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CITY MANAGER

Download Ring’s Neighbors App & Enter an Opportunity Drawing to Win a Ring Video
Doorbell 2: RPV residents that download Ring’'s Neighbors App by April 30, 2019, using
the QR code below or https://go.onelink.me/vixd/b8697be2, can opt to enter into an
opportunity drawing. RPV residents are asked to use the QR code or link so that we can
track the number of downloads. After downloading the App, residents are asked to contact
Jacqueline Ruiz, Administrative Analyst in the City Manager’s Office, at jruiz@rpvca.gov to
provide your name, email address linked to the App, phone numbers and option you chose
to download the App.

For more info visit http://bit.ly/2Ui05mY

Palos Verdes Reef Restoration Project Update: Last week, staff was notified that the
Southern California Marine Institute’s Coastal Development Permit application for the Palos
Verdes Reef Restoration Project is scheduled to go before the California Coastal
Commission on May 9th in Oxnard (see attachments). Rancho Palos Verdes has
previously raised concerns over the project’s proximity to DDT- and PCB-laden sediments
in the Santa Catalina Channel, as well as concerns that the restored reef would be quickly
covered by silt from the toe of the active Portuguese Bend Landslide.

Coastal Commission staff is recommending approval of the permit with special conditions
and determined the design and placement of the restored reef modules would not make
them vulnerable to sinking or burial. Staff is reviewing the analysis and will prepare a
comment letter before the May 3rd deadline.

To view the Coastal Commission staff report, exhibits and appendix, visit
https://www.coastal.ca.gov/meetings/agenda/#/2019/5

Natural Disaster Town Hall on RPVtv: Assemblymember Al Muratsuchi's April 6 Natural
Disaster Town Hall was featured on RPVtv's “Around the Peninsula.” To watch a recording
of the informative, hour-long presentation focusing on preparedness, communication and
evacuation in the case of a natural disaster, visit bit.ly/2GAZ95m

National Prescription Drug Take Back Day: The Lomita Sheriff's Station and the Palos
Verdes Estates Police Department are participating in National Prescription Drug Take
Back Day this Saturday, April 27th. Stop by either station from 10 a.m. to 2 p.m. to drop off
your unused and expired medications. For more information and additional drop-off sites,
visit takebackday.dea.gov.



https://l.facebook.com/l.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.onelink.me%2Fv1xd%2Fb8697be2%3Ffbclid%3DIwAR2P47t4bYvdsOI3hUS4KDI3U_aM3tH09jTCruOO7Py_qtqkQlAcH6kX60c&h=AT2uas04jYws865igvn8DZvCMpFIfVIplKHUvF4rbbo8BIkJ1GG66wNmti2ho7UCpBWME5_DQRx-riFwm0qXCSH6EJ4a1dGfh1llzh-S1YuiEvMIloZuKlB0lWE8zpDsY-ZzZkf-e4ziGJqQAbsvBYXXtKpYupIpX_9PF_WqNG3B_65quapcXlj02-OW8kI-ztebDIAoAqe3WbpgXhzM8UXdokigybzDDRRf0cCAGWPaCisSWBKgq5VvLDswFqOav_ZqgfDbPEzxDZy8RBA-QuUmP0kj7UlRJGA90toCqCoWawm4qC3l9Dzkts6mbd0pYECsCDFAaIZ4N6Baf7Uv6-L6lyk8ChJJaYTggJRKtsGFSJ3EF53JmMJLRQ-gDJet6t06JB6THNLg3J9itdE0_-XN_jOsyno6d4ypZtGYKV0K8qJjESVvhEkCFN8YcV-S05ELesQsuFfDoipA-MBbMuT5iQAxB3Zy5A3gc5BSLN86Wo5FJx2LiFstOq3kJ5ND0130kdNClFOzItUDqWls8MmFssnHfkj3gAhaesLQVDxZUcc3JCuKhWd_B3xVjh9fpYvBkSi3jvnIAAllQr8BER9S5ZMc0lL10gDgr-OlbtACnsJxiuE_QIOLDftanW9GyXjx
mailto:jruiz@rpvca.gov
https://bit.ly/2Ui05mY?fbclid=IwAR0BZ0U__ufiECL3OQhpWmFpwLMByYspQjcXHNC4FivfQTii6F3LGF2TVn0
https://www.coastal.ca.gov/meetings/agenda/#/2019/5
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=lC7M5jLDqEk&feature=youtu.be
https://takebackday.dea.gov/
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Saturday, April 27 | 10a.m. -2 p.m.
DEA TakeBack.com

West Basin Rain Barrel Distribution Event May 4th: The West Basin Municipal Water
District’s final rain barrel distribution event of the season is May 4 at Morningside High
School in Inglewood (see attachments). Residents of West Basin’s service area who RSVP
can pick up a free barrel for rainwater collection from 8 a.m. to 11 a.m. For more
information and to register, visit westbasin.org/rainbarrels.

Attachment:

Palos Verdes Reef Restoration Project CA Coastal Commission Staff Report — Page 21
West Basin Rain Barrel Distribution Event Flier — Page 53

FINANCE

Statewide Sales Tax Trends:

Autos/Transportation
Projected 3.1% increase in FY18-19 and -0.3% increase in FY19-20

Growing wages and a positive job market have continued to provide a positive foundation
and help maintain favorable sales for new motor vehicles. However, industry experts see a
slowdown ahead given recent interest rate hikes and trade war impacts. While the
purchases of more expensive, clean-fuel vehicles will boost taxes for 2018-19, sales
measured in units has peaked. Outer year forecasts assume no growth or a slight decline
tied to a surplus of formerly leased vehicles available for purchase.

General Consumer Goods
Projected 0.8% increase in FY18-19 and 0.3% increase in FY19-20

Today'’s retail landscape is still evolving as notable brands invest in omnichannel
capabilities to capture expanding sales from mobile devices. Others are focused on smaller
concept formats, more favorable brick and mortar lease terms and enhancing in-store
experiences. Industry metrics reflected healthy consumer spending throughout the last
quarter of 2018. However, with uncertainty around international trade and an overall cooling

of the global economy, growth is anticipated to taper off throughout the coming year.
Source: HdL Consensus Forecast — January 2019


http://westbasin.org/rainbarrels
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OpenGov Financial Reporting: Did you know that you can view the City’s monthly financial
reports on OpenGov? OpenGov is an easy to use website that allows visitors to view
monthly revenue and expenditure details using interactive charts and graphs. Information
can be viewed by fund, program and expense type. Visit
http://www.rpvca.gov/895/0OpenGov-Financial-Data to learn more.

PUBLIC WORKS

Ridgecrest Intermediate School 5K Run: On April 22th, the Public Works Department
issued a Special Event Permit (see attachment) for the Ridgecrest Intermediate School
Booster Club, Inc. 5K Run to be held on Sunday May 5, 2019 from 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m.
surrounding Peninsula Center. The race starts in Norris Center Drive in Rolling Hills
Estates, and follows a course of Indian Peak Rd (RHE & RPV) to Crenshaw Blvd (RPV &
RHE) to Silver Spur Rd and back to Norris Center Dr. Approximately 800 runners and 300
spectators are expected to attend this one-day event. Parking will be provided in RHE and
the LA Sheriff Department will monitor the traffic control on all affected streets in RPV and
RHE. Road closures will include Norris Center Drive, one lane of Indian Peak Rd to
Crenshaw Blvd, one lane of Crenshaw Blvd to Silver Spur Rd and one lane of Silver Spur
Rd to Norris Center Dr.

Document Shredding Day: Staff and EDCO personnel are preparing for the Saturday, April
27th Document Shredding Event. Typically, the April event has a very large number of
attendees. It is estimated to have between 700-800 cars during the events’ 3-hour period.
The Los Caninos Dog Park will be closed during the event and a special event day traffic
control plan will be in place.

Seacliff Hills HOA: Staff and EDCO management are embarking on the final steps for the
transition of services in that HOA from manual backyard collection to automated curbside
collection. Automated carts will be delivered this week and new automated services will
commence April 2nd. The Thursday service days stays unchanged. This service transition
leads to significant price reductions for those customers. Staff thanks the HOA president
and board members for all their help in distributing information and assisting with “getting
the word out” to the neighborhood.

Attachment:
RIS 5K Permit — Page 54

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

SolSmart Award Presentation: The Community Development Department was recently
presented with a SolSmart Award at the 2019 National Planning Conference in San
Francisco. The City is the recipient of a Gold designation from the national SolSmart
program for making it faster, easier and more affordable for homes and businesses in the
community to go solar. The SolSmart program is led by the Solar Foundation and the
International City/County Management Association and funded by the U.S. Department of
Energy.



http://www.rpvca.gov/895/OpenGov-Financial-Data
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Preparation of the 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Assessment: The Regional Housing
Needs Assessment (RHNA) is a representation of future housing needs for all income
levels of a jurisdiction and is a requirement of the California State housing law. The RHNA
quantifies the need for housing within each jurisdiction in the State during specified
planning periods. The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), the
metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for Southern California, is in the process of
developing the 6th cycle RHNA allocation plan which will cover the planning period of 2021
through 2029. SCAG has prepared a RHNA Development Timeline (attached) identifying
key milestones in the RHNA preparation process. Based on the timeline, SCAG anticipates
distribution of Draft RHNA figures to local jurisdictions by February 2020 and RHNA appeal
hearings in July 2020. As part of this process, the City is currently working with SCAG in
providing local input to ensure that the preparation of the RHNA reflects accurate Zoning
and General Plan data of the City. A housing survey, that Staff is currently completing, is
due to SCAG at the end of the month. Staff will continue to provide updates as more RHNA
information becomes available.

Marymount Graduation: In preparation for the Marymount graduation on May 11, 2019,
Planning Staff recently reviewed the 2019 Graduation Event Traffic and Parking
Management Plan (Plan) and provided comments to the University. Marymount Staff
submitted a revised Plan that Staff is currently reviewing. Traffic and parking mitigation
measures will be in place in advance of the graduation event.

Attachment:
RHNA 2020 Timeline — Page 55

RECREATION & PARKS

Hesse Park: The facilities are rented this week for eleven indoor recreation classes, three
non-profit group rentals, one private rental, three Peninsula Seniors activities, and two City
meetings.

Ladera Linda Park: On Saturday, April 20th, 100 youngsters and their parents, participated
in the City’s annual Egg Hunt Eggstravaganza. The event was successful with smiles, prizes,
and fun for all.
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This week, the Community Center is rented for three homeowners meetings, one hike, five
recreation classes, and Flutterby Storytime.

Ryan Park: The facilities are being used this week for five indoor recreation classes, REACH
Fun on Fridays, and one birthday party.

PVIC/Docents: The Sunset room is rented for private events on Friday and Saturday. The
Los Serenos docents will be leading three school tours at PVIC this week, one hike at
Forrestal and two hikes at Abalone Cove.

Little Fish Tales met in the Sunset Room on April 18, 2019. Kids enjoyed books, songs, and
a felt board story. After story time a flower bouquet craft was offered along with coloring
sheets. We had 53 children with their parents in attendance.

Volunteer Program: Volunteers helped staff with the Egg Hunt at Ladera Linda this past
weekend. Interested volunteers can go to rpvca.gov/Recreation and Parks/volunteers for
more information about future volunteer events for the City and to sign up.
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Ladera Linda

27

8:00 am-11:00 am —
Document Shredding &
E-Waste Collection
Event @ City Hall
Parking Lot



12

19

26

13

20

27

5:00 pm-Klondike Canyon
Meeting @Ladera Linda
Community Center

City Hall Closed

7:00 pm - City Council
Meeting @ Hesse Park

14

7:00 pm - Planning
Commission Meeting @
Hesse Park

21

7:00 pm - City Council
Meeting @ Hesse Park

28

7:00 pm - Planning
Commission Meeting @
Hesse Park

8

7:30 pm — ACLAD Board
Meeting @ City Hall
Community Room

15

11:45 am — Mayor’s Lunch
@ The Depot (Mayor
Duhovic)

1:30 pm — Sanitation
District Meeting
(Councilwoman Brooks)

22

29

May 2019

1 2 3 4

16

7:00 pm — Emergency
Preparedness
Committee @ City Hall
Community Room

23

6:00pm — Civic Center
Advisory Committee @
City Hall Community
Room

30

6:00 pm - IMAC
Meeting @ Community
Room

10

17

24
8:00 am—Mayor’s
Breakfast @ Trump
National Golf
Club/Golfer’s Lounge
(Duhovic/Alegria)

31

11

18

25



16

23

10

17

24

5:00 pm-Klondike Canyon
Meeting @Ladera Linda
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TENTATIVE AGENDAS

Agenda items listed below will be presented to the City Council for their consideration

ESTIMATED
DEPARTMENT AGENDA SECTION AGENDA TITLE TIME
May 7, 2019 6:00 PM CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING - CLOSED SESSION
CLOSED SESSION
May 7, 2019 7:00 PM CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 3:50
AGENCY MEETING Successor Agency Meeting (SA) 0:05
AGENCY MEETING Improvement Authority Meeting (I1A) 0:05
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Minutes
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Letter of Support for SBCOG Regional Broadband Network project (Metro)
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Rejection of Claim - Tom Barrett
FINANCE CONSENT CALENDAR Warrant Register
CDD CONSENT CALENDAR ABCx2 Agreement
CDD CONSENT CALENDAR Amendment to Administrative Citation Fine Schedule
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Purchase Trash/Recycling Receptacles
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Reject received bids for Western Ave Corridor ALPR Phase 1
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Notice of Completion for Residential Rehabilitation Project Phase 2
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR EDCO Disposal Rate Adjustment Request
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Award Construction Contract ABCove and Ryan Park AC Improvements
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Notice of Completion PVDW Median Beautification Project
1:00
PUBLIC HEARING NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME
CITY ATTORNEY REGULAR BUSINESS City Charter options 1:30
ADMIN REGULAR BUSINESS Sheriff Service Agreement 0:15
CDD REGULAR BUSINESS RPVMC 8.24 Code Amendment re. public nuisance 0:20
ADMIN REGULAR BUSINESS Standardize Advisory Board term dates 0:20

4/24/2019



TENTATIVE AGENDAS

Agenda items listed below will be presented to the City Council for their consideration

