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Location Map: Sunset Blvd. Public Right-of-Way

_ Subject Site _
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Vicinity Map: Sunset Blvd. Public Right-of-Way
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Photo of PTDS at Sunset Blvd. Public Right-of-Way, 10-7-16

Photo by Commission Staff
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Photo of PTDS at Sunset Blvd. Public Right-of-Way, 10-7-16
Looking Seaward from Sunset Blvd.
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BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS . C ITY OF LOS ANG ELE. DEPARTMENT OF

MEMBERS

FUBLIC WORKS
; BUREAU OF
KEVIN JAMES
PRESIDENT ENGINEERING

HE%%‘FE#N%(?IE GARY LEE MOORE, PE, ENV SP

VICE PREE CITY ENGINEER
1149 S BROADWAY, SUITE 700
MICHAEL R. DAVIS LOS ANGELES, CA 90015-2213

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

JOEL F. JACINTO bttp:/feng. Iacity.org

COMMISSIONER
COMMISSIONER MAYOR
FERNANDO CAMPOS
EXECUTIVE OFFICER

Issuance Date: _March 9, 2017
Coastal Development Permit Number: 16-14

NOTICE OF PERMIT ISSUANCE

Please take notice that the above referenced local Coastal Development Permit was issued on
the above date, pursuant to a public hearing held on November 9. 2016, a Notice of Decision on
December 5, 2018, and following the expiration of the mandatory ten calendar day appeal
period with one appeal having been filed, and denial of the appeal by the Board of Public Works
Commissioners on March 8, 2017.

The applicant should sign one (1) copy of the permit and retumn it to the:

Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600

Los Angeles, CA 80015

This permit becomes effective 20 working days from the date this notice is received by the
Coastal Commission, if no further appeal is made. Appeals can be made 1o California Coastal
Commission, South Coast District Office, 200 Oceangate, 10" Floor, Long Beach, CA 90802,
(562) 590-5071.

[X] The development is subject to dual jurisdiction and will require an additional
permit from the California Coastal Commission.

[1 The development is not in the dual jurisdiction area; no additional Coastal
Development Permit is required

Sincerely,

Gary Lee Moore, P.E., ENV SP
City Engineer_

By:  Maria Martin, Manager
Environmentai Management Group

MM/CH/CDP 16-14 Notice of Permit Issuance.doc
Enclosure: Coastal Development Permit
Cc: California Coastal Commission with copy of file
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BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS .C ITY OF LOS AN G ELE&. DEPARTMENT OF
MEMBERS PUBLIC WORKS
KEVIN JAMES CALIFORNIA BUREAU OF

PRESIDENT

HEATHER MARIE REPENNING
VICE PRESIDENT

ENGINEERING

GARY LEE MOORE, PE, ENV SP
CITY ENGINEER

1149 8 BROADWAY, SUITE 700
LOS ANGELES, CA 90015-2213

MICHAEL R DAVIS
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

JOEL F. JACINTO
COMMISSIONER

LUZ M, RIVAS ERIC GARCETTI

COMMISSIONER MAYOR

FERNANDO CAMPOS
EXECUTIVE OFFICER

hitp:/feng.lacity.org

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

(Under authority of Sec. 30600(b) of the California Coastai Act of 1976)
PROJECT TYPE: (X} Public () Private
APPLICATION NUMBER; 16-14

NAME OF APPLICANT: Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP)
111 North Hope Street, Room #856
Los Angeles, CA 90012

PROJECT LOCATION: The project is located in the public right-of-way parallel
with Sunset Boulevard, near the intersection with Marquez

Avenue and Marquez Place, within the Brentwood-Pacific
Palisades Community Plan

DEVELOPMENT DESCRIPTION: The project consists of two 61-foot high, 18.4-inch
diameter poles, a platform measuring 26 feet x 7 feet 5 inches, three 833-KVA
transformers measuring 6 feet 9 inches tall x 4 feet 7 inches wide, cross arms, circuit
breakers, switches, and a controller. The project also requires the instailation of an
underground vault, conduits, and cables. The underground substructure will be
connected to the PTDS via underground cable terminations. The underground
substructure work consists of approximately 1,000 feet of trench for conduit installation
with a 9 feet 4 inches x 17 feet 4 inches substructure near the PTDS. The trench will be
from two existing substructures on Marquez and Sunset to the new substructure and the
PTDS. The PTDS is designed, constructed and maintained to meet or exceed California
Public Utility Commission (CPUC) safety rules and regulations. The PTDS would be
temporary, and will be removed once a new permanent distribution station is operational.

All applicable regulations will be incorporated into and adhered to per standard
procedures.

l. The proposed development is subject to the following conditions imposed
pursuant to the California Coastal Act of 1976:

(@) 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
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City of Los Angeles 9 .
Coastal Development Pefmit No. 16-14

Page 2 of 5

acceptance of the terms and conditions, is returned to the City Engineer's
office.

(b) Interpretation: Any questions of intent or interpretation of any condition will
be resolved by the City Engineer.

(c) Assignment: The permit may be assigned to any qualified person, provided

assignee files with the City Engineer an affidavit accepting all terms and
condlitions of the permit.

(d) Terms and Conditions Run with the Land: These terms and conditions shall
be perpetual, and it is the intention of the City Engineer and the permittee to

bind all future owners and possessors of the subject property to the terms
and conditions.

(e) Other approvals: Obtain permit from the State Coastal Commission if project
is determined to be a Major Public Works per §13012 of the California Code
of Regulations.

il The foliowing are conditions of approval for the LADWP Temp Pole Top Distribution
Station — Sunset Bivd. @ Marquez Ave. (W.O. UR400725):

(a) Special Conditions of Approval

1. Monitor. A qualified archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior's
Professional Qualification Standards shall be present to monitor all ground-
disturbing activities.

2. Awareness Training. Prior to initiation of ground-disturbing activities for the
underground portions of the project, the archaeslogical monitor will conduct a brief
awareness fraining session for the benefit of all construction workers and
supervisory personnel. The training would explain the importance of and legal basis
for the protection of significant archaeological resources. Each worker would also
leamn the proper procedures to follow in the event that cultural resources or human
remains/burials are uncovered during ground-disturbing activities. These procedures
include work curtailment or redirection and the immediate contact of the site
supervisor and the archaeological monitor. It is recommended that this worker
education session include visual images of artifacts that might be found in the
project vicinity, and that the session take place on-site immediately prior to the start
of ground-disturbing activities.

3. Inadvertent Discovery. in the event that archaeological resources are exposed
during construction, work in the immediate vicinity of the find must stop until a
qualified archaeologist can evaiuate the significance of the find and make applicable
recommendations to avoid significant impacts to archaeological resources.
Construction activities may continue in other areas. If the discovery proves
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City of Los Angeles ’ .
Coastal Development P2itnit No. 16-14
Page 3 of 5

significant under CEQA, additional work such as testing or data recovery may be
warranted.

4. Procedure for Human Remains. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines section
15064.5(e), in the event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any human
remains during construction, the following steps shall be taken:

(1) There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site of the human

remains or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human
remains until:

A. The Los Angeles County Coroner must be contacted to determine that
no investigation of the cause of death is required, and

B. If the coroner determines the remains to be Native American:

1. The coroner shall contact the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours.

2. The NAHC shall identify the person or persons it believes to be
the most likely descended from the deceased Native American.

3. The most likely descendent (MLD) may make
recommendations fo the landowner or the person responsible
for the excavation work, for means of treating or disposing of,
with appropriate dignity, the human remains and any
associated grave goods as provided in Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98. The MLD shall complete its inspection and
make recommendations or preferences for treatment within 48
hours of being granted access to the site, or

(2) Where the following -conditions occur, LADWP or its authorized
representative shall rebury the Native American human remains and

associated grave goods with appropriate dignity in a location not subject to
further subsurface disturbance.

A. The NAHC is unable to identify a MLD or the MLD failed to make a
recommendation within 24 hours after being notified by the NAHC.

B. The MLD identified fails to make a recommendation: or

C. LADWP or its authorized representative rejects the recommendations
of the MLD, and the mediation by the NAHC fails to provide measures
acceptable to LADWP.

5. Wiitten Report. A written report detailing monitoring activities and recommendations
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City of Los Angeles * .
Coastal Development P2mit No. 16-14
Page 4 of 5

for further treatment of archaeological discoveries shall be provided to the City upon
completion of the monitoring work. The report shall comply with the requirements
and recommendations of the California Office of Historic Preservation. A draft copy
shall be submitted to the City for review within 30 days of monitoring completion. A
final report shall be submitted to the City in hard copy and electronic format {Adobe
PDF acceptabie) no later than one week after receipt of comments on the draft
report from the City. A hard copy of the report shall also be submitted to the South
Central Coastal Information Center within forty-five (45) days of final submittal to the

City.

1. FINDINGS: In keeping with the findings and recommendations set forth in the

adopted staff report incorporated herein by reference, the City of Los Angeies
finds that:

(a) The development is in conformity with Chapter 3 of the California
Coastal Act of 1976, and will not prejudice the ability of the City of Los

Angeles to prepare a Local Coastal Program in conformity with said
Chapter 3.

(b) The Interpretative Guidelines established by the Coastal Commission
dated August 14, 1978 and any subsequent amendments thereto have
been reviewed, analyzed, and considered in the light of the individual
project in making this determination, and the decision of the permit

granting authority has been guided by any applicable decision of the
Coastal Commission.

(c) If the development is located between the nearest public road and the
sea of shoreline of any body of water located within the Coastal Zone,
the development is in conformity with the public access and public
recreation policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act.

(d) Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the
LADWP found the project to be exempt from CEQA review and filed a
Notice of Exemption on May 26, 20186.

Staff reviewed and considered the Notice of Exemption and determined
there are no additional evaluations required by the California
Environmental Quality Act in connection with the approval of this permit.

V. Pursuant to a public hearing held on November 9, 2016, a Notice of Decision on
December 5, 2016, and foliowing the expiration of the mandatory ten calendar day

appeal period with one appeal having been filed, and denial of the appeal by the
Board of Public Works Commissioners on March 8, 2017.

V. This permit may not be assigned to another person except as provided in Section
13170, Coastal Commission Rules and Regulations.
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City of Los Angeles ’ .
Coastal Development P2thit No. 16-14
Page 5 of 5

VI.  This permit shall not become effective until the expiration of 20 working days after
a COPY of this permit has been received by the State Coastal Commission, upon
which copy all permittees or agent(s) authorized in the permit application have
acknowledged that they have received a copy of the permit and have accepted its
contents, unless a valid appeal is filed within that time. The acknowledgement
should be returned within ten (10) working days following issuance of the permit
but in any case prior to commencement of construction. If the acknowledgement
has not been returned within the time for commencement of construction under

Section 13156(g), the executive director shall not accept any application for the
extension of the permit.

VIl Work authorized by this permit must commence within Wwo years from the
effective date of this permit. Any extension of time of said commencement date
must be applied for prior to expiration of the permit.

VIIl.  Issued: _March 9, 2016 pursuant to local government authority as provided in
Chapter 7 of the California Coastal Act of 1976.

Xiv. | , permittee/agent, hereby
acknowledge receipt of permit number 16-13 and have accepted its content.

Signature Date

Exhibit 4
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City of Los Angeles
APPEAL

From Coastal Development Permit Action

CDP Application No.:_16-14 Council District: 11

TYPE OF ACTION BEING APPEALED: [X] Appeal from Permit Action
[ ] Appeal from Revocation of Permit

DATE OF ACTION BEING APPEALED: December 5. 2016
DEVELOPMENTDESCRIPTION: Los Angeles Department of Water and Power,

Temporary Pole Top Distribution Station (3-833 KVA Transformers) as Sunset Blvd.
and Marquez Ave., Pacific Palisades, California. (W.0. UR4000725)

COMMUNITY PLAN: Brentwood-Pacific Palisades, West Los Angeles District.

Land Use Indicated: Public Utility Installation and Distribution Station

TO BE COMPLETED BY APPELLANT - PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT
DEVELOPMENT ADDRESS: 16970 West Sunset Blvd,

City, Zip: Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
Between: Sunset Blvd. and Marquez Ave.

APPLICANT'S NAME: Los Angeles Dept of Water and Power; Phone 800-342-53 97
Address: P.O.Box 51111
City, Zip: Los Angeles, CA 90051-0100

APPELLANT'S NAME:16974 Sunset Blvd., LLC  Phone: 310-458-5959

C/O Costell & Cornelius Law Corporation
Attn: Alexandre 1an Cornelius/Lewis Adelson
Address: 1299 Qcean Ave., Suite 450

City, Zip: Santa Monica, CA 90401
acornelins@costell-law.com

NOTICE: All items in this Notice of Appeal must be completely filled out before it can be received and
certified by the Clerk. An owner or lessee of the property involved is required {o pay an appeal fee equal
to one-half of the filing fee for the application.

This is to certify that the application has been inspected by me and has been found to be
thorough and complete in every particular.

CDP Appeal_Rev Page 1 of 3 Exnibiiokorz
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City of Los Angeles
APPEAL

From Coastal Development Permit Action

L GROUNDS FOR APPEAL

State fully the specific grounds for this appeal (state if your appeal is from the entire decision or determination, or
from elements of the determination, such as some of the conditions imposed; state in detail those elements which
you desire to appeal; submit facts and information in support of this appeal)*:

See the attached

18 STATEMENT OF FACT
Give a complete statement of the facts upon which the appeal is based*:

See the attached

IIl. SUMMARY OF ISSUES
Provide a concise summary of the substantial issues(s) raised by the appeal*:

See the attached.

*Note: Usc attachments to continue if necessary. Clearly Iabel the contination as to which question it pertains.
IV. REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS

A. A list of all other persons known by the appellant to have an interest in the matter appealed. See the
attached.

V. INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILING NOTICE OF APPEAL

A. Notice in writing of the appeal of projects must be received by the Bureau of Engincering, 1149 S.
Broadway, Suite 608, Los Angeles by 5:00 p.m. on or before the 10th calendar day following the
decision being appealed. Such written notice may be either by: (a) delivery of this completed Notice of
Appeal, or (b) by other communication in writing, such as a telegram, stating the name, address and
telephone number of the applicant and appeilant, the date and nature of the decision being appealed, the
Coastal Development case number and identification of the proposed development.

B, When the appellant utilizes-procedure 1(b} above, he or she must follow-up by transmitting acompleted
Notice of appeal within five calendar days of initial filing of the appeal.
CDP Appsal Rev Page 2 of 3 EXNIBIEeR012
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City of Los Angeles
APPEAL

From Coastal Development Permit Action

APPELLANT'S SIGNATURE

Signed: %fm
%ﬂdre Ian Cornelius

Lewis Adelson

Costell & Cornelius Law Corporation

1299 Ocean Ave., Suite 450

Santa Monica, CA 90401

Ph: 310-458-5959
acornelius@costell-ilaw.com

Authorized Representative and
Attorney-1n-Fact for 16974 Sunset Blvd., LL.C

Date: December 15, 2016

CDP Appeal Rev Page 3 of 3 Exhibit&2o12
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ATTACHEMENT TO APPEAL OF
16974 SUNSET LLC TO
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 16-14

Becember 15, 2016

Re: APPEAL FROM APPROVAL OF COASTAL DEVELOPMENT
PERMIT APPLICATION NO. 16-14
Proposed installation by LADWP of Temporary Pole Top Distribution
Statiou Sunset Blvd. at Marquez Ave.

City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering:

This attachment is submitted in furtherance of the appeal of 16974 Sunset
Blvd, LLC (“Objecting Party”) to the Notice of Decision dated December 3,
2016 (the “Decision”) that approved Costal Development Permit Application
Number 16-14 (the “Application™) of the Los Angeles Department of Water and
Power (“LADWP”) for a Temporary Pole Top Distribution Station ("PTDS™)
located near the intersection of Sunset Boulevard and Marquez Avenue in
Pacific Palisades, California. The Decision is attached hereto as Exhibit “A.”
Objecting Party filed an Objection to the Application and appeared at the
hearing on the Application on November 9, 2016 (the “Objection™). The
Objection is attached hereto as Exhibit “B” and the Application is attached to

the Objection as Exhibit “1” and both are and ingorporated herein by this
reference.

I. AND Ii. GROUNDS FOR THE APPEAL AND FACTS SUPPORTING
THE SAME.

The Objecting Party appeals from the entire decision set forth in the
Decision. The Decision states that the project proposed under the Application,
the PTDS, “is found to be in conformity with Chapter 3 of the California
Coastal Act.” There is no support for this conclusion or finding and the Final
Staff Report issued on December 5, 2016 (the “Staff Report™), lacks material
support for its findings and conclusions and cannot be relied upon as basis to
approve the Application or for the issnance of a permit for the PTDS. The Final

Staff Report is attached hereto as Exhibit “C» and incorporated herein by this
reference.

As summarized in Section 111, below, there are substantial issues that
warrant granting this appeal and reversing the Decision to approve the
Application. The Decision should be reversed and the Application shounld be
denied for the reasons set forth herein and/or modified as proposed herein
inclnding, but not limited to, to require compliance with the California Coastal

Exhibit 4
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Appeal of Application 16-14

December 15, 2016
Page 2

Act, California Resonrces Code §§ 30000, et seq. (the “Act”), the Los Angeles
General Plan (the “General Plan”) and the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades
Community Plan (the “Community Plan”) by situating the PTDS underground
or installing a padmounted transformer and setting a deadline for the removal of
the temporary power instaliation. On this point, the LADWP and the City both
state that the PTDS is temporary yet the Staff Report and the Decision do not set
forth a deadline as to when the temporary PTDS must be removed and do not
define what “temporary” means. As a temporary installation, the conditions for
approval of the PTDS must include a deadline for the rémoval of the same.

The project consists of two 61-foot high, 18.4-inch diameter poles, a
platform measuring 26° x 7°5", three 8333-KVA transformers measuring 6’9"
tall and 4°7” wide, cross arms, circuit breakers, switches, and a controller.

The Objecting Party is an “Aggrieved Person” under the Act.! A namber
of community members are also opposed to the PTDS. The Facebaok Page for
the Pacific Palisades Residence Association with a post opposed to the PTDS
shows 900 likes, 48 shares and 6 comments; a Change.Org petition opposing the
PTDS has 240 signatures; and the Save the Palisades Bluffs Facebook post
shows 192 likes, 27 shares and 18 comments. The screenshots of the Facebook
Posts and the Change.Org petition are collectively attached to the Objection,
Exhibit “B” as Exhibit “4” thereto.

The Objecting Party has reviewed the Decision, Application and Staff
Report and it is familiar with the site of the PTDS as it is adjacent to the
residential development site located at 16974 West Sunset Boulevard, Pacific
Palisades, California (the "Property").” Since the PTDS and the Property are
located within the coastal zone, as confirmed by the City’s ZIMAS zoning
information system, it is protected by the Act.® TUnder § 30003 of the Act -

Compliance by Public Agencies, both the City and the LADWP are required to
comply with the Act:

All public agencies and all federal agencies, to the
extent possible under federal law or regulations or the
United States Constitution, shall comply with the
provisions of this division.”

Thus the City, LADWP and the Bureay of Engineering {the “Bunreau”) are
required to comply with all the provisions of the Act.”

Exhibit 4
Page 46 of 315




® e

Appeal of Application 16-14
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A, THE DECISION TO APPROVE THE PERMIT APPLICATION DID
NOT ADEQUATELY ADDRESS THE PUBLIC COMMENTS AND
ISSUES RAISED AT THE HEARING ON THE APPLICATION AND
THE OBJECTIONS TO THE SAME,

I. The PTDS is Already In Violation of the Act and Must Be
Removed.

Contrary to Section 111., A., 1, of the Staff Report, the unpermitted work
at the site for the PTDS violated the Act and is a substantial issue and grounds
in and of itself to grant the appeal. Construction of the PTDS began on or about
July 6, 2016 without a permit complying with the Act and with knowledge by
LADWP that the work required a permit since it was a development as defined
under the Act. Section 30106 of the Act — Development, defines ‘Development’
to mean “on land, in or under water, the placement or erection of any solid

material or structure ..., including any facility of amy private, public, or
municipal utility;...

5 % %

As used in this section, "structure” includes, but is not limited to, any building,
road, pipe, flume, conduit, siphon, aqueduct, telephone line, and electrical
power transmission and distribution line.” (emphasis added.)

Development includes, but is not limited to, the construction of any
structure such as an electrical power transmission and distribution line.’ The
installation of a PTDS constitutes "development” as defined in the Act thns
triggering the requirement of a coastal development permit prior to the
commencement of any development or installation of any PTDS structures.

Prior to having a coastal development permit issued (or any kind of
permit), LADWP vehicles trespassed onto the Property and Objecting Party’s
representatives demanded that the LADWP personnel leave the Property
immediately, which the LADWP refused. Thereafter, a significant portion of
the installation of the PTDS continued without a permit in violation of the Act
and only now, after-the-fact, did the LADWP attempt to comply with the Act by
filing the Application. In a shocking admission as to how improper the
LADWP’s conduct was, Section V1, 1. - Standard Conditions of Approval of the
Staff Report, states that the “development shall not commence until a copy of
the permit is signed.”" (emphasis added.) Morcover, the Staff Report reqnires
at Section V1, 6. -~ Standard Conditions of Approval, that before construction the
LADWP, “[o]btain a permit from the State Coastal Commission."t Yet, the
LADWP commenced construction of the PTDS without a permit from either the
City or the Coastal Commission, in violation of its own staff report and the Act.

The work performed by LADWP, including the actual installation of three
(3) 61° metal poles for the PTDS and a fonrth pole of about 30°, was done in an
effort to “ram” the project through in violation of the Act. The LADWP is
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forcing the PTDS on the Community as a “done-deal”, a fate-acompli’, which
the LADWP insists the Community must accept without question because money
has already been spent and construction started. This approach by the LADW?
is heavy handed, improper, a violation of the Act and the General and
Community Plans and a complete trampling of the community’s and property
owners’ rights to have a say in “development™ within the Coastal Zone. The
LADWP is trying to “boot-strap” itself into approval of the Application by
violating the law and starting the work and spending rate payer and tax payer
money without a valid permit from the City or the Coastal Commission. Had
LADWP actually followed the correct process (which they have admitted they
did not because they are now seeking a coastal permit that they should have
applied for in the first place), the public would have been given a real
opportunity to give meaningful input and potentially change the location or an
alternative at grade pad-mounted or underground development solution could
have been pursued. If a private citizen had proceeded to construct 61° structures
in the Coastal Zone without a coastal development permit such construction
would be red tagged and ordered to be removed. The LADWP is subject to the
same provisions of the Act. This “act first and seek permission later” approach
of the LADWP is reason enough to grant this appeal and deny the Application
and order removal of the PTDS.

Pursuant to Section 30600 of the Act - Coastal Development Permit;
Procedures Prior to Certification of Local Coastal Program:

Except as provided in subdivision (¢), and in
addition to obtaining any other permit required by
law from any local government or from any state,
regional, or local agency, any person, as defined in
Section 2]066, wishing to perform or undertake
any development in the coastal zone, other than a
facility subject to Section 25500, shall obtain a
coastal development permit.”

The Property and the site of the PTDS “is located within the California
Coastal Zone and is considered ‘single coastal jurisdiction’ (i.c. the Coastal
Zone of the City of Los Angeles alone)”, as defined by the Act, and the draft
staff report confirms the same.™ The City and the LADWP were required prior
to comstruction of the PTDS te comply with the § 30600 of the Act.®™ This
failure is a substantial issue and grounds in and of itself to grant the appeal and
deny the Application.

2. The PTDS Violates the Act Due to Visual Blight and Safety.

Contrary to Section 1Il., A., 3, of the Staff Report, the PTDS violates the
Act and this is a substantial issue warranting the granting of this appeal.
Pacific Palisades is a small scenic community where development proposals
should be considered very carefully. The Property and the proposed site for the
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PTDS are located in a very sensitive arca off Sunset Boulevard which is
designated as a scenic highway by the City of Los Angeles.* The installation of
the PTDS will create a visual blight, contrary to the claims in the Staff Report.
The poles are in excess of 60,” and are effectively an industrial development
negatively impacting the views along Sunset Boulevard and the properties that
face along Sunset Boulevard as well as the Property. The poles are out of place
and are wholly incompatible with the surrounding residential development.
Pictures showing the negative impact of the poles that have been installed at the
site of the PTDS are attached to the Objection, Exhibit “B™, as Exhibit “5
thereto. It must be further noted that the currently installed poles do not yet
inciude one of the most aesthetically impactful parts of the installation — the
suspended transformers. The transformers are extremely incompatible, as they
are not similar in any way to a typical wooden power pole. Scenic features
include views of the estates, which are negatively impacted by the PTDS.

Section 30251 of the Act - Scenic and Visual Qualities of the Coastal Act,
provides:

“The scenic and visnal 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, te be visually compatible with the
character of surrounding areas, and, where feasible,
to restore and enhance visual quality in visually
degraded areas. New development in highly scenic
areas such as those designated in the California
Coastline Preservation and Recreation Plan prepared
by the Department of Parks and Recreation and by
local government shall be subordinate to the character
of its setting.” ™ (emphasis added.)

Thus, the scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas are to be considered
and protected as a resource of public importance. Permitted development,
inclnding development like the PTDS, shall be sited and designed to protect
views along the scenic coastal areas. In order to implement this, both the
Community Plan and the General Plan require that electrical and utility
installations be installed underground. Sunset Boulevard is heavily traveled by
many tourists and there are a number of residences that face Sunset Boulevard
that will have their residential views marred and interfered with by the PTDS.
Moreover, the painting of the PTDS as discussed in the Staff Report will do
absolutely nothing to mitigate the negative impact of the three (3) 61° poles and
three (3) transformers of 6.9 x 4.5° suspended about 30’ in the ajr.™ The
proposal that paint could somehow mitigate the negative impact of the PTDS is
simply not credible giving the visual evidence of the pictures attached as
Exhibit “5” to Exhibit “B.” The significant, negative visual impact is a
substantial issue warranting the granting of this appeal.
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The Staff Report did not even address the issue that safety is also a major
concern since Sunset Boulevard is a2 major thoroughfare with a 35 mile per hour
speed limit and with an extremely large number of curves. The incident in
Arleta, California on February 18, 2016, where a driver was killed when he
crashed into a PTDS and the transforms fell on his vehicle, is a real possibility
for the present location of the PTDS given the traffic count and volume on
Sunset Boulevard and that fact that the PTDS is being situated in the public
right of way less than ten feet from the road. The PTDS is unmonitored and
contains oil which could leak onto the sidewalk or street, Finally, other areas in
the Palisades Community have objected to the FTDS on the hasis of concerns
about the impact of electromagnetic radiation or fields (“EMF?”) created by the
transforms and all of those same concerns apply to the site selected for the
PTDS as the Property will be developed into single family homes and there
currently is an apartment building with children and families located adjacent to
the PTDS site. On this issue, both an underground or at grade installation would
reduce the impact of any EMF concerns as recognized in the 2002 report for the
IEEE Rural Electrical Power Conference in Colorado Spring, May 2002 attached
as Exhibit “6™ to the Objection, Exhibit “B” (entirely pad mounted installations
of distribution stations have less EMF issues than pole mounted installations).

These are substantial issues with the Staff Report completely neglects to
address.

Since permitted development must be sited and designed to protect views
to and along scenic coastal areas, the PTDS should be visually compatible with
the character of surrounding areas and should be installed in another location or
underground (as required by the General and Community Plans). Moreaver,
safety concerns have not been addressed by the LADWP or by the Staff Report
and the PTDS as proposed is a hazard to the community. The appeal should be
granied and the permit for the Application denied and the PTDS relocated or in
the alternative constructed underground or padmounted and appropriately
landscaped in order to mitigate its negative, industrial visual blight and to
reduce the potential hazardous impacts of the PTDS. These are substantial
issues that warrant granting the appeal and reversal of the Decision.

3. The PTDS Violates the Los Angeles General Plan and the
Brentwood-Pacific Palisades General Community Plan.
ol aellic 1alisades reneral Community Plan.

Contrary to Section III., A., 4, the PTDS violates the General and the
Community Plans and this is a substantial issue that requires granting the appeai
and reversing the Decision. The General Plan states: “To the maximum extent
feasible, all new or relocated electric . . . utility distribution facilities within
five hundred feet of the center line of a Scenic Highway shall be placed
underground.” ™ (emphasis added.) Since the PTDS is within 500 feet of the
centerline of a Scenic Highway, Sunset Boulevard, the General Plan for the City
requires that the project be built underground. Although the LADWP has stated
that locating the distribution station underground is not an option due to the
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size, complexity, and risk of water intrusion, as set forth below, the electrical
construction consultants of the Objecting Party have indicated that a distribution
station can be safely built underground (or at grade and pad mounted).

LADWP has not adequately explored the feasibility of an underground
solution and it cannot violate the General and Community Plans which require
that any new distribution station within five hnndred feet of the center line of
Sunset Boulevard be built underground or that all new electrical distribution
stations be built underground in the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades area. There
are mo reports or analysis, cost estimates or feasibility analysis to support
LADWP’s position. instead, there are simply conclusory statements which show
that the LADWP and the Staff Report never even really considered the
underground alternative and did not price the same. LADWP must be required to
prove, without a shadow of a doubt, that undergrounding is unequivocally
infeasible in order to even consider a PTDS along the Scenic Highway, but this
has simply not been completed or shared with the public. The appeal should be
granted because the LADWP and the Staff Report are devoid of any evidence
that these alternatives were analyzed “to the maximum extent feasible” as

required by the General Plan and this is a snbstantial issue warranting reversal
of the Decision.

Another substantial issue warranting the granting of the appeal is that the
PTDS development violates the Community Plan at Page 1V-3 which provides,
“UTILITIES 1. Install utilities underground through assessment districts or
other funding, when feasible.” ™"

LADWP and the Staff Report claim that the PTDS cannot be situated
underground or padmounted but the Objecting Party has engaged a consultant,
Integrated Environmental Technologies and they have prepared a schematic for
an alternative padmounted solution with pricing and performance specifications
similar to the equipment to be installed at the PTDS and the cost for the
equipment is only about $39,000.00. The schematic for the padmounted
distribution station, the invoices and the summary repori af the consultants is
attached as Exhibit “7” to the Objection, Exhibit “B” hereto. The consultants
have indicated that an underground or padmounted distribution statjon is
completely feasible but that the LADWP has not, in the Application
meaningfully analyzed or considered the same, nor does the Staff Report. Also
the consultants estimate that the labor cost for a padmounted solution is
approximately $700,000.00 (without taking into account the LADWP’s mandated
labor policies which could increase the price}. Thus, in accordaiice with the
requirements of the General Plan there is a feasible method to install the
substation underground or at a minimum as a padmounted distribution station
which would address many of the conderns of the Community. The Staff Report
containg no evidence as to what the LADWP thinks a padinounied or
underground solution will cost and this creates a substantial issue warranting
the granting of the appeal as to whether the LADWP “to the maximum extent
feasible” analyzed the underground or pad mounted alternatives. In addition,

Exhibit 4
Page 51 of 315




. .-.I:

Appeal of Application 16-14
December 15, 2016
Page 8

the alleged water intrusion issues cited by the LADWP can be addressed with a
double wall structure as described and built in Zurich, Switzerland and
discussed in the materials provided by Poyray-Electrical Works of Zurich
Oerlikon Substation per the report attached as Exhibit “8” to the Objcction,
Exhibjt “B” hereto. The LADWP has not even explained why they believe that
there are groundwater or water intrusion issues at the site and the Staff Report
contains no cvidence or analysis with respect to the same. Frankly, the proposed
site is over 100’ above sea level and there is no evidence or support for any
finding in the Application of Staff Report that there is, in fact, a groundwater or
water intrusion condition at the site. Again the statements in the Application
and Staff Report as to water issue are conclusory and speculation without any
type of analysis and certainly do not meet the “maximum extent feasible”
requirement under the General Plan to site electrical distribution stations
underground. Thus, there is a substantial issue that the LADWP has not
followed the Community Plan and the General Plan to install the distribution
station underground or even conducted the required “to the maximum extent
feasible” analysis and this warrants granting the appeal and reversing the
Decision for failure to comply with the Community and General Plans.

The PTDS development violates Pages 1-2 and 3 of the Community Plan™
which provides the following residential issues:

* Need to protect environmentally sensitive areas,
scenic views and scenic corridors.
* Need to improve the visual environment through the

development of appropriate design criteria and
controls.”™

The need to protect environmentally sensitive areas and scenic corridors
has been violated by the PTDS since it creates a visual blight and is, effectively,
an industrial development in a residential area. Also the need to improve the
visual environment through the development of appropriate design criteria and
controls has been violated since the appropriate design criteria is an
underground installation of the PTDS as dictated by the Community and General
Plans. The Staff Report contains no findings and contains no evidence that
would refute the conclusion that the PTDS interferes with scenic corridors.

The PTDS development violates the Plan at Page 111-7 which provides:

“1-6.6 The scenic value of natural land forms should be
preserved, enhanced and restored. Wherevet feasible,
development should be integrated with and be visually
subotdinate to natural features and terrain. Structures
should be located to minimize intrusion into scenic
open spaces by being clustered near other natural and

manmade features such as tree masses, rock outcrops
and existing structures.
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Program: Condition new development to protect views
from public roadways and parklands.”*?8

The PTDS devclopment violates the condition that new developments
protect views from public roadways, since the PTDS is located adjacent to
Sunset Boulevard and does not protect the views from a public roadway and
creates a negative visual impairment of the scenic views of the residential
coastal neighborhood surrounding Sunset Boulevard. Therefore, since
instaliation of the distribution station can be constructed underground as
described above, the PTDS violates the General and Community and Plans and
the Act that require that development be integrated with and be visually
subordinate to natural features and terrain. The Staff Report contains to

findings and contains no evidence that would refute the conclusion that the
PTDS does not protect the views.

Development of the PTDS also violates sections of the Community Plan
on Pages III-15 and 16 which provides:

“COASTAL RESOURCES Development in the Coastal
Zone is subject to the provisions of the California
Coastal Act. As of 1997, the City had not prepared a
local coastal plan (LUP/LCP) for the Pacific Palisades
Coastal areas.”

Since the Community Plan incorporates the provisions of the Act, all
violations under the Act are also violations of the Community Plan. As
described above, the LADWP began development of the PTDS without obtaining
a development permit as required by the Act. Thus, LADWP also violated this
section of the Community Plan and the Staff Report does not address this issue.
On this basis there is a substantial issue and the appeal should be granted.

Goal 5 of the Community Plan entitled “PRESERVATION OF THE
SCENIC AND VISUAL QUALITY OF COASTAL AREAS,” provides for the

following objectives, policies, and programs which have been violated by the
PTDS development:

“Objective 5-1 To govern the manner in which the City
of Los Angeles implements the California Coastal Aot
of 1976, as well as the establishment of land uses and
their subsequent development.

Policies 5-I.1 The location and amount of new
development should maintain and enhance public
access to the coast.
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Program: Permitted development shall be designed to
protect views to the ocean and scenic coastal areas, to
minimize the alteration of natural land Jorms, to be
visually compatible with the character of surrounding
areas, and where feasible, to restore and enhance
visual quality in the visually degraded areas.

Program: Coastal Development Permits are required for
new development which establish conditions for new
development.

The PTDS development violates the objective of the Community Plan of
implementing the provisions and requirements of the Act since, as described
above, the LADWP began development of the PTDS without obtaining a
development permit as required by the Act. The PTDS development also
violates the objective of the Community Plan regarding protecting scenic coastal
areas by building the distribution station above ground on 61° poles creating
visual blight and placing an industrial development in a residential area. The
PTDS development further violates the objective of the Commnnity Plan by not
being visually compatible with the character of surrounding areas by building
the PTDS above ground on poles creating negative vissal impacts and
interfering with scenic coastal areas instead of constructing the distribution
station underground. The PTDS as approved also violates the objective of the
Community Plan by not obtaining a coastal development permit for a public
works projects and by not analyzing or setting forth any findings that the PTDS
is consistent with the Community Plan.

