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ey Los Angeles, California 90012
o REQUESTED ENTITLEMENTS
PR 0 J E CT SU M M ARY Coastal Development Permit No. 201500030
OWNER / APPLICANT MAP/EXHIBIT DATE
Los Angeles County / Los Angeles County Department of February 25, 2015
Public Works
PROJECT OVERVIEW

The applicant is requesting approval of a major coastal development permit {CDP) to authorize the construction of
Campus Kilpatrick, a replacement detention facility of approximately 65,000 square feet to accommodate up o 120
minors. The new design consists of five housing cottages (25,000 square feet overall) and one support building (41,000
square feet overall) with the following components: administration (10,300 square feet), support/education center (12,700
square feet), a commons building (3,000 square feet), a gym/multipurpose room (8,700 square feet), an ancillary building
with laundry/maintenance/warehouse (2,700 square feet), new kitchen (2,100 square feet), and a culinary teaching
kitchen (1,200 square feet). It also includes site improvements such as a recreational multipurpose field, interior fire lane
access, staff and visitor surface parking, on-site utilities, and security perimeler fencing. Overall earthwork volumes
include 4,500 CY of cut and 9,000 CY of fill. Repair to the existing perimeter fence will encroach upon a maximum of 13
oak trees, which will be protected in place. These encroachments will require the planting of mitigation trees.

LOCATION ACCESS

427 Encinal Canyon Road, Malibu, CA 90265 Encinal Canyon Road
ASSESSORS PARCEL NUMBER(S) SITE AREA
4471-003-900 66.1 Acres
GENERAL PLAN / LOCAL PLANS ZONED DISTRICT
Santa Monica Mountains Land Use Plan, a component of Malibu

the Santa Monica Mountains Local Coastal Program.

Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan

LAND USE DESIGNATION ZONE

Coastal Zone: P (Public and Semi-Public Facilities)
North Area: P (Public and Semi-Public Facilities)

Coastal Zone: IT (Institutional)
North Area: O-S (Open Space)

PROPOSED UNITS MAX DENSITY/UNITS

COMMUNITY STANDARDS DISTRICT

N/A N/A Santa Monica Mountains North Area

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION (CEQA)

The Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, at its hearing on November 26, 2013, adopted a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) for the project, and adopted the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP).

KEY ISSUES

o The proposed facility replaces a recently demolished facility in the same location. No undisturbed habitat is proposed
to be disturbed or removed.

o Repair to the existing perimeter fence will encroach upon a maximum of 13 oak trees, which will be protected in place.

The subject property is bisected by the coastal zone boundary. The vast majority of the project is proposed within the
Coastal Zone. There will also be a small amount of brush clearance for fuel modification outside of the coastal zone.
The area of brush clearance is not more than what has been cleared in the past.

o Compliance with Santa Monica Mountains Local Implementation Program.

CASE PLANNER:
Joshua Huntington, AICP

PHONE NUMBER:
(213) 974-6462

E-MAIL ADDRESS:

jhuntington@planning.lacounty.gov

CC.o21313
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ENTITLEMENT REQUESTED

e Major Coastal Development Permit (“CDP”) No. 20150030 to authorize the
construction of Campus Kilpatrick, a juvenile detention facility, this is approximately
65,000 square feet to accommodate up to 120 minors, pursuant to Section
22.44 1780.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The applicant, Los Angeles County, as represented by the Department of Public Works
(“applicant”), is requesting a major CDP pursuant to the Santa Monica Mountains Local
Coastal Program (“LCP") for the development of the Campus Kilpatrick project
("Project”). The Project includes the construction of a new juvenile detention facility,
including:
+ Five housing cottages (25,000 square feet overall)
¢ One support building (41,000 square feet overall) with the following components:
o Administration (10,300 square feet),

Support/education center (12,700 square feet),
A commons building (3,000 square feet),
A gym/multipurpose room (8,700 square feet),
An ancillary building with laundry/maintenance/warehouse (2,700 square
feet),

o New kitchen (2,100 square feet), and

o A culinary teaching kitchen (1,200 square feet).
¢ Accessory components:

o A recreational multipurpose field,

o Interior fire lane access,

o Staff and visitor surface parking,

o On-site utilities, and

o Overall earthwork volumes include 4,500 CY of cut and 9,000CY of fill.
* Tenant Improvements, including fence replacement and restoration.
e Encroachments on a maximum of 13 oak trees.

o
0
0
o

The Project replaces Camp Kilpatrick, a recently demolished detention facility for minors
located at 427 Encinal Canyon Road in the unincorporated Santa Monica Mountains
Coastal Zone in Los Angeles County (“subject property”). The Project is clustered on
top of the disturbed site previously occupied by Camp Kilpatrick (“Project Site"). The
proposed buildings are all within the footprint of the recently demolished buildings, and
there is no expansion of the footprint of the project. The subject property is located in
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western Los Angeles County to the north of the City of Malibu and to the south of the
Cities of Agoura Hills, Calabasas, Thousand Oaks, and Westlake Village.

The majority of the Project Site is located within the Santa Monica Mountains Coastal
Zone; however, a small portion at the northem edge of the Project Site extends outside
of the Coastal Zone. Access to the Project Site is provided by Encinal Canyon Road, an
LCP designated Scenic Route, to the south of the Project Site. Emergency access is
provided by Mulholland Highway to the northeast, via the Zuma Ridge Fire Road.
Mulholland Highway near the Project Site is designated as an official County Scenic
Highway.

The Project includes repairs to the detention facility's existing perimeter fence. This
repair work will encroach upon a maximum of 13 oak trees, which are already being
encroached upon by the fence. These oak trees will be protected in place, and the
encroachments will be mitigated according to the ratios required in the LCP’s Local
Implementation Program (LIP). No oak trees will be removed as part of this project.

A portion of the Project Site, including the northern edge of the parking lot and a small
portion of the fuel modification area, is located outside of the Coastal Zone and is within
the Santa Monica Mountains North Area (SMMNA).This area is not subject to the
policies and provisions of the LCP because it is not within the Coastal Zone. This area
was previously disturbed, and the impacts to this area are the same or less than what
they had been previously.

Now that the LCP has been certified, the Regional Planning Commission (Commission)
has the authority to act on this CDP application. For the small amount of the Project that
is outside of the Coastal Zone, Government Code Section 65402 still applies.

SITE PLAN DESCRIPTION

The subject property is on a County-owned property identified by Assessor Parcel
Number (APN) 4471-003-900. The subject property contains approximately 67 acres,
but the Project Site is a much smaller, 11.7-acre area of this property that is defined as
the area that will be disturbed as part of the Project. The Project Site is located in the
western portion of the property. The site plan shows five, 24-bed residential housing
cottages that are each split into two, 12-bed units, a large support building, and the
existing pool and kitchen clustered around a central sports field.
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The fire lane that circles the interior perimeter of the site is 26 feet in width and extends
to 26 feet where fire hydrants are located. The fire lane along the exterior of the support
building is 26 feet wide for the full travel of said building.

The majority of the parking for the Project will be provided in a long parking lot on the
eastern edge of the Project Site. A total of 132 parking spaces are proposed, with 110
spaces on pavement and 22 spaces on gravel. A parking matrix is not required for
submission as this is a single tenant/single use complex.

EXISTING ZONING
The subject property is zoned IT (Institutional — Coastal Zone) and OS (Open Space -
SMMNA).

Surrounding properties are zoned as follows:
North: R-C-20 (Rural Coastal — 20 Acre Minimum Area Required), A-1-5 (Light
Agriculture — 5 Acre Minimum Area Required),
South: IT, O-S-P (Open Space — Parks)
East: IT, R-C-20
West: R-C-20, R-R (Resort and Recreation)

EXISTING LAND USES
The subject property currently contains a large cleared area where Camp Kilpatrick was
recently demolished, and large areas of open space consisting of native habitat,
significant ridgelines, and prominent rock outcrops.
Surrounding properties are developed as follows:
North: Large lot rural residential development, vacant properties, and ranches/
vineyards
South: Camp Miller, another County owned and operated juvenile detention facility,
is immediately to the south, with open space further to the south
East: Open Space and vineyards.
West: Malibu Institute/Malibu Country Club (currently closed)

PREVIOUS CASES/ZONING HISTORY

Camp Kilpatrick was established in 1962 as a Los Angeles County Juvenile Probation
Camp. Therefore, all development on the campus site was legally established prior to
the Coastal Act's effective date of January 1, 1977.

Prior to the certification of the LCP on October 10, 2015, the Coastal Commission
reviewed County projects and issued CDP's. With the certification of the LCP, the
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County is now responsible for issuing the CDP for County projects. Therefore, the
replacement facility is being reviewed for compliance with the LCP.

The site was originally established prior to the effective date of the Coastal Act. For the
replacement facility, the County received a CDP for the demolition and CEQA, but not
for the construction of the replacement facility.

o CDP No. 4-12—088 was issued by the California Coastal Commission, for the
demolition of Camp Kilpatrick on May 14, 2014. The environmental impacts of
the demolition and the proposed re-construction of the facility were considered
together as one project by the Board of Supervisors. On November 26, 2013, the
Board of Supervisors adopted a Mitigated Negative Declaration {“MND") (State
Clearinghouse No. 2012102002) for the demolition/re-construction project.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

A MND was prepared pursuant to CEQA and was duly noticed with the State
Clearinghouse. On November 26, 2013, the Board of Supervisors adopted a Mitigated
Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse No. 2012102002), for both the demolition of
Camp Kilpatrick and the Campus Kilpatrick construction project.

The MND identified potentially significant effects from the Project on the environment in
the areas of air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, and noise. A Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program {(MMRP) was prepared in conjunction with the MND.
The MMRP identifies measures that will reduce the environmental impacts identified as
"potentially significant” to a "less than significant” level. The MMRP will be incorporated
into the construction documents to ensure compliance with mitigation measures that
have been developed to address issues concerning biological resources, cultural
resources, geology, and noise. A summary of the impacts and mitigation measures are
as follows:

s Air quality: require that site preparation (clearing and grubbing) activities and site
grading activities do not occur concurrently.

» Biological resources: implement corresponding mitigation measures, and obtain
required jurisdictional delineation related approvals to avoid or minimize impact
on grassland habitat, oak trees, special status plant species, potential nesting
areas of migratory raptors, birds and roosting bats.

o Cultural resources: implement established protocols to be used in the event that
archeological, paleontological and Native American artifacts are encountered.
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o Noise: minimize construction-related noise through implementation of noise-
abatement measures such as temporary noise barriers to reduce the noise level
to acceptable levels.

Staff is of the opinion that the permit is within the scope of the project covered by the
previously adopted MND and nothing further is necessary or required to comply with
CEQA. Further, Staff is of the opinion that this MND and the associated MMRP
adequately mitigate potential Project impacts on air quality, biological resources, cultural
resources, and noise.

STAFF EVALUATION

The majority of the Project Site is designated Public and Semi-Public Facilities (P) land
use category by the Santa Monica Mountains Land Use Plan (LUP), a component of the
1980 County of Los Angeles General Plan (General Plan).

The small portion of the Project Site that is located within the SMMNAP is also
designated P land use category. Probation camps are specifically called out in the
SMMNAP as a use that is a primary purpose of the P land use category. Therefore, the
Project is consistent with the SMMNAP's P land use designation.

LUP Consistency
The Project is consistent with the LUP, and is specifically supported by the following
policies:

¢ Policy CO-4: Minimize impervious surfaces in new development, especially directly-
connected impervious areas. Require redevelopment projects to increase the area of
pervious surfaces, where feasible.

The Project is designed to minimize impervious surface by clustering the new
campus structures and reducing the overall impervious surface footprint of the site.
In total, the Project includes 187,308 square feet of impervious surface, resulting in
an impervious surface ratio (impervious surface/total property area) for the property
of only 0.06. Therefore, only six percent of the property will be covered by
impervious surfaces.

o Policy CO-10: Limit grading, soil compaction and removal of locally-indigenous
vegetation to the minimum footprint needed to create a building site, allow access,
and provide fire protection for the proposed development. Monitor grading projects
to ensure that grading conforms to approved plans.



PROJECT NO. R2012-02386-(3) STAFF ANALYSIS
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 201500030 PAGE 6 OF 15

All grading activities would be limited to the already disturbed and/or developed
portions of the Project Site. The proposed grading would not change the natural
topography of the Project Site.

e Policy CO-41: New non-resource-dependent development shall be prohibited in H1
habitat areas in order to protect these most sensitive environmental resource areas
from disruption of habitat values. The only exception is that two uses may be
approved in H1 habitat other than wetlands in very limited circumstances, as follows:
(1) public works projects required to repair or protect existing public roads when
there is no feasible alternative, as long as impacts to H1 habitat are avoided to the
maximum extent feasible, and unavoidable impacts are minimized and mitigated;
and (2) an access road to a lawfully-permitted use outside H1 habitat when there is
no other feasible alternative to provide access to public recreation areas or
development on a legal parcel, as long as impacts to H1 habitat are avoided to the
maximum extent feasible, and unavoidable impacts are minimized and mitigated.
Any new development approved for one of these two uses within woodland or
savannah habitat shall protect native trees in accordance with Policy CO-99.

The applicant has designed the project to avoid impacts to native habitats. In order to
minimize grading and cluster the Project within the previously disturbed and/or
developed portions of the property, the Project would be located within the same
development footprint as the recently demolished Camp Kilpatrick. The Project's
proposed development area is designated as H3 habitat. No other activities would occur
within H1 Habitat. The oak trees that would be encroached upon are show on the LUP’s
Biological Resources Map as H3 habitat as well due to its status as a disturbed area
due to required fuel modification. In addition, The Project would comply with all federal,
state, regional, and county requirements relating to biological resources, including those
set forth in the Clean Water Act, the federal Endangered Species Act, the California
Endangered Species Act, and the California Fish and Game Code.

e Policy CO-43: New development shall be sited in a manner that avoids the most
biologically-sensitive habitat onsite where feasible, while not conflicting with other
LCP policies, in the following order of priority: H1, H2 High Scrutiny, H2, and H3.
Priority shall be given to siting development in H3 habitat, but outside of areas that
contain undisturbed native vegetation that is not part of a larger contiguous habitat
area. If infeasible, priority shall be given to siting new development in such H3
habitat. If it is infeasible to site development in H3 habitat areas, development may
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be sited in H2 habitat if it is consistent with the specific limitations and standards for
development in H2 habitat and all other provisions of the LCP. New development is
prohibited in H1 habitat unless otherwise provided in Policy

The Project would be sited entirely within existing developed/disturbed areas of the
Project site, therefore avoiding the most biologically-sensitive habitat on the Project
site. Fuel modification would only be required in existing disturbed areas.

The Project's proposed development area is not designated as H1, H2 “High
Scrutiny”, or H2. No new development would occur within H1 Habitat.

e Policy CO-45: Place primary emphasis on preserving large, unbroken blocks of
undisturbed natural open space and wildlife habitat areas. As part of this emphasis,
all feasible strategies shall be explored to protect these areas from disturbance.
Such strategies include, but are not limited to, purchasing open space lands, retiring
development rights, clustering development to increase the amount of preserved
open space, requiring the dedication of open space conservation easements in all
CDPs that include approval of structures within HZ2 habitat, and minimizing grading
and the removal of native vegetation.

The maijority of the property, approximately 55 acres, consists of undisturbed natural
open space that is designated as H1 and H2 habitat. The Project will completely
avoid these areas and is clustered only on the footprint of the existing disturbed
area. The Project’s proposed development area is designated as H3 habitat. No
activities would occur within H1 habitat, and no native vegetation would be removed.

e Policy CO-54: Use primarily locally-indigenous plant species in landscape areas
within Fuel Modification Zones A and B of structure(s) requiring fuel modification.
Non-locally-indigenous plants and gardens are allowed in Fuel Modification Zones A
and B, with associated irrigation, provided that all efforts are made to conserve
water. Invasive plants are strictly prohibited.

The proposed plantings were crossed referenced between the requirements listed in
the Santa Monica Mountains LIP and the approved list of plantings provided by the
LA County Fire Department: Fuel Modification division. The resultant planting
schedule was then approved by a Department of Regional Planning staff biologist.
The Project would incorporate native, drought-tolerant landscaping, and would not
include any invasive plant species.
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Policy CO- 124: The Santa Monica Mountains contain scenic resources of regional
and national importance. The scenic and visual qualities of these resources shall be
protected and, where feasible, enhanced.

The Project's proposed structures would be designed to be sensitive to the
surrounding environment and would work together as a cohesive whole. Buildings
would be clustered within the already disturbed area of the property, and are well
away from the protected zones of the mapped significant ridgelines both on the east
portion of the property, and on the northwest corner of the property. The Project Site
is also located more than 400 feet from the rock outcrops located in the northwest
part of the property. Therefore, the Project Site is located in a natural bowl that is
hardly visible from any offsite location. Furthermore, the development area is located
at a much lower elevation than Mulholland Highway, so the proposed buildings
would not interfere with public views from Mulholland Highway. And the buildings are
set back far enough, more than 500 feet, from Encinal Canyon Road that they would
not interfere with views from this road either.

The Project would not alter the “natural landscape”. All grading would occur within
previously disturbed areas. The proposed grading would not change the natural
topography of the Project site.

Policy CO-135: Preserve topographic features of high scenic value in their natural
state, including canyon walls, geological formations, creeks, ridgelines, and
waterfalls.

The Project would not alter the “natural landscape”. None of the Project’s structures
would break a ridgeline view as seen from public places. High scenic value features
such as significant ridgelines and rock outcrops would be preserved and protected.

Policy CO-144: New development shall incorporate colors and exterior materials that
are compatible with the surrounding landscape. The use of highly-reflective
materials shall be prohibited, with the exception of solar panels.

The Project's proposed structures would be designed to be sensitive to the
surrounding environment and would work together as a cohesive whole. Buildings
would be clustered in the Project Site, and located within the already disturbed and
developed area of the recently demolished Camp Kilpatrick. The proposed
structures would incorporate design elements that blend the new building designs
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with the surrounding topography and color palette. The Project structures would not
exceed the height limitations indicated in the LUP.

e Policy SN-20: Design and site new development in a manner that minimizes the
threat of loss from wildland fires while avoiding the need for excessive vegetation
clearance.

The Project site is located in an area subject to high fire severity hazard; however,
the Project’s buildings would be designed pursuant to code for fire resistance, and
would observe Fire Department required fuel modification zones. The Fire
Department has reviewed and approved the preliminary fuel modification plan for the
Project. Occupied buildings would be located in the middle of an area that has been
subject to fuel modification disturbance for decades. Because of the Project's
clustered design, no new fuel modification areas are required for this Project.

e Land Use Policy Map: The Project Site is designated P (Public and Semi-Public
Facilities).

The P designation allows for the establishment of government offices and services.
Other permitted uses include educational institutions, probation camps, public
service facilities, public recreation areas and facilities, telecommunication facilities,
and trails. The maximum land use intensity within this area is 0.3 floor-area ratio
(FAR).

The Project would be consistent with the low-intensity development mandate of the
LUP. The Project would create development that is far below the maximum
aliowable density. On this 67-acre property, an FAR of 0.3 wouid aillow more than
875,000 square feet of building area. The Project proposes only 64,773 square feet
of building area — only seven percent of the allowable building area.

e Policy LU-2: Retain the area’s natural setting, rural and semi-rural character, and
scenic features.

The subject property contains 67 acres, but the Project Site is clustered on only 12
acres. Furthermore, the Project's grading is confined to existing graded areas, and
the topography of the site will not be altered significantly.

The Project's proposed structures would be designed to be sensitive to the
surrounding environment and to work together as a cohesive whole. Buildings would
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be clustered within the already disturbed area of the recently demolished Campus
Kilpatrick. The proposed structures are predominately single-story structures that
would incorporate design elements that blend the new building designs with the
surrounding topography and color palette.

The Project would not significantly impact the area's scenic resources, and the
Project is protected by undeveloped significant ridgelines and rock outcrops With its
proposed facilities clustered low on the subject property, the Project would be
consistent with this Policy.

e Policy CI-19: Limit the density and intensity of development in rural and mountainous
areas to a level that can be accommodated by existing road capacity and without
creating significant adverse impacts.

Campus Kilpatrick would replace the recently demolished Camp Kilpatrick. The
Project would retain its existing use while significantly improving the facility, all within
the existing disturbed footprint of the original facility. The Project site is accessed
primarily from Encinal Canyon Road via Pacific Coast Highway and/or Mulholland
Highway. No change in access is anticipated, and no change in traffic is anticipated
by this replacement project.

Zoning Ordinance, LIP, and Development Standards Compliance

The Project is required to comply with all applicable requirements of Los Angeles
County's Zoning Ordinance, including the requirements of the LIP. Specifically, the
Project complies with the development standards of the IT zone, as well as the
standards and requirements of the LIP related to the following sections:

Vegetation Management and Landscaping (22.44.1240); Height Limits (22.44.1250);
Grading (22.44.1260); Construction Colors, Materials, and Design (22.44.1320);
Water Resources (22.44.1340); Hillside Management (22.44.1350); Visual Resource
Protection (22.44.1440); Low Impact Development and Hydromodification
(22.44.1510 et. Seq.); and the Area-Specific Development Standards for biological
resources (22.44.1800 et. seq.), Scenic Resource Areas (22.44.1990 et. seq.), and
Hazards Area (22.44.2050 et. seq.).

Oak Tree Encroachments
County Code Section 22.44.950 allows oak tree impacts to be evaluated and mitigated
as part of the CDP. No separate oak tree permit is required.
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The Project's proposed fence repairs would require encroach upon a maximum of 13
oak trees, all of which are already being encroached upon by the fence. These oak
trees will be protected in place, and the encroachments will be mitigated according to
the ratios required in County Code Section 22.44.950. These ratios require: 10
replacement trees be planted for each tree encroached upon more than 30 percent, five
replacement trees be planted for each tree encroached between 10 and 30 percent, and
only monitoring is required for encroachments of less than 10 percent. Therefore, the
planting of up to 130 mitigation trees will be required as part of this project. The CDP
Conditions of Approval require the applicant to submit a Revised Exhibit “A” detailing
the final number and percentage of encroachments, as well as the location where the
mitigation trees will be planted. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the applicable
County Code oak tree protection requirements.

IT Zone

Pursuant to County Code Section 22.44.1780, the IT zone permits probation camps with
the granting of a major CDP. Campus Kilpatrick is a probation camp and is allowed
within the IT zoning with a major CDP.

The IT zone requires that the arrangement of buildings, architectural design and types
of uses shall be such so as to minimize adverse impacts on adjoining properties. These
impacts include, but are not limited to: noise, odors, fuel modification, maintenance of
community character, and views. The Project is consistent with these requirements.

The IT zone requires a 20-foot setback from a road. The proposed Project Site is more
than 500 feet from either Encinal Canyon Road or Mulholland Highway.

The IT zone also requires development to comply with a maximum FAR of 0.3. On this
67-acre property, an FAR of 0.3 would allow more than 875,000 square feet of building
area. The Project proposes only 64,773 square feet of building area — only seven
percent of the allowable building area.

Therefore, the Project complies with the development standards of the IT zone.

Environmental Review Board Compliance

Pursuant to County Code Section 22.44.1860, the proposed Project was reviewed by
the Environmental Review Board (ERB) because much of the project site contains
sensitive environmental resources that meet the definition of H1 and H2 habitat. The
ERB reviewed the Project on April 20, 2015, and found the Project to be consistent,
after modifications, with the resource protection policies and provisions of the LCP. At
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this meeting, the ERB made several recommendations to mitigate potential resource
impacts. These recommendations pertain to: water conservation, landscaping, oak tree
mitigation planting location, watershed restoration, habitat impacts and mitigation, and
oak tree protection. These recommendations have been incorporated into project
design and the CDP Conditions of Approval. ERB materials from the April 20, 2015
meeting are attached to this staff report.

Parking Requirements

While the LIP does not specify a required parking ratio for probation camps, Section
22.44.1410 (CC) states that “where parking requirements for any use are not specified,
parking shall be provided in an amount which the Director finds adequate to prevent
traffic congestion and excessive on-street parking.” The applicant has proposed 132
parking spaces as part of the Project. Since the residents of Campus Kilpatrick will not
have vehicles, the 132 spaces seems adequate to meet the needs of the staff and
visitors without causing traffic congestion or requiring excessive on-street parking.

Project Impacts

The Project Site is located in an alluvial valley near the base of natural hillside terrain
and the confluence of several natural drainages. Existing storm water drainage
improvements serving the subject site include a concrete-lined trapezoidal channel that
runs north to south, just to the east of the Project Site. This channel collects runoff from
the drainages to the northeast and from within Campus Kilpatrick via a series of catch
basins/drainage inlets, concrete V-ditches, and underground storm drain pipelines. This
primary drainage channel continues to the south, and passes underground where it
traverses the parking lot serving Camp Miller, an adjacent probation camp to the south,
and Encinal Canyon Road, and eventually outlets immediately south of Encinal Canyon
Road. A drainage structure that collects runoff from the canyon areas and associated
drainages to the northwest is located immediately outside the demolition area to the
northwest. The Project Site is restricted to dry-land areas within the existing facility.
There will be no impacts from the construction on the adjacent portions of the
channelized Zuma Canyon Creek drainage, which are entirely outside of the Project
Site.

The Project includes repairs to the detention facility's existing perimeter fence. This
repair work will encroach upon a maximum of 13 oak trees, which are already being
encroached upon by the fence. These oak trees will be protected in place, and the
encroachments will be mitigated according to the ratios required in the LIP. These ratios
require: 10 replacement trees be planted for each tree encroached upon more than 30
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percent, five replacement trees be planted for each tree encroached between 10 and 30
percent, and only monitoring is required for encroachments of less than 10 percent.

Where the perimeter fence can be salvaged, the applicant will replace the fabric on the
existing fence itself. Only fencing that has been significantly damaged over time will be
replaced. The fence repair work will encroach upon a maximum of 13 oak trees, all of
which are currently being encroached upon by the fence. These oak trees will be
protected in place, and the encroachments will be mitigated according to the ratios
required in the LIP. According to the LIP, impacts to oak trees such as this are reviewed
and mitigated as part of the CDP application. The area of brush clearance is not more
than what has been cleared in the past.

The grading plan shows a net import of approximately 4,500 Cubic Yards of fill material
(soil). The applicant will use this soil in an effort to maintain the grade as close to the
existing grade as possible, with the exception of some necessary corrections to meet
ADA code requirements and slope irregularities. The proposed retaining walls are within
the Project Site and are more than 200 feet from any property lines. None of the
proposed retaining walls will be more than 10 feet in height.

Campus Kilpatrick and Camp Miller utilize the same water supply and wastewater
treatment systems. An existing 500,000-gallon potable water tank is located near the
top of an approximate 100 foot-high slope to the west of Campus Kilpatrick, which
provides water and ensures adequate fire flows and volumes at the camps. The water
tank is owned and maintained by the County. In addition to the water tank, Camp
Kilpatrick and Camp Miller are provided potable water via the Las Virgenes Municipal
Water District water main connecting to the camps near the northeast corner of Camp
Kilpatrick. Wastewater generated by both camps is conveyed via underground pipelines
to a self-contained wastewater package plant located immediately south of Encinal
Canyon Road, about 700-feet south of Camp Kilpatrick.

Coastal Development Permit Burden of Proof
The applicant is required to meet the CDP Burden of Proof. According to County Code
Section 22.44.850, in addition to the information required in the permit application. The
applicants Burden of Proof statement is attached.

Staff concludes and is of the opinion that the burden of proof for a CDP has been met
by the applicant, subject to compliance with the attached conditions. The applicant's
responses are also attached.
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Neighborhood Impact/Land Use Compatibility

The proposed buildings are clustered within the footprint of the previous buildings on the
site. The new buildings are similar in height to the previous buildings; however, the
configurations/shapes of the new buildings have sloped roofs for several portions of the
complex (whereas the previous facility included flat roofs throughout). There is a single
2-story portion of the building at the entry, serving as both administration and sleeping
quarters for the staff. By stacking the functions, the applicant is able to feature a smaller
building footprint, thus staying within the disturbed area of the site and avoiding impacts
to the surrounding native habitats. This taller portion of the building serves as a
cornerstone for the replacement Project and an entry feature for the facility. The Project
will not be visible from a public road or street, will not adversely impact the scenic
quality of the area, and wili be a maximum of 31 feet tall. All building finishes will comply
with County Code Section 22.44.1320 (Construction Colors, Materials, and Design).

Staff is of the opinion that the CDP conditions adequately address uses authorized by
the CDP. The above recommendation is made prior to the public hearing and is subject
to change based upon testimony and/or documentary evidence presented at the public
hearing.

COUNTY DEPARTMENT COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
County Department comments and conditions were received from the Departments of
Public Works, Fire, and Public Health (attachment).

+ The Department of Public Works, in its letter dated May 18, 2015, recommends
approval of the Project and requires conditions regarding road, grading, drainage,
and sewer.,

¢ The Fire Department, in its letter dated June 3, 2015, recommends approval of the
Project.

o The Department of Public Health, in its letter dated April 28, 2015, recommends
approval of the Project and states that the Project will be subject to requirements
regarding: potable water supply, the jail inspection program, sewage disposal, the
plan check program, and the toxics-epidemiology program.

LEGAL NOTIFICATION AND PUBLIC OUTREACH

Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 22.44.970 and 22.44.990 of the County Code,
the community was appropriately notified of a Commission Hearing by mail, newspaper,
property posting, and on the Department’'s website. Newspaper notices were published
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on May 18, 2015 and May 19, 2015 in the Los Angeles Daily News. Notices to property
owners located within a 1,000-foot radius of the property boundaries were mailed on
May 14, 2015. Notices were posted on the subject property on May 15, 2014 and were
made available on the Department’s website.

PUBLIC COMMENTS
Staff has not received any public comments regarding the pending CDP at the time of
the writing of this report.

FEES/DEPOSITS
If approved, fees identified in the attached project conditions will apply unless modified
by the Regional Planning Commission.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of Project No. R2012-02386-(3), Coastal Development
Permit No. 201500030, subject to the attached conditions.

SUGGESTED APPROVAL MOTION

“l MOVE THAT THE REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION FIND THE PROJECT IS
CONSISTENT WITH THE PREVOUSLY ADOPTED MND.”

“l MOVE THAT THE REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION CLOSE THE PUBLIC
HEARING AND APPROVE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 201500030
WITH THE ATTACHED FINDINGS AND CONDITIONS.”

Prepared by: Joshua Huntington, AICP, Principal Regional Planner
Reviewed by: Mi Kim, Supervising Regional Planner

Attachments:

Adopted MND including Final MND, Board of Supervisors Letter, and MMRP
CDP Findings

CDP Conditions

Applicant’'s CDP Burden of Proof and Project Narrative

Exhibit Maps

ERB Materials

MK:JSH:jsh
6/4/15




DRAFT FINDINGS OF THE REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
AND ORDER
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
PROJECT NUMBER R2012-02386-(3)
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NUMBER 201500030

The Los Angeles County (“County”) Regional Planning Commission
(“Commission") conducted a duly noticed public hearing in the matter of Coastal
Development Permit No. 201500030 (*CDP") on June 17, 2015.

The permittee, Los Angeles County as represented by the Department of Public
Works (“permittee”), requests the major Coastal Development Permit (“CDP”") to
authorize the construction of Campus Kilpatrick (“Project”), a replacement juvenile
detention facility (“Project Site"), on a property located at 427 Encinal Canyon
Road (“subject property”) in the unincorporated community of the Santa Monica
Mountains in the IT (Institutional) and O-S (Open Space) zones pursuant to Los
Angeles County Code Section 22.44.1780.

The Project Site is an 11.7-acre portion of the 67-acre subject property. The
Project Site is located in the western portion of the subject property, a flat area
surrounded by steep slopes, and currently contains a large cleared area where
Camp Kilpatrick was recently demolished. The remainder of the subject property
contains large areas of open space consisting of native habitat, significant
ridgelines, and prominent rock outcrops.

The Project Site is located in the Malibu Zoned District. The majority of the Project
Site is within the Santa Monica Mountains Coastal Zone (“Coastal Zone") and is
zoned IT. The small portion of the Project Site that is within the Santa Monica
Mountains North Area (“SMMNA”) is zoned O-S.

With the Coastal Commission's certification of the LCP on October 10, 2014, the
Regional Planning Commission (Commission) has the authority to act on CDP
applications.

Government Code Section 65402 still applies to the small amount of the Project
that is outside of the Coastal Zone.

The project site is within the P (Public and Semi-Public Facilities) land use
category both for the portion of the Project Site within the Coastal Zone where the
Santa Monica Mountains Land Use Plan (“LUP") applies, and for the small portion
of the project site within the SMMNA where the Santa Monica Mountains North
Area Plan ("SMMNAP") applies.
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10.

11.

Surrounding zoning within a 700-foot radius includes:

North: R-C-20 (Rural Coastal — 20 Acre Minimum Area Required), A-1-5 (Light
Agriculture — 5 Acre Minimum Area Required),

South: IT, O-8-P (Open Space - Parks)

East: [T, R-C-20

West: R-C-20, R-R (Resort and Recreation)

Surrounding land uses include:

North: Large lot rural residential development, vacant properties, and ranches/
vineyards

South: Camp Miller, another County owned and operated juvenile detention
facility, is immediately to the south, with open space further to the south

East: Open Space and vineyards.

West: Malibu Institute/Malibu Country Club (currently closed)

The zoning and case history for the subject property is as follows:

o Camp Kilpatrick was established in 1962 as a Los Angeles County Juvenile
Probation Camp, prior to the Coastal Act’s effective date of January 1, 1977.

e The California Coastal Commission, issued CDP No. 4-12-088, for the
demolition of Camp Kilpatrick on May 14, 2014.

The site plan depicts the Project Site with five, 24-bed residential housing cottages
(25,000 square feet overall) that are each split into two, 12-bed units, a large
support building, and the existing pool and kitchen clustered around a central
sports field with an existing 75-foot tall mast light. The large support building
(41,000 square feet overall) contains the following components: administration
(10,300 square feet), support/education center (12,700 square feet), a commons
building (3,000 square feet), a gym/multipurpose room (8,700 square feet), an
ancillary building with laundry/maintenance/warehouse (2,700 square feet), new
kitchen (2,100 square feet), and a culinary teaching kitchen (1,200 square feet).
The site plan also depicts required repair work to the detention facility's existing
perimeter fence on the west side of the Project Site. This repair work will encroach
upon a maximum of 13 oak trees, which are already being encroached upon by the
fence. These oak trees will be protected in place, and the encroachments will be
mitigated according to the ratios required in the LIP. According to the LIP, impacts
to oak trees such as this are reviewed and mitigated as part of the CDP
application. No separate oak tree permit is required.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

The new building cluster is very similar to that of the previous buildings on the site
and will be constructed atop the footprint of the now demolished facility. The new
buildings are similar in height to the previous buildings; however, the
configurations/shapes of the new buildings have sloped roofs for several portions
of the complex (whereas the previous facility included flat roofs throughout). There
is a single 2-story portion of the building at the entry, serving as both administration
and sleeping quarters for the staff. By stacking the functions, the applicant is able
to feature a smaller building footprint, thus staying within the disturbed area of the
site and avoiding impacts to the surrounding native habitats. This taller portion of
the building serves as a cornerstone for the replacement Project and an entry
feature for the facility. The Project will not be visible from a public road or street,
will not adversely impact the scenic quality of the area, and will be a maximum of
31 feet tall. All building finishes will comply with Section 22.44.1320 (Construction
Colors, Materials, and Design) of the LCP’s Local Implementation Program (“LIP”).

The Project Site is accessible via Encinal Canyon Road to the south. Emergency
access is provided by Mulholland Highway to the northeast, via the Zuma Ridge
Fire Road. Mulholland Highway near the Project Site is designated as an official
County Scenic Highway. The LCP also designates Encinal Canyon Road as a
Scenic Route.

The majority of the parking for the Project will be provided in a long parking lot on
the eastern edge of the Project Site. A total of 132 parking spaces are proposed,
with 110 spaces on pavement and 22 spaces on gravel.

The Project was reviewed by the Environmental Review Board (ERB) on April 20,
2015, and found the Project to be consistent, after modifications, with the resource
protection policies and provisions of the LCP. Their review was required because
much of the project site contains sensitive environmental resources that meet the
definition of H1 and H2 habitat. The ERB made several recommendations to
mitigate potential resource impacts. These recommendations pertain to: water
conservation, landscaping, oak tree mitigation planting location, watershed
restoration, habitat impacts and mitigation, and oak tree protection. These
recommendations have been incorporated into project design and the CDP
Conditions of Approval.

County Department comments and conditions were received from the Departments
of Public Works, Fire, and Public Heaith:
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e The Department of Public Works, in its letter dated May 18, 2015, recommends
approval of the Project and requires conditions regarding road, grading,
drainage, and sewer.

e The Fire Department, in its letter dated June 3, 2015, recommends approval of
the Project and requires conditions regarding access, gates, and the water
system.

e The Department of Public Health, in its letter dated April 28, 2015, recommends
approval of the Project and states that the Project will be subject to
requirements regarding: potable water supply, the jail inspection program,
sewage disposal, the plan check program, and the toxics-epidemiology
program.

16. The County prepared an Initial Study (IS) in accordance with CEQA and
determined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration was the appropriate
environmental document. On November 26, 2013, the Board of Supervisors
adopted the Mitigated Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse No.
2012102002) which considered the environmental impacts of the Campus
Kilpatrick reconstruction project.

The IS identified potentially significant effects from the Project on the environment
in the areas of air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, and noise.
However, the Project was redesigned to avoid the effects or, with the
implementation of the mitigation measures, the effects were reduced to a point
where no significant effects would occur as follows:

o Air quality: require that site preparation (clearing and grubbing) activities and
site grading activities do not occur concurrently.

o Biological resources: implement corresponding mitigation measures, and obtain
required jurisdictional delineation related approvals to avoid or minimize impact
on grassland habitat, oak trees, special status plant species, potential nesting
areas of migratory raptors, birds and roosting bats.

e Cultural resources: implement established protocols to be used in the event
that archeological, paleontological and Native American artifacts are
encountered.

o Noise: minimize construction-related noise through impiementation of noise-
abatement measures such as temporary noise barriers to reduce the noise
level to acceptable levels.

