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PUBLIC AGENCY PERMIT - RIGHT-OF-ENTRY

APPLICANT:
Ccity of Del Mar
1050 Canmino del mar
Del Mar, california 92014

ARERA, TYPB IAND AND LOCATION:

Various parcels jocated within 2 strip of tide and subnerged

jands located betwean 18th and 29th streets in the city of
pel Mar, San Diego county.

LAND UBE:

Right-of-Entry uUse for the demolition and removal of various

structures encroaching on the public beach and the
restoration of the beach.

TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:

fnitial period:
o (2) years beginning April 2, 1991.

Surety bond:
None.

public liability insurance:
N/A.

special:

This ;ight-of-entry permit will allow the demolition

@nﬁ’reﬁbyal of the existing encroachy ts and the
festoration of the peach. All othes _<velopment
proposals for the site, including any potential
shoreline protective devices, shall require additional
review by the california Coastal commission and the

state Lands commission.




CONSIDERATIONS
The public use and benefit; with the State reserving
the right at any time to set a monetary rental if the
commission finds such action to be in the State’s best

interest.

BASZS FOR CONBIDEZRATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. &, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

B. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 3, piv. 3; Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884:
N/A

OTHER PERTINENET INPORMATIONS:

1. An EIR was prepared and adopted for this project by the
city of Del Mar. The city has also adopted, via
Resolution 89-56, Exhibit "c®, the requisite findings
required by the CEQA. The State Lands Commission’s
staff has reviewed such document.

-

JMPACT:

Demolition Impacts - the need for the use of heavy
construction equipment on the beach for access to the
demolition sites and at the demolition site itself.

FINDING:

Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incerporated into, the project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect as identified in the final EIR.

MITIGATION MEMAS g2
1. The sandy beach area within the demolition zone
will be restored at the end of each work week.

2. Demolition will not occur west of the pernitted
shoreline protection line between Memorial Day and
Laboyr Day.

3. pemolition hours shall be consistent with the City
Noise Ordinance.
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The removal of non-complying walls, patios, other
encroachments, and/or revetments will involve the use
of heavy egquipment. The impacts are of a short tern
nature and the above mitigation measures will reduce
the impact to beach users and residents.

2 mitigation, monitoring ang reporting program has been
prepared and adopted by the City of Del Mar.

D2l Mar has historically been subject to beach
encroachments. Over the years, a series of private
Seawalls, riprap, patios, fences, landscaping, and
private stairs have been ¢ property owners
to protect structures and to provide useable patio and
walkway areas. HMuch of this development

onto public land and was done with and without the
necessary permits. The added riprap and other
encroachmernts have diminishedq public access to the
beach.

{(the Beach Preservation Initiative-
policies establishing designs and
protective works andg

The SPA and the
undaries establish the area
where development would be allowed only for public
recreational projects and, in certain instances with
minimal encroachment, for shoreline protective devices
to protect existing development.

The dispute over the legality of the existing beach
encroachments resulted in no less than six cases,
primarily against the City of Del Mar. The State Lands
Commission was among the cther defendants in some of
these actions. A1l of these actions were settled last
summer when the Commission authorized settlement at its
August 22, 1990 neeting., The settlements provided for
the proposed actions by the City.
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California Coastal Commission to expsdite the removal.
The first application is for the demolition and removal
of an existing cement seawall with associated riprap,
patio stairs, and landscaping on the public beach for a
site located seaward of and adjacent to 1816/34 Ocean
Front, Del Mar. The second applicatior includes the
demolition and removal of various structures including
decks, stairs, seawalls, and riprap located on the
public beach seaward and adjacent to selected
properties, north of 18th Street and south of 29th
Street. Both of these applications were approved by
the Ccastal Commission.

The City seeks to remove the private patio located at
1836/34 Ocean Front the first week of April, if
possible, and has requested staff to expedite this

permit.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
California Cozstal Commission permits.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
None.

EXEIBITS:
A. Iand Description
B. Location Hap
€. CQCity Council Resolution Adopting the Final EIR and CEQA
Findings
D.