The Staff Report claims without any basis in fact whatsoever that “[t]he
majority of the project is underground, as stated at the public hearing, and will
be screened to reduce visibility.” This statement/finding is neither supported by
anything in the record nor by reality. The PTDS is not anderground, it’s very
name “Pole Top” denotes that it is above ground. A simple review of the
pictures of the PTDS installation attached as Exhibit “5” to the Objection,
Exhibit “B” hereto, confirms that the whole PTDS is above ground (there may
be some concrete footing for the poles and unground conduits or wires but the
actual transformers are above ground on poles. The PTDS consists of three 61°
metal poles, a 30° metal pole, a large metal rack that is 26° % 7°5”and three very
large and bulky transformers that are 6°9" x 4’77},  Thus, the actnal
transformers and poles that hold the items that create the most visual blight are
all above ground and visible from Sunset Blvd and the surrounding land owners.
Moreover, as to screening, all the LADWP proposes to do is io paini the poies

for “screening.” Painting is not screening and no amount of paint can minimize
the visual effects of the PTDS.

Since the LADWP failed to follow several sections and requirements of
the Community and General Plans and the Staff Report contains no evidence to
support its findings on these matters, this creates a substantjal issue that
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warrants the reversal of the Decision approving the Application and the LAWDP
should be ordered to comply with the General Plan and the Community Plan.

4, The LAWP has Not Complied with CEQA zand Compliance is a
Requirement of a Permit for the PTDS.

Contrary to Scction I1I., A., 5, of the Staff Report, the PTDS violates the
California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”)™ which is a statewide policy
of environmental protection. CEQA does not directly regulate land uses, but
instead requires state and local agencies within California to follow a protocol
of analysis and public disciosure of environmental impacts of proposed projects
and adopt all feasible measures to mitigate those impacts. CEQA makes
environmental protection a mandatory part of every California state and local
agency's decision-making process. The Staff Report without any analysis or
without commenting upon the analysis offered by the Objecting Party claims
that the Application complies with CEQA. This is not true and there is no
evidence to support this finding and this creates a substantial issue warranting
reversal of the Decision.

A notice of exemption (“NOE”), attached as Exhibit “9% to the Objection,
Exhibit “B” hereto, was filed by LADWP on May 25, 2016. The exemption was
based upon two grounds: 1) as an electrical and other utility extension, and 2) as
an emergency project. The first ground cited is that the project is subject to a
Class 3 categorical exémption for "electrical . . . and other utility extensions".™
However, a PTDS is plainly not an electrical or utility "extension," but rather a
new facility and therefore not exempt. The second ground cited is that the
project qualifies for a statniory exemption as an emergency project. There has
been no evidence that would snggest that placing a PTDS adjacent to the
Property was necessary to prevent or mitigate an “emergency.”

“Emergency,” as defined by CEQA, mecans a “sudden, unexpected
occurrence, involving a clear and imminent danger, demanding immediate action
to prevent or mitigate loss of, or damage to, life, health, property, or essential
public services. ‘Emergency’ includes such occurrences as fire, flood,
earthquake, or other soil or geologic movements, as well as such occurrences as
riot, accident, or sabotage.”™ Under case law, the definition of an emergency is
limited to an occurrence and not a condition, meaning that the occurrence must
involve a clear and imminent danger, demanding immediate action.™ The
decision to place the PTDS in front of the Property was the result of years-long,
prolonged process in response to consistent outages in the Pacific Palisades. In
fact, in 2012, LADWP first considered constructing a power distribution station
on its property near Marquez Charter School, on Marquez Avenue. The decision
to place the PTDS adjacent to the Property was not an action taken in response
to a sudden or nnexpected occurrence necessary to prevent or mitigate an
emergency power outage in the Pacific Palisades but, rather, was a decision
reached over an extended period of time in response to a known condition. The
Staff Report does not even address or comment on these issues whatsoever and
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the failure of the Staff Report to address these issues as the impropriety of the

NOE and its invalidity creates a substantial issue that warrants the reversal of
the Decision.

The NOE is invalid because the LADWP was required to comply with all
CEQA procedures in order to, among other things, identify the significant
environmental impacts of the PTDS on the community, and to avoid or mitigate
those impacts. As such the appeal should be granted due to the failure of the
LADWP to comply with CEQA and failure of the Staff Report to address or
analyze the invalidity of the NOE.

5. The City and its Departments and Divisions Have a Conflict of
Interest in Ruling on the Application or this Appeal.

Contrary to Section 111., A., 2, of the Staff Report, the unpermitted work
at the site for the PTDS creates a conflict of interest for the City, the LADWP
and the Burcau and is a substantial issue warranting granting of the appeal. The
LADWP claims it has already spent $250,000.00 (for which there is no back up
or support) on installing the PTDS. However, the City (of which the LADWP is
a division/agency) and the Bureau are not only filed the Application seeking the
permit but at the same time conducted the hearing on the Application and
decided to approve the permit and are now conducting the appeal of the
Decision to issue the permit. As such, the City has a conflict of interest and
was highly motivated to approve the Application despite it violating the Act, the
General Plan, the Community Plan and CEQA. If the City does not approve the
Application, then one of its agencies - the LADWP - could be accused of misuse
of public rate payer funds because the LADWP commenced work on the PTDS
without first obtaining a permit from the City and a coastal development permit
from the Coastal Commission. This issue could cloud the City’s and this
Bureau’s judgment and raises the specter of the City having a conflict of
interest in hearing and ruling on the Application and this appeal or, at a
minimum, gives the appearance of a conflict of interest. Under these
circumstances, the Bureau should grant the appeal reverse the approval of the
Application and deny the permit outright.

The Coastal Act Section 30811 - Restoration Order; Violations, provides:

“In addition to any other authority to order restoration,
the commission, a local government that is
implementing a certified local coastal program, ot a
port governing body that is implementing a certified
port master plan may, after a public hearing, order
restoration of a site if it finds that the development has
occurred without a coastal development permit from the
commission, local government, or port governing body,
the development is inconsistent with this division, and
the development is causing continuing resource
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damage,”™ The Coastal Act empowers local
governments to address permit violations by issuing an
order of restoration of a site if it finds that the
development has occurred without a coastal
development permit.

Since the LADWP failed to follow the law to which the public is required
to adhere, and brazenly moved forward with the development of the PTDS
without a permit from the City and a permit from the Coastal Commission, the
appeal should be granted and the approval of the permit Application should be
reversed and the LADWP should be required to remove the current illegally
instailed PTDS and restore the Property to its original condition until the permit
process is exhausted, and until (if and when) final permits are issued to the
LADWP for the legal installation of the PTDS.

6. The LADWP Has Violated Due Process.

Contrary to Section IIl., A., 6, of the Staff Report, the LADWP violated
the Act and state and federal constitutional due process by failing to give
sufficient notice and by failing to make materials and accurate information
related to the Application available to the public in a timely manner and by
holding the hearing on the minimum notice after the LADWP had already
constructed a significant portion of the PTDS without the proper permit.
Pursuant to Section 30320 of the Act - Findings and Declarations:

“(a) The people of California find and declare that the
duties, responsibilities, and quasi-judicial actions of
the commission are sensitive and extremely important
for the well-being of current and future generations and
that the public interest and principles of fundamental
fairness and due process of law require that the
commission conduct its affairs in an open, objective,
and impartial manner free of undue influence and the
abuse of power and authority. It is further found that,
to be effective, California’s coastal protection program
requires public awareness, understanding, supporti,
participation, and confidence in the commission and its
practices and procedures. Accordingly, this article is
necessary to preserve the public’s welfare and the
integrity of, and to maintain the public's trust in, the
commission and the implementation of this division.
(b) The people of California further find that in a
democracy, due process, fairness, and the responsible
exercise of authority are all essential elements of good
government which require that the public's business be
conducted in public meetings, with limited exceptions
for sensitive personnel matters and litigation, and on
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the official record. Reasonable restrictions are
necessary and proper to prevent future abuses and
misuse of governmental power so long as all members
of the public are given adequate opportunities to
present their views and opinions to the commission
through written or oral communications on the official
record either before or during the public hearing on any
matter before the commission.”*™

The Act imposes duties, responsibilities, and quasi-judicial actions on
iocal governments issuing development permits. These responsibilities are
sensitive and extremely important for the well-being of current and future
generations. The public interest and principles of fundamental fairness and due
process of law under the state and federal constitutions require that the City and
the LADWP conduct their affairs in an objective and impartial manner free of
undue influence and in accordance with the law. Therefore, the Act states that
to be effective, California's coastal protection program requires public

understanding, support, participation, and confidence in the commission and its
practices and procedures.

In this case, the draft staff report was only available one week before the
public hearing and did not provide the public with sufficient time to read,
review and prepare comments to the draft staff reporl. Due process and
principles of fundamental fairness require that the public be provided with
sufficient information and with sufficient time to properly evaluate the effects
of a development permit application. There is a substantial issue warranting
reversal of the Decision related to the draft staff report not being available until
after the hearing was noticed.

Further, some of the inlormation in the staff report directly conflicted
with the Application causing confusion and does not provide the public with
sufficient information to fully understand the Application, consider alternatives,
or provide adequate informed opinions at the public hearing. For example, the
Staff Report states that the “project cost is approximately $930,000.00”™" while
the Application states that the “estimated cost of development is $276,000.00"™
The difference of over $650,000 does not allow the public to evaluate the
development or its alternatives properly. There is no basis or explanation in the
Staff Report as to how the $930,000.00 figure was calculated or what it is based
on and this lack of support for this finding creates a substantial issue as to the

actual budget and cost of the PTDS and warrants reversal of the Decision and
granting of this Appeal.

In fact, if the project budget is indeed $930,000.00, then the distribution
facility could certainly have been placed underground or pad mounted. Failing
to provide sufficient accurate information regarding such a significant factor
concerning the development fails to allow participation, and destroys any
confidence in the practices and due process procedures of the permit process in

Exhibit 4
Page 58 of 315




.! l--.u-

Appeal of Application 16-14
December 15, 2016
Page 15

which the City engaged in issning the Decision. In addition, the public is
unable to adequately present alternatives or respond to the LADWP's claims that
an undergronnd or padmounted facility is too expensive without actnally
knowing what the DWP is actually spending for the PTDS. The fact that there is
no basis or explanation in the Staff Report as to how the $930,000.00 figure was
calculated, this unsupported finding creates a substantial issue as to the actnal
budget and cost of the PTDS and whether the public was provided accurate
information and is a violation of due process and warrants reversal of the
Decision and granting of this Appeal.

Another exampie of information in the Staff Report directly conflicting
with the Application and causing confusion is the misleading statement in the
Application that the applicant “proposes to install” the PTDS and the failure of
the Application to disclose that the LADWP already started with the
development and completed a significant portion of the abaove ground
construction of the PTDS. While the Staff Report discloses the fact that the
LADWP has alrecady “installed” a PTDS, the Application states that the
applicant “proposes to install” the PTDS. These two statements are confusing,
and if the Application is read alone, it is misleading regarding a material fact as
to the status of the development of the PTDS. To complicate matters further,
the staff report contradicts itself internally by saying, in Section V1 - Standard
conditions of approval, that the “development shafl not commence until a copy
of the permit is signed”™" but the report previously states that the LADWP has
already “installed” the PTDS.™ These inconsistencies make the materials
provided impossible to reconcile and create a substantial issue as whether the
Application or the Staff Report contains the correct information and the public
cannot meaningfully respond to the Application without having accurate
information such that the City proceeding with the Application in light of these
inconsistencies was a denial of due process which is a substantial issue
warranting the reversal of the Decision.

Additional contradictory and faulty information is contained in the
Application related to the actual location of the PTDS. Attachment A to the
Application, the Assessor’s Parcel Map (Exhibit “1” 10 the Objection, Exhibit
“B” hereto), shows the PTDS being installed at the corner of Marquez Ave. and
Sunset Blvd. In addition, Attachment D to the Application, Map Showing Single
Jurisdiction Boundary (Exhibit “1” to the Objection, Exhibit “B” hereto), and
shows the PTDS being installed at the corner of Marquez Ave. and Sunset Blvd.
However, the actnal installation of the PTDS was not on the corner of Marquez
Ave. and Sunset Blvd. and the pictures attached as Exhibii “5” to the Objection,
Exhibit “B” hereto, clearly show that the PTDS was installed in the middle of
the Parcel Map(Attachment A to the Application), towards the South East corner
such that Attachment A and D to the Application are misleading and, in fact,
present a misrepresentation as to where the PTDS was actually constructed.
Moreover, this means that the Application itself is misleading because it claims
that the PTDS is in the single jurisdiction district for the Act and this is untrue
and incorrect. The location of the actual installation of the PTDS is in the area
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on Attachment D that is shown to be in the dual jurisdiction under the Act. This
misleading information and the failure of the LADWP to accurate depict where
it had already installed the PTDS and the failure of the Staff Report to address

this issue at all is a substantial issue that warrants the granting of the appeal and
the reversal of the Decision.

Finally, the PTDS development is described in both the Application and
the draft staff report as being “temporary.”™ " But no definition or explanation
is provided as to how long the LADWP considers “temporary” to mean. The
duration of the proposed “temporary” PTDS development is a significant fact
thai has been omitted from both the Application and the Staff Report. Although
the LADWP may claim that the exact date that the PTDS will be removed cannot
be determined at this time, at a minimum an outside date should have been
required for approval of the Application in order to provide LADWP an
incentive to complete the permanent distribution station, and in order to provide
the public a better understanding as to how long the PTDS development will
interfere with their properties and when the other negative impacts to the
community will terminate. The omission from the Staff Report of any
explanation as to what the word “temporary” means in the context of the PTDS
and the lack of any deadline for the expiration of the permit create substantial
issues as to the violation of due process such that the Decision should be
reversed and the appeal granted. At a minimum an outside date for the removal
of the PTDS or the expiration of the permit should be imposed and it should be
for no longer than four (4) years after the issuance of final permit.

7. The LADWP Has Not Adequately Investigated The Site and

Minimized Adverse Impacts.

The Staff Report did not even address in Section 11 the Public Comment
that the LADWP has done no analysis or testing to determine if the PTDS
development will cause erosion ot instability or if it would require structures
that alter the land forms or otherwise negatively impacts the surrounding
propetties.’ This Public Comment was included in the Objection filed by the
Objecting Party and the Staff Report’s failure to address the same creates a
substantial issue warranting reversal of the Decision.

' The installation of the PTDS in this particular location may have nepative impact on the
planned development of the Froperty. Tbe present intention is to develop the Property into
three single-family homes. The current planned location of the PTDS intsrferes with access
to the Property from Sunset Boulevard and could impact the Property, a fact that will result
in a taking of the Properiy for public use without just compensation, which is iltegal. Due to
the short period in which to object and the claimed emergency nature of the PTDS, the
Objecting Party has not been able to fully investigate this issue and reserves its rights in all

regard as to whether the PTDS is a taking and whether it is an inverse condemnation and the
damages flowing therefrom. !
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Since the development of the PTDS commenced without CEQA evaluation
or a coastal development permit, the construction of the 61’ poles without a
valid development permit violates the Act and nowhere in the Application of the
Staff Report does it show that any reports or investigations were undertaken to
determine if the PTDS development will cause erosion or instability or if it

would require structures that alter the land forms or otherwise negatively
impacts the surrounding properties.

Pursuant to Section 30253 of the Act - Minimization of Adverse Impacts:

“New development shall do all of the following: (a)
Minimize risks to life and property in areas of high
geologic, flood, and fire hazard. (b} 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 requires the construction of protective devices that

would substantially alter natural landforms along bluffs
and cliffs,»™*

The Act requires all of the following findings, none of which appear in
the Application or the Staff Report or if they do there s no evidentiary support
for the same: assurance of stability and structural integrity, such that the
development will 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.

LADWP has not addressed the adverse impact of the PTDS development
since it failed even to consider these issues by proceeding under the invaiid
NOE and without a coastal development permit and there is a substantial issue
that there is no evidence to support any finding that the PTDS will 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. As such, the
appeal should be granted and the Decision should be reversed.

8. The LADWP Has Failed to Adequately Analyze Alternatives.

The Staff Report did not even address in Section 1il the Public Comment
that the LAWDP did not adequately analyze alternatives and this creates a
substantial issue warranting reversal of the Decision. The original proposed
locatien for the PTDS was on land owned by the LADWP near an elementary
schoel on Marauez Avenue ™ The elementary school locaiion was considered
by LADWP up until May 1, 2016, Thereafter, an alternative was identified at
1700 Sunset, the Gabay property, and another alternative was identified at the

current site adjacent to the Property, referred to as the old Bernheimer Gardens.

Exhibit 4
Page 61 of 315




e &

Appeal of Application 16-14
December 15, 2016
Page 18

In the Palisades News as recently as May 20, 2016, attached as Exhibit “16” to
the Objection, Exhibit “B” hereto, the Property was still listed as the fourth
alternative identified by the task force.™" Pursuant to Section 30250 of the Act
- Location; Existing Developed Area:

“{a) New residential, commercial, or industrial
development, except as otherwise provided in this
division, shall be located within, contiguous with, or in
close proximity to, existing developed areas able to
accommodate it or, where such areas are not able to
accommodate it, in other areas with adequate public
services and where it will not have significant adverse
effects, either individually or cumulatively, on coastal
resources. In addition, land divisions, other than leases
for agricultural uses, outside existing developed areas
shall be permitted only where 50 percent of the usable
parcels in the area have been developed and the created
parcels would be no smaller than the average size of
surronnding parcels. (b) Where feasible, new
hazardons industrial development shall be located away
from existing developed areas.” ™

Thus, the Aect requires that new industrial development, which the PTDS
is, shall be located where it will not have significant adverse effects, either
individually or cumulatively, on coastal resources. Also where feasible, new
hazardous industrial development shall be located away from cxisting developed
areas. Therefore, relocating the PTDS to another alternative location was
required by the Act and the LADWP and the Staff Report fail to adequately
address this creating a substantial issue warranting reversal of the Decision.

The Community Plan and the General Plan require that electrical
distribution developments on Sunset Boulevard be built underground and the
Staff Report as a condition should have required the LADWP to resubmit an
application providing for an underground distribution station or provide all of

the information showing that the LADWP analyzed the same to the “maximum
extent feasible.”

Moreover, the 1EEE Report indicates that a padmounted at grade

distribution substation can be constructed for approximately $350,000.00 (See,
Section II. BENEFITS 10 Cost), IEEE Report, Exhibit “g,7o%

Another alternative that the LADWP and the Staff Report did not consider
was that the distribution station be constructed slab on grade. This alternative,
while not addressing all community concerns, is more cost effective and
partially addresses the visual blight concern. Consultants retained by the
Objecting Party have prepared the summary report and the schematic for a grade
level padmounted distribution station as described and set forth in Exhibit “7”
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to the Objection, Exhibit “B” hereto. In addition, as set forth in the IEEE
Report, as compared to pole mounted distribution stations, padmounted
substations can now be built smaller with reduced cost, easier construction,
greater flexibility, and improved safety and aesthetics. The IEEE Report also
states that the padmounted substations are pleasing to the eye, making them a
better fit in residential areas, highly scenic areas, coastal comminutes due to sea
salt and moisture damage, and environmentally sensitive areas. The at grade
construction of the distribution station could be landscaped to address the
physical screening requirement of the General Plan and the Community Plan.®
None of these alternatives were addressed in the Application or the Staff Report
and they were raised by the Objecting Party in the Objection and the failure of
the LADWP and the Staff Report to consider the same and analyze the same to
the “maximum e¢xtent feasible,” as required by the General Plan, is a substantial
issue on appeal and warrants reversal of the Decision.

B. THE FINDINGS IN SECTION III OF THE STAFF REPORT ARE NOT
SUPPORTED BY THE RECORD OR BY THE APPLICATION.

The following is an analysis of the findings in Section 111 of the Staff Report
and explains why there is no support for the same such that each finding lacking
evidentiary support in the record warrants reversal of the Decision. Based on
the following analysis, the appeal should be granted and the Decision reversed.

1. The Development is in Conformity with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of
1976 (commencing with Section 30200 of the California Public Resounrces Code).

a, The Finding That There Are No Negative Visual Impacts By The
PTDS Or That They Can Be Screened By Paint Is Not Supported
by Record (Staff Report P. 5).

As made clear in the Section II.A.I-8, above, related to the adverse
impact and visual appearance of the PTDS, it’s certainly does not comply with
the Act and the Applicant has made no serious efforts to mitigate its negative
impacts. Any findings in the Staff Report that the PTDS compliecs with the Act

are not based on substantial evidence or anything contained in the Application
or set forth at the hearing on this matter.

Section 30251 of the Act - Scenic and Visual Qualities of the Coastal Act,
provides:

“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

Exhibit 4
Page 63 of 315




Appeal of Application 16-14
December 15, 2016
Page 20

character of surronnding areas, and, where feasible, to
restore and enhance visual quality in visually degraded
areas. New development in highly scenic areas such as
those designated in the California Coastlinc
Preservation and Recreation Plan prepared by the
Department of Parks and Recreation and by local
government shall be subordinate to the character of its
setting.” * (emphasis added.)

The PTDS is in essence an industrial facility and the Property and area in which it is
proposed to be instalied is a residential arca. The Act requires the PTDS “fo be visually
compatible with the character of surrounding areas” A review of the pictures attached as
Exhibit “5” to the Objection, Exhibit “B: hereto, makes it clear that the PTDS is not compatible
with the character of the surrounding area and is, in fact, an installation which looks completely
out of place in this residential neighbarhood.

The LADWP in the Application at page 2 indicates that there are 34 - PTDS throughout
the City. However, LADWP has not referenced a single location where a PTDS has been
installed in a Coastal Zone within the City of Los Angeles. When asked at the hearing to

identify a single location in the Coastal Zone in the City where a PTDS was installed, the
representatives of the LADWP were unable to da so.

Page 5 of the Staff Report States:

“According to the permit application, measures have been
implemented te help screen the structures. Their placement
is where other utility poles and lights are located. The poles
were painted to blend in with the surronndings. There are
no unobstructed views of the ocean from the project site.
No adverse impacts to scenic and visual qualities of the
coastal area are expected (Figures 3 and 4).”

Placing the PTDS with 61° high Poles and three transformers that are 6’9 tall and 477
wide near other poles does not “screen” anything. The painting of the poles is not “screening”
and it the absolute minimum that could possibly be conceived of. As shawn clearly by the
pictures attached as Exhibit “5” to the Objection, Exhibit “B” hereto, the LADWP’s proposal to
paint the poles and transformers does not mitigate negative visual impacts and any finding
claiming that it does, is not supported by substantial evidence or anything in the record other
than the bare allegations of an employee of the LADWP. There is no report supporting this
screening, there is no treatise or other materials showing that there is an industry siandard that
painting poles can minimize the impact in a coastal area, there is no explanation of what paint
will be used or how or why it will serve to minimize the negative visual impacts.

There are massive impacts to the scenic and visual qualities of the Coastal Zane. This has
been attested to by hundreds of neighborhood constituents who have voiced opposition to the
PTDS installation, in favor of a more aesthetically palatable alternative
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As made clear in the Section 11.A.1-8, above, the finding at Page 5 of the Staff
Report that, “No Adverse Impacts to the scenic and visnal qualities of the coastal area are
expected” is not supported by the Application, anything discussed at the hearing and there is no
evidence to support the same and significant evidence to the contrary such that this is a
substantial issue warranting the granting of the appeal and the reversal of the Decision.

b. The Finding That The Construction Will Not Involve The
Transport Of Hazardous Substances Is Not Supported by Record
(Staff Report P. 4).

At page 4 of the Statl Report the following finding is made, ‘Project construction will niot
involve the transport of hazardous substances and, thus, there will be spillage of crude oil, gas,
petroleum product or hazardous substances as prohibited by the PRC Section 30232.” There is
absolutely no reference in the Application or the record from the hearing to support such a
finding. The Staff Report contains no reference to any materials and provides no backup
whatsoever as to how this finding and conclusion was reached. Thus, there is no substantial
evidence or any evidence for this finding.

Moreover, contrary to this finding, the proposed PTDS is an industrial project with three
833KVA electrical transformers. No evidence or explanation has been put forth as to which
manufacturer makes the transformers and as to what materials are used to manufacture the same,
Such transformers are by their very nature constructed of hazardous substantives include oil,
petroleum products, metallic and electrical devices and plastics and insulation. Without knowing
the exact manufacturer of the transformers and without reviewing the list of materials or
specifications used to assemble the same, the Staff cannot make this finding and there is no
evidence whatsoever to support the same in the Application, Staff Report or the record from the
hearings. As such, the lack of any evidentiary support for this finding creates a substantial issue
warranting that the appeal be granted and the Decision reversed,

c. The Finding That The Project Would Not Affect Geologic, Flood or Fire
Risks Is Not Supported by Record (Staff Report P, 5).

As made clear in the Section 11.A.7, above, no analysis was done whatsoever in the Application
or the Staff Report and no evidence, reports or other materials are cite that would provide a basis
for the finding that the PTDS will not affect geological, flood or fire risks. This is simply a bare
allegation without reference to anything that could support the same. As such there is a
substantial issue as to whether the PTDS will affect geological, flood or fire risks and this
warrants granting the application and reversing the Decision.

d. The Findirg That The Notice of Exemiption Excuses Any Additional

Evaluations Under CEQA Is Not Supported by Record (Staff Report
P. 7.

As made clear in the Section IL.A.4, above, no analysis was done whaisoever in the Appilication
ot the Staff Report as to the underlying claim that there was an “emergency” or that the PTDS
quailed as an “atility extension” as defined under CEQA that would exempt the PTDS from
CEQA. The Staff Report simply indicates that the staff reviewed and considered the NOE, bat it
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does not indicate that they compared the NOE and the stated basis for the exemption to the actual
statutory requitements of CEQA for an emergency or “ntility extension” exemption. The fact
that those definitions do not support the exemptions claimed under the NOE is not analyzed or
discussed in any manner. The failure to do so makes this finding unsupported and creates a
substantial issue warranting the granting of the appeal and the reversal of the Decision.

III. SUMMARY OF SUBSTANTIAL ISSUES.

1. Contrary to Section I11., A., 1, of the Staff Report, the unpermitted work at the site for
the PTDS violated the Act and is a substantial issne and grounds in and of itself to
grant the appeal.

2. Contrary to Section III., A., 3, of the Staff Report, the PTDS violates the Act duc to,

among other things, significant, negative visual impact and this is a substantial issue
warranting the granting of this appeal.

3. The Staff Report did not address the safety risks of PTDS falling or being hit or of the
oil and chemicals and materials used to construct the PTDS and to manufacture the
transformers and these are all substantial issues which the Staff Report completely
neglects to address and this warrants the granting of the appeal.

4, Contrary to Section I1I., A., 4, the PTDS violates the General and the Community
Plans and this is a substantial issue that requires granting the appeal and reversing the
Decision.

5. The Application and the Staff Report are devoid of any evidence that the
undergrounding of the distribution station or other alternatives to the PTDS were
analyzed “to the maximum extent feasible” as required by the General Plan and this is
a substantial issue warranting granting of the appeal and reversal of the Decision.

6. The PTDS development violates the Community Plan at Page IV-3 which provides,
“UTILITIES 1. Install utilities underground through assessment districts or other
funding, when feasible” and there is no evidence to support any finding as to
compliance with this requirement and this is a substantial issue warranting granting of
the appeal and reversal of the Decision.

=

The Staff Report and Application contain no evidence as to what the LADWP thinks
a padmounted or underground solution will cost and this creates a substantial issue
warranting the granting of the appeal as to whether the LADWP “to the maximum
extent feasible” analyzed the underground or pad mounted alternatives.

8. Since the Community Plan incorporates the provisions of the Act, all violations under
the Act are also violations of the Community Plan. As described above, the LADWP
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

began development of the PTDS without obtaining a development permit as required
by the Act. Thus, the LADWP also violated this section of the Community Plan and

the Staff Report does not address this issne. On this basis there is a substantial issue

and the appeal shonld be granted and the Decision reversed,

Since the LADWP failed to follow several sections and requirements of the
Community and General Plans and the Staff Report contains no evidence to support
its findings on these matters, this creates a substantial issue that warrants the reversal
of the Decision approving the Application and the LAWDP should be ordered to
compiy with the General Plan and the Community Plan.

The Staff Report without any analysis or withont commenting upon the analysis

offered by the Objecting Party claims that the Application complies with CEQA.
This is not true and there is no evidence to support this finding and this creates a
sibstantial issue warranting reversal of the Decision.

The Staff Report simply indicates that the staff reviewed and considered the NOE, but
it does not indicate that they compared the NOE and the stated basis for the
exemption to the actual statutory requirements of CEQA for an emergency or “utility
extension” exemption. The fact that those definitions do not support the exemptions
claimed under the NOE is not analyzed or discussed in any manner by the Staff
Report. The failure to do so makes this finding unsupported and creates a substantial
issue warranting the granting of the appeal and the reversal of the Decision.

Contrary to Section 111, A., 2, of the Staff Report, the unpermitted work at the site for
the PTDS creates a conflict of interest for the City, the LADWP and the Burezs: and
is a substantial issue warranting granting of the appeal.

There is a snbstantial issue related to due process and warranting reversal of the

Decision becanse the draft staff report was not available nntil after the hearing was
noticed.

Some of the information in the Staff Report directly conflicted with the Application
causing confusion and does not provide the public with sufficient information to fully
understand the Application consider alternatives and did not pravide adequate
information for the public to meaningfully participate in the public hearing and is a
violation of due process. For example, the Staff Report states that the “project cost is
approximately $930,000.00” while the Application states that the “estimated cost of
development is $276,000.00” The difference of over $650,000 does not allow the
public to evaluate the development or its alternatives properly. There is no basis or
explanation in the Staff Report as to how the $930,000.00 figure was calculated or
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

what it is based on and this lack of support for this finding creates a substantial issue
as to the actual budget and cost of the PTDS and watrants reversal of the Decision
and granting of this Appeal.

Misleading information in the Application as to the location of the construction of the
PTDS (in the single jurisdiction area) and the failure of the LADWP to accurate
depict where it had actually already installed the PTDS (in the dual jurisdiction area)
and the failure of the Staff Report to address this issue or even note it is 2 substantial
issue that warrants the granting of the appeal and the reversal of the Decision.

The omission from the Staff Report of any explanation as to what the word
“temporary” means in the context of the PTDS and the lack of any deadline for the

.expiration of the permit create substantial issues as to the violation of due process and

highlight the lack of any evidentiary support for any finding that the PTDs will, in
fact, be “temporary” such that the Decision should be reversed and the appeal
granted. At a mipimum an outside date for the removal of the PTDS or the expiration
of the permit should be imposed and it should be for no longer than four (4) years
after the issuance of final permit.

LADWP has not addressed the adverse impact of the PTDS development since it
failed even to consider these issues by proceeding under an invalid NOE and without
a coastal development permit. Thus, there is a substantial issuc in that that there is no
basis or evidence to support any finding that the PTDS will 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. As such, the appeal shonld be gramied
and the Decision should be reversed.

The Staff Report did not even address in Section 111 the Public Comment that the

LAWDP did not adequately analyzc alternatives and this creates a substantial issue
warranting reversal of the Decision.

Relocating the PTDS to another alternative location was required by the Act and the
LADWP and the Staff Report fail to adequately address this creating a substantial
issne warranting reversal of the Decision.

As made clear in the Section LA 1-8 above, the finding at Page 5 of the Staff Report
that, “No Adverse Impacts to the scenic and visual qualities of the coastal area are

expected” is not supported by the Application, anything discussed at the hearing and
there is no evidence to support the same and significant evidence to the contrary such
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21.

22.

23.

that this is a substantial issue warranting the granting of the appeal and the reversal of
the Decision.

At page 4 of the Staff Report the following finding is made, ‘Project construction will
not involve the transport of hazardous substances and, thus, there will be spillage of
crude oil, gas, petroleum product or hazardous substances as prohibited by the PRC
Section 30232.” There is absolutely no reference in the Application or the record
from the hearing to support such a finding. The Staff Report contains no reference to
any materials and provides no backup whatsoever as to how this finding and
conclusion was reached. Thus, there is no substantial evidence or any evidence for
this finding.

Contrary to the finding in the Staff Report, the proposed PTDS is an industrial project
with three 833K VA electrical transformers. No evidence or explanation has been put
forth as to which manufacturer makes the transformers and as to what materials are
used to manufacture the same. Such transformers are by their very nature constructed
of bazardous substantives include oil, petroleum products, metallic and electrical
devices and plastics and insulation. Without knowing the exact manufacturer of the
transformers and without reviewing the list of materials or specifications used to
assemble the same, the Staff cannot make this finding and there is no evidence
whatsoever to support the same in the Application, Staff Report or the record from
the-hearings. As such, the lack of any evidentiary support for this finding creates a
substantial issue warranting that the appeal be granted and the Decision reversed.

As such there is a substantial issue 4s to whether the PTDS will affect geological,
flood or fire risks because there was no CEQA compliance and not reports or analysis
whatsoever in the Application or the Staff Report and no-evidence cited to support

any such findings and this warrants granting the application and reversing the
Decision.

1V. LIST OF OTHER PERSONS WHO HAVE AN INTEREST IN
THE APPEAL.

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Chu Family Living Trust

Richard C. Wahlgren

David Noriani

Palisades Bay Club

Walt Griesser

Pacific Palisades Residence Association
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V.  CONCLUSION.

Based on the foregoing, the Objecting Party submits that the Decision approving the
Application must be reversed because the PTDS violates the Act, the Community Plan, the
General Plan, CEQA and adversely impacts the community and the Property and the LADWP
should be required to. install a pad mounted or underground facility. The Application and Staff
Report are lacking material information; contain wrong information andfor conflicting
information. The Staff Report lacks support for the vast majority of its findings. These all create
substantial issues that warrant the granting of the appeal and the reversal of the Decision, In the
alternative, if the Bureau is inclined to deny this appeal, it should only do so on the condition that
the approval of the Application for the PTDS be niodified to require as a condition of approval

that the permit for the PTDS expire without an option for renewal no more than four (4) years
after its issnance.

Sincerely,

/s/ Alex Cornelius

Alex Cornelius

COSTELL & CORNEL1US
For 16974 Sunset, LLC

’ There are concerned citizen who have signed a petition objecting to the PTDS and they also abjected at the hearing,

" Property consisting of 4 contiguous parcels with the following APS Numbers: 44115-023-009, 4415-023-010, 4415-022-007,
and 4415-021-004,

™ Coastal Act, California Public Regources Code §§ 30000 et seq.

™ California Public Resources Code §30003 - Compliance by public agencies

" California Public Resources Code §30106 - Development.

~ Staff Report prepared by Catafina Hernandez, Section IV (1) o Page 8.

" Staff Report prepared by Catalina Hernandez, Section IV (5) on Page §

" Staff Report prepared by Catalina Hermandez, Page 2.

* California Public Resources Code §30600 - Coastul development permit; procedures prior to certification of local coastal
program. Note that the exception in section (¢) does not apply as discuss later in the letter under the definition of “Emergency.”
* Staff Report prepared by Catalina Hernandez, Page 5, as per the Los Angeles General Transpottation Plan.

"f‘ California Public Resources Code §30251 - Scenic and visual qualities.

** Staff Report prepared by Catalina Herpandez, Page 5.

™ Staff Report prepared by Catalina Hernandez, Page 5, and according to the Mobility Plan 2035, an element of the General plan
of the City of Los Angeles.

* Ibid., Page IV-3,

™ Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Commumity Plan part of the General Plan - City of Los Angefes.

** Thid., Page 1-2 and 3,

" Tbid., Page HI-7.

* CEQA (California Public Resources Code §§21000-21189) and the CEQA Guidelines (Califarnia Code of Regulations, Title
14, Division 6, Chapter 3, §§15000~15387).

** CEQA Guidelines §1 5303(d).

* CEQA §21060.3.

' Los Qsos Valley Associates v, City of San Lnis Obispa, 30 Cal. App. 4th 1620, 1682 (1994) (finding that the

City’s choice to drill water wells as g way to conserve water was not an emergency under CEQA because it constituted a choice
armong many that the City made over a considerable period of time).
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! California Public Resources Code §30811.

™ California Public Resources Code §30320 Findings and declarations.

** Staff Report prepared by Catalina Hernandez, paragraph 1.(C.) Project Costs on Page 2.

= LADWP Application for Coastal Development Permit Section 11.(3) on Page 4.

' Staff Report prepared by Catalina Hernandez, Page 7.

™ Tbid., Page 1.