The adopted MND showed that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the
whole record before the County, that the Project will have a significant effect on the
environment.
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17

18.

19.

20.

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) was prepared in
conjunction with the MND. The MMRP identifies measures that will reduce the
environmental impacts identified as "potentially significant” to a "less than
significant” level. The Project is required to comply with the MMRP and to ensure
compliance, the mitigation measures will be incorporated into the construction
documents.

Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 22.44.970 and 22.44.990 of the County
Code, the community was appropriately notified of a Commission Hearing by mail,
newspaper, property posting, and on the Department's website. Newspaper
notices were published on May 18, 2015 and May 19, 2015 in the Los Angeles
Daily News. Notices to property owners located within a 1,000-foot radius of the
property boundaries were mailed on May 14, 2015. Notices were posted on the
subject property on May 15, 2014 and were made available on the Department’s
website.

To be inserted after the public hearing to reflect hearing proceedings.

The Project is subject to the policies of the Santa Monica Mountains Land Use
Plan (LUP), The Commission finds the Project to be consistent and supportive of
the applicable goals and policies contained in the LUP.

The Project was analyzed for consistency with the LUP's allowable land uses. The
majority of the Project Site is located within the P (Public and Semi-Public
Facilities) land use category of the LUP, a component of the 1980 County of Los
Angeles General Plan (“General Plan”). Therefore, the Project is also consistent
with the General Plan.

The small portion of the project site that is located within the SMMNAP is also
located within the P land use category. Since the development proposed in this
small area is the same or less than what is existing on the property, the
Commission finds this portion of the project to be consistent with the applicable
SMMNAP goals and policies.

The LUP’s P land use category allows for the establishment of government offices
and services. Other permitted uses include educational institutions, probation
camps, public service facilities, public recreation areas and facilities,
telecommunication facilities, and trails. The maximum land use intensity within this
land use category is 0.3 floor-area ratio (FAR). No floor area is proposed within the
SMMNA.
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21,

22

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

The Project is consistent with the low-intensity development mandate of the LUP.
The Project will create development that is far below the maximum allowable
density. On this 67-acre property, an FAR of 0.3 would allow for more than
875,000 square feet of building area. The Project proposes only 64,773 square
feet of building area — only seven percent of the allowable building area. The
Project will contain less new development than would otherwise be allowed under
the maximum development potential of the LCP and the SMMNAP.

The project is consistent with the overriding goals of the LCP, including protecting,
maintaining, and when feasible, enhancing and restoring habitat. The project is re-
constructing the campus on the previous footprint and therefore does not impact
any new habitat or any sensitive habitat.

The majority of the subject property will remain as open space. Providing such
open space is consistent with the overriding goals of the LCP, specifically to
"Protect, maintain, and where feasible, enhance and restore the overall quality of
the coastal zone environment and its natural and manmade resources." This open
space is also consistent with the land use element’s guiding principle to “Preserve
and protect significant environmental resources.”

The project supports LUP policies that encourage natural resource protection by
clustering of development, and preservation of open space. The Project Site
covers only 11.7 acres of the 67-acre property. The Project will replace the recently
demolished Camp Kilpatrick and is proposed exclusively within the same area as
was covered by Camp Kilpatrick. Development will occur entirely within the
previously disturbed area, leaving 55 acres as intact open space which protects
valuable habitat, significant ridgelines, and prominent rock outcrops.

The Commission further finds that the Project is compatible with the surrounding
area in the unincorporated Santa Monica Mountains. The clustered project is set in
an alluvial valley near the base of natural hillside terrain, in the center of the
western portion of the subject property. It is not adjacent to any uses on the
surrounding properties. The Project is designed to blend with the surrounding
environment and topography, with consistent design, and appropriate materials
and colors. The Project will provide sufficient parking and access to the Project
site.

The Project complies with development standards of IT zone as well as the
Community-Wide Development Standards and Area-Specific Development
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28.

29.

30.

1.

32.

Standards sections of the LIP. A probation camp is allowed in the IT zone with a
major CDP. The permittee has requested the major CDP for the above-mentioned
development allowed in this zone.

The Project is consistent with the LCP's resource projection goals and policies
because it is located entirely within H3 habitat, utilizes only the existing disturbed
area, will not impact H1 or H2 habitat, and will minimizes impacts to visual
resources. Therefore, the project minimizes adverse effects to nearby sensitive
environmental resources.

The Commission finds that pursuant to the provisions of Sections 22.44.970 and
22.44.990 of the County Code, the community was appropriately notified of the
public hearing by mail, newspaper, and property posting.

The Commission finds that the Project conditions are consistent with applicable
provisions of Section 22.44.1010 of the County Code.

The Commission finds that the Project will encroach in the protected zone if 13 oak
trees and requires oak tree mitigation measures as follows: condition requiring oak
tree planting adequately mitigates the proposed fence repair work that will
encroachupon a maximum of 13 oak trees. These trees are currently being
encroached upon by the fence. These oak trees will be protected in place, and the
encroachments will be mitigated according to the ratios required in the LCP’s Local
Implementation Program (LIP). These ratios require: 10 replacement trees to be
planted for each tree where the protected zone is encroached upon more than 30
percent, five replacement trees to be planted for each tree where between 10 and
30 percent of the protected zone is encroached upon, and only monitoring is
required for encroachments into the protected zorie of less than 10 percent.

The Commission finds that the Project site is located at 427 Encinal Canyon Road,
which is an improved highway providing east-west access to the area. Regional
access to the Project site is available from Encinal Canyon Road via Mulholland
Highway off U.S. Highway 101, or via Encinal Canyon Road, Decker Canyon
Road, or Kanan Dume Road off Pacific Coast Highway. The Commission further
finds that existing utility and water service providers and public safety agencies wili
have the capacity to serve the Project site without any significant burden and
without creating deficiencies in service to adjacent residential areas. The subject
property currently contains a 500,000-gallon water tank that is to remain. This tank
serves the needs of the Project, and will be used for fire-fighting purposes for the
Project Site and the surrounding area.
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33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

The Commission finds that Project impacts to the environment and the community
are limited by clustering the development on 11.7 acres in the western portion of
the 67-acre site. The Project balances the need for a juvenile probation facility,
with the need to protect the surrounding rural environment.

The Commission finds that the project site is sufficiently buffered from the the
surrounding area. Developments on the north, south, east, and west of the Project
site are buffered from the site by rugged terrain and steep hillsides. The proposed
buildings will not affect views from nearby residences because the development
area is within the low-lying areas of the Project site. The Commission further finds
that the Project will not significantly impact views or natural terrain features
associated with Encinal Canyon Road and Mulholland Highway because the
Project will blend with the existing natural contours and topography in the
surrounding area. The Project will also reflect the existing mountainous and rustic
character of the area through simple form, function, and architectural character,
and by the use of existing vegetation to screen buildings from Encinal Canyon
Road and Mulholland Highway.

The Commission finds that the proposed grading and engineering for the Project
will ensure public safety during Project construction and operation because the
Project Site is not located in a landslide zone or a liquefaction zone.

The Commission finds that the Project's design includes features to maximize fire
safety. The Project will implement a fuel modification plan to minimize the risks of
wildfires, establish buffer zones around the proposed structures, dictate the types
of vegetation allowed within the buffer zones, be limited to existing disturbed areas,
and include requirements regarding the removal of brush and dead plant materials.
Furthermore, all structures within the Project site will be located along paved, all-
weather and accessible roads, to allow easier access by fire fighting vehicles.

The Commission finds that the Project will comply with County development
standards, including development standards in the LIP related to vegetation
management and landscaping, height, grading, exterior lighting, signs, yards,
walls, fences, parking and loading facilities, construction colors and, materials, and
design, visual resource protection, biclogical resource protection policies and
provisions, and other development features. Project landscaping will be required to
comply with the requirements of the LIP and the County's drought-tolerant
landscaping ordinances.
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38.

39.

40.

41.

The Commission finds that the Project, as approved, is consistent with Section
22.44.1820 pertaining to the protection of sensitive environmental resources. The
Project components will not encroach upon the physical extent of these habitats as
they exist on the Project site, and during the review process of the CDP it was
determined that no actual sensitive environmental resources will be deprived of the
protection as required by the policies and provisions of the LCP.

The Commission finds that the Project Site, at 11.7 acres, is more than adequate
to accommodate the Project structures and any yards, walls, fences, parking and
loading facilities, landscaping, and other development features needed for the
Project.

The Commission finds that the Project's proposed 132 spaces will be sufficient to
address the needs of the Project’'s employees and visitors.

The location of the documents and other materials constituting the record of
proceedings upon which the Commission’s decision is based in this matter is at the
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, 13th Floor, Hall of Records,
320 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, California 90012. The custodian of such
documents and materials shall be the Section Head of the Special Projects
Section, Department of Regional Planning.

BASED ON THE FOREGOING, THE BOARD CONCLUDES THAT:

A.

The proposed uses with the attached conditions will be consistent with the adopted
Santa Monica Mountains Local Coastal Program and the General Plan and that the
proposed uses are not located between the nearest public road and the sea or
shoreline of any body of water located within the Coastal Zone.

The proposed use at the site will not adversely affect the health, peace, comfort, or
welfare of persons residing or working in the surrounding area; will not be materially
detrimental to the use, enjoyment, or valuation of property of other persons located in
the vicinity of the site; and will not jeopardize, endanger, or otherwise constitute a
menace to the public health, safety, or general welfare.

The proposed site is adequate in size and shape to accommodate the yards, walls,
fences, parking and loading facilities, landscaping and other development features
prescribed in the LIP, or as is otherwise required to integrate said use with the uses
in the surrounding area.
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D. The proposed site contains adequate parking on-site for guest and employees of the
Project; is adequately served by highways or streets of sufficient width and improved
as necessary to carry the kind and quantity of traffic such use would generate, and by
other public or private service facilities as are required.

E. The proposed uses will not adversely affect identified biological resources and would
conform with the biological resource protection policies and provisions of the LCP.

THEREFORE, THE REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION:

1. Approves Coastal Development Permit No. 201500030, subject to the attached
conditions.

ACTION DATE: June 17, 2015

MKK:JSH
6/4/15

c: Each Commissioner, Zoning Enforcement, Building and Safety



DRAFT CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
PROJECT NUMBER R2012-02386-(3)
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 201500030

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project is the construction of Campus Kilpatrick, a replacement juvenile detention
facility ("Project Site"), on a property located at 427 Encinal Canyon Road ("subject
property”); subject to the following conditions of approval:

GENERAL CONDITIONS

1.

Unless otherwise apparent from the context, the term “permittee” shall include the
applicant, owner of the property, and any other person, corporation, or other entity
making use of this grant.

This grant shall not be effective for any purpose until the permittee, and the owner
of the subject property if other than the permittee, have filed at the office of the Los
Angeles County ("County") Department of Regional Planning (“Regional Planning")
their affidavit stating that they are aware of and agree to accept all of the
conditions of this grant, and until all required monies have been paid pursuant to
Condition No. 9. Notwithstanding the foregoing, this Condition No. 2 and Condition
Nos. 4, 5, and 8 shall be effective immediately upon the date of final approval of
this grant by the County.

Unless otherwise apparent from the context, the term "date of final approval” shall
mean the date the County's action becomes effective pursuant to section
22.44.1090 of the Los Angeles County Code ("County Code").

The permittee shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the County, its agents,
officers, and employees from any claim, action, or proceeding against the County
or its agents, officers, or employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul this permit
approval, which action is brought within the applicable time period of Government
Code Section 65009 or any other applicable limitations period. The County shall
promptly notify the permittee of any claim, action, or proceeding and the County
shall reasonably cooperate in the defense. If the County fails to promptly notify the
permittee of any claim, action, or proceeding, or if the County fails to cooperate
reasonably in the defense, the pemmittee shall not thereafter be responsible to
defend, indemnify, or hold harmless the County.

In the event that any claim, action, or proceeding as described above is filed
against the County, the permittee shall within ten days of the filing make an initial

CC 082014
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deposit with Regional Planning in the amount of up to $5,000.00, from which actual
costs and expenses shall be billed and deducted for the purpose of defraying the
costs or expenses involved in Regional Planning's cooperation in the defense,
including but not limited to, depositions, testimony, and other assistance provided
to permittee or permittee’s counsel.

If during the litigation process, actual costs or expenses incurred reach 80 percent
of the amount on deposit, the permittee shall deposit additional funds sufficient to
bring the balance up to the amount of $5,000.00. There is no limit to the number of
supplemental deposits that may be required prior to completion of the litigation.

At the sole discretion of the permittee, the amount of an initial or any supplemental
deposit may exceed the minimum amounts defined herein. Additionally, the cost
for collection and duplication of records and other related documents shall be paid
by the permittee according to County Code Section 2.170.010.

6. If any material provision of this grant is held or declared to be invalid by a court of
competent jurisdiction, the permit shall be void and the privileges granted
hereunder shall lapse.

7. Upon any transfer or lease of the property during the term of this grant, the
permittee, or the owner of the subject property if other than the permittee, shall
promptly provide a copy of the grant and its conditions to the transferee or lessee
of the subject property.

8. This grant shall expire unless used within two (2) years from the date of final
approval of the grant. A single one-year time extension may be requested in
writing and with the payment of the applicable fee prior to such expiration date.

9. The subject property shall be maintained and operated in full compliance with the
conditions of this grant and any law, statute, ordinance, or other regulation
applicable to any development or activity on the subject property. Failure of the
permittee to cease any development or activity not in full compliance shall be a
violation of these conditions. Inspections shall be made to ensure compliance with
the conditions of this grant as well as to ensure that any development undertaken
on the subject property is in accordance with the approved site plan on file. The
permittee shall deposit with the County the sum of $1,000.00. The deposit shall be
placed in a performance fund, which shall be used exclusively to compensate
Regional Planning for all expenses incurred while inspecting the premises to
determine the permittee's compliance with the conditions of approval. The fund
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

provides for biennial (one every other year) inspections for 10 years. Inspections
shall be unannounced.

If additional inspections are required to ensure compliance with the conditions of
this grant, or if any inspection discloses that the subject property is being used in
violation of any one of the conditions of this grant, the permittee shall be financially
responsible and shall reimburse Regional Planning for all additional enforcement
efforts necessary to bring the subject property into compliance. The amount
charged for additional inspections shall be $200.00 per inspection, or the current
recovery cost at the time any additional inspections are required, whichever is
greater.

The permittee shall comply with all mitigation measures identified in the Mitigation
Monitoring Program (“MMP"), which are incorporated by this reference as if set
forth fully herein.

Notice is hereby given that any person violating a provision of this grant is guilty of
a misdemeanor. Notice is further given that the Regional Planning Commission
(“Commission”) or a Hearing Officer may, after conducting a public hearing, revoke
or modify this grant, if the Commission or Hearing Officer finds that these
conditions have been violated or that this grant has been exercised so as to be
detrimental to the public's health or safety or so as to be a nuisance, or as
otherwise authorized pursuant to Section 22.44.690 of the County Code.

All development pursuant to this grant must be kept in full compliance with the
County Fire Code to the satisfaction of said department.

All development pursuant to this grant shall conform with the requirements of the
County Department of Public Works (“Public Works”) to the satisfaction of said
department.

All development pursuant to this grant shall comply with the requirements of Title
22 of the County Code and of the specific zoning of the subject property, unless
specifically modified by this grant, as set forth in these conditions, including the
approved Exhibit "A," or a revised Exhibit "A" approved by the Director of Regional
Planning (“Director”).

The permittee shall maintain the subject property in a neat and orderly fashion.
The permittee shall maintain free of litter all areas of the premises over which the
permittee has control.
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16.

17.

18.

All structures, walls and fences open to public view shall remain free of graffiti or
other extraneous markings, drawings, or signage that was not approved by
Regional Planning. These shall include any of the above that do not directly relate
to the business being operated on the premises or that do not provide pertinent
information about said premises. The only exceptions shall be seasonal
decorations or signage provided under the auspices of a civic or non-profit
organization.

In the event of graffiti or other extraneous markings occurring, the permittee shall
remove or cover said markings, drawings, or signage within 24 hours of such
occurrence, weather permitting. Paint utilized in covering such markings shall be
of a color that matches, as closely as possible, the color of the adjacent surfaces.

The subject property shall be developed and maintained in substantial
conformance with the plans marked Exhibit “A." If changes to any of the plans
marked Exhibit “A” are required as a result of instruction given at the public
hearing, three (3) copies of a modified Exhibit "A” shall be submitted to Regional
Planning by August 16, 2015.

In the event that subsequent revisions to the approved Exhibit "A™ are submitted,
the permittee shall submit three (3) copies of the proposed plans to the Director for
review and approval. All revised plans must substantially conform to the originally
approved Exhibit “A”. All revised plans must be accompanied by the written
authorization of the property owner(s) and applicable fee for such revision.

PERMIT SPECIFIC CONDITIONS - COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

19.

20.

Outdoor lighting shall be the minimum lighting necessary for safety and security.
The permittee shall submit a Revised Exhibit “A” for review and approval that
shows how all proposed outdoor lighting conforms to this condition.

The permittee shall comply with the approved landscaping plan by using only
plants native to the Santa Monica Mountains, compatible with Fire requirements.
The plants shall not be cultivars. The permittee shall use the CNPS list for the
Santa Monica Mountains and the Director’s list that accompanied the LCP, and the
permittee shall carefully consider plant traits so that choices are habitat-specific, as
well as fire safety. Any changes to the landscape plan subject to review and
approval of a Revised Exhibit “A.”
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21. The permittee shall manage Campus Kilpatrick in accordance with the approved

22,

Exhibit "A," with the goal of protecting natural resources and minimizing hazards
such as flood, fire, and erosion.

In the event that an amendment to the approved CDP is required, the applicant
shall comply with the amendment requirements of the LIP. Modifications to these
conditions shall also require an amendment to the approved CDP.

PROJECT SITE SPECIFIC CONDITIONS

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

This grant shall authorize the construction and operation of a juvenile detention
facility.

The permittee shall investigate ways to reduce irrigation with potable and
reclaimed water, and strongly consider substituting grey water. Irrigation with grey
water may need a subsurface system. Turf considerations should include a natural
turf substitute that uses less water than grass.

To the maximum extent feasible, the permittee shall modify the existing planters
that receive roof runoff to planters with cistern capacity, capable of capturing water
from storms beyond the 3/4-in. storm capacity. Captured water should be retained
and used for irrigation and for fire-fighting rather than directed into stormwater
conveyance.

The permittee shall investigate the feasibility of adding scattered planting of native
plants appropriate to the habitat and matching adjacent habitat within fuel
modification zone C. This could serve as a shaded fuel break with separated fuels
(scattered canopy) and clearing beneath. These plantings will need initial irrigation,
but irrigation would be removed after plants are established. Reclaimed water
could be used in this case.

The permittee shall investigate restoration of the subject property’'s concrete-lined
channels to natural, vegetation-lined channels. While such a project is outside of
the Project Site and beyond the scope of this project, such restoration is
recommended by the Environmental Review Board for future consideration. If
feasible, the applicant shall seek grant funding to accomplish this habitat
restoration work with the probationers to restore upper watershed function and
restore downstream resources. The channel restoration and habitat restoration
could be integrated with relevant environmental education on conservation of
watershed function.
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28. The permittee shall supplement the sensitive plant surveys in areas where fence

29.

30.

31.

32.

modification or other activities of the Project could impact sensitive plants that
might not have been discovered in the drought year survey of 2012. This includes
the Zone C area. The permittee shall conduct the surveys in May/June or earlier in
the spring, when Lyon's pentachaeta is blooming. If sensitive plants are
discovered, the pemmittee shall develop a mitigation plan to avoid impacting such
plants.

The permittee shall comply with the oak tree encroachment mitigation
requirements found in County Code section 22.44.950 (O). The permittee
proposes to encroach upon the protected zone of up to 13 oak trees. Therefore,
the permittee shall be required to mitigate this impact by planting up to 130
replacement trees. Prior to encroaching on an oak tree, the pemitee shall be
required to submit a Revised Exhibit “A" to the Director for review and approval.
This Revised Exhibit “A” shall substantially conform to the approved Exhibit “A” and
shall show the following additional details:

e The location of the oak trees to be encroached upon;

e The percentage of the protected zone to be encroached upon;

¢ The number of mitigation trees to be planted; and

e The location where the mitigation trees will be planted.

The permittee shall comply with the planting requirements and mitigation ratios
found in County Code Section 22.44.950 (O): 10 replacement trees to be planted
for each tree where the protected zone is encroached upon more than 30 percent,
five replacement trees to be planted for each oak tree where between 10 and 30
percent of the protected zone is encroached upon, and only monitoring is required
for encroachments into the protected zone of less than 10 percent.

The permittee shall calculate the area of encroachment on oak woodland, and two
times this area shall be set aside for planting mitigation trees. This shall be
protected as a conserved area in perpetuity through a legal instrument such as
deed restriction. The cleared areas beyond the required fuel modification on the
east and north would be appropriate for the conserved area.

The permittee shall prioritize areas on the north and east beyond the 200-ft. fuel
modification and the 10-ft. clearing required next to fire roads for use as the oak
tree mitigation area. To the maximum extent feasible, this area shall be restored to
natural habitat, which will be riparian in cases of three tributaries to Zuma Canyon.
This restoration may also include sycamores, mulefat, willows, and other riparian
plants.
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33. Fence replacement or modification activities in oak protected zones shall be done

34.

35.

36.

37.

with hand tools for any excavation, and protection of roots shall be implemented
with preservation of roots as possible and covering of exposed roots with moist
cloth while they are exposed.

The permittee shall avoid impacts to bulb plants, such as mariposa-lilies. If impacts
to bulb plants are required, such as through the replacement of fences, the
permittee shall develop a mitigation plan in conjunction with consultation of CDFW
for current best management practices of conservation and mitigation for these
plants.

The permittee shali comply with all conditions set forth in the attached County
Public Works Department letter dated May 18, 2015 to the satisfaction of the said
department.

The permittee shall comply with all conditions set forth in the attached County Fire
Department letter dated June 3, 2015 to the satisfaction of the said deparment.

The permittee shall comply with all conditions set forth in the attached County
Public Health Department letter dated April 28, 2015 to the satisfaction of the said
department.

Attachments:

Mitigation Monitoring Program

Fire Department Letter dated June 3, 2015

Public Works Department Letter dated May 18. 2015
Public Health Department Letter dated April 28, 2015
Environmental Review Board Minutes dated April 20, 2015



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
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hiip //dpw lacounty gov ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO

May 18, 2015 PO BOX 1460

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

IN REPLY PLEASE

REFER TQ FILE LD’2
TO: Mi Kim
Zoning Permits West Section
Department of Regional Planning

Attention Joshua Huntington, //ﬁ
4 7/ -
FROM: Art Vander Vis éﬂ A !
0

Land Development Divisi
Department of Public Works

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (CDP) NO. 201500030
PROJECT NO. R2012-02386

CAMPUS VERNON KILPATRICK-REPLACEMENT PROJECT
427 SOUTH ENCINAL CANYON ROAD

ASSESSOR'S MAP BOOK NO. 4471, PAGE 3, PARCEL NO. 900
UNINCORPORATED COUNTY AREA OF MALIBU

We reviewed the site plan for the proposed Campus Vernon Kilpatrick replacement
project in the unincorporated County area of Malibu. The project consists of the
construction of a new 64,773-square-foot Campus Vernon Kilpatrick Center. The
project will construct five, 24-bed residential housing cottages that are each split into
two, 12-bed units. Each unit will have a core support of dayrooms, restrooms, laundry,
janitorial, and meeting spaces. The primary support building consists of several
components that include an administration area, classrooms, staff services, a public
lobby, control center, medical facilities, a food-service kitchen with culinary art
classrooms, a gymnasium, an educational courtyard, small storage, and a warehouse.
The project grading will include approximately 4,500 cubic yards of cut, 9,000 cubic
yards of fill, 4,500 cubic yards of import, and 12,900 cubic yards of overexcavation.

X] Public Works recommends approval of this CDP.

(] Public Works does NOT recommend approval of this CDP.



Mi Kim
May 18, 2015
Page 2

Upon approval of the site plan, we recommend the following conditions. Comply
with these conditions or as otherwise modified by Public Works:

1

2.

3.

Road

1.1 Obtain an encroachment permit from Public Works' Land Development
Division, Permit Section, for any construction within the public right of way.
For additional information and procedures, please contact Lana Radle of
Land Development Division's Permit Section at (626) 458-4958 or
Iradle@dpw.lacounty.gov.

For questions regarding the road condition, please contact Ruben Cruz of
Land Development Division at (626) 458-4810 or rcruz@dpw.lacounty.gov.

Grading

2.1 Submit a grading and drainage plan for review and approval. The drainage
plan should show the proper distribution of drainage including contributory
drainage from adjoining properties. The applicant is required to show and
call out all existing easements on the grading plan and obtain the easement
holder approvals.

2.2  Agency/regulatory permits or letters of nonjurisdiction may be required prior
to grading plan approval. This includes, but is not limited to, the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife, etc.

2.3 Provide soil/geology approval of the grading plan from Public Works'
Geotechnical and Materials Engineering Division, as applicable.

For questions regarding the grading conditions, please contact Jessica Bunker of
Public Works' Building and Safety Division at (626)458-3164 or

ibunker@dpw.lacounty.qov.
Drainage

3.1 Submit a drainage concept to Building and Safety Division for review and
approval prior to issuance of any grading permits. The drainage concept
shall show the extent of drainage impacts including contributory drainage
from adjoining properties.
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3.2 Comply with Low-Impact Development (LID) standards, per County Code
Section 12.84.460, to the satisfaction of Public. Works. The LID Standards
Manual can be found at http://dpw.lacounty.gov/iddiweb/.

For questions regarding the drainage conditions, please contact Ms. Bunker at

(626) 458-3164 or jbunker@dpw.lacounty.qov.

4, Sewer

4.1 Prior to issuance of any building permit, sewer and water distribution
systems shall be approved by Public Works in compliance with the
Los Angeles County Plumbing Code. The existing sewer treatment plant
and associated disposal fields shall be approved by the State of California
Regional Water Quality Board for the proposed sewer-load increase. If the
existing sewer disposal system is found to have insufficient capacity, an
upgrade of the sewer disposal system is required to the satisfaction of the
State of California Regional Water Quality Board.

For questions regarding the sewer condition, please contact Madjid Hashemi of
Building and Safety Division at (626) 458-3182 or mhashemi@dpw.lacounty.gov.

If you require additional information, please contact Mr. Cruz at (626) 458-4910 or
reruz@dpw.lacounty.gov.

RC:tb
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT
FIRE PREVENTION DIVISION

Land Development Unit
5823 Rickenbacker Road
Commerce, CA 90040
Telephone (323) 890-4243, Fax (323) 890-9783

PROJECT: R2012-02386 MAP DATE: 06/03/2015
LOCATION: 427 Encinal Canyon, Road, Malibu (APN 4471-003-900)

PLANNER: Josh Huntington
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REVISED CONDITIONS: Supersedes Fire Dept. Conditions Dated April 17, 2015

THE FIRE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS CLEARANCE OF THIS PROJECT TO
PROCEED TO PUBLIC HEARING AS PRESENTLY SUBMITTED WITH THE
FOLLOWING CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ~ ACCESS

1. All on-site Fire Department vehicular access roads shall be labeled as "Private
Driveway and Fire Lane” on the site plan along with the widths clearly depicted
on the plan. Labeling is necessary to assure the access availability for Fire
Department use. The designation allows for appropriate signage prohibiting
parking.

2 Fire Department vehicular access roads must be installed and maintained in a
serviceable manner prior to and during the time of construction. Fire Code 501.4

3. All fire lanes shall be clear of all encroachments, and shall be maintained in
accordance with the Title 32, County of Los Angeles Fire Code.

4, The edge of the fire access roadway shall be located a minimum of 5 feet from
the building or any projections there from.

5. The Fire Apparatus Access Roads and designated fire lanes shall be measured
from flow line to flow line.

6. Provide a minimum unobstructed width of 26 feet, exclusive of shoulders and an
unobstructed vertical clearance “clear to sky" Fire Department vehicular access
to within 150 feet of all portions of the exterior walls of the first story of the
building, as measured by an approved route around the exterior of the building.
Fire Code 503.1.1 & 503.2.2

Reviewed by:Wally Collins Date: June 3, 2015
Page 1 of 6
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a. The 20-foot “Fire Apparatus Access Road” with a “6-foot accessible
walkway” with a contiguous grade surface as noted in the cross-section on
the site plan is acceptable to the Fire Department. The walkway can
either be a different color or defined with striping. (Sheet AS 1.00).

b. The Fire Apparatus Access Road going through the basketball courts shall
be either a different color or defined with striping similar to the other Fire
Apparatus Access Roads within the interior of the camp. This is noted on
the revised site plan (Sheet AS 1.00).

g A minimum 20-foot Fire Apparatus Access Road is permitied between the
existing kitchen and the support building as noted on the site plan (Sheet
AS 1.00)

d. At the indicated location, increase the width of the Fire Apparatus Access

Road from Encinal Canyon to Camp Kilpatrick to 20 feet as noted on the
revised site plan on Sheet AS 1.04.

10. The dimensions of the approved Fire Apparatus Access Roads shall be
maintained as originally approved by the fire code official. Fire Code 503.2.2.1

11.  Fire Department vehicular access roads shall be provided with a 32 foot
centerline turning radius. Fire Code 503.2.4

a. Fire Apparatus Access Roads measuring 26 feet in width, the inner turning
radius is required to be 19 feet, and the outer radius is required to be 45
feet.

b. Fire Apparatus Access Roads measuring 20 feet in width, the inner turning
radius is required to be 22 feet, and the outer radius is required to be 42
feet.

Reviewed by:Wally Collins Date: June 3, 2015
Page 2 of 6
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12.  Fire Apparatus Access Roads shall be designed and maintained to support the
imposed load of fire apparatus weighing 75,000, and shall be surfaced so as to
provide all-weather driving capabilities. Fire apparatus access roads having a
grade of 10 percent or greater shall have a paved or concrete surface. Fire Code
503.2.3

13. The gradient of Fire Department vehicle access roads shall not exceed 15
percent unless approved by the fire code official. Fire Code 503.2.7

14.  Provide approved signs or other approved notices or markings that include the
words “NO PARKING - FIRE LANE". Signs shall have a minimum dimension of
12 inches wide by 18 inches high and have red letters on a white reflective
background. Signs shall be provided for fire apparatus access roads, to clearly
indicate the entrance to such road, or prohibit the obstruction thereof and at
intervals, as required by the Fire Inspector. Fire Code 503.3

15. A minimum 5 foot wide approved firefighter access walkway leading from the fire
department access road to all required openings in the building's exterior walls
shall be provided for firefighting and rescue purposes. Fire Code 504.1

16.  Fire Apparatus Access Roads shall not be obstructed in any manner, including
by the parking of vehicles, or the use of traffic calming devices, including but not
limited to, speed bumps or speed humps. The minimum widths and clearances
established in Section 503.2.1 shall be maintained at all times. Fire Code 503.4

17.  Traffic Calming Devices, including but not limited to, speed bumps and speed
humps, shall be prohibited unless approved by the fire code official. Fire Code
503.4.1

18.  Security barriers, visual screen barriers or other obstructions shall not be
installed on the roof of any buiiding in such a manner as to obstruct firefighter
access or egress in the event of fire or other emergency. Parapets shall not
exceed 48 inches from the top of the parapet to the roof surface on more than
two sides. Fire Code 504.5

Reviewed by:Wally Collins Date: June 3, 2015
Page 3 of 6
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19.  Approved building address numbers, building numbers or approved building
identification shall be provided and maintained so as to be plainly visible and
legible from the street fronting the property. The numbers shall contrast with their
background, be Arabic numerals or alphabet letters, and be a minimum of 4
inches high with a minimum stroke width of 0.5 inch. Fire Code 505.1

20.  Multiple residential and commercial buildings having entrances to individual units
not visible from the street or road shall have unit numbers displayed in groups for
all units within each structure. Such numbers may be grouped on the wall of the
structure or mounted on a post independent of the structure and shall be
positioned to be plainly visible from the street or road as required by Fire Code
505.3 and in accordance with Fire Code 505.1.

21.  Fire Apparatus Access Roads shall be identified with approved signs.
Temporary signs shall be installed at each street intersection when construction
of new roadways allows passage by vehicles. Signs shall be of an approved size,
weather resistant and be maintained until replaced by permanent signs. Fire
Code 505.2

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL - GATES

1. When security gates are provided, maintain a minimum access width of 20 feet.
The security gate shall be provided with an approved means of emergency
operation, and shall be maintained operational at all times and replaced or
repaired when defective. Electric gate operators, where provided, shall be listed
in accordance with UL 325. Gates intended for automatic operation shall be
designed, constructed and installed to comply with the requirements of ASTM
F220. Gates shall be of the swinging or sliding type. Construction of gates shall
be of materials that allow manual operation by one person. Fire Code 503.6

2. All locking devices shall comply with the County of Los Angeles Fire Department
Regulation 5, Compliance for Installation of Emergency Access Devices.

Reviewed by:Wally Collins Date: June 3, 2015
Page 4 of 6
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL - WATER STSTEM

1. All fire hydrants shall measure 6"x 4"x 2-1/2" brass or bronze, conforming to
current AWWA standard C503 or approved equal, and shall be installed in
accordance with the County of Los Angeles Fire Department Regulation 8.

2. Install four (4) private on-site fire hydrants as noted on the site plan dated June 3,
2015. All on-site fire hydrants shall be installed a minimum of 25' feet from a
structure or protected by a two (2) hour rated firewall.

3. All private on-site fire hydrants shall be installed, tested and approved prior to
building occupancy. Fire Code 901.5.1

4. The required fire flow for the private fire hydrants for this project is 2125 gpm at
20 psi residual pressure 2 hours. Two (2) public fire hydrants flowing
simultaneously may be used to achieve the required fire flow. Fire Code 507.3 &
Appendix B105.1

a. The fire flow is adequate per flow test performed on 06/13/14 by Fierce
Fire Protection, INC.

b. The fire flow has been reduced to 2125 gallons per minute @ 20 psi for 2
hours based on the largest proposed building having a total square
footage of 41,318', Type 1B Construction, and the installation of an
automatic fire sprinkler system.

B. Plans showing underground piping for private on-site fire hydrants shall be
submitted to the Sprinkler Plan Check Unit for review and approval prior to
installation. Fire Code 901.2 & County of Los Angeles Fire Department
Regulation 7

Reviewed by:Wally Collins Date: June 3, 2015
Page 5 of 6
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL - FUEL MODIFICATION

1 This property is located within the area described by the Fire Department as the
Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. The “Preliminary Fuel Modification Plan”
has been submitted and approved on April 2, 2015. The Final Fuel Modification
Plan is required to be submitted and approved during the plan check process.

The building plans, fire protection system plans and the fire alarm plans shall be
submitted and reviewed by the Fire Department's Fire Prevention Engineering Section
in Commerce, (323) 890-4125.

For any questions regarding the report, please contact FPEA Wally Collins at (323) 890-
4243 or at Wally.Collins@fire.lacounty.gov.

Reviewed by:Wally Collins Date: June 3, 2015
Page 6 of 6
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April 28, 2015

TO: Joshua Huntington
Principal Regional Planning Assistant
Department of Regional Planning

FROM: Michelle Tsiebos, REHS, DPA @
Environmental Health Division
Department of Public Health

SUBJECT: CDP CONSULTATION
PROJECT NO. R2012-02386/CDP 201500030
Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
427 Encinal Canyon Road, Malibu

Public Health recommends approval of this CDP.
o Public Health does NOT recommend approval of this CDP.

The Department of Public Health-Environmental Health (EH) Division has reviewed the information
provided for the project identified above. The Coastal Development Permit (CDP) is for the construction of a
new replacement camp of approximately 65,000 square feet to accommodate up to 120 minors. It will
remain a juvenile correction facility. The Department does not have any objection about this project.

Potable Water Supply

A sustainable source of potable water supply will be provided by Las Virgenes Municipal Water District. A
will serve letter will be required prior to the approval of the project.

Jail Inspection Program

The Jail Inspection Program of this Division will be responsible for the inspection of the juvenile correction
& treatment facility. The applicant will have to comply with the rules and regulations governing juvenile
correction facilities.

Sewage Disposal

The project will be connected to a sewage treatment plant for sewage disposal. The plant is under the
jurisdiction of the state of California Water Quality Control Board.
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Plan Check Program

The project is proposing a kitchen. The Plan Check program will be responsible for the review and approval
of plans. The Program will also conduct the final inspection of the food facilities. The project shall comply
with all Public Health requirements relating to the construction and operation of food establishments.

Toxics-Epidemiology Program

Staff from Toxics Epidemiology Program (TEP) reviewed the project’s documentation, which includes the
Zoning Permit Application, Project Modifications, Site Plan and Environmental Assessment Information
Form. We do not anticipate any significant Air Quality or Noise impacts associated with the construction
and operation of the above facility. Additionally, the expected Green House Gases Emissions (GHG) are
expected not to exceed 14 MTCO,e/year, which is much lower than the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) Tier 3 screening threshold of 3,000 MTCO,e/year.

For questions regarding this report, please contact me at (626) 430-5382 or at mtsicbos@ph.lacounty.gov.
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Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead

SANTA MONICA MOUNTAINS
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
BURDEN OF PROOF

Pursuant to Zoning Code Section 22.44.850, the applicant shall substantiate the following:

{Do not repeat the statement or provide Yes/No responses. If necessary, attach additional pages.)