HDED THAT THE COMMIBSION:

FIND THAT AN EIR WAS PREPARED AND ADOPTED FOR THIS PROJECT
BY THE CITY OF DEL MAR AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED
AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN.

ADOPT THE FINDINGS IN EXHIBITS "C® AND ®D" WHICH INCLUDE
THOSE MADE BY THE CITY OF DEL MAR AND THE COMHMISSION,
RESPECTIVELY, PURSUANT TO THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE: CEQA.

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO THE CITY OF DEL MAR OF A TWO-YEAP
PUBLIC AGENCY PERMIT - RIGHT-OF-ENTRY USE, BEGINNING

APRIL 2, 1991, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE PUBLIC USE AND
BENEFIT WITH THY STATE RESERVING THE RIGHT AT ANY TIME TO
SET A MONETARY RENTAL IF THE COMMISSION FINDS SUCH ACTION TO
BE IN THE STATE’S BEST INTEREST, FOR THE USE GF STATE TIDE
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AND SUBMERGED LANDS FOR THE DEMOLITION OF STRUCTURES
ENCROACHING ON THE PUBLIC BEACH AND THE RESTORATION QOF THE
BEACH ON TEE LANDS DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT “A® ATTACHED AND BY
REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.

AUTHORIZE THE WAIVER OF PROCESSING FEES FOR THIS PROJECT
PURSUANT TO SETTLEMENTS OF LITIGATION AUTHORIZED BY THE
COMMISSION AT ITS AUGUST 22, 1990 KEETING.




LAND DESCRIPTION
go County, Califomnia,

&cPadﬁCOmn.Smme

i ofﬁdeazﬂsubwgoﬂ!mdalong’\
described as follows:

That strip of land situated ber@een the mean high tide and the mean low tide \ines

lying south cf the gmlangaﬁoﬁ\g{ the southeely right-of-way line of 10ih Strect and

porth of the prolongation of the iostherly right-of-way line of 29th Street, in the

City of Del Mar, San Diego County.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED MARCH, 1991 BY LiB
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EXHMIBIT "C"
e cmem s

RESOLUTION NO. 89-56

2 RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
DEL HAR, CALIFORNIA, CERTIFYING THE BEACH
PRESERVATION INITIATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT A8 SUFFICIENT PURSURNT TO. THE REQUIREHENTS
OF THE CALITORHIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.

WEBRERS, the citizens of thae City of Dgl Mer by
initiative amended Chapter 30 of the Del Har Municipal Code
estabiisbing & Beach Front overlay Zone; and

3 the Director of the Dgpdrtment of Pianning and
Community Davelopment of the City of Del Mar ("Planning
Director®) deteramined that cerrying out tha Projact could have
significent or potentially significant environzmental impacts
under tha Califozrnia pavironsental Cuality Act, Public Resources
Code Section 21000 af 204 (SCECQA®); and

WREREAS, the certain significant or potentially
significant environuental ispacts Ware i{dentified in the initial
croA study checklist prepared by the Department of Planning and

Community Development of the City of Dsl Mar; and

WHESHEAS, notice of prsparation of the Draft Exvironmental.
Inpact Rsport (®DEIR®) was sen% to the State Clearinghouse (10
copies), the 0ffice of Planning and Research and ail other
governrant agencies beving Jurisdiction with ©
projevt s reguired by lav; and

WEFREAS, the DEIR was prepared by P & D Technologies by
order of the Directer of Planning and Coamunity Developrant
pursuant ts Public Resources Code gections 21082.1 and 21151; and

WHEEREAS, the DBIR addresssd those cortain signigican% or
potantially significant environmental ispacts in the areai of
Public Access (pages 22-23), visuai Quality (pages 535-54),
Coastal i;;c&sm (pages 34-54), and Construction Impacts (pigss
55-61);

NGEREZAS, the DBEIR concluded that certain impacty which
are not o jeant includs, but ars not 1imited to: air quality,
police and sheriff protection, fire protection, solid waste,
grouth inducezent, transportation, jand-relatesd rescurces, wvater
supply, and cumnlative impacts; and

