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SENI OR DEPUTY DI RECTOR DAMM Hello, if | can have your attention, the
time being five after six, | think we are going to get started now.

First of all, | would like to wel cone everyone. | appreciate your

attendance, and | ook forward to hearing what comments you have, with regards to
the draft Land Use Plan that the Coastal Conmi ssion staff has prepared.

First of all, just so you know, ny name is Chuck Danm | amthe Senior
Deputy Director for the California Coastal Conm ssion, responsible for the
Ventura, Long Beach, and San Diego offices.

Gary Timm who is sitting to ny left at the end of the table here, will be
nmaki ng a presentation, in which he will go over sone of the major points of the
draft Land Use Plan that the staff has prepared.

But, our intent is not to spend a lot of tine by staff going over the Land
Use Plan, but rather to hear fromyou folks, and to hear what it is that is of
interest or concern to you regarding the draft Malibu Land Use Pl an that the
Coastal Commi ssion staff has prepared.

A couple of logistic things, just in case you haven't noticed, the
restroons are located outside the building to ny left, the nen and the wonen, or
the boys and the girls as it says. Al so, froma logistic standpoint, we wll
have to conclude this nmeeting by not later than 9:30. W have to be out of the
buil ding at 10:00 o' clock, and we have to put away all of the chairs, and the
equi prent that is in the room so we need, approxinmately, a hal f-hour to get
everyt hi ng put away.

Also, if you wish to speak tonight, there are speaker slips on the table
at the back of the room There is also one or two staff people back there that
can assist you. Please be sure to fill out one of the speaker slips, and subnit
it to them so that we have a record of those persons who spoke tonight.

And, if you have any witten coments that you want to provide, certainly
when you conme up to the mcrophone, feel free to hand those comments to one of
the staff people here. W will keep a file of all witten conments that we
receive at the neeting tonight.

| think that concludes ny introductory comments. | will turn it over to
Gary Timm and he is also going to introduce several of the staff people that
are here.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TI MM Thank you, and thanks for comi ng, folks.

Just, again, before we get started, | want to rem nd people, we do have
speaker slips in the back that we would |ike people to fill out, if they would
like to speak toni ght, because we are keeping a tally of the nunber of people
who want to speak, and that is howwe will have to limt the anmount of tine that
is avail abl e, based on the nunber of speaker slips that we have.

Currently, we think we can allow four m nutes per person, possible a
little bit nore, but let's try to keep it to four mnutes to start, because
there may be people who are coming fromwork, and may be arriving later, so we
also want to allow sone tine to hear fromthose folks.

Al so, we do have a court reporter here tonight, Priscilla Pike, and she is
reporting the nmeeting. W wll have a transcript avail able, and you can contact
nysel f, or just contact our Ventura office if you would Iike to receive a copy
of the transcript. | will give you the phone nunber now, area code
805. 585. 1800, so you can just call in and | eave your nanme and address. There



will be a charge. | amnot sure what the charge will be. W wll have to see

how | ong the docunent is, and then we'll let you know at that tine.

Again, | want to enphasize that the purpose of this neeting is to receive
your comments regarding the draft Land Use Plan which was prepared by the staff
of the Conmi ssion, in accordance with the requirenments of Assenbly Bill 988,

whi ch added Section 30166.5 to the Coastal Act. And, AB 988, in effect,

requi red the Commission to prepare an initial draft of a Land Use Pl an, and
submt it to the city by January 15, and then to certify as a Local Coasta
Program which is the entire LCP, which includes the inplenentation portion, by
Sept enber 15, 2002.

| do want to enphasize that the docunent before you tonight is a draft.

It will be subject to hearings before the Coastal Conm ssion in Novenber, and we
assume, again in January.

W will consider the comments that we receive. W assune we will be
maki ng revisions to the Land Use Plan. W may not, depending on the nunber of
coments we get, we nmay not be able to make a | ot of changes before the Novenber
heari ng before the Conmm ssion, but between then and January, we will also be
consi dering comments, and we will also be considering the comments that the
Conmi ssi on makes itself.

The docunent that ultinmately comes out of the Commission after January --
| also want to stress -- is also a draft docunment, and it is not a final Land
Use Plan. W do want to make sure that the Conmission is confortable with what
they are transnmitting to the city, and it will be the docunent that we wl
start with, to begin working on the inplenmentati on phases well.

Again, we are interested, prinmarily, tonight in receiving your conments,
and we would like those conmments to be directed toward the draft Land Use Pl an
as nmuch as possible. The contents of the plan, the relevant issues that it
raises. There is limted tine for staff to respond, and we probably will not be
responding, unless it is sonething we can give a quick answer to, or
clarification, because we nmainly want to hear from your fol ks tonight.

We don't intend to discuss the politics that surround Assenbly bill 988.
W don't intend to discuss prior draft docunents that have been subnmitted and
circulated. W only intend to discuss the draft Land Use Pl an whi ch has been
rel eased by the Conmi ssion.

Before | speak to a few of the issues that | have becone aware of, and
have noticed in the | ocal papers over the |ast few weeks, | do want to introduce
sone of our other staff nmenbers that are here. | introduced Priscilla Pike, the
court reporter, earlier.

On ny right is Melanie Hale, Supervisor in the Ventura office, and next to
her is Jack Ainsworth, another Supervisor in the Ventura office. Chuck Danmm
previously introduced hinself, and next to Chuck is Barbara Carey, a staff
anal yst who worked on the draft Land Use Plan. Prinarily, Barbara and nyself,
put together the plan, with coments fromother staff nenbers. W also have a
few other staff nenbers that are sitting in the audi ence, and hel ping out in
back, handi ng out speaker sli ps.

Let nme go on and just briefly address sonme of the issues that have been
brought up and referenced in sone of the |ocal papers, anyway, and speak to the
Land Use Pl an.

Rel ative to visitor-serving designations, the Land Use Pl an does all ow for
a greater anount of visitor-serving uses in the plan than is currently existing
inthe city's general plan. In particular, certain properties within the civic
center area have been recommended for redesignation to CV, or a visitor-serving
use.

Under this designation, which is a designation that already exists in the
city, a range of uses would be permtted. Those uses would include hotels and
nmotels, in sone cases other restaurants, various shops and so forth. It is not
a mandatory requirenment, though, that only a hotel or notel can be the permtted



use on any parcel within the city. That is the city's deternination under the
Local Coastal Programonce it is certified. It will be the city's decision as
to what uses are permtted in a particular designation

However, the Coastal Act does provide for certain uses, certain priority
uses, and anong those are visitor- serving uses, and in that respect we did feel
that there needed to be a few properties that were designated for that use.

Regarding, the civic center, in particular. W are aware of the specific
plan that the city has been involved in negotiating. W also realize that that
plan is not a done deal yet. But, we also feel that the nost effective neans of
handling the I and use issues within the civic center is by a specific plan.

W did not want to be responsible, at the staff level, for witing a
specific plan ourselves. W wanted to leave that to the city. W did put sone
paraneters in the Land Use Plan regarding the uses that would be allowed in the
civic center in the specific plan. W are certainly open to suggestions on the
conponents to that plan, and will consider that, as well.

Al'so, as far as that approach to the civic center specific plan, it would
be sonething that woul d cone back to the Comrission at a later date, as an
amendnent to the LCP, if it is not taken care of within the next year, or so,
within the final docunent.

| wanted to address the Malibu Bluffs site, and the Crunmer site, as well.
As | think everybody knows, the Conmi ssion and the State Departnent of Parks and
Recreation have wanted to find a new hone for the ball fields for a nunber of
years now. And, we, again, are also famliar with the draft devel opnent
agreement that is under negotiations with the ower of the site, or Crumer or
his representative.

And, we have, in a neeting with the city mybe a year, or so, ago --
don't renenber when -- and also in discussions with State Parks, and
representatives of the Crunmer site, we are supportive of that concept, and we
do have sone concerns that we have expressed, relative to the prelimnary site
pl ans we have seen for the Crumer site. W think there is too nuch grading at
this point. W think sone of the lots are |ocated where there could be sone
significant viewinpacts fromthe State Park, itself.

But, we are supportive of that concept, and we did, in the draft Land Use
Pl an we rel eased, designate the Crunmer site for visitor-serving, and we did
that because, again, simlar to the civic center, it is not a done deal yet. W
don't want to be designating that site for all residential use, and then not
have an agreenent reached that would provide for the ball fields to be noved to
that site.

W are, however, though |ooking at a way in which we can revise the Land
Use Plan to allow for that agreement, sonething that would nore reflect the
concept of the devel opnent agreenent as it is currently being worked out, but
yet woul d have sonme form of reservations, or sone requirenents that woul d not
al | ow devel oprment of residential units to go forward until the agreenment is
conplete. W are not quite sure howto do that now W are talking with our
attorneys, and it is sonething that we are considering, though. And, | do want
to assure the fol ks here that we are supportive -- as | said earlier -- of that
particul ar concept.

Regar di ng Poi nt Durme, there has been sone statenents relative to parking
in a past agreenent that was reached between the Conmi ssion and the city on
Point Dune. And, our policy in the Land Use Plan, relative to parking at Point
Dune, sinply recomends -- and this is a recommendati on -- recomends conti nued
coordination by the city with State Parks to provi de access and parking
consistent with efforts to restore, enhance, and protect the sensitive resources
of Point Dune. So, we think the recommendation in the Land Use Plan is
consi stent with the agreenent reached with the city.

There has been a statenent that we have noticed that seens to suggest
that the Land Use Plan requires a sewer in the city. The Land Use Pl an does not



do that. There are Policies 7.19 through 7.21 allow a sewer to be proposed in
the city. The city would have to initiate the process.

The policy states that any sewer proposed would have to neet certain
requi renents. It could not be growh inducing. It would have to be sized to
neet the anount of growth allowed in the Land Use Plan. It must protect
resources, and nost inportantly, it nust be approved as an anendnment to the LCP
by the Conmission. So, the Land Use Plan does not require a sewer in any way,
any shape or form

This is not a major issue, but there were sonme comments nmade relative to
tenporary events, and sone statenents that under the policies in the Land Use
Plan a birthday party on the beach would require a permit. WIlIl, again, this is
not true. The LUP sinply incorporates the Conmm ssion's guidelines on tenporary
events, which have al so been incorporated into the Coastal Act, have been
distributed to all local governnents over the years, and they are sinply there
as an aid to |l ocal governnent to determ ne when permts would be required, but
nore inportantly, to identify the instances when an event woul d be exenpt.

And, these guidelines are actually quite liberal in exenpting tenporary
events on the permit. You would have to fence off a portion of the beach; you
woul d have to charge adm ssion; you would have to hold an event between Menoria
Day and Labor Day before a permit would be required. So, | just wanted to
clarify the intent of those poli cies.

Al so, as far as exenptions, disaster rebuilds have al ways been exenpted
under the Coastal Act, and in fact allow an increase in size of up to 10
percent. There are some other requirenents: that a rebuild has to occur in the
sane location on the site, and be for the sane use, but those structures that
are destroyed by storns, fires, have al ways been exenpt frompermts. |In fact,
in 1993, after the fires in Malibu, we passed on the authority fromthe
Conmmission to the city staff to make that determ nation, so fol ks would not have
to cone to us to get it.

Finally, regarding public access, the Land Use Plan, essentially,

i ncorporates the standards and objectives for siting and | ocating public
accessways that were included in the 1986 Land Use Plan that was certified for
Los Angel es County.

Where there are policies in the Land Use Plan that state an access
easenent or dedication, an offer of dedica- tion shall be required, there are
also policies in the Land Use Plan that deals with the requirenent to consider
rel evant court decisions, such as the Nollan decision of a nunber of years ago,
and ot her court deci sions.

The city as the pernmtting agency, will have to be able to denobnstrate
there is a nexus between the devel opnment and an inpact on public access before
they would be able to require such an easenent.

Also, | want to stress, that within the access policies within the Land
Use Plan, and also within the resources section of the Land Use Plan, there are
nunerous requirenments that the provision of access be bal anced with the
protection of resources.

And, we are certainly, again, interested in your comments tonight, but I
did want to nake those points that is all | have to say at this tine. Again, if
there is tinme, we will try to respond to your coments, but we nmainly want to
hear from you

| see we need -- we have 40 speaker slips, and so just under four m nutes
per person, so having said that, we'll let you folks start. And, Melanie wll
call off the name of the individual, and if you would cone up and state your
comrents, we would prefer it if you would w thhold appl ause, or boos -- even
though it is Halloween. |If you could do that, then nore people will be able to
speak, and it will also be easier for Priscilla to report your coments.

Staff will also be keeping a tiner --

[ Audi ence Response ]



I"'msorry. | amnot on the mcrophone, now, but Jack will be keeping
time. There is alittle light up here that will indicate when you' ve got 30
seconds left, and when it turns red your tinme is up

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Al right.

The first speaker will be Katie Lichtig, followed by Barry Hogan, and
Stacy Richens, and then Jack Evans, in that order

Katie Lichtig, please.

And, when you cone to the mke, if you would state your nanme for the
record, for the court reporter, please.

MS. LICHTIG Good evening, ny nane is Katie Lichtig. | amthe acting
Cty Manager for the Gty of Malibu, 23555 Civic Center Way, Malibu
At the request of the city council, | amhere, along with the planning

director, Barry Hogan, to take advantage of the city's first opportunity to
coment on the Coastal Commission's draft LUP. The city staff, and the city
council, are disappointed that there has been little, or no, effort to engage
the city's assistance during the devel opnment of this LUP. This is true, even
t hough the city produced a draft LUP | ong before the Coastal Conmi ssion
conpleted its draft, and devel opnent, of the docunent that is before us, and
even though the city offered repeated offers of assistance.

Not only is it unfortunate, but we believe that it contradicts the
fundanmental tenets of the Coastal Act. The Act states, and | quote:

"To achi eve nmaxi mum r esponsi veness to | oca

condi tions, accountability, and public

assessability, it is necessary to rely

heavily on | ocal governnent, and | oca

| and use pl anni ng procedures and enforcenent.

End, quote.

As a practical matter, in order for the Coastal Act to work, the city nust
be involved in the devel opnent of the Local Coastal Plan. To date, the city's
efforts to be involved in the devel opment of the Local Coastal Plan devel oped by
t he Coastal Conmi ssion has been in vain.

To exclude the city in the preparation of this docunment is a gross
oversight, in our opinion, and in direct conflict with the stated precepts of
the California Coastal Act.

Mal i bu believes that effective inplenentation of the Coastal Act is built
upon a foundation of |ocal |and use policy. The Act recognizes that

i mpl enentati on nust occur with city support. It recognizes control of |oca
| and use decisions rest with the city. It is the cities which enforce and
i mpl ement the policies of the Local Coastal Plan, not the state. It is the

cities who are the first line in dealing with the conplicated issues of
protection, access, and devel opnent in the coastal zone.

As we all know, the city is located entirely within the coastal zone.

This community cares deeply about the coast, the hillsides, and the environnent;
noreover, this comunity has a strong record of protecting these resources from
over developnment. Malibu is a city which has a general plan which already
enbodi es nost, if not all, of the Coastal Act requirenents.