DEPARTMENT

May 21, 2019

AGENDA SECTION

6:00 PM
CLOSED SESSION

AGENDA TITLE

CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING - CLOSED SESSION/STUDY SESSION
NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME

ESTIMATED
TIME

STUDY SESSION

Study Session Discussion

May 21, 2019

CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Minutes
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Extension of Prosum Inc. IT Services contract for 1 month
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Notice of Completion for Storm Drain Deficiency Improvement Project
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Notice of Completion for Outdoor Lighting PVIC
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Notice of Completion for Annual Sidewalk Repair Program
REC & PARKS CONSENT CALENDAR Approve Use Covenant for Measure A Grants Acquired by PVPLC for Preserve Improvements
FINANCE CONSENT CALENDAR Warrant Register
FINANCE CONSENT CALENDAR Annual Employee Compensation Report
1:00
PUBLIC HEARING NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME
FINANCE/PUBLIC WORKS |REGULAR BUSINESS Preliminary Budget/CIP Plan 1:00
FINANCE REGULAR BUSINESS 5-year Model 0:20
FINANCE REGULAR BUSINESS Business License Review 0:15
June 4, 2019 6:00 PM CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING - CLOSED SESSION
CLOSED SESSION NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME
June 4, 2019 7:00 PM CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 4:10
AGENCY MEETING Successor Agency Meeting (SA) 0:05
AGENCY MEETING Improvement Authority Meeting (1A) 0:05
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Minutes
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Resolutions Calling November 5, 2019, Election
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Cancel July 2 Council meeting
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Award Engineering Design of Hesse Park Parking Lot Improvements
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Contract Ext Telecom Law Firm re: Wireless Telecom Facilities
FINANCE CONSENT CALENDAR Warrant Register
1:00
continued on next page 12

112472018



TENTATIVE AGENDAS

Agenda items listed below will be presented to the City Council for their consideration

ESTIMATED
DEPARTMENT AGENDA SECTION AGENDA TITLE TIME
FINANCE PUBLIC HEARING Fiscal Year 19-20 Draft Budget and Capital Improvement Program 0:45
FINANCE REGULAR BUSINESS Draft Fee Study 0:30
ADMIN REGULAR BUSINESS AQMD Legislation (SB 732) 0:15
CDbD REGULAR BUSINESS Peafowl Management Status Report 0:15
CDD REGULAR BUSINESS Coyote Management Status Report 0:30
PUBLIC WORKS/FINANCE |REGULAR BUSINESS PV Transit extended services options 0:30
June 18, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING - CLOSED SESSION/STUDY SESSION
CLOSED SESSION NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME
STUDY SESSION Study Session Discussion

June 18, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Minutes
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR IT Management Services Contract
FINANCE CONSENT CALENDAR Warrant Register
CDD CONSENT CALENDAR Quarterly Reprot on New Wireless Ordinance
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Award contract for Western Ave Corridor ALPR Phase 1

1:00
FINANCE PUBLIC HEARING Adoption of FY 19-20 Budget 0:10
REC & PARKS REGULAR BUSINESS 1st Reading/Intro of Special Events Permit Enforcement Ordinance 0:15
REC & PARKS REGULAR BUSINESS 1st Reading/Intro of Public Drinking Ordinance 0:15
FINANCE/HR REGULAR BUSINESS FY 2019-20 Salary Schedule 0:10
CcDD REGULAR BUSINESS Consideration of NCCP/HCP Adoption 1:30

4/24/2019



TENTATIVE AGENDAS

Agenda items listed below will be presented to the City Council for their consideration

ESTIMATED
DEPARTMENT AGENDA SECTION AGENDA TITLE TIME

July 2, 2019 6:00 PM CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING - CLOSED SESSION

CLOSED SESSION NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME
July 2, 2019 7:00 PM CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 1:25

AGENCY MEETING Successor Agency Meeting (SA) 0:05

AGENCY MEETING Improvement Authority Meeting (1A) 0:05
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Minutes
FINANCE CONSENT CALENDAR Warrant Register

1:00

PUBLIC HEARING

NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME

REGULAR BUSINESS

NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME

July 16, 2019

CLOSED SESSION

CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING - CLOSED SESSION/STUDY SESSION
NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME

STUDY SESSION

Study Session Discussion

July 16, 2019 7:00 PM CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 1:50
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Minutes
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Award of Contract Street Signage Project Phase |
PUBLIC WORKS CONSENT CALENDAR Award of Contract Storm Drain Point Repair
CDD CONSENT CALENDAR On-line Resource Center and Green Building Codes
FINANCE CONSENT CALENDAR Warrant Register
1:00
PUBLIC HEARING NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME
PUBLIC WORKS REGULAR BUSINESS PVDE Roadway Alternatives from Bronco to Headland 0:15
FINANCE REGULAR BUSINESS Public Works Contract Reconciliation 0:20

4/24/2019



TENTATIVE AGENDAS

Agenda items listed below will be presented to the City Council for their consideration

DEPARTMENT

August 6, 2019

AGENDA SECTION

CLOSED SESSION

AGENDA TITLE

CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING - CLOSED SESSION
NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME

ESTIMATED
TIME

August 6, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
AGENCY MEETING Successor Agency Meeting (SA) 0:05
AGENCY MEETING Improvement Authority Meeting (1A) 0:05
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Minutes
FINANCE CONSENT CALENDAR Warrant Register
1:00
PUBLIC HEARING NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME
CDD REGULAR BUSINESS Review private property encroachment on City property 0:15
CDD REGULAR BUSINESS Update on Public Safety Plan 0:30
CDbD REGULAR BUSINESS Approval of Design Hawthorne Blvd Beautification 0:20

August 20, 2019

CLOSED SESSION

CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING - CLOSED SESSION/STUDY SESSION
NO ITEMS SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME

STUDY SESSION

Study Session Discussion

August 20, 2019 CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
ADMIN CONSENT CALENDAR Minutes
FINANCE CONSENT CALENDAR Warrant Register
1:00
PUBLIC HEARING Compliance Review Sol y Mar 1:00
PUBLIC WORKS REGULAR BUSINESS Tree Master Plan Policy for Arterials 0:40

4/24/2019



TENTATIVE AGENDAS

Agenda items listed below will be presented to the City Council for their consideration

DEPARTMENT AGENDA SECTION AGENDA TITLE EST_:_I::I\::ED
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS - Identified at Council meetings and pending receipt of memo from Councilmember
Request Date: Requested By: Item:
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS AGENDIZED OR OTHERWISE BEING ADDRESSED 0:15
Request Date: Requested By: Item: Agendized Date:
3/7/2017 Brooks Public Drinking Ordinance 6/18/2019
3/7/2017 Brooks Special Events Permit Enforcement Ordinance 6/18/2019
6/19/2018 Brooks City Charter 5/7/2019
1/15/2019 Brooks PV Transit extended services options 5/21/2019
2/19/2019 Brooks Advisory Board term expiration date adjustments 5/7/2019
3/19/2019 Cruikshank Business License Review 5/21/2019
4/2/2019 Brooks Tree Master Plan Policy for Arterials 8/20/2019
4/2/2019 Cruikshank AQMD Legislation (SB 732) 6/4/2019
4/16/2019 Dyda Review private property encroachment on City property 8/6/2019
4/16/2019 Alegria Update on Public Safety Plan 8/6/2019
4/16/2019 Alegria On-line Resource Center and Green Building Codes 7/16/2019
4/16/2019 Cruikshank Fire Hazard Reduction Plan (loss of residential home fire insurance) TBD

4/24/2019



6:00 AM - 6:30 AM

Fitness Programming

RPVtv Cox 33/ FIOS 38 Programming Schedule Guide Schedule - 04/28/2019 to 05/04/2019

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

6:30 AM - 7:00 AM

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

7:00 AM - 7:30 AM

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

7:30 AM - 8:00 AM

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

8:00 AM - 8:30 AM

8:30 AM - 9:00 AM

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

09:00 AM - 9:30 AM

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

9:30 AM - 10:00 AM

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

10:00 AM -10:30AM

10:30 AM - 11 AM

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

11:00 AM -11:30 AM

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

11:30 AM -12:00PM STUDIO RPV STUDIO RPV STUDIO RPV STUDIO RPV STUDIO RPV STUDIO RPV STUDIO RPV
12:00 PM -12:30PM B-24 Pilot Bombing Europe B-24 Pilot Bombing Europe B-24 Pilot Bombing Europe B-24 Pilot Bombing Europe B-24 Pilot Bombing Europe B-24 Pilot Bombing Europe B-24 Pilot Bombing Europe
Bob Ruiz Bob Ruiz Bob Ruiz Bob Ruiz Bob Ruiz Bob Ruiz Bob Ruiz

12:30 PM - 1:00PM

1:00 PM - 1:30PM

1:30 PM - 2:00PM

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

Peninsula Seniors Lectures

2:00 PM - 2:30PM

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

2:30 PM - 3:00PM

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Prog

3:00 PM - 3:30PM

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

3:30 PM - 4:00 PM

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

4:00 PM - 4:30PM

4:30 PM - 5:00PM

5:00 PM - 5:30PM

City Talk

Playing the Field- Local Edition

City Talk

Playing the Field- Local Edition

City Talk

Playing the Field- Local Edition

City Talk

Playing the Field- Local Edition

City Talk

Playing the Field- Local Edition

City Talk

Playing the Field- Local Edition

City Talk

Playing the Field- Local Edition

5:30 PM - 6:00PM

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

Fitness Programming

6:00 PM - 6:30PM

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

6:30 PM - 7:00PM

7:00 PM - 7:30PM

7:30 PM - 8:00PM

8:00 PM - 8:30PM

Playing the Field- Local Edition

STUDIO RPV

Playing the Field- Local Edition

STUDIO RPV

Playing the Field- Local Edition

STUDIO RPV

Playing the Field- Local Edition

STUDIO RPV

Playing the Field- Local Edition

STUDIO RPV

Playing the Field- Local Edition

STUDIO RPV

Playing the Field- Local Edition

STUDIO RPV

8:30 PM - 9:00PM

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

Playing the Field- Local Edition

9:00 PM - 9:30PM

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

City Talk

9:30 PM - 10:00PM

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

STUDIO RPV

10:00 PM -10:30PM

10:30 PM -11:00PM

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

Lectures with Lianne

11:00 PM -11:30PM

11:30 PM -12:00 AM

ATP- Disaster Townhall

ATP- Disaster Townhall

ATP- Disaster Townhall

ATP- Disaster Townhall

ATP- Disaster Townhall

ATP- Disaster Townhall

ATP- Disaster Townhall

12:00 AM - 1:00 AM

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

1:00 AM - 6:00 AM

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements

Community Announcements
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6:00 AM - 6:30 AM

6:30 AM - 7:00 AM

7:00 AM - 7:30 AM

7:30 AM - 8:00 AM

8:00 AM - 8:30 AM

8:30 AM - 9:00 AM

09:00 AM - 9:30 AM

9:30 AM - 10:00 AM

10:00 AM -10:30AM

10:30 AM -11:00AM

11:00 AM -11:30 AM

11:30 AM -12:00PM

12:00 PM -12:30PM

12:30 PM - 1:00PM

1:00 PM - 1:30PM

1:30 PM - 2:00PM

2:00 PM - 2:30PM

2:30 PM - 3:00PM

PVPtv Cox 35/ FIOS 39 Programming Schedule Guide Schedule - 04/28/2019 - 05/04/2019

3:00 PM - 3:30PM

"Natural Disaster Town
Hall" (1 Hour)

3:30 PM - 4:00PM

"Natural Disaster Town Hall"
(1 Hour)

"Natural Disaster Town
Hall" (1 Hour)

"Natural Disaster Town Hall"
(1 Hour)

"Natural Disaster Town
Hall" (1 Hour)

"Natural Disaster Town
Hall" (1 Hour)

"Natural Disaster Town Hall"
(1 Hour)

4:00 PM - 4:30PM

4:30 PM - 5:00PM

5:00 PM - 5:30PM

5:30 PM - 6:00PM

6:00 PM - 6:30PM

6:30 PM - 7:00PM

7:00 PM - 7:30PM

7:30 PM - 8:00PM

8:00 PM - 8:30PM

8:30 PM - 9:00PM

9:00 PM - 9:30PM

9:30 PM - 10:00PM

10:00 PM -10:30PM

10:30 PM -11:00PM

11:00 PM -11:30PM

11:30 PM -12:00 AM

12:00 AM - 1:00 AM

1:00 AM - 6:00 AM

The City of Rolling Hills
Estates City Council Meeting

The City of Rolling Hills
Estates City Council
Meeting

Comments or questions? Please email us at RPVtv@rpvca.gov
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PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUESTS - TRACKING LOG 2019