YHEREAS, & notice of conpletion was £iled with the D=l
Mar City Clerk and the State Clearinghouse cn April 10, 1988
jndicating that the DEIR was available for comment. where it vas
avaeilabla for review, togethar with the Ssadline for reviaw as
deZermined by the Btate Clearinghouse; and
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Resclution No. 85-36

WHERERS, public notice of the availability of the DEIR
was provided pursusnt to Government Code Section 6061 and Public
Resources Code Section 21052;

WEEREAS, the Planning Director and Departmsent Staff
rovieved commentz to the DEIR and with P & D Technelogies
respecnded €o said comments pursuant to Public Rescurces Code
Section 2153; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Reésources Code Section 21100,
the City of Dsl Mar prapared & final Bnvironmental Iap&act Report
{"EIR®) consisting of:

1. the DBIR;

2. comments received on the DRBIR;

regpons2s Lo commants;
a mitigation ard monitoring report.

8, the final PIR was prepared in conformance with

the California Envircnaental Quality Act
Btate CEQA Guidelines require adoption of
mitigation measures, or approval of pProject alternatives reducing
ispacts to a laveli of insignificance or the adoption of certain
findingo and a Ststement of Overriding Conaiderations where
ecignificent impucts are identified and remain unmitigated; and

YHERERS, the comment period cloazed on Hay 29, 1989 and
aftar due notice, the City Council held a public hearing on the
BIR on avgust 7, 1989;

ty Council bam revieved the proposed

scommendations, the public written and oral

tastimeny and comments, and the full end cozplste record of
documants, inforzation end avidencs submitted.

%ow, THERETORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the
City of Dal Mer that:

. The foregeing recitales are true and correct.

2. The finsl EIR has been complated in cozplisvie with
Public Resource Code Section 21000 gt 2ec.; and

3. 7The final BIR was presented to the City Council and
that tha City Council reviewed and considered the information
contained in the finsl BIR.
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Rescliution -No., 89-56

ihe city Council, Pursuant to CEQA and the Stata
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Resolution Ho. 89-35

2. Vigual Aesthetics: No Significant Iapacts.
A. Explanation and rationale for finding:

A positive impact will result directly from the removal
of existing encroschments which prcject further onto ths beach
than @arm;;téd new construction and which in many casas are
uncoordinated, poorly built, and unattractive. The return of
such area to natural, usable beach land will b2 an improvement.
Project-inherent design amitigation is included within the
Initiative itself, which requires consistency with the City Code.
In addition, the implementation guidelines requira that the
Design Review Board review each Shorelins Protection Psrmit and
make a dssign recommendation to the City Council.

3. Coastal Processes; Potentially Significant Impacts
Mitigated to Insignificanca.

A. Explanaticn of impactsz and rationale for finding:

The removel of existing encrogchients will generally
widen the sandy beach area, incrementally reducing sand arcsion.
Howaeveyr, the tential for offssts in seawall alignsants can
cause & localized councentration of wave energy resulting in a
greater potential for sand erosion. S8evaral non-continuous
structures at varying alignments and offssets would have impacts
on the shorsline. Potentially significant impects could also
occur if a new wall is constructed toe close to the primary
structure because of waves overtopping the wall and the effect
of pile-driving construction sguipzent which could be used during
construction. Houwever, the City has been.advised by its Coastal
Engineers that all beach front primary structurez can be
protectzd within the confines of the Initistive.

The City of Del Mar hag approved the foliowing mitigation
measures which uwould reduce the impacts from construction of
shoreline pratactive structures to balow a level of significance.
Thegs measucaes, &g appropriate, wculd bs placed ag standard
conditionas of approval on Shoreline Protaction Permite to remove
exigsting structures and/jor to build a newv structure to mitigate
site specific and cumulative impacts.

1) Encourage and vheore appropriate require,
construction or reconstruction of walls as part of a continuous
ling of walls.