' Ibid., Page 1 states “LADWP installed a temporary Pole-Top Distribution Station” and also “As a temporary measure™; the
Application, Page 1, Section 2 states “LADWP proposes to ingtall iemporary Pole-Top Distribution Station™

™ California Public Resources Code §30253 - Minimization of adverse impacts.

¥ Pacific Palisades Community Council Information dated March 18, 2016, Listing hoth empty lots on Sunset as alternatives,
In addition, it listed the corner of Les Lomas/Sunset and Las Liones/Sunset (so. of Sunsef) and comer of Las Lomas/Sanset and
Las Casas/Sunset (s0. of Sunset) as additicil alternaiives,

% LADWP press release dated May 1, 2016.

% The alternatives identified were: “two were tear Paseo Miramar off Via Nichols, one was between the upper Bel-Air Bay
Club and Malibu Village and the fourth was the old Bernheimer Gardens site off of Sunset,”

" California Public Resources Code §30250 Location; existing developed area.

S LADWYP press release daie February 9, 2016, Page 2,

% Ibid. The General Plans states that “Where underprounding of such ntilities is not feazible, all snch new or relocated utilities
shall be screened o reduce thefr visibility from a Scenic Highway.”

B California Public Resources Code §30251 - Scenic and visual qualities.
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FERNANDO CAMPOS
EXECUTIVE OFFICER

December 5, 2016
To All Interested Partles:

NOTICE OF DECISION ON LOCAL COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 16-14

LADWP Temp Pole Top Distribution Station —Sunset Bl at Marquez Ave.
{(W.0. UR400725)

The above referenced Coastal Development Permit was approved with conditions.

A public hearing was held on November 9, 2016 at the Palisades Branch Library
iocated at 861 Alma Real Drive. Community members expressed concerns regarding
impacts to scenic and visual quslities, notification pracess, compatibility with the City's
General Plsn and the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan regsrding placing
naw utilities underground, and Cslifomia Environmental Quslity Act (CEQA) adequacy.

The coastal issuss reised are discussed in the Final Staff Report. The proposed project
e found tc be in conformity with Chapter 3 of ihe Caiifornia Coastai Act,

Provided no appesl is filed* in the office of the City Engineer within ten (10) calendar
days (to be received no lster than 5 p.m. on December 15, 2016), the permit will be
issued, along with a Notice of Permit Issuance, to the applicant and to the California
Coastal Commission, South Coast Area Office. Filing a Notice of Permit Issuance or
Denial with the Coastal Commission starts a 20 working day period during which an
appes! may be made to or by the Commission. The proposed development is within
the singie coastal zone |urisdiction of the City of Los Angeles. Since the proposed
project is a designated "Major public work” per §13012 of the California Code of
Regulations, the California Coastal Commission will review the proposed development.

AT
AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OFPORTUNITY EMPLOYER syt fmy oy e S.S:i.é)}‘f
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December 5, 2016
Page 2 of 2

If you have any questions, or require an appeal form, please contact Catalina
Hernandez at (213) 485-5756.

Sincarely,

Gary Lae Meore, P.E., ENV SP
City Engineer

SN E JHniz

By Maria Martin, Manager
Environmental Management Graup

MM/CH: CDP 16-14 Notice of Declsian.doc

* If you wish to appeal this decision, notics in writing of the appeal must be received by the
Bureau of Engineering, Attn: Catelina Hernandez, 1149 S. Broadway, Suite 500, Los
Angeles, CA 90015 by 5:00 p.m. an or befare the 10th calendar day following the decisian
being appaaled. Such written notice may be submitted either by: (a) defivery of a campleted
Nofice of Appeal, or (b) by other communicatian in writl , such as a fax, stating tha name,
address and. telaphone number of the applicant and appellant, the date and nsture of the
decision being appealed, the Coastal Development case number and identification of the
proposed development. Camments should be faxed to (213) 847-0656 and e-mails fo
Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org. When the appellant utilizes pracadure (b) abave, he/she must
subsequently transmit a completed Natice of Appeal within five calendar days of the initial filing
of the appeal.
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COSTELL & CORNELIUS
LAW CORPORATION

1299 OCEAN AVENUE, SUITE 450

SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA 90401

Dirgct Dial: (310) 752-0442

Phane; (310} 458-595¢

Facsimlle: {310) 458.7959

Sender’'s Emall Acornelus@costell-low.com

November 8, 2014

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL AND EMAII,

City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, BOE EMG
Attention: Catalina Hernandez, Environmental Supervisor
1149 8. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, California 90015-2213
(Catalina.Hernandez@lacity.org)

Re: COSTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION NO, 16-14
=2 00 Sy ML T ANMIL APFLICATION NO, 16-14

Proposed installation of LADWP Temporary Pole Top Distribution Station
Sunset Blvd, at Marquez Ave,

Dear Department of Public Works,

This letter is an objection to the Costal Development Permit Application
Number 16-14, attached herete as Exhibit “1” (the “Application”), filed by the
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (“LADWP*) lor a Temporary Pole
Top Distribution Station (“PTDS™) located near the intersecction of Sunset
Boulevard and Marquez Avenue in the city of Pacific Palisades, California. The
City of Los Angeles (the “City™) is presently exercising jurisdiction over the
Application but should deny the Application.' The Application should be denied
for the reasons set forth herein and/or modified as proposed herein including,
but not limited to, to require compliance with the Los Angeles General Plan (the
“General Plan”) and the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan (the
“Community Plan®) by situating the PTDS underground and setting a deadline

for the removal of the PTDS as the LADWP and the City both acknowledge that
the PTDS is temporary.

The project comsists of iwo 61-foot high, 18.4-inch diameter poles, a
platform measuring 26° x 7°5%, three 8333-KVA transformers measuring §'9”
tall and 4’7" wide, cross arms, cirguit breakers, switches, and a contreller. The

! Dueto various reasons incInding conflicts of interest, if the City does not outright deny the
Application it should defer end abstain from ruling on the Application and refer it to the
Californin Coastal Commigsion (the “Commissfon™).
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proj'e"ct also requires the installation of an underground vault. The Notice for the
Hearing on November 9, 2016 at 1:30 p.m. is attached hereto as Exhibit “2.»

We represent 16974 Sunset Blvd, LLC (“Objecting Party”) which is an
“Aggrieved Person™ under the California Coastal Act, California Resources
Code §§ 30000, ct seq. (the “Act”).’ A number of community members are also
opposed to the PTDS., The Facebook Page for the Pacific Palisades Residence
Association with a post opposed to the PTDS shows 830 likes, 45 shares and 4
comments; a Change.Org petition opposing the PTDS has 207 signatures: and
the Save ihe Palisades Biuffs Facebook post shows 192 likes, 28 shares and 18
comments. The screenshots of the Facebook Posts-and the Change.Org petition
are collectively attached hereto as Exhibit “3*,

The Objecting Party has reviewed the Application and staff report (the
Staff Report attached hereto as Exhibit “4”) and it is familiar with the site of
the PTDS as it is adjacent to the residential development site located at 16974
West Sunset Boulevard, Pacific Palisades, California (the "Property™)." Since
the PTDS and the Property are located within the coastal zone, as confirmed by
the City’s ZIMAS zoning information system, it is protected by the Act.™ Under
§ 30003 of the Act - Compliance by Public Agencies, both the City and the
LADWP are required to comply with the Act:

All public agencies and all federal agemcies, to the
extent possible under federal law or regulations or the
United States Constitution, shall comply with the
provisions of this division.”

Thus the Depariment of Public Works is required to comply with all the
provisions of the Act."™

1. THE PT¥DS IS ALREADY IN VIOLATION OF THE ACT AND MUST
BE REMOYVED.

Construction of the PTDS began on or about July 6, 2016 without a permit
complying with the Act and with knowledge by LADWP that the work required a
permit since it was a development as defined under the Act. Section 30106 of
the Act — Development, defines ‘Development’ to mean “on land, in or under
water, the placement or erection of any solid material or structure ..., including
any facility of any private, public, or municipal utility;...

o
As used in this section, "structure® includes, but is not iimited 1o, any building,
road, pipe, flume, conduit, siphon, aqueduct, telephone line, and electrical

power transmission and distribution line.” (emphasis added.)

Devclopment includes, but is not limited to, the construction of any
structure such as an electrical power transmission and distribution line.’ The
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installation of a PTDS constitutes "development” as defined in the Act thus
triggering the requirement of a coastal development permit prier to the
commencement of any development or installation of any PTDS structures.

Prior to having any kind of c¢oastal development permit issued, LADWP
vehicles trespassed onto the Property and Objecting Party's representatives
demanded that the LADWP personnel leave the Property immediately, which the
LADWP refused. Thercafter, a significant portion of the installation of the
PTDS continued without a permit in violation of the Act and only now, after-
the-fact, has the LADWP sought to attempt to comply with the Act by filing the
Application. In a shecking admission as to how improper the LADWP’s conduct
was, Section VI - Standard conditions of approval of the draft staff report, states
that the “development shall rot commence until a copy of the permit is
signed.”” (emphasis added.) Yet, the LADWP has already in fact commenced

construction of the PTDS without a permit, in violation of its own staff report
and the Act.

The work performed by LADWP, including the actual installation of the
61’ metal poles for the PTDS, was done in an effort to “ram” the project through
in violation of the Act. The LADWP is forcing the PTDS on the Community as
a “done-deal”, a fate-acompli’, which the LADWP insists the Community must
accept without question because money has already been spent and construction
started. This “ram-rod” approach by the LADWP is heavy handed, improper, a
violation of the Act and the General and Community Plans and a complete
trampling of the community’s and property owners’ rights to have a say in
“development” within the coastal zone. The LADWP is trying to “boot-
strapped” itself into approval of the Application by violating the law and
starting the work and spending rate payer and tax payer money without a valid
coastal permit. Had LADWP actually followed the correct nrocess (which they
have admitted they did not beceause they are now secking a coastal permit that
they should have applied for in the first place), the public would have been
given a real opportunity to give meaningfal input and potentially change the
location or an alternative development solution could have been pursued at
grade or underground. If a privare citizen had proceeded to construct 61°
structures in the coastal zone without a coastal development permit such
construction would be red tagged and ordered to be removed. The LADWP is
snbject to the same provisions of the Act. This “act first and seek permission

later” approach of the LADWP is reason enough to deny the Application and
order removal of the PTDS.

Pursuant to Section 30600 of the Act - Coastal Development Permiit;
Procedures Prior to Certification of Local Coastal Program:

Except as provided in subdivision (e), and in
addition to obtaining any other permit required by
law from any local government or from any state,
regional, or local agency, any person, as defined in
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Section 21066, wishing to perform or undertake
any development in the coastal zone, other than a
facility subject to Section 25500, shall obtain a
coastal development permit.”

. The Property and the site of the PTDS “is located within the California
Coastal Zone and is considered ‘single coastal jurisdiction’ (i.e. the Coastal
Zone of the City of Los Angeles alone)”, as defined by the Act, and the draft
staff report confirms the same.”™ The City and the LADWP were required prior
to construction of the PTDS to compiy with the § 30600 of the Act.™

The LADWP claims it has already spent $250,000.00 on installing the
PTDS. However, now the City (of which the LADWP is a divisionfagency) is
both requesting approval of the Application and at the same conducting the
hearing and deciding whether to approve the same. As such, the City has a
conflict of interest and is highly motivated to approve the Application despite it
violating the Act, the General Plan, the Community Plan and CEQA. If the City
does not approve the Application, then one. of its agencies - the LADWP, could
be accused of misuse of public rate payer funds because the LADWP
commenced the work on the project withont first obtaining a coastal
development permit. This issue could clond the City’s judgment and raises the
spectet of the City having a conflict of interest in hearing and ruling on this
Application or, at a minimum, gives the appearance of a conflict of interest.
Under these circumstances, the City should deny the Application outright and, if
it dees not, it should recuse itself, and refer this Application directly to the
Commission and abstain from rnling on the same.

The Coastal Act Section 30811 - Restoration Order; Violations, provides:

“In addition to any other authority to order restoration,
the commission, a local government that is
implementing a certified local coastal program, or a
port governing body that is implementing a certified
port master plan may, after a poblic hearing, order
restoration of a site if it finds that the development has
occurred without a coastal development permit from the
commission, local government, or port governing body,
the development is inconsistent with this division, and
the development is causing continuing resource
damage.””™ The Coastal Act empowers local
governments 1o address permit violations by issuing an
order of restoration of a site if it finds that the
development has occurred without a coastal
development permit.

Since the LADWP failed to follow the law to which the public is required
to adhere, and brazenly moved forward with the development of the PTDS
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without a permit, the LADWP should be required to remove the current illegally
installed development of the PTDS and restore the Property to its original
condition until the permit appeal process is exhausted, and until (if and when) a
final permit is issued to the LADWP for the legal installation of the PTDS.

1. THE PTDS VIQLATES THE ACT DUE TO VISUAL BLIGHT AND
SAFETY.

Pacific Palisades is a small scenic community where development
proposals should be considered very carefnlly. The Property and the proposed
sitc for the PTDS are located in a very sensitive ares off Sunset Boulevard
which is designated as a scenic highway by the City of Los Angeles.* The
installation of the PTDS will create a visual blight, contrary to the claims in the
staff report. The poles are in excess of 60° and are, effectively, an industrial
development and negatively impact the views along Sunset Boulevard and the
properties that face along Sunset Boulevard as well as the Property. The poles
are out of place and are wholly incompatible with the surrounding residential
development. Pictures showing the negative impact of the poles that have been
installed at the site of the PTDS are attached hereto as Exhibit “5.” Scenic
features include views of the estates, which are negatively impacted by the
PTDS. Section 30251 of the Act - Scenic and Visnal Qualities of the Coastal
Act, provides:

“The scenic and visual gualities of coastal areas shall
be comsidered and protected as a resource of pablic
importance. Permitied development shall be sited and
designed to protect views fo and along the ccearn and
scenic coastal areas, to minimize the giteration of
natural land forms, to be visually compatible with the
character of surrounding areas, and, where feasible, to
rcstore and enhance visnal quality in visnally degraded
areas. New development in highly scenic areas such as
those  designated in the California Caastline
Preservation and Recreation Plan prepared by the
Department of Parks and Recreation and by local
government shall be subordinate to the character of ite
selting.” * (emphasis added.)

Thus, the scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas are to be considered
and protected as a resource of public importance. Permitted development,
including development like the PTDS, shall be sited and designed to protect
views to and along the scenic coastal areas. In order to implement this, both
the Community Plan and the General Plan require that electrical and utility
instajlations be installed underground. Sunset Boulevard js heavily traveled by
many tourists and there are a number of residences that face Sunset Boulevard
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that will have their residential views marred and interfered with by the PTDS.
Moreover, the painting of the PTDS as recommended in the staft report will do
absolutely nothing to mitigate the negative impact of the two (2) 61° peles and
three (3) transformers of 6.9° x 4.5’ suspended about 30° in the air.™ The
proposal that paint could somehow mitigate the negative impact of the PTDS is
simply not credible and must be rejected.,

Safety is also a major concern since Sunset Boulevard is a masjor
thoroughfare with a 35 mile per hour speed limit and with an extremely large
number of curves. The incident in Arleta, California on February 18, 2016,
where a driver was killed when he crashed into a PTDS and the transforms fell
on his vehicle, is a real possibility for the present location of the PTDS given
the traffic count and volume on Sunset Boulevard and that fact that the PTDS is
being situated in the public right of way less than ten feet from the road. The
PTDS is upmeonitored and contains oil which could leak onto the sidewalk or
street. Finally, other areas in the Palisades Community have objected to the
PTDS on the basis of concerns about the impact of electromagnetic radiation or
fields (“EMF™) created by the transforms and all of those same concerns apply
to the site selected for the PTDS as the Property will be develaped into single
family homes and the there currently is an apartment building with children and
femilies located adjacent to the PTDS site. On this 1ssue, both an underground
or at grade installation would reduce the impact of gany EMF concerns as
recognized in the 2002 report for the IEEE Rural Electrical Power Conference in
Colorado Spring, May 2002 attached as Exhibit “6,” (entirely padmounted
installations of distribution stations have less EMF issues than pele mounted
installations).

Since permitted development shall be sited and designed to protect views
to and along scenic coastal areas, the PTDS should be visually compatibie with
the character of surrounding areas and should be instalied in another location or
underground (as required by the General and Community Plans). Moreover,
safety concerns have not been addressed by the LADWP and the PTDS as
proposed is a hazard to the community. The Application should be denied and
the - PTDS relocated or in the - alternative constructed underground and
appropriately landscaped in order to protect mitigate its nepative, industrial
visual blight and to reduce the potential hazardous impacts of the PTDS,

{II. CURRENT VIOLATIONS OF E_LOS ANGELES GENERAL

PLAN __AND _THE BRENTWOOD-PACIFIC _ PALISADES
COMMUNITY PLAN.

The Los Angeles General Pian (the “General Plan™) states: “Teo the
maximum cxtent feasibie, all new or relocated electric . . . utility distribuation
Jacillties within five hundred feet of the center line of @ Scenic Highway shall
be placed underground.” ™ (emphasis added.) Since the PTDS is within 500
feet of the centerline of a Scenic Highway, Sunset Boulevard, the General Plan
for the City requires that the project be built underground.  Although the
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LADWP has stated that locating the distribution station underground is not an
option due io the size, complexity, and risk of wafer intrusion, as set forth
below, the electrical construction consultants of the Objecting Party have

indicated that a distribution station can be safely built underground (or at grade
and padmounted).

LADWP has not adequately explored the feasibility of an underground
solution and it cannot violate the General and Community Plans which require
that any new distribution station within five hundred feet of the center line of
Sunset Boulevard be built underground or that all new electrical distribution
stations be built underground in the Brentwood-Pacific Pulisades area. There
ar¢ Do reports or analysis, cost estimates or feasibility analysis, simply
conclusory statements which shows that the LADWP never even really
considered the underground solution. The Application must be denied until the
LADWP presents an alternative that provides for an underground distribution

facility or sets forth what analysis it did to determine the “maximom extent” of
the feasibility of the same.

The PTDS develepment violates the Community Plan at Page IV-3 which
provides, “UTILITTIES 1. Install utilities underground through asseszment
districts or other funding, when feasible.”™"

LADWP claims that the PTDS cannot be situated underground or
padmounted but the Objecting Party has engaged a consultant, Integrated
Environmental Technologies and they have prepared a schematic for an
alternative padmounted sclution with pricing and performance gpecifications
similar to the equipment to be installed at the PTDS. The schematic for the
padmounted distribution station and the summary report of the consultants is
attached hereto as Exhibit “7.” The consultants have indicated that an
underground or padmounted distribution station is completely feasible but that
the LADWP has not, in the Application serious analyzed or considered the same,
Also the consultants estimate that the cost for a padmounted solution is
approximately $100,000.00 (without taking inio account the LADWP's mandated
labor policies which could increase the price). Thus, in accordance with the
requirements of the General Plan there is a feasible method to install the
substation underground or at a minimum as a padmounted distribution station
which would address many of the concerns. In addition, the alleged water
intrusion issues cited by the LADWP can be addressed with a double wall
structure as described and built in Zurich, Switzerland and discussed in the
materials provided by Poyray-Electrical Works of Zurich Oerliken Sybstation
per the report attached as Exhibit “8.” The LADWP has not even explained why
they believe that there are groundwater or water intrusion. issues at the site.
Frankly, the proposed site is at the top of canyon biuff of over 100’ and there is
no finding in the Application of staff report that there is, in fact, a groundwater
or water intrusion condition. Again the statements in the Application and staff
report as to water issue are conclusory and speculation without any type of
analysis and certainly do not meet the “maximum extent feasible™ requirement
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under the General Plan to site electrical distribution stations underground.
Thus, LADWP should be required to follow the Community Plan and the General
Plan and install the distribution station underground and the Application should
be denied because it does not comply with the Community and General Plans.

The PTDS development violates Pages 1-2 and 3 of the Community Plan™
which provides the following residential jssues:

* Need to protect cnvironmentally sensitive areas,
scenic views and scenic corridors.

* Need to improve the visual environment through the
development of appropriate design criteria and
controis.”™

The need to protect environmentally sensitive areas and scenic corridors
has been violated by the PTDS since it creates a visnal blight and is, effectively,
an indystrial development in a residential area. Also the need to improve the
visual environment through the development of appropriate design criteria and
controls has been violated since the appropriate design criteria is an

underground installation of the PTDS as dictated by the Community and General
Plans,

The PTDS development violates the Plan at Page II1-7 which provides:

“1-6.6 The scenic value of natural Iand forms should be
preserved, enhanced and restored. Wherever feasible,
development should be integrated with and be visnally
subordinate to natural features and terrain. Structures
should be located to minimize intrusion into scenic
open spaces by being clustered near other natural and
manmade features such as tree masses, rock outcrops
and existing structures.

* %k %

Program: Condition new development to protect views
from public roadways and parklands.”™

The PTDS development violates the condition that new developments
protect views from public roadways, since the PTDS is located adjacent to
Sunset Boulevard and does not protect the views from a public roadway and
oreates a ncgative visual impairment of the scenic views of the residential
coastal neighborhood surrounding Sunset Boulevard, Therefore, since
installation of the distribution station can be constructed underground as
described above, the PTDS violates the General and Community and Plans and
the Act that require that development be integrated with and be visually
subordinate to natural features and terrain.
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Development of the PTDS also violates sections of the Community Plan
on Pages ITI-15 and 16 which provides:

“COASTAL RESOURCES Development in the Coastal
Zone is snbjeet to the pravisions of the California
Coastal Act. As of 1997, the City had not prepared a
local coastal plan (LUP/LCP) for the Pacific Palisades
Coastal areas.”

Since the Community Plan incorporates the provisions of the Act, all
violations under the Act are also violations of the Community Plan. As
described above, the LADWP began development of the PTDS without obtaining
a development permit as required by the Act. Thus, LADWP also violated this
section of the Community Plan.

Goal 5 of the Community Plan entitled “PRESERVATION OF THE
SCENIC AND VISUAL QUALITY OF COASTAL AREAS,” provides for the
following objectives, policies, and programs which have been violated by the
PTDS development:

“Objective 5-1 To govern the manner in which the City
of Los Angeles implements the California Coastal Act
of 1976, as well as the establishment of land uses and
their subseqnent development.

Policies 5-1.) The Ilocation and amount of new
development should maintain and enhance public
access to the coast.

Program: Permitted development shall be designed io
proteci views to the ecean and scenic coastal areas, to
winlmize the alteration of natural land forms, to be
visually campatible with the character of surrounding
areas, and where feasible, ta restore and enhance
visual quality in the visnally degraded arcas.

Program: Coastal Development Permits are required for
new development which establish conditions for new
development,

The PTDS development violates the objective af the Community Plan of
implementing the provisions and requirements of the Act since, as described
above, the LADWP began development of the PTDS without obtaining a
development permit as required by the Act. The PTDS development also
violates the abjective of the Community Plan regarding protecting scenic coastal
areas by building the distribution station above ground on 61’ poles creating
visual blight and placing an industrial development in a residential area.  The
PTDS development further violates the objective of the Cammunity Plan by not
being visually compatible with the characier of surrounding areas by building
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the PTDS above ground on poles creating negative visual impacts and
interfering with scenic coastal areas instead of consiructing the distribution
station underground. The PTDS as proposed alse violates the objective of the
Community Plan by not obtaining a coastal dcvelopment permit for a public
works projects.and by not analyzing or setting forth any findings that the PTDS
is consistent with the Community Plan.

Since the LADWP failed to follow several sections and requirements of
the Community and General Plans, the Application should be denied and the
PTDS relocated or it should be instalied underground.

V. THE LADWP HAS NOT COMPLIED WITH CEQA AND IT IS A

REQUIREMENT FOR THE PTDS.

The California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”)™ institutes a
statewide policy of environmental protection. CEQA does not directly regulate
land uses, but instead requires state and local agencies within California to
follow a protocol of analysis and public disclosure of environmental impacts of
proposed projects and adopt all feasible measures to mitigate those impacts.
CEQA makes environmental protection a mandatory part of every California
state and local agency's decision-making process.

A notice of exemption (“NOE™), attached hereto as Exhibit “9,” was filed
by LADWP on May 25, 2016. The exemption was based upen two grounds: 1)
as an electrical and other utility extension, and 2) as an emergency project. The
first ground cited is that the project is subject to a Class 3 categorical
exemption for "electrical . . . and other utility extensions”, ™ However, a PTDS
is plainly not an electrical or utility "extension,” but rather & new facility and
therefore not exempt. The sccond ground cited is that the project gpalifies for a
statutory exemption as an emergency project. There has been no evidence that
would suggest that placing a PTDS adjacent to the Property was necessary to
prevent or mitigate an “emergency.”

“Emergency,” as defined by CEQA, mesns a “sudden, unexpected
occurrence, involving a clear and imminent danger, demanding immediate action
to prevent or mitigate loss of, or damage to, life, health, property, or essential
public services, ‘Emergency’ includes such occurrences as fire, flood,
earthquake, or other soil or geologic movements, as well as such OCCUIrences as
riot, accident, or sabotage.”™ Under case law, the definition of an emergency is
limited to an occurrence and pot a condition, meaning that the cecurrence must
involve a clear and imminent danger, demanding immediate action.™ The
decision to place the PTDS in front of the Property was the result of years-long,
prolonged process in response to cousistent outages in the Pacific Palisades. In
fact, in 2012, LADWP first considered constructing a power distribution station
on its property ncar Marquez Charter School, on Marquez Avenue. The decision
to place the PTDS adjacent to the Property was not an action taken in response
to a sudden or unexpected occurrence necessary to prevent or mitigate an
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emergency .power outage in the Pacific Palisades but, rather, was a decision
apparetitly reached over an extended period of time in response to a known
condition.

The NOE is invalid because the LADWP was required to comply with all
CEQA procedures in order to, amonyg other things, identify the significant
environmentzl impacts of the PTDS on the community, and to avoid or mitigate
those impacts. As such the Application should be denied due to the failure of
‘the LADWP to comply with CEQA.

V. THE LADWP HAS NOT ADEQUATELY INVESTIGATED THE SITE

AND NOT MINIMIZED ADVERSE IMPACTS,

Since the development of the PTDS commenced without CEQA evaluation
or 2 coastal development permit, the construction of the 61° poles without a
valid development permit violates the Act. The LADWE has done no analysis or
testing to determine if the PTDS development will cause erosion or instability
or if it would require structures that alter the land forms along bluffs and cliffs
ot otherwise negatively impacts the surrounding properties.?  Pursvant to
Section 30253 of the Act - Minimization of Adverse Impacts:

“New development shall do all of the following: (a)
Minimize risks to life and property in areas of high
geologic, flood, and fire hazard. (b) 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 bluffs
and cliffs, ™™

The Act requires all of the following findings, none of which appear in
the Application or the staff report: assurance of stability and structural
integrity, such that the development will neither create nor contribuie
significantly to erosiom, geclogic instability, or destruction of the site or
surrounding area or in any way require the construction of protective devices
that would substantially alter natural landforms along bluffs and cliffs.

>The installation of the PTDS in this particular location may have a significant negative
impest on the planned develepment of the Property. The present intention is to deveiop the
Property into three single-family homes. The current planned location of the PTDS interferes
with access io ihe Properiy from Sunset Boulevard and could impact the Property, a fact that
will tesult in a taking of the Property for public use without just compensation, which is
illegal. Due to the short period in which to objeot and the claimed emergency nature of the
PTDS, the Ohjecting Party has not becn able to fully investigaie this issue and reserves its
rights in all regard as to whether the PTDS is a taking and whether it is an inverse
condemnation and the damages flowing therefrom. 2
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LADWP has not addressed the adverse impact of the PTD§S development
since it failed even to consider these issues by proceeding under the invalid
NOE and without a coastal development permit. The LADWP should be required
to investigale and follow the CEQA requirements and those of the Act to
provide the public with the legally required information concerning the
proposed PTDS development and its potential negative impacts. As such the
Application should be denied.

V. THE LADWP HAS VIOLATED DUE PROCESS,

The LADWP violated the Act and state and federal constitutional due
process by failing to give sufficient notice and by failing to make materials and
accarate information related to the Application available to the public in a
timely manner and by holding the hearing on shortened notice after the LADWP
had already constructed a significant portion of the PTDS withont the proper
permit. Pursuant to Section 30320 of the Act - Findings and Declarations:

“(a) The people of California find and declare that the
duties, responsibilities, and quasi-judicial actions of
the commission are sensitive and extremely important
for the well-being of conrrent and future generations and
that the public interest and principles of fundamental
fairness and due process of law require that the
commission conduct its affairs in an open, abjective,
and impartial manner free of undue influence and the
abuse of power and authority. It is further found that,
to be effective, California’s coastal protection program
tequires public awareness, uinderstanding, support,
participation, and confidence in the commission and its
practices and procedures. Accordingly, this article is
Recessary to preserve the public’s welfare and the
integrity of, and to maintain the public's trust in, the
commission and the implementation of this division.
(b) The people of California further find that in a
democracy, due process, fairness, and the responsible
exercise of authority are ell essential elements of good
government which require that the poblic's business be
condncted in public meetings, with limited exceptions
for semsitive persontel matters and litigation, and on
the -official record. Reusonable restrictions are
hegessary and proper to prevent fuiure aboses and
misuse of governmental power so long as all members
of the public are given adequate opportonities to
present their views and opinions to the commission
through written or oral communications on the official
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record either before or during the public hearing on any
matter before the commission,

The Act imposes duties, responsibilities, and quasi-judicial actions on
local governments issuing development permits. These responsibilities are
sensitive and extremely important for the well-being of current and future
generations. The public interest and principles of fundamental fairness and due
process of law under the state and federal constitutions require that the City and
the LADWP conduct their affairs in an objective and impartial manner free of
undue influence and in accordance with the Taw. Therefore, the Aot states that
to he effective, California’'s coastal protection program requires public
understanding, suppert, perticipation, and confidence in the commission and its
practices and procedures.

In this case, the draft staff report was only available one weck before the
public hearing and did not provide the public with sufficient time to read,
review and prepare comments to the draft staff report. Due process and
principles of fundamental fairness require that the public be provided with
sufficient information and with sufficient time to properly evaluate the effects
of a development permit application.

Further, some of the information in the staff report directly conflicts with
the Application causing confusion and does not provide the public with
sufficient information to fully understand the Application, consider alternatives,
or provide adequate informed opinions at the public hearing. For example, the
staff report states that the “project cost is approximately $930,000.00""" while
the Application states that the “estimated cost of development is $276,000.00”™
The difference of over $650,000 does not allow the public to evaluate the
development or its alternatives properly. In faet, if the project bndget is indeed
$930,000.00, then the distribution facility conld certainly liave been placed
underground. Failing to provide sufficient accurate information regarding such
a significant factor concerning the development fails to allow participation, and
destroys any confidence in the practices and due process procecdures of the
permit process in which the City will be engaged at the hearing. In addition, the
public is unable to adequately present alternatives or respond to the LADWP’s
claims that an underground facility is too expensive without actually knowing
what the DWP is actually spending for the PTDS.

In addition, from the Application and the staff report it is unclear as to
whether the LADWP actually had to purchase the twe (2) 61’ poles and
tcansformers or whether these were already purchased and warehoused and the
LADWP simply started building the PTDS because it had these materials on
hand and did not want to spend the time or money to acquire the underground
cquipment as required by the “maximum extent feasible” standard of the General
Plan. The Public has a right to know, did the LADWP just go ahead with the
PTDS without a permit because it had these materials on hand and did the
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LADWF even price or look at the underground transformers and materials
mandated by the General Plan?

Another example of information in the staff report directly conflicting
with the Application and causing confusion is the misleading statement in the
Application that the applicant “proposes to install” the PTDS and the failure of
the Application to disclose that the LADWP has already - staried with Che
development and completed a significant portion of the above ground
construction of the PTDS. While the draft staff report discloses the fact that the
LADWP has already “installed” a PTDS, the Appiication states that the
applicant “proposes to install” the PTDS. These two statements are confusing,
and if the Application is read alone, it is misleading regarding a material fact as
to the status of the development of the PTDS. To compliicate matters further,
the staff report contradicts itself internally by saying, in Section VI - Standard
conditions of approval, that the “development shall not commence until a copy
of the permit is signed”™ but the teport previously states that the LADWP has
already “installed” the PTDS.™! These inconsistencies require that the
Application be denied at-this stage and that the LADWP reapply and provide the
correct information as to the status of the PTDS development.

Finally, the PTDS development is described in both the Application and
the draft staff report as being “temporary.”™ ™ Byt no definition ot explanation
is provided as to how long the LADWP considers “temporary” to mean., The
duration of the proposed “temporary® PTDS development is a significant fact
that has been omitted from both the Application and the draft staff report.
Although the LADWP may claim that the exact date that ihe PTDS will be
removed cannot be determined at this tims, at 8 minimum an outside date should
be required for approval of the Application in order to provide LADWP an
incentive to complete the permancnt distribution station, and in order to provide
the public a better understanding as to how long the PTDS development will
interfere with their properties and when the other negative impacts to the
community will terminate. No permit should be issued without an outside date
for the removal of the PTDS.

Given the failure of a proper notice - period and the confusing and
contradicting information in the Application and the draft staff report, a
reasonable person is unable to adequately understand or participate at the
hearing and this denies them due process. In addition, since the length of the
temporary PTDS development has not been defined, the Application should be
denied or at a minimum an outside date for its remaval or the permits expiration

should be included in any permit issued and it shonld be no longer than four (1)
years after the issuance of any permit.

Exhibit 4
Page 89 of 315



City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
November 8, 2016
Page 15

VII. THE LADWP HAS FAILED TO ADEQUATELY ANALYZER
ALTERNATIVES.

The original proposed location for ihe PTDS was on land owned by the
LADWP near an clementary schoal on Marquez Avenue™™ The elementary
schoel location was considered by LADWP up until May 1, 2016.* Thereafter,
an alternative was identified at 1700 Sunset, ihe Gabay property, and another
alternative was identified at the current site adjacent to the Property, referred to
as the old Bernheimer Gardens. In the Palisades News as recently as May 20,
2016, attached hereto as Exhibit “1¢,” the Property was still listed as the fourth
alternative identificd by the task force.®™ Puyrsuant to Section 30259 of the Act
= Location; Existing Developed Area:

“(a) New residential, commercial, or industrial
development, except as otherwise provided in this
division, shall be 16cated within, contiguous with, or in
close proximily to, existing developed areas able to
accommodate it or, where such areas are not able io
accommodate it, in other areas with adequate public
services and where it will not have significant adverse
cffects, either individually or cumulatively, on coastal
resources. In addition, land divisions, other than leases
for agricultural uses, cutside existing developed areas
shall be permitted only where 50 percent of the usable
parcels in the area have been developed and the created
parcels would be no smaller than the average size of
surrounding parcels. (b) Where feasible, new
hazardous indusirial development shall be located away
from existing developed areas.” i

Thus, the Act requires that new industrial development, which the PTDS
is, shall be located where it will not have significant adverse effecis, either
individuzlly or cumulatively, on coastal resources. Also where feasihle, new
hazardous industrial development shall be located away from existing developed
areas. Therefore, relocating the PTDS to another alternative location is required
by the Act.

The Community Plan and the General Plan require that electrical
distribution developments on Sunset Boulevard be built underground and the
LADWP should be required to resubmit an application providing for an
underground distribution station.

Moreover, the IEEE Report indicates that a padmounted at grade
distribution substation can be constructed for approximately $350,000.00 (See,
Section T). BENEFITS 10 Cost), IEEE Report, Exhibit «g. >0l
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As a last alternative, we recommend that the distribution station be
constructed slab on grade. This alternative, while not addressing all our
concerns, is more cost effective and partially addresses the visual blight
concern. Consultants retained by the Objecting Party have prepared the summary
report and the schematic for a grade level padmounted distribution station as
described and set forth in Bxhibit “7.” In addition, as set forth in the IEEEL
Report, as compared to pole mounted distribution stations, radmounted
substations can new be built smaller with reduced cost, easier construction,
greater flexibility, and improved safety and aesthetics. The |EEE Report also
states that the padmounted substations are pleasing to the eye, making them a
better fit in residential areas, highly scenic areas, coastal comminntes due to sea
salt and moisture damage, and environmentally sensitive areas. The at grade
construction of the distribution station could be landscaped to address the
physical sereening requirement of the General Plan and the Community Plan. *

Based on the foregoing and on any comments presented at the hearing, the
Objecting Party submits that the Application must be denied because it violates
the Aot, the Community Plan, the General Plan, CEQA and adversely impacts
the community and the Property. In the alternative, the Application for the
PTDS should only be approved if it is installed underground or at grade and tbe
permit for the same has an expiration of date of no more than fone (4) years
after its issnance. Finally, if the City proposes to approve the Application then
it sheuld abstain due te potential conflicts of interest and refer this matter to the
Commission.