DATE OF DATE RECEIVED REQUESTOR SUBJECT ACTION TAKEN
REQUEST
12/22/2018 1/2/2019 Five Brothers Management Inquiry on vacant /distressed properties 1/2/19 AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
12/27/2018 1/2/2019 Jameel A. Pickens Property information regarding several properties on Beachview Drive, Nantasket 1/2/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to staff. 1/14/19
Drive, and Seacove Drive. 14 day determination ltr sent. 1/15/19 Request was
withdrawn.
1/3/2019 1/3/2019 David Fahrenthold (Washington Post) Trump National Golf Club & Terranea Resort golf tax fees for Oct., Nov., and Dec. 1/3/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to Finance staff.
2018 1/15/19 AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
1/4/2019 1/4/2019 Jared Maciej (The Claims Center on behalf of [Request for Certificate of Insurance for Buchholz Construction 1/4/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to PW staff.
SCE) 1/15/19 AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
1/7/2019 1/10/2019 Oluchi lwuoha, State Labor Commissioner, Request for Information for the ADA Access Improvements Fred Hesse Park Project [1/10/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to PW staff.
Department of Industrial Relations, Division |with the contractor Abny General Engineering, Inc 1/15/19 AA Zweizig left voicemail with requestor
of Labor Standards Enforcement notifying them that the documents are ready. 1/21/19
AA Zweizig mailed responsive documents. Completed.
1/7/2019 1/14/2019  |Municipal Auditing Services LLC Business license information 1/21/19 DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
1/15/2019 1/15/2019 |Joanna Jones Reed Green Hills request for communications beginning 10/1/17 1/16/19 DCC Takaoka called to clarify request. 1/25/19
DCC Takaoka left message. Awating payment/response.
Completed.
1/22/2019 1/22/2019 |Five Brothers Management Inquiry on vacant /distressed properties 1/23/19 AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
1/25/2019 1/25/2019 |leffrey Falbo Uncashed checks 1/29/18 DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
1/25/2019 1/25/2019 |Marisol B Hernandez CCC Ladera Linda Residential Rehab project 2/4/19 DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
1/31/2019 1/13/2019 |Zach Kopowski Sewer documentation c. 1972-73. 2/6/19 DCC responded. Completed.
2/1/2019 2/1/2019 David Fahrenthold (Washington Post) Trump National Golf Club golf tax fees for Nov-Dec. 2018 and January 2019 2/1/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to Finance staff.
2/11/19 14-Day extension request sent. 2/12/19 AA
Zweizig responded. Completed.
2/13/2019 2/12/2019 [Smart Procure Purchase order info 2/21/19DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
2/15/2019 2/15/2019 |Open Mapping Karen Ellenberger GIS mapping info 2/21/19DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
2/17/2019 2/18/2019 |Sunshine Design Program - trail design PVDE Roadway Safety Master Plan 2/21/19 DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
2/20/2019 2/19/2019 |Lori Brown Green Hills Inspiration View and Morning Light Valley 2/22/19 DD Kim responded. Completed.
2/20/2019 2/20/2019 |[David Fahrenthold (Washington Post) Trump National Golf Club golf tax fees for Dec. 2018 and January 2019 2/20/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to Finance staff.
3/4/19 AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
2/21/2019 2/21/2019 [Larry Maizlish Copies of warrant or traffic studies re: intersection of Hawthorne Blvd and Via 2/25/19 DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
Rivera (2014-2019)
2/22/2019 2/22/2019 [Noel Weiss /Lori Brown Green Hills Inspiration View and Morning Light Valley communications 3/4/19 DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
2/25/2019 2/25/2019 |Yuan Shao address file 2032 Van Karajan Drive 2/25/19 DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
2/28/2019 2/28/2019 |Center for Contract Compliance (Marisol ADA Access Improvements - Crosswalks in Area 1 information 2/28/19 AA Momoli forwarded request to PW staff.
Hernandez) 3/4/19 AA Momoli responded. Completed.
3/8/2019 3/8/2019 Washington Post Trump National Lot information 3/8/19 DD Kim responded. Completed.
3/11/2018 3/11/2019 |Kasia Craig Deed info Ocean Crest 3/12/2019 DCC Takaoka responded. Completed.
3/8/2019 3/8/2019 Chris Collins Completed/final residential solar (photovoltaic — PV) permits from 2016-2018 or all |3/12/19 AA Momoli forwarded request to CDD staff.
permits 3/14/19 AA Momoli responded. Completed
3/12/2019 3/12/2019 |Victoria Tice (Kasa Construction) Request for all proposals from Trail Connection for Deadman's Curve Segment bid 3/14/19 EA O'Neill and CC Colborn are working on

opening.

request.
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PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUESTS - TRACKING LOG 2019

DATE OF DATE RECEIVED REQUESTOR SUBJECT ACTION TAKEN
REQUEST
3/14/2019 3/14/2019 [Larry Maizlish Business License information including all businesses licensed by RPV, contact 3/14/19 AA Momoli responded. Completed.
details including addresses, type of business (trade), license fee, and if their license
fee is currently paid.
3/14/2019 3/14/2019 |Jean Eaglesham (Wall Street Journal) All financial records, including greens fees from Trump National Golf Club from 2015 |3/14/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to staff. 3/25/19
to present AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
3/14/2019 3/14/2019 |Chris Collins Completed/final residential solar (photovoltaic — PV) permits from 2010-2019 3/18/19 AA Momoli responded.Completed
3/18/2019 3/18/2019 |Nick Santos the Palos Verdes Drive West median beautification project with Contractor United |3/18/19 AA Momoli responded.Completed
GLl Inc.
3/14/2019 3/14/2019 |Victoria Yee, (Wage Justice Center) Certified copy Zachary Genduso PRA 11/22/17 3/14/19 DCC Takaoka responded, awaiting payment.
3/21/19 received payment, completed.
3/27/2019 3/27/2019 |David Fahrenthold (Washington Post) Trump National Golf Club golf tax fees February 2019 3/27/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to staff. 3/27/19
AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
3/28/2019 3/28/2019 [Nick Santos the Palos Verdes Drive West median beautification project with Contractor United |3/28/19 AA Momoli responded.Completed.
GLI Inc, requesting unredacted CPR’s which include workers names and addresses.
3/28/2019 3/28/2019 |Roxana Aslan (Unite Here 11) Terranea Resort Golf Tax Remittances for 2017 3/28/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to staff. 3/28/19
AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
4/1/2019 4/1/2019 Center for Contract Compliance (Marisol Bid information regarding the signage improvements at various locations project 4/1/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to staff. 4/2/19
Hernandez) AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
4/6/2019 4/6/2019 Craig Magnusen construction, grading permits for 19 Saddle Road, Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275 |4/8/19 AA Momoli forwarded request to
staff.Completed
4/10/2019 4/10/2019 |Center for Contract Compliance (Nick Santos)|Information regarding the PVDW Median Beautification project. 4/10/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to staff. 4/10/19
AA Zweizig responded. Completed.
4/15/2019 4/15/2019 [Matt Stiles electronic listing of parkway (or street) trees in your city 4/15/19 AA Momoli forwarded request to
staff.Completed
4/17/2019 4/17/2019 |April Sandell Information regarding case settlement for Eric Mark and Anoja Wickramarachchi 4/17/19 AA Momoli forward request to staff. 4/24/19
AA Momoli responded. Awaiting payment.
4/18/2019 4/18/2019 |Noel Weiss Correspondence between CH Staff and CC and Green Hills
4/22/2019 4/22/2019 |Claudia Romero Geotechnical Soils Report for the property at 3432 Palo Vista Drive 4/22/19 AA Zweizig forwarded request to staff.
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Th10b

Filed: 12/19/18
180" Day: 6/17/19
Staff: C.Teufel-SF
Staff Report: 4/19/19
Hearing Date: 5/9/19

STAFF REPORT: COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

Application No.: 9-18-0629
Applicant: Southern California Marine Institute
Location: State waters approximately 0.3 miles offshore of the City of

Rancho Palos Verdes, Los Angeles County (see Exhibit 1).

Project Description: Construction of nine acres of rocky reef comprised of 24
individual reef modules of approx. 16,000 square feet each
within a 69 acre area of sandy seafloor in state waters 0.3
miles offshore of Bunker Point on the Palos Verdes
Peninsula.

Staff Recommendation: Approval with conditions

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The Southern California Marine Institute (SCMI) proposes to construct a total of approximately
nine acres of low-relief (about three feet high) and high-relief (about 6 to 12 feet high) rocky reef
in state waters offshore of Bunker Point, the Trump National Golf Club and the City of Rancho
Palos Verdes. The proposed reef would be constructed as 24 individual modules or rectangular
piles of rock — each about 16,000 square feet - separated by sand channels and configured in
eight groups of three reef modules each (Exhibits 2 and 3). In total, approximately 70,300 tons
of rock would be used to construct the reef modules. The rock would be purchased from two
commercial quarries on Catalina Island and transported the approximately 30 miles to the project
site using two 2,000 ton capacity supply barges pulled by a tug. An estimated 18 round trips
would be needed to transport the rock to the project site, and once each supply barge is
accurately positioned, the rock would be placed at the reef module locations by using a front-end
loader to push the rock off of the supply barge (as shown in Exhibit 4).
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The reef modules would be installed within an approximately 69 acre project area (600 feet wide
by 6,300 feet long) in water depths of between 49 and 68 feet. The seafloor in this area is
primarily comprised of a thin layer of soft substrate (less than three feet) overlying a historic
rocky reef that has been buried over time. The reef modules would be installed within an
approximately 40 to 60 day project window between May and October in order to avoid
affecting the area’s commercial lobster fishing season.

As stated by SCMI, the purpose of the proposed reef is to “restore historic rocky reef habitat that
was buried by sedimentation from nearby landslides, thereby providing essential fish habitat and
substrate for kelp, other marine algae, and marine invertebrates, creating a productive rocky reef
ecosystem in an area with limited hard substrate.” The motivation and funding to restore this
reef habitat comes from the Montrose Settlements Restoration Program, which is managed by six
state and federal agencies that serve as the program’s Natural Resources Trustees (NOAA, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, National Park Service, CDFW, California Department of Parks and
Recreation, and California State Lands Commission). Consistent with the Montrose Settlements
Restoration Program’s 2012 Final Phase 2 Restoration Plan, the proposed reef restoration project
is intended to help compensate for losses to marine biological resources in the Palos Verdes area
and throughout southern California caused by contaminated sediments from the Palos Verdes
Shelf Superfund Site. This site surrounds the White Point Outfalls and includes areas that were
heavily contaminated with DDT and PCB discharged into the Los Angeles County sanitation
system by the Montrose Chemical Corporation (the nation’s largest manufacturer of DDT) and
others between the 1950s and 1970s.

Although intended as a restoration project, construction of the reef could also result in adverse
impacts to coastal resources. The key Coastal Act issue raised by this project is the potential for
adverse impacts to marine resources. The proposed project has the potential to harm marine
resources by damaging rare, sensitive or ecologically important species and habitats and
degrading water quality. To minimize impacts, Commission staff recommends several
conditions designed to protect marine habitats, sensitive species and water quality. These
include Special Condition 3 requiring SCMI to submit a Marine Wildlife Monitoring Plan
(MWMP), Special Condition 4 requiring an Anchoring Plan, Special Conditions 10 and 5
requiring an audit of reef polygon construction and a final post-construction as-built survey and
report, Special Condition 9 requiring completion of a pre-installation biological survey, and
Special Conditions 6- 8 requiring the development of plans to protect ocean water quality. As
conditioned, the Commission staff recommends the Commission find the proposed project is
consistent with Sections 30230, 30231 and 30232 of the Coastal Act.

For the reasons summarized above, and with implementation of the Special Conditions, the
Commission staff recommends that the Commission approve CDP application 9-18-0629, as
conditioned. The standard of review is Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. The motion to approve
with conditions is on page 4.
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l. MOTION AND RESOLUTION
Motion:

I move that the Commission approve Coastal Development Permit No. 9-18-0629
pursuant to the staff recommendation.

Staff recommends a YES vote on the foregoing motion. Passage of this motion will result in
conditional approval of the permit and adoption of the following resolution and findings. The
motion passes only by affirmative vote of a majority of the Commissioners present.

Resolution:

The Commission hereby approves Coastal Development Permit 9-18-0629 and
adopts the findings set forth below on grounds that the development as
conditioned will be in conformity with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal
Act. Approval of the permit complies with the California Environmental Quality
Act because either 1) feasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives have been
incorporated to substantially lessen any significant adverse effects of the
development on the environment, or 2) there are no further feasible mitigation
measures or alternatives that would substantially lessen any significant adverse
impacts of the development on the environment.

l. STANDARD CONDITIONS
This permit amendment is granted subject to the following standard conditions:

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

2. Expiration. If development has not commenced, the permit will expire two years from
the date on which the Commission voted on the application. Development shall be
pursued in a diligent manner and completed in a reasonable period of time. Application
for extension of the permit must be made prior to the expiration date.

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

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

5. Terms and Conditions Run with the Land. These terms and conditions shall be

perpetual, and it is the intention of the Commission and the Permittees to bind all future
owners and possessors of the subject property to the terms and conditions.
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I11. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1. Other Permits and Approvals: PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION, the
Permittee shall provide to the Executive Director copies of all other local, state, and
federal permits and authorizations required to perform project-related work, including
final authorization from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

2. Assumption of Risk, Waiver of Liability and Indemnity. By acceptance of this
permit, the Permittee acknowledges and agrees (i) that the site may be subject to hazards,
including but not limited to public use of navigable waters around and over the project
site, as well as waves, storms, and other ocean hazards, which may worsen with future
sea level rise; (ii) to assume the risks to the Permittee and the property that is the subject
of this permit of injury and damage from such hazards in connection with this permitted
development; (iii) to unconditionally waive any claim of damage or liability against the
Commission, its officers, agents, and employees for injury or damage from such hazards;
and (iv) to indemnify and hold harmless the Commission, its officers, agents, and
employees with respect to the Commission’s approval of the project against any and all
liability, claims, demands, damages, costs (including costs and fees incurred in defense of
such claims), expenses, and amounts paid in settlement arising from any injury or
damage due to such hazards.

3. Marine Wildlife Monitoring Plan (MWMP). AT LEAST 60 DAYS PRIOR TO THE
COMMENCEMENT OF OFFSHORE ACIVITIES, the Permittee shall prepare a
MWMP for review and approval by the Executive Director. The Permittee shall
implement the MWMP during all marine operations (e.g., rock placement, anchoring and
movement of barges). The MWMP shall include the following elements:

a. Prior to the start of offshore activities, the Permittee shall provide awareness training
to all project-related personnel and vessel crew, including viewing of an applicable
wildlife and fisheries training video, on the most common types of marine wildlife
likely to be encountered in the project area and the types of activities that have the
most potential for affecting the animals.

b. A minimum of two National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)-qualified marine
wildlife observers (MWOs) shall be located on the main project vessel to conduct
observations, with two observers on duty during reef construction activities. A
minimum of one qualified MWO shall be present on the supply barges during transit
to and from the project site. The MWMP shall identify any scenarios that require an
additional observer on the barges or other project vessels and, in these cases, make
recommendations as to where they should be placed to ensure complete coverage of
the surrounding marine environment.

c. Shipboard MWOs shall maintain a daily sighting log that shall be of sufficient detail
to determine whether observable effects to marine mammals are occurring.

d. Determination of the exclusion zone for eliminating the risk of crushing as a result of
rockfall.

e. Procedures for monitoring marine mammals and sea turtles and specifications for
MWOs within the rockfall exclusion zone.

f. Methods for communicating with contractors to stop work if there is a risk that any
marine mammals or sea turtles active in the area may move closer to the construction
site and inside a designated exclusion zone.
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Procedures for MWO monitoring of barge transport.