A. That the proposed development is in conformity with the certified local coastal program.

The Camp Kilpatrick Replacement Project is a new juvenile rehabilitation campus which replaces the already

demalished facility, previously located on the same site. the project will utilize appro-

priate materials, colors, configurations and plantings as necessary to conform to the Santa Monica

LIP. The site is not visible from public right-of-ways, lies within the limits of the property and

will not impact the adjacent sensitive habitat areas. The site is configured as to avoid the toes

of sloped surfaces. Oak trees that are encroached upon as a result of construction activities will

be protected per local ordinances and mitigated accordingly.

B. That any development located between the nearest public road and the sea or shoreline of any body
of water located within the Coastal Zone, s also in conformity with the public access and public
recreation policies of Chapter 3 of Division 20 of the Public Resources Code.

The Camp Kilpatrick Replacement Project does not impede any views of or access to the coastline,

nor does it contain any waterfront acreage. The land use, zoning and previous occupancy of the site

remain unchanged. The buildings that have been removed will be replaced by those bearing a slightly

new configuration and moderately larger footprint {(as to meet the requirements of the owner's

program).
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Project Narrative

Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project

Project Address: 427 South Encinal Canyon Road, Maiibu, CA
Assessor Parcel No.: 4471-003-900

Owner: Los Angeles County

Agent/Applicant: Vince Yu, Department of Public Works
Contractor: Ben Caras, Bernards Construction

Architect: Pete Obarowski, DLR Group

Project Description
Building construction SF: approx. 64,773 SF

New Impervious surfaces (inclusive of buildings): 187, 308 sf - (exclusive of buildings}): 122,535
Parcel Gross and Net Acreage: total parcel is 67 acres. Site subset is 11.7 acres {area of work)

Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project Description:

Design Concept

With the Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement project, Los Angeles County is taking a giant step forward
as a leader in juvenile correction & treatment which will serve as a model for future LA County facilities,
the State of California and the nation. By taking this giant step forward, we have developed a vision for
a new paradigm in juvenile justice that focuses on care & treatment in a safe and secure environment
that moves away from a model based on custody & control. The new model will focus on the individual
and small group treatment in a holistic manner that addresses the mental, physical, emotional and
educational needs of the resident youth and, moreover, continued after-care upon returning to the
community. Getting all stakeholders -- Probation, Education, Mental Health and the Department of
Public Works -- actively involved in the process, helped focus our explorations on evidenced-based best
practices for the development of small, safe, youth and community centered facilities that reflect the
vision of the new LA model.

Modeled after similar efforts in Missouri and the District of Columbia, the new Camp Kilpatrick is based
on small, safe, community oriented and youth-focused programming & operations. To accomplish
these goals we implemented the following concepts within our planning and design.

First, we utilized the buildings as a means to secure the campus; minimizing visual interference of the
traditional fencing (spatial variety also enhances visibility). Electronic control systems facilitate
communications, provide for life safety, deter potential escapees and ensure a safe environment for
staff and youth alike. To further reduce the institutionalized perception, elements of a familiar
residential scale were proposed. Some of these elements include gabled roofs at the housing units, a
variety of different textured materials, finishes and warm earth tones. By differentiating campus
elements, we reduced the “sameness” associated with institutional architecture.

The building components provide variety both indoors and out, encouraging small staff and resident
group interaction. The main program building is organized around a well-lit commons area as opposed
to corridors and enclosed rooms (more like a modern school then a secure institution). Throughout the



facility both visual and physical elements connect the space to the central campus. The commons, gym,
amphitheater and recreational fields accommodate interscholastic competitions, community activities
and outside exhibitions. The gym stage and amphitheater will be used for events and presentations for
students, family and visitors.

As we explored ideas and building typology, our team looked beyond juvenile and adult correctional
maodels and toward other building types for clues as to the organizational parity. We realized that a
major focus of this facility would be programming — and mandated education and alternative education
programs would be a significant component of the design. Using other schools as a model and exploring
their typology, we determined that a student commons could be the key focal point for social
interaction, meals and public events. We saw this as an opportunity to increase the visual and physical
connection between the indoors and the outdoors. Also, from investigating educational building
typology we developed the concept of an “educational courtyard” which created an additional internal
focus for the school program and curriculum.

From this initial idea, the organizational and architectural parity for the support building evolved. Atits
heart is the student commons, which acts as the central focus for many social activities.

Exterior Building Design

There are two primary building types on the replacement project; a cottage building (replicated 5 times)
and the support building, which contains all the components that assist the juveniles; from
administration to dining, exercise to education, maintenance and security.

The overall design of the buildings will be more residential in construction. The cottages will have a
cement tile sloped roof with screened, roof top HVAC equipment. The exterior finish will be two-
colored stucco, which will blend with the site aesthetic and meet the requirements of the Santa Monica
Coastal Zone LIP. There will be an accent tile medallion at each building used to differentiate the
cottages and the distinct living area therein.

The support buildings will be similar, but have more of an educational construction typology and theme
about them. Exterior finishes will be stucco in most locations with both glazed and cement block
accents. Glazing activity includes storefront as well as glass block. Stucco finishes will share similar color
families to the cottages, but with a secondary contrasting color to differentiate them from the
educational nature of the support building. The roofing material of the support building will range from
cement tile at the staff support area (the 2-story component at the south end) to EPDM flat roofing for
the long span structures between staff support and the education wing {near the north end of the
building). A variety of patterns, featuring both vertical and horizontal expressions, is being developed
and will further define the support building elevations.

Planting Design

The proposed plant materials are drought tolerant, low-maintenance trees, shrubs and ground covers
that are native to the Santa Monica Mountains. They blend seamlessly with the existing planting and
proposed building design. We recognize the importance of introducing shade trees in the school
courtyard, parking areas and providing a mixture of deciduous and evergreen trees along walkways,
patios and other people-gathering spaces. This will stimulate visual interest and comfort amongst
occupants as well as offering a heat reduction effect. The forms and layouts of these plantings will aid
staff & security surveillance measures.



The landscape design will also consider the importance of utilizing plants in the bioswales that can
tolerate wet soil conditions and incorporate sustainability practices per the County of Los Angeles Low
impact Development standards.

The large turf area at the center of the site is a multi-purpose area for field sports and large group
activities. The turf will be sodded and selected to tolerate low water, foot traffic and low-maintenance
requirements.

Irrigation Design
The proposed irrigation system consists of a fully automatic, low maintenance, water efficient system
and is compliant to the California AB 1881 requirements and the County's Water Efficiency Ordinance.

Location, Vicinity, & Surrounding Development

The project site, Camp Kilpatrick, is located on a 67-acre parcel at 427 South Encinal Canyon Road, in the
Santa Monica Mountains area of unincorporated Los Angeles County {APN 4471-003-900)

Camp Kilpatrick had been in use since 1962 as a Los Angeles County Juvenile Probation Camp. A similar
facility, Camp Miller (APN 4471-004-902), is located immediately adjacent to and just south of the
subject site. Three adjacent parcels (APN's 4471-004-903, -804, -905) are physically connected by
shared infrastructure to the Camp Kilpatrick parcel (APN 4471-003-900) and all five-parcels are owned
and operated by Los Angeles County Probation Department. Collectively, these five-parcels comprise
nearly 142-acres of an alluvial valley near the base of natural hillside terrain and the confluence of
several natural drainages within the upper reaches of the Zuma Canyon watershed. Within this valley,
Camps Kilpatrick and Miller and the associated shared infrastructure (roads, drainage channels, and on-
site wastewater treatment) are the sole developments.

The buildings and structures on the Camp Kilpatrick site have subsequently been removed to make way
for the replacement project. Demolition work was completed in February of 2015. The property has
been prepared for the replacement project work activities, infrastructure and buildings.

The surrounding area is largely undeveloped (i.e., undisturbed hillsides) with variable slopes. Parcels of
National Park Service, State Parks, County, and private lands are interspersed throughout the
surrounding area. The Zuma/Trancas Canyons area, under the jurisdiction of the National Park Service,
is located approximately 0.25-mile south of the Project site boundary at the closest point. Developed
land uses within approximately 0.5-mile of the developed portion of Camp Kilpatrick include an
equestrian facility {0.25 miie to the north); scattered large-lot single-family residences (0.2-mile to the
northeast); viticulture beginning approximately 0.3-mile to the northeast; and the Malibu Country Club,
a public 18-hole golf course, which is 0.4-mile to the west at the closest point.

Existing Site Items:
e The height of existing structures {now demolished) measured between 12 and 22 feet.
e Fence heights are 14’ (existing. Fence fabric to be replaced). Repairs to be made to smalil
portions of damaged framing.
e Thereis an existing 75" high mast light in the center of the playfield area. The replacement
project design leaves this fixture in its existing location.
e Walls. There are no retaining walls remaining on the site.



Trees, Oak trees are indicated in the oak tree report and on the drawings. All existing oak trees
will remain in place.
Other significant site features are as listed in site characteristics, below.

Building and Site information

Location and Area of Buildings: See plans.

Conceptual Landscape Plans: See plans,

Protected Zone of On-site Trees: See plans.

Setbacks: The project property lines as more than 325’ from the closest existing fence line (refer
to the ALTA Survey information). Otherwise, all buildings are still back from the site property
area by more than 50’ on three sides, but close to the front property line as there is a
connection fence between Camp Kilpatrick and Camp Miller.

Conceptual Grading Plan: See plans.

Existing Easements: There are no existing easements on the project site, other than a public
easement for the use of the site through SB-81 financing.

Parking Spaces: There are 132 parking spaces provided in the Camp Vernon Kilpatrick
Replacement Project. Parking spaces are 9'x18’ wide at 90 and 45 degree angles. There is a 26’
wide fire lane (pathway) looping across the front of the support building and the parking lot area
outside the complex. Drive aisles at the 45 degree, one way parking are 15’ wide, and 2-way
drive aisles range from 24’ to 26’ wide (see plans for more information).

Vehicular circulation and travel flow (see pians)

Loading Docks: There are two loading docks, both located at the support building. The main
loading dock is internal to the building and primarily receives deliveries of food. This loading
dock is located about a third of the way along the support building from the south end. The
loading dock can accommaodate a vehicle up to 30 in length, with back-in and pull-out
clearances. Deliveries requiring a vehicle greater than 30’ in length will occur in the driveway
perpendicular to the loading dock. Pallets will be removed from the vehicle and placed in the
loading dock. Then the larger vehicle can use the fire lane to loop through the parking lot and
back out the main entrance. The other loading dock is at the far north end of the support
building. This loading dock will serve to off-load vehicles from the drive aisle and bring materials
stored on pallets into the warehouse via forklift.

Pedestrian Circulation: See plans.

Property Lines: See site plans and vicinity map.

Dimensions for Driveways: See plans.

Waste and Recycle Screening: the waste and recycling containers are located in the loading dock
and concealed by the roll down door/gate.

Sign Location: There is an existing sign for the complex at South Encinal Canyon Road. There is
a sign on the building at the front of the new replacement project which uses 12" high metal
letters featuring the name of the facility.

Boundaries of Constrained Areas or Hazardous Slopes: Please refer to the attached Initial Study /
Mitigated Negative Declaration report

Habitat Areas: There is an H1 habitat area, but it is more than 200’ from the support building
{see plans) and more than 100’ away from a County-maintained fire road connection



Property Use

Current property use and proposed property use will change. The site is zoned for public facilities.
Camp Kilpatrick is a “replacement project” which had demolished the previous structures to make way
for the new design.

The Camp Kilpatrick replacement project is a juvenile facility that is operated on a 24/7, 365 day per
year program. As many as 120 juveniles may be housed on site. Staffing will be comprised of two, 12-
hour shifts. The day shift is expected to include 20 security staff personnel, 20 administrative staff, 20
teaching staff, and 5 maintenance staff members (for a total of 65). That number will be decrease
during the night shift to 20 security personnel and one member of the maintenance crew.

The facility will schedule visitation days for guests. This may bring an influx of 20 to 40 peopie at a
maximum on specified days only. The average number of visitors on a regular basis is expected to range
between five and ten.

On-campus activities will include those that are educational and athletic in nature in addition to dining
and sleeping. All functions are intended for the juvenile occupants and staff of the facility on a daily
basis.

Products will be delivered on a regular basis to the kitchen which serves only the Kilpatrick facility. A
single large truck on a weekly basis will provide the bulk of the deliveries, while smaller vans/trucks may
provide consumables for daily use.

How project is consistent with General Plan and applicable Community Plan

The new building cluster is very similar to that of the previous buildings on site and will be constructed
atop the footprint of the now demolished facility. The building heights are consistent with the
maximum height requirements and both planting and building materials have been selected to match
the general and community plans for the region.

The new buildings are similar in height to the previous buildings; however, the configurations/shapes of
the new buildings have sloped roofs for several portions of the complex (whereas the previous facility
included flat roofs throughout). There is a single 2-story portion of the project at the entry, serving as
both administration and sleeping quarters for the staff. By stacking the functions, we were able to
feature a smaller building footprint, thus limiting our impact to the surrounding environmentally
sensitive habitats. This taller portion of the project will not visible from a public road or street and only
serves as a cornerstone for the replacement project and entry to the facility. The projected height of
the roof of this portion of the project is 31’

Where the perimeter fence can be salvaged, we plan to replace the fabric on the existing fence itseif.
Only fencing that has been significantly damaged over time will be replace in its entirety. We expect to
encroach upon upwards of ten (10) trees during the construction of the fence. No oak trees will be
removed or relocated as a result of construction activities and we will mitigate in accordance with local
requirements for those upon which are encroached.



Retaining walls on the project are will within property limits. It is expected that no new on-site retaining
walls will exceed 10’ in height.

The current site and grading plan has a net import of approximately 4,500 Cubic Yards. We chose to
import dirt and raise select areas of the site in an effort to maintain the grade as close to existing as
possible, with the exception of some necessary corrections to meet ADA code requirements and slope
irregularities.

The fire lane that circles the interior perimeter of the site is 20’ in width and extends to 26’ where fire
hydrants are located. The fire lane along the exterior of the support building is 26’ wide for the full
travel of said building.

The proposed plantings were crossed referenced between the requirements listed in the Santa Monica
Mountains LIP and the approved list of plantings provided by the LA County Fire Department: Fuel
Modification division. The resultant planting schedule was then approved by a Department of Regional
Planning staff biologist.

Building finishes comply with section 22.44.1320 of the Santa Maonica Mountains LIP.

Parking on the project is per our scoping document (87 parking stalls with an alternate for 5 more stalls

to a total of 92 parking spaces). The current site plan shows 110 spaces on pavement and 22 spaces on

gravel. The total amount of available parking is 132 parking spaces. A parking matrix is not required for
submission as this is a single tenant/single use complex.

Physical Site Characteristics

The subject site is located in an alluvial valley near the base of natural hillside terrain and the confluence
of several natural drainages. Existing storm water drainage improvements serving the subject site
include a concrete-lined trapezoidal channel that runs north to south; located at the east property
limits, this channel collects runoff from the drainages to the northeast and from within Camp Kilpatrick
via a series of catch basins/drainage inlets, concrete V-ditches, and underground storm drain pipelines.
This primary drainage channel continues to the south, and passes underground where it traverses the
parking lot serving Camp Miller and Encinal Canyon Road, and eventually outlets immediately south of
Encinal Canyon Road. A drainage structure that collects runoff from the canyon areas and associated
drainages to the northwest is located immediately outside the demolition area to the northwest. The
Biological Constraints Survey referenced in the Substantial Documents identifies 1,873-sf (0.043-ac) of
the dry-bottom channelized drainage as possessing sufficient criteria to meet Coastal Commission
requirements for wetland designation. This assessment is based upon the presence of wetland
hydrology and the presence of an identifiable streambed and bank, and the presence of hydrophilic
vegetation within and along portions of the concrete drainage channels north of Encinal Canyon Road
{species identified was Mulefat, Baccharis Salicifolia, at 60% cover). Camp Kilpatrick’s demolition area is
restricted to dry-land areas within the existing facility. No impacts from the demolition project are
expected on the adjacent portions of the channelized Zuma Canyon Creek drainage, which are entirely
outside of the site limits.

Camp Kilpatrick and Camp Miller utilize the same water supply and wastewater treatment systems. A
500,000-gallon potable water tank is located near the top of an approximate 100 foot-high slope to the
waest of Camp Kilpatrick, which provides water and ensures adequate fire flows and volumes at the
camps. The water tank is owned and maintained by the County. In addition to the water tank, Camp



Kilpatrick and Camp Miller are provided potable water via the Las Virgenes Municipal Water District
water main connecting to the camps near the northeast corner of Camp Kilpatrick. Wastewater
generated by both camps is conveyed via underground pipelines to a self-contained wastewater
package plant located immediately south of Encinal Canyon Road, about 700-feet south of Camp
Kilpatrick.

Trails on Property or in Vicinity

Consistent with the Camp Kilpatrick’s location within the Santa Monica National Recreation Area, there
are existing trails nearby. No bicycle or hiking trails are present within or connecting directly to, either
Camp Kilpatrick or Camp Miller. However, approximately 250-ft southwest of Camp Miller is the Zuma
Ridge trailhead, which is 0.4-mi from the Backbone Trailhead (BB18) and managed by the Santa Monica
National Recreation Area. The Camp Kilpatrick replacement project will not impact this trail.

Visibility from Public Viewing Location

No officially designated or eligible State or County scenic highways are in the vicinity of the subject site.
The subject site is not visible from the nearest scenic highway, SR-23, due to distance and intervening
topography. The probation camps are briefly visible from a few sections of the nearby Backbone Trail as
well as one spot atop Mulholland Dr. {where it intersects with the Zuma Ridge fire road) on a steep
downhill with no designated pull-out area. This information is also stated in section 4.1.1 of the IS /
MND. As such, we anticipate requesting a waiver of the story pole requirement outlined in section
22.44.1440 of the Santa Monica Mountains LIP,

Environmentally Sensitive Habitat

In addition to the asphalt & concrete paving and the buildings themselves, the previously developed
portions of the prior facility were landscaped with mostly non-native turf lawns, ornamental shrubbery,
and several non-native trees (e.g., pines, Modesto ash). The new Camp Kilpatrick facility will be
constructed atop the footprint of the previous facility and will avoid the removal or relocation of the
existing oak trees nor will it encroach on any environmentally sensitive habitat areas. The closest new
structure is located approximately 278’ feet from the H1 classified riparian vegetation and no
construction activities will occur within the 100" buffer zone.

Both the Santa Monica Mountains LIP and the Los Angeles County Fire Department require a 200-ft fuel
modification (on-site) and/or brush clearance (off-site) zone from combustible structures. In this case,
the fuel modification/brush clearance requirement has been established and maintained for annually.
Additionally, the construction project will not modify the existing fuel modification boundary. Therefore
fuel modification/brush clearance required for the proposed project will not result in impacts to
environmentally sensitive habitat areas that are located on the site outside of the construction area.
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MINUTES

A, Minutes of 16 March 2015 meeting were approved as amended.
Motion to approve: Suzanne Goode, 2™ Gina Natoli, Ayes: Unanimous

B. Campus Kilpatrick, Probation Learning Center
Project No. R2012-02386
Permit No. CDP 201500030

APN: 4471-003-900, 4471-004-902, -903, -905
Location: 427 Encinal Road, Malibu 90265
Planner: Joshua Huntington

Applicant: Los Angeles County, Dept. Public Works (LACPW) / Pete Obarowski, PCR Group
Biologists: Marc Blain, David Hughes, Psomas
USGS Quad: Point Dume

Proposal: The project is a replacement of the oldest Los Angeles County probation camp’s residential and service buildings with new
buildings. The Campus Vemon Kilpalrick Replacement Project consists of construclion fotaling approximately 66,000 sq.fi. to
accammodate up to 120 minors. The new Campus design consists of 5 housing cottages (25,000 sq.ft. overall) and 1 support building
(41,000 sq.fi. overall) with the following components: administration (10,300 sq.ft., support/education center (12,700 sq.f.), a commons
building (3.000 sq.ft.), a gym/multipurpose room (8,700 sq.f.), an ancillary building with laundry/maintenance/warehouse (12,700 sq.fi.).
new kitchen (2,100 sq.ft), and a culinary teaching kitchen 1,200 sq.ft.). It also includes site improvements such as a recreational
multipurpose field. interior fire land access, staff and visitor surface parking, on-site utilities, and security perimeter fencing. The
Campus is located in the OS (Open Space) and IT (Institutional) zones of the Local Coastal Plan (LCP). The Land Use Policy
designation is Mountain Lands P (Public and Semi-Public Facilities) of the LCP. Water will be provided by an existing County-owned
500.000-gallon potable water tank located near the top of an approximately 100-ft.-high slope to the west of Campus Kilpatrick. The
Las Virgenes Municipal Water District also provides water via a water main that connects at the northeast corner of Campus Kilpatrick.
Sewage is conducted to and treated in an onsile trealment plant south of Encinal RoOad on the project parcels. Grading will total
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13,500 cu.yd. (4500 cu.yd. cut, 9000 cu.yd.fill, including 4500 cu.yd. import) on a 67.29-acre parcel (4471-003-900) with some
construction of facilities on parcels 4471-004-902 (28.95 acres), -903 (27.83 ac.) and 4471-004-905 (27.82). The property is in a Very
High Fire Hazard Zone, but not in a flood zone. Standard fuel modification would extend within the property lines into Habitats H1, the
H1 buffer, the H1 quiet zone, and H2. The buildings will be in H3 habitat, but also in the H1 quiet zone.

Resources: The Project is at a headwaters area for three major drainages of the Santa Monica Mountains. The Project parcel has
two significant ridgelines: the western one divides the watersheds of Trancas and Zuma Canyons; the eastern one touches the
northeast corner and divides the walersheds of Zuma Canyon and Malibu Creek. The Project water tank is on the significant ridgeline
between Trancas and Zuma Canyons. The seasonally-dry drainages across the building sites are directed into concrete-lined channels
and flow eventually to the southern parcel and Zuma Canyon upstream of the Upper Zuma Canyon Falls, Sewage is treated in an
onsite treatment plant south of Encinal Road thal is also upstream of Upper Zuma Canyon Falls. The project development is near the
dividing line between jurisdiction of the Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan and the Local Coastal Program of the Santa Monica
Mountains, and fuel modification will extend into both areas in the headwaters of Zuma Canyon. Previous buildings have been
removed, and new structures have been designed to have similar foolprints. The building sites proposed are on H3 habitat (disturbed),
Operations for replacement of the fence mesh will pass through coast live-oak woodland. Fuel modification will impact oak woodland
and H1 riparian habitat and stream courses, bul it chiefly overlays old fuel modification areas. Impacts to oak woodland have been
analyzed as not significant, but analysis and miligation need to be revised to accord with the County Management Plan and the LCP
requirements for mitigation. A summary of the oak woodiand analysis is on p.40-41 and in mitigation MM4.4-2 of the Mitigation Plan
Document. The parcel has a volcanic rock outcrop with lichens and perhaps bryophytes adjacent and north of the north fence. The
Project parcel is mapped as having zones that may have Santa Susana tarplant (Deinandra minthornii) and slender mariposa-lily
(Calochortus clavatus var. gracilis). Adjacent to the north of the parcel is critical habitat for Lyon’s pentachaeta (Pentachaeta lyonii).
In the near vicinity of the Malibu Country Club property are occurrences of Plummer's mariposa lily (Calochortus plummerae), Lyon's
pentachaeta, and the whiptail lizard, (Ascidoscelis tigris stejnegeri). Plummer's mariposa-lily and Catalina mariposa-lily occur on
the development site and elsewhere on Project parcels. Mitigation for the mariposa-lilies includes pre-construction seed and bulb
collection of mariposa-lilies with a revegetation plan. These data were not provided for ERB review, but a summary of the plan is in
MM4.4-3. Results of preconstruction surveys for birds and bats are unknown, and grading may have taken place oulside the
prescribed nesling and malernity seasons. Pre-demolition surveys would have been required for bats (MM4.4-4). Tree removal
described in MM4.44 is not according lo current CDFW recommendations to preserve bats. The eastern approximate one-third of the
development parcel is natural land that has H1 habitat of a tributary stream course to Zuma Canyon with ocak, sycamore, and
willow riparian woodland. Another tributary to Zuma in the North Area Plan section of the parcel has habitat with a stream course
and oak, sycamore and willow woodland in a fuel-modified area. Natural, potentially-protected land is directly adjacent to the
Los Angeles County parcel of development and in the parcel itself, 4471-003-900. The east side is bordered by natural Los Angeles
County land. The west side has natural land of the Malibu County Club, that is proposed to become parl of federal lands of the Santa
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area (SMMNRA). To the south of County lands are parcels of the SMMNRA.

Request: Review the proposed development under zoning and land use policy of the 2014 LCP and North Area Plan for areas north of
the Coastal Zone boundary that are in the chief development parcel. Provide recommendations to be used as guidelines for the
Director's Review, which will also require a Minor Coastal Development Permit (CDP). This is part of necessary environmental review of
the project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Projects normally exempt from CEQA are subject to environmental
review when in sensitive locations [PRC §15300.2(a)].

Materials are available on the ERB webpage under the meeting date:
hitp://planning.lacounty.gov/case/viewir2012-02386/

Applicant’s presentation: The Los Angeles County Department of Public Works is responsible for delivering the Project
to the Probation Department and has hired contractors to do the replacement of Camp Vernon Kilpatrick, built in 1962,
converting it into Campus Kilpatrick. The new configuration is to repurpose the Campus structure from probation and
correction for teen-age males into a teaching facility for rehabilitation and job preparation, focusing on individual potential.
Funding is provided through a grant from the State (Senate Bill SB-81) and Los Angeles County funds. Guidelines and
security needed to be the driving forces for the design, however, Fire lanes increased from 11.5-ft. to 20-26-ft. width,
which was a consfraint on where buildings could be located. The LEED Silver Project replaces 2 dormitories for 120
persons total into 5 residential style cottages of 24-beds each. Infrastructure is chiefly new. Roof water is captured into
planters for filtration and then passes to culverts. The commons area will be chiefly passively cooled and heated with tree
placement for this function. Glazing types were carefully considered and low-E glass and fritted glass will be used on the
large commons area window. The central lawn area of about 1.5 acres is of a drought-resistant turf, and the use is for
exercise work. The waste-water system on site sends all wasle-water to the treatment facility on the south side of Encinal
Road. Facilities will include a culinary kitchen and garden plots for the probationers as in a community-type garden.
Buildings are located over 200-ft.away from designated H1, and they are also chiefly outside the H1 buffer zone. Parking
on the northeast does not require fuel modification; is on previously disturbed ground; and is also outside the H1 buffer.
DG is being used wherever required expansion of parking did not include a fire lane. M2 is not affected by the new
building sites, which releases some H2 from fuel modification required for former portable buildings.

Planner's presentation and outline of concerns: This is a County project. If it had been located principally in
the North Area Pian, recommendations would be based on consistency with the General Plan only, according
o the government code §65402. The position of the Project principally in the Coastal Zone enables closer
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review because of the Santa Monica Mountains Local Coastal Program (SMM LCP), and thus, it comes to ERB
for review and will have a Coastal Development Permit (CDP).

County Biclogist's presentation and outline of concerns: The location of the Project means it has extensive
biological resources. The Campus is at the headwaters of Zuma Canyon (and peripherally, Trancas Canyon
and Malibu Canyon), which means that the Project’s implementation will have important consequences for one
of the largest, chiefly natural watersheds of the Santa Monica Mountains. ERB recommendations are
important for these consequences. Fuel modifications can affect H1 habitat in the Coastal Zone and riparian
habitat in the North Area, which are really the same kind of riparian habitat. A recommendation is made that
cleared area beyond the prescribed 200-ft. fuel modification zones and beyond the 10-ft. clearance required
along the fire roads be considered for re-vegetation, since it is probably not necessary to clear such an
extensive area, and much of this “scalped” land would probably revert to sensitive, riparian habitat. There is a
good possibility that sensitive plants such as the federally- and state-endangered Lyon’s pentachaeta could
occur in habitat along the north fence line, since federally-designated critical habitat is directly adjacent and the
north fence line has reasonable habitat for this plant among others. The sensitive plant survey was done in a
drought year 2012, and could have missed this and other plants that should be conserved. Redoing the survey
might locate the plant, and then protective measures could be prescribed to avoid impact. Although Plummer’s
mariposa-lily and Catalina mariposa-lily are not considered sensitive in some contexts, all of the Santa Monica
Mountain natural vegetation is considered sensitive by the LCP, and measures should be taken to preserve
these bulbs as much as possible. (Applicants state that they will know more about what needs to be done with
respect to the mariposa-lilies when plans for the fence renovation are consolidated.) Fence repair will pass
through oak woodland. The LIP mitigations should be followed to caiculate oak encroachments.
(Encroachments of 10% and over should be mitigated with planting; oaks with encroachments less than 10%
must be surveyed for 10 years and mitigation trees planted for any worsening condition that may have been a
result of the encroachment.) Twice the area of the oak woodland encroachment should be set aside for
conservation in perpetuity, using an instrument such as deed restriction, and the mitigation oaks should be
planted in this permanently-conserved area in best areas for oak growth. Bats were not found in existing
buildings pre-demolition, but tree removal needs a preliminary bird and bat survey in the nesting and/or
maternity season. Tree removal in any season should follow the CDFW-prescribed method of gradual push-
over and delay of tree disassembly for 2 days to allow birds and bats to escape from foliage hide-outs.
Natural, protected land is adjacent to the Project site, and all measures to protect natural habitat onsite and
integrate to these protected areas should be taken.

ERB Comments:

1. The residential cottages and other buildings should be designed for solar power collection on
roofs, which could probably generate all needed power for the Project. This is the environmentally-
responsible way for a public County project to design and operate. It is the best design in this period
of climate change concerns. It could also be used to provide an introduction to the probationers on
integrating with their environment by presenting potential environmentally-responsible construction
and maintenance jobs for current and future times. In addition to considering passive factors such as
building orientation and the minimal shading the probation Campus generally requires, generation of
power by PVC panels should have been strongly considered and adopted.

2, ERB states that the Project needs to practically incorporate environmentally-responsible methods
of conserving water and preserving or restoring ecosystem function to really integrate the students
with an ecological perspective. In order to have integrity that reinforces this vision, the project needs
to state an objective of integrating to ecologically responsible living and then demonstrate by
implementation of the best possible design for achieving environmental responsibility.

3. ERB states that a gray-water system should be used for irrigation, rather than reclaimed water. As
indicated by the PCR Group planner, a gray-water system for this Project wouid not be a single-tank
system, but would need to be distributed.

4. ERB made multiple suggestions to promote having a landscape plan with all native plants that
would be appropriate for the overall theme of integrating with the natural environment. Lists of native
plants may be found on the ERB website, http:/planning.lacounty.gov/agendalerb/ under “Plant
Lists.” The Director’s list is found under the “Recommended” list of 2012. Avoid plants on the
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invasive lists—these are all non-native and damage the environment. In general, use plants native to
the Santa Monicas—substitute native species of the same genus for non-natives. An example is that

should not be used. Instead use Sisyrinchium bellum. Color can be added
with natives. Toyon (Heteromeles arbutifolia) is good for evergreen leaves, white flowers in summer,
and red berries in late fall-early winter. Acceptable plants for County Fire are not all on their list. Have
some alternatives in mind for the non-natives now on the plan. Fire review will give you a substitute
suggestion for unacceptable plants. Mr. Condon will be able to help you, since he approved the initial
plan.

5. To minimize irrigation, substitute something like Flowering Ash (Fraxinus dipetala) for Sycamores
(Platanus racemosa) in landscape plants. Sycamores are an exclusively riparian species and need a
lot of water, while Flowering Ash can be an upland plant and requires less water.

6. ERB recommends use of some kind of system that would retain runoff stormwater from all
hardscape such as roofs and paving onsite rather than routing it into the stormwater conveyance
culverts. ERB recommends retention of at least the water from a 3/4-in. storm (or greater amounts if
Public Works LID standards using isohyetal lines are greater}. Employ the necessary infrastructure to
use retained runoff for irrigation and for fire-fighting purposes. This could be in a combined planter-
cistern. Look at the website of Oasis (www.oasisdesign.net) for ideas on cistern structures and
locations.

7. The location of the Project at the headwaters of Zuma Creek means that it is important for the
Project to consider every possible means of diminishing impact to this important watershed. Zuma
Creek is a habitat in which water quality is of extreme importance to endangered species, including the
southern steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus), a federally- and state-endangered species. For
restoration grant money investigate NOAA NMFS, USFWS, CDFW, and Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Commission, all of which award grants for many kinds of restoration projects that will result in fish
habitat improvement. Fish habitat improvement will have broad ramifications for the entire watershed.
Watershed restoration should be part of the education curriculum at Campus Kilpatrick.

8. ERB states that restoration of fuel modification Zone C to scattered plantings and restoration of
cleared area beyond required fuel break (recommendations #5 and 6) would be required of any private
development. It would not be a matter of choice for private development. County should set an
example by aggressively pursuing implementation of this recommendation to improve watershed
filtration, groundwater replenishment, and numerous ramifying aspects of watershed functionality.

9. Mitigation oaks shall be calculated according to LIP requirements: Encroachment of 10% or more
into protected zones will require mitigation trees; trees with less that 10% encroachment shall be
followed for 10 years, and mitigation oaks planted if condition of these trees worsens due to effects of
the encroachment.

10. Bats migrate back and forth from the Santa Monica Mountains, including probably the Project site,
to an area near Port Hueneme Naval Base for breeding, and then return to the Santa Monicas for
maternity. Vigilance for bat presence and avoiding impacts to them is important. Follow guidelines for
tree removal to have least impact to bats and birds.

11. Bat and bird surveys shall be done before initiation of grading and/or construction activities
(including after significant lulls in activity) during the bird breeding season, December 1-August 31,
and the bat maternity season, March 1-September 30.

12. Minimization of night lighting is very important to conservation of ecosystems, and ERB thanks the
Project for observing measures of dark skies policy.
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ERB RECOMMENDATIONS:

% As part of the Project effort to have environmental integrity at this site, the planning must
investigate ways to reduce irrigation with potable and even reclaimed water, and strongly consider
substituting grey water. Irrigation with grey water may need a subsurface system. Turf considerations

should include a natural turf substitute that uses less water than grass.
Recommendation/2nd: Rosie Dagit/Gina Natoli, Ayes: Unanimous

Applicant: A gray-water tank was considered for irrigation, but it would need to be 50,000 gal. capacity and fit into a space
of 3-5 feet above bedrock that underlies the Project site. The cost of new piping for a distributed gray water system would
be a considerable expense that was deemed not cost-effective. Artificial turf was considered (not natural turf
alternatives), and past experience shows it has many problems including eventual unsightliness and need to irrigate due
to heat factors. The reclaimed water is not sufficiently processed to be used for irrigation in a place with human presence.
Irrigation necessary for the proposed landscaping is reduced to the minimum requirement of the County,

2. ERB recommends that trees used to shade the common building on the east and west sides should
be evergreen. Coast live-oak would be the best plant for this purpose, and would not need irrigation

after establishment of a few years.
Recommendation/2nd: Ron Durbin/Rosi Dagit, Ayes: Unanimous

3. Plants used in the landscape plans shall all be natives of the Santa Monica Mountains, shall be
compatible with Fire requirements, and shall not be cultivars. Use the CNPS list for the Santa Monica
Mountains and the Director’s list that accompanied the LCP. Carefully consider plant traits so that

choices are habitat-specific. Get confirmation on fire safety by calling County Fire.
Recommendation/2nd: Suzanne Goode/Margot Griswold, Ayes: Unanimous

4. ERB recommends that the planters that receive the roof runoff be modified to planters with cistern
capacity for storms beyond the 3/4-in. storm capacity. Captured water should be retained and used for
irrigation and for fire-fighting, rather than directed into stormwater conveyance. Irrigation use could
be particularly high in summer and could be supplemented by captured water.

Recommendation/2nd: Rosi Dagit/Gina Natoli, Ayes: Unanimous

5. ERB recommends that Zone C have scattered planting of native plants appropriate to the habitat
and matching adjacent habitat. It will be a shaded fuel break with separated fuels (scattered canopy)
and clearing beneath. These plantings will need initial irrigation, but irrigation shall be removed after
plants are established. Recilaimed water could be used in this case.

Recommendation/2nd: Ron Durbin/Suzanne Goode, Ayes: Unanimous

6. Areas on the north and east beyond the 200-ft. fuel modification and the 10-ft. clearing required next
to fire roads shall be restored to natural habitat, which will be riparian in cases of three tributaries to
Zuma Canyon. This will be a good area to conserve for the oak and oak-woodland mitigations, with
planning to consider aspect for the oaks, sycamores, mulefat, willows, and other riparian plants that

can be used there.
Recommendation/2nd: Rosie Dagit/Ron Durbin, Ayes: Unanimous

7. Onsite concrete-lined channels should be restored and converted to natural, vegetation-lined
channels. This can be part of an MS-4 permit (addressing stormwater through natural means,
especially using green infrastructure) for restoration of natural habitat and facilitating stormwater
handling. For the future, LACDPW shall seek grant funding for doing this work with the probationers
to restore upper watershed function and to restore downstream resources. The channel restoration
and habitat restoration should be integrated with relevant environmental education on conservation of
watershed function.
Recommendation/2nd: Suzanne Goode/Ron Durbin, Ayes: Unanimous

8. Redo the sensitive plant surveys in areas where fence modification or other activities of the Project
could impact sensitive plants that might not have been discovered in the drought year survey of 2012,
This includes the Zone C area. Now would be a good time to survey, since usual flowering is in May
for Lyon's pentachaeta but could be earlier this year, which has had more rainfall than a drought year.
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Develop a mitigation plan to avoid impacting sensitive plants if they are discovered. Endangered and

threatened plant impacts may require a take permit from CDFW,
Recommendation/2nd: Suzanne Goode/Rosi Dagit, Ayes: Unanimous

8. Fence replacement or modification activities in oak protected zones shall be done with hand tools
for any excavation, and protection of roots shall be implemented with preservation of roots as possible
and covering of exposed roots with moist cloth while they are exposed .