Sincerely,

fs!/ Alex Cornelius
Alex Cornelius
COSTELL & CORNELIUS

* There are concemed citizen who have signed a petitlon objecting to the PTDS and they will also be objecting at the hearing,

* Property consisting of 4 contiguous parcels with the following APS Numbers: 44115-023-009, 4415-023-014, 4415022-007,
and) 4415-021-004. .

i ~onstal Act, Caltfornia Public Resources Code £§ 30000 ef seq.

™ Califoria Pubiic Resources Code §30003 - Corpliance by public agencies

¥ Californis Public Resources Code §30106 - Development.

™ Draft Staff Report prepaned by Cataling Hemandez, Sectlon TV (1} on Page 7.

* Draft Staff Report prepared by Caralina Hernandez, Page 2.

Y& California Public Regcurees Cods §30600 - Coastal development pennit; procedures prior to certification of local coastal
progrant. Note that the exoeption (s section (6) does not apply as discuss 1ater in the letter under the definition of “Emergency.”
¥ California Poblic Resources Code §30811.

* Draft Staff Report prepared by Catalina Hemandsz, Page 5, us per the Los Angeles General Transpoitatioo Pla.

™ Californis Public Resources Code §30251 - Scenic and visua! qualities,
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"f Draft Staff Report prepared by Catalina Hetnandez, Page 5.

*i Draft Staff Report prepared by Cataling Hemandez, Page 5, and according to the Mobilfty Plan 2035, an element of the
General plan of the Clty of Los Angefes.

¥ Ihid,, Page TV-3,

’“'_Brentwuod'—l’aciﬁf; Palisades Community Plan part of the General Plan - City of Los Angeles,

™ Ibid., Page -2 and 3.

™ Tbid., Page IN-7.

= CEQA (California Public Resourves Code §§21600-21139) and the CEQA Guidelines (Califvrnia Code of Regulations, Tiile
14, Division 6, Chepter 3, §§15000-15387). :

** CEQA Guidelines §13303(d).

™ CREQA §21060.3. .
o Yalley Associates v, City of San Luis Qbisno, 30 Cal, App. 4th 1670, 1682 (1994) (finding that the

City’a cboice to drill water wells a3 a way t conserve water was not gn emergeocy under CEQA because it constituted & choice
among wany that the City made over a considerable petiod of time).

* Cailforaia Public Resources Code §30233 - Minitization of adverse impuots.

" Californla Pubfic Resources Code §30320 Findings and deelarations.

** Draft Swff Report prepared by Catalina Hemandez, paragraph I.(C.} Project Costs on Page 2.

> LADWP Application for Coastal Development Permit Section 11.(3) on Page 4.

¥ Draft Staff Report prepared by Catalina Hernandez, Page 7.

=i Tid, Page 1.

©H i, Page 1.states “LADWP instalied a tempozary Pole-Top Distribution Station” and also “As a temporary measure™; the
Application, Page 1, Section 2 states “LADWP proposes to instal! temporary Pole-Top Distribution Station”

** Pacific Palisedes Community Council Information dated March 19, 2016. Listing both empty lots on Sunset es altomatives,

In addition, it listed the corner of Las Lomas/Sunset and Las Liones/Sunset (so. of Sunset) and comer of Las Lomas/Sunset and
Las Casas/Sunset (so. of Sunset) as additional alternatives,
™ LADWP press release dated May 1, 2016.

The sltematives idemtified were: “two were near Paseo Miramar off Via Nichols, ane was between the upper Bel-Air Bay
Clab and Malibu Village and the fourth was the old Bernheimer Gardens site off of Snnset.”
> California Public Resonrees Code §30250 Location; existing developed area.
! LADWP press release date February 9, 2016, Pago 2. |
¥ Ibid. The General Plans states that “Where undergrounding of such uiilitics is not feasible, all such new or refocated utilities
shatl be soreened to reduce their visibility from a Scenic Highway."
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DWP Application for Coastal Development Permit
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APPLICATION FOR ¢ .Dl MENT PERMIT
LADWP Temporary Pole Top Distribution S ion (PTDS) 198
SECTION t. APPLICANT
1. &, Mailing address, and elephone number of
Willlam Hesriott, Powsr System Superintendent NN T
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power &i:}i@) !JS;,;—!.: 5{\}5’
111 North Hope Strest, Room # 856 i A
Los Angeles, California 90012
(213) 367-5289

Note: All applicants for the development must compiete Appendix A, the dedlaration of campaign
corributions. | e

&  Wayne Hinkson, Power Enginesaring Manager, LADWP (213) 367-8002
o  Uharles Dunn Power Civll Engineer, LADWP {213) 387-018p
¢ Steve Brown, Overhead Distribution Design, LADWD {213) 387.2758
= Tina Shim, Deputy City Atlorney, LADWP (213) 367-4500
..}

Ariglle Hends, Downey Brand LLP (415) 848-4812
SECTION I, PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

Please answer all questions, Where questions do not apply fo your project (for instance,
project height for a land division), indicate Mot Applicable or KLA.

Tha Project site is located in the public right-of-way parallal with Sunset Boulevard, near-
the Infarsection with Marquez Avenué and Marquez Place in Los Angeles. (Ses LA
Mun. Code § B2.00.} The PTDS will be constructed within the. public utility right-of-way
batween the sidewalk &nd the strest, adiacent 1 the property identified by APN No.
4415-023-009. There Is no Assessor's Parcel Number for the public rigit-of-way, An

Attachmant A. The Thomas Guide page deplcting a vichity map s provided In
Attachment B. LADWP conducted 8 land survay for the lacation, which is provided as
Attachment C. The Project location is within the Single Permit Jurisdiction portion ‘of
the Coastal Zone, as shown in Attachmeni D

 FOR OFFICE USE ONLY RECEMES
FiLEo P— )
: FeE I i e :
APPLICATION NUMBER Dareran - .
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for aach individual site, recefving considsrable pulific inpul, LADWP selected the
propoted site for the PTDS on Sunset Boulevard and Marquez. Photographs of the
Project location are included in Aitachment E. Coples of LADWP presentation slides,
public news relesses, and meeting information conceming the proposed PTDS
locations, Counciimember Mike Bonk’s statement on the PTDS, and news articles
ragarding the PTDS are provided in Attachment G,

An exarmpie of an existing PTDS within the LADWP system is liustratad below in
Figure 1. The PTDS belnyg installed at Marquez and Sunset will be painted to blend in
with the surrounding scenery per screening requirements. The paint colors Salegted for
this PTDS ate provided i Flgure 2.
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Estimated tost of develobment (not Inchiding vost of land): § 276,000,

Prolect hewpht (Mandmum heigtt of structure (#,));

The height of the FTDS once installad is approximately 61 feet above the ground,
The PTDS poles are 70 feet in total length, with a portion of the poles buried in the
ground approximadely © feet. The platform is approximalely 20 feet above ground
leve! and the transformers are 8 feet in height.

* ghove existing (natural) grade ............... B1faat
= above finished grade ......w. e 81 fost
* as measured from centerline of frontage road 61 feat

Totai number of fioors in structuns: NIA
tatform.— 195 sa. . surf
Transforn 3 - 87 sa. fi. surface area

1,126 square feet

Llves [Xino

Grading, drainage, and erosion conivol plans must be intluded with  this
application, tf applicabls. In certain areas, an engineering geciogy Teport must
also be included. NJ/A

Please list any goologle or othar technical reports of which you are aware that
apply 1o this proparty: WA

Parking: WA, No parking is being added and no parking is being removed.

The PTDS Project itself is the installation of a utiiity that Is nseded to serve the
existing comrmunity. The PTDS will be installed above-ground as it is infeagibie to
place this type of equipmert undergrountd

A} water b} grs ) seiver ) elpctric 8} telephone
as ﬁ‘c’e& Yes YO8 (23
No XiNa o DNG No

Will electric or telsphone extensions be abové-ground? RMves [INo

resinee v Exhibit 4
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5. Lo
@) diking  b)flling  ©} dradging d) placement of structures
83 Clves [Cves es
XNo SINo KiNa XINe
8. | the development extend onto or adjoin any | [GYes Mo
lidelands, submerned lands or public frust lands
7. (a] Wil the development protect existing lower-cost visiior Fives [Kno
and recreationaf facillios?
(b) Wil the development provide public or private [ves Xino
regroationel opportunities?
B. {Ires  [XNo
9. PRosed ¢
a.. Sensttive habltat ereas (Biological survey may be [TYes KiNo
‘reguired)
b. Arens of state or federally listed rare, threatened, or CIves BINo
‘endangered specles
¢. 100-year ficodplain {Hydrologic mapping nwy be Cives DNo
required) '
-d. Park or recreation area [Jyes BaNo
10 aval isibie fromy;
' a. State Highway 1 or other scenic route ... Eyes [ INo
b. Park, beach, or recreation arsa ........ ..... reeraan e we lYes  FiNo
c. Harbor aréa .......... R ebssan et e na s e - ives Ko
Expianailon. The PTDS will bs Tovated on Sunset Boulavard, which i
designated by the Gity as a scenic highway in the City of Los Angelés Gensral
Transportation Plan.
AV Exhibit 4
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SECTION VB, CERTIFICATION

1. I heraby certify that 1, or my authorized representative, have toimpiated and posted
oi will post the Wotice of Pending Permit card in a conypicuous place on the
property within three days of submitting the application to the City Engineer,

2. 1 hereby cenrtify that | heve read this completed application and that, to the besi of
my knowledgs, the information in this application and all atached appendices and
exhibils 1 complste and correct. | undsrstand that the fallure to provide any
requestad information or any misstaternents submitted in support of the apphication
shall bs grounds for either refusing fo sccest this application, for denying the
permit, for suspending or revoking & permit issued on the basis of such
misrepresentations, or for seeking of such further refief a8 may saem proper to the
City Engineer.

3. I hereby authorize representatives of the Clty Engineer to conduct site inspections

on my property. Uniess arranged othetwdss, these site nspections shail take place
betwasn tha hours of 800 AM. and 5:00 p m. o,

Fl 4 il
M/ﬁé é@wz U ieisd®
Signature of Authorize nt(s) or iFmo agent

signature of Applicarnt
NQOTE IF SIGNED ABOVE BY AGENT, APPLICANT MUST SiGN BELOW.

SECTION Vil AUTHORIZATION OF AGENT

I hereby authorize _ . :
fo @gt as my representative and to bind me tn all matters concerning this application,

Signature of Applicant(s)
{Only the applicant{s) may sign here io authonizeé
afr agent)
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APPENDIX B
Local Asency Review Fory

SECTION A (To BE CompLETED BY APPLICANT)

Applicant:  Williars Hanloft, Power Systam Supenntendent, LADWP
Project Description:  Construction of tempprary pole-top distibuting station (PTDS)

‘Location; The Project site is located i the public nght-cf-way adjacent to. Sunset Boulevard,
near the intersection with Marquez Avanue and Marquez Place in Los Angeles

Assesecr’'s Parcel Mumber: Thers ig no Assessor's Parcel Number for the public right-of-
way. The PTDS will be constructed within the public' utility righi-of-way between the sidewalk
and the stredt, parallel with Sunset Boulevard and adjacent to the property icentifled by APN
No 4415-023.009

BT 1 Lpe—,

U B - 00 - pesignidrchitectural review : :
<8 0 Veriance for e st s z
-‘ S 2 I g2 N AP T, L i
1 S 2 R . Siibdih ",'-.amampﬂo 53 .;_, AT T
| = Gmdmmﬁmevdammnipmﬂb. ; : -~
) % Pranned Residential/Commercia mwmﬂmﬁ&pw i
I &3 1 St Plan Revievy . FERT oo ks
| . % s mmmmmcmwmianpmm o
-  Gonitional, Specil, mMaJorUse PemnitNe. -~~~
I C Otver : - =

bﬁm&atu.s -l DL *" e e e i ,_ | Sl
| '::mgmicaﬂyempt Cioss . .
Ej ﬂ:r‘ Bzt Gm{ﬂm)

5 U ﬁmpam 2 rt m T B e e S DV
- F'mamepbﬂceiﬁﬂad( STTE ST s
Prepared for the by
-Cﬁvfcﬂuntv P e, e
Da Title

PR - -y i S o3 S
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SUNSIHMARO Y,

Chu Family Living Trast
16991 W, Suyngel Bhwd.-
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272

Richard C. Wahlgren
16975 W. Sunsct Hlvd.
Pacific Patisades, CA 90272

Dayig Norianj
16969 W. Sunset Bivd.
Paeific Palisades. CA 90272

Palisades Bay Club
1560 Nelson Ave, _
Manhatian Beach, CA 90266

Waller A. Griossor
Registered Apent

Palisudes Bay Club

1560 Nelson Avenue
Manhattan Béach, CA 90266

g:f-w“m:-—:mm:xﬂ'a%m= et LR

Exhibit 4
Page 107 of 315



. - CFE i " e .
. E— .-::rm e B P A e e e

F P N T

N . LT
VB Ui s

Exhibit 4
Page 108 of 315



P —— .—-«..,m..m_,_._._—._,__. - _Q r T

APPENDE D
(Permit Application)
DECLARATION OF POSTING

Prior 16 or at the time the application is submitted for filng, the applicant must post. ata
canspicucus place, easily read by the publiv and as close as possible to the site of the
proposed devalopment, nofice that an application for the proposed development has
been submitted to the City Engineer. Such notice shall contéin a general description of
the nature cf the proposed development The City Engineer furnishes the spplicant with
a slandardized form io be used for such posting, #f the applicant falls to post the
completed notice form and sign the Declaration of Posting, the city staff shall refuse to
file the application. Please sign and date this Declaration of Pasting form when the site
is posted; t serves as proof of posting. 1t should be retumed to our office with the
applecation.

:IPumuant fo the requiremsnts of Caifornia Administrative Code Section 13054{0), |
Iheraby vertify that on September _/ , 2018, { or my authonzed representative posted|

the Notice of Pending Permit for application o obtain & coastal development permi
or the development of the Los Angeles Departmeant of Water and Power {LADWPRY
Temporary Pole Top Distribution Station (PTDS) 168 to service the Pacific Palisades. |

lLocated at: Within the public rightof-way along Surisst Boulevard of the South.west
corner of the mtergection of Marquez Fiace and Sunset Boulevard

The public notice was posted At the Project location described above. A public

at hotice was taped to one of the poles at eye-height

: o level, facing out, PR ey
{2 conspioucus piace, eastly seen by the public and
Ag ciass &3 possiie Io the site of the proposed development)

Slﬁna ? F)

. . ,
r " Qs
3 . o 4 - G A e
(= LIRSy A I .
e ——— s o T P — A g ar kA . tita i ——

Date: September 2, 2016

et

—— * v

e 3 - . - o n

NOTE Your asppheaton cannot be processed untif this Decleration of rosiing is

Signed and returned to this office:
EOR OFFICF U8FE ONLY ' ’ I
PERMN NUMBER . . . | i
RECEMVED ...« oo o, i
DECLARATION COMPLETE o 3 |
i
iaege. 14 Exhibit 4
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ATTACHRMENT B
THOMAS GUIDE FAGE VICIITY MAP
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o~ & [ Attachment D1 |
L el Dt of Retxwsdbonss | POLE TOP DISTRIBUTION STATION
Oraghed Powrr Dilontion - Aluwinfenm Thite Pole Platiorm Construction - O.H

“Mateqial List: M533-16 g 18

¢ TOR o PoLL
B CRUSS AR
CENTER HOLE

i -4 - ._f’s“ gﬁ&éfm
AU o8O f . €
TRANSE :
PLE HEmeT

AV BusT——ff 254 FSE win

5 3

4
£ _ ——ee} 3454V PR

S

BV e
| ERAsS,
o

FLATFTRI

vl e

m';«.; Wﬁ{ev

~ea—a

i e e

M§33-003
NOTE:

Pole topD.5. includes platfr tansfooners, soteamtic recoser {AR), 34,56V mid 4,847 switehes, 34.55V fuse Lolder
and fzses, susge protection, grunding and setesing. Poles sre ot included sa¢ O page C403-30 farpotes. '

| C833-16 |pmmrmes " Gokan g~ | CB3316
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Photo 1: Phote from Pacific Coast Righway, approximately 90 degrees from the she, The pole tops are
not visible in any way. Photo is fooking north up Pacific Coast Highway.

Phote 2: Photo from Pacific Coast Highway, approximately south-west from the site. The pole tops are
not visible in any way. Photo Is loaking north up Pacific Coast Highway,

Phote 3: Photo from Pacific Coast Highway, approximately south from the site. The pale tops are not
visible in any way. Phato Is looking north up Pacific Coast Mighway.,

Phato 4: Photo from Pacific Coast Highway, approximately east from the site, The pole tops are not
visible in any way. Photo s tooking south down Pacific Coast Highway,

Photo §: 2015 photo from Google Maps showing the iocation. No ocean view s vislhle, Photo is looking
east on Sunset Boulevard, away from the Marquez intersection. The location is adfacent to a vacant Igt
with visible other structures, including a bus stop and power lines.

Phato 6: Cirrent photo of site from Sunsst Boulevard, looking directly towards the ocean. Structures are
installed. No ocean view is visible. The patnting of the poies Is visible [n this photograph, of the two
colors: light bive and light brown,

Photo 7: 2016 photo from Googla Maps shawing the location. No ocean view Is visible. Photo Is loakirig
east from the middle of the Sunsat Boulevard and Marguez Intersection. Structures are not instatled,

Photo 8: Current photo of the site with the structures installed. Photo Is from the publjic sidewalk,
looking east an Sunset Boulevard, The painting of the structures is visible.

Phate $: Cutrent photo of the site with the structures installed. Photo is from the cul-de-sac Margquez
Piace, looking towards Sunset Boulevard, The painting of the structuras Is vislble.

Phota 10: Currant photo of the ske with the structures instalied. Photg Is looking west on Sunset
Boulevard, towands the Sunset Boulevard and Marquez intersectlon. The structures are barely visible.

Photo 11: Current photo of the site with the structures installed. Photo s from across the street on
Sunset Boulevard, looking at the gcean, No ocean view s visible.
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80ARD OF PUBLIC WORKS ITY OF LOS ANGE LES DEPARTMENT OF
. C CALIFORMNIA N :
BUREAL OF
KEVIN JAMES
PRESIDENT ENGINEERING
HEATHER MARIE REPENNING GARY LEE MOORE; PE, ENV 5P
ViCE PRESIDENT CITY ENGINEER
MICHAEL R. DAVIS 1140 8, BROADWAY, SUITE 709
PRESIDENT FRO TEMPORE LOS ANGELES, CA 800152218
JOEL F, JAC ' '
%SLG!;MON“:EO h¥ip:femg.lachy.org
LUZ M. RIVAS ERIC GARCETTI
COMMISSIONER MAYOR
FERNANDOD CAMPOS
EMECUTIVE GFFICER

Date: October 25, 2016
To.  Property Owners, Residents, and All interested Parties:

NoTicE oF PUBLIC HEARING; NOVE ﬂ%&i%@ﬁ_fiﬁ;@g‘@n ]

This is o notify you of s public hearing scheduled for November 9, 2016 at 1:30 PM.
Location: Palisades Branch Library, 861 Alims Real Drive, Pacific Psilsades, CA D272

Eroject Title: Coastal Development Permit Application No.16-14 for the LADWP Temporary Pole
Top Distribution Station { PTDS) - Sunset Bl at Msarguez Av

Projact background: The PTDS Is needed to alleviate three overioaded 4,800-volt clrculis that

Project Description: The project consists of & temporary Pole-Top Distribution Station (PTDS) in
the Pacific Palisades community. The project consists of two B1-faot high. 18.4-inch dismeter
poles, a platform measuring 26'0° x 7'5”, three (3} 833-KVA transformers measuring 8'8” ia)) x
47" wide, crass amms, circuit breakers, switches, and @ confroller. The project also requires the
instalisdion of an underground vault, candults, and cables, which will be connacted o the OTDS

community.

You and other interested persons, as well as the applicant may speak at the hearing or submit
writlen Information, All written comments psrigini o ce the C 1 Act received

8t or beforg the hesring will be considered prior to @ declsion on the case. YWritter, comments
should be sent by e-mail to Catalina.I_-lgrngngez@lgcm,g[g. or mall to:

Cliy of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, BOE EMG
Attention: Catalina Hernandez, Environments! Supervisor
1148 &. Broadway, Sulie 600, Mall Stop 938, Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

AN EDUAL EMPLOYMENT OFPDRTUNITY ENMPLDYER Ry

£
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The application, exhibits and other information relating to the case sre avallable for your review
In Suite 600, 1140 8. Broadway. If you have any questions please contact Catelina Hernendez
at (213) 485-5758,

Sincersly, /’\ '

lee/Mnone, P.E., ENV SP

Gary

Figure 1. Project Location
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Petition and Facebook
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Recipisnt:

Letter:

LADWP, Mike Bonin, Council District 11, Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering,
California Coastal Commission, Tricis Keane, Ezra Gale, and Sharon Shapiro

Greetings,

The Los Angeles Department of Water &amp; Power is in the process of installing
a Pole Top Distribution Station near the intersection of Sunset &amp; Marquez in
the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP was in the process of installing this
systemn without the required Coastal Approvals when they were halted by the
Coastal Commission, and are now seeking the necessary Coastal Development
Permit for this construction.

As homeownsrs and concerned members of the neighborhood, we tirmly oppose
the issuance of this Coastal Development Permit. The station is a hulking 61' tall
industrial blight which is detrimental to the character and visual resourcss of our
neighbarhood. We urge the City of Los Angeles to uphold the Coastal Act and
deny this Coastal Development Permit.

Our goal is to be reasonabie. If the installation must occur, then it should take the
form of a more aesthetically pleasing alternative: either an underground or pad-
mounted transformer. Either option would minimize the visual impact of this
installation, and both have been confirmed as viable by professional engineering
consultants. Though these solutions may be more costly, they are ultimately the
right solution for our neighborhood and are respectful to the visual resources of
this Coastal community.

Finally, LADWP claims that this is a “temnporary" installation. Thus, any Coastal
Development Parmit must provide a maximum 4-year timeframe within which the
peles have ta be removed. Otherwise, this will become a permanent solution being
sold as merely temporary in order to slide through the approvals process with
reduced scrutiny.

For those who oppose the Pole Top Distribution Station in its current form, please
also make your voice heard at the hearing this Wednesday, November 8, 2016
from 1:30p - 3:30p. The address for the hearing Is as follows:

Palisades Branch Library: 861 Alma Real| Dr, Pacific Palisades, CA 90272

Exhibit 4
Page 156 of 315



Signatures

Name

Steven Somers
Kimberly Ryan
Alex Cornelius
Nanci VeSols
Christopher Damon
Lewis Adelson
MICHELE REA
Brett Sobel

Kat Smith

Sarah Conner
Diane bleak
Andre Redelinghuys
Carlos Bulling
Danielle Colvert
Jaimr Offenberger
Chuck McSorley
Matt Daenzer
Laura Idelson
iLori Tierney
Anna Purdum
Chris Consalvo
Jody Erenberg
Veronica Caudillo
Bonnie Levitsky
Marta Bonafeda
Barmi Rothman
Amy Lundberg
Mark Casamento
Kaden Foster
Joslle Dumas

Location

Los Angeles, CA, United States

Los Angeies, CA, United States
Santa Monica, CA, United States
Santa Monica, CA, United States
Los Angelss, CA, United States
Venice, CA, United States
Manhattan Beach, CA, United States
Los. Angel_es, CA, United States

Los Angéles, CA, United States
Pacific Palisades, CA, United States
Los Angeles CA Umted States

LosAngeles CA Unrted States

Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angsles, CA, United States

Los Angeles, CA, United States

Los Angeles, CA, United States
PaC(ﬁC Péliéades, CA, United States
l-os Angeles, CA, United Statas
Los Angeles, CA, United States

_Los Ang_t_ales, CA, United States

ngta Monica, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Malibu, CA, United States

Los Angeles, CA, United States
Venice, CA, United States

Los Angsles, CA, United States
Pacific Palisades, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA Un:ted States
Pacnﬁc Pallsades CA, Unrted States
Veriice, CA, United States

Date

2016-11-04
2016-11-04
2016-11-04
2016-11-04

2018-11-04

2016-11-04
2016-11-05
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-08
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-08
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
2016-11-06
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Name

Hilary Baker
Candace Tysdal
Nancy Jaokson
.James Burkett
Natalie Bernstein
carrie white
Suzanne Roberts
Francyne Lambert
David Rosenttta(t
Cory Taylor
Edward Laurson
Myrlam Marques
Cheryl 2

Alli Solum

Laura Kcoby
Sandrs Corrsia
Haldis Toppel
Mark Ryavec

vicki halliday
Hirad Dadgostar
Cristina Cameron
kevin malek
Elizabeth Abbe
Brett Niven
Campbell Britton
AMY GREENWOOD
Madelme Fry
Heldl Cunnmgharn .
Christina Singleton.
Michael Richards
Josie Tong
Melissa McSorley

Location

Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
L-cts.grtg.etes., CA United States
Malibu, CA, United States
Beverly Hills, CA, United States

Pacific Palisades, CA, United States

Malibu, CA, United States
Los Angeles CA Umted States

LOS ANGELES CA Unrted States

Denver, CO, United States
Malibu, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
beverly hills, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, Unlted States
Venice, CA, United States
Venice, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States

Pacific Palisades, CA, United States

Los Angeles CA United States

Pacufic Pahsades CA, United States

Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Anééles, CA, United States

Date

2016-11-06
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
20186-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07

Exhibit 4
Page 158 of 315



Name
Steven Mandel!
Giovanna Imbesi
Jeanne Elfant Festa
Dana Mayo
Lou Kamer
Anng Keeler
Victoria Cellison
Katherine Samusls
S Cummlngs
BRIAN DEMING
Judy Wagner
Lotus Fulton
Herbart Kleinman
Sharon Kilbride
Marsha Hunt
: Rodica Moody
Gene Cameron
Claudia Vallon
Mary Rapoport
Daphna Gronich
Jann lnaram
_Tracy Landau
Gina Wahlgren
Karen Fishel
Bryan Crane
Marge Gold
Richard Wahigren
Angslica Hernéndez
“I;-"ét.rick deg
Robin Dodson
‘S|mon Gallagher
Pam Finck

Laocation

Los Angeles, CA Unlted States
Vemce CA, United States
Pacific Palisades, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
i...os-;"){ﬁé.eie's, CA United States
Los Angeles. CA United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los A_néeles, CA. United Siates
Los»A_nge__lt_as,. CA, United States

Los Angeles, CA, United States
: Los Ange!es CA, United States
‘Santa Momca CA, Unitad States

Los Angeles, CA, United States
Santa Monica, CA, United States
Pacific Palisades, CA, United States
Pacific Palisades, CA United States
Los Angeles, CA, Unlted States

Los Angeles, GA, United States
Venice, ca:‘CA, United States
Pacific Palisades, CA, United States
Los Angeles CA Unlted States
Los Angeles CA Unlted States‘ :
Los Angelss, CA, Unlted Siates

Los Anéeles, CA, United States

Los Angeles, CA, United Siates
Pacific Palisades, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States

Los Angsles, CA, United States

Los Angeles, CA, Unlted States
Pacific palisades, CA, United States

Date

201 6—1 1 -0?

2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07

2016-11-07

2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-p7
2016-11-07
2016-11-07

-2016-11-07
- 2016-11-07
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Nams

Lois Shickman

d. fiores

Victoria Warren
James bummings
l'Gtégoty-r Rcberts
Jake Malott

Pam Brendlinger
Sharon tennant
alex whitehead
Nili Ovsiowitz
lauren shepherd
Dean Grinsfelder
Conner Stark’
Parisa Nejad
Justin Ewart
Krista Ewart
sandra miller
Thomas DuMary ]
Jeft Outcalt
Madeleine Kennell
Anthony Marguleas
Lauren Rubin
Steve Sawai
Sarah Knauer
Cody Carras

jade devote

Peter Morley

Lisa Taylar

Brad Aatoﬁs
Lowell Cauffiel
jason ungar

Tyler Coleman

Location
Los Angeles, CA United States
Los Angeles CA United States

Pacific Pallsades GA Unrted States

Los Angeles, CA, Umted States

Pacific Palisades, CA, United States

Los Angeles, CA, United States

Pacific Palisades, CA, United States

Los Angelas CA United States
Los Angeles CA Unlted States
Mahbu CA, Umted States

Los Angeles, CA, United States

Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, GA, United States
Beverly Hllls CA, United States
Los Angeies CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Santa Menica, CA, United States

Los Angsles, CA, United States

Las Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angales, CA, United States
Lns Angeles, CA, United States
Las Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, GA, United States
Las Angeles, CA, United States
Los AngelesCA, United States
Santa M.onica, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
VemoeCA. Unlted States

Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angsles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States

Date

2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2018-11-07.
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2018-11-07
2016-11-07
2018-11-07
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Name

elisabeth wohl
Nicole Hillebrandt
iayne pitchford
Lauren Zappas
BIII Woif

Mark D Douglas *
Molly Betuel

glen beer

Holly Davis
Lindsey Femimare
Viannie Cameron
Reza Akef
Brenda Theveny
Michae! Hoffman
Dan Urbach
Jane Herman
Kelly Kame
'Ken Unmacht
Rachel Ortiz
Julie Martin
GChristine Maalouf
Christine Doll

Julieanne Hathaway

Mitchell Gavin
Sarah Korda

Location

Los Angelas CA Umted States
LDS Angeles CA Unlted States
santa monica, CA United States
Los Angeles CA, Unlted States
Burbank, CA, Unlted States

Los Angeles, CA Unltad S‘tates
Malibu, CA, Unlted States
Malibu, CA, United States

Los Angeles CA Uruted States
Long Beach, GA, United States.
Las Angeles, CA, United States
Loé Angelles”.-bA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Pacific Palisades, CA, United States
Thousand Oaks, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Santa Manlca, CA, United States
Frederic, WI, United States

qoe Angeles, (‘A united States
Nonhndge CA, Unlted States
Los Angeles, CA, United States
Los Angeles CA Unlted S1ates
Los Angeles, CA Umted S‘lates

Date

2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2018-11-07
2016-11-07
20168-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-07
2016-11-08
2016-11-08
2016-11-08
2016-11-08
2016-11-08
2016-11-08
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Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! Sign the petition urging DWP to
modify this installatfon. Sign ASAP-- public hearing Wad. Nov. 9 Palisades
library 1:30 pm. Please like, share, and click this link and aign petition to
#Protect our scenic highway!

https:/Awww.change.argip/ladwp-support-a-soiution-to-the-la. ..

—_
H J' -|'--‘I

~ ! Pacifie !aﬂisades Residents Assoclation
Novamber B at 6:55pm - @

LADWP: Support a ---- solution to the LADWP power....

The Los Angeles Department of Witar & Power la in the process of Inataing a Pole
Top Distribution Station naar the intarsection of Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the
Pacific Palisades. LADWP was in the process of installing this system without the...

CHANGE.ORG

e

oy Like % Comment # Shere
©% [ You and 838 cthers Chionological ¥
45 shares

Evelyns Azem Je signe de tout ‘W et Jo partage
§J SeaTransiation

Like - Reply - @1 - November 6 at 10:10pm
7 Rich Lechlar | kinda like it up In the alr
Like - Raply - @2- 18 hrs
m Tom Mackay Agres ... better show when it exploads
Like - Roply * 8 his
. ' Write a reply... N ()

Mimt Toberman Sarah Nelson

. Write a comment... 2 Q
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-E the Pafisades Biufts .

November 5 at 8:35pm + @

Protect Sunset Boulavard's Scenic Highway! Sign the
peatition urging DWP 1o modity this instaitation, Sign ASAP..
public hearing Wed. Nov. 8 Palisadas library 1:30 pm.
Please [ike, share and sign this link to #Protect our scenic
highwayi

htips:iwvwav.change.org/pladwp-support-a-solution-to-the-
B... link

= Like = Comment # Share

O 162 Top Commenis-
28 shares
75 w2 comment... "~ 9

ﬁ&um;&m Blutfs No one = fighting this
location. The nsighbars want a more attractive
solution from DWP at tha same location and protect

the Intagrity of our scenlo highway! Please read the
pelition.

Lﬂm-ﬂeply-ot-ﬂovembersmaﬂspm

ﬂ Save tha Palisades Biulls And thie is whet it would
loak like if groundad and conosaled with plants.

Liks - Heplros-ﬂovembersats:'lspm
View 17 more commaris
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BOARD OF PARBLIC ‘ 1T L ad ARTAEINT OF
¢ wons Crty oF Los fmGELEs oEPA:
CALHORN HUREAL OF
bl ENGINERIING
HEATHER MARE NEPUNNING SARY LEE MOGRE, FE, BWV 57
VEEERER 'ﬁrv Eggﬁlmm
WICHAEL . DAVIS 1148 8 BROKOWAY, SUITE 700
YRESIEENT PO TEMRORE LOS ANGBLER CA SA05425
mcg,ﬁmmn:u tp:ilany ety ey
. A e -
LUZ M ﬂlvhﬂ P ““’ Vgl By -
s SOy
) T e e Y
mm‘v? gpﬂ_ﬁﬂﬁs J ‘;‘;j

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIF APPLICATION NO. 16-14
DRAFT STAYF REPORT

{Under authority of the Celiformia Coastal Aes, § 30600(0) of the Coliforne Public Revources Code,
and Chapter 1, Avicle 2, § 12.20.2 of the Los Angeles City Municipal LCode)

I PROJECT PDESCRIPTION.
Froject Tifle: Inter. @ Suusot Blvd & Marques,
Ave

Applicants: Depariment of Water anid Power

Projeet Lotation:
Council District: 11 ‘
Commmity: Brentweod-Pacific Palisades
Distriot. West Los Angcles

A. Projoct Description:

The project, is looated in the public right-ol-way
patallel  with  Supsel Boulevard, nemr the
imlersection with Mamquezr Avenue and Marguer.
Place, within the Brentwood-Pacific Patisades

Community Plen (Flgurel. Project Vieiodty Map-

mnd Figure 2. Aerial Qverview),

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
{LADWP) installed a temporary Pole-Top
Distributien Station (FIDS) on Sunset Boulevard
in the Pacific Palisades commiunity,

The projoet cunsisds of two 61-foot high, t8.9-inch
diarneter poles, a platform measuring 26°0™ x 75",
thres (3) 833-K'VA teahsformers nieasuring 69" tali
% 4'7" wide, oross arms, cirouit hregkers. switchves,
and n conitoller ‘The prjuct aluy regmres the
installution ol an underground vaalt, conduts, and
chbles. The undergound sobstractute will be
sonmentend to the PTDS vis underpround sable

AN BOIH ERPLOTMENY DEPURTONITY EMBLOTER

termbaations. The underground  substructure
consiets of spproximutely 1,800° of trench for
copdnit installation with & 4 . X (74"
substructore fiear the PTDS The trench will be
frem two existing substruciures on Marquez and
Sunset {0 the new substrocture and the PTDS The
PTDS is designed, commiructed and maintained to
#est or  excoed  Californla  Poblic Vtility
Ceoinission (CPUC) eafety mles and regulations.
The PTDS weuld be teniporary, “end will be
remdwvd once a now permanent distribifion station
15 copeational. The PTDS is oof a @
solution Jor the veed to provide edequate power
rervice for the Palisades community,

All applicible rogulations will be invorporated into
and adhered 1 per siandayd procsdures

B. Project Backgrommd:

“Currantly, the powver load & Pacific Palisades 15
being distributed by a single chstiibution stetion,
Disibution Station 28 (DS-29), constructed almesi
80 years agm, The heaviest power lond i alsa being
distributed on cirenits that are furthest away from
DS5-29, which negatively impacts reliability for the
entire aren. Thers is mo spaos At PS-29 o build
moro capacity, and LADWP has it yer selovted a
it for n new NE As @ teniporaty measure Vo
reficee throe overloaded 4.800 volts chronits thay
cureently serve the Pacifie Palisades oommEhity,
Distributionr  Conatraction.  and Mainieianc:

{DCRM) propuses to install twe PI'D Sations. Ty

prevent poseer nuteges, limit outege dherations, and

Pt b st e oy tav é?é
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Diepartnvent of Public Warks

'y

PPeaft Staff Repurs
Cosstal Devolopment Pormit Na, 16- 14

harvesting  of MO vegelution. ober  than
agrienimral purpovs, kelp harvesting, und timher
operations whicl are in scoordmice with o mbey
harvesiiug plan submutted pursiant o the prevision
1l the Z'berg-Nejedly Forest Practice Aot of 1973
{commencing with Section 4511).

