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FINDING.-6.

IMPACT: Damage io the Topanga Beach State Park parking and picnic facilities at the
castern staging and acozss areas.

MITIGATION MEASURES: Repair or replace. any damaged or destroyed facilities
within the park area. ‘

s

FINDING: CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR
INCORPORATED INTO, THE PROJECT WHICH AVOID OR
SUBSTANTIALLY LESSEN THE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENT.
EFFECT AS IDENTIFIED IN THE EIR.

SUCH CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS ARE WITHIN THE :
RESPONSIBILITY AND JURISDICTION OF THE STATE
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION .

FACTS SUPPORTING THE FINDING:

The State Department of Parks and Recreation has jurisdiction over the Topanga )
Beach State Park including the castern staging and access area. This mitigation measure
compieiely. eliminates project impacts to recreation since any damaged facilities will be
repairéd or replaced by the applicant or their agent.
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IMPACT:  Reduced ang obstructed vi
' oostructead views of beack-aveas fro Tanss Beach durit
the construction of the groins due to tbe;rescncén ompment " during

MITIGATION MEASURES: None

FINDING: ‘
G s?scmc '?Eceggsmc, sqmzéA%% (OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED IN THE FINAL ER. . 1 | ROVEC

FACTS SUPPORTING THE FINDING:
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Hewc?rf groins 200 feet in length. The cells
er, € groins, especially

* .

gation measures elimi ‘
Alternagiy ; ~SUIes eiiminate or reduce
Tnauves which would eliminate or subssan tially t 0 a level of insignificance.,
=il impact have been identified

These are the : .
the houses, be:c{;:?mm akema{“"e. the co
groins without rep

Statement of Overridi
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MITIGATICN MEASURES: Trucks transporting rock from, Ojai should travel along
State Route 33, to Highway 101, then to +2s Posas Road, and then to the Pacific Coast,
Highway (PCH) to:get to the site. Trucks from Camarillo. should travel along Fleasant
Valley Road to Las Fosas Road, and then to PCH to get io the site.

FINDING: CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR
INCORPORATED INTO, THE PROJECT WHICH AVODD OR
SUBSTANTIALLY LESSEN THE CANT ENVIRONMENTAL

EFFECT AS IDENTIFIED IN THE EIR.

SUCH' CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS ARE WITHIN THE
mmmsmmmmmspzm‘mnovmmsmn NOTTHE
AGENCY MAKING THE FINDING, SUCH

SHOULD BE ADOPTED BY CALTRANS,

FACTS SUPPORTING THE ¥INDING:

) The alternate route described in-the mitigation measure would remove trucks from
State Route 150 and eliminate the potential impact. The impact on the alternate route
weould not be significant.
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FINDING 16, |
IMPACT:  Increased traffic volume alohg westbound PCH from triicks delivering sand. §

MITIGATION MEASURES: Reduce the number of trucks aiong PCH during pezk
hours. Route tricks from Hansen Dam along State Route 118 to Mailera Road, to Olsen

Road, 10 State Routs 23, to Las Pesas Road and then to eastbound PCH during morning
and evening peak hours, ‘

FINDING: CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR
INCORPORATED INTO, THE PROJECT WHICH AVOID OR
SUBSTANTIALLY LESSEN THE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRCNMENTAL
EFFECT AS IDENTIFIED IN THE EIR.

SUCH CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS ARE WITHIN THE
RESFONSIBILITY AND JURISDICTION OF CALTRANS AND NOT THE
AGENCY MAKING THE FINDING. SUCH CHANGES CAN AND
SHOULD BE ADOPTED BY CALTRANS,

FACTS SUPPORTING THE FINDING:
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yWSPACT:  lIncreused congestion /aqueuing 3t ingréss und egress points at staging areas
Gue to trucks delivering sand and rock.

MIETIGATION MEASURES: Dicrease queuing by allowing four (4) trucks at one tifne:
into the staging aveas. Provide dual ingress and egress points at each staging area. Frovide
wraffic contro! at-ingress/egiess points at each:staging 27ea.

ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR

~

INTO, THE PROJECT WHICH AVOID OR

< A

SUBSTANTIALLY LESSEN: THE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECT AS iDENTIFIED IN THE EIR.

SUCH CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS ARE WITHINt THE

RESPONSIBILITY AND JURISDICTION OF CALTRANS AND THE
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES AND NOT THE AGENCY MAKING THE

FINDING. SUCH CHANGES CAN AND SHOULD BE ADOPTED BY

CALTRANS AND THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

FACTS SUPPORTING THE FINDING:

Truck traffic edtzringand exiting the construction site could be a significant impact..
This irrpact ooturs because up to 100 trucks carrying sand and 25 trucks carrying rock will
enter and exit the staging area daily. The tirne required to discharge loads will resuit in up
to 4 twenty foot long trucks waiting.in.the center median lane of Pacific Coast Highway.
This circumstance could have a significant deleterious effect on normal traffic patterns as
approximately oue truck every three minutes cROsSEs the traffic lanes.