Mal i bu asked on nunerous occasions to be an active participant in the
preparation of this draft, and this draft as nmandated by AB 988. (bviously, we
did not ask for AB 988. It was forced upon the city by the state |egislature.
Even then, the city council directed staff to work with the Coastal Conmi ssion
staff in preparation of the plan. At every point the city's participation
while offered, was rejected, or ignored.

| amstill trying to figure out who is better to help in the preparation
of a Local Coastal Plan than the |locals? This being said, we nust nove forward
from here

Cty staff, and concerned citizens of Mlibu, have spent countless hours
anal yzing the Conmission's draft Land Use Plan. This notebook contains only a



portion of the reviewto date. So far, the city council has held two hearings
to gather coments from Malibu's concerned citizens regardi ng the proposed draft
LCP. This draft evaluation incorporates the analysis conpleted by staff, as
wel | as the thoughtful input fromconcerned citizens.

Qur revieww Il continue, as will the city council's efforts to obtain
i nput fromtheir constituents.

I would like to ask Barry Hogan, our planning director, to outline broadly
the concerns that have been identified with the Local Coastal Plan draft from
t he Coastal Conmi ssion.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

Barry Hogan.
MR, HOGAN. Thank you, Katie.
| amBarry Hogan. | amthe planning director for the Cty of Malibu

The draft LUP is replete with detailed regul ati ons which are way beyond
the Coastal Act requirenments. Appointed state officials have no authority to
determ ne, for exanple, that only one accessory structure should be allowed on a
residential parcel. No policy in the Coastal Act dictates that a guest house
nmust be limted to 750-square feet. W feel that the draft LUP far oversteps
its bounds.

The draft LUP al so proposes exactions, which have already been settled
agai nst the Coastal Conmission in court. The city cannot legally take the 10-
foot wi de easenent you want every beach-front property, where there is a single-
famly hone, to be built.

The draft Land Use Plan needs to be consistent with the Coastal Act,
respect current settlenment agreenents, and follow the decisions of the court in
this area.

The Coastal Conmi ssion has conpl ai ned about Mlibu days at its neetings.
This draft LUP, if adopted as proposed, nakes every deci sion subject to appea
to the Coastal Conmission; therefore, it does not represent any hope for relief
from Mali bu days.

The Cty of Malibu has provided the Coastal Conmission staff with a draft
Local Coastal Plan which underwent public coments, and reflected the policies
in Malibu' s general plan, consistent with the Coastal Act. To date, coasta
staff has turned a deaf ear to the city's effort, and we hope that in addition
to reviewi ng the conments contained in the binder which I will give to you, the
Commi ssion will also take a serious |ook at the Local Coastal Plan prepared by
the city, and previously transmtted to the Conmm ssion.

Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

Stacy Richens, followed by Jack Evans, please.

M5. RICHENS: Good evening, ny nane is Stacy Richens. And, | amthe
assi stant regi onal comm ssioner of Region 759 of the Anerican Youth Soccer
Organi zation. You may know us as AYSO. | amcertain that many of you have
ei ther played AYSO soccer, or have children who did, or who perhaps currently
do.

Since 1969, AYSO has provided a fine, high quality sports experience, for
tens of mllions of children in the United States. This year, approximtely,
400, 000 California children, and young adults, age 5 to 19 are enrolled in AYSO
In Malibu, our regular season begins in August, and is followed by a | eague
season, and an all-star season, that extends into the spring. During those nine
nmont hs, AYSO provides quality recreation experience for California children
without regard to their place of residence, or their ability to pay. |In fact,
my own famly lives in Agoura Hills, but we play here at Bluffs Park

If the Local Coastal Plan is adopted as drafted, | am concerned that ny
children, and thousands of other California children, will [ose the soccer
fields at Bluffs Park forever.



And, that speaks to this point |I respectfully rmake tonight: Mlibu Bluffs
Park, which is the honme field for nost of the AYSO soccer teans based in Malibu
is used by dozens of teans, and hundreds of California soccer playing children
Bluffs is not just used by Mlibu children

Just to give the Coastal Conm ssion an idea of the super-regional nature
of soccer at Bluffs Park, in just the |ast four years, AYSO teans from Moorpark
Thousand Caks, Agoura, Westlake, Pacific Palisades, Sim Valley, Newbury Park
Whodl and HiIls, and Val encia have played at Bl uffs.
In 1998, there were even teans from Sweden and Germany, who played at AYSO
mat ches agai nst Cal i forni a- based AYSO t eans.

So, the bottomline is if Bluffs Park is allowed to revert to sage brush,
chaparral, and bluff-top trails, as the draft of the Local Coastal Plan
contenpl ates, then thousands of California Children, not just Mlibu children

will lose the five premer scenic soccer fields that we share with Little
League, and Pony League basebal |
I n speaking of sharing, | would like for the California Coastal Conmi ssion

to recogni ze that AYSO al so shares the Bluffs Park soccer fields with Pop \Warner
footbal |l players, who hold sone of their pre-season scrinmmages there.

Many of these California football players are bused in from Conpton, or the
Crenshaw di strict of downtown Los Angel es.

Turning Bluffs into an uninproved field for passive recreation, or worse
an RV park, will deny thousands of California children access to playing on well
mai ntain, well manicured, beautiful grassy fields that are scarce everywhere,
but especially in the inner-city of Los Angel es.

As a California, and not a Malibu soccer Mom | don't care about the
constitutionality, or the unconstitu- tionality of the Coastal Conm ssion, and
am not really concerned about which previous Local Coastal Plans were certified,
and whi ch were not.

As a California soccer Mom-- and | assure you there are plenty of us -- |
am concerned that these premier fields at Bluffs Park will be lost to our
California children if the Local Coastal Plan is adopted as currently drafted.

Inits 2001 strategic plan, the California Department of Parks and
Recreation lists as one of its missions, and | quote:

"Creating opportunities for high quality
out door recreation.”

| respectfully suggest that Bluffs, as it currently exists, is fulfilling
that m ssion for nore California children than it would if it were turned into
an RV park.

Long live soccer, and football, and baseball, and softball at Bluffs Park

Thank you.

MR EVANS: H, ny nanme is Jack Evans. That is a hard act to foll ow,
Stacy. | amalso here to speak about the Bluffs Park

As a past conmi ssioner of AYSO and current president of Little League, |
feel like | amrepresenting the famlies here in Malibu, and on any given
weekend you can see, nmaybe, 900 kids in the fall for soccer, and 400 for
basebal | in the spring.

| think the point is, | grewup here in Malibu. There wasn't a need for a

park, because we had about 2000 people here. Today, we are a full-sized urban
community, and we need that park. The government has shown us enough studies
that the way to keep kids off drugs and of f the streets are through organized
sports, and we have an incredi ble organi zed sports programhere. And, | can't
imagine losing it, and | don't feel that any political body has the right to
deprive us of organized sports in Mlibu.

So, even if the Bluffs, in the future, will have a different utilization
in the short term we can't afford to |l ose playing fields, and we need at |east
the Bluffs for a period of tine until sone of the alternatives can be devel oped
and we can have playing fields here in Mli bu.



Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

Frank Basso, foll owed by Laura Rosenthal, and then John Wall

MR BASSO Good evening, ny nane is Frank Basso. | amrepresenting the
Mal i bu Townshi p Council, which | am president of this year

The MIC can support sone of the Septenber 2001 policies; however, the
foll owi ng are recommendati ons for changes that we would like to see inplenented.

Mal i bu offers its visitors a unique and natural recreational experience.
Si nce an abundance of manmade recreational facilities are available in the Los
Angel es area, and as consistent with the coastal priority of protecting natura
resources, Malibu's natural resource areas shoul d be protected.

Most of the Malibu visitors come for the day fromgreater Los Angel es
areas. The renainders are traveling enroute to Los Angel es, Ventura, and Santa
Barbara. Malibu's existing notels, and the Adanson project will provide
adequate facilities for them

We recomrend that the Crummer site remain RR2, rather than CV2, which
would allow a hotel. It is adjacent to the Bluffs Park, which is very inportant
to everybody in this community, and would visibly affect the park, which would
be identified by the Santa Monica Bay project as a visibly unique site for the
Sant a Moni ca Bay.

The heavy access, or enphasis on coastal access is out of balance wth
other coastal priorities of resource protection, and access consistent with
protection of property rights. The Nollan and Dol an court decisions limt the
permtting agency's ability to exact easenents in return for a permt. This
needs to be acknow edged in the access chapter. Public access should not be
al |l oned i n ESHAs.

Par ki ng on the inland side of PCHis unsafe, and should not be all owed.

We do not support devel oping canp sites along trail routes, because of the
hazard canping would be with fires. Canping should be in parks with rangers who
can control these problens.

We do not support the requiring of shoreline access every 1000 feet.
Mal i bu al ready has many beach sites, inland parks, and accessways for public
use. The Nollan and Dol an decisions linted the agency's ability to require
easenments. Accessways nust be safe to both the user and the property owner, and
shoul d be properly naintai ned, and who is going to pay for all of this?

W support the stringline policies for beach front devel opnent. W
support bluff setbacks, and the requirenments for construction of shoreline
protection devices. W recomend inclusion of the beach rear-yard overlay from
the city's Section 9216.

Conmmercial floor ratio, reconmended by the city is .15. You have
reconmended .25. That over does it.

MIC supports an environnental review board that reports directly to the
deci si on- maki ng body.

We support shielding of night lights.

MIC supports protection of native trees, and other plants in our area.

We recommend a mninmumof -- that people with their property can have one
resi dence, one guest house, as well as recreational amenities, such as a pool or
tennis court, depending on the size and sl ope.

MIC has | ong supported a | agoon managenent plan. W reconmend Trancas
Creek, and the nouth of Zuma Creek, seaward side of the Pacific Coast Hi ghway to
be protected.

W support many of the waste-water managenents; however, P-322 prohibiting
gar bage di sposals is too restrictive and should be renoved. |If people want to
pull up their cesspools and pay for punping, then let thempay for it.

Thank you very much for your tinme

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

Laura Rosent hal



MS. ROSENTHAL: Good evening, ny nanme is Laura Rosenthal. | ama Little
League board nmenber, and | amal so a parks and rec conmi ssioner for the Gty of
Mal i bu.

And, | amreally here this evening -- | didn't wite anything down, but
I've been thinking about this a lot, and | have read the LCP, and nany of the
comments that the city staff has done also, and | want to talk in generalities
this evening, because | think it is very inportant that we, the citizens of
Mal i bu, have a say in this.

And, though | understand that the Coastal Conmi ssion is concerned with
visitor-serving activities, the people of Malibu are concerned with resident-
serving activities and things. And, | think that we need to find a bal ance
between the two. W can't have all of one, and we can't have all of the other
| understand that Malibu belongs to all of the citizens of this country, and it
is a beautiful place, but we live here, and we pay for the upkeep of this, and
we cannot | ose the very precious few recreational activities and places that we
have now.

And, basically -- as | amsure you know -- we are tal king about Bluffs
Park, and then we do have the high school that we use for AYSO and Little
League, and sone of our other baseball activities.

What you are asking us to do is to give up the little that we have for the
famlies of Malibu, and the children of Malibu, so that we nmay serve visitors.
Bluffs Park serves visitors and residents of Malibu right now There are 70, 000
cars that go through Bluffs Park every nonth, and to take that away, and to say
we have to have, you know, open chaparral, we have to have this as the chil
cookoff site, we can't have that, this is our town. W need to have activities,
active recreation activities for the citizens of our city.

And, as a parks and rec conmissioner, | am dedi cated, and we are all --
all five of us -- are very dedicated to preserving that. W have nmany, nany
nore famlies in Malibu, and children than we used to have. W don't want them
to feel that they have to drive to Santa Monica to be able to play, to go to
parks, to go to play grounds, to be able to play in AYSO or Little League, or
any of the other sporting activities.

So, we -- as | said before -- are dedicated to keeping and findi ng ways
that we can have both resident- serving, and visitor-serving activities.

Thank you.

MR WALL: | amJohn Wall, and | do agree with nost of the comments that
have been nade so far, and probably will be nade. M remarks are focused on
four very specific and small itenms, because they are probably itens that won't

be picked up by sonebody el se.
On page 8, ItemD. sub (c) it reads:
"Maxi mum public access to and al ong the
coast and maxi mum public recreationa
opportunities in the coastal zone consistent
wi th sound resources conservation principles
and..."
And, | would like to take the word "and" out, and put in a comma.
"...constitutionally protected rights of
private property owners."
And, | would like to put a conma.
“...and public safety."
There is a second one on page 9 of the sanme kind, in Item(2) at the top
where it reads:
"Where conflicts between one of nore
policies of the Land Use Pl an occur
such conflicts nust be resolved in a
manner whi ch on bal ance is the nost
protective of significant coastal



resources. "

And, | would Iike to add after that,
"...while protecting public safety."

The reason is, is that although the Coastal Commi ssion doesn't seemto
have an obligation for public safety, the Cty of Milibu does, and although you
have picked it up on sone places, for exanple, on page 13 there are severa
references to public safety. There are many ot her places through the whole
docunent where it isn't nentioned, and it is a key factor, and | think it needs
to be put in right up front, where everybody sees it, and where it would apply
to everything.

My second conment deals with page 60, Item 3.69, and it reads:

"Crop, orchard, or vineyard uses in

conjunction with an existing or new

single fam ly residence..."

And, | have an orchard. It is comercial, and | have a single-famly residence.
"...may be permitted only within the

irrigated fuel nodification area required

by an approved fuel nodification plan for

t he approved structure."

| can't figure out what that neans, because | don't have any
approved structure except what the Coastal Conmi ssion approved in 1973. | don't
have any fuel that | know of. The field was chaparral when | noved there, and
is now nore or less protected fromfire by that.

So, whatever it is that is neant there, really needs to be clarified.

On page 125, there are sone restrictions on parking on the coast highway,
and on the nature of the cross nountain roads, except for Kanan Dune.

The problem | have with those is those are both requirenents placed on
Caltrans, not the Cty of Malibu. The coast highway, the city has no

jurisdiction over, nor does it have on Encinal Canyon -- not Encinal -- Decker
Canyon, which is what? Route 23?
And, therefore, | think those things should be renoved fromthe city's

pl an, and the Coastal Conmi ssion shoul d nake whatever adjustnents it wants with
their agreenents it wants with Caltrans, because they have the authority.

And, finally, the docunment is nore than 100 pages |ong, as you know. It
contains nunmerous policies init. It reads very nmuch Iike the Malibu genera
plan in the detail that is involved.

And, one characteristic of the Malibu general plan is that of the 470 or
so requirenents in there, only about 20 percent have ever been enforced. And,

the reason is, really, fairly sinple. It is so conplicated, nobody ever can
read it. It is probably hardly anybody who has ever read the entire docunent.
So, | really would Iike to see you shorten, or sinplify the thing, so that

it is sinmple enough we can read, and provi des gui dance, and not infinite
details.

Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

The next three speakers, in this order, will be Carolyn Van Horn, Efrom
Fader, and Bill Carson.

M5. VAN HORN: Carolyn Van Horn, and | am speaking for the Mlibu Township
Counci |

Access and recreation, the Coastal Act encourages visitor-serving
facilities that are scaled and designed to be conpatible with the existing
comunity character. Mlibu offers a unique recreational experience, that of
nati onal recreational areas, as opposed to mannade recreational facilities,
whi ch are abundantly available in the Los Angel es area.