B. Coasial Guidelines

In avcordamee with: the provisions of Section 20620
of the Public Resourves Code; and, i veder o
sustetn the findings contained in Section 12.20.2-
G{e) of the Municipal Codo which GRAUIres 4 review
and consideration of ... Interpretative Quidelines
for Coastet Plansing and Permits...”, the Swte
Coastal Commigsion has fssned Interprotative
Guidelines for the Sowth Coast Region of Los
Anpeles including certnin. robaress of the City of
Los Angeles These subaress are defied as Pacific
Palisades, Venice, Playa Del Rey, 8an Pl?:;: and
Wilmington. Hewaever, following peevyi case
law (e.g, Pacific Legal Foundetion v. Coaatal
Commission (1982) 33 (alad 158), ihe. City
Engineer’s determination is based on the cited
provisions of the Califoinia Constal Act and other
legally established lews and regulations,

C. Isynes of F.egal Adequacy of the Apphlication
None
L STANE FINDINGS.

Six findings ar¢ required in order fur Congtal
Development Permait 1o be ssted, The six findings
are:

(1) That the developsvent is in eonformity with
Chapter 3 of the Califomi Coestal Act of 1976
{eomihencing with Section 36200 of the Califorma
Publie Resources Cade).

(2) That the pormitted development will not
prejidice the ability of the City of Los Angeles to
prepare a Local Cosstal Proymes that iy in
conformity with Chapier 3 of the Califsrug Coastsl
Act of 1976,

) Thet the Intosprotative Guldelines for Countri
Planning aud Pomvits us  established: hy ihe
Califoraia Coapial Commission dated February 11,
1977 and any sobsequom amendnents thereto have
been reviewud analyzed, and consitdored in the

=

light of the mdvidual projeci fa making s
dedennination.

(4) “That the decision of te permit Srauinyy
authority hes been  puided by any apphcabic
decision of the Californie. Coastal Cominission
Pursuant 1o Section 3062%c) of the Publc
Resvurces Code.,

{5) If tho development 18 Jocated bolween ilic
nearest public road and the sca ur shoreline of any
body of water located within the cousial zome, that
the developmest ie ip conforntity with the public
acoess and pablic recreation policies of Chapter 3
of the Califoria Comtal Act of 1976,

{6) Any other finding or findings as may be
reguired” for the dovelopment by the California
Envirenmentsl Guality Act,

Staff &nds as follows:

L The development Is in conformity with
Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of 1976
(commencing - with Section 30200 of the
Califoraia Public Resources Code).

In addition 10 the polivies discussed above, Chapier
3 of the California Constal Act of 1976 provides;

a) MARINE BNVIRONMENT (Anicle 4, of
Chapter 3 of Public Resources Code, Sechons
30230 thiough 30237)

Sections 30230 and 30231 state:

Section 30230  Mewine resources shall  be
mapugined, enhanced, und where Jeanible,
restored. Special protection shall be given 1o grens
and species of special bulugieal or ecnponme
ngnificance, Uses of the marine envirommen! shall
e carrivd ot in o monner that will sustaii thy
binlogical produciivity al voastal waters and that
will madninn healthy popularions of all spreses of
marihe. arganisms  adequate  fin fong-rerm
wonpReren,  wereational sclentific, o
edicational purposey,

Secrion 30237 The Miologreal praductivity and the
gl ol coaval  weters, sircamng,  wetlendy,
enuarics, gl lakvs apprupriale o vuaniam-
oplitnian poputations of mavive wranisers nmf for
e protection of human heulth shafl he Murintieniicd

Buresu of Pnginering Page Page 3
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Tirafy Staff Report
Cuastal Bevelopmient Permit Mo, %14
views (o and long the ocean and veowie o ' '
aTyas, W misimise the i#ﬁwwi:m o n Rfrfr;ﬂ::; ﬁ'ﬁfwg o :;mtm:;m{e circiletion withhy the
Jorms, w be veswally compatible with the chae e 4 pmens, (4) providlug  adeguare parking
of sureonnding aveus, and, where Jeasible, 1 {::’ :f"f" ar M"dfﬂg solwiifute weany of sendng
restore wnd enhance vawal gualis in visoally evelopment with public. iransporiation, (5)
degreded ureiss New dovelopmont i Bty ety xSIAge the potontial for public transtt for high
areas much as thowe designated in the Cafifornia and b (6) ey 4 Higherisc offer buithings
Coasthne  Prescrvasion  and  Recreation  Pian ‘ ."}' (6) assuring thut the recredsional needs af
prepared by die Depariment of Parks  and et i ot averioad wearby constal
.Wb”-%’mt" i and By tocal geversment shodl be ﬁﬁg:;nf w&g@hm;rviaﬂgg e of
@rm'o f.h hﬂ' ey g . A . ) : ; Cd, pﬂr Mfﬁﬂwﬂ ﬂ"‘;
e cimacter of frs setting. development pkms! with the provision of omse
The project eonsists of two 61-foot high, 12.4-inch Toveltopmeny, s o ferve the  new
fhm;a?:; Poles,  pluthoon measnring 26°0° x 75" o
threee (3) 833-KVA transformers seasuring 6°9" tall The project does not | ;
X 47" wide, cross afms, cirouit breskors. switches, constal .mmdﬁo:&;n?ﬁbmm . cxlmuti‘ng
and & contoller The project also requires the paths or walkways v ¥ peds
instalation of an undsrground veult, conduits, and , |
cables. The project is located fn the public fight-of- Seetion 30253. New development shadi
way paralic] with Sunset Boulevard moar the S
miprapetion with Marquez Avenve and Marquey (1) Mimimize risks to life and pr |
) ] i : d @ property in areas of
Place. gsgﬁdgadﬂgmﬂgmi il fire hasard v
o . ) {; %sfme stability and wructural intagriry, and
Suset Bmﬂeva;d 18 8 Cilty designated scenic wither mem_ Rot  contribute  sighificendly to
mghWayl Scestic  features nolude  views of e:‘ﬂmn, sm'ag_w mmbiﬁml oF desiruction af’ Hhe
mountaius and estatés, Atvording to the Mobility e TOUNING ared OT ift any way require the
Plan 2035, an slement of the Gonors] Phan for the sttty yer maccive devices dot would
Cntg of Los Angeles, “a. "To the HERITRR eXtent Wmly aher natural land forms slong. the
feasible, all new or relocaied eleotric gﬁggwdﬁ , .
comumunioation, and other public vttty distribution poltucion. compol goeremers mposed by an
Sacilitics witts B T ir pollution control distriet of
withtn five hundeed feet of the center tine . the Stote Air
of 2 Soonie Hi ter tine Resaweces Control Board a5 to each purticular
8 :’thmc Highway shall be placcd underpround. deveinpment. SR i
Yhere undetgronading of such utifities 15 not ) Minimize BSURID P
mt& atll s:::ih new or relocated utilittes shall be Er:rvelaﬂ nogy oo piam i vehicle mies
3 o redpee their aihilite 2 wesrya - .
Highway™ poe their visibilty from s Scene f::a’ %‘f?‘ e gfﬁﬂwmﬂ, pretoct specigl communities
char:ggfmﬁ hoods which, ;‘:ewm of their uittgue
, N _ ey, ave poprlar visitor de
Measures have boen implemented to help soreen the poinis for recreativny 11 m#f” @ Visitor destingtion
;‘:r:;m hghﬁ;tr‘ Vl?mm- 1{; where other uhlity Th
highls sre lecated. They will be painted 1 e project would not. affoct i 7
blend w with the surisundings., F ¢ visks (33K 1) 2)), would ﬁ%ﬂt&fg v
fequuements of the State Air Rerources (;‘un?n};
No adverse j ; ‘e and vial . Board or South O - T
No Se impacts o scenic and. visust gualities ey Soulh Coast AR Qualdy Disiret
of R constal aren ars exposted (Figores 3 and 43 (30233{-‘}}). wauld not uffect energy consumption
N and vehicle miles traveled {30253(4)), and - would
Swctian V250 The locawon and amown of pew n;;? pormancttly affoct fhe local  comnusity
me&vpmc;: .w‘.tw!&i mnfm;tﬁﬂ cond vmhance puplic (1025359 -
WeeCSS W the eiast by (1) focilitating the provision: i "
o extension of fraasa service, (3 ;arr:'?;‘:::: d) INDUSTRIAF. DUVALOPMENT (Article 7 of
cowmsereial  fuciities  within o adjoning %‘éi;g{)w:hrzu:lf ?}t;“z%léc‘)kﬁﬂﬁnmmr Code, Seerions

rexidential duveloprunt or In other mreas theil wit!
Hinimize i uxe of cometul quoisy rogdy, (4

Depertment of Pubilic Works Bureau of Engineeting  Page p 5
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Draft Staff Report
Cosstal Developmient Permit No, $6-14

Yefl’ voviewed ané considored the Notice of
Exemiption and determined there any 1o additjonal
evelustons  required by by Cabforme
Enviromnental Quality Aet 1 commection with the
approval of the permi.

1. PUBLIC COMMENT
A public hearing Is peading,

IV. STANDARD CONRITIONE OF
APPROVAL

1. Netice of Receipt and Acknowlcdgment, The
permit is net valid and devolopment shal] not
commencs until a copy of the permit, sipned
by the pemmittes or mithorized agent,
acknowledging receipt of the pemmit and
aceeplance of the terms and conditions, s
rehurned 1o the City Engineer's Offics,

Expwation, If devolopment has not

ra

sommenced, the permat will expire two Years.

from the permit date as repaited from the

V. SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPFROVAL

Ceastal Conunissien. Development shall be
pursued in a diligen menner end compieted
in a reusonuble period of time Application
for extension of the perinit must be made
prior to the expivation dete.

Imerpretation. Any questivns of ilent or
intetpretation of any condition will he
resolved by the Cily Engineor.

Assugnment The petroit may be assigned to
gny quahfied person, provided aesignee files
with the City Engineer in affidavis dceepting
all terms andt eonditions of the permif,

Temms gnd Conditions Run with the Land.

Thesc ferms and  conditions shall be

perpetunl, and it 15 the intemiion of the City.
Engineer and the pennitiec to bind all future

owners and possessors of the subiect propenty
to the terms and conditions.

Other approvals, Obtain permit from the
Stete Coastal Commission,

1

Eal

Monitor. A quslified archasclogist who oteets the Secretary ‘of ihe Interior’s Professinnal
Cualifieation Stemdards shall be prerent to monitor all ground-disturbing activitis,

Awareness Traisdog. Prior o initistion of ground-disturbing activittes for the wnde ground portigne of
3 predect, ﬁmmhmhgml Thonifor will conduat 2 buef awarenesy irolmng seswion {‘m the benefit

the proper proesdutes 1o follow in the evest thit eultural Tosources or humen remsins/bunals are
tncovored - dunng  ground.distarbing  activities, Thuse procedures inclode work curtailment or
redirection and the immediate comtsct of the site supervisor and the archaeological monstor, B as
recommended that this wesrker education session Include visual mages of artifacts the might be found
in the profect vicinity, and tat the session take place on-mitc immediately prior to the sart of graund-
disturbing activifiag,

Anndverient Discovery. In the evens that archacological resourcos are expoged during construetion,

work i the immediate vicinity of the find mast stop wtil a qualified srohacolomst can cyaluate the

significunce of the find and meke applicable recommendationg 1o avoud: significam fmpacts 1o

srchaeological sesotrecs. Constrivetion activities iy confinus in other areas, If the discovery proves
sigiiticunt wnder CRQA, sdditional work stch as testing or deta recuwery mmy he wihitaEted

Departient vf Public Works Bureau of Engineeting  Page Page
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Prafl Staff Report
‘Constal Developroent Permlt Mo. 16-14-

YI. STANF RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on ihe precediag analysis, we recommend that the Cay Bngineer ssue a Constal Develepment

Penmit for this projest

Maria Mertin T e

Manager

Environemental Matiagemeiit (Group

DOCUMENT PREPARED BY:

Cataling Hemandes: ' Dnte
Frivirabmental Bupervisor 1

Vil. REVERENCES

1!

2

California Coastal Aet - Public Resonrces Code Divigion 20, Section 30000 et seq.

Californde Coastal Commussion, Octobor 14, 1980, Regiondl Interpretive Guidelines. South
Coast Regron. Los Angeles Cowrizy,

California Coustal Commission, December t6, 1OBL. Statewide Inferpretive Glisdelines,

California Depariment of Fish and Wildlife Natusa? Diversity Datshase (CNDDBY Rere Find,.
Version 1.1, dated May 01, 2016, data will expire November 1, 2016,

City of Los Angeles. Framework Elomen of the Los dngeles Uerneral  Plan.
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Distributed Padmounted Substations

Tom Nordrum Russell Zel] Dave Peterson
Senior Apparatus Enpineer  Senior Product Specialist, Transformer Products Staff Engineer
Cooper Power Systams Cocper Power Systems Fall River Riral Electric Cooperative
P. 0. Box 1130 1900 E. North Street 1150 N, 3400 E,
Bozeman, MT 59771-1130 USA Waukeshs, WT 53188 USA Ashton, ID 83420 USA

Abstract - Electric wuiilities today faee incressed pressore
coutpared to that fced jost ten years ago. Be-regulatinn of the
nillity ldustry bas brought profitability snd perfarmiance
pressures from chareholders, public service commissions wnd
customery, Bioceol advancomeots im padmonnted ¢lectrical
squipment now allow constructipn alfernatives that did mot exist
wheo  niilities origlnally created their standard snbstatine
deslgns. T WTaW  poteible to>coiitiuct Tialler; padimstnted
suliets “’iv&hil‘nderﬁ‘uﬁndmmmmm ‘Benefits. of
this epbrosch Bidude redeccd oGkt easier cohatridction
APYIGYAL g¥easd rellabiints, sliplictty 3jid Reitbilhy: o davign;
:Eﬂad%%_ ‘f?ﬁdﬂ;fwﬁﬁ%*ﬂue henefits will be
discussed tn detail, with examples of completed installations,

Index Terms - Substation design, substation construction,
padmounted  equipment,  padmounted transformers
radmounted switchgear, padmounted capacitor, voliage
regalation.

1. INTRCDUCTION

The business cnvicomment for utilitics bas changed
substantially in the last ten years. De-regulation has_forced
utilities info. @ more competitive marketplace. Expenses are
no longsr awtomatically calculated into the customer rate
base, and in some cases, customers have ihe opportumity to
choose from whom they purchase power. As a result, utilities
arc re-examining their practices, from billing to congtruction,
The recovery period for expenditures must be mmch shorter
than it was previcusly.

Customer demands bave alse increased. User's precision
electronics have raised relinbility requirements. EMF and
aegthetic considerations have made projecis such as
substation und transmission line construction much more
difficult than it once was,

A. Traditional Substation

A traditional substation is shown in Fig. 1. It countafus
overhead incoming and outgoing lines, with open-air
connecticns of switches, the transformer, regulators,
capacitors, and breakers. The entire installation is fenced or
walled in, and thay also have a control house on the property.
The capacity of such a product ranges from 5 to 100 MVA,
with a primary voltage between 35 and 230 kV, and 8
secondary voltzge 335 kV or lower. Atthongh vital ta the

T R VUM Gl g

Fig. L Traditional Substation

clecirical system, there is a negative public perception
regarding the overhead lines, expased comnections, and
potential EMF radiation. This perception can make permitting
difficuit or impossible.

8. Distributed Padmounted Subsration

This paper's intent is to focus on “distributed padmounted
substations®. Fust as the mix of generation on & utility system
now includes an array of “distributed generation™, a uhility's
substation base can apply a similar concept. Although there is
ne strict definition, these substations are usuelly defined as
using an underground source to a smal (1020 MVvaA)
substation. The wnderground source is gither a higber (25 or
33 KV) distribution voltage or a transmission level voltage,
The equipraent is padmounted and deadfront. It is typically
sited right at a new load growth er development area that
cannot be served by the existing distribution systemy, ¥ can be
as simple as a coflection of padmount equipment boxes,
perhaps withent 2 fance (sce Example #1). If a higher
distribution voltage is wsed for the source it can be an
“express feeder” from an sxisting large subsiation, and need
uot be a voltuge aiready on the vtility s systeny. Since CXpIess

Pregented to the 2002 {EEE Real Electric Power Canference, Colorado Springs, CO, May 57, 2002
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feeders serve no customers along the way, it is possible to use
this unique voitage without truly imtroducing anather service
voltage 1o the utility.

Substations are not distribarted today due to the high fixed
cost of a traditional substation, The costs of fencing, real
estaty, excavation, and open buswork are
proportional to the MVA requirements of the station,
Distributed  substations become ecotiomically justifiable
when they become padmoanted. The individual stations can
be sized for the load being added, and instalied more easily
and less expensively.

IT. BeNERITS

I} Cost: It is difficult to compete costs of these two
approaches to substations becanse of the differences between
thens. A traditional substation may have twice the wapacity of
4 padmount installation, an elaborate relaying scheme, and a
control building. Althouph & distributed padmounted
substation may not even have s fence, it may have electronic,
vacuum interruption high side protection versus sitnple power
fuses in en overbead design (s shown in Fig.1).

Severel projects for which costs were developed both ways
to serve the same load indicate that a padmounted substation
approach is often 35% less expensive than a traditional
Substation. Reduced material costa include mo “take-off
structure”, possibly ne fence or control building and less
expensive power equipment. ‘Toialicadts for &7 ciriiplire
PUITEHSE WD W 5 % THE By §350,000

)
e L
P

AitEdoneR ikt e Valie 0T defsigia Tat , E
install a traditional substation can justify the construction of a
distributed padmounted substation,

2) Approval Process: Overhead transmission tight-of ways
may be difficuit or impossible to cbiain in some places. If an
underground source is used, the right-of Weys required are
tmuch narrower or may already exist. Public, government and
regulstory review processes are simplified due the less
obtrusive, clern underground design. Permitting may even be
avoided altogether for some prajects if only distribution
voltages involved. G uddilion, 7 (HEFE™ T fwer BVIF

Withtdientively pddiiomicd st ltion:

3) Rellability: Service relinbility is improved since there ig
o exposure to weather. Underground construgtion avoids ice
and wind problems, and the entire installation is shielded
from lightning. Wildlife problems are greatly redueced with no
exposed cnergized parts, Outege resioration ig quicker
because spare equipment is easily transportable and relatively
lightweight, Utilizing single-phase regulators (which can be
bypassed) ingteed of fransformer LTCs comiributes to &

s a-nnﬂ%“—hn‘_“‘ﬁ.“l"_wwﬂ-

design that cen be operated with fewer outages, Additionally,
regulators monitor and comect each phese  wvoltage
individually. This jeads to improved regulation of feeders
with substantial single-phase load,

4) Skmplicity and Flexibillty: The simplicity and flexibility
of the distribuied padmounted substation is in its “building
block” approach. Much of the equipment i aveilable as
standard distribution  equipment and in meny different
configurations. These standard blocks can be lnid ont to
oreate & customized design by simply cantecting different
blocks. This results in a two-dimensicnal design that a
distribution planning engineer cari manage, Substation design
engineers are then freed up to focus on more complex work
instead. The flexibility of the building blocks yields: some
very different designs as shown in the attached examples,

Using iypical distrbution equipment means that
distribution crews may construct and maintain a-padmounted
substation. It is a big advantage for some utilities to have
distribution. crews (contracted or in-hause) able to complete
this work {see Fig. 2). The simple design and construction of
these substations with comman padmoaunted equipment
results in relatively short timelines, allowing wiilities to
complete projects more quickly and congistently,

There is also the flexibility to incerporate only part of this
entire concept on a project. Example #4 utilizes a typical
ovethoad transmission ling source, with the rest of the
smbsiation. built from padmounted components. In  this
example, existing overhead right-ofiway and the proximity of
neatby 46 KV overhead lines made this method ithe most cost
effective.
e

R ] 7

Fig. 2, Disixibution Personnel Tostalling Padmounted Substation

5} Safety: The safety of a padmounted substation is
increased because all equipment is deadfront; no exposed
cnergized parts exist. The equipment is aiso all hot-stick-
operable snd tamper-resistant, This offers no more rigk to the

custoners’ backyards. This degree of safety makes
padmounted substations safar for operating petsonsel, the
public and wildlife. The substation shown in Example #1 is
vear g gki arca, which commonly has 10 feet of snow on the

Presented to the 2002 [EEE Rurl Electric Power Conference, Colorado Springs, CD, May 5-7,2002
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ground. An energized bus at such a location could be a hazard
because both pecple and wildlife frequent the area.

6} Aesthedics: A completed Jistributed padmuunted
substinon looks like a ol6an Gollection of Boaes ia 4 field.
The low, profile and undergiound design are pleasiog i the
eye. This' makes them » beiwer it in . rsideitial - greag o5
espepially” at Tipsoslc tesorts’ and’ envirotimentilly sensitve
arcas,

IiT. EQUIPMENT

Expansion of the product scope of padmouated equipment
over the last twemly yesrs now makes an entirely padmounted
substation installation viable. All prodncts listod below can
be designed and certified to mest the tamper-resistance
criteria sot forth in ANST C57.12.28 — 1999 [1]. It iz common
practice to install squipment recting this standard without
any additional taraper protection (l.e. fence, enclosure, walls.)

1) Transformers: Padmomted transformers as large as 10
MVA are uow available. Primary voltages up to 69 KV are
possible, and vnits with secondary voltages from 4 kV to 25
kV can be designed to accommodate 1200 amps of secondary
line current. The paralleling of two or more of these
iransformers enhaaces reliability. The total MVA of the
station will be determined by load data and load Projections.
By dividing the required kVA amongst maltiple nnits, the
loss of u transformer does not mean a long-term outage. The
load ¢an likely be carried by the remaining units, at least until
loads have grown into the original projections.

For primary voltages up to 35 LV, integral primary
overcurrent  protecton i aveilable for  these large
padmounted transformers. A vacuam interrupter can be bullt
into the transformer tark, providing overload and fanlt
protection. This dsvice typically has an interruption rating of
12 k4. This rating can sometimes be increased to 50 kA by
the addition of partial-range cutrent-limiting fusing in serics
with the isterrupter, dependiog oo the exact voltage and
current ratings required.

2) Cormectors: Deadfront primary connectors are common
and modestly priced for units with primary voltages up to 35
kV. 600 amp deadfront comnectors are commonly used to
connect the variows pieces of equipment in the snbstation,
These connectors can be certified to 9004, operation with the
use of all copper compocents. Deadfroat pritary connectors
are available for 46 KV and 69 kV applications as well. The
cost of such connectors is substantial (over $1500 per
bushing cormection), but if nnderground 46 kV or 69 kV
cable is already a requirement of the installation, this
connection method may prove o be the most economical,

J) Switchgear: Padmannted switchgear may be used to
accomplish e]l the switching needs it & substation. The many

configurations offered provide a lot of fexibility. They can
substitute as a bus and can even provide a bug tie switch
(sbown in all of the examples). Using vacqum switches, they
allow either antometic or manual transfer from a preferred to
an altemate sonrce, These switches have fult cwrrent ratings
of 12-16 kKA. Continuous current ratings of 600 amps are
commnion, and usits capuble of carrying 800 amps are
possible. -

Padmounted switchgear with overcureent protection can be
used for high side protection and/or ontgoing  feeder
protection. Mudtiple feeders may be protected by a single
pisce of vacuum interrupter gear, utilizing an industry-
standard confipuraticn. If feeders leuving the substation
become overhead lines at some point, padmormted vacium
reclosers can be installed to offer transient fanlt protection,
Micro-processor based controls in these devices provide
precision control of TCC curve profile and mininwm trip
levels,

4) Repgularors: Voltage coatrol for a padmonntad
substation is available by using padmounted single-phass
siep-voltage regulators (sec Pig. 3). These devices contain
the same components nsed in structure~-mounted substation
regulators, except that the source, load, and source-load
bushings are deadfront style, capable of carrying up to 600
amps. Single-phase regulators affer independent phase
voliage cootrol, and bypass/replacement without service
interruption to customers, unlike LTC voltage control oo a
ponver transformer,

Fig. 5. Paimmmted Regulator

3} Capacitors: Feeder power-factor correction may also be
bandled within the padmounted substation since several
vendors supply padmounted capacitor banks,

6 Reaclors: 1f a reduction in the available fimlt cnrrent s

required, it is possible to install padmaunted reactors as part
of the substation.

Prescated to fhe 2002 IEER Rucal Eleciric Power Conference, Colorado Springs, CO, May 5-7, 2002
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features. These antomation capabilities and mtelligence are
“disttibuted” out to the individual contro] boxes, potentiaily
climinating the need for a control house or dispatch operator
involvement,

Some of the available features include:

Individual feeder metering capability
Graphizel logic prograunming snd oscillography
Digital or Analog SCADA communication and control

IV, LIMITATIONS

1} K¥V4 Size Thls application lends itself to the § - 20
MVA range. If MVA requirements are larger than that,
equipment and load flow problems exist Padmouit
transformers sre available up to TOMVA (paralleled to obiain
20MVA). The regulators are available up to 600 amps.
Currying loads larger than 20 MVA for aty comsiderable
distance is difficult using a distribution voltage.

2} Primary Voltage Level: 35 kV may be considered a
maximum for several reasons. Migh side protection
equipment is difficult to find in 4 deadfront, padmoimted
package above 35 kV. The switching equipment and
deadfront terminations are also much more affordable at 35
kV and below. Deadfront arresters are available up to 35 kV.
These issucs may creste an incentive to use a higher-
distribution voltage express feeder (35 KV or less) so that
distribution-class equipment and terminations can be nsed.

If & radial, cxpress feeder is used, then the overcurrent
protection at the origin of that line can act as both Iine
protection and high side protection to the distributed
subsiation. This would eliminate the need of a high side
protection device in the padmounted sobstation, and would
promote the use of 46 or 69 kV 23 the express foeder voliage.

3) Fanit Current: Although some padmouated equipment
is available with an interrupting rating of 16 kA, the majority
of padmount switching equipment s limited to g 12 kA
interrupt rating. If required, pedmount reactors may be
installed, or higher fault-curreat withstand switches may be
availabie. If the transformer is the first piece of gear in the
tnstallation (as skown in Example 4), fault current to the
switches is Kmited by the transformer impedance.

V. APPLICATIONS

The distributed padmounted substation is not 8 concept that
replaces the traditional substation as a standard, It should be
considered as an option for specific projects, where a
traditional substation may not be the best fit As a niche
application, it has proven to be atiractive to even large
utilities. Some comtmon applications of this conoept include:

e __.,_.._ = e
|

Exclasive Resorts — Aesthetics are very fmportant
at upscale resorts where properiy prices are high,
Many of these customers demsnd underground
construction anyway, Resorts are quite ofteri large
loads in isolated locations, making 5 good fit for the
express feeder concept (see Example #1),

Stepdown Applications - The distritnied
padmounted design can convemiently be nsed to
create 4 stepdown substation. These are used )
interconnect different distribution systems versos
installing 9 new high voltage transmission substation
(8ec Example #3).

Estreme Clltistes — Applications st ski areas,
constal areas, and high vontamination areas (salt or
highway de-icing agent) are all good applications,

Environiientally Sensitive Areds = Plices such as
State or-Natiomi} Patks and other highly scenic dreas
arc godd camididstes Even some  residental
neighibothoods have' asstherio reqbirements thar
Justisy thid type of constriction

Pregented to the 2002 {EEE Rural Electric Power Conference, Coloradn Bprings, CO, May 5-7, 20072
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334 KV

5 MVA Patmouited
Tranéfarmers  TVACIIA Ruskenrs RVAC-13A
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VI. CONCLUSION

Distributed padmounted substations have benefitted those
utilities who have installed them. Placing only the required
MVA of gubstation in close proximity to the load requiring it
postpones or eliminates the need to install a larger, traditional
substation,

There are numerons benefits ag compared to a traditional
substation. The benefits include:

Decreased costs (often 35%).

Construction epproval is casier, due to marrower right-of-
ways and fimproved aesthetics,

Greater reliabikity, due to reduced exposure to extreme
weather,

Simplicity and flexibility of design, doe to  two-
dimensional “building block” approach,

Improved safety, due to deadfront construstion and
underground cable comnections,

Improved acsthetics, due to the lower profile ang
uncbtrusive appearance of padmounted equipment.

The application of this concept is limited by the voliage
and ampacity limits of padmounted equipment. A 20 MVA
installation i8 the practical meaximum size, with a maximum
primary voltage of 69 kV. The available fault ctirent on the
secondary side (and perhaps the primary side, depending on
the design) of the installation must be kept below 12 kA,

Some particularly good applications for this concept are
near resorts, in extreme climates, in environmentally sensitive
areas, or &5 & commection point between distributions systems.
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Exhibit 7

Schematic for the Padmounted Distribution Station
and

The Summary Report of the consultants
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MDUSTRIRLTRANSFORMER Reference:
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Pay Terms: Payment with Order

QUOTE # SO-12980

www.maddoxtransformer.com Quote To: Ship To:
sales@maddoxtransfermer.com Integrated Envirenmental Technelogies
800-270-2011

Prices valid for 30 days. Subjoct to prior sale. Payment terms offared on this

Description Qty Price Amaount
* New 2500 KVA 3-Ph Substation Transformer 1.0 38,005.00 Each 38,005.00
High Valtage: 34500 Delta
Low Voltage: 4800 Deita
HY Taps: 2 - 2.5% Above and Below
Fluid: Mineral Cil
Frequency: 60 Hz
Temperature Rise: 65°C
Features and Accessories
-Standard PRV
-Drain Valve with Sampler
-Liguld Leve!
-Thermarmeter
Lead-time: Ships within 12 - 14 weeks ARO
Freight Allowed: Transportation within contiguous U.5. via LTL truck (5-7 day 1.0 0.00 Each 0.00
service) will be paid by MIT.
3 Year Warranty 1.0 0.00 Each 0.00
Quote Lines - Additional Cost Total Quote
Before Tax 38,005.00 Before Tax 0.00 Before Tax 38,005.00
Tax 0.00 Tax 0.00 Tax 0.00
Total 38,005.00 Total 0.00 Total 38,005.00
Notes:

Printed: 12/02/2016

etals at; www.maddoxtransformer.com/documants

quote ans cortigent on an established aceount in good standing. SALES TAXES, if applicable,
may be added upless an exemption cenlificate is provided with purchase onder, Enclosed photos may not represent finished product, Made-10-Crtler units are not refundable.
Maddox Industrial Transformer's Standard Terms & Conditions apply, see d
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November 8, 2016

Analysis of LADWP Coastal Permit Application 18-14 and Underground and
Padmounted Allernatives
By Integrated Environmental Technoiogies (IET)

INTRODUCTION

Sunset Boulevard is a Scenic Highway. Thousands of people travel this
route either out of necessity or for pleasure. This Includes tourists and
Southern Californians, who love to travel this route just for the pure
enjoyment of driving down “Sunset Blvd ”

Placing a Pole Top Distribution Station (PTDS} in proximity to Sunset is
not in keeping with a Scenic Highway. The distribution sub-station should
be placed underground to ihe ‘maximum extent feasible” or pad-mounted
with appropriate screening. Nowhere in the application or staff report
show that the LADWP actually undertook an actual analysis to place the
distribution station underground, other than to say that it would be
complex and water intrusion issues do exist. Howeaver, pad-mounted
technology exists, which keeps vital equipment above ground, without
water intrusion. Attached hereto as Exhibit “A” is a CAD schematic of a
pad-mounted solution which includes the specifications for the pad-
mounted equipment with equivalent service and performance parametars
as the PTDS proposed by the LADWP. The LADWP did not consider a
pad-mounted station at all.

The General Plan also provides that where undergrounding is not feasible,
then the utilities should be screened. Painting the poles is neot screening.
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Planning the distribution at grade with a fence and landscaping is
screening.

AESTHETICS

COsST

®*

This nelghborhood is very concerned about the quality of life, views, and
community values,

The large pole top facility in this area would be a blight on the area.

Are there any other areas where this would less visible?

Sunset is designated as a scenic road, with a 500" area of proteclion.

LADWP stated thare is not sufficient room for undergrounding, but the LADWP
did not look at the Pad-mounted distribution station solution at all,

LADWP hss said that undergrounding would be more expensive, but has not
shown an ‘actual cost review and the LADWP did not review pad-mounted
equipment at all.

LADWP states that they have delayed a permarent hew station, due to their lack
of action, but they will spend funds for a temporary fix. Ifthe LADWP is going fo
spend funds on & fix which although temporary could ba there for a few years, i
should be done correctly and a pad-mounted distribution station is & superior
solution.

Although the LADWP has various-policies which impact the cost of a project like
the PTDS or s pad-mounied alternative, based on aur expefience in the area, we
believe thal the pad-mounted alternative set forth in Exhibit A could be
constructed for approximately $100,000.00 (this would be an approximate cost if
constructed by a private utility service).

SAFETY

Pole top equipment is more exposed to weather and nature.

Pad mounts are more reliable, particularly with coastal air/weather, ang no
exposed electrical parts.
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*» Electre Magnetic Fields (EMF) concerns on the new instafiation are less with a
pad-mounted system.

SCHEDULE

* The briefing document from LADWR states that the PTDS is needed by the
summer of 2016. However, it is now November and the LADWP made it through
the summer of 20186, so it appears that it is not an emergency or a project that is
needed on a rush basis as originally stated.

* LADWP states that this is temporary, until a permanent station can be
built. However, they do not give an end date. In fact, a permanent station could
take a decade or more 1o complete. What is the actual schedule? A pad-
mounted solution would be preferable in the event that the distribution station
needs to be in use for more than a couple of years.

COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIP
« Time should be allowed ta build a community consensus and partnership.
» The neighboring properties, school, local community, Community Council, and
Council Office should all be involved in the solution with LADWP.

+ There can also be longer term benefits to this parinership related to locating the
actual substation that the LADWP intends to construct,

RECOMMENDATIONS

e The PTDS should be relocated or installed underground or at a minimum pad-
mounted and appropriately screened with landscaping or fencing in order to
blend into the scenery and be consistent with the residential character and
coastal location of the same.

o Exhibit A is a design of a potential pad-mounted distribution station that should
be considered by the LADWP.
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Flectric Works of Zurich
Oerlikon Substation
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The rising demand for electricity and a need for a continuously

stable power supply were the driving forces behind the decision
to build a new substation in the city of Zurich.
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BAGERRUNED

Zurich is 8 boaming ¢ity and one of the
mast rapidly growling in Switzerland,
The power grid needs to be stable and
produgs enaugh capagity to provide
enargy conshstenily to the mora than
400,000 rasidents of Zutich, To expand
that capacity, the Electric Works of
Zurich, or ewz, launchad s project to
create a substation that would convert
voltege from 150ky to 22kv - & mors
modern standard, The structure was
stated to be located in 8 part of the city
called, Oerliken, hence the name of the
substation.
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Because land Is scarce in Zurich,
ewz was challenged ¥ construct
the Oerliken substation three stories

underground. And they designed

8 building to sit on fop of iha sfte

that would inciude space for offices
wlth cloakrooms, treining facilities
and common rooms for mara than

40 Eiectric Warks employees, And,
since most of the structure would be
subterranean, the project demanded
the vary best civil englnear]ng Amoﬂg

“ather ehellenges the pTOJPGt posed the

cnnstru ct:an Site was prabiarnatm given

Hat, Thgion's puor “Subsoil anu mgh fgve]
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grotingwater | Mahing tic substaticn
wWalerproof-was, peediess 10 say,
<hifical! After reieasing p public tender
for the project, ewz chose Poyry as the
general planner, given the broad range
of expertisa needed ta pull of such a
tachnically demanding project
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Ptyry began work on the undenground
substation that had a number of speclal
features, One of those included a
viewing area that would allow visitors
fram the Building above to look through
a glass anclosure to see the swiichgears
at work below. P8yry also facad the
challenge of implementing the complex
waste heat utilisation system for the
transiormers.