This impact is eliminated if four trucks at one time can enter and exit the staging
area with traffic contrel established during the ingress and sgress of the trucks.

e 7, et M o
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IMPACT: Short-term degradation of the perceived quality of Lfestyle in the A ~inity of
the deach homes due’ 0 3¢ and Air emissions Toim construction vehicles.

MITIGATION MEASURES: In additi -a to the mitigation measures for noise identified

in Finding 5 above, the following measiire:, have been ideatified to reduce air emissions

from diesel vehicles near homes: 1) erginss should be

sulfur fuel should be used; ‘ i ivi !

alerts; i i ld bé wet t dling time

of trucks to 10 minutes or less; 6) use pre-chamber combustion engines whenever possible;.
‘ i nstruction-and advise tham to close their windows duriag

FACTS SUPPORTING THE FINDING:
Each of the mitigation moasures listed above will be implemented to reduce the

impact to-area residents during the twenty week cezstriuction pericd. The impacts ave still
potentially significant after all feasibie mitigation-measures are applied.

Alternatives have been identified which would substantially reduce or eliminate this
’ project alternative #fid the removal of the existing
eplacement. These alternatives are infeajiible for reasons cited in the
Statement of Overriding Considerations.
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EXZRIT D

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING ‘CONSIDERATIONS,

The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has identified severd] significant.adveise
environmental impacts of the proposed Las Tunas Groin Restoration Project. Some impacts
¢an not be reduced to.a level of insignificance after the adoption of available, feasible

itigati me of the identified alternatives to the project would eliminate a
dumber of such impacts, such alternatives are cdeemed infeasible on the basis of
censiderations spécified in this statement {Section 15691(a)(3), State EIR Guidelines). The
Comrnission has balanced ke benefits of the proposed project against its unavoidable
environmental risks and"hereby determines that: its benefits cutweigh the unavoidable
adverse environmental effects; and 2) such effects are considered acceptable (Section 15093,

State EIR Guidelines).

Tre proposed project arises from the Las Turz: Begch Settlement  Agréement
No. 2. This Agreement was entered into by and among the State of California acting by and
through its State Lands Commission and the ‘Attoriey General, Ticor Title and
approximately 75% of the homeowners at Las Tunas Beach (refsrred to in the Agreement
as the Owner Parties). This Agreement settles litigation that was filed by the State in 1982
gainst Ticer seeking romoval of the remnants of eight groins at Las Tunas Beach. These
steel groins have deteriorated to such an extent that all that rernain are sharp points of
rusted steel protruding from the sand. These groif remnants pose a very grave hizard to
the-u.vers of the beach. The litigation expanded int6 many suits and count' T suits inv.'ving
Ticw¢, the homeowners;their'insurance carriers zdad the State, which were consolidated iito

.

' th= original actien brought by the State.

Realizing that this massive liigation among many parties each claiming someone élse:
was responsible for the deteriorated groins would not quickly result in the remeval of a
significant public hazard, the Cour: directed the parties toward a seitlement. The
Agreement, the terms of which th= Court and the State have already approved, provides the
bes:, if not the only, means to a relatively prompt realization of the Stage's objective when
it commenced the litigation, the removal of the:groins.

When the Stasé entered into the Agreement, it did/not contract away its discretion
regarding ‘the leasing of tide and submerged lands, It specifically disavowed any
commitment te issue a lease with. anty particular terms or to issue any lease at all. (See




- By CRANCAT o)
G - GO R ]
d WL A FTIREA e L €PN NT e RATL, 7 G0 NI R <k 2
x4 - AT BN AUV TR SN R AT ¥
7 s T At A T 3 X
SEPLID L OFRIAIT 20X S TSHIMAT A0 L s DY O 1 : X
2 = T Rt ST T e kST TUASAT 1 DRI L ’ ‘
EHRITRT AN S TR T R OTISDh oA WA S TP AN TR T o W Rt v
[} e A S L TIL LI S IR e

Agres ent, paragraph 1.18.) By doing so, it insured that its consideration of the proposed
project would be preceded by full compliance with the California Environméntal Quality Act
(CEQA) and that the decision would be made only aftér full consideration of the:
environmental effects of the proposed project.