Because of the fragile environment, a balance nust struck between
preserving those natural anenities -- which is a Coastal Act priority --



providing for recreational facilities, and public health and safety -- which is
a city responsibility.

And, | might add here, that it is docunented that there are over 13
mllion visitors to our beaches every year, and that nunber is increasing. You
can check with the life guard, right.

And, nost of those are people -- and | would say, if you go to the Zuma
Beach, you will see there are fanmilies, Hspanic families. It is only 40
m nutes, or so, for themto get froman urban area out here to an undevel oped,
pretty nmuch, where you' ve got the nmountains and the ocean and you have this very
rural character. They don't cone out here to go shopping. They cone out here
to experience the beach.

And, up at Zuna Beach, where primarily nost of these visitors are, you
have the protection of the health and safety. You have life guards. You have
sheriff, and you have the facilities of eating, and of the restrooms, and so on

So, | think that is very inportant that the Coastal Conm ssion understands that
there is a high visitor-serving already in this area
Overni ght, the accomobdations -- experience over nmany years, indicates

that there are two basic groups of visitors to Malibu. The first is nade of
residents of the greater L.A area, who conme to Malibu for the day. These
visitors do not use overnight facilities. This group nakes up the majority of
visitors -- which I just referenced -- to the coastal zone, who enjoy the
natural amenities of the beaches and nount ai ns.

The second group is made up of those who travel through Malibu enroute to
either L.A or Ventura. Eighty- sone percent of the traffic on PCH is comuter

The nunber needi ng overnight facilities is nodest. There are sufficient
overni ght accommodations within 30 mnutes travel time north, or south, of
Mal i bu that provides much broader services. Malibu's existing notels, and the
approved Adanson hotel project, will provide adequate facilities for these
visitors.

We recomend, therefore, that the zoning on the Crumer site adjacent to
Bluff Park, remain RR2, rather than Cv2 which allows a hotel. The federally
funded five-year EPA study, Santa Mnica Bay Restoration Project Study,
identifies the Bluff Park site as one of two environnentally and visually uni que
sites on the Santa Monica Bay, and | woul d encourage you to access that study,
because there was a ot of research that went into there.

Al so, the Crunmer site has a long history of abandoned high density
proj ects because of the risks of water percolation, destabilization of the bluff
above Malibu Road, and because it is in an Al quist Priola earthquake zone.

Publ i c access and recreation, the Coastal Act's three priorities are
protection of natural resources, balanced utilization of coastal resources, and
nmaxi m zati on of public coastal access consistent with protection of property
rights.

W find the current draft's enphasis on coastal access, and provision of
recreational facilities, to exceed the other two priorities, that of resource
protection, and protection of property rights. These three priorities need to
be i nplenmented evenly to neet the requirenent of bal ance

The Nollan and Dol an --

Am | finished?

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: C ose, but keep going. You have a bit --

M5. VAN HORN:  The Nollan and Dol an court decisions linmit the permtting
agency's ability to exact access and easenents in return for pernits. There
nmust be a nexus to the easenent being required on the devel opnent sites.

Again, | would bring attention to the health and safety factor

Thank you.

MR FADER M nane is Efrom Fader, and | am al so speaking for the Mlibu
Township Council, and I would Iike to refer to sonme of the itens in the LCP that

was prepared by the Coastal Commi ssion.



As for the shoreline erosion and protective structures, MIC supports nost
of these policies, in particular 4.26, setbacks for bluff devel opnent; 4.29 and
4.38 pertaining to stringline restriction of seaward extensi on of structures,
decks, patios, and shoreline protective devices; and 4.36 pertaining to
construction of shoreline protective devices.

We recommend that for protection of Broad Beach dunes, 4.31 be anended to
i ncl ude i npl enentation of the Trancas Beach Rear-Yard Overlay D strict, Section
9216 of the Malibu Zoni ng Code.

In 3.42 and 5.16, |imt of the nunber of structures on site, we recomend
this be nodified to allow one main residence and one additional structure for
habi t ati on, guest house, and so forth, plus recreational anenities such as a
corral, pool, and/or tennis court, or simlar type inprovenent, depending on the
site size and sl ope.

The proposed TDC program to allow additional structures on site should
not be inplenented. This provides for preferential treatnent for those who are
willing to purchase TDCs to increase allowabl e nunber of structures, and has
nothing to do with the site's capability of accomodati ng those structures.

As for item7.19, citywi de public sewer, the Malibu Townshi p Council has a
I ong history of strongly opposing a regional sewer system and still does. The
geol ogi cal history of Mlibu, and Mlibu's experience with continual breaks in
t he underground water nmains anply denonstrate the folly of attenpting to provide
waste water treatnment for the Malibu area via conventional collector system
whi ch concentrates treatnent of sewage, and sub- sequent disposal of the
ef f I uence.

The civic center area has a very high water |evel that woul d inpact
underground pipe installation. PCH has many | andslides traversing it, which
could trigger nuch nore devastating sewage spills into the ocean, than would
conme from mal functioni ng individual septic systens.

As for the hillside managenment program Item4.7 and 5.6, the Malibu
subdi vi si on ordi nance establishes a slope density fornula to determ ne | ot areas
for newlots that is applied to property of 10 percent, or greater, sl ope.
Mal i bu general plan use inplenmentation neasure 26 delineates a formula for
calculating structure size, dependent on slope of the site that also is applied
to property of 10 percent, or greater, slope. W recomend that both of these
fornmul as be incorporated in the LUP replacing the recommendation that hillside
nmanagenment eval uation be applied only to properties with slopes of 25 percent,
or nore.

Section 5.24 to 5.32, lot retirenment program MIC does not support the
transfer of devel opnment credit program especially if it is cross-
jurisdictional, that is county to city. W do support a land trust program
whi ch can receive nonetary and | and donations, which afford tax credits to
donors and that provides for direct purchase of properties for use of open space
and recreation and parKks.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: M. Fader.

MR FADER  Restriction of --

I'"msorry.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: You are alnost out of time. | notice you
have detailed comments, and for anyone el se here who does, you can certainly
submt those to us and we will put theminto the record.

MR FADER  Ckay, well, that we will do.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: That will be fine, thank you.

MR FADER  Ckay, thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

Bill Carson.

MR CARSON. Bill Carson, | live at 23233 Mari posa here in Malibu. 1 am
going to hand out this, so you can follow along what | amgoing to tal k about.



And, the issue that | have is the Arizona crossing of Malibu Creek at
Cross Oreek Road. Let ne tell you that it was a great shock to nme to read
Section 3.1 and 3.3, which effectively said the only way you can go across the
creek is with the bridge. WlIl, that seens |like a wonderful idea until you
t hi nk about a bridge.

And, the other factor that | certainly amconcerned about, is this is
dramatically different than our coastal permt which was issued by your agency
in 1996 for the creek crossing. | reconmend that you go back and read that
permt.

For the | ast several nonths we have been neeting with every agency known
to man, it seens, concerning inproving that creek crossing. W have genera
agreenment that the best way to inplenent any crossing, within all of the
constraints that there may well be, is through a series of box cul verts.

Now, why is that crossing inportant to us? It is the only deeded access
to a public road for 34 honmeowners. It is required by the fire departnment. The
fire departnment doesn't like to cone in if they can't get out, and we want them
to cone out.

And, the other thing is, long before the Coastal Comm ssion, and any of us
were around here, that crossing existed. W have pictures in the 1890s of
peopl e goi ng across that crossing.

And, certainly, what we want to do is, certainly, to deal with the Coasta
Conmi ssi on, nake you part of our team and let's get sonething done on the
crossi ngs.

I want to talk a little bit about the bridge, and why | think it is not
the best idea in the world. Your requirenents are a single-span bridge. The
abutnents have to be out of the waterway, and way out. Right now, we sit with a
100-year flood plain at 29 feet above sea level, and if you build a bridge you
are going to nmake an all owance for trees and obstructions com ng through, you
are going to make an all owance for any deck, and superstructure. This estimate
puts our roadbed at el evation of 35 feet.

The bridge length is about 200 feet to do this. Do you realize that the
Mal i bu Lagoon bridge, the piers are 90-feet apart. W are dealing with nore
than twice that anmount. This is a freeway construction project, not a nice
sinple, do-it-yourself bridge project.

The other factor that turns out when you have got a 35-foot high bridge,
it ends up 11 feet above Cross Oreek Road, and 10 feet at Mariposa. So, if you
| ook at the pictures that we have, kind of look at, the bridge kind of goes out
and stops in md-air, and you can see, David Foster can never get into his
house, and if we build a bridge would have to take all, or a good deal of David
Foster's property, a good deal of Bill Wl hoffer's property, and the sane thing
is true on both sides, you know, we shoot right through the nmiddle of Bil
W I aker's property.

To build a bridge would nmean we'd have to acquire four major properties.
That is $10 or $12 nmillion at prices here in Mlibu, just unaffordable, you
know. Even, the state wouldn't do that, although the federal governnent m ght,
but the state wouldn't.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Your tine has run out.

MR CARSON: kay, I'"Il just wap it up and say we want to work with you.
W'd like to neet with you. W will neet with you at any tine, any tine, about
t hi s.

So, thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: The next three speakers, in this order
will be Geoffrey Hunter, Richard Sol, and Sarah D xon, please.

MR HUNTER M/ nane is Geoffrey Hunter. | ama Point Dune resident, and
I am here to address a nunber of points that specifically concern nmy own
property.



My conments are based on ny reading of the plan, and | amnot a | awer
however, | amnot naive, either, and | have had sone rather contentious dealings
with the Coastal Conmission, so | read this stuff, and | can see all types of
probl ems for ne.

| live in an area, which according to the current zoning, is RRL, which is
one unit per acre. M house was constructed prior to 1950. The [ot was
subsequently split in the late '50s so that ny portion of the ot where ny house
sits is approximately one-half an acre. It is also in an area that is currently
desi gnated as an environmental sensitive habitat area.

My concerns are primarily concerning non- conformng use policies in the

plan; restrictions on repairs, naintenance; and |life-extending activities. It
appears life- extending activities could be interpreted to | can't even paint
the house, | can't caul k the windows, | can't replace the roof.

| amin serious trouble if nmy house has extensive fire or ternmte danage,
because | can't rebuild it, as | interpret it. | lose the use of ny property.
The ESHA policies further conplicate ny problems. | really read these -- they
are very confusing. | really can't quite understand and fathom and all, but it
really sounds like big trouble to me. It really conplicates ny historical use

of the property, and historical use that is prior to the Coastal Act.
I recommend that, two, grandfathering take place. Now, people talk about
grandfat hering, and they say grand- fathering is in the plan, but that is bull-

shit -- pardon the | anguage. For exanple, show ny property as grandfathered,
that is what | would like. | amsure there are a ot of other people that have
the sane problem | have, in this room that would |like to see the sane sort of
t hi ng.

The other problem | have is reading the draft plan. There are nmany
sections that are repeated tine and tinme again in the plan, and each tine they
repeat them they change sonmething init. They add sonething, they subtract
sonething. It is really hard to get a thread on this thing.

And, that is ny conments.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

Ri chard Sol
[ No Response ]

I's he not here?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER.  No, he is not.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Ckay, sorry.

Sar ah Di xon.

M5. DIXON: M nane is Sarah Dixon, and | would like to take just a nonent
before | go ahead with ny conments, to point out that the Malibu Coalition for
Sl ow Gowm h has brought a nodel for you to |ook at, that takes a | ook at how we
think you mght be able to do sone increased comerci al devel opnent in the civic
center area, and still allow us to have sone of the anenities that we need, and
also allow us to restore the historic wetlands that exist under- neath the civic
center area, particularly, in view of the fact that so many of California's
wet | ands have been deci mat ed.

W& have sone historical wetlands that are just sitting under fill, and
this is a wonderful opportunity, if you could find a way to facilitate that,
while at the sanme tine conpensating the | andowners, of course, for their |and.
There is noney available in various places, and there will be nore with all of
the bond issues that are com ng up, so we hope you take a good | ook at that, and
take it into your creative center. Thank you.

As to ny own coments, | pretty nuch agree with what everyone has said,
and | would just like to add a few comments to what has been said.

| would like to point out that the Santa Mnica Muntai ns Nationa
Recreation Area extends from Point Migu to Giffith Park, and Malibu is part of
that. W are an inter- jurisdictional national recreation area. And, the
national recreational area, as | amsure you all know, values natural resources,



and natural experiences over commercial recreation in the national recreation
area. You will find that in their plans, and you'll find reasons for it in the
enabling legis- lation that created the national recreation area.

| have great concern about the conmercialization of Mlibu. The reason
for that is pretty nuch what sonme people fromthe Townshi p Council said, that we
serve |ow income people fromeverywhere, and it is a wonderful diversity that
you see, between an area with very high | and values, where it is difficult for
many people to ever expect to live. And, yet, this area is available for |ow
cost, and no-cost, recreational activities. It is just really inportant, and
just hate seeing it comercialized. | don't like the idea of high-cost
| odgi ngs, and high-cost visitor serving in this area. W have as nmuch of that
as we need.

| think that resource-dependent devel opnent coul d perhaps be nore
carefully defined for this area, in terms of what is really needed to serve the
popul ation that enjoys it.

| would like to address 3.65 and 3.66, and this is about trees. | think
it isareally good idea to try to keep our native trees, but I amnot sure that
all owi ng people to pay to put them sonmewhere el se is such a good idea, because
these ESHAs need the trees that are already there.

| amon "yellow' so | will just have to | eave ny coments with you. |
have lots nore. | wll send you nore.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you very nuch

The next three speakers, in this order, John Mazza, Ozzie Silna, and Susan
Jordan --

M5. JORDAN. |'IlIl pass.
COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Then, Marny Randal |l woul d be third.
MR MAZZA: John Mazza. | amrepresenting Malibu Riviera One, Mlibu

Riviera Two, Malibu Riviera Three, and the Point Dune Association, which
represents about 20 percent of the people in Malibu, and we urge you to reject
the policies regarding the Dune Cove, and Paradi se Cove, found on pages 33 and
34 of the draft coastal LCP

The 1976 Coastal Act Section 301075 define environnentally sensitive areas
as, quote:

"Any area in which plant and aninmal life,

or their habitats, are either rare or

speci al |y val uabl e because of the specia

nature and role of the ecosystem and which

could be easily disturbed and degraded by

human activities, devel opnment."

End quot e.

This definition applies equally to both marine and | and resources. The
Coastal Act further requires that these areas be identified and protected from
any | oss, degradation of habitat val ues.

The Mal i bu Santa Monica Land Use Plan, certified by the Coastal Conm ssion
in 1986, recognized the extreme hi gh ecol ogi cal value of Point Dune, and its
need to be protected through the followi ng policies: Policy 51 provided that new
vertical accessway will not be required in areas identified by the LUPs, narine
resources, and area specific policies as being inappropriate for unrestricted
public access.

Such areas are identified in Policies 112, 111, and 116, and include the
beach between Point Dunme and existing areas of devel opnent at Paradi se Cove, the
eastern part of Paradi se Cove. These areas are rocky areas with tide pool Ilife,
and beaches where sea |ion haul outs, seabird nesting, roosting sites, and areas
whi ch are sensitive to increased public use.