Methods for communicating with the ship’s captain if there is a risk of collision with
a marine mammal or sea turtle.

Limitations that work occur only during daylight hours when visual monitoring of
marine mammals and sea turtles can be conducted.

The MWOs shall have the authority to stop any activity that could result in harm to a
marine mammal or sea turtle. For monitoring purposes, the MWOs shall establish a
1,640 foot (500 meter) radius avoidance zone around the project vessels for the
protection of large marine mammals (i.e., whales) and a 500-foot (152-meter) radius
avoidance zone around the project vessels for the protection of smaller marine
mammals (i.e., dolphins, sea lions, seals, etc.) or sea turtles.

In the event that any take involving harassment or harm to a marine mammal occurs,
the MWO shall immediately notify the Executive Director, NMFS and any other
required regulatory agency.

A final report summarizing the results of monitoring activities shall be submitted to
the Executive Director and other appropriate agencies no more than 90 days
following completion of reef construction activities. The report shall include: (a) an
evaluation of the effectiveness of monitoring protocols and (b) reporting of (i) marine
mammal, sea turtle, and other wildlife sightings (species and numbers); (ii) any
wildlife behavioral changes; and (iii) any project delays or cessation of operations due
to the presence in the project area of marine wildlife species subject to protection.

Anchoring Plan. AT LEAST 30 DAYS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF
OFFSHORE ACTIVITIES, the Permittee shall prepare and submit an Anchoring Plan to
the Executive Director for review and approval that describes how the Permittee will
avoid placing anchors on sensitive ocean floor habitats. In addition to the elements
required under Special Provision 2(e) of Lease No. PRC 9448.9 (Exhibit 5), the Plan shall
include at least the following information:

a.

b.

A list of all vessels that will anchor during the project and the number and size of
anchors to be set;

Detailed maps showing proposed anchoring sites that are located at least 40 feet (12
meters) from all areas of known rocky habitat;

A description of the navigation equipment that would be used to ensure anchors are
accurately set; and

Anchor handling procedures that would be followed to prevent or minimize anchor
dragging, such as placing and removing all anchors vertically.

Final Post-Construction Sonar Survey and Report. Within 30 working days following
construction of the reef, the Permittee shall submit a final post-construction survey report
to the Executive Director. The report shall include maps and GIS layers demonstrating:

a.
b.

The installed position, perimeter and area of each reef module;

The average topographic relief and average percentage of the seafloor covered with
quarry rock within each reef module;

An estimate of the uniformity of rock coverage within the perimeter of each reef
module as well as rock overlap; and

The location, perimeter, area, average relief and average percent cover of any reef
module that is significantly different from the specifications set forth in the CDP
Application.
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10.

If the Executive Director determines that the deviation(s) exceed the scope of the activity
authorized in this permit, the Permittee shall immediately prepare a Construction
Remediation Plan that will include alterations or additions necessary to correct the
deviation(s). Within 90 days of the Executive Director’s determination, the Permittee
shall submit the Construction Remediation Plan for Commission approval as an
amendment to this permit and shall implement the Construction Remediation Plan as
soon as is practicable following the Commission’s approval.

Spill Prevention and Response Plan. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the Applicant shall submit a Project-specific Spill Prevention
and Response Plan to the Executive Director for review and approval. In addition to the
elements required under Special Provision 2(b) of Lease No. PRC 9448.9 (Exhibit 5), the
Plan shall identify the worst-case spill scenario and demonstrate that adequate spill
response equipment will be available. The Plan shall also include preventative measures
the Applicant will implement to avoid spills and clearly identify responsibilities of onshore
and offshore contractors and the Applicant personnel and shall list and identify the location
of oil spill response equipment (including booms), appropriate protocols and response
times for deployment. Petroleum-fueled equipment on the main deck of all vessels shall
have drip pans or other means of collecting dripped petroleum, which shall be collected and
treated with onboard equipment. Response drills shall be in accordance with Federal and
State requirements. Contracts with off-site spill response companies shall be in-place and
shall provide additional containment and clean-up resources as needed.

Critical Operations and Curtailment Plan (COCP). PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the Applicant shall submit a COCP to the
Executive Director for approval. In addition to the elements required under Special
Provision 2(d) of Lease No. PRC 9448.9 (Exhibit 5), the COCP shall define the limiting
conditions of sea state, wind, or any other weather conditions that exceed the safe operation
of offshore vessels, equipment, or divers in the water; that hinder potential spill cleanup; or
in any way pose a threat to personnel or the safety of the environment. The COCP shall
provide for a minimum ongoing 5-day advance favorable weather forecast during offshore
operations. The plan shall also identify the onsite person with authority to determine critical
conditions and suspend work operations when needed.

Marine Discharge. There shall be no marine discharge of sewage or bilge/ballast water
from vessels working on the project. A zero-discharge policy shall be adopted for all
project vessels.

Pre-Installation Site Survey. No more than six months prior to the initiation of
construction activities, the Permittee shall submit to the Executive Director for review
and approval the results of diver-based ecological surveys carried out throughout the
entire footprint (defined as the installation site and an adjoining six foot wide band) of
each of the 24 reef modules. If the Executive Director determines, based on a review of
the survey results, that sensitive marine habitat or species are present within the footprint
of one or more reef modules, the Permittee shall, within 60 days of such a determination,
submit a complete application to amend its permit to avoid placement of rock within the
identified sensitive marine habitat.

Initial Construction Audit. The Permittee shall submit to the Executive Director for
approval the inspection findings of the quality control survey carried out on the first
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11.

v

installed reef module. These findings shall include an evaluation of the installed size,
configuration, height, shape and location of the reef module compared to the proposed
design described in the CDP Application. The Executive Director shall complete review
of the inspections findings within two business days of receiving them. The Permittee
shall correct or ameliorate non-conformance with any construction and/or material
specifications set forth in the CDP Application prior to proceeding with installation of
additional reef modules.

Liability for Costs and Attorneys’ Fees. By acceptance of this permit, the
Applicant/Permittee agrees to reimburse the Coastal Commission in full for all Coastal
Commission costs and attorneys’ fees -- including (1) those charged by the Office of the
Attorney General, and (2) any court costs and attorneys’ fees that the Coastal
Commission may be required by a court to pay -- that the Coastal Commission incurs in
connection with the defense of any action brought by a party other than the
Applicant/Permittee against the Coastal Commission, its officers, employees, agents,
successors and assigns challenging the approval or issuance of this permit. The Coastal
Commission retains complete authority to conduct and direct the defense of any such
action against the Coastal Commission. WITHIN 45 DAYS OF COMMISSION
ACTION, the Permittee shall enter into a separate written agreement with the Executive
Director agreeing to reimburse the Coastal Commission for all court costs and attorney’s
fees, consistent with the requirements of this condition.

FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS

A. BACKGROUND AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION

In its February 27, 2018 report and recommendation to the California State Lands
Commission (CSLC), CSLC staff provide the following information on the development and
background of the proposed project:

From the late 1940s to the early 1970s, millions of pounds of DDTs and PCBs were
discharged into ocean waters off the southern California coast. Most of these
contaminants originated from the Montrose Chemical Corporation manufacturing
plant located in Torrance, California. The Montrose Chemical Corporation
discharged contaminants onto the Palos Verdes Shelf through an ocean outfall
offshore from White Point, harming fish, birds, and other wildlife in the area.

In 2001, the Commission, NOAA, and other federal and state agencies reached a
settlement with the parties responsible for the contamination and established the
Montrose Settlements Restoration Program (MSRP). The MSRP’s goal is to restore,
replace, rehabilitate, or otherwise compensate for the natural resources destroyed by
the DDT and PCB contamination in the region. The MSRP is overseen by a Trustee
Council which includes NOAA; the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; the National Park
Service; the California State Lands Commission; the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife; and California Department of Parks and Recreation.

In 2005, the Trustee Council approved MSRP Phase 1 Restoration Plan, which
included fishing, fish habitat, and bird restoration projects. In 2012, the Trustee
Council released the MSRP Phase 2 Restoration Plan, which allocated the roughly
$15 million remaining in the settlement fund for additional projects. The Trustee
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Council approved the proposed project, which is expected to cost $6.49 million, as
part of MSRP’s Final Phase 2 Restoration Plan.

In the MSRP Final Phase 2 Restoration Plan, the Trustee Council determined that the
project would effectively provide long-term benefits to fish on the Palos Verdes Shelf
by restoring reef habitat buried by landslides.

While not associated with DDT and PCB contamination, landslides caused by human
activity destroyed large amounts of fish habitat in the Palos Verdes Shelf. Road
construction on Palos Verdes Drive triggered the Portuguese Bend Landslide in
1956, burying extensive areas of natural rocky reef in the vicinity. The landslide
continued to release sediment through the 1990s, but by 1999 had slowed
significantly as a result of efforts to stabilize the area. However, the Portuguese
Bend Landslide continues to release sediment due to wave action.

Additionally, on June 2, 1999, a landslide occurred from the 18th hole of what is now
the Trump National Golf Club, which sits above Bunker Point. While this landslide
was stabilized relatively quickly, there was a large release of sediments into the
ocean which buried additional reef habitat.

The Trustee Council determined that the project, by restoring reef habitat buried by
these landslides, would help compensate for the harm caused by DDT and PCB
contamination in the Palos Verdes Shelf.

The proposed project would be managed by the Southern California Marine Institute (SCMI),
an alliance of 23 major universities, colleges, agencies and foundations in southern
California, including the National Marine Fisheries Service, nine universities from the
California State University system, USC, UCLA, Occidental College, and The Bay
Foundation. SCMI’s mission is to foster marine research and education, focusing on urban
impacts of the greater Los Angeles region on the coastal ocean. SCMI seeks to improve
scientific understanding and the development of solutions that will enable coastal waters and
watersheds to thrive, adapt and become resilient to ongoing environmental stressors.

SCMI would accomplish the proposed reef restoration through the placement of
approximately 70,300 tons of quarried rock across 24 individual “reef module” sites within a
roughly 69 acre area (as shown in Exhibits 1 and 2). Each proposed reef module would
have a footprint of approximately 0.37 acres (16,000 square feet) and the total combined
footprint of all 24 would be roughly nine acres. The reef would be installed as eight
groupings of three modules each (as shown in Exhibits 2 and 3). The three reef modules
within each grouping would be separated by 30 to 60 feet of unaltered seafloor and the
groupings would be separated by at least 150 feet from each other (as shown in Exhibit 3).
Each reef module would include a combination of six piles of approximately one-ton rock
boulders with the total height of each pile ranging from between three and 13 feet. The
photograph below provides an indication of what a single 13 foot high pile of one-ton rock
would look like. A single reef module would be comprised of six such piles with different
heights installed directly adjacent to one another (as shown in Exhibit 3).
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The rock proposed to be used for the project would be purchased from two commercial
quarries on Catalina Island and transported the approximately 30 miles to the project site
using two 2,000 ton capacity supply barges pulled by a tug. An estimated 18 round trips
would be needed to transport all the rock to the project site. Once the supply barges arrive at
the project site, they would be anchored to a derrick barge (an approximately 19,000 square
foot, flat surface barge equipped with a crane) that would be maintained at the project site for
the duration of reef installation. The derrick barge would provide logistical support, a work
platform and staging area during construction of the reef. The derrick barge would also be
used to store a front-end loader that would be moved onto each supply barge via crane once it
is positioned in place at the reef block installation sites. Once the barge is accurately
positioned using GPS, the front-end loader would be used to push the quarried rock off of the
supply barge into the ocean (as shown in Exhibit 4). The rock boulders would then sink
through the water column and accumulate on the seafloor in piles. Once these piles reach the
appropriate dimensions, the barge would be repositioned over the next reef module site and
the process would be repeated. This construction method is the same as that recently
approved by the Commission for use by Southern California Edison on the San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station (SONGS) mitigation reef offshore of San Clemente (CDP No. 9-
19-0025).

All 24 of the reef modules would be installed within an approximately 69 acre project area (600
feet wide by 6,300 feet long) in water depths of between 49 and 68 feet. The seafloor in this area
is mostly flat and primarily comprised of a thin layer of soft substrate (less than three feet)
overlying a historic rocky reef that has been buried. The reef modules would be installed within
an approximately 40 to 60 day project window between May and October.

The project area was selected based on the results of historic investigations as well as
bathymetric and dive surveys which were used to delineate an area of relatively shallow
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water depths (49 to 68 feet) made up of a thinly buried section of hard substrate that
approximately parallels the shoreline and is adjacent to existing nearshore kelp beds (as
shown in the figure below and Exhibit 2).

Palos Verdes Peninsula

Restoration Reef Area

| Revised Blocks
Maximum Resf Height

@ 3m
e

P - Composite Kelp Cover 2008, 2011-2014

o

E: iy Sources: Esri, GEECO, NOAA, National Geogragh
3 ! / contributors

The project area includes a patchwork of hard substrate between the more extensive sandy-
bottom areas where the quarry rock would be placed. The sediment thicknesses in the sandy-
bottom areas are relatively shallow - 80 percent of the area surveyed has sediment depths of
less than about three feet thick.

Based on surveys and historical investigations carried out by the applicant (on behalf of the
MSRP), these areas of sandy seafloor previously supported rocky reef and kelp forest habitat.
The reefs appear to have been present through the 1990s and likely became buried by the
sediment discharged into the ocean by nearby landslides, including the 16 acre landslide that
occurred during construction of a golf course in 1999 at the top of the bluffs adjacent to the
project site. As such, the site represents a unique opportunity to restore rocky reef to an area
from which it has been lost.

The configuration of the proposed reef was guided by the following design criteria developed
by the Occidental College’s Vantuna Research Group to enhance the stability, ecological
function, and long-term persistence of the reef. These criteria — and the figures they
reference - are further discussed in the report titled Bunker Point Reef Restoration Project:
Criteria, Design, and Monitoring (available as Appendix B).