Fo contain the ghound water sumounding
the struicire. Poyryidesignéd 2 doubia
walt structite toénsure safe oparations
at'Oerfikon At different periods during
the executlon of Qerlikon, tegms of up

10 20 project managars, enginears and
other technical staff from Péyry wera
dedicatad 10 the praject,

TEHZPIS

Besides providirig Zurich with a more
consistent power suurce for the next
100 years and beycnd, the Oerliken
substation Is also reducing CO,
consumption for future generations,
Traditionat Insulation for switchgears
calls far environmentally harmful

sulfur hexaflucride (SFE) gas. But the
Qarlikon substation will use a new type
of Insolating gas technology (developed
and deliverad by ABB.) This innovative
approach will lower graenhause gases by
up to 50 percent through the lifecycle of
the switchgear used at Qerlikor.

And thanks to the subterranean design
of the substation, Zurich will get more
power and more space for cormmercial
and residential use. The site wili also
sarve as a showease for municipal
governmenit, allowing local residents

to tour the substation or simply viewin
through tha gallary.
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COUNTY CLERK'S URE CITY OF LOS ANGELES CITY CLERK'S USE
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 395, TITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNLA 99012
CALIFORNIA ENYIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION
(Clty CEQA Guldelined)

Sobmission of this form i optiohal, The form shall be filed with the County Clerk, 12400 imperia? Highwiy, Norwalk, CA 90850, pwrmumt fo Public Resosror
Codg Soction 21152(b). Parsuant to Public Besowees Code Seation £1168(d), the Bling of ihis netics wirts 4 35-day statute of Hrritstlons on Cout chellenges to
. spproval of $he peciect, Felhar ko file the wotioe teeubis i the shmsis of Tineltations belng exiended to 150 days.

LEAD CITY AGENCY AND ADDRESS: COUNCIL DISTRICT

Los Anpeles Department of Water and Power (LADPW) 11
111 W, Hope Streat, Robm 1044
Los Angeles, CA 90013

PROJECT TITLE LOG REFERENCE
Pole-Top Distribution Station Instaliations, Pscific Palisades Commuuity
PROJECT LOCATION

Two pole-top distribution stations (PTD Staticos) will be constructed ot two sttes in the Pacific Palisades community of the City of

Loz Angeles: (1) near the intersection of Sunset Boulevard at Marquez Avenue; and (2) newr ihe intersection of Temescal Canyor at
Sunset Boulevard.

DESCRIFTION OF NATURE, PURPOSE, AND BENEFICIARIES OF PROJECT: The project consists of the construction
two temiporary PTD Stations in the Pacific Palisades community of the City of Los Angeles. These PTD Stgticos are needed
temporarily relieve the worzening and on-going ovetloading of Distribation Station 29 and the twee 4,800 volls circuits th
currsptly serve the Pacific Palisades commmunity. These termyporary PTD Stations are needed notil a permanent distribution

can be constructed and placed inte service. Historical circuit data indicates that the existing system in the Pacific Palisades will
be able to suitsbly serve the community duting heat gtorms predicted for the 2016 surmmer season, Once constructed, the
Stations will provent power outages, limit cutage durations, reduce fire risk associated with the overloaded circuits, and
power quelity for Pacific Palismies customess. Construction of the overhead components of the PTD Statlom will take
approximately two to three weeks, Construction for the underground portions of ths PTD Stations will take additional time.

Y

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT PERSON AREA CODE | YELEPHONE NUMBER | EXT.
Charles C. Holloway, Mamager of Environmental 213-367-1745
Plamming and Assessment

EXEMET BTATUS:.
Categorical Exemnption umder CEQA Guidelines scetion 15303
Statutery Bxemption under Public Resources Code section 21680(b)4)

JUSTIFACATION FOR PROJECY EXEMPTIONS: The proposed fstailation of fwo PTT3 Stations in the Padifc Paiisads
commuonily i exempt from review under the Class 3 catégorical exemption for the construction of small structiures, inclodin
“glectrical , , . and other utility extensions, indluding stroet improvements, of reasonable length to serve such constructlon.” (CEQ
Guidefines, § 15303.) The propesed PTD Stations also qualify under the statutory exemption for emefgency projects, since t
installation of PTD Stations is necessary to prevent or reduce the frequency of significant and lengthy outapes in the Pacific
Palisades communily, reduce the oxisting fire tisk associated with the constant overloading of thrse citouits secving the ares, and
ensure that sssentiad public services within the community are not without power, (Pub. Resources Code, § 21080(b)(4).)

IF FILED BY APFLICANT, ATTACH CERTIFIED DOCUMENT OF EXEMPTION FINDING
SIGNATURE T DATE

_ , May 25, 2016
M é Mu—ﬁ Manager of Environmentsl Planniug and Assessment
ay
PT N0

Charies C. Hollow

FER: §75.00 RECEPT NO, RECDBY T DATE
THIS NOYICE WAS PUSTED —_— 1mfﬁ1
City ) Agncry Rucoed
R R AR
LD

Forin Gen, |s?§hlnfmn
ON _ Way 25 2016

1444380, UNTIL  Jung &7 2016

B E. i, =Ty far
REGISTHAR ~ RECORDERICOUNTY LLERK —m

Wiealkr 2
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Brunelle
By LAII&.P;L}I:&SWMHAL

he winning theme for the 2015 Pa-
! cific Palisades Fourth of July Parade
bas been chosen: " Paifsades Parade:

Pride! Passionl Patriotism!™

Subtnitted 1o the Palissdés Americanism
Parade Associntion (PAPA) by business
women and Jongtime Palisodisn Joyce
Brinelle, the idea was chosen from abont
25 entries.

Brunelle, who swells with Palisades pride,
has been attendlng the parade since she
raaved here from Brentwood with her hs-
band, Michael, 17 years ago.

“There is a wonderfial sense of commu-
ity here she says, And she loves the
Ppride that people show towards the 1owa
all year long,

Ses storh Poge 4).

Wms Paradé Th

we shouldn't have elephunts in the parade”

g 87
Fomi=—

A

witet 1951 Fond Jor g dad e .
P Bt sl

“T{zel pasionately shout this place” says
Bronelle, whose parade theme idea was in-
spired by the volunteers who kecp the com-

munity going, She clites Marge and Bob -

Gold, who manage the Village Gréen, and
Fio Eifant, who has educated generations of
Palisadiansabout emergency preparedness,
as shining examples of people who have
given so much back to the Palisades, She
alsp praises the hard work and dedieation

of other lncal pillars, including Chanher 3
of Coramerce CEQ Atnle Wishnick and

native Palisadlan Rich Wilken, who both
Play importat roles on the PAPA board,

Brunelle recalls the first Fourth of July
parade she viewed 282 new resident, “These
was dn elephant in the parade, followed by
aman deaning up after the elephany, fol-
lowad by & woman holding np a sign saying

P

Ty
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Jopee Brisneile

-] State Rejects DWP’s Bid

For Los Liones Property

By SUE PASGOE
Editor

he State of California hag rejected

LADWE' plea to buy state park

land at 1,03 Liones Gateway Yerk for
the proposed Distribieting Station 104 in
western Pacific Palisades.

In a March 2 letter io the DWR, Caltfor-
nia Department of Parks and Recreation
Superintendent-Angeles District Coalg Sap
wrote; “We can not support. the sale of this
important paroel of state park land for the
industrial use you have pmposed

Sap akn referenced letters dated October
2010 and Pebruary 2013, in which DWP
had made a similar request, but the state
had also rejected.

The superimendent s2id that before the
CDPR can sell any park land, it must first
find that property is surplus. “Due to the

acquisition history of the Los Liones par-

cel, the subsequent [ntense community
involyement in its restoration and the tig-

Contest
s

L

=

. W
Photor Steliy Pascme
She appreciated that everyone’s ideas could
be expressed—then snd now.
As the theme winner, Brunelle will be
tiding in the parade with her daughter, Dr,
Alice Nesselrods, son-In-law Clark Nesyel-

| Todt and two-year-old grandson Von,

She’s already an experienced parade
participaut, having first walked with her
dog, Yogi, in the Patriotic Pups Brigade in
1998. When ghe rode in the parade the
past two years as Charoher president with
her son Leo, she was thrilled thet peaple
were continvally calling ovt her name.
When net in the parade, Branelle enjays
watching from varipus locales alony the

{Coniinued on Page 4)

aificant westavent we have made in im-

‘provement and development of the entire

site from the end of Los Liones Drive to
Sunset Boulevard, it is impossible for us
to make that findlng.”

Sap's four-page letter detailed the chro-
xology of the elte resloration and alse noterd
that in additlon to the DWP's atternpt 1o
puschasethe land, prior attempts had been
made by Tenple Kehillat farael and tha Pal-
isades-Makibi: TMCA in 1991; The Four
Square Church in 1999; and the Chabad of
Pacific Palisades In 2009,

“Bach time our response has beey that
tbe property is not surphos and cannot be
sol for any other putpose than that for
which it was scquired: recreation and trgil
aceess,” Sap wrote,

e concluded: “In summary, CDPR will
not entertain the sale ofa portion of lower
Los Liones Canyon in Topanga State Park
to the LADWE. Any forther exploration of
this option by the LADWP would be couu-
terproductive to your goal of expeditiondy
serving yonr commanity's energy needs.”

DWP spokesperson: Carol Tucker was
contacted by the Pafisades Newsabout the
letter. "LADWP will be looking for alter-
maie sites,” sbe replied.

A new power distributing station is
needed in the Palissdes becsuse the sxisting
distributing station (D5 29), Iocatad at Via
dela Paz and Smset, is working ar it ca-
Dpacity. According to the DWE, the starion-—
built {n 1337—will exceed its capacity
within the next six years due to incressing
electricity demand, which has grown par-
ticularly in the Marquez ares,

After an dotery abont the proposed sta-
tion going on land owned by DWP next 10
Marquex Elementary School’s lowsr yard, &
15-member task force wes formed in coop-
eratinn with LAUSD and former Clty Coun-
cilman Bill RosendahTs office, The group
et biweakly statting in 2612 and identified
15 possible sites, phcing the top fous dtes
into tier one two were near Pasen Miramar
off Vir Nichals, one was hetween the upper
Bal-Air Aay Club and Maliba Village and
the fivurth wes the old Bernheimer Gardens
siie ofF Sunset. Thase sites were considered
1o heve the lowast community impact.

The second tier of five shtes, tncliding the
Los Liones park land, were congidered al-
ternate sites. The third tier of six sites were
considered unscceptable and inclucied the
land owned by DWP next to Marques.

‘Tucket was asked 1F the DWP had ex-
plored the Tier 1 sites. "We don’t have any
Farther information om the project right
now," she said on May 13.

Yisit: ladwrp.com/ D5 104,
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BOARC OF PUBLIC WORKS
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CALIFORNIA
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COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION NO. 16-14
FINAL STAFF REPORT

(Under authority of the California Coastal Aet, § 30600(b) of the California Public Resources Code,

and Chapter 1, Article 2, § 12.20.2 of the Los Angeles City Municipal Code)

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Title: Inter. @ Sunset Blvd @ Marquez.
Ave

Applicants: Department of Water and Power

Project Location:
Council District: 11
Community: Brentwood-Pacific Palisades
District: West Los Angeles

A. Project Description:

The project is located in the public right-of-way
parallel with Sunset Boulevard, near the
intersection with Marquez Avenue and Marquez
Place, within the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades
Community Plan (Figurel. Project Vicinity Map
and Figure 2. Aerial Overview).

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
(LADWP) installed a temporary Pole-Top
Distribution Station (PTDS) on Sunset Boulevard
near Marquez Avenue in the Pacific Palisades
commuuity.

The project consists of two 61-foot high, 18.4-inch
diameter poles, a platform measuring 26°0” x 7’5",
three (3) 833-KVA transformers measuring 6°9™ 1all
x 4’7" wide, cross arms, circuit breakers, switches,
and a controller. The project also requires the
installation of an underground vault, conduits, and
cables. The underground substructure will be

AN EQUL EMPLOYMENT CPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

comnected to the PTDS via underground cable
terminations. The underground substructure
consists of approximately 1,000° of trench for
conduit installation with a 94 X 174>
substructure near the PTDS. The trench will be
from two existing substructures on Marquez and
Sunset to the new substructure and the PTDS. The
PTDS is designed, constructed and maintained to
meet or exceed California Public Utility
Commission (CPUC) safety rules and regulations.
The PTDS would be temporary, and will be
removed ouce a new permanent distribution station
is operational. The PTDS is not a permanent
solution for the need to provide adequate power
service for the Palisades community.

All applicable regulations will be incorporated into
and adhered to per standard procedures.

B. Project Background:

“Currently, the power load in Pacific Palisades is
being distributed by a single distribution station,
Distribution Station 29 (DS-29), constructed almost
80 years ago. The heaviest power load is also being
distributed on circuits that are furthest away from
D8-29, which negatively impacts reliability for the
entire avea. There is no space at DS-29 to build
mote capacity, and LADWP has not yet selected a
site for a new D.S. As a temporary measure to
relieve three overloaded 4,800 volts circuits that
currently serve the Pacific Palisades community,
Distribution ~ Construction and Maintenance
{DC&M) proposes to install two PTD Stations. To
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_prevent power outages, limit outage durations, and
improve power quality for our Pacific Palisades
customers. Without the PTD Stations, the next
unscheduled outage that occurs due to natural
causes Or equipment failures, may last for several
hours or days until permanent circuit repairs may be
completed” (Ref. 9). Public services and facilities
in the areas include the Pacific Palisades Medical
Group, Pacific Palisades Veterinary Clinic, and
fifteen (15) schools.

C. Praject Cost:

The project cost is approximately $930,000.00.
B. Previous Coastal Commission Actions:

None.

IL. REGULATORY BASIS FOR REVIEW
Al Local Coastal Program

PRC § 3600(b) allows local governments fo
assume authority to issue coastal development
permits within its jurisdiction before certification of
its local coastal program and the Project is within
the City Engineer’s jurisdiction (LACMC § 12.20.2
¢t seq.). The application filed with the City
Engineer was deemed adequate.

The Coastal Commission has the responsibility to
review proposals for development in the Pacific
Palisades coastal zone for compliance with the
California Coastal Act of 1976,

The City of Los Angeles does not have a certified
Local Coastal Program. However, after certification
of the Local Coastal Program, permit processing
procedures for coastal permits in the Pacific
Palisades coastal zone are controlled by the Coastal
Act and the California Code of Regulations. The
City’s permit issuing ordinances must be certified
as part of the Local Implementation Plan. After
certification of the Local Coastal Program hy the
Coastal Commission, the authority of the Coastal
Commission is limited to development within the
retained or original jurisdiction and to appeals of
locally issued coastal development permits.

The Coastal Commission will also retain
Jurisdiction over amendments to coastal
development permits that it approved before
certification of the Local Coastal Program. Section
30519(a) of the Coastal Act provides that, except
for appeals to the commission (as provided in
Section 30603} after a Local Coastal Program, or
any portion thereof, has been certified and all
implementing actions have become effective, the
development review authority provided for in
Chapter 7 (commencing with Section 30600) of the
Coastal Act shall no longer be exercised by the
Coastal Commission and shall at that time be
delegated to the local government that is
implementing the Local Coastal Program,

Section 30519(b) states that 30519(a) does not
apply to development proposed or undertaken on
any tidelands, submerged lands, or on public trust
lands, The Commission alsa retains jurisdiction
over costal development permits that were

previously approved by the Commission as well as
amendments to such permits.

The temporary Pole-Top Distribution Station
project is located within the California Coastal
Zone which is considered ‘single coastal
jurisdiction® (i.e., the Coastal Zane of the City of
Los Angeles alone). This project must be
authorized by a coastal development permit
processed pursuant to the requirement of the
Coastal Act. The PTDS is considered development,
as defined in Section 30106 of the Coastal Act.
Section 30106 of the Coastal Act states:

“Development” means, on land, in or under water,
the placement or erection of any solid material or
structure; discharge or disposal of any dredged
material or of any gaseous, liquid, solid, or thermal
waste; grading, removing, dredging, mining, or
extraction of any maiterials; change in the density
or intensity of use of land, including, but not limited
to, subdivision pursuant to the Subdivision Map Act
(commencing with Section 66410 of the
Government Code), and any other division of land,
including lot splits, except where the land division
is brought about in connection with the purchase of
such land by a public agency for public
recreational use; change in the intensity of use of
water, or of access thereto; construction,
reconstruction, demolition, alteration of the size of

Bureau of Engineering
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any structure, including any facility of any private,
public, or municipal wtility; and the removal or
harvesting - of major vegetation other tham
agricultural purposes, kelp harvesting, and timber
operations which are in accordance with a timber
harvesting plan submitted pursuant to the provision
of the Z’berg-Nejedly Forest Practice Act af 1973
(commencing with Section 4511).

B. Coagstal Guidelines

In accordance with the provisions of Section 30620
of the Pnhlic Resources Code; and, in order to
sustain the findings contained in Section 12.20.2-
G(c) of the Municipal Code which requires a review
and consideration of “...Interpretative Guidelines
for Coastal Planning and Permits...”, the State
Coastal Commission has issued Interpretative
Guidelines for the South Coast Region of Los
Angeles including certain subareas of the City of
Los Angeles. These subareas are defined as Pacific
Palisades, Venice, Playa Del Rey, San Pedro and
Wilmington, However, following prevailing case
law (e.g., Pacific Legal Foundation v. Coastal
Commission (1982) 33 Cal3d 158), the City
Engineer’s determination is based on the cited
provisions of the California Coastal Act and other
legally established laws and regulations.

C. Tssuwes of Legal Adequacy of the Application

None.
II. STAFF FINDINGS

Six findings are required in order for a Coastal
Development Permit to be issued. The six findings
are:

(1) That the development is in conformity with
Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of 1976
(commencing with Section 30200 of the California
Public Resources Code).

(2) That the permitted development will not
prejudice the ability of the City of Los Angeles to
prepare a Local Coastai Program that is in
conformity with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal
Act of 1976.

(3) That the Inferpretative Guidelines for Coastal
Planning and Permits as established by the

California Coastal Commission dated Febroary 11,
1977 and any subsequent amendments thereto have
been reviewed, analyzed, and considered in the
light of the individnal project in making its
determination.

(4) That the decision of the permit granting
authority has been guided by any applicable
decision of the California Coastal Commission
pursnant to Section 30625(c) of the Public
Resources Code.

(5) If the development is located between the
nearest public road and the sea or shoreline of any
body of water located within the coastal zone, that
the development is in conformity with the public
access and public recreation policies of Chapter 3
of the California Coastal Act of 1976.

(6) Any other finding or findings as may be
required for the development by the California
Environmental Quality Act.

Staff finds as follows:

1. The development is in conformity with
Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of 1976
(commencing with Section 30200 of the
California Public Resonrces Code).

In addition to the policies discussed above, Chapter
3 of the California Coastal Act of 1976 provides:

a) MARINE ENVIRONMENT (Article 4, of
Chapter 3 of Public Resources Code, Sections
30230 throngh 30237)

Sections 30230 and 30231 state:

Section 30230. Marine resources shall be
maintained, enhanced, and where feasible,
restored. Special protection shall be given to areas
and species of special biological or economic
significance. Uses of the marine environment shall
be carried out in a manrer that will sustain the
biological productivity of coastal waters and that
will maintain healthy populations of all species of
marine  organisms  adequate for long-term
commercial,  recreational,  scientific,  and
educational purposes.

Section 30231. The biological productivity and the
quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands,

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

The project is not expected to impact any coastal
waters, wetlands, estnaries or lakes. No marine
resources exist within or adjacent to the project site.

The project consists of a temporary Pole-Top
Disiribution Station (PTDS) on Sunset Boulevard in
the public right-of-way, in the Pacific Palisades
community, The project also requires the
installation of an underground vault, conduits, and
cables.

Project construction will not involve transport of
hazardous substances and, thus, there will be no
spillage of crude oil, gas, petroleum products, or
hazardous substances as prohibited by PRC Section
30232. The project will not involve the diking,
filling, or dredging of open coastal waters (PRC
Section  30233), commercial fishing and
recreational boating facilities (PRC Sections 30234
and 30234.5), constructing  revetments,
breakwaters, or other construction altering the
natural shoreling (PRC Section 30235). The project
does not alter rivers or streams and, therefore, does
not affect water supply and flood control (PRC
Section 30236). PRC Section 30237 relates to
Orange County wetlands and therefore does not

apply.

b) LAND RESOURCES (Article 5 of Chapter 3 of
Public Resources Code, Sections 30240 through
30244)

Sections 30240 and 30244 state:

Section 30240.

{a} Environmentaliy sensitive habitat areas shall be
protected against any significant disruption of

habitat values, and only uses dependent on those
resources shall be allowed within those areas.

Bureau of Engineering

(8) Development in areas adjacent to environ-
mentally sensitive habitat aveas and parks and
recreation areas shall be sited and designed to
prevent impacts which would significantly degrade
those areas, and shall be compatible with the
continuance of those habitat and recreation areas.
Section 30244. Where development would adversely
impact archeological or paleontological resources
as identified by the State Historic Preservation
Officer, reasonable mitigation measures sholl be
required.

The project site contains no. environmentally
sensitive habitat areas and does not coniuin
agricultural land or soils or timberland.

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDEW), California Natural Diversity Database
{CNDDB) indicates that ten(10) endangered or
threatened species occur or have occurred
historically within the Topanga Topographical
Quadrangle of the 7.5-minute series map (See
Attachment A). The project site does not provide
suitable habitat for the species in question.
Therefore, no impact to candidate, sensitive, or
special status species wonld occur as a result of
construction or operation of the project,

The project invelved removal of four eucalyptus
trees, of approximately 22-24 feet in height.
LADWP will coordinate with the Urban Forestry
Division of the Department of Public Works,
Bureau of Street Services to ensure replacement of
removed frees, and any other requirements as
determined by the Bureau.

The project site is within an area of known
archaeological resources. The project is in the

public right of way, which has already been
developed and disturbed.

However, to ensure cultural resources are protected,
measures shall be implemented as outlined in the
permit conditions in Section V of this report.

¢) DEVELOPMENT (Article 6 of Chapter 3 of
Public Resources Code, Sections 30250 through
30255)

Coastal Act Sections 30251, 30252, 30253 and
30254 state:

Section 30251. The scenic and visual qualities of
coastal areas shall be comsidered and protected as
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a resowrce 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. New development in highly scenic
areas such as those designated in the California
Coastline Preservation and Recreation Plan
prepared by the Department of Parks and
Recreation and by local government shall be
subordinate to the character of its setting.

The project consists of two 61-foot high, 18.4-inch
diameter poles, a platform measuring 26°0” x 7°5”,
three (3) 833-KVA transformers measuring 6°9” tall
x 4’7 wide, cross arms, circnit breakers, switches,
and a controller. The project also requires the
installation of an underground vault, conduits, and
cables. The project is located in the public right-of-
way parallel with Sunset Boulevard near the
mtersection with Marquez Avenue and Marquez
Place.

Sunset Bonlevard is a City designated scenic
highway. Scenic features include views of
mountains and estates. According to the Mobility
Plan 2035, an element of the General Plan for the
City of Los Angeles, “a. To the maximum extent
feasible, all mnew or relocated electric,
communjcation, and other public ntility distribntion
facilities within five hundred feet of the center line
of a Scenic Highway shall be placed underground.
b. Where undergrounding of such utilities is not
feasible, all such new or relocated ntilities shall be
screened to rednce their visibility from a Scenic
Highway™.

According to the permit application, measures have
been implemented to help screen the structures.
Their placement is where other utility poles and
lights are located. The poles were painted to blend
in with the surroundings. There are no
unobstructed views of the ocean from the project
site.

No adverse impacts fo scenic and visual gnalities
of the coastal area are expected (Figures 3 and 4).

Section 30252. The location and amount of new
development should maintain and enhance public

access to the coast by (1) facilitating the provision
or extension of {ransit service, (2) providing
commercial  facilities within  or  adjoining
residential development or in other areas that will
minimize the we of coastal access roads, (3}
providing non-automobile circulation within the
development, (4) providing adequate parking
Jacilities or providing substitute means of serving
the development with public transportation, (5)
assuring the potential for public tramsit for high
intensity uses such as high-rise office buildings,
and by (6) assuring that the recreational needs of
new residents will not overload nearby coastal
recreation arcas by correlating the amount of
development with local park acquisition and
development plans with the provision of onsite
recreational  facilities to serve the new
development.

The project does not interfere with any existing
coastal access roadways, bikeways, pedestrian
paths or walkways.

Section 30253. New development shall:

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

(2) Assure stability and structural integrity, and
neither create not coniribute significantly to
erosion, geologic instability, or destruction of the
site or surrounding area or in any way require the
construction aof protective devices that would
substantially alter natural land forms along the
bluffs and cliffs.

{3) Be consistent with requirements imposed by an
air pollution control district or the State Air
Resources Conitrol Board os fo each particular
development.

(4) Minimize energy consumption and vehicle miles
traveled.

(5) Where appropriate, protect special communities
and neighborhoods which, because of their unique
characteristics, are popular visitor destination
points for recreational uses.

The project would not affect geologic, flood or fire
risks (30253(1) (2)), would not conflict with any
requirements of the State Air Resources Control
Board or Sonth Coast Air Quality District
(30253(3)), would not affect energy consumption
and vehicle miles traveled (30253(4)), and wonld
not permanenily aifect the local community
(30253(5)).

Bureau of Enginecring
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d) INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT (Article 7 of
Chapter 3 of Public Resources Code, Sectons
30260 through 30265.5)

The project does not involve the development or
expansion of indistrial developmenits as addressed
in Article 7, and as such, Section 30260 through
30265.5 are not applicable to the project.

2. The permitied development will not prejudice
the ability of the City of Los Angeles to prepare
a Local Coastal Program that is in conformity
with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of
1976.

The project conforms fo relevant provisions and
policics of the Coastal Act and the applicable
Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan. The
Community Plan recognizes the need for adequate
sewers, drainage facilities, fire protection services
and other public utilities to support development
within hillside areas.

Thus the Project will not prejudice the ability of the
City to prepare a Local Coastal Plan in conformity
with the Coastal Act and amendments,

3. The Interpretative Gnidelines for Coastal
Planning and Permiis as established by the
California Coastal Commission dated Febroary
11, 1977 and any saobseqnent amendments
thereto have been reviewed, analyzed, and
considered in the light of the individual project
in making the City Engineer’s determination.

As noted in the preceding Sections, the California
Coastal Commission’s interpretive guidelines (State
and Regional) for the Pacific Palisades area have
been reviewed and considered in preparation of
these findings and recommendations. However,
following prevailing case law (e.g., Pacific Legal
Foundation v. Coastal Commission (1982) 33
Cal.3d 158), the City Engineer’s determination is
based on the cited provisions of the California
Coastal Act and other legally established laws and
regnlations.

4. The decision of the permit granting anthority
has heen guided by any applicable decision of
the California Coastal Commission pursuant to
Section 30625(c) of the Public Resonrces Code.

The decision of the permit granting authority, as
evidenced in the staff report of this preject, has
been guided by any applicable decision of the
California Coastal Commission pursuant to Section
30625(c) of the Pablic Resources Code.

5. If the development is located between the
nearest public road and the sea or shoreline of
any body of water located within the coastal
zong, the development is in conformity with the
public access and poblic recreation policies of
Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of 1976,

a) PUBLIC ACCESS (Article 2, of Chapter 3 of the
Public Resources Code, Sections 30210 - 30214),

This project is not located between the nearest
public road and the sea or shoreline of a body of
water located within the coasial zone,

The project will not interfere with coastal access
and will not impait any existing access to the coast.

The project is located within the puablic right-of-
way on Sunset Boulevard near the intersection with
Marquez Avenus and Marquez Place . There is no
coastal access at the project site.

b) RECREATION (Article 3, of Chapter 3 of
Public Resources Code, Sections 30220 through
30224)

Section 30220. Coastal areas suited for water-
oriented recreational activities that cannot readily
be provided at inland water areas shall be
protected for such uses.

The project will not interfere with or impair any
occanfront or other land suitable for water-oriented
recreational activities.

Section 30223. Upland areas necessary to support
coastal recreational uses shall be reserved for such
uses, where feasible.

The project will not affect any currently
undeveloped upland areas that might be approved
for coastal recreation uses. There are no existing
coastal-dependent recreational uses at the project
site.

Bureau of Engineering
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6. Any other finding or findings as may be
required for the development by the California
Envirormental Qmnality Act.

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), the LADWP found the project to be
exempt from CEQA review and filed a Notice of
Exemption on May 26, 2016.

Staff reviewed and considered the Notice of
Exemption and determined there are no additional
evaluations  required by the California
Environmental Quality Act in connection with the
approval of this permit.

II1I. PUBLIC COMMENT

A public hearing was held on November ¢, 2016 at
1:30 p.m. at the Palisades Branch Library located at
861 Alma Real Drive, Pacific Palisades, CA 90272.

In addition to staff members from the Bureau of
Engineering, staff members from the LA,
Department of Water and Power, and a
representative from Council District 11, twenty-six
(26) members of the public were in attendance.
Before the public hearing, twenty-one (21} written
comments, including a petition with one hundred
eleven (111) signatures, supporting the project were
received; four written comments, including a
petition with one hundred fifty one (151) signatures,
opposing the project were received; two inquiries
were received; and five people provided written
comments at the hearing, Oral comments were also
noted.

The following issues relevant to the Califomnia
Coastal Act were raised:

“The PTDS is already in violation of the Act and
must be removed.”

Work on the project has stopped. The applicant
submitted Application No. 16-14 for a local coastal
development permit (CDP), which is evaluated in
this staff report.

“The City has a conflict of interest and is highly
motivated to approve the Application despite it
violating the Act.”

Section 12.20.2 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code
{LAMC) establishes the City Engineer as the permit

granting authority for public projects and private
projects where the approval for the underlying
permit is within the jurisdiction of the City
Engineer. Application . No. 16-14 is being
processed in accordance with the LAMC.

“The PTLIS violates the Act due to visual blight and
satety.”

The project is located witliin the public right of
way. As discussed in the foregoing staff report,
measures have been implemented to help screen the
structures. The PTDS was placed near other utility
poles and lights. The poles wert painted iun an efort
to blend in with the surroundings. There are no
mobstructed ocean views from the project site,

The PTDS is designed, constructed and maintained
to meet or exceed California Public Utility
Commission (CPUC) safety rules and regulations.

“Current violations of the Los Angeles General
Plan and the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades
Community Plan,”

As discussed in the foregoing staff report, the
Mobility Plan 2035, an element of the General Plan
for the City of Los Angeles, states “a. To the
maximum externt feasible, all new or relocated
electric, communication, and other public utility
distribution facitities within five hundred feet of the
cenfer line of a Scenic Highway shall be placed
underground. b. Where undergrounding of such
utilities is not feasibte, all such new or relocated
utilities shall be screened to reduce their visibility
from a Scenic Highway™. The majority of the
project is underground, as stated in the public
hearing and will be screened to reduce visibility.
The Brentwood-Pacific Patisades Community Plan
states: “1. Jostall utilities underground through

assessment districts or other funding, when
feasible.”

“The LADWP has not complied with CEQA and it
is a requirement for the PTDS.”

As discussed in the foregoing staff report, LADWP
filed a Notice of Exemption on May 26, 2016. Class
3 Categorical Exemption consists of construction
and location of limited numbers of new, small
facilities or structures. The project is also cxempt
onder Section 21080(b)X4), Specific actions

Bursau of Engineering 7
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necessary to prevent or mitigate an emergency. The
CEQA Notice of Exemption was properly posted by
the County Clerk for the public notice and review,

“The LADWP has violated due process. ...failing to
give sufficient notice and by failing to make
materials and accurate information related fo the
Application available to the public in a timely
manner and hy holding the hearing on shortened
notice after the LADWP had already constructed a
significant portion of the PTDS without the proper
permit.”

Notice was provided in accordance with the LAMC,
Section 12.20.2, F. Proceedings and Hearing, which
states that *...the appropriate City agency shall
notify by mail, at least (10) days prior to the
hearing, the following: ...” The Notice of Public
Hearing was mailed on October 25, 2016 and the
hearing was held on November 9, 2016.

IV. STANDARD CONDITIONS OF
APPROVAL

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

V. SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

acceptance of the terms and conditions, is
returped to the City Engineer’s Office.

Expiration. If development has not
commenced, the permit will expire two years
from the permit date as reported from the
Coastal 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.

Interpretation. Any questions of intent or
interpretation of any condition will be
resolved by the City Engineer.

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

Terms and Conditions Run with the Land,
These terms and conditions shall be
perpetual, and it is the intention of the City
Engineer and the permittee o bind all fiture
owners and possessors of the subject property
to the terms and conditions.

Other approvals. Obtain permit from the
State Coastal Commission.

1. Monitor. A qualified archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional

Department of Public Works

Qualification Standards shall be present to monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

Awareness Training. Prior to initiation of ground-disturbing activities for the underground portions of
the project, the archaeclogical monitor will conduct a brief awareness training session for the benefit
of all construction workers and supervisory personnel. The training would explain the importance of
and legal basis for the protection of significant archaeological resources. Each worker would also learn
the proper procedures to follow in the event that culiural resources or human remains/burials are
uncovered during ground-disturbing activities. These procedures include work curtailment or
redirection and the immediate contact of the site supervisor and the archaeological monitor. It is
recommended that this worker education session include visual images of artifacts that might be found
in the project vicinity, and that the session take piace on-site immediately prior to the start of ground-
disturbing activities.

Imadvertent Discovery. In the event that archaeological resources are exposed during construction,
work in the immediate vicinity of the find must stop until a qualified archagologist can evaluate the
significance of the find and make applicable recommendations to avoid significant impacts to

Burean of Engineering Exhibit 4
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VL. STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the preceding analysis, we recommend that the City Engineer issue a Coastal Development
Permit for this project.

JHE [Pt 12/t

Maria Martin Date
Manager
Environmental Management Group

DOCUMENT PREPARED BY:

el ,4‘—‘/7 /z/r/'é

Catalina Hernandez
Environmental Supetvisor 1

VII. REFERENCES
1. California Coastal Act -- Public Resources Code Division 20, Section 30000 et seq.

2, California Coastal Commission, October 14, 1980. Regional Interpretive Guidelines, South
Coast Region. Los Angeles County.

3. California Coastal Commission, December 16, 1981, Statewide Interpretive Guidelines.

4, California Department of Fish and Wildlife Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) Rare Find,
Version 3.1.1, dated May 01, 2016, data will expire November 1, 2016.

3. City of Los Angeles. Framework Element of the Los Angeles General Plan.
hitp:foityplanning lacity. orglewd/framwk/chapters/00/00 him

6, City of Los Angeles. Municipal Code, Chapter I, Article 2, Section 12.20.2, ef seg.
7. City of Los Angeles. Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan.

8. FPederal Emergency Management Agency, Flood Insurance Rate Map, Community Panel
Number #601370069D, February 4, 1987,

9. Pole-Top Distribution Station Installation, Pacific Palisades Community Background
Information for California Environmental Quality Act Exemption, May 20, 2016
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Figure 1. Vicinity map
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Figure 2. Aerial overview (Google Earth)
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Figure 3. Sunset Bivd. looking west

Figure 4. Sunset Blvd. looking south
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California Department of Fish and Wildlife

Natura! Diversity Database List
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Callfornia Dzpartment of Fiah and Game
Natural Diverslty Database
Full Raport with Sources far Selected Elernents

Tapanga Quad
Astragalus brauntonii
Braunton's milk-vetch Element Cods: PDFABOF1GO
Status NDDB Element Ranks Other Lists

Federal: Endangered Global: G2 CNPS LIst: 1B.1

State: None State: 82
Habltat Assaclations

Ganeral: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB, VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND.