I

Policy 112 says:

"There shoul d be no increased access to the



beach between Point Dunme and the existing

area of devel opnment at Paradi se Cove.

Scientific research in such areas should

be encouraged, but unnecessary collection

of speci mens and di sturbance of habitat

shoul d be prohibited."

Policy 112, quote:

"There should be no provision for uncontrolled

public access in the western portion of

Par adi se Cove, as this area provides a natura

protective buffer between the sensitive Point

Dune area, and the nore intensively devel oped

Par adi se Cove."

Policy 116, quote:

"The marine manmal habitat shall not be

altered, disturbed by recreational and other

uses of this area."

These protective policies should be retained and included in the
draft Malibu LCP. Policies on pages 33 and 34, regarding, Point Dune and the
Par adi se Cove area are contrary to the basic tenets of the Coastal Act to

protect the natural resources fromoveruse. |f enacted, they will destroy the
fragil e ecosystem of Point Dune.
Thi s has been approved by the boards of all five -- four organizations.

As a personal conment, 20 percent of the people live on Point Dunme in this
comunity, and they use those beaches, and they are very protective of those
beaches. And, we've nmanaged over the years to nmmintain an active ecosystem down
there, where you can actually have starfishes that aren't haul ed away and taken
to the valley and tacked up to a wall

And, these are very small, little coves. At high tide they are cut off
fromaccess vertically, and we would respectfully request that you protect them

Thank you very rmuch.

MR SILNA: Hello, ny nane is Ozzie Silna, 23301 Pal m Canyon Lane. |
pretty nuch want to followin the footsteps that Sarah D xon had articul at ed
bef or e.

My bi ggest concern is developnent in the civic center area. | have sone
concerns about the draft that was presented in that Table 1, which exists since
1986 LCP does not appear anywhere, and it is a significant docunent in
determ ni ng where ESHAs are, and what ESHAs can do, et cetera, et cetera.

Sone of the mapping that exists in these docunents are not clear enough to
articulate where ESHAs really do exist, and | think a study has to be conducted
to nore clearly identify where ESHAs and di sturbed areas do exist.

In that Malibu is the closest rural area to the nmetropolis of Los Angeles,
with a very limted road access to the ocean, and the area should be protected
fromany excessive anmount of traffic that comes into this area. And, | don't
care whether it be visitor serving, or non-visitor serving, | think the anount
of devel opnment that is projected to occur in the civic center is highly
excessi ve

In accordance with the Coastal Act, as well as the general plan of the
Cty of Malibu, this area cries out to be restored and preserved as part of
Mal i bu's natural resources.

There are constant references to the restoration of the creek, the |agoon
and the ocean, and both of the above referenced docunents, and there are a host
of studies that direct the city to nake every effort to achieve this
restoration, and sone of themare the UCLA Study, February 1999; Malibu Task
Force made a report on February 2001; Heal the Bay reported on a nunber of
studies in a letter dated February 2001; Huffnan and Carpenter nade a report,



al so in February 2001, all suggesting that the general plan of the city, as well
as nunerous itenms in the Coastal Act be foll owed.
The Cty of Malibu General Plan of 1995 reads as follows, conservation
goal s, objectives, policies and inplenentation measures state as foll ows:
"Policy 1.1.6 the city shall..."
and underlined for enphasis,
"restore disturbed sensitive resource areas
to the extent feasible and ecologically
desirable. Note, the Malibu Creek fl ood
plain would be a DSRA if it is nostly a
wet | and disturbed with fill deposits.”
| have significant evidence to show that many of the parcels in the
civic center, including pictorials that will designate to you that since the

Coastal Act was inplenented, there has been an awmful lot of fill put into the
civic center, and I would like you to address those matters in the future.
Thank you.

MS. RANDALL: M nane is Marny Randall, for the record

This is a very conplex plan you've put together, and there are a nunber of
very inportant and interlocking, and interrelating i ssues here, and as you've
seen the concerns of residents that aren't really addressed in the Coastal Act,
itself, but that certainly needs to be taken into account in the LUP, and an
LCP.

And, | would Iike to make a suggestion that -- something |I've been
t hi nki ng about for awhile. W use to have sonething called -- we had CALVO
exenptions for certain areas in Malibu at one tinme. The city has adopted CALVO
finally, and yet through their down-zoning they have renoved nost of their
properties fromqualifying as CALVO, under CALVO, because that had a specific
section relating to | ot size, and zoning.

And, | would Iike to suggest that the city staff and coastal staff work
together to identify existing devel oped nei ghbor hoods, some criteria that should
be applied to eval uati ng proposed devel opnent in those nei ghborhoods, and bring
the -- and then once that criteria is established, and the nei ghborhood's
identified, bring that criteria in those nei ghborhoods before the Conm ssion to
start exenpting single-fam ly residential devel opnent, not on a beach, not on a
bluff, and not adjacent to an ESHA, fromthe requirenents of the Coastal Act, so
that we can start to get some of these projects, single-fanmly residential
projects, noved along a little nore quickly, and give staff, both city staff and
coastal staff, the time to focus on these nore conplicated issues that have nore
to do with comercial devel opnent, beach front devel opnent, and devel opnent in
truly sensitive areas.

Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

The next three speakers, in this order, would be Roy G umer, John Harl ow,
and Douglas O Brien.

[ No Response ]

Are all three here?

MR CRUWER Hi, | am Roy Crumer, owner of the bluff parcel

| wanted to support the devel opnment agreenent that is proposed to take
pl ace between State Parks, the City of Malibu --

Shall | raise this?

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: | just though you mght be nore
confortable, yes. There you go.

MR CRUMWWER  Ckay.

| think that that agreenment will do several things which | think pronotes
the public use of both properties. The state will get back its property, six
acres, for its nore general purpose; the city will acquire about seven acres for
a nore specific recreational purpose that will serve the children both here and



regionally; and the private owner will get a productive use of his property,
consistent with the general plan, which if the eight lots are approved, it is no
nore than we woul d have achi eved by the general plan. So, that devel opnent
agreenent doesn't provide us anything extra for having made the donation

I think, when you consider how val uabl e a resource having recreationa
facilities that serve the community is, you have to realize that so much of how
people travel in this community takes place al ong Pacific Coast H ghway. And,
it is very inportant, particularly, if you are going to have novenent of parents
and children, and concentrating it at a particular location, at a particular
time, to have nanaged flow of traffic in a very safe way.

And, this intersection at Malibu Canyon and PCH is one of the very
significant intersections, and probably ought to be recognized that it is a way
to safely allow parents and children to go to a public place in a safe way.

And, al so, when you have the Adanson Hotel at that sane intersection, it
acconpl i shes the sane thing, a safe nmanagenent of traffic.

One other point, | think that the Adanson Hotel was approved by the
Coastal Conmi ssion back in the md-80s. It was approved by the city in the md-
90s. And, | think that it mght -- even though the hotel is not built yet,
putting another approved property right in front of it, mght actually frustrate
their ability to attract hotel operators to the site, because it mght be a
conpetitive thing that would have a chilling effect on their wanting to have
something in front of them

So, since | know it is your purpose to try to create that kind of access
to the beach orientation, you nmight want to consider that.

Thank you, very much.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

MR HARLOW John Harl ow.

Thank you, M. Timm for returning ny call today, and of course you know
what the first question was, that | asked, was how many cities and counties in
the State of California are requiring an LCP, and how many have been certifi ed,
per haps you can |l ater on coment on that.

But, | want to talk to you about the appeal process, because as | think as
the Gty Planning Director, Barry Hogan, indicated this evening, you have got
422 land use policies, all of which | think are appealable to the Coasta
Conmi ssi on.

And, what bothers nme about the appeal process is the ease of appeal to the
Coast al Commi ssion, which puts, really, our city council, if we accept the LCP
it pretty much as what has been subnmitted to us, puts our city council in a
position of a planning comm ssion, with everything appeal able to the Coasta
Conmi ssion, so your work is going to be cut out for you, and lots of attorneys

will be building in Mlibu, |I amassum ng.
But, I want to just nmake -- if you can, perhaps, coment on the appea
process, here are sone of the things |'ve reached the conclusions on. It

doesn't cost anything to file an appeal with the Coastal Conm ssion, or if
anything a mininmal filing fee, if that is correct? And, is the current cost the
same for all of the various cities and counties? or do you have different Kkinds
of filing fees for appeals based on what the appeal is about? Are there any
restrictions on appeals, at all, to the Coastal Commi ssion, currently with these
cities that have LCPs, as certified by you?

And, then, finally, | guess the bottomline is if the appeal is upheld by
t he Coastal Conm ssion do we end up in courts again? just |ike we do now?

Thank you very rmnuch.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

After M. OBrien, we will take a 10 minute break, before we resune
testi nmony.

MR OBRIEN. Doug OBrien. | ama Mlibu resident, nmenber of the Parks
and Recreation Commi ssion, and | amtal king about the Bluffs Park



In 1978, the Coastal Conmi ssion nandated that the state aid and assi st
Little League in relocating their facilities, which Little League did up to the
Bl uf fs Park.

Si nce we've been there, there has been over $5 nillion of taxpayers' noney
invested in the Bluffs Park to develop it. Now, the Coastal Conmm ssion and the

state want to scrap that $5 nmillion. | feel badly about that.

And, that is the only place we have in Mlibu right now, where we can pl ay
the athletics that we have the baseball, and soccer, and the other sports that
are involved there. And, like an earlier lady said, fromAYSO it is used

regionally by lots of people that cone to this conmmunity.

Now, the state says that they need that whole 94 acres is what that is.
W are using six of it. They also have 1400 acres they just purchased between
Tuna Canyon and Las Flores nmesa. They own 160-acres in Corral Canyon. They own
566 acres Soltice Canyon. How nuch does the state need, that they can't afford
to give up six acres to Malibu Little League? or Malibu baseball? or Malibu

sports?

And, they want to turn that back into -- in a letter I got froma
gentl eman from State Parks, they want to turn it back into coastal scrub and
native vegetation -- and, you know, people flock to Malibu to | ook at coasta

scrub and native vegetation.

Thank you very much for your time, and | appreciate your consideration

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: We will return at 7:40 p.m
[ Recess ]

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Let's take our seats. M. Tinmmhas a few
remar ks about the appeals process to clarify, before we begin again.

And, the next three speakers will be Ronn Hayes, Art London, and Norm
Haynie, if they are all present.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM  Wile you are sitting down, folks, | want
to address John Harl ow s questions real quickly, particularly regarding the
appeal abl e areas under an LCP

Every property and every permt in the city will not be appeal able to the
Coast al Commi ssion once this docunent is certified. In fact, there will be a
limted area in Malibu, because of the devel opnent on the shoreline. There wll
be nore properties that will be subject to the appeal process, than others, but
wi thout going into all of the details of establishing appeal areas, it is
essentially for devel opnment approved on properties between the first public road
and the sea; public works projects are appeal able, and there are a coupl e of
ot hers.

As far as fees, it is up to the city whether they want to charge a fee for
appeals to the city, itself, froma planning comm ssion project to the city
council, for instance. However, under the Comm ssion's regulations, if a feeis
charge for that appeal, when a project is within the Conmm ssion's appeal area,
the city can be bypassed, if the fee is required, and the appeal can be filed
directly with the Conmi ssion

If there is no fee, then the city council would have to hear the appea
first. Hopefully, that clarifies your --

[ Remark of f microphone ]

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM  -- well, that is good enough for now,
anyway. We'll discuss that with the city, and we will give your renarks
consi derati on.

So, having said that, we will nove on, again, | would Iike to renind
people that we'd |l ove to have your commrents in witing. Again, we are recording
this, and we will have a transcript provided -- and by the way, that is the
reason we took the break. W had to give our court reporter a break, and
think we all needed one, anyway.



So, again, when you are speaking you might pay attention to the little
lights that will be to your left up here, and when that light turns yellowit
means you have 30 seconds, | believe, left to speak

So, having said that, let's continue on and | don't recall who the next
speaker was.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Again, the order was Ronn Hayes, Art
London, then Norm Hayni e, and then Dernot Stoker

MR HAYES. | am Ronn Hayes. It is good to see you up close. W hear
about this phantom group.

There are two subjects that | would like to briefly talk about. One is
passive and active recreation in Malibu. W have some renarkabl e places, and
hope that you will consider them W' ve already talked about the Bluffs Park, a
recreational facility in Malibu, but I would like to address ny coments to
Cham ee Park, which is probably one of the best docent projects in Los Angel es.
It is a wilderness park. It is up in the nountains, and you are probably very
famliar with it. W very much want to protect it fromany active recreationa
use.

The school systemin Mlibu depends upon the Chaml ee Park and its docent
program for many of its close-up educational projects with children. The

children are not only fromMalibu. They come up fromfar afield. It is a very
active program They have a newsletter that is published. It is contributed to
by many people in Mlibu, who care deeply about the environnent. It is sort of

a chalice for many of us who believe in the recreational, passive recreationa
use, in Mlibu.

The other subject has to do with sewers. In 1987, Septenber 1987, at dawn
14 buses left the Malibu Gvic Center with 1000 people. They all had t-shirts
that said "Save our Coast" on them

And, thank God for Mary Franmkin. | don't knowif she is here, but she is
the one that that was her idea for the t-shirts.

Al of those people went downtown to the board of supervisors, to protest
sewers in Malibu. It was the greatest denonstration ever, at that tinme, taken
pl ace before the board of supervisors of the County of Los Angel es, against the
sewer program

At that tinme, and subsequent for many nonths -- | renenber seeing Roy
Crumer at sone of those hearings -- we proposed alternatives to the sewer
system And, that is one thing that you don't have in your report, are the
many, many very viable alternatives that should be considered. They were
presented at that tinme. John Seibert, and Ann Hut chi nson, Anna Hut chi nson
presented a lot of that material during that period of tine.

And, | think it is extrenely inportant to realize that Mlibu does not
want to dunp all of its sewage in a Hyperion Plant, or anywhere in the Santa
Moni ca Bay. There are alternatives to the sewer system and they should be
expl or ed.

There is another financial problemconnected with that, and that is that
many of us who live on fixed incomes in Malibu, or limted incones, sone of
these people will be driven out of Malibu because of the high cost of
contributing to a sewer system There are alternatives. They have been
devel oped in other parts of the world, such as Sweden, that are very cost
ef fective, and can acconmodat e any particular site.

A lot of us are considerably worried about the over devel opnment of Malibu
and of course, that could, and would take place, if a sewer system cityw de,
wer e i npl ement ed.

And, this would only contribute to the traffic problens on the highway,
and the resource for recreation for many people who cone to Los Angel es beaches
in the sumer- tinme. The nore we think of inplenmenting sewers in Malibu, the
nore you've got to think of it in terns of nmassive devel opnent that woul d
result.



Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

MR LONDON:. My nane is Art London, 2070 Las Fl ores Canyon Road

| think it might be alittle useful to consider just what has been
happening in Malibu fromstarti ng back when the general plan was adopted. That
general plan was considered by a -- and adopted by a council which basically had
a philosophy that the less restriction, the better. And, | think we can
denonstrate that that same sort of attitude now.

