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TO: Paul McCarthy, Hearing Officer

FROM: Susan Tae, AICP @Q’*@ Sugiei TR~

Supervising Regional Planner
Zoning Permits North Section

SUBJECT: PROJECT NO. 91109-(5)
Hearing Officer Meeting: August 2, 2011
Agenda Item No. 4
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
Attached please find the applicant’s landscape architect’'s report regarding the property’s visual

screen and the staff biologist’s response.
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Attr: Bill Taylor
Resource Development Project Manager

RE: Scraen Planting along the East, South and ﬂ&s@;&?ﬁ}eﬁ boundaries

Dear:Bill,

In response to your recent inquiry about successful screen planting in. the Antelope Vaiie\y 1
have reviewed the Mitigation Measures | Visual Qua!ﬂy sszi bythe-origina gonditions of approval
for your Littlerock quarry. The existing requirement is to have a minimum of 80% screen
reaching 60 feet in height along the East, South and West boundaries of the project.

Backgrouhd

The conditions of approval require that wx%h:ﬂ one year of project approval (June 26, 1998) the

phase 1 landscape screen shall be planted with fast growing trees and shrubs along the westem,

southern-and eastern property boundaries to buffer it from the view of drivers traveling on State
Hwy, 138 -and from residents living in the Crystalaire community focated. about two-and-a-half
miles south of the project area; Since the plantmg of the landscape material would coincide with

the hottest time of the year, landscape plans were prepar%d for the site and approve by the

Gounty of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning, the staff biologist recommeridad that
planting of the site should be delayed until Bept. 1997. Granite Construction installed and
maintained the landscaping as required by the County.

Over the years the landscape has matured and Yeen maintdaingd in a healthy condition. The

harsh. climate, extreme temperaturé ranges and severe windy conditions has hamperad plant
growth and not allowed the plants to reach full mature height of 60 fest. The trees shoufd be
pruped periodically to keep them from breaking or blowing over in the wind, The Arizona
Cypress shown inexhibit 1 have been attas:k@d by borers and have digd. ,

Results

The borers have attacked Arizona Cypress and the Leyland's Cypress in the whole Antelope

Valley region. 1t is an ongoing problem and the trees need to beé removed and hauled away or
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thﬁy Will 3;3%%@3@% m cher heah‘.hy %@acimam The trees starte@ te due at‘s@ it ‘i@ years agm afid aga

The oleander shown in exhibit 1 is a mnk varigty and. can -sometimes. freeze when the
témperatures reach'5 degrees and below. While cleander can grow quickly back and are wery
dmught tolerant, they can not reach the 12-15" that could be-achieved in other areas of the #tate
in this-environment.

at‘é e ‘variety best Suited for the
in.good. condition: and should be

The pirie trees shown in exhibit 1 are Eldarica Pines an
Antelope Valley's arid environrant. The existing tre
maittained according the maintengnee recommendations belew:

The existing landscape coverage has achieved the 80% rﬁguireé in the conditions. Furthermore,
with: only the pine trees (spaced at 40’ intervals) the landscaping will meet or exceed this
coverage requireément. The additional shiubs help with éxcaeading the coverage requirément,
However, due to harsh climate, extreme temperature ranges and severe windy conditions plant
Qmmh gannot reach full matm‘e height of 60', and this height reqmremen’t should be removed.

Re;zommehdaﬁom

It is my recommendation the existing landscaping be maintained. Additionally, all current and
future dead, diseased and ciamaged frees anﬁ shrubs be removed anﬁ repiafited with the
following replacements:

‘Pines-ghould be replaced with-the Pinus eldarica
Arizona Cypress replaced with Pinus eldarica or Juniperus chinensis "Spartan’
Oleander replaced with Baccharis centennial

Maintenance

I Tecommend a once a year fertilization program to help:the plants greeri up and grow a little
fuller. | recommend inspecting the irrigation system and make sure it is in good operating
condition. The irrigation system should all the plants are receiving water and the waltering limes
are adjusted for the mature plants by season. Make sure the controller is in good working
condition and upgrade if necegsary. '

Overall, this landscape is in .good condition and the above listed recommendations will insure 8
healthy landscape screen. The 1996 conditions were infeasible given the harsh climatic
conditions and the client has made a concerted-effort to achieve those goals. Removal of the 50°
height requirement and continued maintenance as listed above will modify the conditions in a
manner consismﬁt‘ with the Arttelope Valley environment.

Sincerely,

\4@@ N Y

Susan M. Mathis, A‘%LA
Landsecape Architect, CA RLA 33223
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Curzi, Anthony

From: Colvin, Wesley

Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 8:02 AM
To: Curzi, Anthony

Subject: RE: Granite Big Rock landscape review
Anthony,

I've read the report by Sue Mathis regarding the Granite Big Rock landscape review.

Her recommendations are reasonable.

I would eliminate the 60’ height requirement, as suggested, and follow her suggestions for tree replacement and ongoing
maintenance.

Cheers,

Wesley Colvin, Ph.D.
‘Impact Analysis Section
213-974-1448

From: Curzi, Anthony

Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 5:06 PM

To: Colvin, Wesley

-Subject: FW: Granite Big Rock landscape review

Wes,

It finally came. Pléase review Sue’s recommendation as soon as possible.
Thanks,

Anthony Curzi

- Zoning Permits North Section
213-974-6461

From: Taylor, William [mailto:William.Taylor@gcinc.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 5:02 PM -

To: Curzi, Anthony -

Cc: Susan Mathis ,

Subject: Granite Big Rock landscape review

Hi Anthony,

Attached is a scanned copy of the landscape review by Sue Mathis. The original is in the mail, please let me know if you
need it sent to you.

Cheers,




Bill Taylor
Resource Development Project Manager
_Granite Construction
Southern California Region
P.O. Box 5127 Bakersfield CA 93388
Direct 661.387.7735 | Cell 661.371.8146 | Fax 661.399.3598
william_ taylor@gcinc.com | www.graniteconstruction.com




