, the City considered the grading and retaining walls as
remedial slope repair and allowed a steeper slope. The return walls, which are required as part of
the remedial slope repair are necessary because the adjacent properties are under separate
ownership and grading on the adjacent properties, which would minimize or possibly eliminate the
need for return walls, was not granted.

The remedial slope repair will require approximately 9,800 cubic yards of cut and 9,473 cubic yards
of fill for a total of approximately 19,273 cubic yards to remove the slide debris and recompact the
slope to 1.75:1. The grading and retaining walls is the minimum possible to repair the slope and
lessen the risk of earth movement and to create a stable and safe slope. Once constructed, the
applicant proposes to landscape the slope; however, landscaping alone may not significantly
minimize the visual impact of the walls, therefore, the walls shall be colored and texturized to
match the surrounding natural slope to help minimize the visual impact as required by Special
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Condition No 6. To ensure that in the event that future erosion causes subsurface portions of the
retaining wall to become exposed, Special Condition No. 7 requires the applicant to visually and
aesthetically treat the piles to match the surrounding terrain. Such measures shall include coloring
the piles to match the surrounding soils or installing a skirt to cover the exposed piles. Furthermore,
to minimize the visual impact and minimize erosion along the bluff, Special Condition No. 5
requires the applicant to provide a final landscape plan and agree to maintain the landscaping within
the project area. Special Condition No. 8 requires that any future development to the project will
require an amendment to this permit.

The Commission finds that the applicant has minimized landform alteration in her effort to repair
the slope and reconstruct the existing semicircular retaining wall and deck and driveway on her
property. The design and grading is the least amount of landform alteration necessary to stabilize
the slope and protect the residential improvements above. Therefore, as conditioned, the
Commission finds that the proposed project is consistent with Section 30251 of the Coastal Act.

D. Water Quality/Marine Resources

The proposed development has a potential for a discharge of polluted runoff from the project site
into coastal waters. Furthermore, uncontrolled runoff from the project site and the percolation of
water could also affect the structural stability of bluffs and hillsides. The Commission recognizes
that new development in the Santa Monica Mountains has the potential to adversely impact coastal
water quality through the increase of impervious surfaces, increase of runoff, erosion, and
sedimentation, and introduction of pollutants such as petroleum, cleaning products, pesticides,
fertilizers, and other pollutant sources.

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 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, minimizing alteration of
natural streams.

To address these concerns, the development, as conditioned with Special Conditions No. 3 and 4,
incorporates design features to minimize the infiltration of water and the effect of construction and
post-construction activities on the marine environment. These design features include, but are not
limited to, the appropriate management of equipment and construction materials, the use of
non-invasive drought tolerant vegetation, and for the use of post-construction best management
practices to minimize the project’s adverse impact on coastal waters. These special conditions will
ensure that 1) sediment is kept on-site during construction; 2) runoff is controlled after construction,
so that storm water and on-site irrigation water does not erode or percolate into nearby land
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(increasing the likelihood of failure); and 3) permanent features that maintain the quality of run off
so that run off does not transport pollutants into the ocean.

Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed development, as conditioned, conforms with
Sections 30230 and 30231 of the Coastal Act regarding the protection of water quality to promote
the biological productivity of coastal waters and to protect human health.

E. LocAL COASTAL 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 of the local government
having jurisdiction to prepare a Local Coastal Program (LCP) that 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.

Coastal Act section 30604(a) states that, prior to certification of a local coastal program (“LCP”), a
coastal development permit can only be issued upon a finding that the proposed development is in
conformity with Chapter 3 of the Act and that the permitted development will not prejudice the
ability of the local government to prepare an LCP that is in conformity with Chapter 3. The Pacific
Palisades area of the City of Los Angeles has neither a certified LCP nor a certified Land Use Plan.
As conditioned, the proposed development will be consistent with Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act.
Approval of the project 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 of the Coastal Act.

F. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

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)(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 which the activity may have on the environment.
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The proposed project, as conditioned, has been found consistent with the Chapter 3 policies of
the Coastal Act. All adverse impacts have been minimized by the recommended conditions of
approval and there are no feasible alternatives or additional feasible mitigation measures
available 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, can be found consistent with the requirements of the Coastal Act to conform to
CEQA.