* Blocks do not overlap with persistent kelp canopy. Persistent kelp canopy is an

indication of stable rocky reef below that has not been covered by sediment (Figure
25).
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* Blocks are placed at 15-20 m seafloor depth (Figure 25). The highest biomass areas
of the reefs we studied tended to be in this depth zone (Figure 22). Placing blocks in
these somewhat deeper depths would also limit wave action, scouring and seasonal
excavation/deposition of sediments.

* Vary the orientation of each block and each module (Figure 24). This would again
increase heterogeneity in reef characteristics, with respect to their relative
orientation to the shoreline and to prevailing currents and wave action. This should
increase the likelihood of high relief blocks causing creating a mosaic of small-scale
flow features, effectively facilitating microhabitat creation/diversification across the
module/block/reef.

» Mimic natural features (reef width and orientation to natural features).

* Blocks placed in a maximum of 1m sediment to limit long-term burial/sinking.

* 10-20 m sand channels between modules within a block (Figures 23-25). Permits
space for sediments moving with longshore current and wave action to move
around/through modules. Modules are still close enough to provide connectivity
(fishes can move over sand between them).

» Maintain connectivity with existing natural reefs. The was done by positioning the
ends of at least one module within a block less than 30 m from existing nearshore
natural exposed reef (kelp line) or existing (non-buried) rocky reefs so the blocks are
not “isolated islands’ in the sand (Figure 24-25).

» Maximize distance between blocks (>50 m) to increase independence of each block
(Figure 24). Mimics natural reef ridges, these are typically oriented perpendicular to
shore with large sandy areas between them.

Several of these design criteria have been specifically established to help ensure that the
proposed restoration reef does not sink or become buried and suffer the same fate as the
historic reef that was once present at the project site.

To minimize the risk of the installed rock and/or reef modules sinking into the seafloor, the
installation sites were carefully selected to include areas in which a thin layer (less than three
feet on average) of soft substrate overlies natural bedrock. Accordingly, even if the new
installed rock sinks into the soft sediment, it would quickly make contact with the underlying
bedrock which would hold it in place and prevent further sinking. Because the proposed reef
modules would extend ten to 13 feet above the seafloor, even if they sank through the entire
layer of soft sediment present at the installation sites, the majority of installed rock would
continue to remain exposed above the seafloor.

SCMI also considered the risk that the proposed reef modules would be subjected to burial
from existing soft sediment in the area or future soft sediment released from the Portuguese
Bend landslide. To minimize this risk, the proposed reef modules were designed to mimic or
replicate reef areas in the project vicinity that have been able to persist over time without
becoming buried. One such example is referred to as KOU Rock and is located slightly
downcoast of the project site. This rock reef feature has resisted burial over time and was
therefore carefully evaluated by SCMI and the Vantuna Research Group. Among the
characteristics of KOU Rock that were determined to protect it from burial are its height and
higher relief features. The proposed reef modules were therefore designed to also include
such characteristics and features.

Once the 24 proposed reef modules are installed, SCMI would carry out post-construction
surveys to document the final “as-built” condition of the reef and begin an extensive
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monitoring program to evaluate its colonization by marine life and effects on the physical
and biological conditions on the surrounding area. As discussed in NOAA'’s Environmental
Assessment:

The post-construction monitoring activities associated with the proposed action would
entail the use of a small vessel (less than 40 feet) to conduct side-scan sonar surveys to
confirm the location of rock material and diver surveys to assess the biological
community and progress of habitat on the reef.

The diver surveys would be conducted to monitor the biological health of the reef and to
confirm the placement of rock material. These surveys would be limited to a small dive
survey team using a skiff to access the project site. Surveys will be conducted by two
divers following predetermined transect lines that run in an inshore to offshore
orientation. The determined coordinates will be entered into a differential Global
Positioning System (DGPS) to be used during the survey aboard the boat A temporary
buoy will be placed at each of these coordinates in the field marking the starting point of
each transect. One diver will record the presence of substrate types while the second
diver will record the number of selected target species along and within a set distance of
about six feet (2 m) on either side of the transect line.

Additionally, SCMI would also carry out a diver survey of the first installed reef module upon its
completion. This survey would be focused on confirming that the size, configuration, shape, and
height of the installed reef module are consistent with the design parameters.

B. OTHER AGENCY APPROVALS

California State Lands Commission (CSLC)

The CSLC is the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the
proposed project. In February 2017, the CSLC prepared an Initial Study and Environmental
Checklist for the project and on February 27, 2018, the CSLC determined that the project will
not have a significant effect on the environment and prepared a Negative Declaration for the
project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. The CSLC also approved issuance of a lease to the
SCMI for the area in which the proposed reef would be located. This lease includes 13 special
provisions to help the project avoid or minimize potential adverse impacts to fisheries, water
quality, marine habitats and wildlife, and other public trust resources. These special provisions
are included in Exhibit 5.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)

On February 22, 2019 SCMI submitted an application to the USACE for a Department of the
Army Permit to discharge fill into waters of the U.S. and to place structures in and under
navigable waters of the U.S. On April 5, 2019, the USACE issued a provisional permit to SCMI
for the proposed project. Issuance of the final Department of the Army Permit is dependent on
issuance of a Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification by the Regional Water
Quality Control Board and a coastal development permit. The provisional Department of the
Army Permit includes 15 special conditions, included as Exhibit 6.

Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)

Placement of the proposed reef blocks requires authorization from the Regional Water Quality
Control Board in the form of a Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification. SCMI
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submitted an application for this certification to the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control
Board in May 2017 and it is currently under review.

C. MARINE RESOURCES AND WATER QUALITY

Section 30230 of the Coastal Act states:

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 manner 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 of the Coastal Act states:

The biological productivity and the quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands,
estuaries, and lakes appropriate to maintain optimum populations of marine organisms
and for the protection of human health shall be maintained and, where feasible, restored
through, among other means, minimizing adverse effects of waste water discharges and
entrainment, controlling runoff, preventing depletion of ground water supplies and
substantial interference with surface water flow, encouraging waste water reclamation,
maintaining natural vegetation buffer areas that protect riparian habitats, and
minimizing alteration of natural streams.

Coastal Act Section 30232 states:

Protection against the spillage of crude oil, gas, petroleum products, or
hazardous substances shall be provided in relation to any development or
transportation of such materials. Effective containment and cleanup facilities and
procedures shall be provided for accidental spills that do occur.

As described in the Initial Study prepared for the proposed project by the California State Lands
Commission:

The Project site is located 0.3 mile offshore, between Bunker Point and White Point on
the Palos Verdes Peninsula in Los Angeles County. The Project site is in the region
called the Southern California Bight (SCB), which includes the coastal area of southern
California from Point Conception to the United States/Mexico border and offshore to the
Channel Islands.

The SCB contains many unique biological and physical characteristics. Biologically, this
area is the transition zone between northern marine populations to more temperate
marine species, with 87 percent of California fish species found in this region. Physically,
water temperatures are generally warmer and more consistent than in areas north and
south of the SCB and wind speeds in the area are much lower than on other parts of the
California coast (Gelpi and Norris 2008). This is a region of highly productive and
valuable biological environments, particularly in the nearshore region; however, many of
the biological environments in this area have been negatively affected by sedimentation
and turbidity from nonpoint source pollution, reef burial from landslides, decimation of
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kelp beds from sea urchins, sediment contamination from sewage effluent from the
nearby Joint Water Pollution Control Plant’s White Point Outfall, and other impacts.

Within the boundaries of the Project site (15 to 20 m depth range), much of the reef has
been impacted by sedimentation, mostly due to landslides (Pondella et al. 2012). A
review of side-scan sonar data collected by EcoSystems Management Associates (2014)
within the boundaries of the Project site identified approximately 9 acres of substantial
hard substrate that could be considered biologically important habitat. The remaining
area (approximately 60 acres) contains predominantly buried-reef habitat covered by a
thin veneer of sand less than 1 m thick. A diver ground-truthing survey conducted at the
Project site in April 2014 indicated the presence of gorgonians, algae, and sea urchins in
the areas with hard substrate. Giant kelp (Macrocystis pyrifera) was largely absent
(Coastal Environments 2014b).

Although the project site (the approximately 69 acre area in which the 24 individual reef
modules are proposed to be installed) supports little hard substrate or kelp habitat, extensive
areas of rocky reef and canopy-forming kelp beds are present directly shoreward (as shown in
Exhibit 2) and along the Palos Verdes Peninsula to the north and south. Additionally, the
complex of state designated marine protected areas that includes the Abalone Cove State Marine
Conservation Area and Point Vicente State Marine Reserve begins approximately 1.5 miles to
the northwest of the project site, on the other side of the Portuguese Bend landslide. Located in
an area that is typically “up-current” of the Portuguese Bend and golf course landslides and the
White Point Outfalls, these marine protected areas support a range of hard substrate reefs and
sandy seafloor areas that have been less severely damaged than the habitats at the project site.

In order to evaluate the health of habitats at the project site and help identify viable locations for
reef restoration, a series of biological surveys were carried out, including the most recent one
between January and February 2015. This survey focused on documenting the invertebrate,
algal, and fish species present at the project site. The results of this survey are discussed in the
State Lands Commission’s Initial Study:

Common members of the invertebrate community associated with the kelp beds include
three species of sea urchins that graze on kelp: (1) the purple urchin (Strongylocentrotus
purpuratus), (2) the red urchin (Strongylocentrotus franciscanus), and (3) the white
urchin (Lytechinus anamesus). Other species in the invertebrate community include
various polychaetes, bivalves, sea stars, sea cucumbers, brittle stars, cnidarians (e.g.,
anemones and sea fans), and crustaceans. At the Project site, 33 species of
macroinvertebrates were observed during the 2015 biological survey. Of these 33
species, the predominant macroinvertebrate, making up almost 60 percent of the total
number of invertebrates, was the gorgonian, Muricea californica. Although Muricea spp.
IS native, it is often considered invasive on shallow reefs in southern California. This is
because it can occur in high densities and exclude kelp, understory algae, and other
sessile invertebrates. The next most abundant macroinvertebrate was the orange puffball
sponge (Tethya californiana), representing 13 percent of the total number of
invertebrates.

While hard substrate areas are the least abundant habitat type in the region, they are one
of the most important for fish habitat, supporting about 30 percent of the species and 40
percent of the families of fish. Approximately 76 percent of transects completed across
the project site were devoid of biota. Approximately 24 percent of transects had hard
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substrate with biota; however, on these transects, gorgonians accounted for
approximately 80 percent of the coverage. At the Project site, 27 percent of transects had
0 to 10 percent biotic coverage; 12 percent had 10 to 20 percent biotic coverage; 23
percent had 20 to percent biotic coverage; and 38 percent had greater than 30 percent
biotic coverage. Areas with high biotic coverage (greater than 20 percent) were
generally found closer to the existing kelp bed at Bunker Reef, while areas of low biotic
coverage (less than 20 percent) were generally found farther offshore, closer to the line
of historic hard substrate.

Sections 30230 and 30231 of the Coastal Act mandate that marine resources and coastal water
quality be maintained and where feasible restored, that protection be given to areas and species
of special significance, and that uses of the marine environment are carried out in a manner that
will sustain biological productivity of coastal waters. The overall purpose of the proposed project
is to restore rocky reef habitat that is expected to support a wide variety of marine species,
potentially including rare and special-status species. However, the proposed project could also
result in adverse impacts to marine biological resources and the quality of coastal waters by
damaging rare, sensitive or ecologically important species populations as a result of (1)
damaging existing biota during construction; or (2) adversely affecting water quality through
introduction of foreign materials and during construction.

Construction-related Effects on Marine Life

Project-related construction activities could result in adverse impacts to existing marine species
and habitats through: (1) the introduction of non-native species; (2) disturbance or injury to
marine mammals and sea turtles; (3) damage to existing rocky substrate habitat and species from
ship anchors and rock placement.

Non-Native Species

During construction, barge trips to and from ports and harbors in Los Angeles and Catalina
would increase slightly. Non-native species attached to these vessels could be introduced to
marine waters in the vicinity of the project site and the surrounding natural reefs. Depending on
the species, impacts to the native reef community could be significant. To address issues
associated with vessel-borne introductions of non-native species, harbors have adopted strict
controls on ballast water discharge and recharge, reducing the potential for ballast water to be a
source of contamination. In addition, vessels associated with the proposed project are not likely
to remain in port long enough to allow for non-native species to become established on them. To
further minimize the likelihood of transferring non-native species through project-related vessels,
Special Condition 8 requires that all vessels comply with a zero-discharge policy for the
duration of the project. With this condition in place, the biological productivity and the quality
of coastal waters would be protected by minimizing the risk of introducing non-native species to
offshore waters in the project vicinity.

Marine Mammals and Sea Turtles

Sea turtles and marine mammals, including harbor seals, California sea lions, bottlenose dolphins
and whales such as blue whales, humpback whales and gray whales are known to be present in
and transit through the project area. The proposed reef construction activities have the potential
to result in disturbance or injury to these species in several ways. Specifically, the project could
result in: (1) injury or death to marine mammals or sea turtles from falling rocks during reef
construction; (2) ship strikes from project vessels; and (3) disturbance related to noise from
construction activities.
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Several marine mammal species would be expected to avoid the project area during construction
or would not typically be present during the proposed construction period (May through
September). However, other species such as blue whales can be seasonally abundant during this
time of year and could pass through the project site, putting them at risk of injury or
entanglement due to interactions with project equipment or materials. Similarly, pinnipeds and
sea turtles could also be at risk for injury from materials such as rocks discharged from the
project barge due to their curiosity in construction activities or use of seafloor habitats,
respectively.

Ship strikes from barges and their towing vessels are also a concern. The proposed project
would involve the use of three different vessels and three barges. These would include a 76 foot
wide by 255 foot long derrick barge that would be towed to the project site and moored there for
the duration of the project; two 60 foot wide by 240 foot long barges that would be loaded with
rock and towed to the project site; a 35 foot long crewboat used to transport project staff between
the project site and the Port of Long Beach; and two 78 foot long tugboats that would be used to
transport rock barges or maintained onsite to support the derrick barge. Of these vessels, the
tugboat used to transport rock barges between the project site and Catalina Island (approximately
26 miles) would be the one involved in the most significant movement through open coastal
waters known to support large populations of whales that may be susceptible to ship strikes.
Although the maneuverability of the tug and its ability to avoid colliding with wildlife that may
surface in its path will be limited by its payload, the low speed that the tug would travel would
significantly reduce the likelihood and consequences of such collisions. The tug is proposed to
maintain a maximum speed of under nine nautical miles per hour (knots). This speed is below
the ten knots speed limit recommended by the National Marine Fisheries Service based on
existing research to protect large whales from lethal ship strikes.