There has been quite a canpaign of hostility towards the Coasta
Conmi ssion, and respecting the Coastal Act. A lot of frightening suggestions
were nmade as to the inpact of the Conmission's draft. | was gratified to hear
that explanation up front, as to answers to sone of these things where the
comuni ty has been frightened.

And, what seens to be happening in Malibu is driven by changes in the
political situation in Malibu. That is why we have a city attorney drafted Year
2001 docunent, because there was a change in conposition of the city council
and that sort of stopped the docunent which was prepared over a period of 75 or
100 hearings by the local coastal plan programconmittee.

Mal i bu has been operating under, | think, a ni sapprehension based on
advice, legal advice, that it obtained, that where you have a general plan,
who's policy is quite general, and you run up against a policy, or against an
ordi nance in the zoning code where there appears to be a conflict, Mlibu has
operated under the idea that since the general plan provision was not
i mpl enented, is not inplenented, it doesn't really count for anything, and the
ordi nance prevails.

So, that is why so nuch of the general plan has not been inpl enented, and
is not being enforced, where it could even been enforced because of the concept
that if it is not translated, and inplenented in the formof an ordi nance, it
has no effect, which | think is quite a fallacy, but that is what has been going
on.

This is all results in these changes from-- or these differences between
the 2001 city attorney drafted docunment, and the docunent prepared, the
adm ni strative draft of the year 2000 prepared by the | ocal coastal program
comi ttee.

Consi der these nunbers, the Local Coastal Program Committee's year 2000
draft had 356 policies. The city attorney year 2001 draft cut that 356 down to
28 -- 356 to 28 policies, quite a difference in phil osophy.

Then, we had the general plan | and use policies, which were based on an
updating and review of the L.A County Land Use Plan, there were 84 | and use
policies, and there are, you know, remain those in the Malibu general plan. The
city attorney proposes to cut those down to 49, 84 down to 49, again based on
the 2001 draft.

And, finally, the general plan |and use inplenment- ation nmeasures, there
are 98, and these are cut down to 32 in the city attorney's 2001 draft, and many
of these 32 are substantial revisions of what they came up with. The idea that

less is better because it is not really enforceable, | think, is the problemwe
have with the approach of the city.
Thank you.

MR HAYNIE: M nane is NormHaynie. M office is at 22761 Pacific Coast
H ghway in Mlibu

By the way, there is no truth to the runor that in your honor the kids
fromthis school nade inmages in your |ikeness and put themup here in this
nmeeting room It just is not true.

| have three points to make, and they are all interrelated. The first is
that virtually all of the properties that are | andward of PCH are fairly
consistent with the use designation that was in the LUP that was certified in



1986, al so consistent with the general plan, and consistent with your proposed
general plan.

My particular interest goes to the area that is zoned residential. |
believe -- | know that the Gty of Mlibu went through nany, many, nany public
hearings, six years of public hearings before their general plan was approved,
and nmany things were taken into account: the pattern of devel opment within the
nei ghbor hood, the slope of the property, the availability of access, the
| ocation of ESHAs, all of these things were taken into account when the
densities were established for these residential areas, including the densities
that were shown in the 1986 LUP that was approved on June 6, 1986 by this
Coastal Conmi ssi on.

I would like to see those densities reinstated, and the reason I would
like to see that is because it creates a better devel opnent pattern, a better
devel opnent pattern for the entire coastal zone.

More specifically, when a person asks for a sub- division, a parcel nmap
or a tract map, they have to neet the Coastal Commi ssion policies and
guidelines. |If they don't, the tract nmap is not approved, irrespective of what
the density shows, they sinply won't be approved.

But, if they can neet those policies, not only will they be able to
devel op in those areas which were appropriate for devel opnent, but also they are
going to have to deed restrict properties that currently can be devel oped, but
whi ch are not consistent with coastal policies. So, the overall result is a
better devel opment pattern throughout the coastal zone.

If you down zone properties to one unit per 40 acres, that were zoned one
unit per two acres, and when the adjacent parcels are one unit per two acres,
and the property is generally flat, you | ose the opportunity to increase the

overal | devel opnent pattern in Malibu. And, | suggest that you ought not do
that. It is not a good idea. kay, that is one.

Two, the transfer of devel opment credit program and you can see how t hat
overlaps. |If the transfer of devel opnent credit programis a requirenent of new

devel op- nent, then as a result the overall protection of coastal habitat will
be better through approved subdivisions that neet the policies, and which
restrict properties that ought not be devel oped.

Last, but not less, | think there should be a nexus with regard to the
cunul ative inpact mtigation program neaning if a person wants to build a
swi mm ng pool, okay, requiring a transfer of devel opnent credit is -- there

doesn't seemto be a nexus between that condition and a gentleman wanting to
swimin his sw nmming pool

| think they need to neet the coastal policies to build the sw mm ng pool
and if they don't they should be denied. But, if they do, then they shoul dn't
have to go out and buy properties and deed restrict the devel opnent of that
property just to be able to go swinming. And, the same thing goes for corrals,
and the sane thing goes for barns. There has to be a relationship between the
condition, and the inpact of the devel opnent.

Having said that, | will nmake one |last statenment. | think that the
cunul ative inpact mtigation programcan be inproved. | have worked with the
TDC program as nost of you know, since its inplenmentation in 1980. | have
probably created one-third of the TDCs, or at |east one-fourth of the TDCs used
inthe Malibu area. | knowit by heart. | think it can be inproved. 1| think

we need to keep an open mind, and | ook towards a concept of perhaps protecting
open space area, as well as deed restricting properties that could be devel oped
ot herw se.

Thank you for the tinme. | have a handout for you which indicates at |east
two of those points. Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

Der not St oker ?



MR STOKER: Good eveni ng, nenbers of the Coastal Conmi ssion. | am Dernot
St oker, Chairman of Parks and Recreation Conm ssion. Thank you, and wel cone to
Malibu. This is very nice of you to hold this forum It is not only bold, but

necessary.
When | first found out you were holding a forum | thought, "This is

great. | need to vent. | need to get up and tell you ny true feelings."
And, 1've, thank heavens, have cal med down a bit, and toned down ny

commrents, and ny col |l eagues and | on the parks and rec conm ssion have spent
many hundreds of hours debating what we could do, what we can do, for the
children and famlies of Malibu regarding active recreation facilities.

| was going to go into that in depth. | thought there were so many things
| could talk about: the open space issue in Mlibu, |I've heard nunbers as high
as 75 percent of Malibu, as it exists right now, is open space. There are
t housands and t housands of acres of park land, not only state parks, the
nati onal parks, federal and the Santa Mnica Muntai ns Conservancy | and, as
wel | .

I thought | could talk about the inportance of team sports for our
children. | wanted to talk about |and use and the beaches and the oceans and
all of that. And, | thought, you know, | think I'd better focus on the two
agendas that are at hand here: the people's agenda, and the Coastal Conmm ssion

agenda.

And, | would really like you to -- |like everybody to take a deep breath,
and look at this rationally, and | would like the two sides, the people of
Mal i bu -- we have a wonderful city governnent here. W have a fantastic city

staff. W have a fabul ous comunity of people that care, imensely,
i measur ably about this place.

And, | would Iike you to set aside whatever differences you may have. |
know you spend an inordinate anount of tinme dealing with things regarding
Mal i bu, and if you could just set those aside, work with the people, with the
el ected city governnent here, and cone up with a new fornula. Let's start with
a clean slate. Let's start fromground zero, and build ourselves up that we can
have a docunent that you can be proud of, and you can work with, and that the
peopl e can be proud of, to say that they have had a voice, that they've been
heard, and all areas have been addressed and concer ned.

So, please -- it was suggested nmaybe a week retreat with the city counci
and the Coastal Comnmi ssion up at Escal on woul d be an appropriate venue so that
you could kind of comune and get to know each other. Anyway -- and we could
pass the hat, and probably pick up the tab for that.

But, anyway, | plead with you. | urge you to work with us. | know you
will. You have -- | know the city council and the people here have this

comunity's best interests at heart. So, please work with us, and let's start
afresh.

Thank you very rmnuch.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

Pat Healy, followed by Joanna Rogari, and then Trish Van Devere Scott.

MS. HEALY: Hello, | amPat Healy, and tonight I am speaking for the
Mal i bu Coalition for Sl ow G ow h.

And, | invite you, at the Coastal Conmission staff, as well as everyone
here, to look at the Sl ow G owh nodel which gives an alternative to the high
density devel op- nment that is planned for the civic center

As many of you know, there is a proposed 1.1 nmillion to 1.5 mllion
square-feet of developnent in this area, alone. The Coastal Commi ssion has the
ability through its Iand use designations to tenper this high density
devel opnent, and as many of you know, the Malibu Creek and Lagoon are inpaired
wat er bodi es, capable of restoration. And, numerous studies, as has been
nmenti oned before, have been done telling us how this creek can be restored.



If the Coastal Comm ssion's |and use designations nodel the city's, as it
does right now, all we are going to have is shopping nmalls, and overni ght
acconmodati ons, and the creek and the | agoon and ocean will never been cl eaned
up.

You have the ability to deviate fromthe old way of thinking and create
something that | think that everyone in the state and in the Gty of Mlibu
woul d be very, very proud of. You can actually save and restore the natura
resources of this area

Just because it is called the civic center, it doesn't mean that the
enor nous ecol ogi cal val ue should be ignored. And, the Coalition, as | said, has
prepared a park plan that neets both the requirements -- which neets the
requi renents of the Coastal Act. It protects and restores the natura
resources, and it also creates a park for both the residents and the visitors to
use.

| have given you witten comments on how this park can be actually
achi eved, but you have the ability to | eave Malibu, and this whole area, with an
incredible legacy that is profoundly nore inportant than just nore shopping
centers.

So, | hope you will take on the challenge, thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

I s Joanna Rogari here?

[ No Response ]

And, the next speaker is Trish Van Devere-Scott.

M5. VAN DEVERE- SCOIT: Trish Van Devere-Scott. God, can | turn around and
talk with the audience a little bit? | hate to turn ny back on an audi ence.

Thirty-two el even Retreat Court, Paul Gisanti will tell you, gleefully,
that is not actually within the Malibu city limts, totally --

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER. That's ri ght.

M5. VAN DEVERE- SCOTT: -- it is only four minutes fromhere, in this area
COURT REPORTER: Excuse ne, Ms. Van Devere-Scott.

MS. VAN DEVERE- SCOIT: -- retreat section

COURT REPORTER: | would like to be able to take down what you are saying

MS. VAN DEVERE- SCOTT: Absolutely, forgive ne.
[ Returns to facing staff ]

COURT REPORTER:  Yes.

M5. VAN DEVERE- SCOTT: Ckay?

COURT REPORTER: All right.

M5. VAN DEVERE- SCOTT: Since 1971, | have been representing ny own
opinion, and that is that there is an Qtis el evator capacity limt everywhere,

i ncl udi ng whether the issue be public access -- and | certainly believe in
public access -- or recreation, | like kids to play, or any kind of private use
of land, of course. But, | thought, in 1971, we had too nuch stuff in Mlibu
so we've nissed the boat, | guess.

And, at this point, |I don't think you can begin to add what you are
tal ki ng about, or what sone other bodies of people, making a | and use plan has

derived, either. W can't have this in civic center. It is just out of the
guestion. You can't get in or out of Malibu as it is now And, it is -- the
Paci fic Coast Hi ghway, to have as a nain street in a tow is awful. It is
dangerous. It is disasterville.

And, Malibu Bluffs Park, the anmenities there are so filthy. |If | take ny
five-year old adopted son up there on a Sunday afternoon, if he has to relieve

hinsel f, we have to get in the car, and drive all the way hone -- not that |
have sanitized conditions at ny house, | don't, but at |east they are reasonable
cl ean.

W can't take care of what we have here. And, you just |ook at the
garbage strewn areas, and this is called paradise? W need help just to take



care and mai ntain what we have. W don't need nore. W don't need visitor-
desi gnat ed centers.

I mean, Carolyn Van Horn gave the statistics on the nunber of people who
do visit and make use of this area.

That's a ot of people using it. And, we can't invite nore and nore and nore,
because then you turn what you are inviting people to cone to into m sery.

| think there is one overriding issue, period, and it is incunbent upon
all of us, and that is not to exploit the land. It cannot tolerate it. It
turns into what you don't want in the first place. And, we need the open space,
and we need what we have, as it is, or better preserved. Protect the
environnent, that is the overriding issue.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

The next three speakers are Ceorgi anna MBurney, Judy Decker, and Harry
Sal zber g.

MS. MC BURNEY: | have watched people stand up here -- don't start that
thing -- and it is like -- | feel like |I'mstanding before the high schoo
disciplinary conmttee, so don't mind if | nove this.

I won't nove it far, dear

And, on the other hand, being in the west, and knowi ng the legion of WId
Bill Hi ckock, you don't turn your back on a big audience |ike this.

My nane is CGeorgi anna McBurney. | amvery glad to be here.

| want to raise a question: what should a colony |ook |ike? The appointed
staff of George, King of England, sat in his ivory tower, and designed what a
col ony should | ook like.

George Washington's ragtag arny said, "No". And, since that day, 225
years ago, we have struggled to nmaintain and deepen the rights of local citizens
to decide their own destiny, create their own comunities, and vote for those
who will represent themat the |local, state, and national |evel

Now, why should | be disenfranchised? And, that for nme is the core issue.
And, here comes the appointed staff, nice as they ook, of a politically
appoi nted state Coastal Conmmi ssion, hurriedly publishing their addition of the
i vory-tower-knows-best picture of what Mlibu should be.

Did they bother to | ook through the two plans produced by Malibu? no. Dd
they bother to investigate all that had been done by the city to clean the
pol lution of the ocean? no. The cooperation with cities upstream and Tapi a,
along this 100-nmile waterway, called Mlibu Creek? no. The $1 nillion ozonator
which will soon be joined by two nore? the concern over preserving wetlands? the
over $600,000 grant to study, map, and nonitor the water tables in our city? no.
The di scovery of all of the small drains who are big polluters? no.

This staff has no idea how nany | ocal people and groups have invested
years of their lives in the cleaning of the bay and the creek projects to make
our coast the way it is, the way we want it.

Now, take traffic, bunper to bunper, people said, on good beach weekends -
- sonetimes on regular days. Does this ivory tower staff understand that Mlibu

wel cones so many nillions of visitors each year? no. 1In their zeal to make al
beaches the sane, beach entrances every 1000 feet, | have a feeling that is
going to fall, because | used to live in trepidation over which of ny friends

woul d have a beach entrance going through their |iving room

There seened to be no real acknow edgenent of the traffic problem both
human and car. Mre parking spaces is not the answer. And, there is no answer
to the car pollution problemwhich is now acknow edged to be a nmajor contri butor
to water pollution.

Have you | ooked at the history of care that Malibu's citizens have given
to Malibu? no. For exanple, no railroad train runs along our coast, no nucl ear
pl ant stands nearby us, no nountains were ever -- had their tops cut off to
enabl e a super freeway, no 500,000 density popul ation was to nake this place
| ook I'ike Mam Beach ever took place, no $40 nillion sewer systemtook place.



And, finally, after all of that, we realize our only hope in creating our
own city, and being responsible for our own destiny, was to take the battle to
get a city.