18



UOISSIWWIOY [B]Se0)) BjuIoj|e)

. o . e A7
L : _¢b0-21-4

JsaqunN uonesidd
g %z\l NN uoijesljddy

.N "'ON L18IHX3

710 ATV
Tvel 227 133/0y

s

. S¥390Y

amo Ave
_y1¥

| W

139
o

TosUiSAIR PL

1d DI ot
1d 0200 6 -
MM DALINOY 8 \
1d 3V9U3L £ .
1d J131vd 9 \
HA NY320 § \
N1 MIIALSIM + 3
Id WAL € /

6:

2

SEE

-
¥ .
\

o
A

. FiVIS L

h )
t
+
& ~ )3 !
o L AN IR EN B
<) ﬁﬁ‘% S E
ST
RS St VN




LT 1] upissjwwod (e3seo0) ejuIol|ed W
A | |
. « |
i
J17¥0 STTHONG 801 4o K W
YA SHOSSISSY : o o : A
_ 26-16-91"a'W  ~ MO0¥ ILSVD | | Jequnp uofneo|iddy
g-¢€-~-€it’'a’'n JUYWAVITALSYD N
C.-on LigHxa|

ERM RN 2
“Mvi3d &

wiOrep |*

L0700/ 0020022096
LO-LCOEOCEOEr6056
L0-2000/0 POECEOSE 185y

£0-/00{000/102056 W o 2
20-100900502/105¢ =lo %)

LO OV ROFOGI PE
L8 /o0/oo2ONZM0PE . , EO.
LO ~IPCIOO211090P6 - . v
128 POBOSS ) .

So2226028 : : ; Sl s 9lvy

A




California Coastal Commission




18YOD

i)
Wnog

3

o vy ————————5

PR il

L 40 1 133HS |iu/uome] uw
AVM VNIIYN 0lY0d 8641

AHJVNO040L

SINIONY _SOT JO ALNNOD

NVid 4lIS

S AN
o N
v
el
e a
.
e . i ap
[ )
S
p
=
EE
ZF
AP
o
=
7 2z
77 -
m ™y
7
7

=
.
N

e
O
o=

4w e 2 s e
111 e e ot o et
- o i e s v v @

= e
e v
- — 2 Q)

SIEREVI

BRSBTS L

pamisror

v

g:l%
Tuso 0 o v 01w TR

T ORI WA

™ :«ﬂg
e

il

ki
L

H

il

li

£
{14
B
saussssasssislisseatshi
L}
il
Hl

i
|

i
by i
A
|

|

i
|
|
i

UPISSILIWIOY |BISEOD BlUJIOHIED

)l 4G

$b0-T-%

M JaquinN uopeo|ddy

' I \ﬂ@_.oz LigIHX3

Meaoes orapyyg 1

v,
%, A v
s ) -
-
w9
n a
N e\ S e
—_ o
- e o
- —
-—t 3
u
— vez
el x sz
=M
2 __ el
@ 7
oz, x -
e
L LM 3 \n}
e
s, Gl
(£
q sz \y T
R e
!
SRAN
™
N
!

I v
il it i
L |
o s ] —
77 \\““M\“\\\S\N\ ::: W=
957\ T (3 o7 =
S
22 S
- Y

\ \\\
= v
T




EXHIBIT NO.  ,— I Oy

Application Number

SHEET
1 NE

=
D)—

os

>-‘<E

3%
120
>~

=z ©

< I
/;’eﬂ
X .

H S
\mk E
o~ 3 18
O N
2|3 2
(6]

Rx| |
Vil |2
Ln} s




UOISSIWIWOY [BISBO0D BIuIo|e)).

27441

Tz [[’M]

6b0-71-%

Jaquiny :oamo..nn(

9 ‘ON :m_:_xm

P ——

B O

og —

0§ —

00—

Ol —

ocl—

osI—

¢

1

NOLLYA13 LS3IM

J1404d T# TIVM °

2 .:Ssl/
\

QZDOMO
2NILE

v

VM 036040%4
40 4oL

TIVL 21 OL 0 WO SIRVA LHOEH

i

=

=\.'l wz_z_<._.uu
ONILSG

AVMHOIH ’
IOVLENS Ve L_ lev00 —0g
AIUCINIS U.utU(L

AVRINS

TIVM Q350d0%d
40401

- ONINIVLTY
ONILSIXT

TIVL.2 OL 4N GANVA LHOIIH -

CTVMAOOL

TVM o oF F

— 001l




UURISILWIUY ) [S4B5U) CluavljEl):

