


ATTACHMENT ONE: 
RESOLUTION



RESOLUTION 
THE REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
PLAN NO. RPPL2016000547 

 
 
WHEREAS, in compliance with the California Coastal Act of 1976 as amended to date, 
the County of Los Angeles has prepared amendments to the certified Local Coastal 
Program (LCP) for the Santa Monica Mountains Coastal Zone; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Regional Planning Commission of the County of Los Angeles (Regional 
Planning Commission) conducted a public hearing on May 25, 2016 to consider the Santa 
Monica Mountains LCP amendments (Plan No. RPPL2016000547); and  
 
WHEREAS, after closing the public hearing on May 25, 2016, the Regional Planning 
Commission passed a resolution recommending that the Board of Supervisors (Board) 
signify its intent to adopt the Santa Monica Mountains LCP amendments; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board conducted a public hearing on August 2, 2016 to consider the 
Santa Monica Mountains LCP amendments; and  
 
WHEREAS, after closing the public hearing on August 2, 2016, the Board passed a 
motion indicating its intent to approve the Santa Monica Mountains LCP amendments, 
with the inclusion of additional text and zone changes that had not been previously 
considered by the Regional Planning Commission; and 
 
WHEREAS, in its motion on August 2, 2016, the Board referred the additional text and 
zone changes back to the Regional Planning Commission for consideration and 
environmental analysis to determine environmental impacts; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Regional Planning Commission considered the Board’s additional text 
and zone changes on September 28, 2016; and 
 
WHEREAS, in addition to the findings in the Regional Planning Commission’s Resolution 
from May 25, 2016, the Commission finds as follows: 
 
1. Proposed additional text changes to Section 22.44.690 of the Santa Monica 

Mountains Local Implementation Program (LIP) would allow the Director of 
Regional Planning to refer a cease and desist order, notice of violation, or permit 
revocation to the Regional Planning Commission to consider a five-year ban on 
any application being filed for the subject property. This is intended to serve as a 
disincentive to conducting unpermitted or illegal development. This provision 
would comply with Section 30240(a) of the California Coastal Act (Coastal Act) 
because it would discourage unpermitted and illegal development, which thereby 
prevents potential damage to sensitive habitat areas.   
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2. Proposed additional text changes to Section 22.44.950 of the LIP would place 

limits on when an emergency oak tree permit can be issued. The revised provision 
would allow an emergency oak tree permit to be issued only when a tree in a 
hazardous or dangerous condition is within 200 feet of a structure or improvement, 
or when a tree on a vacant parcel of land poses a threat to public property or 
utilities, or when a tree is destroyed by natural disaster. It would also allow the 
Director of Regional Planning to consider other cases of emergency on an 
individual basis. The revised provision would comply with Section 30240(a) of the 
Coastal Act and the Santa Monica Mountains Land Use Plan (LUP) policy CO-99 
because it would discourage oak tree removal and help preserve oak trees to the 
maximum extent feasible, thereby preventing disruption to environmentally 
sensitive habitats. 
 

3. Proposed additional text changes to Section 22.44.820 of the LIP would limit the 
type of development that could qualify for a “repair and maintenance” exemption 
from the LIP. The proposed change would clarify that any repair and maintenance 
that adds to or expands any structure would not be eligible for the exemption, and 
would therefore be subject to the LIP. This complies with Section 30610(d) of the 
Coastal Act and LUP policies regarding new development including CO-74, CO-
76, and CO-77. The revised provision would require that any repair and 
maintenance activities that did not meet the exemption criteria would be processed 
as new development, and would therefore be subject to LIP provisions. 
 

4. Proposed additional text changes to Section 22.44.1810 and 22.44.1830 would 
ensure that habitat protection policies are applied even when habitat has been 
damaged or removed inappropriately as a result of legally permitted development. 
This would comply with Section 30240 of the Coastal Act and LUP policy CO-40, 
because it would require that sensitive habitat areas are given the highest level of 
protection required, even when they have been removed or damaged through 
legally permitted development. 
 

5. Proposed additional minor text changes to the LUP and LIP would not 
substantively alter standards, and therefore would comply with Coastal Act and 
LUP policies. Text changes are proposed to increase noticing requirements so that 
at least 15 parcels of real property are notified. This may, in some cases, expand 
the existing 1,000-foot radius notification requirement. The proposed text changes 
to LUP Map 8 and LIP subsection 22.44.840.CC.1.l would correct minor 
typographical errors. 
 