If this isn't clear, let nme put it another way: if your staff had sailed
up to our pier, with a load of tea, | wouldn't be here tonight. 1'd be out
there with ny fellow citizens dunpi ng your tea overboard.

M5. DECKER First, is fromKay Ferguson, who has a major case of the flu.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Are you Judy Decker?

MB. DECKER: Yes, | am

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

M5. DECKER  And, she asked ne to submit this in witing to you.

I am Judy Decker. | live at 7107 G asswood Avenue on Point Dure, and
there is a fewpolicies | would like to ask about.

One is 3.52, fencing or walls shall be prohibited within reptilian bluff,

Poi nt Dume Canyon, or dune ESHAs. First of all, | don't know where Point Dune
Canyon is. Wat scientific justification, or finding, has been nmade to single
out Point Dune Canyon fromall of the hundreds of Malibu Canyons -- prevent

fencing for pets and children safety?

Fences, walls, and | andscapi ng shall not bl ock or obscure views from
sceni ¢ hi ghways, parks, beaches, and other public view areas. Now, coasta
proposes that no parcel in Malibu can have fences, walls, |landscaping, if all of
Mal i bu is a highly scenic.

Very few parcels in Mlibu are not going to be seen fromthe public
viewi ng areas. Sonetines, that is the very reason that honmeowners wi sh to have
fences, walls, and | andscapi ng.

Nunber 6.1 is the Santa Moni ca Mountains includes the city as a highly
scenic area of regional and national inportance. The scenic and visua
qualities of the area shall be protected, and where feasi ble enhanced. This
provision that designates all of the Cty of Malibu as a highly scenic area wll
all ow for the Coastal Commi ssion appeals of all parcels, and permt decisions,
made by the Gty of Malibu. This provision allows that all policies,
restrictions having to do with scenic value in Malibu will affect every single
parcel and application. This provision insures that the Coastal Conm ssion wll
be in the Gty of Malibu permt business in perpetuity, contrasting dramatically
with their public statenent that they want Malibu to regul ate and enforce the
Coastal Act, when the LCP is accepted.

Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Is Harry Sal zberg here?

[ No Response ]

Ckay, then we will go onto Roger Wl k, Jeff Harris, and Ted Vaill, in that
order, please

MR WOLK: ['Il nove the m ke over here.

My nanme is Roger Wl k, and tonight | amrepresenting the Malibu Col ony
Association. | amthe current president of the Colony Association. M comments

are specific to the part of the draft which relates to us, specifically. |
think the people who have al ready spoke nade a case for the other nore genera
i ssues that we have to deal with

But, to give you a little background, on page 15, | guess, Section 30214,
there is an issue in the Colony, and in other beaches al ong the coast, when
hi storically, when sonebody wants to renodel their house, or to build a new
hone, they are asked to give lateral access.

And, lateral access is sonething that, | suppose naybe 15 years ago, naybe
-- well, there was the stormin 1983, | know it was at |east that |ong ago.
And, it was defined as the right to pass and repass al ong soneone's beach, up to
within 10 feet of their bul khead, or their deck, or whatever the front of their
property was. It didn't nean to spend the afternoon



Peopl e who do live on the beach are very sensitive to that |anguage
because there seens to be no objection to the pass and repass | anguage, but it
is the lack of it that they are sensitive to.

And, in one of your docunents -- let's see. | will give you the --
nunber, it is 2.68 -- I'msorry, 2.67 in the shoreline access paragraph

"Il quote, it says:

"Lateral access is defined as an accessway
that provides for public access and use
al ong the shoreline."

Well, "use" is a very broad term Use can mean bringing your entire
famly, and playing volleyball, or football, or do sonething all day in front of
someone' s house. That should -- at |least, we request that the | anguage be

changed to what it always was, pass and repass.

Secondly, the 10-foot limt to the access for the public to pass and
repass has al ways been on the books, and all of a sudden it is not there
anynore. Now, it has actually expanded for the access to actually go right to

someone' s deck, like right to their house. | think that is excessive.
W all know, fromthe Supreme Court decision of 1987, that the Suprene
Court deens this to be illegal, anyhow But, at |east we request that you go

back to the | anguage that was there, then, and not try to make it nore
obj ecti onabl e and nore excessi ve.

Thank you.

MR HARRIS: Good evening, | amDr. Jeff Harris, and what | have to say
tonight is critical of howthe current Coastal Conmm ssion has gone beyond reason
ininterpreting and inplenmenting the Coastal Act.

Those who know nme know | have been val ui ng environnental resources, clean
water, public health and safety checks as for years. |'ve practice nedicine
here since 1975, and lived here. | was one of the founding nmenbers of the
Mal i bu Creek Watershed G oup, and have worked closely with Heal the Bay and
Nat ural Resources Defense Council, involved nowin the Surfrider Foundation
anong ot hers.

| aman early supporter of Proposition 20, and the Coastal Act, and | have
had many fair, unbiased, and objective dealings and interactions with the L. A
Water Quality Control Board, and the Coastal Comm ssion staff and nenbers in the
past .

| also served on the LCP committee, by the late Council man Harry Borosky,
where we spent hundreds of hours conpiling a study which this body summarily
rejected, and did not review

The reasons the Coastal Conmi ssion has changed their attitudes, | don't
know, but in nmy experience they have gained a new fanaticismin self
ri ght eousness that just can't be tolerated any nore by this comunity, or others
up and down the coast.

What |'ve found from personal experience, and fromtalking with others, is
that they are trying to inpose rules and regul ati ons that have no basis under
the Act, or are unscientific and require ridicul ous conpliance, and don't really
hel p the environnment, inprove public access, and only add to honmeowner
frustration, expense, and result in the actual taking of private property
Wi t hout conpensati on

My personal experience is that it took nme two years to attenpt to get a
coastal permt for 12 acres in Malibu. | dreaned of a famly farmup there, and
searched for this property for only 20 years. After | went through, and had
Kl aus Radky and Marty Wtter, and other biologists, assess what was on the
property, they found that there was nothing there, except weeds and dirt that
had been di sked, with a few areas of chaparral

| let the chaparral create an area for open space, and for animal |inkage
there, and attenpted to have ny dreamfulfilled by it. | found that the coasta
staff, and a key Conmi ssioner, do not believe that any agriculture, nurseries,



or even gardens, should be allowed nore than 100 feet from one's hone or garage
in Malibu. And, in the Santa Monica Muntains genre, that was what the
regulation is all about. You can't have an orchard nore than 100 feet from your
house, or you are illegal

| have | earned about abusive and unreasonable tactics all up and down the
coast. There are sinmlar battles right nowin Santa Barbara County, in
Encinitas, and el sewhere. W are not alone in this, and we need to unite with
ot hers.

You know, | found out that our plan that was |locally generated -- | have
two plans here, that are very simlar, right here, which represents a | arge body
of work, were totally denied because the staff, quote, "Didn't have the tine to
review them" And, we have anpl e docunentation of that.

W al so found out the key, instead of -- that there was a politica
contributor whose frustrations with his own coastal committee procedures nmade a
call to the Governor, and then what we have as the result of that is this

i nposed plan fromyou people. | feel this is unconstitutional and illegal
What remains to be seen is whether the Coastal Conmi ssion is out of
control. | believe the general public doesn't know what the Commi ssion has been

doing. Wth w de- spread public exposure and di scussi on, these abuses can be
remedi ed by Governor Gray Davis, and California' s elected representatives in
el ection year, if they see that the Conmi ssion's conduct is a politica

liability. | think we need to educate them
Li kewi se, | think the public should have the opportunity in courts to see
whet her nmany of the ill-founded tactics and policies are illegal or

unconstitutional

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Dr. Harris, could you sumup, please

MR HARRIS: Yes.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: You are out of tine, thank you.

MR HARRIS: |'Il try and sum up

I think people need to know that under this plan you are not allowed to
have | awns, non-native plants, and | andscapi ng, vegetabl e gardens, orchards,
horse corrals, farms, security fences, pastures, workshops, adequate fire
protection buffers, or even garbage di sposals.

I think you need to know t hat peopl e have been asked to take a stand of
eucal yptus trees away, in order to get a permt to renodel, and these are pl aces
where birds and nonarch butterflies used to use.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Dr. Harris, we are out of tinme. W can
take the witten commrent you have into the record, if you'd like.

MR HARRIS: | have two other points to make.

If you look at the 1986 LUP, and | ook at the ESHAs here, what you wll
find is that there is a marked difference between the mappi ng of these ESHAs
whi ch were done by biologists in scientific surveys, and if you | ook at what is
proposed here, you will see that those ESHAs have been extended wi thout any
scientific verification. | think this needs to be addressed directly.

And, if you |l ook under the current plan, you will find that the Coasta
Conmi ssion has also tried to change the ruling of what an ESHA is. They are
trying to i npose the idea that you have to prove, as a citizen, that you are not
in an ESHA, either historically or in the present, rather than having them
mapped. This places an unfair burden on the applicant.

Finally, if you look closely the Coastal Comm ssion plan uses the word
native plants and natural plant conmunities interchangeably --

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Dr. Harris.

MR HARRIS: -- as if they had the sane val ue.

NO 1 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: | think it is nore inportant to hear what Dr.
Harris has to say --

NO. 2. UN DENTI FI ED SPEAKER.  Yes, let's hear him There are sonme people
who didn't speak --



NO. 1. UNI DENTIFIED SPEAKER | want to hear what Dr. Harris has to say.

NO 3. UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: | woul d be happy to sign up and give Dr.
Harris ny tine.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: W could do that, but | have one thing to
say. W have lots of other people who would |like to speak, and if we could
conplete their testinony, then we would have tinme to conme back to Dr. Harris.

MS. SCHULTZ: | would cede ny time to him

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: And, your nane?

M5. MARGARET SCHULTZ: Margaret Schultz.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Al right.

You have an additional three mnutes.

Thank you.

MR HARRIS: kay, if you look closely at the docunent, they are equating
exotic weeds, such as nustard, thistle, fennel, scotch broom and the |like as
part of the natural topography, as sonething that they want to have preserved,
and it is sonmething that they want in sonebody's backyard. They equate that
with native plants. | think this is a very msleading, and shouldn't be the
case.

They also -- the issues of access has been raised. | think, if you | ook
closely at this docunent, it looks Iike the plan acts |ike it chanpi oning access
to the coast. Wat you have to look at is that these access points really can't
ever exist, and | think this is purely propaganda, or PR at this point. There
is no way you can have public access every 1000 feet. And, thisis a-- it is
just a plan that, you know, is just inpractical

The Malibu coastline is too rugged and limted by small or non-existence
areas of sandy beach at mediumto high tides to enable this kind of access. PCH
is so dense, and the |lack of parking is so dense, that you can't have access
every 20 houses, which is what this plan proposes.

If you look closely -- and | encourage everyone in this audience to | ook
at the plan, and see howit affects their own individual areas, and areas that
t hey know about. | know about Malibu Cove Col ony and Lati go Beach because

surf there. The proposed access points there can never exist.

The socal l ed parking lot on PCH has a house that is al ready approved by
the Conmi ssion. The vertical access goes across privately owned |lots. They are
in landslide areas that will never be built on, and therefore will never require
a coastal pernmt.

These access points, and others |ike them are nerely fal se prom ses.

They are phantom access points, and these occur in an area where the public

al ready enjoys access by wal king onto Lati go Beach, or strolling on the only
sandy, permanently sandy portion of Escondi do and Malibu Cove Col ony Beaches.
So, they are asking for access where none can exist, and it is -- | consider it
just a PR kind of thing, to try and create the conmon peopl e versus the
elitists. This is a real issue.

And, will the residents and visitors to Malibu and other coastal cities
really be heard in their three mnutes of testinony -- you know, | got six today
-- |1 don't think so

I would |ove to see a change of attitude fromthe current Coasta
Conmi ssion staff and nmenbers, but they certainly didn't respond to hundreds of
hours of comunity input in these two plans.

| think it is tinme for the citizens of California to see through these
snokescreens, and special interests, that have enabl e abuses of power and trust.
It istine torewite this LCP to nmake it truly a conmunity docunent, wth
community know edge, and nake it realistic and fair. It is tinme to enforce and
unite coastal visitors, and residents, and their governnental representatives,
to persuade the Coastal Commission to return to processes that are fair and
reasonable. Only then will the environnent and its residents, and visitors,
truly benefit.



COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

MR VAILL: M nane is Ted Vaill. | ama 27-year resident of Mlibu, and
a nmenber of the Malibu planning comm ssion, although I make this statenent
personal ly, and as a Malibu resident, attorney, and voter, and not as a nenber
of the planning comm ssion

| think it is ironic that the State of California is trying to buy the
property, and has bought the property at Topanga, and is trying to get rid of
the visitor serving. You folks are trying to nmake Malibu a nore visitor-serving
pl ace. Get your act together. Get your state agencies together. | do not
intend to seek a Coastal Comm ssion pernit in the near future, so your
retribution for what | amabout to say will have to cone from el sewhere

And, others have focused on the cutting down and the planting of trees,
and | amgoing to try to focus on the general, the forest.

| think the plan that you have drafted should be scrapped. | have
anal yzed Barry Hogan's anal ysis side-by- side with the Gty of Mlibu' s plan.
The draft LUP that you put together has 414 policies. O those 414, over 30
percent have been determined by the Gty of Mlibu to be unaccept- able. And,
anot her 34 percent have determined to be acceptable with changes by the Gty of
Malibu. In other words, 65 percent of the policies are unacceptable in their
current state to the Gty of Mlibu

How are we goi ng to harnoni ze this? how are we going to possibly harnoni ze
this? | have done a witten piece, and a chart, that | will be presenting to
you.

I've al so anal yzed the Coastal Act, itself, and | want to quote to you,
and to the people in the community, sone of the provisions, that:

"Exi sting devel oped uses, and future

devel opnents that are carefully planned

and devel oped consistent with the policies

of this division of the statute are

essential to the econom c and social well

bei ng of the people of this state, and

especi al ly the working peopl e enpl oyed

within the coastal zone."

W, inthe Gty of Mlibu, are working people, as well as everybody el se
in the state.

The goal s of the Coastal Act include:

"Maxi m zing public access to and al ong

t he coast, and nmaxim zing public recreationa

opportunities..."
Al well and good.
"...in the coastal zone, consistent with

sound resources conservation principles,

and constitutionally protected rights

of private property owners."

Constitutionally protected rights of private property owners, keep that in mnd,
that is what the | aw says.

Q her goal s say that:

"To achi eve maxi mum responsi veness to | oca

conditions, accountability, and public

acceptability, it is necessary to rely

heavily on | ocal governnent and | ocal

I and use pl anni ng procedures and enforcenent."

My question to you is how are you going to be able to do this in the Gty
of Malibu if you ramyour LCP down our throats? You have got to rely on us to
enforce it.

I am a descendant of Ethan Allen, who early in the Revolutionary War |ead
his Green Mountain Boys in the capture of the British garrisons at Fort



Ticonderoga. | amthinking of formng a Santa Monica Muntain boys and girls to
protect the interests of the residents of Mlibu from outsiders who seek to harm
these interests -- and CGeorgi anna McBurney will be ny first recruit there.