.V\ ~N o\m\

SHECTE [TM

$60-01-9

._mnE:z :oamo__n_a.q

R ——

N ‘ON ._._m__._xm

Ol =,1:31¥96

NOILVAZT HINOS

-1+

G 9¢

\ 1At

137416 03)

NIVINTY OL TIVAM GNVAL VD ONILSIX3

GlLe i+

Ot =.1:31¥0¢

NOUVAINT 1Gvd

Wm% TIVM

O1 012 WONL SINIVA LHDIFH "l E¥

et

2 O4 .2 WO SIRYA LHOIK "1 0L

l

D1
Jed

OO |

ODT d ool
31 1d

014 mmn_

Fexe]]
3L4d

L0
294

- 001 ._
A5d

AIHOM S
'3avED NI 1S)
40 "NIN ¥ 29 Ol1 TIvm JO dOL

Lol

Ard 3ed

FATHOIHM
INOTY L2 |

3

001 ._ Feeql Fexe] _
324 a1d]

F pssed e
TIvM SN
!
)
ol ol €

[

{17 7T17

TIVA AVMIATIG

m \V ZALLN n_._@mf.rp: P

.

j§> Em_ Mmoﬁgi.rwf ,N ¥ momm b
‘47024 + (INIWIADVII) o
2 C# TIYM DDA A3A3ND Q
. m
T - )W\; b T~ STIVM
3 J/ N @IANND -¥01d
€1 OL.Z WO SIMIVA 4 £ g ININZOVILTS
LHOIIH TIVM g B
AAG_INIWIDVIITY “dONd 5
Y TV 8 g i
\ ‘.M_ ey 13
(1¥vd V 1ON)
'9a1a 40 VM LGS ()
T 4703 +

(13Vd ¥ LON)
. (aNOA3Q) 3SNCH (X3)




L e o e aerm s CEATERV ML U JUul QU ZUls LU

sowwer CITY OF LOS ANGELES | |EXHisITNo. g/
BUIWNG AND SAFETY A
emwm R E C E | VE D Application Number .
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lARsHALBROWN. o 2012 TF/? 0!/?«/
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GEOLOGY ANDSOIL§ REPORT APPROVAL LET'FER
July 25,2012 o, . LOG#77611
: Ly SOILS/GEOLOGY FILE - 2
Anna Fushs .
1681 Benedict Canyon Drive ¥
Los Angeles, CA 90272
TRACT: Castle Rock ( M R 116-91/92)
LOT: M/ 137 12 . o
LOCATION:. 179‘421 17944/ 17948 W. Porto Marina Way -
CURREN‘I‘ REFERENCE ‘REPORT DATE(S) OF
GeologyISoils Update Report GH13683.G  06/11/2012 . Grover Hollingsworth
PREVIOUS REFERENCE REPORT - DATE(S) OF. ' ' _
Dept. Approval Letter - 68873-01 02/1872010 LADBS - Grading -
. Request for Modification 19272 02/18/2010 - , ,
' Geology/Soils Report GHI3683-G  12/23/2009 - Grover Hollingsworth
Dept. Correction Letter - 68873 12/10/2009.. LADBS - Grading
Geology/Soils Report 'GH13683-G . 09/30/2009 - Grover Hollingsworth
Dept. Approval Letter 41107 - 09/25/2003 LADBS - Grading
Geology/Soil Report(2 vols)  GH9176-G 08/18/2003 Grover Hollingsworth
Dept Appraval letter 31408-01 07/10/2001 ~ LADBS - Grading
Request for Modification 8465 07/10/2001 LADBS - Grading -
Geology/Soil Report GH9176-G 07/03/2001 Grover Hollingsworth
" GH9176-G 04/06/2001 ™ -
- - GH9176-G 11/28/2000
" . GH9176 11/27/12000 ™
Dept. Correction Letter 31408 08/22/2000 LADBS - Grading
Geology/Soil Report GH9176-G 05/25/2000(3) Grover Holﬂngsworth

The referenced update report dated June 11, 2012, concerning the proposed | 75 (H):1(V) remedial
slope repair (factor of safety of 1.30), pile supported retaining walls, and pile underpinning and
stabilization of the distressed residence into competent bedrock and reconstruction of the deck has been
reviewed by the Grading Division of the Department of Building and Safety. The consultants note that
the subject site slope repair areas remain essentially the same as described in the referenced
geotechnical reports dated September 30 2009, and December 23, 2009

LADBE G-§ (Mov.7/12) AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPCORTUNITY - AFFIRMAYIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
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Previously, the referenced reports dated September 30, 2009 and December 23, 2009 concerning the
proposed 1,75 (H):1(V) remedial slope repair (factor of safety of 1.30), pile supported retaining walls,
and pile underpinning and stabilization of the distressed residence into competent bedrock and
reconstruction of the deck was reviewed and approved by the Gradmg Division of the Department of
Building and Safety.