Recommendation/2nd: Ron Durbin/Suzanne Goode, Ayes: Unanimous

9. Area of encroachment on oak woodland shall be calculated, and two times this area shall be set
aside for planting mitigation trees. This shall be protected as a conserved area in perpetuity through a
legal instrument such as deed restriction. The cleared areas beyond the required fuel modification on
the east and north would be appropriate for the conserved area.

Recommendation/2nd: Rosi Dagit/Ron Durbin, Ayes: Unanimous
Applicant stated they are already planning mitigation in conjunction with the Mountains Restoration Trust (MRT). There is a tentative
plan to use the MRT area. ERB stated that mitigation for this project should be on project land and not elsewhere.

13. If bulb plants such as mariposa-lilies are impacted by Project activities such as fence replacement,

then a mitigation plan should be developed in conjunction with consultation of CDFW for current best

management practices of conservation and mitigation for these plants. Rancho Santa Ana Botanic

Garden will be a good source of information and can store and/or propagate plants.
Recommendation/2nd: Margot Griswold/Gina Natoli, Ayes: Unanimous

14. ERB recommends that the Project is consistent with resource protection of biclogical resources
under the 2014 LCP with incorporation of the recommended modifications.
Recommendation/2nd: Rosi Dagit/Gina Natoli, Ayes: unanimous

Approval:

ERB Meeting Date: April 20, 2015

ERB Evaluation: Consistent _X_Consistent after Modifications
Inconsistent ____ Nodecision

Staff Biologist Consistent _X _Consistent after Modifications

Recommendation: Inconsistent ___ No decision

Suggested Modifications: Comply with all ERB recommendations and draft recommendations.

OTHER MATTERS
C. Public comment pursuant to Section 54954.3 of the Government Code.

No Public Comment was made.
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The Honorable Board of Supervisors

County of Los Angeles ADO PTE D
383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
500 West Temple Street COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Los Angeles, California 90012 36 November 5, 2014

Dear Supervisors: SACH! A HAMA
EXECUTIVE OFFICER

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS:
CAMP VERNON KILPATRICK REPLACEMENT PROJECT

APPROVE APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT AND
REVISED TOTAL PROJECT BUDGET
AWARD DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACT

SPECS. 7175; CAPITAL PROJECT NO. 77295
(THIRD DISTRICT)
(3 VOTES)

SUBJECT

This is a joint recommendation with the Chief Probation Officer to approve an appropriation
adjustment, revise the total Project budget, award a design-build contract with Bernards Bros. Inc.,
and authorize the Department of Public Works to execute the design-build contract with Bernards
Bros. Inc., for completion of the Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE BOARD:

1. Find that the award and execution of the design-build contract are within the scope of the
previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement
Project.

2. Approve the appropriation adjustment, which transfers $4,019,000 in appropriation from
Provisional Financing Uses-Services and Supplies, to the Fiscal Year2014-15 Capital
Projects/Refurbishments Budget, under Capital Project No. 77295, to fully fund the Camp Vernon
Kilpatrick Replacement Project.

3. Approve the revised total Project budget of $52,241,456 for the Camp Vernon Kilpatrick
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Replacement Project, and authorize the Director of Public Works, or her designee, to carry out the
Project.

4, Find that Bernards Bros. Inc., is the responsive and responsible bidder that submitted the most
advantageous and best value proposal to the County for design and construction of the Camp
Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project using the design build project delivery method, based on the
best value criteria stated in the Request for Proposals, including qualifications, technical design,
construction expertise, proposed delivery plan, price, skilled labor force availability, design
excellence, acceptable safety record, and lifecycle cost.

5. Award a design-build contract to Bernards Bros. Inc., and authorize the Director of Public Works,
or her designee, to execute the design-build contract with Bernards Bros. Inc., for a contract sum of
$33,274,100, and a maximum contract sum of $34,674,100 (inclusive of a design completion
allowance of $1,400,000), subject to receipt by the County of acceptable Faithful Performance and
Payment for Labor and Materials Bonds and evidence of required contract insurance filed by the
design-build entity.

6. Authorize the Director of Public Works, or her designee, to exercise control of the design
completion allowance, including the authority to reallocate the allowance into the contract sum, as
appropriate, to resolve cost issues with Bernards Bros. Inc., that are identified during the design
phase of the Project, such as changes resulting from unforeseen conditions, including construction
related impacts.

PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Approval of the recommended actions will approve an appropriation adjustment, revise the total
Project budget, and award a design-build contract to Bernards Bros. Inc., and authorize the
Department of Public Works (Public Works) to execute the design-build contract with Bernards Bros.
inc., to complete design and construction of the Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
(Project). The Project site is located at 427 South Encinal Canyon Road, Malibu, California 90265.

Project Background and Description

The Project will design and construct a new, approximately 65,000 square-foot facility on
approximately 11 acres of the greater 142 plus acres of County-owned land in Malibu. The new
facility will provide approximately 120 beds and provide housing and program space for moderate to
high-risk juvenile offenders.

The housing space will consist of approximately 25,000 square feet and will include five buildings
(living units) with open dormitory style housing. These buildings will contain two semi-autonomous
dormitories of 12 residents each. Each living unit will include personal laundry, administration and
support, and counseling rooms. Each dormitory, within the living unit, will have a toilet/shower
space, a group meeting room, a recreation/activity room, and an outside patio.

The facility includes an administration building with administration and Probation Department
(Probation) staff offices; security administration that includes conference rooms, central control,
communications room, intake/release/transportation, and public waiting; staff support space that
includes staff sleeping rooms, restrooms, and showers; and medical and mental health services
space that includes nurses station/offices, medical observation room, exam room, telemedicine
exam room, and medical storage. The facility also includes a maintenance/warehouse building that
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will provide storage, laundry, network/communications room, and trash/recycling holding.

In addition, the facility includes a support building that will provide education and vocational services,
multipurpose space, which includes an indoor gymnasium, a dining area, and a kitchen. The
educational space will provide curriculum for General Education Development (GED) testing,
comprehensive high school, vocational training, and college-bound students.

The Project scope will include, but not be limited to, electrical; plumbing; mechanical; heating,
ventilation, and air conditioning; perimeter fencing; fire protection systems; parking lots; sally port;
landscaping; outdoor recreation courts and multi-purpose recreation field with running track; and
emergency access roads.

On August 4, 2014, the Board awarded and authorized Public Works to execute an agreement with
National Demolition Contractors to provide demolition/abatement services for the Project. Demolition
activities are currently underway at the site to prepare for the Project’s construction. Upon
demoalition and design completion, the Project’s construction is anticipated to take 20 months to
complete.

Revised Project Budget

Between June through September 2014, Public Works issued a Request for Proposals (RFP) and
initiated an evaluation process to select a firm for design-build services for the Project. During the
prequalification process and evaluation of interested design-build firms, it was determined that
Bernards Bros. Inc.’s design-build proposal was found to have submitted the best value and most
advantageous proposal to perform these services in accordance with the evaluation criteria stated in
the RFP; however, the proposal cost was $4.0 million over the previously estimated construction
allocation.

Upon Project scope and budget evaluation by Public Works, Probation, and the Chief Executive
Office (CEQ), it was determined that significantly curtailing Project scope would be detrimental to the
Project because the proper facility infrastructure and amenities would not be in place to allow
Probation, the Los Angeles County Office of Education, and the Department of Mental Health (DMH)
to effectively deliver a new rehabilitative treatment model to the incarcerated youth. Therefore, it is
recommended that the Project budget be supplemented with additional funding to maintain the
existing scope of work for the Project. Approval of the recommended actions is needed to initiate
final design and construction of the Project.

Design Completion Allowance

The $1,400,000 design completion allowance is intended to facilitate the resolution of issues
identified only during the design phase of the Project, including issues concerning the County's
scoping documents or changes required by jurisdictional agencies or due to unforeseen conditions
discovered during design, including any increased design or construction costs associated therewith.
The inclusion of the design completion allowance will facilitate the design decision process and
minimize potential delays that could occur with design phase issues.

The use of the design completion allowance will be controlled by Public Works, with concurrence
from the CEO, to reallocate funds from the design completion allowance into the contract sum.

Green Building/Sustainable Design Program
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The proposed Project will support the Board's Green Building/Sustainable Design Program by
incorporating into the Project design and construction sustainable features to optimize energy and
water use, enhance the sustainability of the site, improve indoor environmental quality, and maximize
the use and reuse of sustainable and local resources.

Implementation of Strategic Plan Goals

The Countywide Strategic Plan directs that we provide Operational Effectiveness/Fiscal
Sustainability (Goal 1), by maximizing the effectiveness of process, structure, operations, and strong
fiscal management, to support timely delivery of customer oriented and efficient public services. It
also directs us to provide Integrated Service Delivery (Goal 3), by maximizing opportunities to
measurably improve client and community outcomes and leverage resources through the continuous
integration of health, community, and public safety services to provide a facility that enhances
operations and the delivery of Probation youth rehabilitative services.

FISCAL IMPACTI/FINANCING

The revised total Project budget is $52,241,456, which includes plans and specifications, plan check,
demolition, construction, equipment, consultant services, Arts Commission fee, miscellaneous
expenditures, and County services. The Project Budget Summary is included in Attachment A.

Approval of the attached appropriation adjustment will transfer $4,019,000 in appropriation from
Provisional Financing Uses-Services and Supplies, to the Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-15 Capital
Projects/Refurbishments Budget, under Capital Project No. 77295, to fully fund the Project.

The Project is funded with $28,728,000 of State revenue from the Construction, Expansion, or
Renovation of Local Youth Offender Rehabilitative Facilities Construction Program authorized under
Senate Bill (SB) 81, and $19,495,000 of prior year net County cost currently appropriated within the
FY 2014-15 Capital Projects/Refurbishments Budget, under Capital Project No. 77295. Upon Board
approval of the attached appropriation adjustment, the net County cost allocation will increase to
$23,514,000 from $19,495,000.

Operating Budget Impact

An additional $1,565,000 in ongoing operational costs is required to fund 13.0 positions (1.0
Assistant Probation Director, 6.0 Deputy Probation Officer (DPO) II's and 6.0 Group Supervisor
Nights (GSN)) for the Project. The 6.0 DPO Il positions are needed to address the increased
workload associated with implementing the Integrated Treatment Model (ITM) which includes
Dialectical Behavior Training. These positions will work directly with juveniles, on either a 4/40 or
5/40 shift, providing treatment services only. Since their duties are not custodial in nature, staff will
not be eligible for the 56-hour work program. The treatment based DPO Il will be a special
assignment. Only those staff agreeing to the 4/40 or 5/40 shift will be approved for the position. The
6.0 GSN positions are needed to maintain a supervision ratio of 1:30 and address the change in
dormitory design from an open single building concept to multiple smaller buildings, which increases
the number of dormitories requiring supervision during sleep hours. The 1.0 Assistant Probation
Director position will provide additional management oversight of the camp’s operations.

For the ITM program by DMH and the Department of Health Services (DHS), an additional
$1,027,000 is needed to fund positions. DMH will need $717,000 to fund 7.0 positions (1.0 Mental
Health Clinical Supervisor, 5.0 Psychiatric Social Workers, and 1.0 Intermediate Typist Clerk), and
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DHS will need $310,000 to fund 3.0 positions (3.0 Registered Nurse |) once Camp Kilpatrick
reopens. Additionally, furniture, fixtures, and equipment (FF&E) one-time costs estimated at
$1,500,000 is needed to furnish the replacement camp in FY 2015-16 (i.e., one year prior to opening
of the new camp). Funding would offset the costs to furnish the Probation, DMH, and DHS offices,
DPO sleeping quarters, classrooms for educational and vocational studies, and various other items.

Funding for these additional positions as well as one-time FF&E costs has not been identified.
However, the Project will not be completed and fully operational until FY 2016-17. In the interim, the
CEO and Probation will continue to work together to identify a funding source; as well as indicate the
$1,565,000 in ongoing funding for Probation, $1,027,000 in ongoing funding for ITM services (both
adjusted annually as needed), and $1,500,000 in one-time costs; as a funding requirement in its
Multi-Year Forecast.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

The design-build contract with Bernards Bros. Inc., contains terms and conditions supporting the
Board's ordinances and policies, including but not limited to: County Code Chapter 2.200, Child
Support Compliance Program; County Code Chapter 2,202, Contractor Responsibility and
Debarment; County Code Chapter 2.203, Contractor Employee Jury Service Program; County Code
Chapter 2.206, Defaulted Property Tax Reduction Program; Board Policy No.5.050, County's
Greater Avenues for Independence (GAIN) and General Relief Opportunities for Work (GROW)
Programs; Board Policy No. 5.060, Reporting of Improper Solicitations; Board Policy No. 5.110,
Contract Language to Assist in Placement of Displaced County Workers; and Board Policy No.
5.135, Notice to Contract Employees of Newborn Abandonment Law (Safely Surrender Baby Law).

As required by the Board, language will be incorporated into the Project specifications stating that
the contractor shall notify its employees, and shall require each subcontractor to notify its
employees, that they may be eligible for the Federal Earned Income Credit under the Federal
Income Tax Law (Federal Income Tax Law, Internal Revenue Service Notice 1015).

As required by the Board, the Project budget includes 1 percent of design and construction costs to
be allocated to the Civic Art Fund per the Board's Civic Art Policy adopted on December 7, 2004, and
subsequently amended on December 15, 2009.

Further, various SB 81 grant-related agreements are currently being executed with the State. The
execution of these agreements will allow the County, upon contract award, to request approval from
the California Department of Finance and the Pooled Money Investment Board, which will allow the
County to finalize the Contract with the selected Design Builder and to issue a Notice to Proceed.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

On November 26, 2013, the Board adopted the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Project. Approval of the award and execution for
the design-build contract are within the scope of the Project in the adopted MND.

CONTRACTING PROCESS

On June 5, 2014, Public Works issued a RFP for design-build services for the Project. This contract
opportunity was listed in the County's "Doing Business with Us" website.
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The first phase of the RFP process was the submittal of a prequalification questionnaire (Part A) by
all interested design-build firms. On June 24, 2014, four prequalification questionnaires were
received for evaluation. The prequalification questionnaires were reviewed by an evaluation
committee made up of members from the CEO, Probation, and Public Works. The evaluation was
made based on responses to questions concerning the business type and ownership of each design
build entity, evidence of the design-builder's experience and capacity to perform projects of similar
size and complexity, licenses, registration, credentials, violations of State and Federal labor codes
and safety regulations, debarment, default, bankruptcy, lawsuits on public works projects in the
preceding five years, and other relevant criteria. Based on the review and evaluation of the
prequalification questionnaires, three firms were determined to be prequalified. In accordance with
the shortlisting requirements in the RFP, the top three firms were shortlisted and invited to submit
technical and cost proposals (Part B) for the Project.

On September 25, 2014, the top three design-build firms submitted technical and cost proposais for
evaluation. The technical and cost proposals were evaluated by the evaluation committee based on
technical design and construction expertise, proposed delivery plans, price, life cycle costs, skilled
labor force availability, acceptable safety record, design excellence, and design-build team personnel
and organization. Final ranking of the proposers is listed in Attachment B. Bernards Bros. Inc., in its
design-build proposal was found to have submitted the best value and most advantageous proposal
to perform these services under the design-build delivery method, in accordance with the evaluation
criteria stated in the RFP. These evaluations were completed without regard to race, creed, color, or
gender.

The contract requires the contractor to pay its employees applicable prevailing wages in accordance
with the California Labor Code.

Bernards Bros. Inc., Community Business Enterprises participation data and three-year contracting
history with the County are on file with Public Works.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTS)

There will be no impact on current County services or projects during the performance of the
recommended service. However, there will be impacts on the current County services related to
Probation’s operations during the course of construction while Camp Kilpatrick is temporarily
vacated.

The Sports Program at Camp Kilpatrick was suspended for the spring 2014 sports season. The

Sports Program has resumed its fall 2014 sports season at Probation’s Challenger Memorial Youth
Center.

CONCLUSION

Please return one adopted copy of this Board letter to the Chief Executive Office, Facilities and Asset
Management Division; and to the Department of Public Works, Project Management Division .



The Honorable Board of Supervisors
11/5/2014
Page 7

Respectfully submitted,

JERRY E. POWERS
WILLIAM T FUJIOKA Chief Probation Officer
Chief Executive Officer

WTF: JEP:SHK
DJT:TJ:AH:zu

Enclosures

c: Executive Office, Board of Supervisors
County Counsel
Arts Commission
Auditor-Controller
Probation
Public Works



November 5, 2014

ATTACHMENT A

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS:

CAMP VERNON KILPATRICK REPLACEMENT PROJECT
APPROVE APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT AND
REVISED TOTAL PROJECT BUDGET
AWARD DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACT
SPECS. 7175; CAPITAL PROJECT NO. 77295

(THIRD DISTRICT)
(3 VOTES)
l. PROJECT SCHEDULE
Project Activity Scheduled
Completion
Date
Project Scoping Document January 2014
Design and Construction Award November 2014
Construction
Substantial Completion October 2016
Occupancy January 2017
Acceptance June 2017
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2014

. PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY

Budget Category Project Budget Imp:::t;:’ f“This Project Budget
Land Acquisition 50 $0| $0
Construction
Make Ready Work $2,340,000 ($488,177), $1,851,823
Construction Contract $27,977,800| ($27,977,800) $0
DB Contract $0 $33,274,100 $33,274,100
Design Completion Allowance $0 $1,400,000 $1,400,000{
Change Orders $3,109,000 $403,592 $3,512,592
Civic Art $313,500 $26,741 $340,241
Subtotal| $33,740,300 $6,638,456 $40,378,756
| Programming/Development $0 $0 30
Plans and Specifications $3,370,000]  ($2,620,000) $750,000
Consultant Services
Deputy hspection $500,000 $500,000
Hazardous Materials $150,000 $150,000
Geotech/SoilsTest $150,000 $150,000
Material Testing $120,000 $120,000
Cost Estimating $0 30
Topographic Surveys $350,000 $350,000
Construction Management $2,800,000 $2,800,000
Environmental $220,000 $220,000
Subtotal $4,290,000 $0 $4,290,000
Miscellaneous Expenditures
Countywide Contract Compliance $30,000 $80,000 $110,000
Printing $210,000 ($80.000)| $130,000
Subtotal $240,000 $0 $240,000
Jurisdictional Review/Plan Check/Permit
Regional Planning $35,000 $35,000
Fire Department $70,000 $70,000
Health Department $30,000 $30,000
Air Quality Management District (AQMD) $35,000 $35,000
State Waler Resources Board $35,000 $35,000
Building and Safety Plan Check $270,000 $270,000
Subtotall $475,000 $0 $475,000
County Services
Code Compliance and Quality Control $1,400,000 $1,400,000|
Design Review $1 20.000| $120,000
Contract Administration $250,000 $250,000|
Project Management $2,640,000 ($1,059,777) $1,580,223
Project Management Support Services $1,104,700 $375,022 $1,479,722
ISD TS Communications $120,000 $120,000
Consultant Contract Recovery $0 $684,755 $684,755
Project Technical Support $473,000 $473,000
Subtotal $6,107,700 $0 $6,107,700
Total $48,223,000 $4,018,456 $52,241,456




November 5, 2014

ATTACHMENT B

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS:
CAMP KILPATRICK REPLACEMENT PROJECT
APPROVE APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT AND
REVISED TOTAL PROJECT BUDGET
AWARD DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACT
SPECS. 7175; CAPITAL PROJECT NO. 77295
(THIRD DISTRICT)

(3 VOTES)

The Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project will design and construct a new
probation camp on approximately 11 acres of the greater 142 plus acres of County
owned land in Malibu. The new facility will provide approximately 120 beds and provide
housing and program space for moderate to high-risk juvenile offenders. The Project
site is located at 427 South Encinal Canyon Road, Malibu, California 80265.

Request for Proposal Date: June §, 2014

Proposer Ranking from Most Advantageous to Least:

Informed Average Proposed Cost
1. Bernards Bros. Inc. 770 $34,996,100
2. Balfour Beatty Consiruction 589 $41,402,869
3. Pankow 527 $45,041,132

The design-build agreement for the construction of the Camp Kilpatrick Replacement
Project will be issued to Bernards Bros. Inc., for a total of $34,674,100 (including a
$1,400,000 design completion allowance).
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
Counly of LLos Angeles

SECTION 1.0 INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the potential environmental
effects of the proposed County of Los Angeles (County) Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement
Project (Project) have been analyzed in a Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
{IS/MND) (SCH No. 2012102002) dated September 2012.

Section 15074(b) of the CEQA Guidelines states that, prior to approving a project, the lead
agency must consider the proposed IS/MND together with any comments received during the
public review process. The lead agency must adopt the proposed IS/MND, only if it finds on the
basis of the whole record before it, that there is no substantial evidence that the project would
have a significant effect on the environment and that the IS/MND reflects the lead agency’s
independent judgment and analysis.

1.1  CEQA AND PUBLIC REVIEW OF THE IS/IMND

In accordance with Section 15073 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Draft IS/MND was distributed on
September 27, 2012, for a 30-day public review period from September 28, 2012, through
October 30, 2012. Consistent with Sections 15072(b) and 15072(d) of the CEQA Guidelines, the
Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration (NOI) was mailed directly to the
owners and occupants of contiguous property as shown on the last assessor rolls; was posted
both on the Project site and off-site in the Project area; and is on file at the Los Angeles County
Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk in the City of Norwalk. The Draft IS/MND and NOI or the NOI
only was provided to 13 interested agencies and/or groups and to 18 individuals, comprised of
contiguous property owners and/or occupants; it was also made available for review at the
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LACDPW) offices in the City
of Alhambra and the Malibu Library during normal business hours and online at
ftp:/{dpwitp.co.la.ca.us/pub/PMD/CampKilpatrick/. A total of five comment letter, four from
agencies and one standard receipt letter from Governor's Office of Planning and Research were
received during and after the public review period. The County's responses to comments
contained in these letters are provided in Section 2.0 below, and any errata associated with
these responses o comments are provided in Section 3.0 below.

The County has reviewed all comments received from agencies, organizations and/or
individuals to determine whether any substantial new environmental issues have been raised.
Based on the evaluation in the Draft IS/MND together with all comments received, the County
has determined that no substantial new environmental issues have been raised that have not
been adequately addressed in the Draft IS/MND and/or in this Responses to Comments and
Errata. All potential impacts associated with the proposed Project were found to be less than
significant with incorporation of relevant mitigation measures, where applicable. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not result in any significant impacts, and a Mitigated Negative
Declaration in accordance with CEQA is the appropriate environmental document for the
proposed project.

Therefore, this document, combined with the Draft IS/MND, constitutes the Final IS/MND for the
proposed Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project. This document includes all public
comment letters; the County responses; and the State Clearinghouse letter that documents
compliance with CEQA review requirements. The County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors
will consider the proposed MND together with the comments received during the public review
process, and can consider adoption of the Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project Final
IS/MND and approval of the proposed Project.
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Camp Vemon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

SECTION 2.0 PUBLIC COMMENT LETTERS AND COUNTY RESPONSES

Letters commenting on the information and analysis in the Draft MND were received from the
following parties during and subsequent to the public review period:

State

+ Native American Heritage Commission, October 12, 2012.
¢ State of California, Governor's Office of Planning and Research, October 31, 2012.

County

e« County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning, October 2, 2012.

s County of Los Angeles Fire Department, October 22, 2012.

e County of Los Angeles Sheriff's Department, November 5, 2012.
Each letter listed above is included in this document, followed by the County response to
each comment. Each comment letter has been divided into sequential numbered comments

(i.e., 1, 2, 3, etc.), as shown on the enclosed letters. Each numbered comment corresponds to a
matching numbered response.
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

“‘l“ v
STATE OF CALIFORKIA “‘&E

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH \ <)

ek STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT rrtd
EDMUND G. BROWN JiL KEN ALEX
GOVERNOR DiRecToOR
October 31, 2012 RE @ E [] M E
' Nov 06 2012
Vincent Yu
Los Angeles County DEPT. PUBLIC WORKS
900 S. Fremont, PMD 1), 5th Floar PROJECT MANAGEMENT DIVISION I
Alhambra, CA 91803
Subjcct: Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
SCH

SCH#: 2012102002

Dear Vincent Yu:

The State Clearinghouss submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selected state
agencics for review. On the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has
listed the state apencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed on October 30, 2012, and
the comments from the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. 1f this comment package is not in order,
please notify the State Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project's ten-digit State
Clearinghouse number in future correspondence so (hat we may respond prompily.

Pleasc nole that Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

netivities involved in 2 project which are wilhin an area of expertise of the agency or which are
required to be carricd out or approved by the agency. Those camments shall be supported by

“A respansibie or ather public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
} :
specific documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmentz! document. Should you need
more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the

commenting ageney directly.
This lctter acknowlcdges that you have complicd with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for

draft cnvirenmental decuments, pursitant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the
State Clearinghsuse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review }

pTO cess.

Sincerely,

it Morgan
Dircetor, State Cleannghouse

Enclosures
cc. Resources Agency

1400 10tk Streel  P.O. Box 3044  Sacramento, Californiz 95812-3044
{516) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca gov
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Camp Vernon Klipatrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angelas

SCH#
Project Title
Lead Agency

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2012102002
Camp Vemon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
Los Angelas County

Type
Description

MND Mitigated Negalive Declaratlon

The existing Camp Kilpalrick accommodates up to 125 detainee occupants and is comprised of 44,878
square feet {sf) of buildings; 86,325 sf of ouldoor faciliies, surface parking {39 spaces); and hardscape
and landscape. The Counly is proposing to demalish all existing structures and outdoor facilities at
Camp Kilpatrick (with the excaption of the swimming pool and kilchen/dining hall} and constructa
replacemenl camp that would accommeodale up 1o 120 detaines occupants and have approximalely
47,000 sf of new bulldings; 65,085 sf of outdoor facilities, surfaca parking (up to 180 spacas), and
hardscape and landscape. The proposed sirucluras and relaled [azilitios would be located generally in
the same foolprint as the existing Camp Kilpalrick facllitles. The dining hail would repurpose lhrough

interior remodeling to manage food carts for the camp,

Lead Agency Contact

Name
Agaency
Phone
emalil
Addrass
City

Vincent Yu

Los Angeles County
626 300 3276 Fax
800 S. Fremont, PMD I, 5th Floor

Alhambra Stafe CA  Zip 91803

Project Location

County

City

Region
Lat/Long
Cross Stroets
Parcal No.
Township

Los Angeles
Malibu

34" 05' 35" N/ 118°50' 16" W
427 Encinal Canyon Road, Malibu, CA

4471-003-800

Range Saction Base

Proximity to:

Highways
Alrports
Rallways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

SR23

N/A

NIA

N/A

N/A

Camp Kilpatrick is an exisling Counly Juvenile resldential trealmeni facilily / P {public and Semi-public

Facilities)

Project Issuas

Aesthatic/Visual; Agricullural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Hisloric; Biclogical Resources; Coaslal
Zone; Drainage/Absorplion; Flood Plaln/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Selsmic;
Minerals; Nolse; Population/fHousing Balance; Public Services, Recrealion/Parks; Schools/Universities;
Sewer Capacily, Soil Eroslon/Compaclion/Grading; Solld Waste; Toxic/Hazardaus; Traffic/Clrculation,
Vegelalion; Waler Qualily; Water Supply: Welland/Riparian; Landuse; Cumulalive Effects; Other

Issuas

Raviewing
Agencles

Resources Agency, Califomia Coastal Commisslon; Dapartment of Fish and Game, Region 5, Office of
Historic Presarvation; Depariment of Parks and Racreation; Department of Waler Resources;
California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; Regional Waler Quality Cantrol Board, Ragion 4;
Department of Correclions; Nalive American Herllage Commission

Date Recelved

09/28/2012 Startof Review 10/01/2012 End of Raview 10/30/2012
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

State of California — Governor's Office of Planning and Research

October 31, 2012

This comment is acknowledged. The Office of Planning and Research (OPR) is simply
indicating that the County has complied with State Clearinghouse public review requirements.
Because this comment does not address the content of the Draft MND, no further response is
required.
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Profect

County of Los Angeles
TR A, Edmund . Brgwn, . Barernas
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
#18 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 384
BACRAMENTO, CA 05814
(918) 8538251

e RE GEIVE
OCT 22 2012

Mr. Vincent Yu, Project Planner - DEPT. PUBUIC WORKS
County of Los Angeles Public Works Department 0o WHAGEMENTOIVSION Y

800 South Fremont Avenue, PMD (I, 5" Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Octobar 12, 2012

Re: SCH#2012102002; CEQA Notice of Completion; proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the "Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project;” located three miles
south of the City of Malibu; Las Angeles County, California

NAHC

Dear Mr. Yu:

‘The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) is the Stata of Califomia \
‘Trustee Agency' for the protection and praservation of Native American cultural resources
pursuant to California Public Resources Code §21070 and affirmed by the Third Appellate Court
in the case of EPIC v. Johnson (1985: 170 Cal App. 39 604),

This letter includes state and federal statutes relating to Native American
historic properties or resources of religious and cultural significance to American Indian tribes
and interested Native American individuals as ‘cansulting parties’ under both state and federal
law. State law also addresses the freedom of Native American Religious Expression in Public
Resourcas Code §5097.9. This project is also subject to California Government Code Section

85352.3.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA — CA Public Resources Code
21000-21177, amendments effective 3/18/2010) requires that any project that causes a
substantial adverse change in the significanca of an historical resource, that includes
archaeological resources, is a ‘significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an Environmental 1
Impact Report (EIR) per the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the environment
as 'a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical conditions within
an area affacted by the proposed project, including ... objects of historic or aesthetic
significance.” In order to comply with this provision, the lead agency is reguired to assess
whether the project will have an adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of polential
effect (APE), and if so, to mitigate that effect. The NAHC recommends that lead agencles
conduct a Sacred Lands File search of the proposed ‘area of potential effect’ (APE) as part of
their due diligenca. .

The NAHC "Sacred Shes,” as defined by the Native American Heritage Commission and
the California Legislatura in California Public Resources Code §§5097.94(a) and 5097.98.
Items in the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventary are confidential and exempt from the Public
Records Act pursuant to Califomia Government Code §6254 (r).

Early consultation with Native American tribes in your area is the best way to avoid
unanticipated discoveries of cultural resources or burial sites once a project is underway. j
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Camp Vernon Kilpaltrick Replacement Project

Counly of Los Angeles
Culturally affiliated tribes and individuals may have knowledge of the religious and cultural
significance of the historic properties in the project area (e.g. APE). We strongly urge that you \
make contact with the list of Native American Contacts on the attached list of Native American

contacts, lo sea if your proposad project might impact Native American culiura! resources and to
oblain their recommendations conceming the proposed project. Pursuant io CA Public
Resources Code § 5087.95, the NAHC requests cooperation from other public agencies in order
that the Native American consulting parties be provided pertinent project information.
Consuliation with Native American communities is also a matter of environmental justice as
defined by California Government Code §65040.12(e). Pursuant to CA Public Resources Code
§50087.95, the NAHC requasts that pertinent project information be provided consulting tribal
parties, including archaeological studies. The NAHC recommends avoidance as defined by
CEQA Guidelines §15370(a) to pursuing a project that would damage or destroy Native
American cultural resources and California Public Resources Code Section 21083.2
(Archaeclogical Resources) that requires documentation, data recovery of cultural resources,
construction to avoid sites and the possible use of covenant easemenits to protect siles.

Furthermore, the NAHC if the proposed project is under the jurisdiction of the statules
and regulations of the National Environmental Policy Act (e.g. NEPA; 42 U.5.C, 4321-43351).
Consullation with tribes and interested Nativa American consulting parties, on the NAHC list, 1
should be conducted in compliance with the requirements of federal NEPA and Section 106 and (Cont.)
4(f) of federal NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470 et seg}, 36 CFR Part 800.3 (f} (2) & .5, the President’s
Councll on Envirenmental Quality (CSQ, 42 U.S.C 4371 ef seq. and NAGPRA (25 U.5.C. 3001-
3013) as appropriate. The 1992 Secrelary of the Interiors Standards for the Trealment of
Historic Properties were revised so that they could be applied to all histaric resource types
included in the National Reglster of Historic Places and including cultural landscapes. Also,
fedaral Executive Orders Nos, 11583 (preservation of cultural envircnment), 13175
{coordination & consultation) and 13007 (Sacred Sites) are helpful, supportive guides for
Section 106 consultation. The aforementioned Secretary of the Interior’s Standards include
recommendations for all 'lead agencies' 1o consider the historic context of proposed projects
and to “rasearch” the cultural landscape that might include the "area of potential effect.’

Confidentiality of "historic properties of religious and cultural significance” should also be
considered as protected by California Government Code §8254( r) and may also be protecied
under Section 304 of he NHPA or at the Secratary of the Interior discretion if not eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places, The Secretary may also be advised by the
federal Indian Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.5.C., 1996} in issuing a decision on whether or
not to disclose ilems of religious and/or culiural significance identified in or near the APEs and
possibility threatened by proposed project activity.

J S

Furthermora, Public Resources Code Section 5087,98, California Government Code
§27491 and Health & Safety Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for inadvertent 2
discovery of human remains mandate the processes o be followed in the event of a discovery
of human remains in a project location other than a ‘dedicated cemetary’.

J\

To be effective, consultation on specific projects must be the result of an ongoing
ralationship between Native American tribes and lead agencies, project proponents and their
contractors, in the opinion of the NAHC. Regarding fribal cansultation, a relationship buitt Y- 3
around regular meetings and informal involvement with local tribes will iead to more qualitative
consultation tribal input on specific projects.
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
Counly of Los Angeles

Finally, when Native American cullural sites and/or Native American burial sites are
prevalent within the project site, the NAHC recommends ‘avoidance’ of the sile as referenced by
CEQA Guidelines Secltion 15370(a},
(Cont.)

f,you have any qyeslions about this respanse to your request, please do not hesitate to

tact phe at (916) a

Attachment: Nalive American Contact List
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Profect

County of Los Angelas
07/24/2012 08:11 FAX 016 857 5390 NAHC @oo4
Native American Contacts
Los Angaeles County
July 13, 2012
Owl Clan
Beverly Salazar Folkes Qun-tan Shup
1931 Shadybrook Drive Chumash 48825 Sapaque Road Chumash
Thousand Oeks, CA 91362 Tataviam Bradley » CA 83428
folkes@msn.com Ferrnandefio mupaka@gmail.com
805 452-7255 (805) 472-9536 phoneffax
(805) 558-1154 - cell (805) 835-2382 - CELL
Barbareno/Ventureno Band of Mission Indians
Julie Lynn Tumamait-Stennslie, Chairwoman Randy Guzman - Folkes
365 North Pali Ave Chumash 6471 Cornell Circle Chumash
Ojal » CA 93023 Moorpark . CA 93021  Fernandefio
jtumamait@sbeglobal.net ndnRandy@yahao.com  Tataviam
(805) 846-6214 (805) 905-1675 - call f‘;h:srone Paiute
aqu
Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation
Patrick Tumamait Tonl Cordero, Chairwoman
282 El Camino Corto Chumash P.Q. Box 4464 Chumash
Ojai + CA 93023 Santa Barbara CA 93140
805) 840-0481 cordero44 @charter.net
805) 218-1253 Cell B805-984-3447
San Luls Obispo County Chumash Council
Chief Mark Steven Vigil Richard Angulo
1030 Ritchie Road Chumash P.O. Box 935 Chumash
Grover Beach CA 93433 Salome » AZ 85348
{805) 481-2461

(805) 474-4729 - Fax

This list is current only a3 of tha date of this documenL.

wauondmhlmmmmmmmotmuam mmlbﬂﬂyaadeh-dln&cﬁon?om.idﬂuﬂnlﬂland&mycm.
Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 509798 of thé Public Resources Code.

This list Is applicable for contacting focal Native Americans with regard to cullural resources for the proposad
Camp Replacamont Project; located st Camp Kitpatrick mmammmmmwm;mamnm. California for
which & Bacred Lands Flle ssarch and Native American Contaots list were requasted.
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Projact

County of Los Angeles
07/24/2012 09:11 FAX 918 657 5300 NAHC @oos .
Native American Contacts
Los Angeles County
dJuly 13, 2012
Carol A. Pulido Aylisha Diana Marie Garcia Napoleone
165 Mountainview Street Chumash 33054 Decker School Read Chumash
Oazk View . CA 83022 Malibu » CA 80265
808-649-2743 (Homs)
Barbareno/Ventureno Band of Mission indians
Melissa M. Parra-Hemandez Kathleen Pappo
119 North Balsam Street Chumash 2762 Vista Mesa Orive Churmash
Oxnard » CA 93030 Rancho Pales Verdes CA 90275
envyy36@yahoo.com 310-831-5295
805-983-7964
(805) 248-8463 cell
Barbareno/Ventureno Band of Mission Indlans
Frank Arredondo Raudel Joe Banuelos, Jr.
PO Box 161 Chumash 331 Mira Flores Court Chumash
Santa Barbara CA 93102 Camarillo . CA 83012
ksen_sku_mu®@yahoco.com 805-987-5314
A05-617-6884

ksen_sku_mu@yahoo.com

Santa Ynez Tribal Elders Council
Freddie Romero, Cultural Preservation Consint

P.O. Box 385 Chumash
Santa Ynez . CA 83460

freddyromero1859@yahoo.
805-688-7997, Ext 37

Thia st is current only ax of the dete of this dosument.

Distribution of this Ast doss not rolicve any person of the statidory responaibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Hexith and Safety Code,
Section 5087 .94 of the Public Resources Code and Saction 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This iiat is applicable (or contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural reaources for the proposed
Camp Replacement Project; located st Camp Kitpatrick in the Santa Monlca Mountaina near Mallbu; Los Angeles County, California for
which a Sacred Lands File scorch and Native American Contacts ilst were requested,
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
Counly of Los Angelas
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

Native American Heritage Commission {(NAHC)

October 12, 2012

NAHC-1.

NAHC-2.

NAHC-3.

It is noted that this comment letter does not address the content of the Draft
MND, but provides a broad overview of the "state and federal statutes” relating to
Native American resources. As such, these responses summarize the
compliance of the Draft IS/MND and the Project with the applicable statutes.