Finally, there is a taking provision in the Coastal Act, and as | live in
Big Rock, we took $40 million off of the state for sone incorrect things they
did a nunber of years ago, so you know, if you nmake a wrong decision, it is
going to conme back to haunt you

Senator Burton's bill AB 988 -- which in his district, ironically, is not
subject to the jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission -- he rammed it through
with the help of Sheila Kuell, our senator, and it provides for consulta- tion
with the City of Malibu. Wat does consultation nean? It neans deliberation of
persons on sone subject, and deliberate together, and we insist on the
del i beration over this. Not, a nodding, and then going on and ramming it
through. You ramit through, and you've got a revolution on your hands. W
want neani ngful dial ogue.

The Gty of Malibu is not sonme charitable resource to be dipped into on
behal f of the citizens of this state. Visitor serving does not nmean the
residents of Malibu are to be forced to pay for the recreational needs of the
rest of the state.

When Mali bu becane a city in 1991, the county and state exacted a terrible
price fromthe city, giving a paltry anount of each property tax dollar to the
city, about $.07, conpared to what over $.20 to each dollar, for many ot her
coastal area cities. W also get a pitifully snmall percentage of the revenues
fromthe beach parking fees, generated within the Gty of Malibu. Visitors to
the city, typically, do not use Malibu's retail and conmercial establishnents,
but usually conme to visit the beach, and often to raise hell, except for the
ball field kids, who are good guys and girls.

Yet, we citizens of Malibu have to pay for nost of the | aw enforcenent
whi ch polices our city, and those who visit it. W are tired of it, and if you
are visitor-serving code word neans nore of the same, we will not accept it.

Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: David Brown, Marcia Hanscom and Paul
Gisanti wll be next.

MR BROM: David Brown, | amrepresenting the Santa Mnica Muntains Task
Force of the Sierra C ub.

I would like to nmake a couple of personal conments, first. By the way,

although I do not live in Malibu, I was at one tine chairnman of the environnent
and devel opnent comittee of the Township Council, as Frank Vassa will attest,
if he is still here.

I"'mlistening to you bash the Coastal Conmi ssion. Drive fromhere to Santa
Moni ca, and | ook at what is along PCH That is what the nmarketplace would like
to put here. The Coastal Comm ssion has saved you fromthat. | admt they have
created ot her aggravation for you, and sonme of it may be justified, and sone of
it not, but if you abolish that Coastal Conm ssion you are cutting your own
throats ultimately, because -- and the Conmi ssion, on the other hand, needs to
respect that Malibu is a special comunity. And, it needs -- nobst inportant to
us, the Sierra ub -- it needs to respect the natural environnent of Malibu

And, that is what | amgoing to focus on here, and this plan does not
fully respect that environment. It does sone good things. | agree we should
not be protecting weeds, but | think we need to be protecting watersheds. W
need to be protecting riparian habitats, tide pools, kelp beds, a whole |ot of
t hi ngs.

We don't need to abolish the Coastal Conmmission to do that. W need to
get behind the Coastal Commi ssion, and point themin the right direction, if you
think they are not going in the right direction

My special concern, in ny testinony, is going to be basically the eastern
part of the civic center, and the Sierra Retreat area, which | have been



fighting for 20 years to get that properly planned for, and Gary you' ve nade a
little progress in this one, and occasionally a few steps forward. You' ve taken
some steps backwards, too

This is flood plain. | don't think that has ever been argued. There is a
wi de swat he of land. Malibu Creek, basically, drops 150 feet to the mle
t hrough Mali bu Canyon north of the city, and then drops only 25 feet in the |ast
mle within the city, you know what happens: the sedi nent gets dropped there,
the creek bed gets el evated, the creek spreads out. The civic center east of
the library is flood plain.

VWhat this plan needs to do, and doesn't do, and there is a provision in
the plan that basically tal ks about mitigating the flood hazard in
environnental |y acceptable areas for individual projects. That is not how they
do things in New Ol eans, or St. Louis. You know, you |ook at the total
situation. You can't nitigate a flood hazard project-by-project, because you
may need to address a larger nmeans of mitigating it, and that has to be the nost
environnental ly sensitive way of mitigating it possible. Look at options,
setbacks fromthe creek, for people who tal k about open space in the civic
center.

The peopl e tal king about the Little League, the Little League is on |and
that was paid for with $7 mllion of state park bond noney. It is not a city
park. And, | had a kid in soccer, nyself. | understand. But, not on state
park and. Wy don't we work out a way to put the soccer field in the civic
center, then they could be flooded periodically, and be nmuch better than putting
structures there.

When we start putting nore structure there, which is what this plan
envi sions, and this plan al so up-zones the property in the Sierra Retreat area,
and east of the hills, east of the civic center, and the hills north of the
civic center. Look at those things. One house to the acre on the hills north
of the flats at the civic center, north of the civic center building. Wat do
you think it is going to take to put one house to the acre on those hills? cut,

fill, cut, fill. And, you are going to have an urban hillside, instead of
having a few scattered hones that are esthetically pleasing right now

The hill across fromthe | agoon, across fromthe shopping center, in the
original county LUP that was designated as part of the watershed, and was
designated M2, which is one house per 20 acres. It is all one lot, and it is

all deed restricted anyway, so it is all academc, but that is now designated
one house to the acre. That is the wildlife corridor that enable upland animals
to get to the lagoon. That is why it was designated M2 in the county LUP. Now,
we have erased that, and it is one house per acre. It is one house per acre
right up to the banks of the creek going through the Sierra Retreat. It is al

fl ood pl ain.

In that area, the riparian area spreads out. The sycanores are scattered
all over the place. They are not -- renenber, again, Mlibu Creek is not your
typi cal coastal canyon. |If you don't get up north of here too often, you don't
see that. But, Malibu Creek is a 100-square nmile drainage, and the ground
water, the riparian habitat, is well spread out fromthe creek

One of the things that has to be worked on in this plan is determ ning
what is legitimate riparian habitat, that needs to be designated ESHA, and what
can safely be devel oped, and at what density? The state owns the creek
virtually all of it. The state owns the |agoon, but it doesn't own the areas
needed to buffer it.

If we let those areas build, build out, to the kind of densities
envisioned in this plan, we are going to have nmillions of dollars worth of
property in the civic center. W are going to have peopl e conpl ai ni ng every
time it floods, demandi ng that creek be arnored, concreted, and whatever. That
i s what happened after the floods of 1980.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: M. Brown.



MR BROM: Ckay, so that is one of ny concerns.

I would also just point out one quick other thing, since others got to
speak a little bit over. 1'Il try to be very brief.

The policies regardi ng ESHAs, which now pernit devel opment in ESHAs, up to
10, 000-square feet, use terns that are not defined: investnent-backed
expectation of approval of the proposed use, economically viable use. There is
no criteria in the plan for determ ning what those ternms nmean, and how t hey
woul d apply to an application for a devel opment in an ESHA. W need to know
what this means.

ovi ously, every developer is going to tell you it is not economcally
viabl e unl ess he can put a forest or a house there, so we have got to have a
standard here, okay.

Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

MS. HANSCOM  Conmi ssion staff, nmy nanme is Marcia Hanscom | am executive
director of the Wetlands Action Network. | amalso speaking for the Sierra Cub
California Coast and Ccean Committee, and | ama resident of Malibu. | have
lived at Point Dunme for five years. | have lived for 1.5 years in Las Flores

Canyon, and | amvery grateful to be able to live in this beautiful |andscape,
and to enjoy it with ny nmany nei ghbors here.

| want to say that | amgrateful, also, for the opportunity to speak to
you, and to have our comunity speak wi th you, because for six years | did
everything | could with the Cty of Malibu to try and get information about
Mal i bu's LCP process, and was consistently denied the opportunity to
participate. So, | amvery grateful that now we actually have a document, and
we actually have sonething we can react to, and submt coments to.

I want to make sure that it is really clear that there is a distinction
bet ween our city governnent, and our city residents, and nmany, many hundreds of
residents here do not feel that our current city governnent is representing
them in the vitriol and rhetoric, that is going on, related to the Coastal Act.

I voted for the Coastal Act in 1972. It was the very first election | got
to vote in, and | renmenber how i nportant that was to many, many people in this
state, that we protect our coast, and that we all have the opportunity to enjoy
it.

And, | just hope that those are the nost inportant things we keep in mnd
here, and not get caught up a lot of the bureaucratic parts of the LCP that |
know sonetinmes seemreally inportant, but actually don't end up hel pi ng us
protect our coast.

| also want to underscore what | heard one of the earlier speakers talk
about, related to limts. W do have linmts here, and for those of us who live
here, we all renenber two years ago, when the water nmain broke, and we only had
a water supply here in Malibu for two days. W don't have the kind of resources
here to sustain a huge anmount of devel opment here. W are already at our
limts.

And, | would just like to plead with you to listen to sone of the
argunents that | know Frank Angel is going to be submitting to you about how we
can limt further develop- nent within the Malibu city limts.

| amparticularly interested, of course, in our wetlands. W have many
wet | ands al ong our coast here, and the Malibu Lagoon is a very inportant part of
that. For years, people have been trying to clean that up, and if we continue
to all ow devel opnent upstreamof it, it is not going to get cleaned up

What we need to do is to realize that the Malibu civic center area is
actually part of the Malibu Lagoon eco- system There is a devel opnent proposa
fromthe Malibu Bay Conpany that actually says that white tailed kites are
nesting in the area there, that is one of the state's nost protected bird
species. There are black crowned ni ght heron rookeries in the area, and just
recently a couple of big trees, where black crown night herons were nesting,



have been cut down on Malibu Bay Conpany property, and I want to know if they
had Coastal Commission pernmits to do that? | don't believe they did.

And, this, of course, there are a nunber of bird species, and other
species, in that area that | believe point toward designating nmuch of that area
an environnmental ly sensitive habitat area, or an ESHA

| also want to offer a different perspective about access. | would say
that nost of the people that live in Mlibu do not have a beach front access,
and nost of us are not, necessarily, do we have access to the coast, either
even though we live here. For three nmiles, in either direction of nmy hone, |
cannot access the beach, and | have nei ghbors who surf, and they have to drive
for mles to get to the surf. So, | do think, at the sanme tine, we have linits
for that access, and we have to realize that our streets on weekends are
cl ogged, and we have to really think about the balance of all of that, and go
back again to the limts we have

Finally, I'd like to submt to you some maps. | really appreciated that
you included maps with the environ- nentally sensitive habitat areas. There was
not hi ng about the harbor seal haul outs, and we have maps fromour research and
restoration director, Roy Van De Hook, who has been observing these for quite
some tinme, and it shows exactly where they haul out. And, | would suggest that
maybe in those beach areas, not only do we not have a |lot of access, but no dogs
or anything near that area that would prevent those seals from being protected
as under the Marine Mammal Protection Act.

Thank you.

MR GRISANTI: H, | amPaul Gisanti. | have a couple of issues | would
like to deal with

Throughout the draft LCP, there are several areas where we have criteria
that start out very clear, and then get very nuddl ed after that.

On page 19, we tal k about:

"Tenporary events shall mnimze inpacts

to public access, recreation, and coasta

resources. A coastal devel opnent permt

shall be required for tenporary events that

neet all of the following criteria: held

bet ween Menorial Day and Labor Day, occupy

all or a portion of a sandy beach area,

and involve a charge for general public

adm ssion where no fee is usually charged."

So far, very clear, very concise, very enforce- able. Then it says:

"A coastal developnent pernmt shall also

be required for tenporary events that do

not neet all of these criteria, but have

the potential to result in significant

adverse inpacts to public access and/or

coastal resources.”

Well, every 4th of July party that you see al ong Carbon Beach snarls
traffic. Every time a politician comes to Malibu, and holds a fund rai ser on
Car bon Beach, they ness up the traffic. Every time Barbra Strei sand hosts
sonething on wildlife, the access to that beach access at the end of the street
is significantly inpaired.

W are setting up a situation here where we are begging for people to
appeal each others' events. | don't think that is what is intended here, and
think that the plan should be | ooked at with an eye to reducing those types of
conflicts.

G ve us sonething clear, so that we don't end up fighting. Malibu is a
city full of chiefs. W have very few Indians here, and everybody -- we are
willing to followthe rules as long as the rules are clear, but if you nmake them



as | oosey-goosey as that, we are going to be fighting our neighbors. It is no
fun.
Al so, on page 105, there is sonme criteria here that scares the hell out of
ne. It is 5.55. The heading is non-conform ng uses and structures.
And, 5.55 says:
"Existing, lawfully established structures,
built prior to the effective date of the
Coastal Act..."
That is prior to 1976.
"...that do not conformw th the provisions
of the LCP..."
Basi cal |y, anything before then isn't going to conply with the LCP
"...may be maintained and repaired. M nor
i nprovenents to such structures nmay be
permtted provided that such inprovenents
do not increase the degree of non-conformty,
or extend the life of the structure.
Subst anti al additions, denolition, and
reconstruction, or renodeling of non-
conform ng structures are not pernitted
unl ess such structures are brought into
conformance with the policies and standards
of the LCP."
Wel I, we have a couple of problens here. One of themis on page 112, Item
6.1 designates all of Mlibu, or nearly all of Mlibu, a highly scenic area.
And, the maps that cover the highly scenic area designates scenic hi ghways.
Anyt hi ng you can see fromone of those scenic highways is not supposed to be
seeable. It is supposed to be natural. So, all of these honmes al ong the beach
that were built before 1976 are in violation. The hones that can be seen from
the scenic roads in the hills are also in violation

W' ve got somne other problens, as well. On page 100, there is a criteria
that allows us to have a house, and one -- plus one fromthe other category. If
you have a house that was built before 1976, that has a pool -- I'msorry, a

tennis court and a guest house, when it comes tinme to renodel or change it, you
then would have to get rid of the tennis court or the guest house.

| know that | amout of tinme. | do apologize for that. | would love it,
if you would do sonething to nmake that nore livable. | think it is unfair to
peopl e whose houses were built before 1976.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

Sam Hal I Kapl an, Vicki Cooper, and John Hearne.

MR KAPLAN. | am SamHall Kaplan. | live at 29061 diffside. Actually,
you can see it alnost on your plan picture here, which rai ses a nunber of
points, in terms of scenic easenents.

But, let nme first say that | welconme this opportunity. A nunber of -- |
think Marcia said it well, there are the residents, and there is the governnent
of Malibu, and there is an elenent here, such as nyself, a founding director of
the sustainable cities novenent, conmunity novenent many years ago, and very
active, that feels that this is a wonderful opportunity, what the Conm s- sion
is doing, and that we welconme it, but we see it as a beginning, and hopefully
for a dial ogue.

And, there has been a nunber of specifics raised. | want to raise just a
few major points to help put it in perspective. One, first and forenost, | see
t he Coastal Conm ssion, the Coastal Act, as protect and preserve, protect and
preserve. That is your magjor matrix. Al else becones secondary. |If you can't

protect and preserve, why have access? why have anythi ng, because you wil |
degrade that environnent.