Prev:ously proposed repair schemes offered by the consultants and identified in the Department
Approval Letters dated July 10,2001, and September 25, 2003, were never constructed, However, the
July 10,2001 DepwtmentAppmval Letteraddressesampmrschememostsxmnnrtowhmscm-rently
proposed.

Previously mferenced reports dated April 6,2001 and July 3, 2001, concerning a proposed 1.5 (H):1(V)
remedial slope stabilization fill (factor of safety of 1.25), underpinning of a portion of the existing
residence, construction of an elevated deck, and drainage improvements were reviewed and approved
on July 10, 2001, Log # 31408-01, by the Grading Section of the Department of Building and Safety.

According to the report, the south faclng descending slope experienced & slide and portions of the
backyard retaining wall, deck, and residence have experienced distress. Up to 5 inches of settlement
of the southwest corner of the residence is attributed to compressible fill and colluvium beneath the
structure and not slope instability (Pages 23 & 24, 5/25/2000).

Deep seated geologic structure is reported as favorably oriented for stability of the site. The consuitants
propose to stabilize the descending slope south of the existing residence by removing and recompacting
the near surface failure debris and highly weathered bedrock to form a minimum 20 foot wide,
1.75(H):1(V) stabilization fill slope. The toe of the slope will be situated a minimum of 4 horizontal
fect from the rear face of the existing Cal Transretainmgwall and 3 feet below the top of the wall, A
10 to 12 foot high pile supported retaining wall is planned 20 to 25 vertical feet above the toe of the
slope. This wall is required to accommodate the 1.75:1 slope gradient which is flatter than the current

1.5:1 to slightly steeper gradient.

Return retaining walls will be required along the western property line for Lot 13 and the eastern
property line of Lot 14. Both return walls will be pile supported. The length of the western wall can be
reduced by trimming the slope west of the western property line for Lot 13 to a 1.5:1 gradient. It is the
oonsultants understanding that the Getty Trust (adjacent property owners) is amenable to this grading.

It is also planned to rebuild the semicircular retaining wall and lawn area south of the residence, This
feature will be created a3 an above ground structural system supported by friction piles, The slops under
this feature will parallel the planned 1.75:1 slope. The semicircular perimeter wall will not retain earth.

The southern and southwestern residence walls will be underpinned prior to the commencement of
grading. The building shall be releveled as part of the underpinning process. The downslope driveway
retaining wall will be demolished to create construction access, The new southern driveway wall shall
be pile supported. _

A Request for Modification of Building Ordinances was filed to allow a 1.75(H):1(V) geogrid
reinforced remedial slope repair (factor of safety of 1.30), in lieu of a 2(H): 1(V) fill slope at a minimum
factor of safety of 1.3 in lieu of 1.5, was rcviewed and approved by the Grading Division of the
Depantment of Building and Safety onFcbruary 13, 2010, .

The site is within a zone requiring investigation and mitigation for earthquake-triggered ground failure
potential as designated by the State of California (Public Resources Code, Section 2690 et. seq.,
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Seismic Hazard Mapping Act). However, the currently proposed construction does not qualify as
“project” under.the Act and is therefore exempt,

The update report dated June 11,2012, is acoeptable, provided the following conditions are complied
with during site development: : -

(Note: Numbers in parenthesis ( ) referto applicable sections of the 2011 City of LA Bullding Code.
P/BC numbers refer the applicable Information Bulletin. Information Bulletins can be accessed on the
intemnet at LADBS.ORG,) -

1. The original Department Approval Letter, Log#68873-01, dated February 18, 2010, remains

in effect unless specifically revised herein,

JEFFREY T. WILSON PASCAL CHALLITA
Engineering Geologist 1 Geotechnical Engineer I1
Log No. 77611 |
(213) 482.0480 )
oc: Jamie Massey, Applicant

Grover Hollingsworth, Geotechnical Consultants

WLA District Office
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