A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment was prepared for the proposed
Project and is provided as Appendix C to the Draft IS/MND. As stated on
page 4-47 of the Draft IS/IMND, Native American consultation was initiated with a
request to the NAHC for a Sacred Lands File Search and contact list on July 11,
2012. A response was received from the NAHC on July 13, 2012, and letiers
were sent to Native American tribes and individuals on July 13, 2012. The results
of the Native American consuitation (i.e., those that do not indicate the location of
identified sites and can therefore be released to the public) are provided in
Appendix C to the Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment. Based on this
consultation, there are no known Native American cultural resources on the
Project site. The Project will not cause a “significant effect” on Native American
cultural resources and, therefore, an Environmental Impact Report is not required
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Regulatory Requirement (RR) 4.5-1 on page 4-52 of the Draft IS'MND describes
the necessary process to follow pursuant to Section 7050.5 of the California
Health and Safely Code and Section 5097.98 of the California Public Resources
Code in the event human remains are discovered on the Project site.

Please refer to Response NAHC-1 above.
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
Counly of Los Angeles

Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning
Planning for the Challenges Ahead

Director

October 2, 2012 RE @ E u w E

0cT 17 2012

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works SRR U
ggﬁonsltl)ufl;?” I;rlgrront Avenue PROJECT MANASEMENT DIVISION I
Alhambra, CA 91803

Atlention: Mr. Vincent Yu
Dear Mr. Yu,

CAMP VERNON KILPATRICK REPLACEMENT PROJECT CONSULTATION
PROCESS DRP

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Intent to adopt a Mitigated =
Negative Declaration (MND) for the Camp Vemon Kilpatrick Replacement project,
located at 427 South Encinal Canyon Road, within the unincorporated Santa Monica

Mountains. The Deparment of Regicnal Planning concurs that an MND is the ~ 1
appropriate environmantal determination for the proposed project. Nevertheless, there
are detalls of the Initlal Study that require correction: p

1. Projects within the Coastal Zone are exempt from the requirement for an SEA- A

CUP and from consideration by SEATAC. All areas designated as SEAs in the
1980 County General Plan were subsequently designated Sensitive
Environmental Resource Areas (SERAs) In the Land Use Plan {LUP) of the 1986
Local Coastal Plan. If necessary, any second-party review is provided by the
Environmental Review Board (ERB), which reviews all new development within
designated SERAs. One SERA is present on a portion of the site, the 2
Zuma/Ramirez Canyon Significant Watershed; it is coterminous with SEA 3A, ?
identified in the Initial Study. The only portion of the proposed project that
appears to be affected by this designation is the driveway, which according to the
project description would remain unchanged with project implementation. Please
confirm that the existing driveway is not being resurfaced, curbed, or in any other
way modified (such as by timming of trees to improve access). (f no such
modifications are required, the project is exempt from ERB raview. J
2. The discussions of oak tree and sensitive habitat impacts should also analyze
impagcts relevant to the State Oak Woadlands Law (PRC Section 21083). This
analysis must consider impacts to the habitat values of oak woodland vegetation;
fikewise, any mitigation proposed for impacls to oak woodland must compensate

320 West Temple Street « Los Angeles, CA 90012 = 213-974-6411 = Fux: 213-626-0434 « TDID: 213-617-2292
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

far impacts to woodland habitat rather than to individual oak trees (which are &
addressed by the Oak Tree Ordinance). As stated In Section 21083.4(b),
acceptable mitigation for impacis to oak woodland may include the following:

a, Conserve cak waodlands, through the use of conservation easements;

b. plant an appropriate number of trees, including maintaining plantings and
replacing dead or diseased frees. The requirement fo maintain trees
terminates seven years after the trees are planted. This mitigation cannot 3
account for more than one-half of the mitigation requirement for the } Cont
project. This mitigation may be used to restore former gak woodlands; (Cont.)

¢. contribute funds to the Oak Woodlands Conservatlon Fund, as established
under subdivision {a) of Section 1363 of the Fish and Game Code, for the
purpose of purchasing oak woodlands conservation easements, as
specifled under paragraph (1)} of subdivision {d) of that section and the
guidelines and criteria of the Wildlife Conservation Board; or

d. other mitigation measures developed by the county.

3. The discussion of conflict with local policies or ordinances on page 4-38 is in
error;

a. The MBTA Is not a local policy; it is federal law. Discussion of impacts to
nesting birds should therefore be included under impacts to sensitive
species or wildlife nursery sites (i.e., active nests). This impact should > 4
also be analyzed with reference to the applicable California Fish and
Gamse Code section (3503).

b. SEA regulations do not apply in the coastal zone; refer to the LCP and any
applicable ERB review that may be required due to the site's location
within a SERA (see comment #1, above).

4. We recommend the removal of MM 4.4-7 and 4.4-8. Consultation with
respansible agencies or advisory bodies, as proposed in MM 4.4-7 and 4.4-8, is
part of the required environmental review of projects and does not count as
mitigation.  Consultation may result in the identification of previously un-
recognized impacts and may llluminate the need for furlher mitigation which must
be proposed prior to project entitiement. > 5

J A\

35

Once again, our department thanks you for allowing us a chance to take part in this
process. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Jaseph Decruyenaere,
Biologist, at (213) 874-1448, Monday through Thursday from 6:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., or

email him at Jdecruyenaere@planning.lacounty.gov. - Our offices are closed on Fridays. W,

Sincerely,
e
Paul McCarthy

Section Head, Impact Analysis
PM:JD:Im
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angelas
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Projsct
County of Los Angeles

County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning (DRP)
October 2, 2012

DRP-1.

DRP-2.

DRP-3.

DRP-4.

DRP-5.

This comment is acknowledged. The DRP concurs that an MND is the
appropriate determination based on the Initial Study analysis of the proposed
Project.

This comment is acknowledged and, as set forth in Section 3.0, Ermrata, revisions
shall be made to the IS/MND reflecting the role of the Environmental Review
Board (ERB) in lieu of the Significant Ecological Area Technical Advisory
Committee (SEATAC). Regarding the requested clarification on modifying the
driveway (which is assumed to be Miller Probation Camp Drive leading from
Encinal Canyon Drive to Camp Kilpatrick) there is the potential for installation of
a new fiber optic line via shallow trenching and/or repaving of the driveway (refer
to page 3-13 of the Draft IS/MND). The revisions to the IS/MND will include the
requirement for ERB consultation if any land modification within the Significant
Environmental Resource Area (which is coterminous with SEA No. 3A) is
contemplated. These revisions do not result in a new or more significant impact
to biological resources than disclosed in the Draft IS/MND.

The analysis presented under the header “Coast Live Oak Woodland/Oak Trees"
(beginning on page 4-35 of the Draft IS/MND) has been expanded to encompass
Section 21083.4 et. seq. of the California Public Resources Code, “Counties;
Conversion of Ozk Woodlands; Mitigation Alternatives; Qak Woodlands
Conservation Act Grant Use; Exemptions”, as presented in Section 3.0, Ermrata. In
summary, there would be a less than significant impact related to oak woodland
conversion and no mitigation would be required. Also, existing Mitigation
Measure (MM) 4.4-2—which requires that impacts to oak trees be avoided or
minimized to the extent practicable and requires receipt of an Oak Tree Permit in
compliance with the County of Los Angeles Oak Tree Ordinance prior to Project
implementation—is consistent with the intent of oak woodland mitigation
described under Section 21083.4(b) of the California Fublic Resources Code.
These revisions do not result in a new or more significant impact to biological
resources than disclosed in the Draft IS/MND.

As set forth in Section 3.0, Errata, the analysis of impacts pursuant to the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act shall be moved from Threshold 4.4{e) to Threshold
4.4(d), and the remaining analysis under Threshold 4.4{e) shall be revised to
describe the role of the ERB in lieu of SEATAC (refer to Response DRP-1).
These revisions do not result in a new or more significant impact to biological
resources than disclosed in the Draft IS/MND, or otherwise represent substantial
revisions necessitating recirculation of the Draft IS/MND pursuant to Section
15073.5 of the CEQA Guidelines.

As set forth in Section 3.0, Errata, MMs 4.4-7 and 4.4-8 have been removed from
the IS/IMND and described as regulatory requirements of the Project, including
the role of the ERB in lieu of SEATAC (refer to Response DRP-1). These
revisions do not result in a new or more significant impact to biological resources
than disclosed in the Draft IS/MND, or otherwise represent substantial revisions
necessitating recirculation of the Draft IS/MND pursuant to Section 15073.5 of
the CEQA Guidelines.
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Carnp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project

Countly of Los Angeles
-Fu‘n el
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT
1320 NORTH EASTERN AVENUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 80083-3204
{323) 861-2401

DARYL L OSBY
FIRE CHIEF
FORESTER & FIRE WARDEN
EGEIVE
October 22, 2012 0CT 30 2012

DEPT FURLIC WORKS
PROJEST bitlubiaart Sl DIVISION 1N
Vincent Yu, Staff Member
County of Las Angeles
Department of Public Waorks
900 South Fremont Avenue
PMD I, 5th Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Yu:

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, CAMP VERNON KILPATRICK REPLACEMENT PROJECT,
PROPOSING TO DEMOLISH ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES AND OUTDOOR FACILITIES AND
CONSTRUCT A REPLACEMENT CAMP, 427 SOUTH ENCINAL CANYON ROAD IN THE SANTA

MONICA MOUNTAINS {FFER #201200136)

The: Mitigated Negalive Declaration has been reviewad by the Planning Division, Land Development

Unit, Foreslry Division and Health Hazardous Materials Division of the County of Los Angeles Fire
Depariment. The following are thelr comments: LACFD

PLANNING DIVISION: N\

1. We have no comments at this lime.

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

1, The davelopment of this project must comply with all applicable code and ordinance > 1
requirements for construction, access, water mains, fire flows and fire hydrants.

2. This property is located within the area described by the Foresler and Fire Warden as Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ). All applicabts fire code and ordinance
requirements for brush clearance and fuel modification plans must be met.

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:

AGOURAMILLS  CALABASAS  OIAMOND BAR HDOEN HULS LAMRADA  MALIEU POMONA BIGHAL HAL
ARTESW CARSON DUARTE HUNTINGTOR PARK LAPUENTE  MAYWDOD RANCHO PALOS VERDES  SOUTH €L MONTE
AZUSA CERRITOS £L MONTE HOUSTRY LAKEWOOD — NORWALK ROLLING HLLS SOUTH BATE
BALDWINPARK  CLAREMONT  GARDENA INGLEWOOD LANCABTER  PALMOALE ROLLING HILLS ESTATES  TEMPLE CITY

COMMERCE  GLENDORA FRATNDALE LAWHOALE ~ PALOSVERDESEXTATES  ROSEMEAD WALNUT
BELL GARTENS  COVINA IAWALAN GARDENS LA CANADAFUNTRIOGE  LOMITA PARAMOUNT SAH DIKAS WEBT HOLLYWOOO
BELLFLOWER  CUDAWY HAW THOANE LA HABRA LYNWOOD  PICO AIVERA SANTA CLARITA xE“uu:z VLLAGE
BRADBYRY TE
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project

County of Los Angeles
Vincent Yu, Staff Member
October 22, 2012
Page 2
3 Access roads shall be malntained with a minimum of 10 feet of brush clearance on each side.
Fire access roads shall have an unobstructed vertical clearance clear-to-sky with the
exceplion of protected tree species. Protecied lree specles overhanging fire access roads

shall be maintained to provide a verlical clearance of 13 feet 8 inches.

4, Tha maximum allowable grade shall not exceed 15% except where topography makes it
impractical to keep within such grade. In such cases, an absolute maximum of 20% will be
alfowed for up fo 150 feet in distance. The average maximum allowed grade, including
\opographical difficulties, shall be no more than 17%. Grade breaks shall not excead 10% in

len feel,

5. Every bullding constructed shall be accessible to Fire Department apparatus by way of access
rcadways, with an all-weather surface of not less than the prescribed width. The roadway
shail be extended to wilhin 150 feat of all postions of the exterior walls when measured by an
unaobstructed route around the exterior of the building.

6. All on-site driveways shall pravide a minimum uncbstructed width of 26 feet, clearto-sky.
When buildings exceed 35 fest in height, the méinimum on-sile driveway widlh shall increase to
a minimum width of 28 feet. The driveway width does not allow for parking, and shall be
designated as a "Privale Oriveway and Fire Lane” with appropriate stripping and signage. The
centerdine of the on-site driveway shall be located parallel to and within 30 feet of an exterior
wall on one side of the proposed struclure. 1

7. Tuming radil shall nol be less than 32 feet. This measurement shail be determined at the {Cont.)
centerfine of the road. A Fire Depariment approved tuming area shall be provided for all
driveways exceeding 150 feat in-length and at the end of all cul-de-sacs.

8. All imited access devices and gates shall comply with the County of Los Angeles Fire Code
and with the Fire Department Regulation #5.

9. The development may require fire lows up to 5,000 galions per minute at 20 pounds per
square Inch residual pressure for up to a five-hour duration. Final fire lows will be based on
the size of the buildings and the type of construction used.

10.  Fire hydrant spacing shall be 300 feel and shall meet the following requiremants:

a) No portion of lot frontage shall be more than 200 feet via vehicular access from a public
fire hydrant.

b) No portion of a building shall exceed 400 feet via vehicular access from a proparly spaced
public fire hydrant. :

c) Additional hydrants will be required if hydrant spacing exceeds specified dislances. }

11.  Anapproved aulomatic fire sprinkler system will be required for this development In
compliance with Los Angeles County Building and Fire Codes.
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

Vincent Yu, Staff Member
October 22, 2012
Page 3

12.  Specific fira and life safety requirements for the construction phase of this development will be \
addressed during the architectural plan review by the Fire Department prior to building permil
issuance. There may be additional requiremenls during this time.

13.  Prior to occupancy, an inspection shall be performed by the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department, Schools and Institution Unit, to ensure compliance of state and county codes and

regulations.

14,  The County of Los Angeles Fire Depariment, Land Davelopment Unit, appreciales the
opportunity to comment on this project. Should any questions arise, please contact Juan
Padilla, at {323) 830-4243 or Juan.Padlila@fire.lacounty.gov.

FORESTRY DIVISION -~ OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

1. The stalutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Depariment, Faresiry Division
include erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation, 1
fuet modification for Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and (Cont.)
cultural resources and the County Oak Tree Ordinance.

2, We have not received an Oak Tree Permit application or report for review. An Oak Tree
Permit is required for this project.

3. If there are any deviations in the trees to be removed or encroached upon, the applicant will be
required lo file a new Oak Tree Report for review and pay all associalted fees. All physical
work being performed around the Oak trees will not be permitted until the new review and new
Conditions of Approval are complete. Additionally, these requirements will also be
implemented if it is found that tha informalion provided by the applicant is inaccurate (i.e.
maps, missing trees, elc).

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

1. The Health Hazardous Materials Division has no abjection to the proposed project. j

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.

Very truly yours,

& e N b —

FRANK VIDALES, ACTING CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

FVij
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Profect
County of Los Angelas

County of Los Angeles Fire Department (LACFD)
October 22, 2012

LACFD-1. This comment is acknowledged. It is noted that this comment letter does not
address the content of the Draft MND, but provides the specific fire and life safety
standards and permitting requirements applicable to the Project. The Project
shail incorporate all applicable requirements of the Los Angeles County Fire
Code (Title 32), as per RR 4.8-2 on page 4-75 of the Draft IS'MND, and adhere
to all requirements of the County of Los Angeles Oak Tree Ordinance, before,
during and after Project construction, as per MM 4.4-2 beginning on page 4-40 of
the Draft IS/MND.
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Profect
Counly of Los Angeles

County of Los Angeles

Sheriff's Department Headcguarters
4700 Ramona Beulevard
Monterey Park, Califoraia 91754-2169

November 5, 2012

EGCEIVE
James Kearns, Assistant Deputy Director

Department of Public Works NOV L3 2012
Project Management Division Il DEPT. PUBLIC WORKS

900 South Fremont Avenue, Fifth Floor PROVECT MAZIASELAENT DNISION )1
Alhambra, California 81803

Attention: Vincent Yu
LACSD

Dear Mr. Kearns:

REVIEW COMMENTS \
NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
CAMP VERNON KILPATRICK REPLACEMENT PROJECT
427 SOUTH ENCINAL CANYON ROAD, LOS ANGELES COUNTY
CAPITAL PROJECT NO. 77295

The Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department (Department) submits the following
review comments on the Notice of intent (NOI} to adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) for the Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project (Project). The
proposed Project will replace an existing juvenile residential treatment facility located at >

1

427 South Encinal Canyon Road in unincorporated Los Angeles County.

The proposed Project was reviewed by the Department's Malibu/Lost Hills Station (see
attached correspondence, dated October 8, 2012, from Captain Joseph H. Stephen,
Jr.). In summary, the proposed Project, as it is described in the MND, Is not expected to
impact the Department’s resources or operations. However, the Statfon recommends
incorporating various security measures to prevent unauthorized movement into or out

of the facility.

Thank you for including the Depariment in the environmental review process for the
proposed Project, j

A Tradition acherw'ce Srnce 1850
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Profect
County of Los Angelas

Mr. Kearns -2- November 5, 2012 \

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Lester Miyoshi, of
my staff, at (626) 300-3012, and refer to Facllities Planning Bureau Project No. 12-058.
You may also contact Mr. Miyoshi, via e-mail, at Lhmiyosh@lasd.org.

Sincerely, 1
(cont.)
LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF

e

s@, Director
Facilities Planning Bureau )
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Mr. Kearns -3- November 5, 2012 ~
GTKT:.LM:Imfh
Attachment > 1
c;  Joseph H. Stephen, Jr., Captain, Malibu/Lost Hills (MLH) Station (cont)

Philip D. Brooks, Sergeant, MLH Station

| ester Miyoshi, Project Manager, Facilities Planning Bureau

Chrono

(EIR-RuwCrments CampVemonKlipatiich CPTT295) J
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County of Los Angeles
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
“A Tradition of Scrvice"
pATE: October 9, 2012
% OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
rrdft  JOSEPH H. STEPHEN JR., CAPTAIN Tto: GARY T. K. TSE, DIRECTOR
MALIBU/LOST HILLS STATION FACILITIES PLANNING BUREAU
suBJecT CAMP VERNON KILPATRICK REPLACEMENT PROJECT

DRAFT INITIAL STUDY MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
This project entails the demolition and replacement of the existing Los Angeles
County Probation Department's juvenile residential treatment facility. The 1
Malibu/Los! Hills Sheriff's Station provides law enforcement services for this jocation. (cont.)

The current response times for this area for emergency, priority, and routine calls

are ten, eighteen, and thirly-nine minutes, respectively.

As this is simply a replacement of an existing facility, the project would not resultin a
need to expand existing Sheriff Facilllies, nor would it require additionat staffing or
equipment to maintain acceptable service ralios and response limes. There are not
any mutual aid agreements with the Sheriff’'s Department that would impact this

project.

As with all probalion camps, it is imperative that adequate procedures are in place lo
prevent the inevitable attempts of camp residents o leave the facility without
authorization. This includes infrastructure and perimeter security measures that also

exclude unauthorized individuals from enlering the facility as well.

Should you have any additional queslions regarding this mater, please contact
Sergeant Philip D. Brooks at (818) 878-5555, or by e-mail at pdbrocks@lasd.org. )

JHS:pb

RECEIVED
4= 21 by

origdugy CC. Bary bestor
FACILITIES PLANNING BUREAU
NMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DIVISION
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Counly of Los Angeles

County of Los Angeles Sheriff's Department (LACSD}

November 5, 2012

LACSD-1. This comment is acknowledged. This comment letter affirms the IS/MND findings
regarding law enforcement services.
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

SECTION 3.0 ERRATA

The purpose of this emrrata to the Draft IS/MND is to: (1) address revisions to the proposed
Project subsequent to public distribution (Section 3.1) and (2} make minor changes to the text of
the Draft IS/IMND to further substantiate conclusions and/or clarify aspects of the previously
circulated document (Section 3.2). Neither the Project revisions nor the text changes reflect a
determination of a new or more significant environmental impact than disclosed in the Draft
IS/MND and recirculation of the Draft ISIMND is not necessary.

3.1 ASSESSMENT OF PROJECT REVISIONS

The purpose of this section of the errata is to assess and document the revisions to the Camp
Kilpatrick Project contemplated by the County subsequent to public distribution of the Draft
ISIMND prepared for the Project, but prior to the County Board of Supervisors' consideration of
the Project and the IS/MND. The discussion below provides a summary of the anticipated
Project revisions;' a comparative impact analysis for each of the 17 environmental topics
addressed in the IS/MND based on these revisions; and a determination of whether the revised
Project components represent a “substantial revision” to the Draft ISIMND pursuant to Section
15073.5 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, thereby requiring
recirculation of the IS/MND. Section 15073.5(b) defines a substantial revision as:

(1) A new, avoidable significant effect is identified and mitigation measures or project
revisions? must be added in order to reduce the effect to insignificance, or

(2) The lead agency determines that the proposed mitigation measures or project
revisions will not reduce potential effects to less than significance and new
measures or revisions must be required.

As evidenced by the analysis below, construction and operation of the revised Camp Kilpatrick
Replacement Project would not result in a “substantial revision” to the IS/MND, and recirculation
of the IS/MND is not necessary.

Summary of Project Revisions

The Project revisions focus on the size (i.e. square footage) and distribution of the proposed
buildings. For the purposes of comparison, Exhibit 1, Conceptual Site Plan (September 2012),
was included in the IS/MND and provides a graphical representation of the Project Description.
Exhibit 2, Revised Conceptual Site Plan (July 2013), provides a graphical representation of the
revised site plan. Table 1 presents the summary of the Project as described in the ISIMND, and
Table 2 summarizes the revised Project. Shaded line items in Table 2 represent a revision from
the IS/MND Project in Table 1.

Per the Draft Space Program dated May 21, 2013 and associated e-mail correspondence to BonTerra
Consulting from the County Depariment of Public Works (F. Canon) dated July 27, 2013,

In this context, "project revisions" refer only to project design features intended to reduce or eliminate a
significant effect identified subsequent to public review and prior to lead agency adoplion of a negative
declaration.
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TABLE 31 TABLE 3-2
ISIMND PROJECT SUMMARY (SEPTEMBER 2012) REVISED PROJECT SUMMARY (JULY 2013}
Approximate Slxe Approximate Slze
Proposed Land Use {square feet) Comments Proposed Land Usa {square fest) Comments
Bulldings Bulldings
Cottages (4) 22,450 {total} Accommodates up to 120 residents Cattages (4) 22,092 (total) Accommodates up to 120 residents
Support Center/Educallon 12,200 Support Center/Education 12,557
Administration 7,025 Administration 7,389
Gymnasium/Chapel/Visiting 4,200 m“ basketball court; optional fult Mulll-purpesaVisiting 8.505 Full basketball court
Maintenance/Warehouse 1,540 Maintenance/\Warshouse 1,540
Potential stand-alone building that Food delivery and dining would occur
Optional Kitchen Up 10 ~2.000 ::“,""“g:m"":;‘\’,"‘“'c‘;:."', "’,g,p’:m CVK Kilchen (Not Optional) 2,300 PR e HIAN Wit cotipies
only
Subtotal Proposed Buildings - 47,000 Subtots! Proposed Bulidings 54,383 Increased by 7,383 square (eet
Qutdoor Facilities Outdoor Facliities
Multi-purpese Field and Track 47,070 Muitl-purpese Fieid and Track 47,070
Sports Courts (paved) 12,800 Sports Courts (paved} 12,800
Swimming Poo! and Deck 5225 Existing facility to remaln Swimming Pool and Dack 5,225 Existing facility to remain
Subtotal Qutdoor Facllities ~ 85,095 Subtotal Outdoor Facillties -~ 65,095
Other Land Uses Qther Land Uses
Existing use to remain; dining hall lo Existing use to remain; dining hell to
Kitchen and Dining Hail 6,311 be repurposed through Interior Kitchen and Dining Hall 6,37 be repurposed interior
remodeling remodeling
1.500 34,500 si92 spooasl comprised of 34,500 sif92 mmmpr&ad of
Surface Patking e ey | e of ket B Pt e PPV T | el g o
remaining parking areas paved remaining parking areas paved
Hardscape and Landscape 138,500 Includes inlerior paved service roads Hardscape and Landscape 138,500 Includes Interior paved service roads
Undeveloped Open Space® 179,115 Undeveloped Open Spaca® 171,732 Decreased by 7,383 square fost
Subtotal Other Land Use - 395,488 Subtotal Other Land Use ~ 388,103 Decreased by7,383 square feet
Project Site Total | ,.5,‘,""::"} Project Site Totat | 1:",',’:}’,‘.”)

¥ Undeveloped open space within Project site boundaryfimpact footprint defined for puposes

of this IS/MND.

*  Undeveloped open spaca wilhin Project site boundary/impact footprinl defined for purposes

of this IS/MND.
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As shown in Table 2, the planned building development has been increased by a total of
7,383 square feet (sf), or approximately 16 percent, with a commensurate decrease in
undeveloped open space. However, while the building density would increase, the approximate
11.7-acre impact footprint, defined as the area of potential physical disturbance, would remain
the same (refer to Exhibit 3-5 of the IS/MND). As shown, the revised plan would continue to
accommodate up to 120 residents, even with a 358-sf reduction in total cottage space. The
IS/IMND description of the Project included 4 identical coftages with each housing up to
30 residents, either in 2 groups of 15 or 3 groups of 10 residents with in-cottage food service.
The revised Project would have two "2 x 12" cottages each housing 24 residents and two
“3 x 12" cottages each housing 36 residents. The previously proposed in-coitage facilities for
processing food deliveries from the existing shared-use kitchen and resident dining have been
moved to a separate, 2,300-sf kitchen that would serve only Camp Kilpatrick. The increase in
development generally involves the proposed buildings along the access road (Miller Probation
Camp Drive), including, but not limited to, the proposed kitchen.

In addition to the revisions to proposed buildings, there would be minor modifications to the path
of the interior service road, although the overall “U-shape” of the path is the same. Specifically,
the portion of the service road along the north side of the existing kitchen is planned to be
widened with no service road along the rear of the cottages. As shown on Exhibits 1 and 2, the
total amount of paving would be reduced from 22,000 sf to 20,850 sf due to proposed revisions
to the interior service road. As the interior service roads are included in the category of
hardscape and landscape areas in Tables 1 and 2, this change is not reflected in the total size
for this land use because the reduction in paved area would become landscaped area.

Comparative Impact Analysis

The following presents a comparative analysis of the revised Project for each topic addressed in
the IS/MND and focuses on those revisions that have the potential to alter the conclusions of
the IS/IMND without unnecessary repetition of the IS/MND analysis. For instance, there would
be no change to the Project's lighting plan; therefore, there is no need for a comparative
analysis of nighttime light and glare. The comparative analysis assumes implementation of all
mitigation measures identified in the IS/MND. For each topic, a finding regarding any new
significant impacts is made.

Aesthetics

Construction of the revised Project would result in the same temporary views as described in
the IS/IMND. Consistent with the analysis in the IS/MND, the revised Project buildings would be
one to two stories in height and within essentially the same development footprint as the
existing Camp Kilpatrick. The larger buildings occupy the available land between the service
and access roads, but would not demonstrably change the overall camp layout or land use
pattern. As such, the visual character of the revised Project from public vantage points would be
materially the same as anticipated in Section 4.1 of the IS/MND, and would continue to
represent a beneficial aesthetic impact. Therefore, the revised Project would not result in
substantial revisions related to aesthetics.

Agriculture and Forest Resources

There are no agricultural or forest resources on or near the Project site or zoning for these uses,
as discussed in Section 4.2 of the IS/MND. Therefore, construction and operation of the revised
Project would not result in substantial revisions related to agriculture and forest resources.
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Air Quality

The approximate 16 percent increase in building development is not anticipated to substantially
increase the overall construction schedule because the 7,383 sf of additional space, and
associated larger grading footprints for the buildings, would not warrant the use of additional
pieces of heavy construction trucksfequipment. Rather, it is anticipated that the timeframe
required to complete each construction activity (e.g. grading, building construction,
painting/finish work) would be slightly extended.

The IS/MND analysis of construction-related emissions for each year of construction activity
(i.e., 2013, 2014, 2015) is based on SCAQMD maximum daily emissions thresholds. Because
the peak daily construction activity would remain unchanged, the regional and local air quality
analysis presented in the IS/MND would remain the same (refer to Tables 4-5 through 4-7 of the
IS/MND). There would be no change in operational characteristics of the proposed Project that
would affect air quality. Therefore, the revised Project would not result in substantial revisions
related to air quality.

Biological Resources

The IS/MND assumes that the entire 11.7-acre impact footprint would be subjected to earth-
moving activities. As such, the analysis of biological resources assumes a worst-case scenario
and provides associated mitigation measures for disturbance of all existing resources within the
impact footprint. The revised Project would not alter the impact footprint and would not affect
additional jurisdictional resources or cak trees compared to the IS/MND Project. There would be
no change in operational characteristics of the proposed Project that would affect biological
resources. Therefore, the revised Project would not result in substantial revisions related to
biological resources.

Cultural Resources

The revised Project would not alter the 11.7-acre impact footprint or the anticipated grading
depths. As such, the potential to encounter unknown archaeological resources, human remains,
and/or paleontological resources would remain the same as discussed in Section 4.5 of the
IS/IMND. There would be no change in operational characteristics of the proposed Project that
would affect cultural resources. Therefore, the revised Project would not result in substantial
revisions related to cultural resources.

Geology and Soils

The revised Project would continue to be comprised of 1- and 2-story buildings and within
essentially the same development footprint as the existing condition and as set forth in the
IS/MND conceptual plan. The 7,383 sf of additional building space and slight adjustment in
building locations would not affect the conclusions of the Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation
prepared by Ninyo & Moore, which provides a preliminary evaluation of geotechnical
constraints. The County of Los Angeles Building Code requires additional geotechnical
investigation to fully define the geotechnical recommendations applicable to the Project, as
stated in RR 4.6-1 of the IS/MND. As such, the revised Project will be assessed by a
Geotechnical Engineer and recommendations specific to the proposed structures will be
developed as the Project continues to move through the design process. There would be no
change in operational characteristics of the proposed Project that would affect geolegy and
soils. Therefore, the revised Project would not result in substantial revisions related to geology
or soils.
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions

As discussed in Section 4.7 of the IS/MND, the Project’s estimated net increase in annual GHG
emissions—which includes amortized construction emissions and subtracts the site’s existing
emissions—would be approximately 14 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent per year
(MTCO.elyr). This value is far less than the proposed South Coast Air Quality Management
District Tier 3 screening threshold of 3,000 MTCO,efyr for all land use types applied in the
IS/IMND. The approximate 16 percent increase in building development (i.e. 7,383 sf of additional
space) would result in a slight increase in construction emissions.

As described in the IS/MND, because the Project would replace an existing facility with no
increase in capacity, operational GHG emissions are not expected to increase and are slightly
lower than existing emissions due to implementation of green building features. Although the
revised Project would have greater operational space, the facility would continue to serve up to
120 residents. The estimated emissions for the IS/MND Project is many orders of magnitude
below the applicable screening threshold, and the slight increase in emissions during building
construction would have a negligible increase in the amortized 30-year annual emissions.
Therefore, the revised Project would not result in substantial revisions related to GHG
emissions.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The sole hazard-related impact identified in the IS/MND for the Project is the presence of
asbestos-containing materials, lead-based paint, polychlorinated biphenyl-containing fixtures,
and/or mercury-containing fixtures within the existing buildings to be demolished. The demolition
phase of the Project would not be altered due to the Project revisions, and the same regulatory
requirements for abatement of these materials would be implemented. There would be no
change in operational characteristics of the proposed Project that would affect hazards and
hazardous materials. Therefore, the revised Project would not result in substantial revisions
related to hazards and hazardous materials.

Hydrology and Water Quality

The approximate 16 percent increase in building development represents an approximate
7,383-sf increase in impervious surfaces with implementation of the revised Project, compared
to the IS/MND Project. As discussed in Section 4.9 of the IS/MND, the Project site is not a
designated groundwater recharge area and, as such, this increase in impervious surface area
would not affect groundwater recharge. The increased impervious surface area would slightly
increase the generation of storm water runoff. However, the overall drainage pattern would
remain the same, with runoff collected and conveyed to the existing trapezoidal channel along
the eastern Project site boundary. To meet the County’s Low Impact Development (LID)
requirements per RR 4.9-2, storm water must be retained on site, either underground or
aboveground, and released at a rate consistent with the existing hydrologic conditions. As such,
the pre- and post-redevelopment flow rates and volumes and the required on-site infrastructure
would be determined based on the revised Project and drainage infrastructure would be sized
accordingly. Finally, the increased building development would not extend into any identified
jurisdictional resources.

As required by RR 4.9-2, the revised Project would also be required to comply with the County's
Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) and LID standards, which would likely
result in an improvement in water quality compared to the existing condition. Therefore, the
revised Project would not result in substantial revisions related to hydrology and water quality.

RAPAS\Projects\CoLADPWAI1 84\Final MNEFinal MND (RTC_Errata)_110513.docx 35 Response to Comments and Errala



Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

Land Use and Planning

The Project revisions would not affect land use plans or policies addressed in Section 4.10 of
the IS/IMND. Per MM 4.4-7 and MM 4.4-8, the Project plans must be submitted to the Significant
Ecological Area Technical Advisory Committee and the California Coastal Commission for
consistency review. Therefore, construction and operation of the revised Project would not
result in substantial revisions related to land use and planning.

Mineral Resources

There are no mineral resources or mining activities on or near the Project site, as discussed in
Section 4.11 of the ISIMND. Therefore, construction and operation of the revised Project would
not result in substantial revisions related to mineral resources.

Noise

The approximate 16 percent increase in building development is not anticipated to substantially
increase the overall construction schedule because the 7,383 sf of additional space, and
associated larger grading footprints for the buildings, would not warrant the use of additional
pieces of heavy construction trucks/equipment. Rather, it is anticipated that the timeframe
required to complete each construction activity (e.g. grading, building construction,
painting/finish work) would be slightly extended.

The IS/IMND assessed noise impacts based on a maximum daily construction noise level,
assuming simultaneous operation of three pieces of heavy construction equipment producing the
maximum noise level. Because the peak daily construction activity, including the type and mix of
construction equipment used, would remain unchanged, the noise analysis presented in the
IS/IMND would remain the same. There would be no change in operational characteristics of the
proposed Project that would affect noise. Therefore, the revised Project would not result in
substantial revisions related to noise,

Population and Housing

The revised Project could result in a slight increase in the number of construction workers per
day on the project site. To provide a conservative analysis, this Memorandum assumes there
would be approximately 10 percent more resulting in an estimated maximum of 110 workers per
day increased from 100 as analyzed in the IS/MND. As discussed in Section 4.13 of the
IS/IMND, it is anticipated that the local population could provide the estimated 10 additional
skilled construction-related workers. Additionally, the temporary presence of the additional
construction crew would not change the permanent demand for housing, goods, and services in
the surrounding area. The revised Project would not alter the anticipated long-term staffing
increase (10 to 25 positions), as the Project would continue to serve up to 120 residents.
Therefore, the revised Project would not result in substantial revisions related to population and
housing.

Public Services

The revised Project would not alter the number of juvenile residents, the on-site staffing, or the
general provision of buildings and outdoor facilities assessed in the IS/MND. As discussed in
Section 4.14 of the IS/MND, there would be no additional buildings, infrastructure, or other
facilities that could generate demand for fire and police protection services such that new or
physically altered facilities would be required to provide service to the revised Project. As with
the existing Camp Kilpatrick and the IS/MND Project, the revised Project would not generate a
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demand for public school services, parks, libraries, or other public facilities. Therefore, the
revised Project would not result in a new significant impact related to public services.

Recreation

The revised Project would not alter the analysis set forth in the IS/MND that anticipated a
resident population (120 residents) and the anticipated staffing increase of 10 to 25 positions,
and there would be no permanent change to the population that could use recreational facilities.
Also, as discussed in the IS/MND, the Camp Kilpatrick residents have access solely to on-site
recreation features. Therefore, construction and operation of the revised Project would not result
in substantial revisions related to recreation.

Transportation/Traffic

The revised Project could slightly increase the maximum construction worker round trips during
peak construction activity, from 100 to 110 round trips per day, as discussed under “Population
and Housing” above. The maximum of 24 trips per day for other construction traffic (i.e.,
materials delivery, haul trucks) is not anticipated to change. As discussed in Section 4.16 of the
IS/MND, the anticipated increase in daily trips (including workers trips and other construction
traffic) would be within the same range as the currently level of traffic generated by operation of
Camp Kilpatrick that would be absent during construction activity. An increase of approximately
10 daily (i.e., Monday through Saturday) construction worker trips would continue to be within
the range of existing average daily traffic from Camp Kilpatrick operations. The revised project
also would not alter the addition of 10 to 25 round-trip vehicle trips related to additional staff.
Also, like the IS/IMND Project, the revised Project would not affect the existing pattern of
ingress, egress and interior circulation. Therefore, the revised Project would not resuit in
substantial revisions related to transportation and traffic.

Utilities and Service Systems

The revised Project would not alter the analysis set forth in the IS/MND that anticipated a
resident population (120 residents) and the anticipated staffing increase of 10 to 25 paositions.
The extent of irrigated landscape would be reduced due to the increased building development.
Therefore, the long-term demand for water and energy and generation of wastewater and solid
waste would be the essentially same as the IS/MND Project. The approximate 16 percent
increase in building development would provide the same type and range of services, and
therefore have the same effect on utilities. There would be no change in the construction
scenario of the proposed Project that would affect utilities and service systems. Therefore, the
revised Project would not result in substantial revisions related to utilities and service systems.