Underwater noise associated with construction activities could also result in behavioral changes
and disturbance to marine mammals. However, according to a recent Environmental Impact
Report developed for the Southern California Edison reef project (which would use a similar reef
installation method), construction activities are not likely to produce noise levels that would
result in marine mammal disturbance beyond a 164 foot zone around the construction site.

To further ensure that marine mammals and sea turtles are protected from harm during project
activities, Special Condition 3 requires SCMI to develop and submit a Marine Wildlife
Monitoring Plan that includes:

e Determination of the exclusion zone for eliminating the risk of crushing as a result of
rockfall.

e Procedures for monitoring marine mammals and sea turtles and specifications for Marine
Wildlife Observers (MWO) within the rockfall exclusion zone.

e Methods for communicating with contractors to stop work.

e Procedures for MWO monitoring of barge transport, if necessary.

e Methods for communicating with the ship’s captain if there is a risk of collision with a
marine mammal or sea turtle.

e Limitations that work occur only during daylight hours when visual monitoring of marine
mammals and sea turtles can be conducted.

e Awareness training to all project-related personnel and vessel crew.

e A minimum of two MWOs during rock placement activities and barge transit;

e Notification to the Executive Director if any effects to marine wildlife are observed; and
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e A final report summarizing daily sightings and any other monitoring results.
With these conditions in place, impacts to marine mammals and sea turtles would be minimized.

Special Status Marine Species

Among the marine species that may be present within the proposed project area and potentially
susceptible to injury or disturbance are several reef dwelling species of abalone that are
extremely rare and federally recognized with protective designations, the federally endangered
white abalone (Haliotis sorenseni), and the pink abalone (Haliotis corrugata), and pinto abalone
(Haliotis kamtschatkana), both identified as Species of Concern by the National Marine
Fisheries Service.

Although these species have not been observed in the project area during the numerous
biological surveys carried out there over the past decade, their rarity and cryptic nature may have
allowed them to avoid detection. If any of these species are present within the proposed reef
module installation footprint, the placement of quarry rock could crush, damage, or fatally injure
them.

In order to minimize the potential for this to occur, SCMI is relying on two primary project
elements — (1) the siting of the reef module installation sites away from existing rocky reef areas
that may provide habitat for abalone; and (2) a pre-construction biological survey that would be
carried out within the footprint of each reef module. In its CDP application, SCMI provides the
following details about these two project elements:

The plan is for all of the installation to be carried out away from abalone habitat.
However, diver-based ecological surveys will be conducted by [Occidental College’s
Vantuna Research Group] in all of the footprint areas prior to installation, and one of the
objectives of these surveys is to find, identify, and enumerate macroinvertebrates
including abalone. The likelihood of finding any abalone, especially white abalone, in the
restoration site is very low, as we have not found any abalone within the site in our 10
years of surveys, which have been focused on the perennially exposed areas of reef where
abalone might survive. In the event that a white abalone is found during these surveys,
we would notify the NOAA Fisheries Abalone Recovery Coordinator immediately and
would await guidance. Often when new individuals of white abalone are found, NOAA
will collect them to be used as brood stock for the captive breeding program, so we
would wait for them to complete any additional surveys or collections before proceeding.

Special Condition 9 would memorialize this commitment to carry out a thorough biological
survey of the reef module sites and require the survey results to be provided to the Executive
Director for review and approval. If the Executive Director determines, based on a review of
those survey results, that sensitive marine habitat or species are present within the footprint of
one or more reef modules, SCMI would be required to submit a complete application to amend
its permit to avoid placement of rock within the identified sensitive marine habitat or areas with
sensitive species such as white, pink or pinto abalone.

Existing Reef and Hard Substrate

Hard substrate and its associated biota provide valuable nursery grounds, food sources and
shelter for a diverse assemblage of fish, invertebrates and other species. The primary purpose of
the proposed project is to restore hard substrate in order to provide additional reef habitat areas to
support marine species. However, construction activities could result in adverse impacts to
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existing rocky habitat. Potentially significant impacts to hard substrate and biota could occur if
rock or anchors are placed directly on or in areas of existing hard bottom. Impacts from anchors
would be temporary, and would be removed as soon as the vessel has completed its work.
However, studies have shown that hard bottom ecosystems are slow to recover from direct
impacts, indicating the likelihood that areas impacted by project anchors could take many years
to recover. Thus, to further reduce the potential for impacts to hard substrate from project
anchors, Special Condition 4 requires SCMI to develop and submit an anchoring plan
demonstrating that hard substrate areas are avoided and listing equipment and procedures to be
used to ensure anchors are accurately placed.

Potential impacts could also occur from placement of rock on existing hard substrate areas. As
shown in Exhibit 2, the proposed reef modules would be constructed near, and in some cases
immediately adjacent to, areas of existing kelp beds and rocky reef. In addition, the
approximately 69 acre project site is known to include roughly nine acres of rocky reef.

When designing the proposed reef restoration project, SCMI used data collected over several
years from a variety of sonar and diver surveys to specifically site the proposed reef modules in
areas devoid of hard substrate. However, many of these surveys were carried out from 2009 to
2015 and several years have since elapsed. Given the shallow layer of sand observed to be
covering some reef areas during past surveys and the dynamic conditions that define the marine
environment, some historic reef habitat in the project site may have become exposed or unburied
since the last surveys were completed. Such areas may have been subsequently recolonized by
reef species and could now be providing productive reef habitat. Although the data from
repeated surveys of this area suggest that this would be unlikely and that material from past
landslides in the area continues to bury or scour away marine life from the historic reef, the
current conditions are not known with certainty.

Additionally, in some cases specific reef module footprints were not comprehensively assessed
visually by diver surveys and were instead evaluated through remote sensing methods (sidescan
or multi-beam sonar) or through diver surveys of adjacent areas. Although these methods
provide a strong indication of the type of habitat and physical and biological conditions that are
likely to be present within the individual reef module sites, some uncertainty remains.

To address this uncertainty and confirm the current conditions at each proposed reef installation
site prior to installation, SCMI has proposed to carry out a variety of follow-up surveys once all
the permits and authorizations for the project have been approved. These pre-installation surveys
would include diver-based ecological surveys at each of the reef module sites as well as sidescan
sonar/bathymetry surveys. These surveys would be focused on confirming that the reef module
sites remain devoid of hard substrate areas or only include hard substrate areas that do not
support diverse assemblages of algae and invertebrate species as a result of frequent sediment
burial and scour. Special Condition 9 would require SCMI to provide the results of these
surveys to the Executive Director for review and approval and additionally require SCMI to
avoid placement of rock within any area shown in the survey results to support sensitive marine
habitat. Such habitat would include exposed rocky reef that supports kelp plants, high relief reef
areas, and areas of hard substrate that support a low percentage of bare rock and sand cover and
diverse assemblages of marine algae and invertebrate species.

To help provide additional protection for areas of existing reef and hard substrate habitat within

and adjacent to the project site, SCMI also proposes to carry out a diver-based construction audit
upon complete installation of the fist reef module. This audit would be focused on confirming
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that the reef module was installed consistent with the proposed design (size, configuration, and
height) and that it was placed within the target site. The intention of this audit is to help ensure
that construction or installation related issues are identified early in the project timeline and
addressed before they result in significant deviations between the designed and installed
condition of the reef modules.

Special Condition 10 requires SCMI to submit the results of the audit for the first reef module to
the Executive Director for review and approval. The Executive Director would review the
results of the audit within two business days and SCMI would be required to address any issues
identified in the audit prior to moving forward with additional reef installation operations.

To further ensure that the reef is constructed as designed, Special Condition 8 requires SCMI to
conduct a post-construction sonar survey to verify the as-built condition of the reef and submit a
final post-construction report that documents the as-built condition of the proposed reef, and
includes a map and GIS data layers showing the position and perimeter of each reef module and
verified estimates of relief and rock coverage.

Even with these protections in place, it is possible that a small amount existing rocky substrate
could be crushed or covered with new rock during the construction of the proposed reef.
However, this area would be small and the affected habitat would be replaced with similar rocky
habitat that, in time, would develop the same or similar biotic communities. In addition, the
proposed project will add a significant acreage of low- and high-relief hard substrate to the
immediate vicinity, resulting in a significant expansion of rocky habitat available to marine life
in the region. Thus, even if impacts to existing hard bottom areas do occur as the result of
construction-related impacts, these impacts would be temporary, minor, and offset by the amount
of restored reef that would be generated by the project.

Water Quality

Potential adverse impacts on marine water quality due to the proposed project include those
associated with increased turbidity during construction and the accidental release of fuel,
hazardous material, sewage or bilge/ballast water from project vessels. Increases in turbidity can
degrade water quality by reducing light penetration, discoloring the ocean surface, or interfering
with filter-feeding benthic organisms sensitive to increased turbidity.

Turbidity levels in waters surrounding the reef installation site could increase during the
deposition of rocks to create the reef modules. This placement of rocks could result in
significant seabed disturbance because the rock material used to construct the reef would
likely contain some fine materials which would become suspended in the water column
when the rocks are pushed off the barge. Additionally, the impact of the rock boulders on
the seafloor could result in the suspension of clouds of fine sediments. These increases in
turbidity could affect organisms living in the closest natural kelp reefs to the project area.

This issue was extensively evaluated during the CEQA review and construction of the Southern
California Edison mitigation reef offshore of San Clemente — a reef that was constructed using
the same methodology and type of rock proposed for the Palos Verdes restoration reef. The
evaluation concluded that impacts to existing kelp reef and other marine habitats associated with
increased turbidity from construction of new reef areas would be less than significant because
increases would be minor and localized and would last less than a day. This conclusion was
supported by monitoring results collected subsequent to construction activities that did not find
indicators of long-term effects of increased turbidity on any of the reefs in the surrounding areas.
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The information available from the proposed reef site offshore of Palos Verdes indicates that a
similar outcome would be likely there as well. In fact, some information suggests that the
proposed project site may generate even less resuspension of sediment and turbidity than the
Southern California Edison reef site. This is due to the significant difference in sediment depths
between the two sites - at the proposed project site, there is only a shallow layer of sediment in
place atop buried underlying rock reef, resulting in less available sediment that could be released
into the water column.

Thus, because the construction methods for the proposed project are similar to those employed
for other reef installation efforts for which adverse impacts from turbidity have not occurred and
the amount of sediment available for resuspension is small, effects associated with turbidity
would be similarly short-lived, minor and localized.

The proposed project requires the use of several different marine vessels and equipment to
support reef construction. It is possible that these marine vessels could discharge fuel or other
hazardous fluids, sewage water, bilge water, debris, or ballast water into the marine environment.
Depending on the size and contents of the release, impacts to marine organisms could be
significant. Although the likelihood of a spill occurring is low, Special Condition 6 requires
SCMI to submit a project-specific Spill Prevention and Response Plan to the Executive Director
for review and approval. This plan must identify the worst-case spill scenario and demonstrate
that adequate spill response equipment is available. In addition, the plan must clearly identify
responsibilities, list and identify the location of oil spill response equipment, and include a plan
for conducting training and response drills. Further, Special Condition 7 requires SCMI to
implement an Executive Director-approved Critical Operations and Curtailment Plan (COCP).
The COCP defines the limiting conditions of sea state, wind, or any other weather conditions that
would hinder safe operation of vessels and equipment or a potential spill cleanup. Finally,
consistent with previous marine projects approved by the Commission, Special Condition 8
requires implementation of a zero discharge policy for all project vessels.

Contaminated Sediments

The proposed project site is approximately 1.5 miles from the White Point outfalls, discharge
pipelines operated by the Los Angeles County Sanitary District as part of its treatment plant in
the city of Carson. From the 1950s to the early 1970s, the Montrose Chemical Corporation
discharged wastewater containing DDT into the local municipal sewer system. This DDT laden
wastewater then passed through the treatment plant in Carson and was discharged into the ocean
through the White Point outfalls. Until they were banned in 1976, PCBs from local industries
also formed part of the wastewater stream from the Carson treatment plan and were similarly
discharged through the outfalls. Over the decades, these contaminated discharges accumulated
in the sediments and environment surrounding the outfalls, eventually resulting in the inclusion
of this area on the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s list of “Superfund” sites.

Due to the proximity of the White Point outfalls and Superfund site to the proposed reef
installation sites, the applicant funded a sediment sampling and chemical analysis effort in 2016.
The stated objective of this effort, carried out by a consulting firm called Coastal Environments,
was to “ensure that the project area is clear from contaminants, or if they are present, that their
concentration levels are low and do not impact marine resources or human health.” The
sampling effort included the collection of sediment from within eight of the 24 proposed reef
modules - one sample from each of the eight groupings of three reef modules. In addition to
DDT, DDE, PCBs, and hydrocarbons, the samples were also tested for concentrations of heavy
metals.
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In its February 10, 2016 report, Coastal Environments summarizes its findings as follows:

The results of the analysis show that the samples taken from the proposed project site
consist of silty sand with minor clay and shell fragments. Results of the sediment
chemical analysis for these eight samples showed that the metal concentrations detected
were well below ERL limits, except for arsenic, cadmium, and nickel. For these three
chemicals, the concentrations were well below the ERM values, indicating that adverse
biological effects are unlikely.

DDT was only observed in sample #1 with a low concentration of 10.5 ppb (parts per
billion). Other samples contained low concentrations of DDE (5.78 to 30.54 ppb). Seven
of the eight samples did not contain any concentrations of DDT, indicating that most of
the DDT present has deteriorated to DDE. Therefore, it is likely that the area is
recovering from the presence of DDT and there have been no additional inputs of DDT in
the project area. PCBs and TPHs [hydrocarbons] were not detected in any of the eight
samples collected.

For reference, the Coastal Environments report also identified EPA’s designated cleanup level
for DDT in surface sediments as 23 parts per billion — over twice the concentration of DDT
found in the single sample from the project area in which DDT was detected.