Micro: RECENT BURNS OR DISTURBED AREAS; IN SALINE, SOMEWHAT ALKALINE SOILS HIGH IN CA, MG, WITH SOME K.
SOIL SPECIALIST; REQUIR

Occurrence No. 2 Map Index: 41759 EOQ Index: 41759 —— Dates Last Seen —
Qcc Rank: Nana Element: 1941-D7-XX
Orlgin: Naturzl/Native aceurrenca Shte: 1941-D7-XX

Presence: Posslbly Extirpzated

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2016-04-18

Quad Summary: Canaga Park (3411825/1124), Topanga (3411815/112D)
County Summary: Los Angeles

LatlLong: 34.09032° / -118.60408° Townshlp: 018
UTM: Zone-11 N3773332 E352016 Range: 16w
Mapping Praclsion:NON-SPECIFIC Section: 07 Qtr: XX
Symbel Type: POLYGON Meridian: S
Area: Elovation:

Location: TOPANGA CANYON.

Location Detall: EXACT LOCATION WITHIN CANYON NOT KNOWN. SITE MAPPED TO INCLUDE LENGTH OF ENTIRE CANYON.,
PRESUMABLY NEAR FERNWOOD ACCORDING TG C, SPENGER,
Ecological:

Threst:

General: MAIN SOURCES OF INFORMATION FOR THIS SITE ARE A 1916 HIATT COLLECTION, A 1917 PEIRSON

COLLECTION AND A 1941 BRAUNTON COLLECTION. PRESUMABLY EXTIRPATED ACCORDING TO
FOTHERINGHAM. NEEDS FIELDWORK.

Owner/Manager: UNKNOWN

Sources
BAR4130001 BARNEEY & RIPLEY. BARNEBY SN RSA #105980 (CITED iN CNFO2U0CD1). 1941-07-30(,
FOTS8RO001 FOTHERINGHAM, C. & J. KEELEY. ECOLOGY AND DISTRIBUTION QF BRAUNTON'S MILK-VETCH (ASTRAGALUS -
BRAUNTONI) AND LYON'S PENTACHAETA (PENTACHAETA LYONII). 1998-04-01.
HIATES0001 HIATT, O. HIATT SN RSA #1851. 1918-06-D3.
PEM7S0001 PEIRSON, F. PEIRSON #592 RSA #00185, 1917-05-01.
SPESSUON0S SPENGER, C. NOTES ON OCCURRENCE #2. 1086-07-20.

Governmant Version -- Dated May 01, 2018 — Biogeographic Data Sranch ihit 4 Page1
Report Printad on Wednesday, September 21, 2016 Information Exﬁéh 1%1 2018
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Natural Diversity Database
Full Rapart with Sources for Selected Elements

Topengza Quad
Asiragalus brauntonii
Braunton's mitk-vetch Elsment Code: PDFABOF1GD
Status NDDB Element Ranks Other Lists

Federal: Endengered Global: 32 CNPS LIst: 18,1

State: None State: S2
Habitat Assoclations

General: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB, VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND.

Micro: RECENT BURNS OR DISTURBED AREAS; IN SALINE, SOMEWHAT ALKALINE SOILS HIGH IN CA, MG, WITH SOME K,
SOIL SPECIALIST; REQUIR

Occurrence No. & Map Index: 01038 EOQ Indox: 12658 — Dates Laat Seen  —
Occ Rank: Paor . Elgrnent: 1876-XX-XX
Grigin: NaturaliNalive oceurrence Site: 1897-XX-XX

Presence: Presumed Extant

Trend: Unkncwn Record Last Updated: 2016-04-26

Quad Summary: Topanga (3411815/1120)
County Summery: Los Angeles

Lat/Long: 34.05028° /-118.56002° Townshlp: 018
UTM- Zone-11 N3768830 E355830 Range: 16w
Mapping Preclslon: NON-SPECIFIC Section: 28 Qtr: XX
Symbol Type: POINT Maridlan: §
Radius: 1/5 mile Elavation: 450 &

Locatlon: LOS LIDNES CANYON, SANTA MONICA MOUNTAINS.

Location Detsll: 1942 COLLECTION BY REYNOLDS FROM "SANTA YNEZ CANYON, FIRST CANYON AWAY FROM GCEAN ON
SUNSET BLVD" ATTRIBUTED TO THIS SITE. MARPED ACCORDING TC A 1975 MAP BUT ELEVATION GIVEN AS
1100 FEET WHEREAS ELEVATION IN AREA IS CLOSER TO.450 FEET.

Ecologlcal: 2ND YEAR OF BURNED CHAPARRAL SLOPE ASSOCIATED WITH SUCCESSIONAL SHRUBS: LOTUS
SCOPARIUS, DENDROMECGON RIGIDA, ERIOGONUM CINEREUM, AND E. FASCICULATUM.

Threat: EROSION, SUCCESSION (1975). BULLDOZED DURING FIRE SUPPRESSION ACTIVITIES (THOMAS 1994). IN
1997, DISTURBED BY EXOTICS.

General: FEWER THAN 10 PLANTS IN 1975 N 2ND YEAR OF BURNED CHAPARRAL. SINCE AREA HAS RECOVERED
FROM BURN, SP CROWDED QUT BY NON-NATIVES, NO PLANTS SEEN IN 1996 SEARCH BY KEELEY. NO
REPRODUCING PLANTS FOUND BY FOTHERINGHAM iN 1997,

OwnerManager: DPR-TOPANGA SP?

Sources

CNPOZU000T CALIFORNIA NATIVE PLANT SOCIETY. DRAFT PETITION TO LIST ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII AS ENDANGERED.
2002-XX-XX.

FOTo8R0001 FOTHERINGHAM, C. & J. KEELEY. ECOLOGY AND DISTRIBUTION OF BRAUNTON'S MILK-VETCH (ASTRAGALUS
BRAUNTONII) AND LYON'S PENTACHAETA (PENTACHAETA LYONII). 1998-04-01.

KEESBR0002 KEELEY, J. VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FIRE ECOLOGY AND COMPETITION AS IT AFFECTS ESSENTIAL HABITAT
FOR PENTACHAETA LYONI & ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONH, 1996-11-26.

KEN78F0001 KENNEY, LP. FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONI. 1975-05-XX.

KEN83U0001 KEMNNEY, J.P. LETTER TO SAC REGARDING OCC. #008, IN LOS LIONES CANYON, 1983-05-01.

LANO3UODD3 LANDIS, B. DRAFT PETITION TO THE CALIFORNIA FISH AND GAME COMMISSION TO LIST ASTRAGALUS
BRAUNTONI| AS ENDANGERED, 2003-12-XX.

REY4250001 REYNOLDS, 8. REYNOLDS SN RSA #229251 {ALSO CITED IN CNPO2U0001). 1942X¢-XX.

THO94U0001 THOMAS, T. RECORD OF PHONE CONVERSATION WITH TIM THOMAS BY RONNIE GLICK (FORWARDED TOR.

BITTMAN). 1884-07.07,

Geovernment Version — Dated May 01, 2016 — Biogeagraphic Data Branch

ihi Page 2
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Topanga Quad

Astragalus brauntonii

Braunton's mllk-veich Element Code: PDFABOF1G0O
Status NDDB Element Ranks Other Lists
Federal; Endangered Globel: G2 CNPS LIst: 1B.1
State; None State: 82
Habitat Assoclations

General: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB, VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND,

Micro: REGENT BURNS QR DISTUREED AREAS; IN SALINE, SOMEWHAT ALKALINE SOILS HIGH IN CA, MG, WITH SOME K,
SOIL SPECIALIST; REQUIR

Cecurrence No. 14 Map Index; 01045 EQ Index: 13904 — Dates Last Seen —
Occ Rank: Good Eiement; 2007-04-22
Crigin: Natural/Native accurrerice Site:  2007-04-22

Presence: Prasumed Extart

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2008-08-13

Quad Summary: Topanga {3411815/1120)
County Swnmary: Los Angelas

LatiLong: 34.08384° /-118.55875° Townshlp: 018
UTM: Zone-11 N3772548 E356184 Range: 16W
Mapping Frocision:SPECIFIC Sectlon: 16 Qir-E
Symbol Type: POLYGON Meridien: S
Area: 2B.0 acres Elevation: 1,200t

Location: ALONG TRAILER CANYON ROAD, BETWEEN MICHAEL LANE AND TOPANGA STATE PARK, PALISADES
HIGHLANDS,

Location Datsll: ON BOTH SIDES OF THE ROAD. MAPPED BY CNDDB AS 3 POLYGONS,

Ecologlcel: IN, ABOUT AND BELOW LIMESTONE QUARRY ASSOCIATED WITH ORYZOPS!S MILICEA AND NICOTIANA,
GLAUCA ON QISTURBED SITES. PLANTS ALSO OGCUR ALONG FIRE ROADS AND ARE ASSOCIATED WITH
YUCCA, SALVIA, MALOSMA, CEANOTHUS MEGACARPUS, ANO €. SPINOSUS,

Threet: DEVELOPMENT COULD THREATEN. FIRE ROAQ RECENTLY SCRAPED IN 2003. RECREATION IN AREA,

Gonearal: ABOUT 200 PLANTS OBSERVED IN 1987, 11N 1988, NONE IN 1996, NONE IN 1997, 28 IN 2001, 19N 2003 AND

11 IN 2004. MAIN POPULATION IS MOST LIKELY IN A SEED BANK AT THE TOP OF THE RIDGE, ACCORDING TO
LANDIS. 95 TOTAL SEEN IN 04, 89 IN'07.

Owner/Manager: PYT

Sources

DIC38Fo001 DICE, J. FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII. 1988-04-08,

DIC88S0001 DICE, J. DICE #846 S0 #122700, 1958-04-06.

FOT98R0O001 FOTHERINGHAM, C, & J. KEELEY. ECOLOGY AND DISTRIBUTION OF BRAUNTON'S MILK-VETCH (ASTRAGALUS
BRAUNTONII} AND LYON'S PENTACHAETA (PENTACHAETA LYONID. 1988-04-01.

HOLo4F0o034 HOLSTEIN, G. FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONIL 2004-04-17.

HOLO4S0001 HOLSTEIN, G. HOLSTEIN SN DAV #50218. 2004-04-17.

HOL87F0D18 HOLLOMBE, D. FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONIL 1887-02-18.

HOL87U0001 HOLLOMBE, D. LETTER TO R. BITTMAN, 1987-02-21.

KEES6R0002 KEELEY, J. VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FIRE ECOLOGY AND COMPETITION AS IT AFFECTS ESSENTIAL HARITAT
FOR PENTACHAETA LYONN & ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONI. 1996-11-26,

LANO3U0001 LANDIS, B. & |. ANDERSON. REPORT ON FIELD SURVEY FOR ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII IN THE AREA OF
TEMESCAL TRAIL AND TRAILER CANYON. INCLUDES GPS COORDINATES. 2003-1 1-086.

LANO3U0003 LANDIS, B. DRAFT PETITION TQ THE CALIFORNIA FISH AND GAME COMMISSION TOLIST ASTRAGALUS
BRAUNTONN AS ENDANGERED. 2003-12-XX_

LAND7RO001

LANDIS, B. SURVEYS AND OBSERVATIONS OF BRAUNTON'S MILK-VETCH (ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII) 2006 AND
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Callforria Departmant of Flsh ang weine
Natural Divergity Databese

Full Report with Sources for Selected Elements
Topanga Quad

Astraga!us brauntonii

Braunton's milk-vetch Element Code: POFAROF1GO

Status — NDDB Element Ranks Other Llats
Federal: Endangered Giobal: G2 GNPS List; 1B.1
State: None State: S2
Habltat Associations

General: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB, VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND,

Micro: RECENT BURNS OR DISTURBED AREAS; IN SALINE, SOMBWHAT ALKALINE SOILS HIGH IN CA, MG, WITH SOME K,
S0DIL SPECIALIST, REQUIR

20D7. 2007-08-31,

FRIGGE, B. EMAIL TO [0, TIBOR REGARDING ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONI AT TRAILER CANYON. 2002-11
PRISSFOOC2 PRIGGE, 8. FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII. 1988-09-27.

PRISBFOUD3 PRIGGE, B. FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ASTRAGAL US BRALNTONI, 1988-00-27.

PRIOZUDOOT -20.

Government Version - Dated May 01, 2016 -- Biogeoyraphic Data Branch
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Catifornla Department of Fish and w.,l_me

Nafural Diveralty Datehaee
Full Report with Sources for Selected Elemanis

Topsnga Quad
Astragalus brauntonii
Brauntoﬁ's milk-veich Element Code: PDFABOF1GO
Status NDDB Element Ranks Other Lists

Federal: Endangered Global: G2 CNPS List: 1B.1/

Stote: Nore State: S2
Habitat Assoclations

General: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB, VALLEY AND EQOTHILL GRASSLAND,

Micro: RECENT BURNS OR DISTURBED AREAS; IN SALINE, SOMEWHAT ALKALINE SOILS HIGH IN CA, MG, WITH SOME K.
S0IL SPECIALIST; REQUIR

Cccurranca No. 15 Map Index; 01075 EQ Index: 19381 — Dates Lagt Seen —
Ccc Rank: Good Element: 2010-08-05
Origin: Natural/Native occurrence Site: 2010-08-05
Prasence: Presumed Extant

Trend: Unknown Racord Last Updeted: 2016-04-21

Quad Summary: Topanga (3411815/112D)
County Summary: Los Angelas

LatiLong: 34.07775°/-118.54451° Township: 015
UTM: Zone-11 N3771853 E357481 Range: 16W
Mepping Precision: SPECIFIC Section: 15 Qtr: SW
Symbol Type: POLYGON Meridian: S
Area: 16.0 acras Elevation: 1,700 f

Locatlon: ALONG TEMESCAL RIDGE ROAD, JUST UPHILL FROM AVENIDA ASHLEY, PACIFIC PALISADES.

Location Detall: SITE IS CLEARED ANNUALLY. MECHANICAL DISTURBANCE MAY BE LEADING TO LARGE NUMBER OF

PLANTS GERMINATING EACH YEAR, BY 2003, PLANTS LIMITED TO A BAND OF MALOSMA LAURINA AT ONE
EDGE OF THE FIREBREAK,

Ecologlcal: ON MARGIN OF FIRE ROAD ON RIDGE TOF WITH CORETHROGYNE, MALOSMA LAURINA, HESFEROYUGCCA

WHIPFLE], HAZARDIA SQUARROSA, RHUS OVATA X RHUS INTEGRIFQLIA, RHAMNUS CROCEA, AND
GRASSES,

Threat: AREA CLEARED FOR POWERLINES AND FUEL BREAK. NON-NATIVE PLANTS THREATEN. HQUSES BUILT
NEARBY. RECREATION IN AREA,

General: 1 PLANT OBSERVED IN 1987. 2000 PLANTS BETWEEN OCCURRENCE #15 B #17 IN 1998 AND 1897. 333 TO

1333 PLANTS IN 1998, 827 IN 2003, 959 IN 2004, 271 IN 2008, 2121 PLANTS THROQUGHOUT OGCURRENCE N
2007. 134 PLANTS IN N POLYGON IN 2010,

Ownar/Manager: PVT

Sources

EDW10FDOR3 EDWARDS, A, (BONTERRA CONSULTING). FIELD SURVEY FORM FOR ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONN & JUGLANS
CALIFORNICA. 2010-08-05.

EDVW{0S0004 EDWARDS, A. & S. NORTON, EDWARDS #2010-4 RSA #759630. 2010-08-05.

FOT93R0001 FOTHERINGHAM, C. & J. KEELEY. ECOLOGY AND DIST] RIBUTION OF BRAUNTON'S MILK-VETCH (ASTRAGALUS
BRAUNTONII AND LYON'S PENTACHAETA (PENTACHAETA LYONII). 1998-04-01. '

FRADGRDO02 FRAGA, N. & M. WALL. REPCRT OF SEED COLLECTION ACTIVITIES OF FEDERALLY LISTED SPECIES ON
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE LANDS. 2006-11-29,

HOLA7F0019 HOLLOMBE, D. FIELD SURVEY FORM FGR ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONIIL. 1987-02-XX.

KEESBRO0D2 KEELEY, J. VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FIRE ECOLOGY AND COMPETITION AS IT AFFECTS ESSENTIAL HABITAT
FOR PENTACHAETA LYONIl & ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONIL 1996-1 1-28.

LANO3UGOOT LANDIS, B. & 1. ANDERSON. REFORT ON FIELD SURVEY FOR ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII IN THE AREA OF
TEMESCAL TRAIL AND TRAILER CANYON. INCLUDES GPS CODRDINATES. 2003-i1-08,

LAND3LI0003 LANDIS, B. DRAFT PETITION TO THE CALIFORNIA FISH AND GAME COMMISSION TO LIST ASTRAGALUS

BRAUNTONII AS ENDANGERED. 2003-12-XX.

Government Version — Doted May 01, 2016 — Biogeographlc Data Branch I Page 5
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California Departmant of Fish ang ame
Natural Diversity Databaags
Full Repart with Saurces for Selacted Elemants

Topange Quad
Astragalus brauntonil
Braunton's milk-vetch Element Code: PDFABOFIGO
Status NDDB Element Ranks Other Lists

Federal: Endangered Global: G2 CNPS List: 1B.1

State: Nore Stater 52
Habitat Assoclatlons

Generdl: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB, VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSILAND.

Micro: RECENT BURNS OR DISTURBED AREAS; IN SALINE, SOMEWHAT ALKALINE SOILS HIGH IN CA, MG, WITH SOME K.
SOIL SPECIALIST: REQUIR

Sources
LANO3U0004 LANDIS, B, EMAIL TO D. TIBOR REGARDING ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONI AT TEMESCAL RIDGE. 2003-03-07.
LANG3UQ005 LANDIS, B. COMMENTS ON ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONI| LISTING PACKAGE. 2003-07-23.
LANG7RO001 LANDIS, B. SURVEYS AND OBSERVATIONS OF BRAUNTON'S MILK-VETCH (ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONN) 2006 AND

2007, 2007-08-31.
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Gallfornla Dapartment of Fish and ==me
Natural Diversity Databage

Full Report with Sources for Selected Elements
Topanga Quad

Astragalus brauntonii
Braunton's milk-veich Element Code:  PDFABOF1GO
Status NDDRE Element Ranks Other Lists
Federal: Endangered Global: G2 CNPS List: 18.1
State: Nona State: 32
Habitat Associationa

General: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB, VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND.

Micro: RECENT BURNS OR DISTURBED AREAS: IN SALINE, SOMEWHAT ALKALINE SOILS HIGH IN CA, M3, WITH SOME K.
SOIL SPECIALIST, REQUIR -

Decurrence No, 17 Map Index: 01127 EQ Index: 12657 — Datas Last Seen ——
Dec Renk: Unknown Elemant: 2006-0G7-i8
Origin:  Nalural/Native occumrence Slte: 2006-07-18
Presence: Presumed Extant
Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2016-04-20

Quad Summary: Topanga (3411815/1120)
Courity Summary: Los Angeles

Lat/Long: 34.06845°/ -118.53703° Township: 018
UTM: Zone-11 N3770812 E358165 Range: 16W
Mapping Precislon: SFECIFIC Sectlon: 22 Qtr:NE
Symbot Type; POLYGON Meridian: 8
Area: 5.0 acres Elevation: 1,000 ft

Loestion: TEMESCAL RIDGE FIRE ROAD, NE OF THE NDRTH END OF BIENVENEDA AVE.

Locatlon Detall: ALONG THE TRAIL AND IN AN DPEN FUEL BRERK. 2 COLDNIES. EASTERN CDLONY IS AT THE PDINT WHERE
ROAD TURNS UPWARD QUT DF THE CANYON BOTTDM, WESTERN CDLONY IS APPRDXIMATELY 0.3 AIR
MILE WEST OF THIS POINT DN THE RIDGETDP.

Ecological: PRIMARILY IN DPEN AREAS OF DISTURBED CHAPARRAL. ADJACENT SLOPES DOMINATED BY MALDSMA
LAURINA, ERICGONUM FASCICULATUM, LESSINGIA FILAGINIFOLIA, BROMUS RUBENS, B. DIANDRUS, AND
BRASSCIA GENICULATA.

Threat:

General: FOLLOWING 1978 FIRE, PLANTS WERE SEEN IN 1973-81 IN EASTERN COLONY. NO PLANTS SEEN IN 1986,

2000 PLANTS SEEN BETWEEN OCCURRENCES #15 AND 17 1N 1898, 45 PLANTS CBSERVED IN 2006 [N
WESTERN COLONY.

OwnariMasnager: DPR-TOPANGA SP

Sources

FOTO8R 0001 FDTHERINGHAM, C. & J. KEELEY, ECOLDGY AND DISTRIBUTIDN OF BRAUNTDN'S MILK-VETCH (ASTRAGALLUS
BRAUNTONII) AND LYDN'S PENTACHAETA {(PENTACHAETA LYDNII). 1898-04-01.

FRAOSR0J02 FRAGA, N. & M. WALL. REPORT DF SEED CDLLECTION ACTIVITIES DF FEDERALLY LISTED SPECIES UN
NATIDNAL PARK SERVICE LANDS. 2006-11-29.

FRAQGS0001 FRAGA, N. ET AL. FRAGA #1676 RSA #720485 UC #1022187 UCR #4 86849, 2008-05-10.

KEESGRO0O2 KEELEY, J. VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FIRE ECOLOGY AND COMPETITIDN AS IT AFFECTS ESSENTIAL HABITAT
FDR PENTACHAETA LYONI & ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII. 1996-11-28.

KENSSsUD001 KENNY, J. LETTER TO C. SPENGER. 1986-08-08.

Government Version -- Dated May D1, 2016 ~ Biogeographic Data Branch - Page 7
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Galiformia Department of Fish ana uaml-'m

Natural Diversity Datahese
Full Report with Sources for Salecied Elomants

Topanga Quad
Astragalus brauntonii
Braunton's milik-vetch Element Code: PDFABOF1GO
Status NDDRB Elament Renks Other Lists

Faderal: Endangered Global: G2 CNPS List: 1B.1

State: None State: 52
HabHat Aaaoclatlons

General: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB, VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND.

Micro: RECENT BURNS OR DISTURBED AREAS; I[N SALINE, SOMEWHAT ALKALINE SOILS HIGH IN CA, MG, WITH SOME K,
SOIL SPECIALIST: REQUIR

Cccurrence No. 18 Map Index: 01163 EOQ Index: 19380 — Dates Last Saan —
Occ Rank: Nona Eiement: 1871-05-16
Origin: Natural/Nalive ocourrence Site:  1998-XX-XX

Fresance: Possibly Extimpated

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2016-04-20

Quad Summary: Topanga (3411815/12D)
County Summary: Los Angeles

Latlong: 34.05782° / .118.52783° Townshlp: 018
UTM: Zone-11 N3769538 EA58098 Range: 16W
Mepping Precislon: NON-SPECIFIC Saction: 26 Qtr: XX
Symbol Typa: POINT Maridian: S
’ Radlus: 2/5 mile Elevation: 800t

Locattan; TEMESCAL CANYON NEAR SUNSET BOULEVARD,

Locatlon Detall: BARNEBY SUPPOSES THIS SITE MUST BE THE POPULATION ON FIREBREAK THAT GOES INTO HILLS MORTH
OF SUNSET BLVD SHORTLY BEFORE OLD WILL ROGERS RANCH, LOCATION IS BEST GUESS; NEEDS
FIELDWORK. ELEVATION ON COLLECTION LABELS RANGES FROM 250-1000 FT,

Ecological:
Thraat:

General: BASED ON COLLECTIONS FROM 1842, 1980 & 1971, BARNEBY SAID THAT 45 YEARS AGO PLANT WAS

FLOURISHING BUT VERY LOGALIZED POPULATICNS IN THIS AREA, AREA SEARCHED BY J. KEELEY IN 1998,
NO PLANTS SEEN. NONE SEEN BY FOTHERINGHAM iN 1998,

Owner/Managar: UNKNOWN

Spurces

BAR86UO0D2 BARNEBY, R. LETTER TO C. 5PENGER: ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII. 1986-06-08.

CNPO2L0001 CALIFCRNIA NATIVE PLANT SOCIETY. DRAFT PETITION TO LIST ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII AS ENDANGERED,
2002-)0(-XX,

FOTY8R0001 FOTHERINGHAM, C. & J. KEELEY. ECOLOGY AND DISTRIBUTION OF BRAUNTON'S MILK-VETCH (ASTRAGALUS
BRAUNTONI AND LYON'S PENTACHAETA (PENTACHAETA LYONIN. 1998-04-01.

GRAT180002 GRAYUM, M. GRAYUM SN SFV #4809, 1971 -05-16.

HAS4250001 HASTINGS, G. HASTINGS SN NY #521864 {(ALSO CITED IN CNPQO2U0O001), 1942-04-25,

KEEZBR0002 KEELEY, J. VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FIRE ECOLOGY AND COMPETITION AS IT AFFECTS ESSENTIAL HABITAT
FOR PENTACHAETA LYONI & ASTRAGALUS BRAUNTONII. 1998-1 1-28.

LANQ3U0003 LANDHS, B. DRAF_T PETITION TC THE CALIFORNIA F!ISH AND GAME COMMISSION TO LIST AST RAGALUS
BRAUNTONII AS ENDANGERED. 2003-12-XX.

RAVB0S0044 RAVEN, P. & H. THOMPSON. RAVEN #15382 LA #35890. 1960-05-16.

Govarnmant Version -- Dated May 01, 2016 -~ Biogaographic Data Branch |1:-Xf]' &”]. 4 Pages
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Californla Department of Fish ang

Natural Diversity Database

Full Report with Sources for Salacted Elaments
Topanga Quad

Astragalus brauntonii

Braunton's milk-vetch Element Code; PDFABOF1GO

Status NDDEB Element Ranks Other Lists
Federal: Endangered Glebal: Gz CNPS List: 1B.1
State: None State: Sz
Habitat Assoclatlons

Genoral: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB, VALLEY AND FOOTHILL GRASSLAND.

Micro: RECENT BURNS OR DISTURBED AREAS; IN SALINE, SOMEWHAT ALKALINE SOILS HIGH IN CA, MG, WITH SOME K.
SOIL SPECIALIST; REOUIR

Qccurrence No. 34 Map Index: 58708 EQ Index: 69243 ~— Dates Last Seen —-
Occ Rank: Unknown Element: 1{921-05-XX
Orgin! Nalurai/Native occurrence Site:  1621-05-XX

Presence: Presumed Exiant

Trend: Unknown Record Lest Updsted; 2616-04-19

Quad Summary: Beverly Hills (3411814/111 C), Topangs (3411815/1 120)
County Summary: Los Angeles

Let/Long: 34.06653° / -118.50011°

Township: 018
UTM: Zone-11 N3770547 E361571 Range: 15W
Mapping Precision:NON-SPECIFIC Sectlon: 19 Qtr: XX
Symbol Type: POINT Merdian: S
Aroa: Elevation:

Location: CANYON NEAR BRENTWOOD, SANTA MONICA MOUNTAINS.

Location Detail: EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWRN. MAPPED BY CNDDB AS A BEST GUESS AROUND THE CANYONS JUST NW OF
HISTORIC BRENTWOOD,

Ecological:
Threst: DEVELOPMENT.,

Genersl: ONLY SOURCE OF INFORMATION FOR THIS SITE I3 A 1821 MARVIN COLLEGTION, SOME SUITABLE HABITAT
REMAINS IN AREA,

Cwner/Manager: UNKNOWN

Sources
MAR21€0002 MARVIN, J. MARVIN SN RSA #415785. 1921-05-XX,

Govemment Version — Dated May 01, 2016 - Biogeographic Data Branch
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Callfornta Depariment of Fleh mgﬁiﬁm -

Natural Divergity Databasge
Full Rapart with Sgu reas far Selacted Elomants
Tapanga Quad

Astragalus pycnostachyus var. lanosissimus

Ventura Marsh milk-vetch Element Code: PDFABOF7B1
Status NDDB Efemant Ranks Other Lists
Fedaral: Endangared Glabal: G271 CNPS List: 1B8.1
State: Endangared State: 51
Hsblitat Assoclations

General: MARSHES AND SWAMPS, COASTAL DUNES, COASTAL SCRUB.

Micre: WITHIN REACH OF HIGH TIDE OR PROTECTED BY BARRIER BEACHES, MORE RARELY NEAR SEEPS ON SANDY
BLUFFS. 1-35 M.

Cccurrence No. 3 Map Index: 01228 EQ index: 19296 — Dates Last Seen —
Cec Rank: None Element: 1882-10-XX
Origin: Natural/Native occurrence Slte:  188X-200-XX
Presence: Extipaied
Trand: Unknown Record Last Updated: 1989-08-11

Quad Summary: Topanga {341 1815/112D), Beverly Hills (34118147111 )
County Summary: Los Angeles

LatlLong: 34,02251° / -118.50842° Township: 02S
UTM: Zonae-11 N2765677 E360731 Range: 16w
Mapping Precizlon:NON-SPECIFIC Section: 01 Qtr: XX
Symbol Type: POINT Noridian: $
Radlus: 1 mile Elevation: 5 ft

Locatipn: MEADOW NEAR SEASHORE, SANTA MONICA.
Locatlan Detall:
Ecological: MEADOW,
Threat:

General: THREE COLLECTIONS BY PARISH AND PARISH ATTRIBUTED TQ THIS SITE AND ONE BY GREATA. BARNEBY
{1864) SEARCHED MARSHES IN THIS AREA AND CONSIDERED THIS POPULATION TO BE EXTIRPATED.

OvwmerManager: UNKNOWN

Sourcas

BARG4AD005 BARNEBY, R. ATLAS OF NCRTH AMERICAN ASTRAGALUS: PART I, MEMOIRS OF THE NEW YORK BOTANICAL
GARDEN VOL. 13: §810-813, 1964-XX-XX.

GREQ0QS0001 GREATA, L. GREATA #1931 RSA #415838, 1900-05-02.

MAGSE8R0001 MAGNEY, D. PETITION TQ THE FISH AND GAME COMMISSION TO LIST THE VENTURA MARSH MILKVETCH AS AN
ENDANGERED SPECIES, 1898-05-23,

PARB250D013 PARISH, S, &W. PARISH. PARISH 8N WS (CITED IN BARG4AQ005). 1882-10-XX.

PARBZS0014 PARISH, S. & W. PARISH. PARISH SN ND, UC, WS (CITED IN BARS4AD005). 1882-10-XX.

PARNDS0012 PARISH, S. & W. PARISH. PARISH #1117 UC (CITED IN BARS4ADDOS). X30UX-XX-XX.

Govarnment Vorsion - Dated May 01, 2016 — Biogeographic Data Branch Exhll R”i /| Psge 10
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California Department of Fish an Lfi |

Netural Diversity Database
Fulf Repart with Saurcea far Selacted Elemants
Topanga Quad

Astragalus tener var. tit|

coastal dunes milk-vatch Element Code: PDFABOF8R2

Status NDDB Elament Ranks Other Llsts
Faderal: Endangered Global: G271 CHNPS List: 1B.1
State: Endangered State: S$1
Habltat Assoclations

General: COASTAL BLUFF SGRUB, COASTAL DUNES, COASTAL PRAIRIE.

Micro: MOIST, SANDY DEPRESSIONS OF BLUFFS OR DUNES ALGNG AND NEAR THE PACIFIC OCEAN; ONE SITE ON A
CLAY TERRACE. 1-45 M,

Qccurrence No. 3 Map Index: 35233 EC Index: 42743 — Datos Last Seen —
Occ Rank: None Element;  XX0K-X-XX
Origin: Natural/Naiive accurrence Site:  HOCOHK-XX

Presence: Passibly Extirpated

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updsted: 2000-04-12

Guad Summary: Beverly Hilis (3411814/11 1C), Tapange {3411815/1120)
County Summary: Los Angeles

LatiLong: 34.01962° /-118.48504° Townshlp: ¢G2S
UTM: Zone-11 N3765326 £362802 Range: 15w
Mapping Precislon:NON-SPECIFIC Section: XX Qtr: XX
Symbol Type: POINT Meridlan: S
Radlus: 1 mile Elevstion: 100 &

Locgtion: SANTA MONICA.

Location Detail: EXACT LOGATION NOT KNOWN. MAPPED |N THE VICINITY OF SANTA MONICA.,
Ecaological:
Threst:
Genersl: MAIN SOURCE OF INFORMATION FOR THIS SITE 1S UNDATED COLLECTION BY HASSE. R. BARNERY (1964)
BELIEVES THIS SITE IS PROBABLY EXTIRPATED,
Owner/Manager: UNKNGOWN

Sources
BARSQAD001 BARNEBY, R. PUGILLUS ASTRAGALORUM X||: SOME PROBLEMS IN CALIFORNIA, EL ALISO 2(3}:202-215.
1850-XX-XX.
BARB4ADOO1 BARNEBY, R. ATLAS OF NORTH AMERICAN ASTRACGALUS, MEMOIRS OF THE N.Y. BOTANICAL GARDEN,
13;952-1048, 19684-XX-xX.
HASNDS0003 HASSE. HASSE SN NY (CITED IN BARS0AQ001). XO0CK-XX-XX.
LIS8ORC001 LISTON, A. "THE CGONSERVATION BICLOGY OF ASTRAGALUS SECTION LEFTOGCARP| SUBSECTION CALIFORNICI.

RSA BOTANIC GARDEN. 1989-05-02

Govemmeni Version — Daled May 01, 2016 — Blogeographic Data Branch e Page 11
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Callfornle Department of Fish sngne

Matural Diversity Database
Full Report with Sources for Selected Elements
Tepanga Quad

Butéo swalnsoni

Swainson's hawk Element Code: ABNKC12070
Status NDDE Element Ranks — Other Lists
Faederal; None Global: G5 CDFG Sistus;
State: Threstened Stete: 53
Habitat Associstions

General: BREEDS IN GRASSLANDS WITH SCATTERED TREES, JUNIPER-SAGE FLATS, RIPARIAN AREAS, SAVANNAHS, &
AGRICULTURAL OR RANCH LANDS

Micre: REQUIRES ADJAGENT SUITABLE FORAGING AREAS SUCH AS GRASSLAMDS, OR ALFALFA OR GRAIN FIELDS
SUPPCRTING RODENT POPULATIONS.

Occurrence No, 2538 Map Index: 35233 EO Index: 91448 —- Dates Lost Seen —
Ccc Rank: None Element: 1896-05-11
Origin: Naturel/Native occurrence Site: 1896-05-11

Presence: Possibly Extlipated

Trend: Unknown Record Lest Updated: 2013-10-22

Quad Summary: Beverly Hills (3411814/111C), Topenga (341181541 12D)
County Summoery: Los Angeles

- LetLong: 34.01962°/-118.48504° Township: 025
UTM: Zone-11 N3765326 E362802 Renge: 15W
Mapping Precision:NON-SPECIFIC Section: XX Qtr; XX
Symbol Type: FOINT Meridlan: S
Raclus: 1 mile Elevation: 100 ft

Location: SANTA MONICA

Locetlon Detall: MAPPED GEMNERALLY TC SPECIMEN LOCALITY "SANTA MONICA " EXACT COLLECTION LOCATIONS
UNKNOWN,

Ecological: 1892: NEST IN SYCAMORE. 1896: 2 NESTS FGUND IN SYCAMORES: 1ST §0' UP, MADE OF STICKS & LINED

WITH GREEN LEAVES; 2ND 99' UP, MADE OF STICKS & LINED WITH SYCAMORE LEAVES, "A VERY SMALL
ONE, YOU COULD ALMOST SEE THROUGH IT."

Threat: DEVELOPMENT SINCE THE DATE OF-COLLECTICN MAY HAVE ELIMINATED NESTING OR FORAGING
HABITAT.

General: ADULT OBSERVED AND TWO EGGS COLLECTED ON 15 MAR 1892 EGGS COLLECTED ON 29 APR 1895 AND
20 APR 1896. SET OF TWO EGGS TAKEN ON 11 MAY 1896. THE BREEDING PORULATION OF THE
TRANSVERSE RANGES REGION IS GENERALLY CONSIDERED TO BE EXTIRPATED.