Conclusions

As described in the analysis above, construction and operation of the revised Camp Kilpatrick
Replacement Project would not result in any new, avoidable significant impacts not disclosed in
the Draft IS/MND, and the revised Project would not represent a substantial revision pursuant to
Section 15073.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, recirculation of the IS/MND is not required.
This Memorandum is meant to accompany the CEQA documentation as a summary of the
Project revisions and as evidence that appropriate consideration of the potential environmental
effects of the revised Project was made by the County prior to consideration of the
Camp Kilpatrick Replacement Project by the County Board of Supervisors.
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3.2 DRAFT IS/MND TEXT CHANGES

The following text changes are made to the Initial Study and incorporated as part of the Final
IS/IMND. Changes to the text are noted with bold (for added text) or strikeeut type (for deleted
text).

Page 1-2 (Section 1.0 Executive Summary)
1.3 SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Prior to implementation of mitigation measures (MMs), implementation of the proposed Camp
Kilpatrick Project would result in potentially significant impacts to Aesthetics, Air Quality,
Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land—Yse—and

Rlanning; and Noise.
Page 2-2 (Section 2.0 Introduction

Prior to application of mitigation measures, implementation of the proposed Camp Kilpatrick
Replacement Project would result in potentially significant impacts to Aesthetics, Air Quality,
Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land—tse—and
Rlanning; and Noise. Implementation of the MMs, as detailed in each environmental analysis
presented in Section 4.0 of this IS/MND, would reduce all of the potentially significant impacts to
a less than significant level.

Page 3-2 {Section 3.0 Environmental Setting and Project Description)

3.1.3 PROJECT SITE CHARACTERISTICS

The Los Angeles County Probation Department (Probation Department) provides detention for
delinquent minors in juvenile halls and in residential treatment programs called “camps”.
Camp Kilpatrick is 1 of 19 existing camps operated by the County Probation Department. Camp
Kilpatrick, and the adjacent Camp Miller, were established in 1962 within portions of a total of
five contiguous County-owned parcels® that occupy approximately 142 acres. Camp Kilpatrick is
almost entirely located within the 67.29-acre Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 4471-003-900. For
purposes of this IS/MND, the Project site is defined as the approximate 11.7-acre area that has
been developed for operation of Camp Kilpatrick as well as the potential impact footprint (see
Exhibit 3-5, Proposed Project Impact Footprint). Camp Kilpatrick has a rated bed capacity of up
to 125 minors and consists of 13 single-story buildings totaling 44,878 square feet (sf);
approximately 86,325 sf of outdoor facilities (i.e., swimming pool, sports courts, multi-purpose
field, ball field); hardscape and landscape areas (e.g., sidewalks, paved roads, omamental
vegetation, trees, one wooden totem pole created and donated by a local artist
approximately 15 years ago); surface parking; and undisturbed natural open space areas,
generally limited to the northern and eastern boundaries of the site. Table 3-1 summarizes the
existing land uses on the Project site.

Page 3-11 (Section 3.0 Environmental Setting and Project Description)

Hardscape materials would include asphalt and concrete paving, and pervious paving materials,
such as at the running track surrounding the multi-purpose field (e.g., decomposed granite) and
overflow parking area (e.g., gravel).The net coverage of pervious surfaces (including buildings
and hardscape, and vegetated and/or natural areas) with proposed Project implementation

®  Assessor Parcel Numbers 4471-003-800, 4471-004-902, 4471-004-903, 4471-004-904 and 4471-004-905.
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would be similar to the existing condition because the proposed replacement Camp Kilpatrick
would be constructed within the same general footprint and with a comparable breakdown of
buildings, hardscape (e.g., roads, sidewalks), and landscape areas as the existing Camp
Kilpatrick. The wooden totem pole would be removed prior to demolition activities to be
retained by the County Probation Department and eventually re-installed within the
replacement Camp Kilpatrick. The net change in pervious surface coverage would not be
expected to cause substantive changes in stormwater runoff volumes or rates. The potential
replacement of selected grass areas (i.e., the grass-covered portion of the proposed 47,070-sf
multi-purpose field and track) with artificial turf would be the only substantive net reduction of
vegetated area associated with the Project; however, this would have the benefit of reduced
water demand.

Page 3-17 {Section 3.0 Environmental Setting and Project Description)

TABLE 3-3
DISCRETIONARY APPROVALS

Agency Discrationary Approval Required
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Issuance of a Section 404 Permit
California Department of Fish and

CBiE Issuance of a Streambed Alteration Agreement

Coverage under National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
State Water Resources Control Board |\ ppeS) General Construction Activity Storm Water Permit

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board

Issuance of a Water Quality Certification (Section 401 Permit)

Approval of Coastal Development Permit pursuant to the Santa Monica
Mountains Local Coastal Program

Approval of interim Project phases (e.g., design, request for proposals,
construction) pursuant to SB 81 grant conditions; Land ownership
transaction with County of Los Angeles.

California Coastal Commission

California Department of Corrections
and Rehabilitation

Su lgl |‘||lisauct Esalallgl ieal-Area-Technisal
County of Los Angeles Fire
Department, Forestry Division

Issuance of an Oak Tree Permit

Page 4-2 (Section 4.0 Environmental Checklist Form}

10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: California Department of
Corrections and Rehabilitation {CDCR), California Coastal Commission (CCC), California
Depariment of Fish and Game (CDFG), County of Los Angeles Department of Regional
Planning, Environmental Review Board (ERB), Los Angeles Reglonal Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB), $ig - 2l =
{SEATAC); State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), and US Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE).

Page 4-3 {Section 4.0 Environmental Checklist Form)
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving
at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated on the following pages.

] Aesthetics [[] Agriculture and Forest Resources
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County of Los Angeles
X Air Quality (X Biological Resources
X Cultural Resources [] Geology and Sails
[C] Greenhouse Gas Emissions (] Hazards and Hazardous Materials
[J Hydrology and Water Quality [J Land Use and Planning
[C] Mineral Resources Noise
[] Population and Housing (] Public Services
[] Recreation [] Transportation/Traffic
[ utilities and Service Systems <] Mandatory Findings of Significance

Page 4-32 (Section 4.4 Biological Resources)
Significant Ecological Areas/Sensitive Environmental Resource Areas

Significant Ecological Areas (SEAs) were established in 1976 by Los Angeles County to
designate areas with sensitive environmental conditions and/or resources in order to preserve
biological diversity. SEA boundaries are general in nature, and broadly outline the biological
resources of concern. As discussed below, the Project site is within the Santa Monica
Mountains Coastal Zone. In 1986, all SEAs within the Land Use Plan of the Santa Monica
Mountains Local Coastal Plan were designated Sensitive Environmental Resource Areas
(SERAs).

The survey area is located within the Zuma/Ramirez Canyon Significant Watershed SERA,
which is coterminous with Buffer Area for SEA No. 3 — Zuma Canyon, as shown below on
Exhibit 4-8, Regional Plans, under Section 4.2.2, Project Impacts. Zuma Canyon was protected
because it is one of the last major drainages in the Santa Monica Mountains that has a
perennial stream and remains in an undeveloped condition and without roads. It supports a mix
of coastal sage scrub and chaparral on the upper slopes and a rich riparian community in the
canyon bottom. The-survey-area-islocated-in-Buffer-Area-No—3A- Buffer Areas are protected in
order to protect downstream resources within the SEA/SERA. If development occurs in these
areas, it should be at very low intensity to ensure that natural drainage through the watershed
will not be disrupted.

Page 4-35 (Section 4.4 Biological Resources)
Coast Live Oak Woodland/Oak Trees

The proposed Project would impact up to 0.76 acre of coast live cak woodland that is located
immediately to the northwest and west of the primary dormitories in the western portion of the site.
As discussed above, there are not enough oak trees located within and scattered around
the edges of the site to be considered an extensive forest or woodland. Individual oak
trees do provide high habitat value to native wildlife. The coast live oak woodland-
designated areas are defined for purposes of vegetation mapping rather than inferred
habitat value. The scattered groups of oak trees contain little to no understory
vegetation. Where present, the understory vegetation is non-native and is generally
limited to poison ivy (Toxicodendron radicans). Also, the groups of oaks and individual
oak trees are located within and adjacent to an existing built environment that has a
round-the-clock human presence as well as night lighting. For these reasons, the coast
live oak woodland areas within the survey area are considered to have very low habitat
value. Also, as discussed further below, the County anticipates the need to remove a
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total of three existing oaks, which are located in the southeast corner of the site and
behind the gymnasium.

Because of the low habitat value of the coast live woodland areas and because it is
anticipated that the majority of existing oak trees would be preserved in place,
implementation of the Project would result in a less than significant impact related to oak
woodland conversion and no mitigation would be required. Also, MM 4.4-2, which
requires that impacts to oak trees be avoided or minimized to the extent practicable and
requires receipt of an Oak Tree Permit in compliance with the CLAOTO, is consistent
with the intent of oak woodland mitigation described under Section 21083.4(b) of the
California Public Resources Code.

Page 4-25 (Section 4.4 Biological Resources)

3.3 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Potentially g 1"% LessThan

Significant Significant
With impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Would the Project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modification, on any species identified as
a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local 0 8 O 0
or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
Califomia Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat
or other sensitive nalural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California O X O O
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Servica?

c) Have a substantial adverse sffect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vemal pool, O X O O
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with 0 =4 0 0
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy O O [ (|
or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat O O O X
conservation plan?

Page 4-38 through 4-39 {Section 4.4 Biological Resources)

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
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No-Impaet-Less than Significant with Mitigation. There would be no impact related to
wildlife movement, and there would be less than significant impacts related to nesting
birds and raptors protected under the MBTA with implementation of MM 4.4-6, as
discussed below.

Wildlife Movement

The overall landscape arcund the survey area consists primarily of undeveloped open space
within the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area. Local wildlife movement is
expected to occur along ridgelines surrounding the facilities and drainages on the slopes
outside the facilities and along Zuma Canyon Creek. Wildlife is not expected to move through
the facilities due to the fencing that surrounds the facility. The proposed Project would be
located within the existing facility and therefore would not be expected to impact wildlife
movement. No mitigation is required.

Nesting Birds/Raptors

Bird species have potential to nest in native and non-native vegetation on the Project site
and some species can also nest on building structures. Raptor species have potential to
nest in the coast live oak woodland and a limited potential to nest in ornamental trees on
the Project site. Active nests of birds and raptors are protected by the MBTA and the
California Fish and Game Code. As described in MM 4.4-6, if possible, vegetation removal
should occur outside the peak nesting season (peak nesting bird season is between
February 1 and September 15) to avoid impacts on nesting birds and raptors. If
vegetation removal would occur during the peak nesting seasons for birds and raptors,
Project activities could impact an active nest. Any direct impact on an active bird nest
and any direct or indirect impact on an active raptor nest would be considered
significant. Implementation of MM 4.4-6—which requires a pre-construction survey for
nesting birds and raptors and describes a methodology for managing any active nest
sites encountered during the survey(s)—would reduce this impact to a less than
significant level.

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Less than S:gmf' cant—w#h—%ﬁgaﬁen There would be less than significant impacts related to
F ated-te the site's location within an

SERASEA and the Coastal Zone—thh-&mplementatien—ef—MMs##G—thmnghM, as discussed
below. Exhibit 4-8, Regional Plans, illustrates the location of the Project site relative to the
SERA, which is coterminous with the SEA, and the Coastal Zone boundaries. Oak trees on
the Project site subject to the CLAOTO are addressed under Threshold 4.4(a) above.
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Significant Ecological Areas/Sensitive Environmental Resource Areas

The Project site is located within the Zuma/Ramirez Canyon Significant Watershed SERA,
which is coterminous with Buffer Area No. 3A of the Zuma Canyon SEA designated by the
County of Los Angeles. Buffer Areas are protected in order to protect downstream resources in
the SEA/SERA. If development occurs in these areas it should be at very low intensity to ensure
that natural drainage through the watershed will not be disrupted. Because the proposed Project
consists of replacement of the existing facility with substantially the same facilities and footprint,
it would not change the amount of physical development or the land use within the SERASEA.
As such, impacts related to location within the Zuma/Ramirez Canyon Significant Watershed
SERA-Buffor-Area-Ne—3A-of-the-Zuma-Canyen-SEA would be considered less than significant.
However, any projects that involve land development or modifications within ar SERA-SEA
{including-buffers) must be reviewed by the County of Los Angeles Department of Regional
Planning's Environmental Review Board (ERB) of the to ensure biological resource
considerations relevant to the SERA are part of the County's planning process Sigmﬁsant

z =A gui 2 ' 4.4 .There would be
Iess than srgnlﬁcant lmpacts related to Iocatlon wnthln an SERASEA—Buﬁer—AFea—Mth

implementation-afMM-44-7,

Santa Monica Mountains Coastal Zone Plan

The Coastal Zone in the Santa Monica Mountains extends approximately five miles inland from
the coast and encompasses the Project site. Development applications must be submitted to
the CCC and must be found consistent with the LCP in order to be issued a coastal
development permit (CDP). Therefore, a CDP obtained from the CCC would be required before
Project construction could be initiated,—as—per-MM—4-4-8. The CDP for the proposed Project
would need to address impacts on 0.043 acre of wetlands, impacts on Plummer’'s mariposa lily,
and impacts on Catalina mariposa lily outside existing fuel modification areas. There would be
less than significant impacts related to location within the Coastal Zone through required
compliance with notification and/or permitting processes of the CCCwith-implementatien
of MM-4.4-8.

Page 4-39 through 4-46 (Section 4.4 Biological Resources)
4.4.3 MITIGATION MEASURES

MM 4.4-1 Impacts on native grassland habitat shall be avoided or minimized to the extent
practicable based on the final Project design. The determination of impacts to
native grassland shall be made by the County of Los Angeles Department of
Public Works (LACDPW) through comparison of the demolition footprint and
Project design footprint (as shown on constriction plans) with the vegetation
map of the site presented in the IS/MND. If there are no anticipated impacts to
native grassland, this mitigation measure is not required. Otherwise, aAny
native grassland areas impacted shall be revegetated with needlegrass species
(Stipa spp.) and other plant species typical of local native grassland habitats
(wildflowers and other herbs, grasses, etc.). A Native Grassland Restoration
Program shall be prepared by a qualified Restoration Ecologist and shall be
submitted to the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LACDPW) for
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review and approval. The Native Grassland Revegetaticn Program shall be approved
prior to issuance of grading permits. The restoration program shall contain the items
listed below.

a) Summary of Project Impacts and Required Restoration. The habitat impact
and restoration sites shall be described and location(s) of the siies shall be
depicted in graphical exhibits.

b) Responsibilities and Qualifications of the Personnel to Implement and
Supervise the Plan. The responsibilities of the landowner, specialists, and
maintenance personnel that will supervise and implement the plan shall be
specified.

c) Native Plant and Seed Sources. A program of advance seed collection and/or
container plant propagation shall be specified to provide materials of local origin
for restoration purposes {e.g., watershed-specific collection).

d) Site Selection. The native grassland area to be revegetated (i.e., the impacted
area) shall be identified.

e) Site Preparation and Plant and/or Seed Installation. Site preparation shall
include (1) protection of existing native species and habitats; {2) trash and weed
removal; (3) native species salvage and reuse (i.e., duff); (4) soil treatments
{e.g., imprinting, decompacting); (5) fully bio-degradable erosion-control
measures (i.e., rice or willow wattles); (6) irrigation system installation (as
needed); (7) container planting; and (8) seed mix application.

f) Schedule. Installation of the revegetation sites shall be conducted between
October 1 and December 31 following the completion of site preparation tasks
(e.g., preliminary weed abatement). Native plants/seeds shall be installed while
the sites are in good condition for plant establishment (e.g., weed-free, non-
compacted soils, etc.).

g) Maintenance Plan/Guidelines. The maintenance plan shall include (1)
protection of native species, including sensitive species and habitats; (2)
weed-control materials and methods; (3) irrigation systemm operation and
maintenance; (4) herbivory control; (5) trash removal; (6) maintenance training,
including native and non-native plant and seedling identification; and (7) remedial
measures {e.g., replacement planting, re-seeding).

h) Monitoring Plan. The monitoring plan shall specify (1} qualitative monitoring
methods (i.e., photographs and general observations); (2) quantitative monitoring
methods (i.e., randomly placed transect[s]); {3) documentation to include monthly
reports for the first year, quarterly reports thereafter, and annual reports which will
be submitted to the County for three years or until the performance criteria are
achieved. The annual reports shall include a summary of quantitative site
performance and compliance with Project performance criteria.

Performance standards (e.g., percent native plant coverage) shall be developed based
on quantitative assessment of a suitable reference site in the Project vicinity. The
habitat restoration program shall be considered successful after three years if the
percent coverage and plant species diversity of the revegetated habitat areas are
comparable to the selected reference site(s).
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MM 4.4-2 Project design shall avoid or minimize impacts on oak trees currently shown within or
adjacent to the Project footprint, particularly the heritage oak (Tree No. 719) and oak
trees within the CDFG jurisdiction (Tree Nos. 87, 88, 721, and 741). Prior to final
construction plan preparation, a Certified Arborist shall review the final plans; shall
determine the final number of trees that will be impacted by the proposed Project;
and shall conduct a detailed assessment of the health of each tree to remain within
the facility to ensure that these trees are structurally sound and will not become a
hazard.

Any trees located within or adjacent to the impact area that would not be removed for
Project construction shall be protected with fencing placed five feet outside the tree’s
dripline and at least 15 feet from the trunk. Any earth-disturbing work or vehicle
operation within the protected zone of an oak tree shall be monitored by a Certified
Arborist to minimize the impact of construction activities.

Prior to Project implementation, an Oak Tree Permit (or other appropriate
authorization) shall be obtained from the County of Los Angeles Forester for any oak
trees that would be impacted (including removal) in the final design plans. According
to the minimum 2:1 replacement ratio specified by the County’s Oak Tree Ordinance,
a minimum of up to 40 replacement trees would be required for impacts on the
20 total oaks currently within the impact footprint. The County Forester may require
additional replacement trees, up to a ratio of 10:1, to mitigate the removal of the
heritage oak tree (Tree No. 719). Additional replacement trees may also be
necessary if any encroachment trees (trees located within or adjacent to the impact
area) die as a result of Project construction activities. Encroached-upon trees shall
be monitored for a period of two years by a Certified Arborist to determine if
construction activities have resulted in the death of the tree. Trees that die as a result
of encroachment within their protected zone shall require the same mitigation as
impacted trees. A Project Site Plan that includes the proposed location{s} for
replacement tree establishment shall be provided with the oak tree permit
application.

Protective fencing, as required by CLAOTO, shall be placed five feet outside the
outer canopy of any oak tree (i.e., the “protected zone") within the Project's impact
footprint that the LACDPW plans to preserve. Protective fencing shall also be placed
around the protected zone of the ten trees located immediately adjacent to the
impact footprint. Operating outside the protected zone of these trees will avoid the
need for additional monitoring or mitigation. Any earth-disturbing work or vehicle
operation within the protected zone of an cak tree should be monitored by a Certified
Arborist to minimize the impact of construction activities.

Replacement oak trees will be no smaller than a 15-gallon container, and will be
indigenous to the Project region. CLAOTO defines “indigenous” as being within Los
Angeles or Ventura Counties, though BonTerra Consulting recommends that the
seed source for replacement trees be within 10 miles and 500 feet of elevation of the
Project site. Tree relocation or transplantation is not recommended due to the
increased cost and care needed by transplanted cak trees and the expected high
mortality rate.

At the conclusion of Project construction, a Post-Construction Oak Tree Report shall
be prepared by a Certified Arborist that confirms the impacts listed in the Oak Tree
Permit or authorization. Any trees listed for removal or encroachment that were
subsequently avoided during construction activities shall be noted and the required
mitigation shall be reduced accordingly. The Post-Construction Oak Tree Report
shall also identify any trees that had their protected zone encroached upon so that
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MM 4.4-3

these trees can be monitored for two years. A Final Memorandum shall be prepared
by a Certified Arborist two years after construction to report on the post-construction
health of any trees that were encroached upon during construction; any additional
replacement trees necessary shall be identified in this Final Memorandum. The Post-
Construction Oak Tree Report and Final Memorandum shall be submitted to the
County Forester.

Project design shall avoid impacts on Plummer’s mariposa lily and Catalina mariposa
lily to the extent practicable. The determination of impacts to these lily species
shall be made by the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
(LACDPW) through comparison of the demolition footprint and Project design
footprint (as shown on constriction plans) with the vegetation map of the site
presented in the IS/MND. If there are no anticipated impacts to these lily
species, this mitigation measure is not required. Otherwise, ilf lily impacts
cannot be avoided, a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) shall be obtained from the
Califonia Coastal Commission (CCC) that authorizes impacts to Environmentally
Sensitive Habitat (ESH) (i.e., lilies located outside existing fuel modification areas)
prior to impacting Plummer's mariposa lily and Catalina mariposa lily to construct the
Project improvements.

Pre-construction surveys for Catalina mariposa lily and Plummer's mariposa lily shall
be conducted by a qualified Biologist during the peak flowering period for each
species (approximately March through June, but varies depending on weather
conditions), prior to initiation of a construction activity that would affect lilies outside
the existing fuel modification area. The limits of each lily location within the impact
area shall be clearly delineated with lath and brightly colored flagging during the pre-
construction surveys. If the lily is located in the impact area, the loss of the Catalina
mariposa lily and/or Plummer's mariposa lily shall be mitigated by seed and bulb
collection and re-vegetated into a suitable mitigation site in the undeveloped portion
of the survey area or an alternative mitigation site identified in consultation with the
CCC and County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LACDPW). A qualified
Biologist (i.e., one with experience with these plant species and their transplantation)
shall be selected by the Applicant to prepare and implement the mitigation plan. The
detailed mitigation plan will include the requirements listed below:

a) The existing locations of lily shall be monitored every two weeks by a qualified
Biologist selected by the Applicant to determine when the seeds are ready for
collection. A qualified Seed Collector shall collect all seeds from the impacted
plants when the seeds are ripe, generally befween April and August (but varies
depending on weather conditions). The seeds shall be cleaned and stored by a
qualified nursery or institution with appropriate storage facilities.

b) Following seed collection, the bulbs shall be removed by bulb collection or block
transplantation method in the fall (generally September and October). The bulbs
shall either be transplanted directly or stored by a qualified nursery or institution
with appropriate storage facilities. If the bulbs are collected and the block
transplantation method is not used, then the top 12 inches of topsoil from the lily
locations shall be scraped, stockpiled, and used at the selected mitigation site.

c) The mitigation site shall be located in dedicated open space in the Project area
or at an off-site mitigation site. The site should not attempt to enhance existing
populations and shall not be impacted by any pesticides or herbicides used on
adjacent properties.
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d) The lily mitigation site shall be prepared for seeding, as described in
a Conceptual Restoration Plan.

e) The topsoil shall be re-spread in the selected location as approved by a qualified
Biologist. Approximately 60 percent of the seeds and bulbs collected shall be
spread and/or placed in the fall or winter (generally September through February)
following soil preparation. Forty percent of the seed and bulbs shall be kept in
storage for subsequent seeding, if necessary.

f) A detailed Maintenance and Monitoring Plan shall be developed by a qualified
Biologist as part of the CDP process. The Plan shall include detailed descriptions
of maintenance appropriate for the site, monitoring requirements, and annual
report requirements.

g) Performance criteria shall be developed in the Maintenance and Monitoring Plan
and shall be approved by the CCC and LACDPW. The performance criteria shall
include percent cover, density, and seed production requirements, and shall be
developed by a qualified Biclogist following habitat analysis of an existing high-
quality lily population. This information shall be recorded by a qualified Biologist.

h) If the germination goal is not achieved following the first season, remediation
measures shall be implemented prior to seeding with the remaining 40 percent of
seed and bulbs. Remedial measures shall include, at a minimum, soils testing;
invasive species control; soil amendments; and physical disturbance (to provide
scarification of the seed) of the planted areas by raking or similar actions.
Additional measures may be suggested, as determined appropriate by a qualified
Biologist.

Potential seed sources from additional donor sites shall also be identified in case it
becomes necessary to collect additional seed for use on the site following
performance of remedial measures.

A pre-construction survey for roosting bats shall be conducted by a qualified Biologist
prior to demolition of existing structures and removal of trees. If bats are roosting in
buildings (which occurs at night), measures (such as blocking entrances) shall be
implemented during the daytime to exclude the bats from potential roosts prior to the
commencement of demolition activities. If bats are roosting in trees that will be
removed, tree removal shall occur in two phases: (1)} during the first day, all branches
shall be removed, leaving the main trunk standing ovemight; (2} the following day, the
main trunk shall be removed. This methodology would allow any roosting bats to
relocate during the night. However, exclusion from buildings and tree removal shall not
occur during hibernation (December through February) or during the breeding season
{May through August) unless it is determined that the building is not being used by
roosting bats.

If demolition and/or construction activities are scheduled to begin during the
hibernation and breeding seasons, the pre-construction survey for roosting bats
shall be performed in advance of initial demolition or subsequent construction
activities during a time outside the hibernation and breeding seasons {i.e.,
March, April, and September through January) and measures implemented, as
described above, to both prevent bat roosting in any buildings and to remove

trees, as identif' ed by LACDPW Ihe-p;e—eenstmshen—amey—san—be—pe#e;med—m
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MM 4.4-5 The LACDPW shall obtain all necessary approvals from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), and the
California Coastal Commission (CCC) for resources within their respective
jurisdictions. The CDFG also regulates the removal of trees greater than three inches
in diameter at breast height (dbh) that overhang streambeds. Four encreachment
oak trees (Numbers 87, 88, 721, and 741) are under CDFG jurisdiction. As required
by MM 4.4-2, impacts to oak trees shall be avoided or minimized to the maximum
extent practicable. Impacts to these trees under CDFG jurisdiction may require
replacement at a ratio up to 20:1.

Mitigation for the loss of jurisdictional resources (i.e., drainages) shall consist of one
of the following three options: (1) payment of an in-lieu mitigation fee to the Santa
Monica Mountain Conservancy or another conservation agency determined in
coordination with the USACE, the CDFG, and the CCC,; (2) preservation of existing
jurisdictional resources (preferably within or near Zuma Canyon) and dedication to
Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy or another conservation agency determined
in coordination with the USACE, the CDFG, and the CCC; or (3) restoration of
riparian habitat (preferably within or near Zuma Canyon) and dedication to the
County of Los Angeles, the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy, or another
conservation agency determined in coordination with the UCACE, the CDFG, and
the CCC. Jurisdictional resources shall be mitigated with the purchase or restoration
of equivalent or superior quality habitat at no less than 1:1. The resource agencies
shall review the proposed acquisition during resource agency permitting to ensure
that the lands to be acquired by the Applicant are of equivalent or superior quality to
the resources impacted by the proposed Project.

If the proposed Project would mitigate through restoration of riparian habitat (via
selection of option 3 above), a detailed restoration program shall be prepared by a
qualified Biologist for approval by the USACE and the CDFG prior to initiation of
construction and will contain the following items:

a) Responsibilities and qualifications of the personnel to implement and
supervise the plan. The responsibilities of the Applicant, specialists, and
maintenance personnel that will supervise and implement the plan shall be
specified. :

b) Site selection. Site selection for restoration and enhancement mitigation shall be
determined in coordination with the LACDPW and the resource agencies. The
mitigation site(s) shall be located in a dedicated open space area.

c) Site preparation and planting implementation. Site preparation shall include
(1) protection of existing native species; (2) trash and weed removal; (3) native
species salvage and reuse (i.e., duff); (4) soil treatments (i.e., imprinting,
decompacting); (5) temporary irrigation installation; (6) erosion-control measures
(i.e., rice or willow wattles); (7) seed mix application; and (8) container species, if
appropriate.

d) Schedule. A schedule shall be developed which includes planting to occur in late
fall and early winter, between October 1 and January 30.

e) Maintenance plan/guidelines. The maintenance plan shall include (1) weed
control; (2) herbivory control; (3) trash removal; (4) imigation system
maintenance; (5) maintenance fraining; (6) replacement planting; and
(7) biological monitoring during maintenance activities that occur during the
breeding season.
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f) Monitoring Plan. The monitoring plan shall include (1) qualitative monitoring
(i.e., photographs and general observations}, (2) quantitative monitoring
(i.e., randomly placed transects); (3) performance criteria as approved by the
resource agencies; (4) monthly reports for the first year, quarterly reports for
following years; and (5) annual reports for three to five years, which shall be
submitted to the resource agencies annually. The site shall be monitored and
maintained for five years to ensure successful establishment of riparian habitat
within the restored and created areas; however, if there is successful coverage
prior to five years, the Applicant may be released from monitoring requirements
with the approval of the resource agencies.

g) Long-Term Preservation. Long-term preservation of the site shall also be
outlined in the Conceptual Mitigation Plan to ensure the mitigation site is not
impacted by future projects.

In addition, earth-moving equipment shall aveid maneuvering in jurisdictional areas
outside the identified grading limits. Prior to grading, the jurisdictional resource areas
to be avoided shall be clearly marked by the Construction Contractor. The Monitoring
Biologist shall take pre- and post-construction photographs at key locations to record
the existing and post-construction conditions. No earth-moving equipment shall be
allowed within jurisdictional areas located outside the Project's disturbance limits.

MM 4.4-6 Construction shall occur outside the nesting season for birds/raptors (the nesting bird
season is between February 1 and September 15), if possible. If construction would
be initiated during this time period, the measures described below would apply.

Nesting Raptors: Seven days prior to construction activities, a qualified Biologist
shall conduct a survey to determine if any raptors are nesting in or adjacent to the
impact area. If nesting is not occurring, construction work can proceed. If an active
nest is present, construction work shall be restricted within 250 feet of the nest (or as
otherwise determined by the Project Biologist) until fledglings have left the nest.
Results of the surveys shall be provided to the California Department of Fish and
Game (CDFG).

If nesting activity is present, the active site shall be protected until nesting activity
has ended to ensure compliance with Section 3503.5 of the California Fish and
Game Code. Nesting activity for raptors in the region normally occurs from February
1 to June 30. To protect any nest site, construction activities and access shall not be
allowed within 250 feet from any occupied nest during the nesting season (or until
nests are no longer active, as determined by a qualified Biologist). Any
encroachment into the buffer area around the known nest shall only be allowed if it is
determined by a qualified Biologist that the proposed activity will not disturb the nest
occupants.

Nesting Birds: If vegetation clearing would be conducted during the nesting season
(March 15 to September 15), a qualified Biologist shall conduct a survey no more
than three days prior to construction to determine if any birds are nesting in or
adjacent to the impact area. If nesting is not occurring, construction work can
proceed. If an active nest is present, construction work shall be restricted within a
protective buffer area (buffer size determined by the Project Biologist based on the
sensitivity of the species and location of the nest) until fledglings have left the nest.
Any encroachment into the buffer area around the known nest shall only be allowed
if it is determined by a qualified Biologist that the proposed activity will not disturb the
nest occupants.
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If demolition and/or construction activities are scheduled to begin during the
nesting season, a survey for nesting raptors and birds shall also be performed
in advance of initial demolition or subsequent construction activities that
involve vegetation removal in the nesting seasons or vegetation and tree
removal outside the nesting season and nesting deterrent measures
implemented to reduce the likelihood of nesting within and near the demolition
and construction footprint. Performance of the advance survey and
implementation of nesting deterrent measures does not negate the requirement
for the nesting bird and raptor pre-construction surveys immediately in advance

of construction actlvity, as descnbed above Ihe—pse—eenstmsﬂemsuwey(-s)—fe;

Page 4-54 (Section 4.5 Cultural Resources)

As discussed in Section 3.0, the existing wooden totem pole was donated by a local
artist approximately 15 years ago. As such, it has not reached, nor is it near the age for
consideration as a historical resource pursuant to CEQA. Regardless, the totem pole
would be removed prior to demolition activities to be retained by the County Probation
Department and eventually re-installed within the replacement Camp Kilpatrick. Also, itis
noted that a carved wooden bear, donated by the same artist at the same time as the
totem pole, is located at the entrance to Camp Miller and would not, therefore, be
affected by proposed Project implementation.

In summation, the Camp Kilpatrick complex is not eligible for listing in the NRHP or the CRHR
as a significant historic resource. Therefore, no impacts to known historical resources would
occur with implementation of the proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

Page 4-86 {Section 4.9 Hydrology and Water Qualit
4.9.3 MITIGATION MEASURES

The following Mitigation Measures from Section 4.4, Biological Resources, also appliesy to
Hydrology and Water Quality.

MM 4.4-5 The LACDPW shall obtain all necessary approvals from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), and
the California Coastal Commission (CCC) for resources within their respective
jurisdictions. The CDFG also regulates the removal of trees greater than three
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inches in diameter at breast height (dbh) that overhang streambeds. Four
encroachment oak ltrees (Numbers 87, 88, 721, and 741) are under CDFG
jurisdiction. As required by MM 4.4-2, impacts to oak trees shall be avoided or
minimized lo the maximum extent practicable. Impacts to these lrees may require
replacement al a ratio up to 20:1.

Mitigation for the loss of jurisdictional resources (i.e., drainages) shall consist of
one of the folfowing three options: (1) payment of an in-lieu mitigation fee lo the
Santa Monica Mountain Conservancy or another conservation agency
determined in coordination with the USACE, the CDFG, and the CCC;
(2) preservation of existing jurisdictional resources (preferably within or near
Zuma Canyon) and dedication to Sanfa Monica Mountains Conservancy or
another conservation agency determined in coordination with the USACE, the
CDFG, and the CCC; or (3) restoration of riparian habitat (preferably within or
near Zuma Canyon) and dedication to the County of Los Angeles, the Santa
Monica Mountains Conservancy, or another conservation agency determined in
coordination with the UCACE, the CDFG, and the CCC. Jurisdictional resources
shall be mitigated with the purchase or restoration of equivalent or superior
quality habifat at no less than a 1:1 ratio. The resource agencies shall review the
proposed acquisition during resource agency permitting to ensure that the lands
to be acquired by the Applicant are of equivalent or superior qualily to the
resources impacted by the proposed Project.

If the proposed Project would mitigate through restoration of riparian habitat (via
selection of option 3 above), a detailed restoration program shall be prepared by
a qualified Biologist for approval by the USACE and the CDFG prior to initiation
of consiruction and will contain the following items:

a) Responsibilities and qualifications of the personnel to implement and
supervise the plan. The responsibilities of the Applicant, specialists, and
maintenance personnel that will supervise and implement the plan shall be
specified.

b) Site selection. Site selection for restoration and enhancement mitigation
shall be determined in coordination with the LACDPW and the resource
agencies. The mitigation site(s) shall be located in a dedicated open space
area.

c) Site preparation and planting implementation. Site preparation shall
include (1) protection of existing native species; (2) trash and weed removal;
(3) native species salvage and reuse (ie., duff);, (4) soil treatments
(i.e., imprinting, decompacting); (5) temporary irrigation installation;
(6) erosion-control measures (i.e., rice or willow waltles);, (7) seed mix
application; and (8) container species, if appropriate.

d) Schedule. A schedule shall be developed which includes planting fo occur in
late fall and early winter, between October 1 and January 30.

e) Maintenance plan/guidelines. The maintenance plan shall include (1) weed.
control; (2) herbivory conirol;, (3) trash removal, (4) irrigation system
maintenance; (5) maintenance lraining; (6) replacement planting; and
(7) biological monitoring during mainfenance activities that occur during the
breeding season.
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) Monitoring Plan. The monitoring plan shall include (1) qualitative monitoring
(i.e., photographs and general observations); (2) quaniitative monitoring
(i.e., randomly placed lransects); (3} performance criteria as approved by the
resource agencies; (4) monthly reports for the first year, quarterly reports for
following years; and (5) annual reports for three to five years, which shall be
submitted to the resource agencies annually. The site shall be monitored and
maintained for five years to ensure successful establishment of riparian
habitat within the restored and created areas; however, if there is successful
coverage prior to five years, the Applicant may be released from monitoring
requirements with the approval of the resource agencies.

g) Long-Term Preservation. Long-term preservation of the site shall also be
outlined in the Conceptual Mitigation Plan to ensure the mitigation site is not
impacted by future projects.

In addition, earth-moving equipment shall avoid maneuvering in jurisdictional
areas outside the identified grading limits. Prior to grading, the jurisdictional
resource areas fo be avoided shall be clearly marked by the Consfruction
Contractor. The Monitoring Biologist shall take pre- and post-construction
photographs at key locations fo record the existing and post-construction
conditions. No earth-moving equipment shall be allowed within jurisdictional
areas located outside the Project’s disturbance limits.

Page 4-87 through 4-88 (Section 4.10 Land Use and Planning)
b}

Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation
of an agency with jurisdiction over the Project {including, but not limited to the
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Less than Significant Impact-with-Mitigation. The proposed Project would not require
a General Plan amendment or zone change. The proposed Project would also not
conflict with regional plans, policies, or regulations related to land use, including the
Regional Comprehensive Plan (RCP), the Regional Housing Needs Assessment
(RHNA), and the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by SCAG since the proposed
Project would not require a land use change and would not generate additional
population, housing, or employment for the area.

Also, as discussed in Section 4.4, Biological Resources, the Project site within the
Coastal Zone under the jurisdiction of the Santa Monica Mountains Local Coastal
Program (LCP) and within the Zuma/Ramirez Canyon Significant Watershed SERA,
which is coterminous with Buffer Area for SEA No. 3 - Zuma Canyon, as shown on
Exhibit 4-8 and discussed further in Section 4.4, Biological Resources. As discussed
above there would be Iess than srgnrt‘ cant |mpacts related to Iocatlon wnthln an SERA

relatee—te—leeatren—and wrthln the Coastal Zone through requtred compliance with
notlf cation andlor permittlng processes of the apphcable regulatory agencres wnth
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4.10.3 MITIGATION MEASURES

There would be no significant impacts related to land use and planning, and no
mitigation is required.
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP)

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the potential environmental
effects of the proposed County of Los Angeles (County) Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement
Project (Project) have been analyzed in a Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
(IS/TMND) (SCH No. 2012102002) dated September 2012.