Additionally, it should be noted that the concentration of DDT within this sample from the
project area is consistent with the concentration of DDT found in samples collected throughout
the Southern California Bight (not including the area near the Superfund site), based on data
collected as part of the multi-agency Southern California Bight 2013 Regional Monitoring
Program. In other words, available data indicates that levels of DDT in sediments at the project
site are similar to those found in marine sediments found throughout southern California.

Further, the most recent sampling data and modeling efforts carried out by EPA and the Los
Angeles County Sanitary District within and surrounding the Superfund site indicate
considerable decreases and consistent downward trends in concentrations of both DDT and PCB
in sediments and fish tissues throughout the Palos Verdes shelf area. These declines have
persisted across the three most recently available sets of data collected by these agencies
(2002/2004, 2009, and 2013). While these datasets only include sampling results from depths
outside those at the proposed reef site, as noted by SCMI in its application materials, “the general
consensus from LACSD and EPA sampling is that sediment in the area and depth where the reef
is to be sited is either unaffected by DDT or is mostly hard substrate (or lightly buried hard
substrate), thus there is no need to sample in those locations.”

Despite this information about the absence of contaminated sediments at the project site, several
interested parties raised concerns during the California State Lands Commission’s lease review
about the potential for the project to disturb or release buried sediments with high levels of DDT.
To help address these concerns, SCMI provided the following response:

[T]he layer of sediment covering the natural reef where the quarry rock is to be placed is
relatively thin — generally less than 10 cm. Therefore there is no deeper sediment to test
for DDTs and only a small amount of sediment to suspend as a product of construction.
Additionally, the levels of DDTs in that shallow sediment at the reef site are low, and less
than that of sediment in the surrounding area that might be exposed to this resuspended
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sediment. This is also the reason we do not expect to have issues of scouring, sinking, and
burial of the reef like we have seen throughout Santa Monica Bay — beneath this layer of
sediment is still the original natural reef, so the quarry rock could sink no further than
the original depth of the reef and would still be 1-4m in height. Whether the reefs will
cause scour of sediment immediately surrounding it (or the opposite — buildup of
sediment against the base of the reef) is up for debate and likely variable over time, but
we would not expect to see scouring beyond a few centimeters of the reef edge. We again
have a good model for this in [the nearby reef feature] KOU Rock, where the bedrock is
sticking up to 7m above the reef and seemingly unaffected by the surrounding
sedimentation. Regardless, whatever sediment is resuspended through construction or
scour will likely only travel a short distance and is among the least contaminated
sediments in the area.

Therefore, despite the proximity of the proposed project site to the White Point outfalls and areas
known to contain contaminated sediments, the project site appears to be relatively free of such
contaminants and installation of the proposed reef would not increase risks there or in
surrounding areas.

Conclusion

For the reasons discussed above, the Commission finds that the proposed project, as conditioned
by Special Conditions 3-10, would be carried out in a manner that maintains marine resources
and sustains the biological productivity and quality of coastal waters and protects against the
spillage of hazardous substances into the marine environment and is therefore consistent with
Coastal Act Sections 30230, 30231 and 30232,

D. PLACEMENT OF FILL IN MARINE WATERS

Coastal Act Section 30233(a) states:

The diking, filling, or dredging of open coastal waters, wetlands, estuaries, and
lakes shall be permitted in accordance with other applicable provisions of this
division where there is no feasible less environmentally damaging alternative,
and where feasible mitigation measures have been provided to minimize adverse
environmental effects, and shall be limited to the following:

(1)  New or expanded port, energy, and coastal-dependent industrial facilities,
including commercial fishing facilities.

2) Maintaining existing, or restoring previously dredged depths on existing
navigational channels, turning basins, vessel berthing and mooring areas,
and boat launching ramps.

3) In open coastal waters, other than wetlands, including streams, estuaries,
and lakes, new or expanded boating facilities and the placement of
structural pilings for public recreational piers that provide public access
and recreational opportunities.

4 Incidental public service purposes, including but not limited to, burying
cables and pipes or inspection of piers and maintenance of existing intake
and outfall lines.
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5) Mineral extraction, including sand for restoring beaches, except in
environmentally sensitive areas.

(6) Restoration purposes.
(7) Nature study, aquaculture, or similar resource dependent activities.

As discussed in Section B above, the proposed project involves the placement of fill
(approximately 70,300 tons of clean quarry rock) within coastal waters to form a nine acre reef.
Coastal Act Section 30233(a) imposes three tests on a project that includes dredging and/or fill
of open coastal waters. The first test requires that the proposed activity must fit into one of the
seven categories of enumerated uses. The second test requires that there be no feasible less
environmentally damaging alternative. The third test requires that feasible mitigation measures
be provided to minimize the project’s adverse environmental effects.

Allowable Use Test

The first test set forth above is that any proposed filling, diking, or dredging in open coastal
waters must be for an allowable purpose as specified under Section 30233 of the Coastal Act.
Coastal Act section 30233(a)(6) allows fill in open coastal waters for restoration purposes. The
proposed artificial reef project consists of the deposition of clean quarry rock on existing sandy
seafloor areas that historically supported a rocky reef. This historic rocky reef appears to have
been buried by sediment over the past several decades, including that released from a 16 acre
landslide that occurred during the construction of a golf course near the edge of the adjacent
bluff. The proposed reef is intended to restore this historic reef and enhance both the production
of living marine resources and recreational fishing potential of the project site. Therefore, the
Commission finds that the proposed reef project is for restoration purposes and is in
conformance with Coastal Act section 30233(a)(6).

Alternatives

The second test set forth under Section 30233 of the Coastal Act is that the there is no feasible
less environmentally damaging alternative to the proposed placement of fill. As part of the
CEQA and NEPA review processes, several alternatives were identified and evaluated for
environmental impacts. These alternatives include: (1) a “no project” alternative; and (2) smaller
reef alternatives.

“No-Project” Alternative
As discussed in the Environmental Assessment developed in February 2017 by NOAA,

Under this alternative, the Palos Verdes reef restoration project would not be
implemented, quarry rock would not be transported to the proposed project site and
would not be used to enhance marine biological resources and compensate for the
negative effects of past discharges of DDTs and PCBs into surrounding areas. There
would be savings of quarry rock, construction-related fuel would be conserved, air
emissions would not occur and no project-related construction equipment would be
visible during the period May 1 to September 30. Minor effects on biological resources,
air quality, visual aesthetics, and noise would be avoided. At the same time, however, the
resource enhancement objectives of the proposed action would not be achieved. As such,
the No Action Alternative would not address the purpose of and need for the proposed
action.

44



In other words, while the anticipated minor adverse impacts associated with construction of the
new reef would not occur, the benefits expected from the restored kelp reef ecosystem would
also not occur. Because the project’s primary outcome would be the restoration and
enhancement of marine habitat and biological resources, its anticipated benefits would greatly
exceed its adverse impacts. For these reasons, this alternative is not a feasible, less
environmentally damaging alternative to the proposed project.

Smaller reef alternative

In its 2017 Environmental Assessment, NOAA also evaluated several different size alternatives
for the proposed reef, ranging from those requiring between 64,200 tons and 70,300 tons of
quarry rock. As noted by NOAA in its evaluation,

The highest amount of quarry rock, 70,300 tons, was selected for the proposed action
because it is believed this density of quarry rock placement would result in optimum
resource enhancement and thereby best achieve the project purpose and need. The
smaller footprint alternatives would proportionally reduce the environmental effects of
the proposed action. These design alternatives, which vary by up to 6,100 tons of quarry
rock, are scaled to a critical mass level that helps assure restoration will be successful
and substantial. The variability in the amount of rock to be used reflects four different
configurations, including variations in vertical relief to promote the restoration of
different species mixes and abundances. The selected amount, 70,300 tons, would be
used to create a rocky-reef habitat structure that would be the most abundant and
ecologically diverse.

Selecting smaller footprint alternatives would mean that fewer resources would be
committed including quarry rock, fuel, and labor. There would be less air emissions, the
time required for construction would be reduced and minor effects relating to biological
resources, air quality, visual aesthetics, and noise would be slightly reduced. However,
the result of implementing a smaller footprint design would be a less abundant and less
ecologically diverse biological community. For this reason, the 70,300 ton design
alternative is considered to best meet the purpose of the proposed action and to best
satisfy the need for the project. In addition, as discussed further in this EA, several
measures are available and being considered that would help reduce the identified minor
effects associated with the 70,300 ton alternative.

Whereas the various size alternatives would all provide some level of restoration and
enhancement of marine biological resources, the largest size — the proposed project — is expected
to provide the most significant benefits and highest likelihood for success. In addition, because
the smaller size projects would all make use of similar construction methods and activities, they
would all result in similar potential adverse impacts. Selection of a smaller size reef alternative
would involve a similar type and magnitude of adverse impacts but may significantly reduce the
anticipated project benefits. As such, the smaller sized reef alternatives would not be feasible,
less damaging alternatives to the proposed project.

Accordingly, for the reasons described above, the Commission finds that the proposed project is
the least environmentally damaging feasible alternative and therefore meets the second test of
Coastal Act Section 30233(a).
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Mitigation

The final test set forth by the above-cited policies is whether feasible mitigation measures have
been provided to minimize adverse environmental effects. The proposed project incorporates a
number of mitigation measures to minimize adverse environmental effects including locating the
reef in water 49 to 61 feet in depth over an area of historic rocky reef; placement of quarry rock
on soft substrate seafloor areas that do not support exposed reef or sensitive biological resources;
and limiting construction to avoid the commercial lobster fishing season. Furthermore, Special
Conditions 3-10 ensure the protection and enhancement of marine resources (see Section D for
additional details). With these conditions incorporated, the proposed project provides feasible
mitigation for impacts related to fill of coastal waters, and thus, the Commission finds that the
third test of Coastal Act section 30233(a) has been met.

For the reasons described above, the Commission finds the project, as conditioned, consistent
with Coastal Act Section 30233(a).

E. PuBLIC ACCESS AND RECREATION
Section 30210 of the Coastal Act states:

In carrying out the requirement of Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution,
maximum access, which shall be conspicuously posted, and recreational opportunities
shall be provided for all the people consistent with public safety needs and the need to
protect public rights, rights of private property owners, and natural resource areas from
overuse.

Section 30220 of the Coastal Act states:

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

The proposed project is located offshore from several areas known to support locally important
recreational resources, including several pocket beaches and surf breaks. Although these areas
would not be directly affected by the proposed project, a concern raised during the State Lands
Commission’s lease review was the potential for adverse impacts to surfing conditions due to the
construction of the proposed reef. During the State Lands Commission review, SCMI prepared
the following analysis and response to these concerns:

The nearest surf breaks to the project site are The Shack, K & G Point, Bee Aye Point,
and Japan Cove. The Shack is most ridable with west swell that will not pass over the
restoration reefs. K & G, Bee Aye, and Japan Cove surf breaks are all best with swells
from the south or south-southeast (SSE). These swells will not pass over the restoration
reef prior to reaching Japan Cove. South and SSE swells will pass over the restoration
reef before reaching K & G and Bee Aye; however, the water depth between the top of
the restoration reef and the water's surface is at least 40 feet. Typical surfable waves on
our coast will not break until a bottom depth of < 20 feet is reached. Wave conditions
along the Rancho Palos Verdes coastline are controlled by shallow natural reefs that lie
inshore of the project site in water depths of approximately 13 to 20 feet. Additionally,
since the reef modules are comprised of narrow sets of individual rock piles rather than a
single large obstacle set parallel to shore, most of the wave energy will pass well over the
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top of the reef and through the channels between reef modules. The naturally existing
reef that these restoration reef modules are modeled after lies directly in the path of the
Japan Cove surf break and clearly does not cause any harm to surfing conditions.

In addition, the Occidental College’s Vantuna Research Group also prepared a report and
analysis of these issues as a component of its CDP application. The following is a summary of
the findings of that report and the full report is provided as Exhibit 7.

* High vertical relief is a critical requirement for restoring sediment-impacted rocky-reef
habitat while avoiding further sedimentation impacts.

» Wave conditions along the Rancho Palos Verdes coastline are controlled by shallow,
high relief natural reefs inshore of the project site.

* The restoration reef will not affect wave conditions at adjacent surf spots, even during
100-year-wave events.

* The restoration reef will not affect sediment transport and deposition patterns that
could affect wave conditions.

As part of its CDP application, SCMI also provided an additional response focused on requests
for a more quantitative evaluation of the project’s potential to affect surf breaks near the
proposed reef site:

There have been several requests to model the potential for wave refraction as a product
of placing this reef, each making it clear that any change in how surf arrives at the surf
break will be unacceptable. Each of these requests notes that there are bathymetric
surveys of the area (as seen in the NOAA EA) and without modelling there is no way to
determine impacts on surf breaks... We, of course, had a coastal engineer (Hany Elwany)
put together reports related to this particular area as well as other areas that have had
artificial reefs built, and it was determined there would be no significant impact on
surfing opportunities... While the proposed reef site does have extensive bathymetric
surveys (and will continue to be surveyed annually to determine sedimentation impacts),
and we have access to LIDAR data that gives very high resolution data inside the surf
zone, all areas between the surf zone and the outside of the kelp line are very low
resolution due to the existence of the kelp itself. This is not something that can be
surveyed at a higher resolution using current technology unless all the kelp is removed
(Saarman 2015). We believe that at this time the surveys do not go inshore enough at a
high enough resolution to appropriately model wave action at the surf breaks.
Additionally, the recommended modelling software is upwards of three decades old and
provides poor cell size resolution (on the order of 100-300m?), is typically used on sandy
shorelines with little rugosity, and the CDIP data itself only models to 100 m? resolution
and does not model in to the depths of the surf break nor the proposed reef. Using these
models either completely ignores the proposed reefs (as they are too small for the cell
size) or treats them as orders of magnitude larger, and also completely ignores the
existing, rugose rocky reef inshore of the proposed artificial reef (4-7 m depth) — these
are the reefs that control wave conditions along this coastline.