However, 1o realize the major benefits of the Agreement, among which is the
removol 6f the groins, the State must approve "a lease of tideland areas to the Owner
Partic¢s... for purposes of constructing as many as eight new groins similar o those described
in the Nlcffutt:& Nichal Report [the engineering report prepared for the Owner Parties on
the fecohstmyciion of the groins).” (Ag:zcement, Paragraph 2.3.) The Agreement further
provides tuit..."the terms and condjfions of any such State Lease may be added to by the
State; Withoint the consenit -of .the other Parties hereto, during the permit and Sease
applicatio process, but cnly to the extent such additional terms or conditions are consistenit:
with and do not conflict with the specific terms of this Agreement and the State Lease as
set forth above and in Exhibit D." (Agreement, Paragraph 2.4)

This Agreems2nt was the product of negotiation and compromise. In order to obtain
removai of the groijis by Vicor and the owner Pasties at no expense to the State, the State
agreed to permit a/groin restoration project that » juld adequately protect the shorezone
from crosion: Tu& project before the Commission meets the criteria specified in the
Agreement. The Agreement dees not prohibit the State from requiring the Owner Parties
to adopt mitigalion measures into the project that are reascnable and feasible. The
proposed actiont of the Commission incorporates all reasonable and feasible mitigation
measures identified in the EIR. ‘Project alternatives discussed in the EIR that mitigate
adverse impacts, however, such as no projéct, reduction in the number of groins and low

profile groins, do not meet the terms: of the Agreement (see: reference to0 Agreement,
paragraph 2.3 supra) and sre iiierefore infeasible.

The issuance of a lease for the project, whick incorperates specified mitigation, will
secure removal of the dangerous detesiorated groins and relieve the Siate from future,
liability with respect to these- greins. It will alse-provide the homeowners at Las Tunas
Beach with the ability to take appropriate action to protect their homes by the installation
of new groins for which the State will not be responsible. In addition, the installation of the
groins will provide a larger beach area to which the publicviil-have access from State parks
at each end of the affected area. The protection of public safety, the protection of private
property and the enhancement of the public recreational poiential of the beach are
significant beneficial considerations which support the approvai of tlieproject as amesded.
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EXHIBIT "E°
LAS TUNAS GROIN RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT

MITIGATION MCNITORING AND REPORTING PLAN
{Section 210816, PRC)

This plan has been developed in conformance with thé requirements of Sectior
21081.6 of the Public Resources Code and shall be known 25 the Mitigation Moditoring Plan.
(the Plan) for the Las Tunas Beach Groin Reconstruction Project (Project). The Project
entails the construction of eight rock rubble groins 200 fest in length and the placement of
80,000 to 100,000 cubic yards {cy) of sand along a 3,900 ft stretch of Las Tunas Beach.

Section 2 contai - 1 brief summary/checklist matrix. Section 3 is organized to: 1)

preseat each mitigation meeasure; 2) describe the impact 10 be mitigated, the monitoring
Tequirements and implementation schedule (timing); and 3) specify standards of
compliance. Section 4 of the Plan contains forms that could be used to verify compliance
er te report non-compliance..

'Encept as specificaily noted herein, the Owner Parties of the Las Tunas Beach
Sctileinen: Agreement No. 2. (LTOP), its representative(s), Gr guccessors-in-interest,
hereinafter referred to as Applicant, shall be res»nsible for implementing all mitigation
measures.

The California State Lands Conunission (S1.C), as CEQA Lead Agency, shall be
responsible for the administration of all provisions of this Plan. The SLC may, however,
delegate monitoring activities. to other agencies, coasultants, or-contractors. The SLC will
also easure that complete’ monitoring reports are received in a timely manner and that
violations. ar&: pronuptly corrected.
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Trustee Agencies.
COMPLIANCE

An SLC or SLC-designated site monitof should be present at the site on 3 continuous

basis throughout cansiruction t¢ N smpliance with this Plan, Verification of
itcring-in-ps : ztion of completed mitigations shall be reviewed by the
SLC. The SLC shall notify the Applicant in writing of the successful completion of a
mitigation measure within 3 working days of its receipt of a.report verifying corapletion.

VIOLATIONS

i a repert identifies a violation of the mitigation program, the SLC, within one
working day of its receipt of the report, shall:

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

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

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

Work shall cease upon notice by the SLC un i
SLC shall notify the Applicznt when work may begin.

Al costs for ths administration and iraplementation of the Plan shall be paid by the
exchiding legal costs and fees in the event of a dispute,
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‘A determination of non-implementation or non-compliance will result in immediate
notification by the SLC as described above to the Applicant. If the project is not bronght
into immedisic compliance, as determined by the site monitor, the Applicant or their ,
contractor shail stop work. Violaticns of any approved mitigation measure wkich are |
discovered after Project Completion will result in one or more of the following actions:

| 8 writien notification and demand of compliance by the SLC;

2. issuance of a citation;

3. an applicable remedy for breach of contract as provided in the Setilement
Agreement; and. '

4. other appropriate legal remedies as determined by the SLC.
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