6. Additional parcels are proposed to be re-designated to open space. These parcels 
were specifically acquired by the National Park Service and the Mountains 
Recreation and Conservation Authority to be used as dedicated open space areas. 
Re-designating these parcels to the Open Space-Parks (OS-P) land use category 
and the Open-Space-Parks (O-S-P) zone would ensure that any future 
development would be limited to primarily low-intensity, resource-dependent uses. 
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a. The proposed open space zoning would be more restrictive than the
parcels’ current Rural Lands (RL) and Rural-Coastal (R-C) designations. 
Because the parcels would be changing to a less intense land use, it would 
be unlikely to cause an increased demand for water supply for fire 
protection. Further, LIP subsection 22.44.840.L requires any new 
development to provide proof of adequate water supply for fire protection.  

b. Preserving these lands as open space would be in the interest of public
health, safety, and general welfare, because it would protect sensitive 
habitat areas from incompatible development. These zone changes also 
comply with Section 30240(a) of the Coastal Act and LUP policies CO-45 
and CO-121, because they would limit the type and intensity of 
development, thereby preserving large blocks of undisturbed natural open 
space, habitat linkages, and wildlife habitat areas. 

7. An additional two parcels are proposed to be re-designated to the Commercial
Recreation – Limited Intensity (CR) land use category and the Resort and
Recreation (R-R) zone. Both parcels contain theater facilities, which are non-
conforming with the current RL land use and R-C zoning. Re-designating
Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 4440-006-005 and the eastern portion of APN
4440-006-021 to the CR land use category and R-R zone would make the existing
uses properly conforming to LIP requirements.

a. The proposed zone changes would allow for a wider range of recreational
uses than are allowed under the current RL and R-C designations. 
Accordingly, it is possible that these zone changes could result in a need 
for greater water supply for fire protection. It should be noted that these 
parcels are already developed, and are therefore already required to have 
an adequate water supply for fire protection. From this, it is inferred that any 
future development on these properties would also be able to obtain 
sufficient water supply. 

b. These zone changes are consistent with Section 30250 of the Coastal
Act and LUP policies LU-1 and CO-156. Any new development allowed by 
these zone changes would be located within an existing developed area 
that is able to accommodate it. Additionally, the theater uses contained on 
these properties help encourage a range of recreational experiences within 
the Coastal Zone.   

8. Seven parcels in the Tuna Canyon area (4448-005-023, -024, -025, -026, -027, -
032, and -035), which the Board directed the Department of Regional Planning
and County Counsel to investigate, are recommended to remain as open space.

9. The Board’s changes to the Santa Monica Mountains LCP amendments are
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intended to strengthen resource protection, correct typographical errors, and 
correct and update zoning, and would not have significant environmental impacts. 
These changes are also consistent with the Coastal Act, the LUP, and the 
Countywide chapters and elements of the County of Los Angeles General Plan 
adopted October 6, 2015. 
 

10. Sections 30500 through 30522 of the Public Resources Code, and the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), provide that the process of preparing an LCP, 
and amendments thereto, is functionally equivalent to the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Therefore, the County is not required to 
prepare a CEQA document for the proposed LCP amendment. Individual 
development projects, however, are not functionally equivalent to, or exempt from, 
CEQA requirements. Development projects shall continue to be required to 
undergo complete CEQA review, which may include a full EIR. 
 

11. 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, CA 90012. The custodian of such 
documents and materials shall be the Section Head of the Community Studies 
West Section, Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. 

 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Regional Planning Commission recommends 
to the Board of Supervisors of the County of Los Angeles as follows: 
 
1. Find that the Board’s changes to the LCP amendments are consistent with the 

County of Los Angeles General Plan, the California Coastal Act, and the Santa 
Monica Mountains LCP. 
 

2. Find that the Board’s changes to the LCP amendments do not pose significant 
environmental impacts. 

 
3. Signify its intent to adopt an ordinance containing modifications to Title 22 (Zoning 

Ordinance) to amend the Santa Monica Mountains Local Implementation Program 
(Plan No. RPPL2016000547), which includes the Board’s additional text and zone 
changes. 
 

4. Signify its intent to adopt a Plan Amendment to amend the Santa Monica 
Mountains Land Use Plan (Plan No. RPPL2016000547), which includes the 
Board’s additional text and zone changes. 

 
5. Submit the amended Santa Monica Mountains Local Coastal Program, which 

includes the Board’s additional text and zone changes, to the California Coastal 
Commission for its review and certification. 
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I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by a majority of the voting 
members of the Regional Planning Commission on the County of Los Angeles on 
September 28, 2016. 

__________________________ 
Rosie O. Ruiz, Secretary 
Regional Planning Commission 
County of Los Angeles 
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