There is some promise in a relatively new modelling program created by the USC Veterbi
School of Engineering, but again the existing bathymetric data would only allow us to
produce accurate models up to the kelp line. Creating a model that simply tests wave
diffraction of this reef at this depth in a generalized manner can theoretically be done,
but then once again completely ignores the inshore reefs that actually control wave

47


https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2019/5/Th10b/Th10b-5-2019-exhibits.pdf

conditions and completely ignores the damping effect kelp has on the waves. We also
want to reiterate that this reef may have some kelp growing on it, but the natural reef it is
modeled after (KOU Rock) is directly adjacent to the project site, has very little kelp
growing on it, and the artificial reef is not designed for extensive kelp growth. This reef
will look nothing like the Wheeler North reefs (above or below the surface), nor function
as they do (again, above or below the surface), therefore kelp growth is not a
consideration in interactions with water flow and we do not foresee any valid scrutiny in
that regard.

To summarize, the proposed location of the reef in deeper waters (49 to 68 feet) beyond the outer
edge of the nearshore reef and kelp beds adjacent to the project area, the limited height of the 24
individual reef modules and their dispersed configuration across the 69 acre project area, are
expected to eliminate any potential for the restoration reef to dampen or divert wave energy from
existing surf breaks in the area.

While existing bathymetric data for the project area and deeper adjacent areas is available and
more would be collected as part of the post-installation monitoring effort, physical and
technological constraints limit the ability for similar information to be collected from adjacent
inshore areas. Because of their proximity to the surf breaks in question and shallower depths,
these inshore areas are likely to have a much more significant influence on wave action at the
surf breaks than the existing and proposed features in the project area. As such, additional
quantitative modeling of the project’s potential to affect these surf breaks in not feasible.

Based on the best available existing information, construction of the proposed restoration reef is
not expected to have an effect on surfing in the project vicinity.

Therefore, for the reasons described above, the proposed project will not have a substantial
negative effect on the public’s ability to access and enjoy the coast, and the project is consistent
with the public access and recreation policies of the Coastal Act.

F. COMMERCIAL AND RECREATIONAL FISHING

Coastal Act section 30234.5 states:

The economic, commercial, and recreational importance of fishing activities shall be
recognized and protected.

Currently the subtidal sand bottom community at the project site is characterized by low
densities of common invertebrates and bottom dwelling fish. The proposed project will alter or
replace the sand-bottom community over a 69 acre area. The net effect of the project would be to
replace a low-diversity, low-density community of sand-bottom organisms, which are common
throughout the region, with a high diversity, much less common, rocky reef community that
would support numerous recreationally and commercially valuable invertebrate and fish species.

The proposed project could result in impacts to commercial and recreational fishing through the
loss of fishing ground or habitat and construction-related impacts. With respect to the loss of
fishing grounds, the Initial Study prepared by the California State Lands Commission states:

Although Project construction would take place over a 40- to 60-day period, the daily
Project footprint (1 acre) would be small and localized. Even though fishing would be

48



excluded from this 1-acre construction site, the rest of the Project area and the extensive
adjacent coastal fishing waters would remain available during this period. Additionally,
Project construction would be complete prior to the start of the lobster season, which
begins on October 1%. Once the rocky reef is complete, the entire Project area would be
available for fishing. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

Thus, as described above, the proposed project will not result in the loss of fishing ground for
commercial or recreational fisherman. Similarly, significant loss of Essential Fish Habitat is not
anticipated due to the proposed project. Furthermore, the restoration of rocky reef habitat to the
project area would provide additional habitat for several important commercial and recreational
species including kelp bass, spiny lobster, Pacific mackerel, sandbass, and bonito, thus resulting
in an improvement to several fisheries.

The proposed project could, however, have a negative impact on fishing activities during the
construction period. Specifically, construction-related adverse impacts could result from: (1)
causing fish and motile invertebrates to avoid the project area in response to noise and physical
disturbance; (2) excluding fishermen from the construction area; and (3) damaging fishing gear,
such as traps. Each of these impacts is discussed in more detail below.

Behavioral Avoidance

During placement of reef materials, it is likely that fish and perhaps crabs and lobsters would
avoid the area of physical disturbance. However, this disturbance will take place for only a few
days in any given area. Most fishes are highly mobile and would simply avoid the construction
areas. Lobster and sea urchins would be little affected in any event since their rocky habitat
would not be directly affected. These temporary changes in movement and local abundance
would not cause a significant adverse impact to commercial or recreational fishing.

Excluding Fisherman from the Construction Area

Installation of the proposed reef is estimated to require between one to two months of on-water
construction activities (roughly 40 to 60 days). Reef construction would be limited to the period
between May 1 to September 30 to avoid conflicts with the lobster fishing season. During
construction the quarry rock barge would be moved from place to place to construct the 24
proposed reef modules. Therefore, within any given construction area, fishing would be
restricted for up to several days. This may affect fisheries such as the commercial red urchin
fishery which operate year-round. However, given the small share of the fishery at the project
site and the likelihood that additional fishing opportunities exist nearby, a temporary closure of
this small area would not have a substantial negative effect.

Furthermore, to ensure that impacts to recreational and commercial fisherman would be
minimized, SCMI - as a condition of its Department of the Army permit — is required to submit a
Local Notice to Mariners for publication with the U.S. Coast Guard to ensure that vessels in the
area are advised of the locations of project vessels and the approximate dates and duration of
project construction. Notice would also be posted in several locations within nearby harbors and
marinas. This would allow fishermen and other mariners that conduct operations in the area to
select alternative fishing or recreation sites during construction activities. The temporary loss of
anchorages and fishing operations would not significantly impact commercial or recreational
fishing.
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Lost or Damaged Fishing Gear

During construction activities, fishing equipment on the ocean floor could be damaged or
destroyed. As a condition of its Department of the Army permit, SCMI is required to provide
notification of project-related activities to fishermen and other mariners that conduct operations
in the area when they notify the U.S. Coast Guard of construction activities at least two weeks
ahead of the start date. This would allow the fishermen to select alternative fishing sites and to
remove any fishing equipment from the project area prior to construction.

Contaminated Fish

Among the fishing related concerns raised during the State Lands Commission’s lease review for
the project was the potential for it to negatively affect human health because it may promote
additional fishing and capture of fish that carry contaminants and are therefore unsafe to
consume. While the proposed reef modules would be expected to attract fish and fishing would
not be prohibited on them, the species of fish expected to colonize the new reef habitat are
known to contain lower levels of contaminants than the species of fish attracted to the type of
habitat currently found within the project area.

Specifically, soft substrate associated fish species such as croaker and sand bass are among those
most susceptible to accumulation of harmful contaminants such as DDTs and PCBs due to their
close association with soft sediments and consumption of prey species that inhabit them. For this
reason, the California Office of Environmental Health and Hazard Assessment advises against
any consumption of these species caught within the area between the Santa Monica and Seal
Beach piers. In contrast, hard substrate and rocky reef associated fish species are much less
likely to accumulate harmful levels of DDTs and PCBs due to their presence in areas with less
sediments that may be contaminated with these chemicals and their consumption of prey items
that are associated with kelp forests and reefs rather than soft sediments. These are the species
that would be expected to colonize the reef modules once they are installed.

In fact, one of the primary objectives of the project is to provide expanded opportunities for
fishing away from habitats that are known to attract those fish species most likely to be
contaminated, as discussed in the CDP application materials provided by SCMI:

Construction of a rocky reef is designed to alter the fish communities in the study area.
The highly contaminated soft-bottom associated fishes typically do not inhabit rocky-reef
habitats (Allen 1999), therefore a primary benefit of placing rocky reefs even in
contaminated soft-bottom habitats would be to displace soft-bottom associated species
with midwater and rocky-reef associated species that do not typically feed on benthic
organisms from contaminated sediment (MSRP 2005). Not only will this increase
production of fishes whose tissues typically have lower concentrations of DDT (Dixon
and Schroeter 1998), but organisms that prey on fishes in the study area will also be
exposed to reduced levels of DDT, including recreational anglers (MSRP 2005).

While it is important to note that some reef associated fish species may also be unsafe to
consume in large amounts or frequencies, this is a widespread issue throughout southern
California and other marine areas in close proximity to highly urbanized environments and not
one that is specific to or related to the proposed project.

Conclusion
With implementation of the above measures, the Commission finds the project consistent with
section 30234.5 of the Coastal Act.
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G. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

Section 13096 of the Commission’s administrative regulations requires Commission approval of
coastal development permit applications to be supported by a finding showing the application, as
modified by any conditions of approval, to be consistent with any applicable requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A) of CEQA prohibits
approval of a proposed development if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation
measures available that would substantially lessen any significant impacts that the activity may
have on the environment.

The California State Lands Commission, acting as lead CEQA agency, determined that the
project will not have a significant effect on the environment and prepared a Negative Declaration
pursuant to the provisions of CEQA on February 27, 2018.

The proposed development has been conditioned to be found consistent with the Chapter 3
policies of the Coastal Act. Mitigation measures, including conditions addressing marine
resources and water quality will ensure that the project does not result in any unmitigated
significant adverse environmental impacts. As conditioned, there are no feasible alternatives or
feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen any significant adverse
impact which the activity may have on the environment. Therefore, the Commission finds that
the proposed project is the least environmentally-damaging feasible alternative and is consistent
with the requirements of the Coastal Act to conform to CEQA.
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Appendix A
Substantive File Documents

Coastal development permit application and supplementary letters, reports, and materials
included in file no. 9-18-0629 (Southern California Marine Institute; nine acre restoration reef).
SONGS mitigation reef).

Initial Study and Environmental Checklist for the Palos Verdes Reef Restoration Project.
California State Lands Commission, February 2017.

Environmental Assessment - Palos Verdes Reef Restoration Project. National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, February 22, 2017.

Adopted Findings for Coastal Development Permit No. 9-19-0025 (Southern California Edison;
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West Basin Municipal Water District

#&™. Rain Barrel

U Program

Distribution Event

Saturday,
May 4, 2019
8aM=11aM

Morningside High School
10500 S. Yukon Ave,
Inglewood, CA 90303

(anter event on Yukon, near 107Tth St

..........................................

Help Conserve Water with a

Free Rain Barrel

Advance registration is required. Quantities are
limited and available on a first come, first served
basis. Rules and restrictions apply.

* Must install rain barrels within 30 days

 Must allow for rain barrel installation inspection
or you may be charged for the cost of the rain barre/

* West Basin residents are eligible to attend any event




City of Rancho Palos Verdes Permit No:

Department of Public Works SEP2019-00003
30940 Hawthorne Boulevard Issued Date:
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
P: (310)544-5252 F: (310) 544-5292 Expiration Date:
05/06/2019
Permit Type: SPECIAL EVENT PERMIT Dig Alert Number: |800-227-2600
Permit Subtype: STANDARD ORGANIZATION California Water Service: |310-257-1400
Inspector: ENGINEERING BUCKET Southern California Edison:|800-655-4555
Inspection Line: 310-544-5338 EDCO (trash hauler):|310-540-2977
Southern California Gas: |[310-687-2020
Project Address: 28915 Northbay Rd Project Summary:
Rancho Palos Verdes, California 90275 RIS 5K May 5, 2019
Tract/Parcel Map: Utility Project #:
Applicant: Ridgecrest Intermediate School Booster Club, |Utility Reference:
Inc
Contractor: Owner:
Contractor State License No: Owner Address:
Contractor Business License No.: Owner Phone Number:

Project Details:

(A HARD COPY OF PERMIT MUST BE KEPT ON THE JOB SITE AT ALL TIMES)

IMPORTANT NOTICE
Call (310) 544-5338 to schedule an inspection 72 hours prior to commencing with
any work described on this Permit.

Printed by: BECKY MARTIN

Permit valid for a period of 90 calendar days after the approval date shown below.
Mock up display and dumpster permits are valid for a period of 30 days after the approval date shown below.
Mock up construction permits are valid for 10 days after the approval date shown below.

Schedule and Inspection Online by visiting http://www.rpvca.gov/inspection
»  Obtain an online account from the Technician at the Public Works Counter.
Schedule an Inspection by Telephone by calling 310-544-5338
« Have your permit number, address and contact information available.

Encroachment Permits may require a minimum of 10 working days of FIRST submittal for Excavation, Haul Routes

and/or Traffic Control Plans.
All Mock ups shall be instalied at least two weeks prior to any Public Hearing related to the proposed construction.

Call “DIG ALERT” at 1-800-227-2600 at least 72 hours prior to any construction.
City Hall Hours - Monday - Thursday 7:30 - 5:30, Friday 7:30 - 4:30
Public Works Telephone - 310-544-5252

WWW.rpvca.gov 54
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DEVELOPMENT TIMELINE

6TH CYCLE RHNA ...cccnm0

12/2018-08/2019 2018
Regional Determination
Process 2019
JAN
FEB
02/2019-09/2019 vAR  Planning Factor/ AFFH Survey Release

APk Planning Factor/AFFH Survey Due Date: 04/30/2019

Development
MAY

Jun - Notification to Subregional Delegation
JUL

e Last Day for HCD to provide Regional Determination
Public Hearings on Proposed RHNA Methodology
stf - Hearing on Subregional Delegation Determination (if needed)

OCT

10/2019-12/2019 NOV

HCD Review o

2020
JAN- Adoption of Final RHNA Methodolgy
02/2020-07/2020 .

@

Distribution of Draft RHNA

Draft RHNA

MAR
Appeals Process

APR
MAY

JUN
The 6th RHNA cycle covers the housing

element planning period of October 2021 JUL - RHNA Appeals Hearings
through October 2029. Major milestones for ) .
jurisdictions include the development of the Aue  Proposed Final RHNA Allocation

RHNA methodology, distribution of the draft

SEP
RHNA allocation, the appeals process, and

the adoption of the final RHNA allocation. oct  Adoption of Final RHNA Allocation
Housing elements for the 6th cycle RHNA are
due to HCD in October 2021. NOV

Public Participation: Stakeholders and
members of the public are welcome to
attend all public hearings and meetings,
including the RHNA Subcommittee, and
provide comments throughout the RHNA 2021 10/2021: Housing Elements Due
process. Meetings of the RHNA Subcommittee

are held on the first Monday of each month

unless otherwise noted. Comments and

questions regarding RHNA can also be

emailed to housing@scag.ca.gov.

DEC
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