2) Provide flapk protection in casas wbaere non-
continuous wallzs or offsats or anglo points occur, inciuvding
strest ends,




Resolution Ho. 89-56

3) If property cowners cooperate, develop a
schedule with property cwners for the timing and location of
censtruction or reconstruction of protective devices, including
removal of existing encroachments, at least on a block-by-block
bagis and within the parameters of the BPI. If property cowners
do not agree in any pazticular block, it is recognized that the
City cannot force removal of encroachmsnts sooner than required
by the BPI and the City cannct force any property owner to build
a protective device. Accordingly, in the absence of agreement
to a coordinated program further site specific environmental
raview may be required to review the inpacts of an uncoordinated
progran and to idsntify additional site specific nitigation
neasures. It is further recognized, and the Council hereby findsz
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 13091 (a) (3), that
izposition of a mandatory schedule for removal of encroachmants
other than as specified in the BPI is infeasible as in conflict
with existing lav and that requiring am owner to build s device
who does not wish to ¢o so is infeasible as beyond the City's
isgal authority.

To the extent that thers may remain significant
unzitigated impacts, even after further zite spscific review, as
a result of lack of cooperation from private owners, ths Council
hereby finds, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sasction 13093, that ths
following bansfite of implementation of tha BPY outwaigh any such
potential negative impacts:

A) Renoval of existing encroachmants as soon
a3 possible will return ismportant public aress to public use;

B) Shozt and leng-ters, cusulative protection
of beach and zand resocurces through implementation of the BBZ,
as scoR a3 possible, will provide important public banefits;

e) Property owners will be benefitted through
implemsntation of the BPI beczuze of cost savings, will be
benafited through the right to uas up to five feet of public
proparty for private purposes for those who qualify and, as
suthorized by the BPX, will bs banefited through the construction
cf well-designed and engincered protestive dsvices to replace
insdaquate existing devices, all of which will contribute to the
public health, safety, and wslfere and the praservaticn of
proparty values;

D} If one or more ownors refuses to cooperate
in a given blosk, the balance of the block and the public in
general will be benefited through timely project implenentation
for the foregoing reascns and for the reasons stated in the BIR;

AR
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Raesolution MHo. 83-56

E) Adverse impacts of an uncoordinated
program will be felt ) non~cooperating owners who have
the ability to mit) y such impacts by agreeing to 2
coordinated program and/or by installing temporary, emergency
protection as authorized by the BPI. Impacts to the public from
an uncoordinatad program can be mitigated incident to removal of
encroachmerts and reconstruction as it occurs, and, in any event,
such impacts re expected to be minimal and short-tera.

Q) 'pesign protective structures to include
structural features to minimize wave cvertopping.

\ 5 Encourage the use cf window shutters designed
for hurricane-force winds where practical.

6) Provide tos oprotection (such as stone and
filter cloth) for vertical wells vhen possible. If not possible,
then design wall so that the rajority of wave energy is deflected
upward and/or so that the wall is stable to the maximun depth of
axpected toe scour.

7) Provide toe protection for stone revetzents
{such as tog apron stonse with £ilter cloth).

8) Conduct a geotechnical analysis of sea cliff
stability on a site-by-site basis to establish the nsad for shore
protection in the sea cliff regions of section 1 and 3.

9) getbacks from the SPA line should be
estsblished on a site specific pasis depending on the potential
wave runup and overtopping effect on the proposed shoreline
protection structure and ths structuras the protective
structure. (In no case will the sethack ba more than 5 feet west
of the SPA line).

4. Construction Impacts: Possible gignificant Impacts
Nitigated to Insignificancs.

A. Buplanation of impacts and rationale for £inding:

The removal of non-copplying walls, patios, other
ancroachrantg, and/er rovetments, and construction of new walls
involve the usa of heavy construction eguipment. Areas which
would be affected include tha local streets,the portion of the
beach used to access the site and tha demolition site itself.
‘*hese are short-term impacts ubich would vary by site. 7The level
of disturbence to residents and beach users would be reducsed if
wallis are built on & residantial block-by-block bagis.




Resolution Ba. 39-36

The City of Del Mar has adopted the followingmitigation
meagures which would reduce the impacts from construction of
shoreline protective structures to beolow & level of sigunificancss
These measures, as appropriate, weuld be placed as standard
condi.tions of approval on Shoreline Protection Peraits to reasove
existing structures and/or to build & new structure to mitigate
site specific impacts.