QwnerManager: UNKNOWN

Sources
BLO79RO01 BLOOW, P. THE STATUS OF THE SWAINSON'S HAWIK IN CALIFORNIA, 19789, 1975-XX-XX,
CHA9650004 CHAMBERS, W. WFVZ EGG-NEST SPECIMENS #80508, 97371, & 171501, COLLECTED FROM SANTA MONICA
1895-1896. 1866-05-11.
HOW92 50002 HOWARD, E. WFVZ EGG-NEST SPECIMEN #87288, COLLECTED IN SANTA MONICA. 1892-03-15.
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Galifornfa Department of Fish ang k;-!mo -

Natural Diversity Database
Full Report with Sources for Selectad Elements
Topanga Quad

Chioropyron maritimum Ssp. marifimum
salt marsh bird's-beak Element Code; PDSCRO0JOC2
Statua NDDB Element Ranks Othar Lists
Fedoral: Endangered Globsl: 34771 CNPS List: 1B2
State: Endangered State: S1
Habitat Assoclations
General: COASTAL SALT MARSH, COASTAL DIUNES.
Micro: LIMITED TO THE HIGHER ZONES OF THE SALT MARSH HABITAT. 0-30 M.
Occurrencs No. 14 Map Index: 35233 EO index: 34955 — Dates Last Seen —
Occ Rank: None Element: XXXX-{0X
Odgin: Natural’Netive occurremnee Slte:r  1981-XX-XX

Prosence: Extirpated

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updatad: 1998-10-16

Quad Summary: Beverly Hifls {3411814/111 C}), Topenga (3411815/112D)
County Summary: Los Angeles

Latflong: 34,01562° / -118.46504° Townshlp: 025
UTM: Zone-11 N3765326 E362802 Range: 15w
Mapping Preclsion: NON-SPECIFIC Section: XX Qtr: XX
Symbol Type: PQINT Meridian: S
Radius: 1 mile Elevatlan: 100 ft

Location: NEAR SANTA MONICA,
Location Detell: EXACT LOCATION NOT KNOWN. MAPPED IN GENERAL VICINITY OF SANTA MONICA.
Ecolagical:
Threst:
General: UNKNOWN WHEN COLLECTED BY HASSE. AREA SEARCHED IN 1980, 1981; MO PLANTS OBSERVED.,
SPECIES IS PROBABLY EXTIRPATED AT THIS SITE (FOX AND KNUDSEN, 1982; P. ALLEN, 1974).
OwnerManager: UNKNOWN

Sources
FOX32R0o001 FOX, L. & M. KNUDSEN. RECOVERY PLAN, 1982200-XX.
HASNDS0001 HASSE. HASSE SN DSS, X)UXX-XX-XX.
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Dithyrea maritima

beach spectaclepod Element Code: PDBRA10020
Status NDDB Element Ranks Other Lists

Federsl; None Global: &1 CNPS List: 1B.1
Stete: Threstened State: 51

Habltat Assoclations
General: COASTAL DUNES, COASTAL SCRUB,
Micre: SEA SHORES, ON SAND DUNES, AND SANDY PLACES NEAR THE SHORE. 3-65 M,

Qceurrence Neo. 11 Map Index: 40194 EO Index;: 35196 ~-— Dates Last Seon —
Occ Rank: Lnknown Element: 1884-07-XX
Origin: Natural/Native accurrence Site:  1884-07-XX
Presence: Prasumed Extant

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated: 2015-05-15

Quad Summéry: Topanga (3411815/1120), Venlce {3311 B864/090B), Bevarly Hills (34118147111 C)
County Summery; Los Angsles

Latitong: 34,01281° /-118.49073° Township: 028
UTM: Zone-11 N3764578 E362349 Range; 15W
Mapping Precizslon: NON-SPECIFIC Section; 07 Qtr: XX,
Symbol Type: POINT Waridlan: S
Radiua: 4 mile Elevatlon: 20 ft

Location: DUNES OF COAST NEAR SANTA MONICA,

Location Detall: EXACT LOCATION UNKNGWHN. MAPPED B CNDOB NEAR THE BEACHES WEST OF SANTA MONICA.
Ecclogical: COASTAL DUNES.
Threat;

General; ONLY SOURCE OF INFORMATION FOR THIS SITE 1S AN 1884 LYON COLLECTION. NEEDS FIELDWORK,
OvwnerManager: UNKNOWN

Sources
LYO8450003 LYON, W. LYON SN GH #378173. 1884-07-XX.
MAJ7GUD001 MAJOR, M. CNPS NOTE CARD - DUNES NEAR SANTA MONICA, 1884, 1879-01-XX.
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Dudleya cymosa ssp. ovatifolia

Santa Monica dudieys Element Code: PDCRA040AS
Status NDDR Element Ranks Othar Lists
Federal: Threatenad Global: G5T1 CNPS List: 18.1
State: None State: S1
Habltat Associations

General: CHAPARRAL, COASTAL SCRUB.
Micro: IN CANYONS ON SEDIMENTARY CONGLOMERATES; PRIMARILY N-FACING SLOPES. 210-500 M,

QOccurrence No, 2 Map Index: 17769 EO index: 10157 — Datos Last Seen —
Occ Rank: Unknown Element: 2010-X(-XX
Origin: Natural/MNative ocourrence Site:  2070-XX-XX
Pressnce: Presumad Extant
Trend: Unknown

Record Last Updated: 2014-05-08

Quad Summery: Topanga (34118151120}
County Summary: Los Angeles

Lat'long: 34.07013° /-118.58707° Townshlp: 0135
UTM: Zone-11 N3771068 E353550 Range: 16\
Mapping Praclsion: SPECIFIC Section: 20 Gitr: NV
Symbol Type: POLYGON Meridian: S
Area: 66.0 acres Elovatien: 600 it

Location: TOPANGA STATE PARK, ALONG TOPANGA CANYON BLVD, 1.1-1.6 AIR MILES S CF TRIPPET RANCH, SANTA
MONICA MOUNTAINS.

Location Detail: MAPPED BY CNDDB AS 2 POLYGONS NEAR THE COMMON CORNER OF SECTIONS 17,18, 18, AND 20,

NORTHERN POLYGON MAPPED ACCORDING TO A MAP IN A 1987 REPORT, SOUTHERN POLYGON BASED ON
2012 NPS DIGITAL DATA.

Ecologleal: MOSTLY ON EAST-FACING MOSS COVERED CONGLOMERATE ROCK WITH UMBELLULARIA CALIFORNICA,
PLATANUS RACEMOSA, ALNUS RHOMBIFOLIA, RHUS DIVERSILOEA, AND BOYKINIA ELATA.

Threat: THREATENED BY DUMPING OF TRASH AND INVASIVE NON-NATIVE FLANTS,

Genorsl: LOCALLY ABUNDANT IN 1980. NORTHERN POLYGON OBSERVED ARGUND 1984. 91 PLANTS IN SOUTHERN

POLYGON IN 2010. A 1948 MORAN AND A 1957 WHISTLER COLLECTION FROM TOPANGA CANYQON ARE ALSO
ATTRIBUTED TO THIS SITE.

OvwmerManager: DPR-TOPANGA 8P

Sources

AGU12D00M AGUILAR, L. (NPS). SHAPEFILE OF OCCURRENCES OF SEVERAL SANTA MONICA MOUNTAINS SPECIES OF
DUDLEYA. 2012-09-24.

ALLB7RO0D1 ALLEN, L. & L. COMRACK. PRESCRIBED FIRE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM FOR TOPANGA STATE PARK. DPR,
SOUTHERN REGION RESQURCE MANAGEMENT SERVICES. 1987-01-XX.

MCC14U0001 MCCARBE, 8. EMAIL REGARDING DUDLEYA CYMOSA S5P, OVATIFOLIA FROM ORANGE COUNTY AND THREATS
TO REMAINING POPULATIONS, 2014-04-23,

MOR485D005 MORAN, R. MORAN #3079 UC #1015362. 1948-05-28,

NAK80S0D01 NAKAI, K. NAKAT #621 CAS #637301. 1980.05-08.

SAG12U0002 SAGAR, T. (SANTA MONICA MOUNTAINS NRA). EXCEL TABLE OF DATA FOR SEVERAL SANTA MONICA
MOUNTAINS SPECIES OF DUDLEYA., 2012-09-19,

WHIE7S0008 WHISTLER, A WHISTLER #670423-2 UCR #16287. 1967-04-23,

Government Version -- Deted May 01, 2016 — Blageographic Dats Brarich hi ;3 Page 15
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Oncortynchus mykiss irideus
stemlhead - sauthern Califernie DPS
Status

Federal: Endengered
~ State: None

Element Code: AFCHA0208.)

NDDE Element Ranks Other Lists
Global: G5T10Q CDFG Stetus:
State: S1

Hsbitat Agsociations

General: FED USTING REFERS TC POPS FROM SANTA MARIA RIVER SOUTH TO SOUTHERN EXTENT OF RANGE (SAN
MATEC CREEK IN SAN DIEGO CQ.)

Micro: SQUTHERN STEELHEAD LIKELY HAVE GREATER PHYSIOLOGICAL TOLERANCES TO WARMER WATER & MORE

VARIABLE CONDITIONS,
Occurrence Ho, 7 Map Index: 34074 EQ Index: 29844 — Dotes Layi Seen —
Oce Rank; Unknown Element: 1990-03-XX
Origin: Natural/Native occurrence She:  1890-03-XX

Presenca: Presumed Extant

Trend: Unknown Record Last Updated; 1996-12-19

Quad Summary: Topanga (341 1815M12D)
County Summary: Los Angeles

Lat/Long: 34.05802° /-118 58689° Township: 015
UTM: Zone-11 N3770034 E353565 Range: 18W
Mapping Praclsion; NON-SFECIFIC Sectlon: XX Qir: X
Symbol Type: POLYGON Merldian; 3
Area: Elevetion: 500 #

Location: TOPANGA CREEK, AFFROX. 4 MILES WEST NORTHWEST GF SANTA MONICA, TOPANGA STATE PARK AND
STATE BEACH, TOPANGA AND FERNWOOD.

Location Detsll: TOPANGA . CANYON FROM PACIFIC OCEAN UPSTREAM TO TOFANGA AND QLD TOPANGA CANYON TO
HONDO CANYON.

Ecological: SQUTHERN SYCAMORE ALDER RIPARIAN WOODLAND, THICKETS OF HERBACEOUS UNDERSTORY IN MANY
PLACES. THE STREAM'S HIGH-GRADIENT ASPECT, AND A WIDE BEACH AT THE MOUTH, MAY RESULT IN
STEELHEAD PASSAGE PROBLEMS UNDER LOW FLOW CONDITIONS,

Threat:

General: STEELHEAD FROM 10-32 CM OBSERVED IN 1979. ADULTS FOUND IN FOOLS UPSTREAM OF LAGOON IN
1920. TOPANGA CREEK HAS RELATIVELY HIGH POTENTIAL FOR STEELHEAD RESTORATION, BASED ON
OBSERVED FLOW, SUBSTRATE, STREAM MORPHOLOGY, & RIPARIAN GONDITIONS.

Cwner/Manager: DPR, PVT, CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Sources
ALLB7R0O001 ALLEN, L. & L. COMRACK. PRESCRIBED F|RE MANAGEMENT FROGRAM FOR TOPANGA STATE PARK. DPR,
SOUTHERN REGION RESOURCE MANAGEMENT SERVICES. 1987-01-XX.
TITS4RODOA

TITUS, R.G. & D.¢. ERMAN, HISTORY AND STATUS OF STEELHEAD IN CALIFORNIA COASTAL DRAINAGES SQUTH
OF BAN FRANGISCO BAY. 1994-XX-XX.

Govemnment Verslon -- Dated May 01, 2016 -- Blogeographic Data Branch
Report Printed on Wednesday, September 21, 2016
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Habitat Assoclatlons

Riparia riparia
bank swallow Element Code:  ABPALOS010
Status NDDB Elameant Ranks Other Lists
Foderal: Nene Global: G5 CDFG Status:
State: Threatened State: S2

Micro: REQUIRES VERTICAL BANKS/CLIF
OCEAN TO DIG NESTING HOLE.

Ganeral: COLONIAL NESTER; NESTS PRIMARILY IN RIPARIAN AND O

THER LOWLAND HABITATS WEST OF THE DESERT,
FS WITH FINE-TEXTURED/SANDY SOILS NEAR STREAMS, RIVERS, LAKES,

Occurronce No. 288
Occ Rank: None
Origin: NaturaliNative eccurrenca
Fresence: Extirpated
Trend: Unknown

Map Index:

84228 EC Index: 85255 —— Datea Last Sean —

Element:  1907-08-XX
She:  1907-06-XX

Record Last Updated: 2011-11-08

Quad Svmmary: Topanga (341 18186/112D)
County Summary: Los Angeles

LatiLong: 34.02966° / -118.52077°

UTH: Zone-11

Mapping Precision:NON-SPECIFIC

Symbol Type: POINT
Radins: 1 mig

Townsh|p: 025
Ranga: 16W
Sectlon: 02

Meridian: S

Elevatlon: 14 ft

N3766487 E359601
Qtr: XX

Location: "PORT LOS ANGELES*

1918-20.
Ecological:
Threat:

General: BIRDS QBSERVED NESTING DUR
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA (SCH92)

LONG WHARF, NOW WILL ROGERS STATE BEACH, PACIFIC PALISADES,

Lacation Datall: "A SMALL COLONY WAS NESTING
WAS LOCATED IN THE AREA OF

IN THE BLUFFS NEAR THE LO

NG WHARF, PORT ANGELES.” THIS WHARF
WILL ROGERS STATE BEACH.

THE WHARF WAS DISMANTLED DURING

ING MAY AND JUNE OF 1907. CONSIDERED EXTIRPATED AS A BREEDER IN

OwnerfManager: DPR-WILL ROGERS/SANTA MONICA

Sources
SCHO2R00D1 SCHLORFF, R, (CDFW). RECOVERY PLAN: BANK SWALLOW. DFG NONGAME 8 MAMMAL SECTION REPCRT 93.02.
18992-12.XX.
SHEO0SA0001

SHEPARDSON, D. NOTES ON THE NESTING OF THE BANK SWALLOW. CONDOR 11174, 1908-XX

=KX,

Government Varsion -- Dated May 01, 2016 -- Blogeograph
Report Printed ¢n Wednesday, September 21, 2018
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Vireo bellii pusiiius
leasi Beli's vireo Element Code: ABPBWO1114
Status NDDE Element Ranks Other Lists
Federal: Endangered Giobal: G572 CDFG Statua:
State: Endangered State; 82
Habitat Associations

General: SUMMER RESIDENT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA IN LOW RIPARIAN IN VICINITY OF WATER OR IN DRY RIVER
BOTTOMS; BELOW 2000 FT.

Micro: NESTS PLACED ALONG MARGINS OF BUSHES OR CN TWIGS I5ROJECTING INTG PATHWAYS, USUALLY WILLOW,
BACCHARIS, MESQUITE.

OCccmrrence No, 552 Map index: 35233 EQ Index: 93051 -— Dstex Lest Seen —
Occ Rank: Nonc Element: 1897-05-20
Origin: Nstural/Native cccurence Site:  1807-05-29

Presence: Possibly Extirpated

Trand: Unkriown Record Laat Updated; 2014-04-03

Quad Summery: Beverly Hills (3411814711 1C), Topangs {3411815/112D)
County Summary: Los Angeles

LatiLong: 34.01962° / -118.48594° Township: 025
UTM: Zone-11 N3765326 E362802 Ranga: 15W
Mapping Preclslon: NON-SPECIFIC Section: XX Qtr: XX
Symbol Type: POINT Maridlan; 3
Radius: 1 mile Elgvation: 100

Location: SANTA MCNI|CA.

Location Detall: MAPPED GENERALLY TO LOCATION DESCRIPTION OF "SANTA MONICA." EXACT LOCATION UNKNOWIN,
LOQKING AT HISTORIC TOPO MAPS FROM 1894, 1896, & 1903, ITS POSSIBLE THAT THE COLLECTION WAS
FROM PRESENT DAY PACIFIC PALISADES OR BALLONA CREEK.

Ecological:

Vhreat: DEVELOPMENT SINCE THE DATE OF COLLECTION HAS LIKELY ELIMINATED NESTING AND FORAGING
HABITAT,

Senaral: UNKNOWN NUMBER OF EGGS COLLECTED ON 29 MAY 1897 BY H.G. RISING (WFVZ #116577).
OwneriManager: UNKNCWN

Sources

RISE730001 RISING, H. (WESTERN FOUNDATION OF VERT. ZO0LOGY). WFVZ EGG COLLECTION #115577. 1897-05-28,

Government Varsion -- Dated May 01, 2016 — Blogeographic Data Branch

Raport Printad on Wednasday, Saptember 21, 2016
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PROOF Q‘F SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA- COUNTY OF LOS AN GELES

" I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. I am over the age of

18 and not a party fo the within action. My business address is 1299 Ocecan Avenue, Suite 450,
Santa Monica, CA 90401,

On December 13, 2016, I served the foregoing document described as: City of Los
Angeles APPEAL From Coastal Development Permit Action, by placing true and correct copies
" thereof to the foilowing parties and/or individuals:

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

%X) BY FIRST CLASS MAIL POSTAGE PREPAID AS FOLLOWS: I am “readily
amiliar™ with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence for mailing.
Under that practice it would be deposited with U.S. postal service on that same day with postage
thereon fully prepaid at Santa Monica, California in the ordinary course of business. I know that
the envelope was sealed and, with postage thereon fully prepaidbplaced for collection and

mailing on this date, following ordinary business practices, in the United States mail at Santa
Monica, California. '

(X) I caused such envelope(s) to be deposited in the mail at Santa Monica, California.

O BY OVERNIGHT MAIL:] placed a true copy of said document in a sealed FEDERAL
EXPRESS envelope addressed as indicated a ove, with delivery fees provided for, and,

deposited said envelope in a box regularly maintained by FEDERA EXPRESS, for
next day delivery.

() BY EMAIL OR ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION: [ caused said document to be
delivered by electronic mail to the e-mail address(es) as listed above.

() BY FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION: ] caused such documents to be personally
delivered to the parties at the facsimile numbers listed above,

()  BYPERSONAL SERVICE: I caused such documents to be personally delivered to the
person(s) listed above.

Executed on December 15, 2016, at Santa Monica, California. I declare under penalty
of petjury under the laws of the State of California that the above is true and correct.

[ Aa

anci vesota

|

| Exhibit 4
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Tina Shim, Esq.

111 N. Hope Street
Los Angeles, California 90012

FAwpdocs\Damon\Palisades\DWP Dasputc\Mine\POS Current.wpd

SERVICE LIST

Deputy City Attorney, City of Los Angeles
Los Angeles Department of Water & Power

City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, BOE EMG
Attention: Catalina Hernandez, Environmental Supervisor
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, California 90015-2213

Exhibit 4
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PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

<

_ The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of m
Petition Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distributiolC
. m:.n_u_.wﬂnrmwﬁﬂnnm station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now mmmﬁzmm
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
« We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
‘tion netitioned for: | ) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 77
Actionpetitioned for: tall Pad-Mounted System.
b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
Printed Name  Signature Address Email ]
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PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

e,

<
=
0

Petition Summanry
and Background:

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a huiking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of
Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution |
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking

| the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

Action petitiened for:

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61°

tall Pad-Mounted System,

b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a _Ooum_E Development Permit to proceed with construction.

tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°

Extir
Page 256 of 315
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

e

Petition Sumumary
and Ba nwm_._a: nd:

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial E_n_; near the Eﬁmﬂmmowo: of

Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

Exhibit 4

Action petitioned fors

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7'

tall Pad-Mounted System.
| b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

Tbit 4

' The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial E.m—; near the intersection of

. J N

@ 22 :\N&ﬂn. QmwtrJGu?

To}
—
™

b Im
Petition Summary: Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution [J Q9
and Background: station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking [Q\

11, N the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction. m.v

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to o
WL o & . | 3) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61 tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
Action umﬁnmmu_mn for: tall Pad-Mounted System. ’

| b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

e

Exhibit 4
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N 0 Dl H__:. Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of
Petition Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
mw.ﬂﬂ_.mmn_ﬁﬂn._ﬁbﬁ.... station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
- . the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
oy e | ) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’
Action petitioned for: tall Pad-Mounted System.
EV Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Umé__ow:.mﬁ Permit to proceed with n_c._mn_a:nno:..
’___u._._.EHA Name Signature Address Email ]
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

itl

vmnﬁau m:EEE..___,_
and Ba cieround:.

The Los Angeles vmwmﬁami of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of .
Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades, LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution

station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking

the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with constroction.

l:v
=7\1

Action petitioned for:

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7"
tall Pad-Mounted System.
b) Firmly oppose the issnance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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Signature

{Address

' Email

,D»Q v

Mrdom

(

167772 mmmnx,sx St ¢ Jead mmsmhicmﬁwmm& %u@b«g@i

AL
Wl EEF F30  Misaiypen. R mﬁmn —
T g
M ﬁiu/ \wmf \N\\T\Mﬂ Ce A QewwW!

J\o, to\a\%éam |

427 -~ Jocop

2423 \\\&.T\m. \aNnn._RJ\.\V\

Wi \“ﬁ&ﬁﬁ&\?&m €y

. orTovps ;E}%gi
(522, Mtoekd VM \QM \vmt x\. ,Frm\ F R
\&Q\Q Vi \%anﬁmm T—

%WJO@GM@J M\&Q@ |

| | v mfgc%@mw_o b

wé

4009

Page 260 of 315



PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

4

wmnn_::..mzaaﬂw%

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial E.m—; near the intersection of -
Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution -
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking |
| the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

- Action petitioned for: |

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’

tall Pad-Mounted System.
_ b) Firmly oppose the isspance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
’ﬁzﬁmn Name | Signature ' Address Email |
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PETITION TO

?J

1% Y~ %\Q{u

/709 \KE&%Q&N

| v
«Q& m&x‘ax:@g br £ o~

< W0
-
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! 52
_ . : The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of ﬂ Al
wmﬁﬁﬁu..m:uﬂ_&m%% Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution 9
and Background: station withont the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking Q
L e | the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction. mev
' We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
| i o EY Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
Ao PEtioH e feu: tall Pad-Mounted System, “
b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
Printed Name Emﬂag Address Email |
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

3

| The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of
Fetidon Summary Sunset & Marquiez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
anned .mwmrm.ﬁ::m_" station withont the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
- the necessary Coastal Development Permit to preceed with construction.

Exhibit 4

| Action petitioned for:

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distributign Station; A 7°
tall Pad-Mounted System.

| b} Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,

Printed Name | Signature [Address Email
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

b

Petition Summary
- and Background:

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of
Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution |
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking

the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

Extibit 4

| Action petitioned for:

We, the nndersigned, are concerned citizens whourge our leaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°

tall Pad-Mounted System.

b) Firmly oppose the issnance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

. Printed Name
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PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

t4

|
Petition Summary
and Background:

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of
Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
station withont the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking

the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

EXhit

Action petitioned for: |

L

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61°

tall Pad-Mounted System.

| b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construciion.

tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°

Page 265 of 315
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PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

e

Pe n._..n..ww...:...mﬁguﬁam iy
and Background

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of

Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution |

station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking

the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

hibit 4

Action petitioned for:

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who-urge our leaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station: A 7°

tall Pad-Mounted System.

| b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,

Exhi
Page 266 of 315
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

<
=
Q

Petition Summary
and Backgroung:

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of

Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWZP began the process of installing this pole top a_m:.__,..i_o.._._v

station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

Action petitioned For:

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our Ieaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
tall Pad-Mounted System.

b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

Printed Name H_.m‘mmamu__._...___—__.._m = Address
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

<
The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of |
Petition Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution I

) mﬁn_._mwn._ﬁqa::n“_ station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking ﬂ
] | the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,

| We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
Acton notibianad fap,. | @ Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’
Aetion petitioned for; | tall Pad-Mounted System.

E.Ewi_« oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,

@ PrintedName [ Signature _ |Address
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£

PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! < 10
[ b The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of m ™
Petition Sunmmary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution | £ G
and Background: station without the required Coastal Approvals, They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking 0 &
o | the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction, N
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to mu
o .. .. | a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
Action ﬁmﬂ.ﬂaamn for: tall Pad-Mounted System. “
{ b) Firmly %uo@ﬁg issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
/ x _
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

3

£

Petition Summary.
‘and Background

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has ¢rected a hulking 61
Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
 station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

tall industrial blight near the intersection of

Exhibit 4

Action petitioned for:

We,

the undersigned

» are concerned. citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’
tall Pad-Mounted System.

Page 270 of 315

. Printed Name

| b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

Signature
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

.

Petition Summary
and Background:

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial Eunre near the intersection of

Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution ]
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

Exnibit 4

Action petitioned for:

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’

tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’

tall Pad-Mounted System.,
| b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Deyelopment Permit to proceed with construction.
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QN

PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° fall industrial blight near the intersection of ‘=
Petition Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top &mﬁcuﬂ.jwm
afd ﬁwﬁn::% station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
ol the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to

a) Urge. LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’
tall Pad-Mounted System.

b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

pit 4
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Action petitioned for:
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PETITION TO

1

‘ ' . s < W0
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! | NS
| The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of E 5
Petidon Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades, LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribation ﬂ ™
L and m.mnrmaa und: station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking N
s the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction, ()
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to mev

] - » ' ) ) . = . . ¥ [ i H » L . P} . ]

Action petitioned for: a) Urge H:Pdﬁa. to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7

tall Pad-Mounted System.
b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development wmgn to proceed with construction.
 Printed Name Signature Address Email
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PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! S
_‘_5 Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection o M

Petition Summary | Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWZP began the process of installing this pole top mﬁ?&:ﬁ_
and Background: station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seek
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

' We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthétically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribation Station; A 7’

Action petitioned foo A

tall Pad-Mounted System.
S Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
 Printed | Address . Email
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Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

PETITION TO

S

Petition Summary
and Background:

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of
Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution ]
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking

the necessary Coastal Development Permit fo proceed with construction,

Exnibit 4

Actlon petitioned for:

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°

tall Pad-Mounted System.

b) Firmly oppose the issnance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,

| [y —,
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Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! =
. o The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of =
.ﬁmﬁﬁ.uﬁ..m;iiﬂ.ﬁ Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades, LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution ﬂ ©
and Background: station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking [~
. the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction. Q
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who tirge our leaders to act now to mev
Hon nefitanead fae | @) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
Action petitioned for: tall Pad-Mounted System.
b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

?\

B The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61 tall industrial _u__m_:u near the intersection of
Petition Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
and Background: station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
N i the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with constraction.

Exhibit 4

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now fo
a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61°
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tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°

Action petitionedfors , \ b1 Mounted System.
- | b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,
. Printed Name Signature Address ' Email
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PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

— | The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61" tall industrial blight near the intersection of

Petition Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution -

| and Batkground: station without the required Ceastal Approvals-They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking |
- . | the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge onr leaders to act now to

. ..._.,.mvcnm.whbuﬁno?mﬁ:mEowm»ﬁ%mmnm:wEmmaamm:mw:mmésSmr..ﬂ“Q: wo_m.ﬂocEmﬁ_u..ao:mﬁumoﬁ>q.
Action ﬂmﬁﬂﬁﬂmn.m@ﬁ: tall Pad-Mounted System.,

e b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,
._w.wm:nmn_zm.ﬂm Wﬁ:ﬁnﬁm

| mail
. o Mﬁ L \&\nw.w T StensE e m,.m:
kxﬁ\\v Qu.wmn& 4 \N\ _ gt \&%@Q CH ez .U@%N&.\% HIDC o

_gﬁ C%ﬁ\ i3 (ungd WTLA P st e as). con/j
A/ aia
ISEDAENE. 4lE
28 kmdites Way, 90222 | B
1511 1. Sursef Bif apl @2 €A1 RS ]
Jm@ﬁm&% | PIvan R\v\.\\%w M| O Fd @ ean ot
A ST S AT EanduFoane o Centt 205 @ ndhSrvelon.
&> Lk % &7 A e sErtin L | -
?.JL Q\A&ra_ % %Aw |LiFF ST,

Exhitrt 4

Page 278 of 315

&i&&ﬁ*
Seorr aEEp k_

e ),




PETITION TO
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Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! =
. et The Los Angeles Déepartment of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of &= ‘5
| Petition Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution ﬂ %
and Background; | station without the required Coastal Approvals, They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking N
. e b O _the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction. m.v
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to o
¥ F Bk - — L] L) ] L3 “ i s » L} » B W
Action petitioned for: a) d.ﬁm LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7
tall Pad-Mounted System,
b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

_ ol The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61 tall industrial blight near the intersection of

_ mﬂ.ﬂﬁ-.aa Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
“and _www_—mm_.ﬁ:ﬁﬁ . station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have héen halted by
i 1) . the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

the Coastal Commission and are now seeking

thit 4

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
e ionead o | 3 Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 617 tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’
Action petitioned for: tall Pad-Mounted System.

b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction. _
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PETITION TO -
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! =

Petition Summary
and Background;

| The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61°
| Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution |
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking

the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,

tall industrial blight near the intersection of

L

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
T e, 8) Urge LADWP to install 2 more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61

Action petitioned for: tall Pad-Mounted System.

b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastat Development Permit to proceed with construction.

tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

_...mn_:n: m:ﬁﬁ_mﬂw

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61 tall industrial blight near the intersection of i
Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution 1
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

it 4

‘Action petiti _.n.:.uwn far:

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who wurge our leaders to act now to
a} Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61°
tall Pad-Mounted System.
F‘, b} Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’

Al
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PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

Petition Summary
and Background:

| The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of

| Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
_ | the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

EXhibit 4

| Action pefitioned for:

| b) Firm

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our Jeaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61” tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’
tall Pad-Mounted System.
ly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit fo proceed with construction,
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PETITION TO

d g

_ . . < W0
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! = o
il The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of & 6
' Petition Summary Sunset & Marqnez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution h 3
and ﬁﬂhﬁﬂ-ﬁﬁﬂ&. station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking N
,_ L Ry the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction. m.v
| We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to o
= o oe | a) Urge LADWP to install 2 more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
Attion peutioned for: tall Pad-Mounted System. -
. L1 b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Umﬂu_cuimi Permit to proceed with construction.
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PETITION TO
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Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! | =
The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61 tall industrial blight near the intersection of = B
Petition Summary. Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution r_vm %
and Hmnr@.n _..Em station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking o\
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction. L
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to mev
e tittnned famn | 2 Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
Aktion petitioned:for: tall Pad-Mounted System. u
b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with constraction.
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PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

< W0
: The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of - &
Petition Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution & 5
and Ba m_ﬁ-.a...:n. station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now secking wm Q
| the necegsary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction. N
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to m.v
a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7° o
o) |Action petitioned for: | bl i Systeém.
% f b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
w‘ Printed Name - Signature Addres | Email
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PETITION TO

Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

Petition Summary
andBackground:

| The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of

Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top disiribution
station withont the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,

hibit 4

LA

¥

Action petitioned for:

We,

the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to

a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°

tall Pad-Mounted System.

b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with constraction.,
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

- Petition Summary
- and wﬁwmu.: und:

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61' tall industrial blight near the intersection of

Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades, LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

Exhibit 4

Action petitioned for:

|

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to

| a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61°
tall Pad-Mounted System.

tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°

b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

Petition Summary
and Background:

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a r:::..m 61’ tall industrial E_m_: near the intersection of

Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

Exhibit 4

Action petitioned for:

b

We,

the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
a) Urge LADWP to install 2 more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
tall Pad-Mounted System.

b) Firmly oppose the issnance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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PETITION TO
< w0
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! =5
_ |r I The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61’ tall industrial blight near the intersection of m ©
Petition Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution S
‘and Background: station without the required Coastal Approvals, They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking N
e the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction. m.v
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to o
- O .| a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’
Actionipetitioned fory tall Pad-Mounted System.
_— _| b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

Petition Summary
and Background:!

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of

Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution
station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.

T4

-

Actian petitipned for:

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to

tall Pad-Mounted System.

- a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7’

b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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¥ a L 4
- Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! =
ol = ¢ : “The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61 tall industrial blight near the intersection of | =
Petition Suminary ‘Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution 0
and m.w.n_w_.mwa.::u“ station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking
T the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now fo
u b | a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; AT
GQE n“m.a._ e titioned for: tall Pad-Mounted System.
. b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction,
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< W0
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! = o
. The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial E_m_z near the intersection of =B
Petition Summary Sunset & Marguez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pele top distribution _._vm 0]
and Background: station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking %
= O L the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proeeed with construction. <
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to mev
e e o a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative fo their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
ﬁnﬁhﬂ.#ﬂ.ﬂﬂnnﬂ for: tall Pad-Mounted System. -
= b) Firmly oppose the jssuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway! S
3 The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of N
Petition mﬁE_.:m%% Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top distribution m.v
and Hmm_nm_d::a— station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Commission and are now seeking o
AN the necessary Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to
ction natitioned for. | ) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61° tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 77
Actipnipettoned tor: tall Pad-Mounted System.,
b) Firmly oppose the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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PETITION TO
Protect Sunset Boulevard's Scenic Highway!

ibit 4

The Los Angeles Department of Water & Power has erected a hulking 61° tall industrial blight near the intersection of M
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2t

. _Tmﬂ"ﬁ_ﬁ_.__ Summary Sunset & Marquez in the heart of the Pacific Palisades. LADWP began the process of installing this pole top Emnzc::c.mu
#nd Ba n_..mwm.ﬁ:uﬁ_." station without the required Coastal Approvals. They have been halted by the Coastal Conimission and are now seeking
5 : | the necessary Coastal Dévelopment Permit to proceed with construction.
We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to )
. 1 a) Urge LADWP to install a more aesthetically pleasing alternative to their 61’ tall Pole-Top Distribution Station; A 7°
Action petitioned for; | :
tall Pad-Mounted System.
b) Firmly oppese the issuance of a Coastal Development Permit to proceed with construction.
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PROOF OF SERVICE

l'am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. T am over the age of 18 and nof

a party to the within action. My business address is 1299 Ocean Ave., Suite 450, Santa Monica, CA
30401.

On April 12, 2017, I served the foregoing document described as, APPEAL FROM COASTAL|
PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT by placing true and correct copies thereof to the
following parties:

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

(X) By FIRST CLASS MAIL POSTAGE PREPAID AS FOLLOWS: T am “readily familiar” with
the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence for mailing. Under that practice it
would be deposited with U.S. postal service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid
at Santa Monica, California in the ordinary course of business. I know that the envelope wag
sealed and, with postage thercon fully prepaid, placed for collection and mailing on this date|
following ordinary business practices, in the United States mail at Santa Monica, California.

() I caused such envelope(s) to be deposited in the mail at Santa Monica, California.

() BY OVERNIGHT MAIL: I placed a true copy of said document in a sealed FEDERAL
EXPRESS PACKAGE addressed as indicated above, with delivery fees provided for, and)
deposited said envelope in a box regularly maintained by FEDERAL EXPRESS, for next day
delivery.

() BY ELECTRONIC SERVICE: Based on a court order, I transmitted the docnment to the
following persons through File & Serve Xpress (http://www fileandserveexpress.com). I did nof
receive within a reasonable time after the transmission any electronic message or other indication
that the transmission was unsuccessful.

() BY FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION: 1 caused such documents to be personally
delivered to the parties at the facsimile numbers listed above.

() BY PERSONAL SERVICE: I caused such documents to be personally delivered to the
parties at the address listed below:

() BY EMAIL: 1 caused such documents to be personally delivered to the parties at the email
address listed above.

(X) Executed on April 12, 2017, at Santa Monica, California.

(X) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above is trug
and correct.

Do b fhoed

Tisarai S. Johnson

1- Exhibit 4
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SERVICE LIST

Tina Shim, Esq.

Deputy City Attorney, City of Los Angeles
Los Angeles Department of Water & Power
111 N. Hope Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, BOE EMG
Attention: Catalina Hernandez, Environmental Supervisor
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, California 90015-2213

William Herriott, Power System Superintendent
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
111 North Hope Street, Room # 856

Los Angeles, California 90012

Chu Family Living Trust
16991 Sunset Blvd.,
Pacific Palisades, California 90272

Richard C. Wahlgren
16975 Sunset Bivd.,
Pacific Palisades, California 90272

David Noriani
16969 Sunset Blvd.,
Pacific Palisades, California 90272

Palisades Bay Club

¢/o KENT BURTON, ESQ.

BAKER, BURTON & LUNDY, P.C.
515 Pier Avenue

Hermosa Beach, California 90254-3889

Walt Griesser

c/o KENT BURTON, ESQ.

BAKER, BURTON & LUNDY, P.C.
515 Pier Avenue

Hermosa Beach, California 90254-3889

Pacific Palisades Residence Association
PG Box 617,
Pacific Palisades, California 90272

2
PROOF OF SERVICE
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