Section 15074(d) of the CEQA Guidelines states that, when adopting a mitigated negative
declaration, the lead agency shall adopt a program for reporting on or monitoring the changes
that it has either required in the project or made a condition of approval to reduce or avoid
significant environmental effects. Section 21081.6 of CEQA and Section 15097 of the CEQA
Guidelines require a public agency to adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
{MMRP) for assessing and ensuring the implementation of required mitigation measures applied
to proposed projects. Specific reporting and/or monitoring requirements that will be enforced
during project implementation shall be adopted simultaneously with final Project approval by the
responsible decision making body. The MMRP provided in this document describes the
mitigation program to be implemented by the County of Los Angeles (County).

The MMRP for the Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project consists of Mitigation
Measures (MMs) that will reduce or avoid significant environmental effects associated with
Project implementation, and reflect any errata to mitigation measures in the Final MND. The
MMs for the Project are listed in the first column in the Table below, along with the timeframe for
implementing the MM in the second column; the agency or party with primary responsibility for
implementing the MM in the third column; and the agency or party with responsibility for
monitoring compliance in the fourth column. Implementation of the MMs for the Project would
primarily be the responsibility of the County of Los Angeles, as the Lead Agency under CEQA,
and its consultants/contractors.

RPAS\Projecis\CoLADPWLI1 B4\Final MNDWMRP_110513.docx 1 Miligalion Monitoring and Reporting Program
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County of Los Angeles

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Timing

Responsible
AgencylParty

Monltoring
AgencylParty

Air Quality (Section 4.3 of tha Draft ISTMND)

MM 4.3-1

The County shall include in the Contractor specifications that
site preparation (clearing and grubbing) activities and site
grading activities do not occur concurrently, but occur
sequentially. This shall be verified by the County of Los
Angeles Department of Public Warks prior fo issuance of a

grading permit.

During construction
activilies (refers to all
construction phases,

unless otherwise noted)

Construction Contractor
In accordance with
Contractor Specificalions

County of Los Angeles
Depariment of
Public Works

Biclogical Resources (Section 4.4 of the Draft IS/MND)

MM 4.4-1

Impacts on native grassland habitat shall be avoided or
minimized to the extent practicable based on the final Project
design. The determination of impacls to nalive grassland
shall be made by the County of Los Angeles Depariment of
Public Works (LACDPW) through comparison of the
demolition {ootprint and Project design footprint (as shown on
constriction plans) with the vegetation map of the sile
prasented in the IS/MND. If there are no anticipated impacts
{o native grassland, this mitigatlion measure is not required.
Otherwise, any native grassland areas impacted shall be
revegetated wilth needlegrass species (Stipa spp.} and other
plant specles typical of local native grassiand habitats
(wildllowers and other herbs, grasses, eic.). A Nalive
Grassland Restoration Program shall be prepared by a
qualified Restoration Ecologist and shall be submitted (o the
County of Los Angeles Depariment of Public Works
{LACDPW) for review and approval. The Native Grassland
Revegetation Program shall be approved prior 1o issuance of
grading permils. The restoration program shall contain the
items listed below.

a) Summary of Project Impacis and Required
Restoration. The habitat impact and restoration sites
shall be described and location(s) of the sites shall be
deplcted in graphical exhibits,

b} Responsibliilties and Qualifications of the Personnel
to implement and Supervise the Plan. The
responsiblities of the landowner, specialists, and
maintenance personnel that will supervise and
implement the plan shall be spacified.

c) Native Plant and Seed Sources. A program of advance
seed collection and/or container plant propagation shall

During Project design
(resource avoidance)
and
Prior to issuance of grading
permit (Native Grassland
Revegelation Program)

County of Los Angeles
Department of
Public Works
and
Quallfied Restoration
Ecologist

County of Los Angeles
Department of
Public Works
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Responsible Monitoring
Mitigation Maasures Mitigation Timing Agency/Party Agency/Party

be specified to provide materals of local origin for
restoration purposes {e.g., watershed-specific collection).

d} Site Selection. The nalive grassland ama fo be
revegetated (l.e., the Impacied area) shall be identified,

e) Site Preparation and Plant and/or Seed Instaliation.
Slte preparation shall include (1) protection of existing
native species and habitats; (2) frash and weed removal;
(3) native species salvage and reuse (i.e., duff); (4} soil
treatments (e.g., imprinting, decompacting). (5) fully
blo-degradable erosion-control measures (ie., rice or
willow waitles): (6) Imigation system Instaliation (as
needed), (7) container planting, and (8) seed mix
application.

f) Schedula. Installation of the revegetation sites shall ba
conducted between Oclober 1 and December 31
following the completion of site preparation tasks
(e.g., preliminary weed abatement). Native plants/seeds
shall be installed while the sites are in good condition for
plant establishment {e.g., weed-free, non-compacied
soils, eic.).

g} Maintenance Plan/Guidelines. The maintenance plan
shail Include (1} protection of native species, including
sensilive species and habltats; (2) weed-control
matarials and methods; (3) irrigation system operation
and maintenance; (4) herbivory control; (5) trash
removal; (6) maintenance training, Including native and
non-native plant and seedling identification; and
(7) remedial measures (e.g., replacement planting,
re-seeding).

h) Monioring Plan. The monitoring plan shall specify
(1) qualitative monitoring methods (i.e., photographs and
general observations); (2) quaniitative monitoring methods
{i.e., randomly placed transect{s]); (3) documentation to
include monthly reporis for the first year, quartery reports
thereafter, and annual reports which will be submitied to
the County for three years or uniil the performance critenia
are achleved. The annual reports shall include a summary
of quantitative site performance and compliance with
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Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Timing

Responsible
Agency/Party

Monitoring
Agency/Party

Project performance criteria.

Performance standards (e.g.. percent native plant coverage)
shall be developed based on quantitative assassment of a
suitable reference site in the Project vicinity. The habitat
restoration program shall be considered successful after
three years if the percemt coverage and plant! species
diversity of the revegetated habitat areas are comparable to
the selected reference site{s).

MM 4.4-2

Project design shall avoid or minimize impacts on oak trees
currently shown within or adjacent to the Project footprint,
particularly the heritage oak (Tree No. 718) and oak lreas
within the COFG jurisdiction (Tree Nos. 87, 88, 721, and
741), Pror 1o final construction plan preparation, a Cenlified
Arborist shall review the final plans; shall determine the final
number of trees that will be Impacted by the proposed
Project; and shall conduct a delailed assessment of the
health of each tree to remain within the facility to ensure that
these trees are structurally sound and will not become a
hazard.

Any trees located within or adjacent to the impact area that
would not be removad for Project construction shall be
protectad with fencing placed five feet outside the tree's
dripline and at least 15 feet from the trunk. Any
earth-disturbing work or vehicle operation within the protecied
zone of an oak tree shall be monitored by a Certlfied Arborist
to minimize the impact of construction activities.

Prior to Project implementation, an Oak Tree Permit {or other
appropriate authorization) shall be obtained from the County
of Los Angeles Forester for any oak trees thal would be
impacted (including removal) in the final design plans.
According to the minimum 2:1 replacement ratio specified by
the County's Oak Tree Ordinance, a minimum of up to
40 replacement trees would be required for impacts on the
20 total oaks currently within the impact footprint. The County
Forester may require additional replacement trees, up 1o a
ratio of 10:1, o mitigate the removal of the heritage oak tree
{Tree No. 710}, Additional replacement trees may also be
necessary Iif any encroachment trees (trees located within or
adjacent to the impact area) die as a result of Project

During Project design
(resource avoidance)
and
Prior to construction
activities (fencing around
protected Irees)
and
Subsequent to construction
activitles (Oak Tree Parmit)

County of Los Angeles
Depariment of
Public Works
nd

a
Certified Arborist

County of Los Angeles
Department of
Public Works
and
County of Los Angeles
Farester
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Mitigation Maasures Mitigation Timing Agency/Party Agency/Party

consiruction activities. Encroached-upon trees shall be
monitored for a period of two years by a Cerlified Arborist to
determine if consiruction aclivities have resulted in the death
of the tree. Trees that die as a resull of encroachment within
their protected zone shall require the same mitigation as
impacted trees. A Project Site Plan that includes the
proposed location(s) for repfacement tree establishment shall
be provided with the oak trea permit application,

Protective fencing, as required by CLAOTO, shall be placed
five feet outside the outer canopy of any oak tree (l.e., the
“protected zone™) within the Project’s impact footprint that the
LACDPW plans to preserve. Protective {encing shall also be
placed around the protected zone of the ten trees located
immaediately adjaceni to the Impact footprint. Operating
oulside the prolected zona of these trees will avoid the need
for additional monitoring or mitigation. Any earth-disturbing
work or vehicle operation within the protected zone of an oak
tree should be monitored by a Ceriified Arborist to minimize
the impact of construction activities.

Replacement oak trees will be no smaller than a 15-gallon
container, and will be indigenous to the Project region.
CLACTO defines “indigenous” as being within Los Angeles or
Ventura Counlles, though BonTerra Consulting recommends
that the seed source for replacement trees be within 10 miles
and 500 feet of elevation of the Project site.. Tree relocation
or {ransplantation is not recommended due 1o the increased
cost and care needed by transplanied oak trees and the
expected high mortality rate.

At the conclusion of Project construction, a Post-Construction
Qak Tree Report shall be prepared by a Certified Arborist that
confirns the impacts listed in the Oak Tree Permit or
authorization. Any trees listed for removal or encroachment
that wera subsequently avoided during construction aclivities
shall be noted and the required mitigation shall be reduced
accordingly. The Post-Construction Oak Tree Report shall
also identify any trees that had their prolected zone
encroached upon so that these trees can be monitored for
two years. A Final Memorandum shall be prepared by a
Certified Arborist two years after construction to report on the
post-construction health of any frees that were encroached
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Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Timing

upon during construction, any additional replacement trees
necessary shall ba ldentified in this Final Memorandum. The
Posi-Construction Oak Tree Report and Final Memorandum
shall be submitted to the County Forester.

MM 4.4-3

Project design shall avoid impacts on Plummer's mariposa lily
and Catalina mariposa lily to the extent praclicable. The
determination of impacts to these lily specias shall ba made

by the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
{LACD?W) through comparison of the demolition footprint
and Project design footprint (as shown on constriclion plans)
with the vegetation map of the site presented in the IS/MND.
If there are no anticipated impacts to these lity species, this
mitigation measure is not required. Otherwise, if lity Impacts
cannot be avoided, a Coasta! Development Pemmit (CDP)
shall be oblained from the Califomia Coastal Commission
{CCC) that authorizes impacts to Environmentally Sensitive
Habitat (ESH) (l.e., liies located outside existing fuel
modification areas) prior to impacting Plummer's mariposa lily
and Catalina mariposa lily to construct the Project
improvements.

Pre-construction surveys for Catalina mariposa lily and
Plummer's mariposa lily shall be conducted by a gualified
Biologist during the peak flowering period for each species
{approximately March through June, bul varies depending on
weather conditions), prior to initiation of a construction activity
that would affect lilies outside the existing fuel modification
area. The limits of each lily location within the impact area
shall be clearly delineated wilh lath and brighlly colored
fNagging during the pre-construction surveys. tf the By is
localed in the Impact area, the loss of the Catalina mariposa
lily and/or Plummer’s mariposa lily shall be mitigated by seed
and bulb collection and re-vegetated into a suilable mitigation
site in the undeveloped portion of the survey area or an
altemative mitigation site identified in consultation with the
CCC and County of Los Angelas Depariment of Public Works
{(LACOPW). A qualified Blologist (i.e., one with experience
with these plant species and their transplantation) shall be
salected by the Applicant fo prepare and implement the
mitigation plan. The detailed mitigation plan will include the
requiremanis listed below:

During Project design
{resource avoidance)
and
Between approximately
March through June prior to
construction activities (pre-
construction survays)
and
Concurrant with or
subsequent o construction
aclivities (mitigation plan)
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b)

c}

d}

e)

)]

The existing locations of lily shall be monitored every two
weeks by a qualified Blologist selected by the Applicant
o determine when the seeds are ready for collection. A
qualified Seed Collector shall collect all seeds from the
impacied planis when the seeds ame ripe, generally
between April and August (bul varies depending on
weather condilions). The seeds shall be cleaned and
stored by a qualified nursery or institulion with
appropriate storage facllities.

Following seed collection, the bulbs shall be removed by
bulb collection or block transplantation method in the fall
{generally September and October). The bulbs shall
either be transplanted directly or stored by a qualified
nursery or institution with appropriaie storage facilities. If
the bulbs are collecled and the block transplantation
method is not used, then the top 12 inches of topsoil
from the lily locations shall be scraped, stockpiled, and
used at the selected miligation site.

The mitigation site shall be localed in dedicated open
space In the Project area or at an off-slte miligation site.
The site should not attempt 1o enhance existing
populations and shall not be impacted by any pestickles
or herbicides used on adjacent properties.

The lily mitigation slte shall be prepared for seeding, as
described in a Conceptual Restoralion Plan.

The topscil shall be re-spread in the selected location as
approved by a qualified Biologist. Approximately 60
percent of the seeds and bulbs collecled shall be spread
and/or placed in the fall or winter (generally September
through February) following soil preparation. Forty
percent of the seed and bulbs shall be kept in storage for
subsequent seeding, if necessary.

A detalled Maintenance and Monltoring Plan shall be
developed by a qualified Biologist as part of the COP
process. The Plan shall include detailed descriptions of
maintenance appropriate for the site, monitoring
requirements, and annual raport requiremenits.

Performance criteria  shall be developed in the
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Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Timing

Responsibla
Agency/Party

Monitoring
AgencylParty

Maintenance and Monitoring Plan and shall be approved
by the CCC and LACDPW. The performance critaria
shall include percent cover, density, and seed production
requirements, and shall be developed by a qualified
Biologist following habitat analysls of an existing high-
quality llly population. This Information shall be recorded
by a qualified Biologist.

h) If the germination goal Is not achieved following the first
season, remediation measures shall be Implemented
prior o seeding with the remaining 40 percent of seed
and bulbs. Remedial measuras shall include, at a
minimum, solls testing, invasive species control; soil
amendments; and physical disturbance {to provide
scarification of the seed) of the planted areas by raking
or similar actlons. Additona! measures may be
suggested, as delemnined appropriate by a qualified
Biologist.

1) Potential seed sources from additional donor sites shall
also be identified in case It becomes necessary to collect
additional seed for use on the site following performance
of remedial measures.

MM 4.4-4

A pre-construction survaey for roosting bats shall be conducted
by a qualified Biologist pricr to demolition of existing structures
and removal of trees. If bats are roosling in buildings (which
occurs at hight), measures (such as blocking entrances) shall
be implemented during the daytima 1o exclude the bats from
potential roosts prior to the commencement of demolition
activities. If bats are roosting in trees that will be removed, tree
removal shall occur in two phases: (1) during the first day, all
branches shall be removed, leaving the main trunk standing
overnight; (2)the following day, the main trunk shall be
removed. This methodology would allow any roosling bats to
relocate during the night. However, exclusion from buildings
and tree removal shall not occur during hibernation (December
through February} or during the breeding season (May through
August) unless It is determined that the building Is not being
used by roosting bats.

I demolition and/or construction activities are scheduled to
begin during the hibemation and breeding seasons, the pre-

Prior to demolilion activities,
including outside hibernation
and breeding season

County of Los Angeles
Departmenit of
Public Works
and
qualified Biclogist

County of Los Angeles
Department of
Public Works
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Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Timing

Responsible
Agency/Party

Monitoring
AgencylParty

construction survey for roosting bats shall be performed in
advance of initial demaliion or subsequent construction
activities during a time outside the hibermation and breeding
seasons (i.e., March, April, and September through January)
and measures implemented, as described above, to both
prevent bal roosting in any buildings and to remova trees, as
Idantified by LACDPW.

MM 4.4-5

The LACDPW shall oblain all necessary approvals from the
US. Amy Corps of Engineers (USACE), the Califomia
Depariment of Fish and Game (CDFG), and the Califomla
Coastal Commission (CCC) for resources within their
respective jurisdictions. The CDFG also regulates the
removal of trees grealer than three inches in dlameler at
breast height (dbh) that overhang streambeds. Four
encroachment oak trees (Numbers 87, 88, 721, and 741) are
under CODFG jurisdiction, As required by MM 4.4-2, impacts to
oak trees shall be avoided or minimized to the maximum
extenl practicable. Impacis to these irees under CDFG
jurisdiction may require replacement at a ratio up to 20:1.

Mitigation for the loss of jurisdiclional resources (ie.,
drainages) shall consist of one of the following three options:
{1) payment of an in-lieu mitigation fee to the Santa Monica
Mountain Conservancy or another conservation agency
daetermined in coordination with the USACE, the CDFG, and
the CCC; (2) preservation of existing jurisdictional resources
(preferably within or near Zuma Canyon) and dedication to
Santa Monica Mountalns Conservancy or anoiher
conservation agency delermined in coordination with the
USACE, the CDFG, and the CCC; or (3) restoration of
riparian habitat (preferably within or near Zuma Canyon) and
dedication 10 the County of Los Angeles, the Santa Monica
Mountains Conservancy, or another conservation agency
determined in coordination with the UCACE, the CDFG, and
the CCC. Jurisdictional resources shall be mitigated with the
purchase or restoralion of equivalent or superior quality
habitat at no less than 1:1. The resource agencies shall
review the proposed acquisllion during resource agency
permitting 1o ensure that the lands to be acquired by the
Applicant are of equivalent or superior quality to the
resources Impacted by the proposed Project.

Prior to construction
activilies

County of Los Angeles
Depanment of
Public Works
and
qualified Biologist
(for restoration plan
preparation, if applicabla)

U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers
and
California Department
of Fish and Game
and
Califomia Coastal
Commission
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Camp Vernon Kilpairick Replacement Project

County of Los Angeles
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Responsible Monitoring
Mitigation Measures Mitigation Timing Agency/Party Agency/Party

If the proposed Project would mitigate through restoration of
riparian habitat (via selection of option 3 above), a detailed
restoration program shall be prepared by a qualified Biologist
for approval by the USACE and the CDFG prior to initiation of
construction and will contain the following items:

a) Responsibilities and gualifications of the personnel
to implement and supervise the plan. The
responsibilities of the Applicant, specialists, and
maintenance personnel  that  will  supervise
and implement the plan shall be specified.

b) Sie sefection. Slte seleclion for restoration and
enhancement mitigation shall be determined In
coordination with the LACDPW and the resource
agencies. The mitigation site(s) shall be located in a
dedicated open space area.

¢) Site preparation and planting Implementation. Slle
preparation shall include (1) protection of existing native
species; (2) trash and wead removal; (3) native species
salvage and reuse (lLe., duff); (4) soil treatments
{i.e., imprinting, decompacting). (5) temporary irigation
Installation; (6) erosion-contro! measures (i.e., rice or
willow watlles); (7) seed mix application; and
(8) container species, if appropriate.

d) Schedule. A schedule shall be developed which includes
planting to occur in late fall and early winter, between
October 1 and January 30.

@) Maintenance plan/guidelines. The maintenance plan
shall include {1) weed conirol; {2) herbivory control;
(3) trash removal; {4) imigation sysiem maintenance;
(5) maintenance training; (6) replacement planting; and
(7) biological monitoring during malntenance aclivilies
that occur during the breeding season.

f) Monitoring Plan. The monitoring plan shall include
{1) qualitative monitoring (i.e., photographs and general
observations); (2) quantitative monitoring (i.e., randomly
placed transects); (3) performance crleria as approved
by the resource agencies; (4) monthly reporis for the first
year, quarierty reporis for following years; and (5) annual

RAPAS\Propcis\Col ADPWAHB\Finsl MNDWMMAP 110513 doex
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Froject
County of Los Angeles

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsible Monltoring
Mitigation Measures Mitigation Timing AgencylParty Agency/Party

reports for three to five years, which shall be submitted 1o
the resource agencies annually. The site shall be
monitored and maintained for five years to ensure
successful establishment of riparian habitat within the
restored and created areas; however, il theme Is
successful coverage prior to five years, the Applicant
may be released from monitoring requirements with the
approval of the resource agencies.

g) Long-Term Presarvation. Long-lerm praservation of the
site shall also be outlined in the Conceptual Mitigation
Plan to ensure the mitigation site is not impacted by
future projecis.

In addition, earth-moving equipment shall avold maneuvering
In jurisdictional areas outside the identified grading limits.
Prior to grading, the jurisdictional resource areas to be
avolded shall be clearly marked by the Construction
Contractor. The Monitoring Biologist shall take pre- and post-
construction photographs at key locations to record the
existing and post-construction conditions. No earth-moving
equipment shall be allowed within Jurisdictional areas localed
outside the Project's disturbance limits.

MM 4.4-8 Construction shall occur outside the nesling season for
birds/raplors (the nesting bird season is between February 1
and September 15}, if possible. If construction would be
iniliated during this time period, the measures described
below would apply.

Nesting Raptors: Seven days prior to construction nctl\ivfiﬁes.
a qualified Biologist shall conduct a survey 1o determine if any

raplors are nesting in or adjacent to the impact area. If C°"Bz o;r:.'::;:lgfelas County of Los Angeles
nesting is not occurring, construction work can proceed. If an Prior to construction Pu%lu: Works Department of
active nest is prasent, construclion work shall be restricted aclivities and Public Works
within 250 feet of the nest {or as otharwise determined by the valified Biologlst
Project Biologist) until fledglings have left the nest. Results of 9 9
the surveys shall ba provided to the California Departiment of
Fish and Game {CDFG).

If nesting activity is present, the active site shall ba prolected
until nasting aclivity has ended to ensure compllance with
Section 3503.5 of the Cafifornia Fish and Game Code.
Nesting activity for raptors In the region normally occurs from
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project

County of Los Angeles
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Responsible Monitoring
Mitigation Measures Mitigation Timing Agency/Party Agency/Party

February 1 to June 30. To protect any nest site, construction
activities and access shall not be allowad within 250 feet from
any occupled nest during the nesting season (or until nests
are no longer active, as determined by a qualified Biologlst).
Any encroachment into the buffer area around the known
nest shall only be allowed if it is determined by a qualified
Biologist thal the proposed activity will not disturb the nest
occupants.

Nasting Birds: If vegetation clearing would be conducted
during the nesting season (March 15 to September 15), a
qualified Biologist shall conduct a survey no more than three
days prior to construction to delermine if any birds are
nesting in or adjacent fo the impacl area. If nesiing is not
occurring, construction work can proceed. If an active nest is
present, construction work shall be rastricted within a
protective buffer area (buffer size determined by the Project
Biologist based on the sensitivity of the species and location
of the nest) until fledglings have left the nest. Any
encroachment Into the buffer area around the known nest
shall anly be aliowed If it is detarmined by a qualified Biclogtst
that the proposed activity will not disturb the nest occupants.

Il demglition and/or construction aclivities are scheduled to
begin during the nesting season, a survey for nesting raptors
and birds shall alsc be performed in advance of initial
demolition or subsequent construction activities thal involve
vegetation removal in the nasting seasons or vegetation and
tree removal oulside the nesting season and nesting detemrent
measures implemented to reduce the likelihood of nesting
within and near the demolition and construction footprint.
Performance of the advance survey and implementation of
nesting detement measures does nol negate the requirement
for the nesting bird and raplor pre-construction surveys
immediately in advance of construction activity, as described
abave.
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Camp Vemon Kilpalrick Replacement Rq‘?cr

County of Los A

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Timing

Responsibin
Agency/Party

Monloring
Agsncy/Party

Cultural Resources {Section 4.5 of the Draft ISIMND)

MM 4.5-1

Should archaeological resources be found during
ground-disturbing aclivities for the Project, the ground-
disturbing activity shall halt in the vicinity of the location such
that the potential resource is left intact and In place and a
qualified Archaeologist shall be retained to first determine
whaether an archaeological mesource uncovered during
construction is a “unique archaeological resource” pursuant
to Section 21083.2(g) of the California Public Resources
Code (PRC) or a ‘historical rescurce” pursuant to
Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidslines. If the
archaeclogical resource is determined to be a ‘“unique
archaeological resource™ or a “historical resource”, the
Archaeologist shall formulate a mitigation plan in consultation
with tha County of Los Angeles that satisfies the
requirements of the above-listed sections. Potential mitigation
would include, at a minimum, one of the following
approaches: planning construction to avoid the resource;
prolection and preservaton In place; data recovery
excavation of a represeniative sample of the site's
constituents; and/or another approach that equally satisfies
the County of Los Angeles and the PRC.

if the Archaeologist determines thal the archaeological
resource is nol a “unique archaeclogical resource” or
“historical resource”, s/he shall record the site and submit the
recordation form to the Califomia Historica! Resources
Information System (CHRIS) at the South Central Coasta!
Information Center (SCCIC). The Archaeologist shall prepare
a report of the results of any study prepared as part of
testing or miligallon plan, following accepted professional
practice. The report shall follow guidelines of the Califomia
Office of Historic Preservation. Copies of the report shall be
submitted to the County of Los Angeles and to the
Califomia Historical Rescurce Information System {CHRIS) at
the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC).

During ground-disturbing
activilles

Construction Contractor
in accordance with
Contractor Specliications
and
qualified Archaeclogist

Public Warks
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project

County of Los Angefes

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Timing

Responsible
Agency/Party

Monitoring
Agency/Party

MM 4.5-2

Prior to the commencament of ground-disturbing activities in
native soils on the Project site, a qualified Paleontologist shall
be retainad to monitor excavations Into the older Quatemary
alluvium that lies below the younger Quatemary alluvium
exposed at the surface. The schedule and exient of
monitoring activilles shall be established by the Supervising
Paleontologist in coordination with Coniractor and County
staff at the Project's pre-grade meeling and as grading
activities commence. Because it Is often difficult to distinguish
between older and younger Quatemary aliuvium on sight, for
the purposes of this mitgation measure, a qualified
Paleonlologist shall be retained to manitor excavations inio
native soils five feet below ground surface or deeper (i.e.,
grading and excavation for foolings and ulility trenches). It
shall be the responsibility of the Supervising Paleontologist to
demonsirate, o the satisfaclon of the Counly, the
appropriate level of monitoring necessary based on the on-
site soils and final grading plans, when approved by the
County and prior to Initiation of grading aclivities. All
paleontological work to assess and/or recover a potential
resource at the Project slte shall be conducted under the
direction of the qualified Paleontologist. If a fossll discovery
occurs during grading operations when a Paleontological
Monltor is nol present, grading shall be diverted around the
area untl the Monltor can survey the area. Any fosslls
recovered during Project site development, along with their
contextual stratigraphic data, shall be donaled to the County
of Los Angeles or other appropriate Instifution with an
educational and research interest in the materals, The
Paleontologist shall prepare a report of the resulis of any
findings as part of a testing/mitigation plan following accepled
professional practice.

Prior 1o ground-disturbing
aclivities
and
During excavation activities
in native solls deeper than
five feet below ground
surface

Construction Contracior
In accomdance with
Contractor Specifications
and
qualified Paleontologist

County of Los Angeles
Depantment of
Public Works

Nolse {Section 4.12 of the Draft ISIMND)

MM 4.12-1 The County of Los Angeles Public Works shall include the

following requirement into the contractor specifications:

» At the commencement of concreta crushing operations, if
necessary to implement the proposed Project, the
contractor shall measure the crusher noise level at a
distance of 50 feet from the crusher in the direction of the
single-family residences northeast of the Project She.

At commencement of
concreta crushing
operations, if necessary

Construction Contractar
in accordance with
Contractor Specifications

County of Los Angeles
Department of
Public Works
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Camp Vernon Kilpatrick Replacement Project
County of Los Angeles

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsible Monitoring
Mitigation Measures Mitigation Timing Agency/Party Agency/Party

For the measurement, the crusher shall be operated
under maximum anticipaled concrete crushing load
conditions, If the noise level exceeds B6 JBA, the
contractor shall Implement noise-abatement measures to
reduce the noise level to 86 dBA or less. The measures
may include but are not limited to reorientating the
crusher, adding enclosures on some crusher
components, and constructing a temparary noise barrer,
such as a plywood wall or acoustical blankels on a
frame. If a lemporary barrier is used, the barrier shall be
solid from the ground to the top, and the top of the
bamier shall break the line of sight between the crusher
and the residences. A report of the noise measuremants
and noise abatement measuras, if needed, shall be filed
with the County of Los Angales Public Works Director.

MM 4,12.2 The County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works shall
include the following mequirements into the contractor
specifications:

+ Prior to any demolition, grading or heavy construction
activities within 100 feet of Camp Miller, a 10-foot-high
{emporary noise barmier shall be constructed between the
disturbance area and the nearest noise receiver at Camp
Miller. The noise bamier shall be construcled of material
with a minimum weight of three pounds per square foot Prior to any specified Construction Contractor County of Los Angeles
with no gaps or perforations. The noise barier may be construction activities within in accordance with Department of
constructed of, but is not limited to, */s-inch-thick plywood | 100 feet of Camp Miller | Conlractor Specifications Public Works
or 3g-Inch-oriented strand board. The noise barrier shall
remain in place until the end of demolition and heavy
canstruction activities;

= Allematively, prior 1o and during any demolition, grading,
or heavy construction activities within 100 feet of Camp
Miller, the County shall ensure that controls are In place
at Camp Miller that would restrict persons from being
within 100 feet of the Camp Kilpatrick consiruction areas.
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Camp Vernon Kilpalrick Replacement Project

County of Los Angelas

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Timing

Responsible
Agency/Party

MonHoring
AgencylParty

MM 4.12-3 The County of Los Angeles Public Works Director shall
include the following requirements into the coniractor
specifications:

1.

All construclion vehicles or equipment, fixed or mobile,
shall be equipped wilh properly operating and
maintained mufflers, which shall be perodically
inspacted to ensure compliance.

Stationary equipment, such as generalors and air
compressors, shall be located at least 250 feet from
Camp Miller, If the noise bamier described in MM 4,12-2
is in place, or if Camp Miller persons are restricted to
being 100 feet from the construction areas, then,
stationary equipment may be located within 100 leet of
Camp Miller.

Equipment maintenance and slaging areas and crushing
equipment shall be located at least 450 feet from Camp
Miller. If the noise bamier described In MM 4.12-2 is in
place, then the crusher may be located within 250 feet of
Camp Miller,

The contractor's compliance with these requirements shall be
performed to the satisfaction of the County Department of
Public Works.

During construction

Construction Contractor
in accordance with
Contractor Specifications

County of Los Angeles
Department of
Public Works
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY

EDMUND G. BROWN. JR., Governor

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

SOUTH CENTRAL COAST AREA

B9 SOUTH CALIFORNIA ST., SUITE 200
VENTURA, CA 93001

(H05) 5H5-1800

W22a

Filed: 3/26/2014
180th Day: 8/22/2014
Staff: N.D. Doberneck -V
Staff Report: 4/24/2014
Hearing Date: 5/14/2014

STAFF REPORT: REGULAR CALENDAR

Application No.: 4.12-088

Applicant: Vincent Yu, County of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works

Agent: Mark Peterson, STV Inc.

Project Location: 427 Encinal Canyon Rd., Santa Monica Mountains,

Los Angeles County (APN: 4471-003-900)

Project Description: Demolition of the existing Los Angeles County Probation Department’s
juvenile detention camp called Camp Kilpatrick. All building components, structures, and
foundations of the existing School Building (7,782-sf), two-Sheds (220-sf total), Administration
Building (5,115-sf), 3 Dormitories (16,219-sf total), Maintenance Building (1,740-sf),
Laundry/Warehouse Building (2,160-sf), and Gymnasium (3,321-sf) will be completely
removed. All utilities, mechanical and electrical equipment, piping, conduit, etc. feeding to these
structures will also be removed.

Additionally, all hardscape (approximately 45,796-sf.) will be removed, including the existing
39-space parking lot; internal service road, sports courts; 9 brick planters; and walkways.
Approximately 190-cy of fill will be imported to level the grade where foundations are removed.

Also, the project proposes the addition of 14-ft high perimeter fencing where the project abuts an
adjacent youth probation facility, Camp Miller. Demolition activities will have minor
encroachment into the protected zones of four oak trees that have branches overhanging the
security perimeter fence.

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the proposed development with conditions.



CDP 4-12-088 (Camp Kilpatrick)

The proposal is a LA County Public Works project for the demolition of the existing juvenile
detention camp called Camp Kilpatrick at 427 Encinal Canyon Road, Malibu, CA (Exhibits 1
and 2). This permit application is for the removal of 44,878-sf of existing Camp Kilpatnck
facility buildings and outdoor recreation areas, paved parking lot areas and roadways, erosion
control measures, removal of onsite vegetation, the addition of 14-ft high perimeter fencing
where the project abuts Camp Miller, and removal or termination of various utilities and systems.
Other activities within the demolition work limits will include the removal of chain link fencing,
a steel gate, and baseball field back stops. Heavy equipment will be operated within the
demolition limits to perform the work items listed above. A storage and staging area will be
established on the existing baseball field located in the northeastern portion of the project site.
The swimming pool will remain in place as will the kitchen facilities that currently serve both
Camp Miller and Camp Kilpatrick. The fencing is proposed to be added to ensure security
around Camp Miller after buildings between the two camps are removed.

The proposed demolition of all buildings and hardscape along with placement of fill material
within excavation areas will increase the risk of erosion and downstream sedimentation due to
the disturbed areas and loose, bare soil being exposed such that it can be removed from the site
by wind and runoff. Additionally, during the implementation of the project, building materials,
concrete, debris, trash, and toxic substances could be introduced to the watershed by wind or
runoff. Special Condition No. 1 addresses these issues by requiring the applicant to implement
interim erosion control measures to ensure that erosion and sedimentation is avoided during the
demolition activities. Further, interim erosion control measures must be maintained on the
project site after the demolition is completed and before future development is constructed on the
site, including permanent drainage facilities. Additionally, Special Condition No. 1 requires the
applicant to seed all areas of the site disturbed by the proposed demolition with native grass or
annual species within 30-days of the completion of demolition and grading, unless construction
of new facilities has commenced. Finally, Special Condition No. 1 requires the applicant to
implement construction best management practices during demolition to ensure that all materials
are handled properly in order to avoid impacts to water quality

There is no environmentally sensitive habitat within the demolition area, although there is oak
woodland and other ESHA on the project site. There are 88-o0ak trees within 200-feet of the
demolition area. The project includes encroachments within the protected zone(s) of four-oak
trees on the site in order to carry out the demolition, including excavation and removal of slab
foundations and utilities. The applicant does not propose to remove or prune any oak branches
as part of the demolition project. Further, the applicant proposes to avoid impacts to oak tree
roots to the maximum extent feasible by using equipment outside of the protected zone to pull
down structures away from the trees, and using hand tools to remove the portions of the
foundations nearest each oak tree.

Given the location of the individual oak trees on the site, there are no siting or design alternatives
that can be feasibly employed to completely avoid encroachment impacts to the trees. In this
case, the proposed encroachment(s) are relatively minor and no permanent development is now
proposed within the protected zones, so impacts to oak trees from the demolition project have
been minimized to the greatest feasible extent..
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While the encroachment(s) may adversely impact the oak trees, it is unlikely that it will
significantly injure the trees’ health or result in their death. However, such health and vigor
effects may take several years to reveal themselves. In order to minimize such impacts and to
provide mitigation for the loss or diminished health of any of the impacted trees, Special
Condition No. 2 requires the applicant to provide monitoring of the four oak trees, for a period of
no less than 10-years. If the monitoring reveals that any of these four trees die or suffer reduced
health or vigor, replacement trees must be provided as mitigation. Additionally, Special
Condition No. 2 requires the applicant to install temporary protective barrier fencing or flagging
around the protected zones (5-feet beyond dripline or |5-feet from the trunk, whichever is
greater) of all oak trees and retained during all construction operations. Finaily, Special
Condition No. 2 requires that a biological consultant, arborist, or other resource specialist shall
be present on-site during all demolition, grading or other operations on site that are located
within 25 feet of any oak tree and shall be directed to immediately notify the Executive Director
if unpermitted activities occur or if any oak trees are damaged, removed, or impacted beyond the
scope of the work allowed by this coastal development permit.

As conditioned, the proposed project will be consistent with the applicable policies of the
Coastal Act. The standard of review for the proposed project is the Chapter Three policies of the
Coastal Act. In addition, the policies of the certified (1986) Malibu — Santa Monica Mountains
Land Use Plan (LUP) serve as guidance.’

! Please note that the Coastal Commission has approved Local Coastal Program Amendment No. LCP-4-
LAC-14-0108-4 with suggested modifications (April 10, 2014) to approve the 2014 Land Use Plan. The
County of Los Angeles has not yet accepted the suggested modifications. Additionally, the 2014 Local
Implementation Program has not yet been considered by the Coastal Commission. As such, the policies
of the 1986 Malibu - Santa Monica Mountains Land Use Plan continue to serve as guidance, as of this

date.
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2. LA County Assessor’s Parcel Map: Camp Kilpatrick

3. LA County Assessor’s Parcel Map: Camp Miller & WWTP

4. Regional Location Map

5. Local Area Map

6. USGS Topographic Map

7. Proposed Demolition Plan

8. Biological Resources

9. Project Location

10. Oak Tree Impacts — Demolition

I1. Aerial View of Survey

12. USACE & CDFW Jurisdictional Resources

13. California Coastal Commission Jurisdictional Resources
14. National Wetlands Inventory

15. Annotated Aerial Image

16. Project Site View

17. Site Photographs (#/ - #36)

18. Off-Site Photographs (#1 - #7)

LOCAL APPROVALS RECEIVED:
none
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I. MOTION AND RESOLUTION
The staff recommends that the Commission adopt the following resolution:
Motion:

I move that the Commission approve Coastal Development Permit No. 4-12-088
pursuant to the staff recommendation.

Staff recommends a YES vote. Passage of this motion will result in approval of the permit as
conditioned 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 a coastal development permit for the proposed
development 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 and will not prejudice the ability of the local governmnent having
Jurisdiction over the area to prepare a Local Coastal Program conforming to the
provisions of Chapter 3. 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.
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II. 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 permittee 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 or 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 permittee to bind all future
owners and possessors of the subject property to the terms and conditions.