1) Constructior hours shall be congiztent with
the City Moise Ordinance Chapter 9.20 of the Municipal Ccds.

: 2} The sandy beach area within the construction
zone shall be restored at the end of each work week.
Notwithstanding statements to the contrary elsewhere, as to this
specific measure [item 4R{2)] this provision shall contrel over
any mitigation measure proposed by the BIR.

3) Construction shall not occur wast of the
permitted shoreline protection line betwean Memorial DRay and
Labor Day (except for emergencies).

4} The City will develop & scheduls with private
property owners for the timing of wall construction so that
gggst?etion cccurs on a block-by-bleck basis [ses item 3A(3)

val.

S) Yhe City shall ensure sinimization of
usnz‘paioation of public parking s&sreas during the construction
per -

BE IT FURTEER RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City
of Del Mar hereby incorporates herein ky reference the following
evidance which serves as support for the findings herein:

A. All maps, exhibits, written documents, and materials
contained in the files regarding this project om record in the
City of Del Mar; the written documents referred to herein anéd the
oral presentaticns given at the hearings. Specifically includad
by this referemce ai_ '~ ‘portions of the completed PFinal BIR
vhich dsscridbe the environmental impscts and mitigetions thereof
regarding public eccess/bsach encroachments; vigual guality;
coastal processss; constructicn impacts; the discussicn of
alternstives; the relationship between local short-tera useés of
man's environment; the maintenancse and enhencezent of long-tsra
productivity; and significent irreversiblae environnental changes
which would rasult in the implementation of the EBPI.
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Resolution No. 89-586

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council finds thet
all potentially significant impacts of the projact will be
reduced to a level of insignificance provided that the mitigation
measures outlined in this Resolution, in the EIR and in the
ponitoring program are iaplemented, except as expressly stated
to the contrary herein in item 3A(3) and as to that item there
is only a posuzibility of unmitigated impacts, and findings have

been mede as reguired by CEQA.

3

BROOKE _ ERG,
City of Dal ¥ar

=

PATTI BARNES, City Clerk

STATE OF CALIFORMIA)
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO)  s8
CITY OF DEL MAR )

I, PATTI BARMESB, cicy Clerk of the city of Dal Mar,
california, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that th foregoing is a true and
correct copy of Resolution No. 89-56 adopted by the City
Council of the City of Dal Mar, alifornis, at a Regular Meating
he%d the 2lst day of August , 1989, by the following
vote:?

AYES: Counciimembers Gillies, Hugo, Winterer; Mayor Eisenberg
BOES: None

ABSENT: Councilmember McHillan

ABSTAIN: Hone

{SZAL)
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STATEMENT OF FINDINGS

COASTAL PROCESSES ~ THE REMOVAL OF EXISTING ENCROACHMENTS
HAS THE POTENTIAL FOR OFFSETS IN SEAWALYL ALIGNMENTS WHICH
CAN CAUSE A IOCALXZED CONCENTRATION OF WAVE ENERGY RESULTING
IN A GREATER POTENTIAL FOR SAND EROSION.

FINDING: CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR
INCORPORATED INTO, THE PROJECT WHICH AVOID QR SUBSTANTIALLY
LESSEN THE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAYL EFFRCY AS IDENTIFIED IN
THE FINAL EIR.

MITIGATION 2RASURES:

1. ENCOVRAGE AND WHERE APPROPRIATE REQUIRE, CONSTRUCTION OR
RECORSTRHCTION OF WALLS AS PART OF A CONTINUOUS LINE OF
WALLS. PROVIDE FLANK PROTECTION IN CASES WHERE NON-
CORTINUOUS WALLS OR OFFSETS OR ANGLE POINTS COCCUR, INCLUDING
STREET ENDS.

WITH THE PROPERTY OWNERS COOPERATION, DEVELOP A SCHEDULE FOQEB
THE TIMING AND LOCATION OF CONSTRUCTION OR RECONSTRUCTION OF
PROTECTIVE DEVICES, INCLUDING REMOVAL OF EXISTING
ERCROACHMENTS ON A BLOCK BY BLOCK BASIS THAT IS CONSISTENT
WITHIN THE PARAMETERS OF THE BPI.