Wth that in mnd, bearing in mnd nmy msanthropic Mlibu, the unique
environnent that it is, where, you know, the fires neet the floods, | have a
nunber of points. One, if you are going to protect and preserve that coast, the
nunber one priority is to limt comercial developnent, and particularly limt
conmer ci al devel opnment where there is an opportunity to restore wetlands, to
filter that water to surfrider beach. This is paranmount. You, by doing that,
and raising these points in here, if you address that, you address a harnfu
situation in Mlibu

Two, the bluffs. | served for a tinme a formof penance, which was defined
as the parks and recreation conm ssion here, and the bluffs, if you would | ook
at the history of the bluffs, which were given by the Ahmanson family -- not
when there was a city -- to the county, and the county then turned it over to
the state.

The very fact that they are considering, the state, to put an inposition
an edifice as you will, on a piece of scenic land like that, where there is

active use in the center of the city shows a conplete |ack of understandi ng and
synpathy to what Malibu -- what comunity is, what a sense of place is, where ny
four children have played over the years, where hopefully ny grandchildren wll
pl ay.

The very fact that you would take that and convert it into other uses
ot her than open space, shows a conplete |ack of understanding and synpathy with
Mal i bu. And, | urge you, on good faith, to save the bluffs and preserve it, and
it will bring you in conflict with the state.

Third, if you want to do a good deed, if you really believe in scenic, if
you put that map, which you can see ny -- actually see ny house on this. The
very fact that one of the nore scenic routes, is as you cone around Bird View on
Ciffside, and see that bay, this is what you see. It is beautiful. | happen
to walk it alnost every day. Most people walk. That is a concept here.

Nurrer ous peopl e wal k here, and that they have -- to devel op parki ng access by
putting up a forest of signs, and devel op what anmounts to an offranp, really
conprom se that scenic, and it says sonethi ng about val ues.

You are the Coastal Conmi ssion. You are not the coastal parking
authority. There is a difference. And, | think, in terns of your priorities,
again, think of parking not as that tail that wags the dog, but as surfing.

Finally, ah, access, yes. W need access, but we have to do the
sensitive, and there are areas we don't need access in, and it should be banned,
interms of all access, in terns of sensitive areas.

Anyway, thank you, good |uck, you'll need it.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Is Vicki Cooper still here?

[ No Response ]

John Hear ne.

MR HEARNE: My nane is John Hearne, and | have been involved in the
Surfrider Foundation, and a | ot of environnental groups for the past 20 years,
wor ki ng on public access and environnental projects. And, we have had a | ot of
victories here, and sone defeats.

But, I ama resident of Malibu, and | was really struck by this docunent
when | first read it, when | down |oaded it fromthe internet, and it struck ne
as being a cramdown on the | ocal population here, and the local residents here,
and it feels to me that this process is pretty rmuch lip service, that you' ve
really made up your mind what you want to do

And, | would hope that that is not going to be the case, and that there
will be a very serious reconsideration of a lot of the elenments in this plan,
because it is destructive to the environment in a lot of areas, and it is going
to be counterproductive, and it is going to lead to a lot of litigation, and
probably some very large Lucas |awsuits.

And, | think that you would be well advised to not run with this as a fait
acconpli, and to seriously reconsider its contents. And, that is the extent of



my conments, and | would hope that going forward that |ocal input will be
seriously considered.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Is Margaret Shultz still here?

M5. SHULTZ: Yes, |'m here.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Would you like to take your tine back
because we have cone to the end of the speaker slips, and there is a bit nore
tine.

M5, SHULTZ: Well, | waived ny tinme -- [ voice fades out of hearing range.
]

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Yes, | amgoing to call the people who
weren't here when | called themfirst, to see if anyone is still here.

And, if anyone else would |ike to speak who hasn't turned in a slip, you
can still do that, so please |let us know.

MS. SHULTZ: Thank you, | appreciate that. | also appreciate all of your
work, and | hope that this is the beginning of nore opportunities for this
di al ogue.

Overall, | thought that the plan was organi zed and readable, and as a | ay
person and a local for a long time in Malibu, | asked nyself, what does this

nmean? if these plans are inplenented in the next 10, 20 or 30 years, how w ||
Mal i bu change? what will be different?

I know that this presentation is a visual one, and | would like to see --
and | think that was from soneone in the Malibu comunity that did that.

| would like -- | don't know if you could add sonething |ike an executive
summary, or vision statenent describing in a story formwhat you see Malibu
| ooking Iike, howw Il things look in the future? O, nmaybe you could add
tenpl ates, where you had overlays. | think a |lot of people, there is just so
much roomfor interpretation, and really not being able to visualize what you
nmean. There is a lot of variables that are unexpl ai ned, and undefi ned.

And, | think sonebody el se nentioned about ternms. In the back of this
there was no glossary of ternms: what do we nean by significant adverse inpact?
or mitigate? or appropriate where feasible? | mean these are really open for
all kinds of m scommunication

Al so, | had sonething like adnmnistrative things, Iike once the LCP is
certified, who oversees its tinely inplenmentation? or who deternines the tine
franes? and, what expenses does the Coastal Conmm ssion envision the Gty of
Mal i bu payi ng? and what fornula or rationale do you use?

And, | had hoped that you woul d add sone nore maps and tables. Maybe you
just didn't include themin this because of the bulk, or sonething, but I
t hought that the only ESHAs that | saw were on map 1, and | thought that that

was really, really, limting to what | understand other reports have used.

And, | also don't know how you will be giving us feedback on all of this
that you' ve heard tonight, so maybe we coul d have that answered?

Thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: | will just read through the slips that we

called, and no one was here at the tinme, quickly, to make sure you aren't back
inthe room to see if you are here.
Ri chard Sol ?
[ No Response ]
El i as Davis?
[ No Response ]
Vi ncent Cortazzo?
No Response ]
Wayne Pepper?
[ No Response ]
Joanna Rivari ?
No Response ]
Harry Sal zberg?



[ No Response ]
Vi cki Cooper ?
[ No Response ]

And, that's it.

Is there anyone |left who would |ike to speak?
[ No Response ]

| believe that M. Tinm had some concl udi ng remarks.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM At this point, | think I just want to thank
everybody for being here tonight.

We have |istened to your comments. W have recorded them | think there
are too many for me to start addressing those. And, | really think | need to
read the transcript, and we need to | ook at providing a response in a
conpr ehensive way. And, we will do that.

Now, there is a Coastal Comm ssion hearing comng up in Novenber, and the
tentative date for the Land Use Plan is the 15th, which is a Thursday, a couple
of weeks fromnow. W don't have our final agenda published, so it is possible
that day could get, the day that the Land Use Plan is schedul ed, could get noved
around. | doubt it, but it is possible.

[ Audi ence Reaction ]

Par don ne?

It is held in downtown L. A at the --

CGo ahead.

SENI OR DEPUTY DI RECTOR DAMM It will be at the Hyatt Regency downtown Los
Angeles, and if you are interested, that is 711 South Hope Street.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM | believe it will start at 9:00 a.m That
is typically when a Comni ssion hearing starts.

As far as -- we are going to try and read through your conments. W nmay
attach the transcript to the staff report to go to the Commssion. | don't
believe there is any way we are going to be able to address every comment we've
received tonight in detail in time for that neeting.

But, I think we did get -- we certainly heard your opinions tonight. |
thi nk a nunber of good points were raised. And, we do plan to seriously
consider those. It doesn't nean that down the road there is not going to be
sone areas where we are going to have to agree to di sagree, because there were
even a lot of conflicting statenments made tonight. | don't think everybody in
this roomwoul d agree with everybody el se.

But, having said that, we are going to, again -- | don't want to be
redundant, but we will consider these policies, and hopefully we can establish a
di al ogue with the city, as well.

So, thank you all for coming --

M5. MC BURNEY: Are you saying that it is going to be decided "Yea" or
"Nay" on the 15t h?

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM | don't believe so, no, no, no.

MS. MC BURNEY: Wsat are you sayi ng?

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM | amsaying the Commission is holding a
hearing on the Land Use Plan on the 15th. | fully anticipate that they wll
then schedul e a second hearing in January.

Now, under the legislation that we are dealing with, the Conmi ssion is

required to transmt a draft Land Use Plan to the city -- as | said earlier -- a
draft Land Use Plan by January 15 of this year -- by next year, yes, 2002, |I'm
sorry.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: What is a hearing?

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM It is a public hearing on this docunent.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Are comments and their response presented?

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM  Yes, the Commi ssion wants to hear your
comments on this draft Land Use Plan. W also want to hear the Conmission's
coments on it, as well.



UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: How ruch tinme do you think Malibu will have?

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM It will be practically the entire day.

The original intent was to spend the entire day on this item There are a
couple of itenms that are going to be scheduled early in the norning, that should
not take much tinme. But, it is essentially the entire day.

MS. MC BURNEY: Do you nean that we should go down and say the sane things
to the Conmmi ssion that we've said to you?

[ General Audience Discussion ]

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM  That is your deci sion.
[ General Audience Discussion ]

["msorry?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:. W I I they read the present transcript?

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM W will try and get it to them but, M'am
| can't pronise --

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: [ Question out of hearing range. ]

COURT REPORTER: M. Tinm | amnot able to get these questions, |'m
sorry. These questions are not going on the record.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMVM  Ma'am would you cone up here and nmake t hat
conment, because the court reporter is not getting what you are asking.

COURT REPORTER: | can't even see who is asking the question

Wbul d you just speak into the mcrophone for ne, please. Thank you.

MS5. REARDON-HARRIS: My nane is Jill Reardon- Harris.

And, | amasking if they will review the coments nmade toni ght before
their neeting, and | am asking why they will only perhaps have tinme to review
them and give themto them | nean, it is two weeks. | mean, isn't it an
obligation to have that done before hand, so that it can be discussed at the
neeting.

COURT REPORTER: Thank you

Onthe timng for the transcript, let ne speak to M. Tinmm
[ Pause in proceedings. ]

SENI OR DEPUTY DI RECTOR DAMM  Just so everyone knows, the court reporter
has indicated that she can get the transcript conpleted, and we will get copies
of the transcript to the Comn ssioners.

The purpose of tonight's neeting was really two- fold. Nunber one --

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER. W can't hear you.

SENI OR DEPUTY DI RECTOR DAMM  Nunber one, the staff wanted to get
comments, input, fromeveryone in the audi ence here, because this is a work in
pr ogr ess.

W do not expect the Commission to be taking action at the Novenber
neeting. There will then be subsequent neetings held next year, in January.
And, then additional work will be continuing to occur on this LCP, or Loca
Coastal Program right on up until Septenber of next year. So, this is not
sonet hing that ends with the Novenber Comm ssion's neeting.

But, in light of the conments that have been received, and in |ight of
what Priscilla has indicated, as far as being able to prepare the transcript of
tonight's nmeeting, we will provide that to the Conmm ssioners, so that they can
| ook at that.

But, | would encourage all of you, if you can, to attend the Conmi ssion's
nmeeting, because it does nmake a difference for themto hear fromthe citizens,
rather than just read a transcript. So, if you can attend that neeting, | would

certainly encourage you to do so
M5. MC BURNEY: Do you understand that having this happen only two weeks
after this one, makes this neeting seemlike a charade. Do you understand that?
UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: No, no, they are not going to vote in Novenber.
They are not going to vote then.



MS. MC BURNEY: They are now asking us to do this twice in tw weeks,
because the Commi ssion won't have a chance to really do anything with it. That
makes this neeting seemlike a charade.

SENI OR DEPUTY DI RECTOR DAMM Wl |, that is certainly not the intent. The
intent was to get comments.

And, the other point is, if someone cannot attend the Novenber Conm ssion
neeting we did want to have input from people who for one reason or another --

M5. MC BURNEY: | amjust wondering --
SENI OR DEPUTY DI RECTOR DAM -- woul d not be able to go to the --
MS. MC BURNEY: -- if this input is doing any good.

SENI OR DEPUTY DI RECTOR DAMM | understand that.

| guess this is turning into quite a question and answer period.

Well, you are going to need to -- well, we only have about 15 mi nutes, or
so.

MR LONDON:  You know, we have a draft now

COURT REPORTER. May | pl ease have your nane for the record

MR LONDON:  Arthur London

COURT REPORTER:  Thank you.

MR LONDON: W have a first draft. Now, we've had a neeting, and you've
got sone input.

And, then the Conm ssion, | guess, wll consider sone things, and may give
some responses. But, wouldn't it be opportune, and inportant, to have a second
draft? somet hing responsive to what has happened? rather than go fromthis draft
conversation and input, and then fait acconpli? Shouldn't there be a second
draft to show what you are considering to do in response to the public's
reaction?

M5. WHHTE: Can | ask a question? | haven't been able to speak at all

MR LONDON: Well, | was just wondering --

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM  Can you please just step to the m crophone.
MR LONDON. -- | was trying to get an answer to -- what about the

question | just asked?
M5. WH TE: Do you want the answer?
COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM  Go ahead, and we'll answer them both.
M5. WHTE: Ckay. M nane is Ruth Wiite and |'ve tried to find out why

the neeting is being held in Los Angeles? And, | was told -- and you'll need to
correct me -- that it was a four-day situation, or |east an extended situation
and so we had to take that into consideration, and therefore neet in Los

Angel es.

Now, if you agenda is not set, and we are going to take nost of the day, |
woul d think that you should and coul d reconsider this, because our residents of
Mal i bu, you are going to have to have half of Malibu traveling down that coast,
and | think, even if we had to cone up with sone noney to house your staff up
here, that it probably would be forth com ng.

So, | am asking that you reconsider where this is being held, thank you.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST TIMM  Coul d you give your nane, please

MR, STEARN. Andy Stearn, | amvice chair of the planning conm ssion
Mal i bu, but | am speaking for nyself, now.

The frustration is you are here toni ght, where were you a year ago? where
were you when this whole process started? So, now we hear about this tonight,
and you are going to try your best to get this transcript done, and it is going
to take the Conm ssioners a long tine to read it, to really understand it. How
are they going to be able to do it before this next meeting? howis everyone
going to go downtown? A [ot of people are going to be there.

So, | understand your problem but | guess ny question is, where were you
nmont hs ago? |If we could have started this process nonths ago, we wouldn't be
here toni ght starting the process again.

Thank you.



COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: W nust wrap up. W have a pernit fromthe
school district, unfortunately, it has very strict limts on when we have to
have the roomreturned to the condition we found it in.

[ Audi ence Reaction ]

W want to nmake sure about a couple of things, but some people may not
have heard it, if they cane in late: one, is that this docunent is on our
Coastal Conmmission web site. It is available, if you don't have your own copy
to read there.

And, if you call our office in Ventura -- we gave the phone nunber
earlier, but I want to give it once nore, if anyone needs it. It is area code
805.585.1800. |If you have a concern about hearing notices, future dates,
docunents, or want to submit witten comments to us, please call us, and we'll
nmake sure that your witten docunents and other things do go to the record

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: |I's the Conmi ssioner's hearing definitely on the
15th? Can rely upon that?

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Yes, it is, in fact, going to be on
Thursday, yes. That is correct. | think you can count on that.

Thank you.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Wbuld it just be possible, to request, when the
transcript is ready, that it be posted on the web site.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: | don't know if we can do that.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: That would nmake it nore accessible to have one.

SENI OR DEPUTY DI RECTOR DAMM  The court reporter says she can give it to
us on a disk form and I think that is a good idea.

COASTAL PROGRAM ANALYST HALE: Thank you.

*

*

[ Whereupon the hearing concluded at 9:40 p.m ]