III. SPECIAL CONDITIONS
1. Interim Erosion Control Plans and Construction Responsibilities

A. PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the
applicant shall submit to the Executive Director an Interim Erosion Control and Construction
Best Management Practices Plan, prepared by a qualified, licensed professional. The qualified,
licensed professional shall certify in writing that the Interim Erosion Control and Construction
Best Management Practices (BMPs) plan are in conformance with the following requirements:

1.  Erosion Control Plan

(a)  The plan shall delineate the areas to be disturbed by demolition or grading activities and
shall include any temporary access roads, staging areas and stockpile areas. The natural
areas on the site shall be clearly delineated on the plan and on-site with fencing or survey
flags.

(b)  Include a narrative report describing all temporary run-off and erosion control measures
to be used during construction.

(¢)  The plan shall identify and delineate on a site or grading plan the locations of all
temporary erosion control measures.

(d)  The plan shall specify that should demolition or grading take place during the rainy
season (November 1 — March 31) the applicant shall install or construct temporary
sediment basins (including debris basins, desilting basins or silt traps); temporary drains
and swales; sand bag barriers; silt fencing; stabilize any stockpiled fill with geofabric
covers or other appropriate cover; install geotextiles or mats on all cut or fill slopes; and
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(e)

()

(2)

(h)

2.
(a)

(b)

(©
(d)

close and stabilize open trenches as soon as possible. Basins shall be sized to handle not
less than a 10-year, 6-hour duration rainfall intensity event.

The erosion control measures shall be required on the project site prior to or concurrent
with the initial demolition or grading operations and maintained throughout the
development process to minimize erosion and sediment from runoff waters during
demolition and grading. Al] sediment should be retained on-site, unless removed to an
appropriate, approved dumping location either outside of the coastal zone or within the
coastal zone to a site permitted to receive fill.

The plan shall also include temporary erosion control measures should demolition,
grading or site preparation cease for a period of more than 30 days, including but not
limited to: stabilization of all stockpiled fill, access roads, disturbed soils and cut and fill
slopes with geotextiles and/or mats, sand bag barriers, silt fencing; temporary drains and
swales and sediment basins. The plans shall also specify that all disturbed areas shall be
seeded with native grass species and include the technical specifications for seeding the
disturbed areas. These temporary erosion control measures shall be monitored and
maintained until grading or construction operations resume.

All temporary, construction related erosion control materials shall be comprised of bio-
degradable materials (natural fiber, not photo-degradable plastics) and must be removed
when permanent erosion control measures are in place. Bio-degradable erosion control
materials may be left in place if they have been incorporated into the permanent
landscaping design.

The plan shall also include temporary erosion control measures that will be implemented
and maintained on site in the interim period after demolition of all development and
before the commencement of the construction of new facilities. The plan shall include
measures to minimize erosion and sedimentation. All disturbed areas shall be seeded with
native grasses or annuals within 30-days of the completion of demolition and grading,
unless construction of new facilities has commenced. The plan shall specify the species to
be used for the seeding. The plan shall include additional measures designed to minimize
erosion from the disturbed areas, and designed to convey runoff off-site in a non-erosive
manner. These temporary erosion control measures and plantings shall be monitored and
maintained until such time as new camp facilities and/or permanent drainage and erosion
control are constructed pursuant to a new coastal development permit.

Construction Best Management Practices

No demolition or construction materials, debris, or waste shall be placed or stored where
it may enter sensitive habitat, receiving waters or a storm drain, or be subject to wave,
wind, rain, or tidal erosion and dispersion.

No demolition or construction equipment, materials, or activity shall be placed in or
occur in any location that would result in impacts to environmentally sensitive habitat
areas, streams, wetlands or their buffers.

Any and all debris resulting from demolition or construction activities shall be removed
from the project site within 24-hours of completion of the project.

Demolition or construction debris and sediment shall be removed from work areas each
day that demolition or construction occurs to prevent the accumulation of sediment and
other debris that may be discharged into coastal waters.
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(e)
(f)
(2)

(h)

(@)

()
(k)

M

(m)

B.

All trash and debris shall be disposed in the proper trash and recycling receptacles at the
end of every construction day.

The applicant shall provide adequate disposal facilities for solid waste, including excess
concrete, produced during demolition or construction.

Debris shall be disposed of at a permitted disposal site or recycled at a permitted
recycling facility. If the disposal site is located in the coastal zone, a coastal development
permit or an amendment to this permit shall be required before disposal can take place
unless the Executive Director determines that no amendment or new permit is legally
required.

All stock piles and construction materials shall be covered, enclosed on all sides, shall be
located as far away as possible from drain inlets and any waterway, and shall not be
stored in contact with the soil.

Machinery and equipment shall be maintained and washed in confined areas specifically
designed to control runoff. Thinners or solvents shall not be discharged into sanitary or
storm sewer systems.

The discharge of any hazardous materials into any receiving waters shall be prohibited.
Spill prevention and control measures shall be implemented to ensure the proper handling
and storage of petroleum products and other construction materials. Measures shall
include a designated fueling and vehicle maintenance area with appropriate berms and
protection to prevent any spillage of gasoline or related petroleum products or contact
with runoff. The area shall be located as far away from the receiving waters and storm
drain inlets as possible.

Best Management Practices (BMPs) and Good Housekeeping Practices (GHPs) designed
to prevent spillage and/or runoff of demolition or construction-related materials, and to
contain sediment or contaminants associated with demolition or construction activity,
shall be implemented prior to the on-set of such activity

All BMPs shall be maintained in a functional condition throughout the duration of
construction activity.

The final Interim Erosion Control and Construction Best Management Practices Plan

shall be in conformance with the site/ development plans approved by the Coastal Commission.
Any necessary changes to the Coastal Commission approved site/development plans required by
a qualified, licensed professional shall be reported to the Executive Director. No changes to the
Coastal Commission approved final site/development plans shall occur without an amendment to
the coastal development permit, unless the Executive Director determines that no amendment is
required.
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2. Oak Tree Monitoring

To ensure that all other oak trees located on the subject parcel and along the proposed access
road are protected during construction activities, temporary protective barrier fencing shall be
installed around the protected zones (5-feet beyond dripline or 15-feet from the trunk, whichever
is greater) of all oak trees and retained during all construction operations. If required demolition
or grading operations cannot feasibly be carried out in any location with the protective barrier
fencing in place, then flagging shall be installed on trees to be protected. The permittee shall
also follow the oak tree preservation recommendations that are enumerated in the Oak Tree
Report referenced in the Substantive File Documents.

The applicant shall retain the services of a biological consultant or arborist with appropriate
qualifications acceptable to the Executive Director. The biological consultant or arborist shall be
present on site during construction of all development within 25-feet of any oak tree. The
consultant shall immediately notify the Executive Director if unpermitted activities occur or if
habitat is removed or impacted beyond the scope of the work allowed by this Coastal
Development Permit. This monitor shall have the authority to require the applicant to cease
work should any breach in permit compliance occur, or if any unforeseen sensitive habitat issues
arise.

The applicant shall retain the services of a biological consultant or arborist with appropriate
qualifications acceptable to the Executive Director to monitor all oak trees that will be
encroached upon (Oak Trees #701, #703, #707, and #722), to determine if the trees are adversely
impacted by the encroachment. An annual monitoring report shall be submitted for the review
and approval of the Executive Director for each of the ten years. Should any of these trees be
lost or suffer worsened health or vigor as a result of this project, the applicant shall plant
replacement trees on the site at a rate of 10:1. If replacement plantings are required, the
applicant shall submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, an oak tree
replacement planting program, prepared by a qualified biologist, arborist, or other qualified
resource specialist, which specifies replacement tree locations, planting specifications, and a ten-
year monitoring program with specific performance standards to ensure that the replacement
planting program is successful. An annual monitoring report on the oak tree replacement area
shall be submitted for the review and approval of the Executive Director for each of the 10 years.
Upon submittal of the replacement planting program, the Executive Director shall determine if
an amendment to this coastal development permit, or an additional coastal development permit is
required.
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IV. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS

The Commission hereby finds and declares:

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND SITE VICINITY

1. Detailed Project Description

The applicant proposes to demolish the existing Los Angeles County Probation Department’s
juvenile detention camp called Camp Kilpatrick. All demolition activities will be carried out
within the approximately 7. 1-acre developed area of the project site. All building components,
structures, and foundations of the existing School Building (7,782-sf), two-Sheds (220-sf total),
Administration Building (5,115-sf), 3 Dormitories (16,219-sf total), maintenance Building
(1,740-sf), Laundry/Warehouse Building (2,160-sf), and Gymnasium (3,321-sf) will be
completely removed. All utilities, mechanical and electrical equipment, piping, conduit, etc.
feeding to these structures will also be removed. Additionally, existing asphalt concrete
pavement used for the parking lot and the internal service road, as well as the asphalt concrete
for the sports courts will be removed. A total of 39-parking spaces on the parking lot will be
removed during this demolition. All other hardscape including 9-brick planters and remaining
walkways will be removed. The cumulative paved area to be demolished is approximately
45,796-sf. Approximately 190-cy of fill will be imported to level the grade where foundations
are removed. Also the project proposes the addition of 14-ft high perimeter fencing where the
project abuts an adjacent youth probation facility, Camp Miller. Vegetation communities within
the 7.1-acre demolition area include ornamental plantings (3.1-ac), non-native grasslands (0.1-
ac), ruderal (0.1-ac), in addition to developed areas (3.1-ac). Demolition will not impact any
Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHAs) or sensitive wildlife species. Demolition
activities will have minor encroachment into the protected zones of four California live oak trees
that have branches overhanging the security perimeter fence.

A storage and staging area will be established on the existing baseball field located in the
northeastern portion of the project site. The swimming pool will remain in place as will the
kitchen facilities that currently serve both Camp Miller and Camp Kilpatrick. The fencing is
proposed to be added to ensure security around Camp Miller after buildings between the two
camps are removed.

The development considered herein is the first phase of a larger project. After all facilities are
demolished and the site is cleared, the second phase is planned for the development of a new
camp facility in the same footprint. A subsequent coastal development permit application will be
filed for the second phase. After demolition activities have been completed, the LACDPW will
hire a design-builder who will be responsible for preparing detailed grading and construction
plans and building new facilities for Camp Kilpatrick.
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2. Location, Vicinity, & Surrounding Development

The project site, Camp Kilpatrick, is located on a 67-acre parcel at 427 Encinal Canyon Road, in
the Santa Monica Mountains area of unincorporated Los Angeles County (APN 4471-003-900)
(Exhibits 1-3). Camp Kilpatrick has been in use since 1962 as a Los Angeles County Juvenile
Probation Camp. A similar facility, Camp Miller (APN 4471-004-902), is located immediately
adjacent to and just south of the subject site. Three adjacent parcels (APN’s 4471-004-903, -904,
-905) are physically connected by shared infrastructure to the Camp Kilpatrick parcel (APN
4471-003-900) and all five-parcels are owned and operated by Los Angeles County Probation
Department. Collectively, these five-parcels comprise nearly 142-acres of an alluvial valley near
the base of natural hillside terrain and the confluence of several natural drainages within the
upper reaches of the Zuma Canyon watershed. Within this valley, Camps Kilpatrick and Miller
and the associated shared infrastructure (roads, drainage channels, on-site wastewater treatment)
are the sole developments.

The surrounding area is largely undeveloped (i.e., undisturbed hillsides) with variable slopes.
Parcels of National Park Service, State Parks, County, and private lands are interspersed
throughout the surrounding area. The Zuma/Trancas Canyons area, under the jurisdiction of the
National Park Service, is located approximately 0.25-mile south of the Project site boundary at
the closest point. Developed land uses within approximately 0.5-mile of the developed portion
of Camp Kilpatrick include an equestrian facility (0.25 mile to the north); scattered large-lot
single-family residences (0.2-mile to the northeast); viticulture beginning approximately 0.3-mile
to the northeast; and the Malibu Country Club, a public 18-hole golf course, which is 0.4-mile to
the west at the closest point.

3. Physical Site Characteristics

The subject site is located in an alluvial valley near the base of natural hillside terrain and the
confluence of several natural drainages. Existing storm water drainage improvements serving
the subject site include a concrete-lined trapezoidal channel that runs north to south; located
immediately to the east of the demolition area, this channel collects runoff from the drainages to
the northeast and from within Camp Kilpatrick via a series of catch basins/drainage inlets,
concrete V-ditches, and underground storm drain pipelines. This primary drainage channel
continues to the south, and passes underground where it traverses the parking lot serving Camp
Miller and Encinal Canyon Road, and eventually outlets immediately south of Encinal Canyon
Road. A drainage structure that collects runoff from the canyon areas and associated drainages
to the northwest is located immediately outside the demolition area to the northwest. The
Biological Constraints Survey referenced in the Substantial Documents identifies 1,873-sf
(0.043-ac) of the dry-bottom channelized drainage as possessing sufficient criteria to meet
Coastal Commission requirements for wetland designation. This assessment is based upon the
presence of wetland hydrology and the presence of an identifiable streambed and bank, and the
presence of hydrophytic vegetation within and along portions of the concrete drainage channels
north of Encinal Canyon Road (species identified was Mulefat, Baccharis salicifolia, at 60%
cover). Camp Kilpatrick’s demolition area is restricted to dry-land areas within the existing
facility. No impacts from the demolition project are expected on the adjacent portions of the
channelized Zuma Canyon Creek drainage, which are entirely outside of the demolition limits.
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Camp Kilpatrick and Camp Miller utilize the same water supply and wastewater treatment
systems. A 500,000-gallon potable water tank is located near the top of an approximate 100-
foot-high slope to the west of Camp Kilpatrick, which provides water and ensures adequate fire
flows and volumes at the camps. The water tank is owned and maintained by the County. In
addition to the water tank, Camp Kilpatrick and Camp Miller are provided potable water via the
Las Virgenes Municipal Water District water main connecting to the camps near the northeast
corner of Camp Kilpatrick. Wastewater generated by both camps is conveyed via underground
pipelines to a self-contained wastewater package plant located immediately south of Encinal
Canyon Road, about 700-feet south of Camp Kilpatrick.

4. Trails on Property or in Vicinity

Consistent with the Camp Kilpatrick’s location within the Santa Monica National Recreation
Area, there are existing trails nearby. There are no existing bicycle or hiking trails within or
connecting directly to either Camp Kilpatrick or Camp Miller. However, approximately 250-ft
southwest of Camp Miller is the Zuma Ridge trailhead, which is 0.4-mi from the Backbone
Trailhead (BB 18), managed by the Santa Monica National Recreation Area.

5. Visibility from Public Viewing Location

There are no officially designated or eligible State or County scenic highways near the subject
site vicinity. The subject site is not visible from the nearest scenic highway, SR-23, due to
distance and intervening topography. The probation camps are briefly visible from a few
sections of the nearby Backbone Trail.

6. Environmentally Sensitive Habitat

The existing developed portions of Camp Kilpatrick's demolition site are landscaped with mostly
non-native turf lawns, ornamental shrubbery, and several non-native trees (e.g., pines, Modesto
ash). There are no oak trees or significant stands of native vegetation within the proposed
demolition area(although there are four oak trees just outside the footprint). The vast majority of
the Camp Kilpatrick’s grounds not developed as buildings are either Jawn or asphalt. Moreover,
because the subject site demolition footprint avoids oak trees and other native vegetation, the
demolition site does not, therefore, contain any environmentally sensitive habitat areas (ESHA).
In addition, proposed demolition will not result in any new vegetation clearance in offsite areas
and will not result in any loss of ESHA. The proposed demolition will remove 11-trees (2-pine
trees, less than 12-in. diameter, and 9 other non-native trees, less than 12-in. diameter).

In the Santa Monica Mountains, the Los Angeles County Fire Dept. requires a 200-ft fuel
modification (on-site) and/or brush clearance (off-site) zone from combustible structures. In this
case, the fuel modification/brush clearance requirement has been established and maintained for
decades. Additionally, the demolition project will not modify the existing fuel modification
boundary. Therefore fuel modification/brush clearance required for the proposed project will not
result in impacts to environmentally sensitive habitat areas that are located on the site outside of
the demolition area.

Past Commission Action
The subject site has no prior Coastal Commission permitting activity.
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B. WATER QUALITY

Section 30231 of the Coastal Act states that:

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, minimizing alteration of natural streams.

The Commission recognizes that new development in the Santa Monica Mountains has the
potential to adversely impact coastal water quality and aquatic resources because changes such
as the removal of native vegetation, the increase in impervious surfaces, and the introduction of
new residential uses cause increases in runoff, erosion, and sedimentation, reductions in
groundwater recharge, and the introduction of pollutants such as petroleum, cleaning products,
pesticides, and other pollutants, as well as effluent from septic systems.

The subject property is located within a defined watershed, the Zuma Canyon watershed.
Implementation of the proposed project, while not the construction of new development, would
result in the removal of foundations and paving (i.e., impervious surfaces) and vegetation, thus
exposing more pervious surfaces. This would allow for more infiltration of runoff than can
currently occur on the site as developed. However, the demolition of all buildings and hardscape
along with placement of fill material within excavation areas will increase the risk of erosion and
downstream sedimentation due to the disturbed areas and loose, bare soil being exposed such
that it can be removed from the site by wind and runoff. Additionally, during the
implementation of the project, building materials, concrete, debris, trash, and toxic substances
could be introduced to the watershed by wind or runoff.

Therefore, in order to minimize the potential for such adverse impacts to water quality and
aquatic resources resulting from runoff both during construction and in the post-demolition
stage, the Commission requires the incorporation of interim erosion control measures to ensure
that erosion and sedimentation is avoided during the demolition activities. Further, interim
erosion control measures must be maintained on the project site after the demolition is completed
and before future development is constructed on the site, including permanent drainage facilities.
Additionally, the Commission requires the applicant to seed all areas of the site disturbed by the
proposed demolition with native grass or annual species within 30-days of the completion of
demolition and grading, unless construction of new facilities has commenced. Finally, the
Commission requires the applicant to implement construction best management practices during
demolition to ensure that all materials are handled properly in order to avoid impacts to water
quality.
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The following special conditions are required, as determined in the findings above, to assure the
project’s consistency with Section 30231 of the Coastal Act:

Special Condition 1: Interim Erosion Control Plans and Construction Responsibilities

Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project, as conditioned, is consistent with
Section 30231 of the Coastal Act.

C. OAK TREE PROTECTION

Section 30240 states:

(a}  Environmentally sensitive habitat areas shall be protected against any
significant disruption of habitat values, and only uses dependent on such
resources shall be allowed within such areas.

(b}  Development in areas adjacent to environmentally sensitive habitat areas
and parks and recreation areas shall be sited and designed to prevent
impacts which would significantly degrade such areas, and shall be
compatible with the continuance of such habitat areas.

Section 30250(a) of the Coastal Act states:

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

Section 30251 of the Coastal Act states:

The scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas shall be considered and protected
as a resource of public importance. Permitted development shall be sited and
designed to protect views to and along the ocean and scenic coastal areas, to
minimize the alteration of natural land forms, to be visually compatible with the
character of surrounding areas, and, where feasible, to restore and enhance
visual quality in visually degraded areas. New development in highly scenic
areas such as those designated in the California Coastline Preservation and
Recreation Plan prepared by the Department of Parks and Recreation and by
local government shall be subordinate to the character of its setting.
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1. Protection of Oaks

As previously described, the area of the site where the demolition will be carried out is
extensively developed. There are no oak trees located within the demolition area. As such, the
proposed demolition will not be within oak woodland ESHA. However, just outside of the
Camp’s [4-foot tall security perimeter fence and beyond the demolition area, there are 88
California live oaks (Quercus agrifolia) within 200-feet of the impact footprint. Given the
relatively undisturbed nature of this oak woodland, it meets the Coastal Act definition of
environmentally sensitive habitat area. As such, pursuant to Section 30240 of the Coastal Act,
any development adjacent to this area must be sited and designed to prevent impacts which
would significantly degrade the oak woodland. Additionally, as required by Section 30250,
development can only be approved where it will not have impacts on coastal resources. Further,
oak trees are an important component of the visual character and scenic quality of the area and
must be protected in order to ensure that the proposed project is consistent with that visual
character, as required by Section 30251 of the Coastal Act.

Each of the 88-oak trees has been identified and assessed as part of the biological survey. Of
these 88-oak trees, only four oaks are in close enough proximity to potentially be harmed during
demolition activities. These four oak trees are identified as #701, #703, #707, and #722 by the
Oak Tree Report referenced in the Substantive File Documents. These four oaks all have trunks
in excess of 8-in. diameter, and #701, #703, and #722 are listed as having a “Good” or
“Excellent” rating, while #707 has a “Poor” rating in the Oak Tree Report.

Per Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning’s Oak Tree Ordinance, the protected
zone is 5-feet beyond the drip line or 15-feet from the truck, whichever is greater. For the four-
oak trees #701, #703, #707, and #722 closest to the demolition area, portions of the leaf canopy
of these oak trees arc over the 14-foot security fence and some branches overhang a small
fraction of a few Camp building roofs. This means that portions of the protected zones of the
four-oak trees #701, #703, #707, and #722 extend above the footprint of buildings proposed to be
removed. As proposed, demolition and removal of the buildings and their concrete slab
foundations will be carried out within the protected zone of these four-oak trees. Thus, a minor
encroachment within the protected zone of these four coast live oak trees will occur during
demolition activities, but no construction of permanent development is proposed within any oak
protected zone. The provision of an ESHA buffer of no less than 100 feet from the oak
woodland ESHA on the project site will need to be addressed in the design of the future
replacement structures planned for the project site,

Oak trees are easily damaged. They are shallow-rooted and require air and water exchange near
the surface. The oak tree root system is extensive, stretching as far as 50-feet beyond the spread
of the canopy, although the area within the “protected zone” (the area around an oak tree that is
five feet outside the dripline or fifteen feet from the trunk, whichever is greater) is the most
important. Oaks are therefore sensitive to surrounding land uses, grading or excavation at or
near the roots and irrigation of the root area particularly during the summer dormancy. Improper
watering and disturbance to root areas are the most common causes of tree loss. Oak trees in
residentially landscaped areas often suffer decline and early death due to conditions that are
preventable. Damage can take years to become evident and by the time the tree shows obvious
signs of disease it is usually too late to restore the health of the tree.
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Obviously, the removal of an oak tree results in the total loss of the habitat values of the tree.
Encroachments into (in other words, portions of the proposed structures, or grading will be
located within) the protected zone of an oak tree can also result in significant adverse impacts.
Encroachments of development will result in impacts including, but not limited to: root cutting
or damage, compaction, trunk or branch removal or trimming, changes in drainage patterns, and
excess watering. Changes in the level of soil around a tree can affect its health. Excavation can
cut or severely damage roots and the addition of material affects the ability of the roots to obtain
air or water. Soil compaction and/or pavement of areas within the protected zone will block the
exchange of air and water through the soil to the roots and can have serious long term negative
effects on the tree. Further, the introduction of development within an oak woodland will
interrupt the oak canopy coverage and will lessen the habitat value of the woodland as a whole.
The impacts to individual oak trees range from minor to severe lessening of health, (including
death) depending on the location and extent of the encroachments.

In order to ensure that oak trees are protected so that development does not have impacts on
coastal resources and so that the development is compatible with the visual character of the area,
the Commission has required, in past permit actions, that the removal of native trees, particularly
oak trees, or encroachment of structures into the root zone be avoided unless there is no feasible
alternative for the siting of development.

2. Project Consistency

The Oak Tree Report, listed in the Substantive File Documents, indicates that no oak trees are
present on the demolition site and 88-oak trees are located off-site in the immediate vicinity of
the proposed project. The proposed project includes encroachment into four-oak tree protected
zones (5-feet from the outer limits of the tree dripline or 15-feet from the trunk, whichever is
greater) during demolition.

a. Oak Tree Encroachment

The project includes encroachments within the protected zone(s) of four-oak trees on the site in
order to carry out the demolition, including excavation and removal of slab foundations and
utilities.

Two dormitories are located within the protected zone of trees #701, #703, #722. The applicant
does not propose to remove or prune any oak branches as part of the project. Further, the
applicant proposes to avoid impacts to oak tree roots to the maximum extent feasible. According
to the project consultants:

...the roots of those trees are assumed to grow up to the foundations, but likely do not
penetrate the concrete building foundations. Equipment used for building removal will
be stationed to the east of the buildings well outside of the oak tree protected zones.
Buildings will be demolished by pulling them down toward the east, away from the oak
trees that border the dormitories to the west. Similarly, removal of the foundations will
be accomplished by breaking up concrete with a jackhammer and carefully pulling pieces
of the concrete out of the area with a front loader (or similar piece of construction
equipment) that has a back hoe attachment. To the extent practicable, portions of the
foundation that may touch tree roots will be broken up and removed using hand-held
jackhammers (rather than a jackhammer attachment on a heavy construction vehicle) and
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removing the broken pieces by hand. Removal of the foundations in this manner is
expected to have a minimal effect on the overall health of the adjacent oaks.

With respect to tree #722, its protected zone extends into the demolition limits on the eastern
side of the site. However, an 8-foot deep, 19-foot wide trapezoidal concrete storm drain channel
separates the tree and the demolition area which is assumed to prevent any roots from extending
to the west of the storm drain. Therefore, due to the presence of this storm drain channel
between the tree and work area, no impacts to the actual root zone of the tree is expected.

Given the location of the individual oak trees on the site, there are no siting or design alternatives
that can be feasibly employed to avoid or reduce encroachment impacts to the trees. In this case,
the proposed encroachment(s) are relatively minor and no permanent development is now
proposed within the protected zones. Further, the existing structures on site are barriers that have
likely retarded oak tree root extension into the demolition limits. As such, no significant tree
roots are expected to be encountered in the removal of these barriers.

While the encroachment(s) may adversely impact the oak trees, it is unlikely that it will
significantly injure the trees’ health or result in their death. However, such health and vigor
effects may take several years to reveal themselves. In order to minimize such impacts and to
provide mitigation for the loss or diminished health of any of the impacted trees, the Commission
requires the applicant to provide monitoring of oak trees on the site where development will
encroach within their protected zones, for a period of no less than 10 years. If the monitoring
reveals that any of these four trees die or suffer reduced health or vigor, replacement trees must
be provided as mitigation.

b. Oak Tree Protection Measures and Monitoring

Finally, the Commission finds that impacts to oak trees on the project site will be minimized by
employing protective measures during project construction. The applicant shall foilow the oak
tree preservation recommendations contained in the Oak Tree Report referenced in the
substantive file documents. Additionally, the Commission requires the applicant to install
temporary protective barrier fencing around the protected zones (5-feet beyond dripline or 15-
feet from the trunk, whichever is greater) of all oak trees and retained during all construction
operations. If required construction operations cannot feasibly be carried out in any location
with the protective barrier fencing in place, then temporary flagging must be installed on all oak
trees to ensure protection during construction. Further, the Commission requires that a
biological consultant, arborist, or other resource specialist shall be present on-site during all
demolition, grading or other operations on site that are located within 25-feet of any oak tree and
shall be directed to immediately notify the Executive Director if unpermitted activities occur or if
any oak trees are damaged, removed, or impacted beyond the scope of the work allowed by this
coastal development permit. This monitor will have the authority to require the applicant to
cease work should any breach in permit compliance occur, or if any unforeseen sensitive habitat
issues arise,
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The following special conditions are required, as determined in the findings above, to assure the
project’s consistency with Sections 30240, 30250, and 30251 of the Coastal Act:

Special Condition 2: Oak Tree Monitoring

Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project, as conditioned, is consistent with
Sections 30240, 30250, and 30251 of the Coastal Act with regard to oak tree protection.

D. LocAL COASTAL PROGRAM (LCP) PREPARATION

Section 30604(a) of the Coastal Act states that:

a) Prior to certification of the local coastal program, a coastal development
permit shall be issued if the issuing agency, or the commission on appeal, finds
that the proposed development is in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3
(commencing with Section 30200) of this division and that the permitted
development will not prejudice the ability of the local government to prepare a
local coastal program that is in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3
(commencing with Section 30200).

Section 30604(a) of the Coastal Act provides that the Commission shall issue a Coastal
Development Permit only if the project will not prejudice the ability of the local government
having jurisdiction to prepare a Local Coastal Program, which conforms to Chapter 3 policies of
the Coastal Act. The preceding sections provide findings that the proposed projects will be in
conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3 if certain conditions are incorporated into the
projects and are accepted by the applicant. As conditioned, the proposed development will avoid
or minimize adverse impacts and is found to be consistent with the applicable policies contained
in Chapter 3. The following special conditions are required to assure the project’s consistency
with Section 30604 of the Coastal Act:

Special Conditions | and 2
Therefore, the Commission finds that approval of the proposed development, as conditioned, will
not prejudice the County of Los Angeles’ ability to prepare a Local Coastal Program for this area

which is also consistent with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act, as required by Section
30604(a).
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CDP 4-12-088 (Camp Kilpatrick)

E. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

Section 13096(a) of the Commission's administrative regulations requires Commission approval
of a Coastal Development Permit application to be supported by a finding showing the
application, as conditioned 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 a proposed development from being approved if there are feasible alternatives
or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen any significant
adverse effect that the activity may have on the environment.

The Commission incorporates its findings on Coastal Act consistency at this point as if set forth
in full. These findings address and respond to all public comments regarding potential
significant adverse environmental effects of the project that were received prior to preparation of
the staff report. As discussed above, the proposed development, as conditioned, is consistent
with the policies of the Coastal Act. Feasible mitigation measures, which will minimize all
adverse environmental effects, have been required as special conditions. The following special
conditions are required to assure the project’s consistency with Section 13096 of the California
Code of Regulations:

Special Conditions | and 2

As conditioned, there are no feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available,
beyond those required, which would substantially lessen any significant adverse impact that the
activity may have on the environment. Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed
project, as conditioned to mitigate the identified impacts, can be found to be consistent with the
requirements of the Coastal Act to conform to CEQA.
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APPENDIX 1: SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS

1.

2,

10.

11

12,

13.

14.

General Plan for the County of Los Angeles; prepared by Los Angeles County Dept. of
Regional Planning, dated 1980

Real Estate Due Diligence Report, Initial County Package; prepared by Towill Surveying,
Mapping, and GIS Services, dated May 2012

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment; prepared by Ninyo & Moore, Geotechnical and
Environmental Sciences Consultants, dated July 26, 2012

Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration, Screencheck; prepared by BonTerra
Consulting, dated Aug. 2012

Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration, Draft; prepared by BonTerra Consulting,
dated Sep. 2012

Appendix A: Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis: CalEEMod DATA
Appendix B-1: Biological Constraints Report

Appendix B-2: Plant Report

Appendix B-3: Jurisdictional Delineation

Appendix B-4: Oak Tree Survey Report

Appendix C: Phase [ Cultural Resources Assessment

Appendix D: Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation

Appendix E-1: Phase I Environmenlal Site Assessment

Appendix E-2: Pre-Demolition Asbestos Abatement Report

Appendix E-3: Lead-Based Paint Inspection Report

Appendix E-4: Hazardous Materials Demolition Report

Nouce of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration; prepared by Los Angeles County
Dept. of Public Works, dated Sep. 2012

Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration, Final, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program, Response to Comments, and Errata; prepared by BonTerra Consulting, dated Nov.
2012

Geotechnical Investigation, Updated Preliminary Report; prepared by Ninyo & Moore,
Geotechnical and Environmental Sciences Consultants, dated Nov. 15, 2012

Technical Project Drawings, Make-Ready Set; prepared by Los Angeles County Dept. of
Public Works, dated Sep. 7, 2012

Technical Project Drawings, Make-Ready Set; prepared by Los Angeles County Dept. of
Public Works, dated Jan. 14, 2014

FT TR e R0 oPR

. Summary of Biological Studies and Impact Analysis for the Camp Kilpatrick Replacement

Project; prepared by BonTerra Consulting, dated March 6, 2014
Response to Notice of an Incomplete Application; prepared by BonTerra Consulting, dated
March 24, 2014
Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Notification; prepared by BonTerra Consulting, dated
Feb. 5, 2014
a. Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration; prepared for California Dept. of Fish &
Wildlife
b. Application for Department of the Army Permit; prepared for U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers
c. Section 401 Water Quality Certification Application Form; prepared for Los Angeles
Regional Water Quality Control Board
Oak Tree Survey for the Camp Kilpatrick Replacement Project; prepared by BonTerra
Consulting, dated Sep. 7, 2012




TABLE

EXISTING CAMP KILPATRICK LAND USES

Existing Land Use Size {sf) Commaents

Buildings

Dormitories (3% 16,219 (lotal) Accommodales up lo 125 minor detainees

Administration 5,115

Gymnasium 3,321 E;i.lg;)na%ul:sn ;'ellnw-tagged (unfit for

School 7.782 Classrooms and office space

Modular Classrooms (2) 1,950 (total)

Laundry and Warehouse 2,160

Maintenance 1,740

Sheds (2) 220 (total)

Kilchen and Dining Hall 6,371 g’:j’ggm“:e”'l’,}{e?a’“p Kilpairick

Subtotal Existing Bulldings 44,878

Outdoor Facilities®

Multi-purpose Field 47,000 Irregularly shaped grass area

Sports Court 12,720 Asphalt paved

Swimming Pool and Deck 5,225 Existing facility to remain

Ball Field 21,380

Subtotal Outdoor Facilities ~86,325

Other Land Uses

Surface Parking 18,200 (39 spaces) Asphalt paved

Hardscape and Landscape 138,050

Undeveloped Open Space® 220,128

Subtotal Other Land Use ~376,378
Project Site Total (;fgggf;s)

sf: square feet
a

Includes two main dormitories located along the westem side of the Project site and one dormilory for residents with
medical and other special needs located along the eastern side of the site,

Size of existing outdoor facilities measured on current aerial photographs wilh ArcGIS, a geographic informalion system.
Undeveloped open space within 11.7-acre Project sile boundary defined for purposes of this ISIMND.

Sources: Ninyo & Moore 2012a; Anderson Environmental 2012a

Table of Existing Camp Kilpatrick Land Uses

Camp Kilpatrick
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California Sagebrush Scrub
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Oak Tree Rool Protection Zone
[ Proiect Demaiition Limits
: D Oak Tree Survey Area

Oak Tree Impacts - Demolition Exhibit10
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D Survey Area
Jurisdictional Features

Soil Test Pit
CDFG
USACE
Open Water

e & R, T I 4 N T “#  Source: Aerials Express 2011

USACE and CDFG Jurisdictional Resources Exhibit 12
Camp Kilpatrick )

R NI
TA
H

10

ALIF
OA
M

oM

o
S

' s




D Survey Area
[ california Coastal Commission

California Coastal Commission Jurisdictional Resources
Camp Kilpatrick




D Survey Area
Nalional Wetlands Inventory Dala
PEM/SSA - Freshwater Emergent Wetland
B PEMA - Freshwater Emergent Wetland
Bl PSSIFOA - Freshwaler Forested/Shrub Wetland
I R4SBA- Riverine

¥ T

Source: Aerials Express 2009

National Wetlands Inventory Exhibit 14
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Site Plan of Camp Kilpatrick Juvenile Detention Center

Jéd X 1990

.

A Dormitory

B Dormitory

Gymnasium (Yellow Tag)
Kitchen/Cafeteria Building (Excluded from Demo Scope)
School Building
Administrative/Control Building
Special Housing Unit (SHU)
Modular Classroom 6

Modular Classroom 7

10. Maintenance Building

11. Laundry/Warchouse Building
12. Shed

13. Shed

. . .

Annotated Aerial Image Exhibit 156
Camp Kilpatrick
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Photograph 1: View facing northwest of Camp Kilpatrick administration building.

Photograph 2: View facing north of site buildings, parking areas, and driveways.

Site Photos (#1 - #36) Exhibit 17
Camp Kilpatrick
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Photograph 3:

Photograph 4:

View facing south of site buildings, parking areas, and driveways.

View facing south at site buildings and central softball field.
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Photograph 5:

Photograph 6:

View facing southwest of the kitchen and dining building.

View of the interior of a typical dorm structure.
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Photograph 7:

Photograph 8:

View facing west of the site across the central softball field.

View of the interior hallway of the administration building.
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Photograph 9:

Photograph 10:

View facing west at the swimming pool.
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Photograph 11: Gymnasium. View looking southwest.
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Photograph 12: Shared Kitchen and Mess Hall. View looking west.
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Photograph 13:
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Photograph 14: ie facing west of the site across the central softball field.




C Ao |
Photograph 16: Administration Building. The original Administration building is the left wing, the right wing was
added in 1973. View from main driveway, looking northwest.
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Photgraph 17: Camp driveway east side: looking north.
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Eastern drainage: Looking south from a culveri al the drainage feature located just east
of the ball field.

=

Culvert at eastern drainage: Looking north at a culvert/drainage feature located just east
of the ball field.
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Ball field draimige: Looking east from a culver adjabenl to the ball field. ‘
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Culvert trap ch ing south fro Ivert at the concrele trapezoidal channel
adjacent to the ball field.

Off-Site Photographs #5 Exhibit 18
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Just north of the Encinal Road and iIIer Probation Camp Drive intersection.

South of Encinal Road andeast of the wastewaler treatment facility.

Off-Site Photographs #6 Exhibit 18
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Aerial Image showing Coastal Zone Boundary
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MAP OF THE SITE

PHOTO KEYMAP OF CAMP 5
KILPATRICK REPLACEMENT FACILITY /

1. SITE ENTRY POINT
(FROM RIGHT OF WAY)
2. SITE ENTRANCE AND
EXISTING KITCHEN

3. WEST SIDE

4. NW CORNER OF SITE
5. MULHOLLAND/ZUMA
RIDGE INTERSECTION
6. NE CORNER OF SITE
7. EAST SIDE

8. LOOKING NORTH
(EXISTING POOL ON
HILL)

9. LOOKING EAST
(HILLSIDE AND FENCE)
10. LOOKING SOUTH
(EXISTING KITCHEN
AND FENCE)

EXISTING SITE
PLAN, NOW
DEMOLISHED

SCALE I" = 200’



