DESIGN PRDTECTIVE STRUCTURES TO INCLUDE STRUCTURAL FEATURES
TO MINIMIZE WAVE OVERTOPPING. PROVIDE TOE PROTECTION FOR
STONE REVETMENTS (SUCH AS TOE APRON STONE WITH FILTER
CLOTH) .

CONDUCT 2 GEOTECENICAL ANALYSIS OF SEA CLIFF STABILITY ON A
SITE~-BY~SITE BASIS T0 ESTABLISH THE NEED FOR SHORE
PROTECTIOK IN THE SEA CLIFF REGIONS.

FACTS SUPPORTING THE FINDING:

THE CONSTRUCTICN OF WELL~DESIGNED AND ENGINEERED PROTECTIVE
DEVICES TO REPLACE INADEQUATE EXISTING DEVICES IN A COORDINATED
BLOCK BY BLOCK APPROACH AS PROVIDED BY THE MITIGATION MEARSURES
OUTLINRED ABOVE WILL MINIMIZE THE POTENTIAL IMPACTS OF LOCALIZED
BEACH EROSION. ADDITIONALLY, REMOVAL OF EXISTING ENCROACHMENTS
WILL GENERALLY WIDEN THE SANDY BEACH AREA, INCREMENTALLY REDUCING
SAND EROSION.




CONSTRUCTICN IMPACTS - THE NEED FOR THE USE OF HEAVY
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT ON THE BEACH FOR ACCESS TO THE
DEMOLITIOR SITES AND AT THE DEMOLITION SITE ITSELF.

CHANGES OR ALTERATIONS HAVE BEEN REQUIRED IN, OR
INCORPORATED iINTO, THE PROJECT WHICH AVOID OR SUBSTANTIALLY
LESSEN THE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECT AS IDENTIFIED IN
THE FINAL EIR.

MITIGATION MEASURES:

1.

THE SANDY BEACH AREA WITHIN THE CONSTRUCTION ZONE WILL BE
RESTORED AT THE END OF EACH WORK WEEK.

CONSTRUCTION WILL NOT OCCUR WEST OF THE PERMITTED SHORELINE
PROTECTION LINE BETWEEN MEMORIAL DAY AND LABOR DAY.

CONSTRUCTICN HOURS SHALL BE CONSISTENT WITH THE CITY NCISE
ORDINANCE.

FACTS SUPPORTING THE FYINDING:

THE RIZOVAL OF NON-COMPLYING WALLS, PATIOS, OTHER ENCROACHHMENTS,
AND/OR REVETMENTS WILL INVOLVE THE USE OF HEAVV EQUIPMENT. THE
IMPACTS ARE OF A SHORT TERM NATURE AND THE ABOVE MITIGATION MEASURES
WILL REDUCE THE IMPACT TO BEACH USERS AND RESIDENTS.

»




IMPACT:
Coastal Processes - the removal of existing encrcachments
has the potential for cftsets in seawall alignments which
can cause a localized concentration of wave energy resulting
in a greater potential for sand erosion.

Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the project which avoid oxr substantially
jessen the significant environmental effect as identified in
the final EIR.

Encourage and where appropriate require, construction
or reconstructicn of walls as part of a continuous line
of walls. Provide flank protection in cases where non-
continuous walls or offsets or angle points occur,
including street ends.

With the property owners cooperation, develop a
gchedule for the timing and location of construction or
reconstruction of protective devices, including removal
of existing encroachments on a block by block basis
that is consistent within the parameters of the BPIX.

Design protective structures to includi: structural
features to minimize wave overtopping. Provide toe
protection for gtone revetments (such as toe apron

stone with Zilter cloth).

conduct a geotechnical analysis of sea cliff stability
cn a site-by-site basis to establish the need for shore
protection in the sea cliff regions. :

x5 UPPORTING THE FIfD
The construction of

well-designed and engineered protective
devices to replace inadeguate ex?sting devices in a
coordinated block by block approach as provided by the
mitigation measures outlined above will minimize the
potential impacts of localized beach erosion. Additionally.
removal of existing encrcachments will generally widen the
sandy beach area, incrementally reducing sand erosion.






