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CHRISTENSEN, MILLER, FINK, JacoBs, GLASER, WEIL & SHAPIRO, LLP
2121 AVENUE OF THE STARS
EIGHTEENTH FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 900&87-50I10
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310-282-6217

EMAIL: PGLASER(@CHRISMILL.COM Aprl[ 26, 2000

VIA FACSIMILE

Gary Hernandez, Chair

California State Coastal Conservancy
1330 Broadway, Suite 1100
Oakland, CA 94612

Re: La Costa Beach Public Access Dedication

Dear Chair Hernandez:

This law firm represents the La Costa Beach Homeowners Association
representing approximately 50 interested homeowners on La Costa Beach. We
have just been retained to review this matter; this letter contains our preliminary
concerns but is by no means exhaustive.

We are writing to urge the Conservancy not to accept the dedication of
property on Pacific Coast Highway in Malibu to provide public access to La Costa
Beach. We are appalled based on our experience at the lack of attention given to
very real public safety issues raised by this proposal.

First, we urge the Conservancy to delay the hearing on this matter to allow
opportunity for meaningful public input and sufficient time for staff review of the
relevant public safety and liability issues raised by this dedication. If you do act,
we believe that the only decision that you can make in the public interest is to
refuse this proposed dedication property.

Background

This dedication is in satisfaction of a Coastal Permit condition attached to
three Coastal Permits for three private residences on Carbon Beach in Malibu. The
amendment of these Coastal Permits to substitute on-site mitigation at 22368,
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21958 and 22338 Pacific Coast Highway for off-site mitigation at 21704 Pacific
Coast Highway (the proposed dedication site) is a highly controversial matter which
has been rushed to judgment with very little public input or scrutiny.

For your information, with this letter we are submitting copies of some of the
photographs (Exhibit A) and correspondence (Exhibit B) submitted to the Coastal
Commission at the hearing on the Coastal Permit Amendments on April 12, 2000,
including a letter from the City of Malibu opposing the off-site mitigation
amendment.

The Hearing Should Be Delayed

This is an extremely controversial matter which is being rushed to decision.
Inadequate notice and opportunity for public input has been provided for this
meeting. However, the behind the scenes trade-off that went into this proposal
appears to have been in the making for considerably longer than the time afforded
for public review.

Notice of this Conservancy hearing was received by some homeowners less
than two weeks ago. Others received no notice. The Association was not able to
meet to retain legal counsel until Tuesday night. It is impossible for the
homeowners to attend this meeting set in Sacramento.

The action of the Coastal Commission was similarly rushed and without
adequate notice. The Coastal Permit Amendments were approved on April 12,
2000 following very late notice. Most interested parties, including the City of
Malibu, received their first notice of the proposal on April 6, 2000. There is no
reason why the Conservancy should be acting on this matter merely 15 days after
the amendments were approved and only 21 days after the public first learned of
this proposal. And there is no reason why this matter needs to be heard in
Sacramento without the benefit of a site visit or local public input.

We urge the Conservancy to continue the hearing and decision on the

acceptance of dedication for at least two months and to schedule the matter for a
meeting held in the Los Angeles area to allow maximum public participation.
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The Dedication Should Not Be Accepted

1. There has been no analysis of the public safety issues concerning this
public access site

In the rush to approve these controversial Coastal Permit Amendments and
this dedication, there has been no analysis either by the Coastal Commission or the
Coastal Conservancy of the public safety issues associated with this property.

It does not appear that either the Coastal Commission or the Conservancy
have received any input from the Sheriff’s Department, the City of Malibu, the
Highway Patrol or any independent traffic safety expert regarding the traffic and
pedestrian safety issues associated with the site. Neither does it appear that any
analysis has been performed regarding the suitability of the site for public beach
use in terms of the size of the sandy beach, the condition of the rocky slope and
the tidal conditions on the property. No input has been received from any state
agency charged with maintenance of beaches or public parks. Finally, it does not
appear that there has been any study of the public amenities available in the area to
serve public beachgoers including parking, restroom facilities or lifeguards.

We believe that when these issues have been investigated the conclusion will
be that the opening of this property for public access will serve as an "attractive
nuisance" encouraging the public to risk life and limb to park, walk across or along
Pacific Coast Highway, scramble down a rocky slope into dangerous tidal waters
with very little sandy beach and no zone of safety off busy Pacific Coast Highway.

2. The site is completely unsuited and unsafe for public beach use

The property is the wrong location for public beach access based on public
safety issues, including but not limited to: 1) traffic conditions; 2) lack of
pedestrian safety items such as sidewalks and crosswalks; 3) lack of parking; 4)
lack of beach amenities such as restrooms or lifeguards; and 5) lack of a safe
pedestrian access onto the beach from the site.

The residents of La Costa Beach know the history of this site and the
countless automobile accidents that have occurred here over the years, especially
those involving beachgoers trying to access the Pepperdine property. In the past,
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the Highway Patrol has required Pepperdine to fence the property adequately to
prevent pedestrian use because of these accidents.

The City of Malibu opposes the public access at this property based on the
lack of sidewalks, the lack of traffic signals, the lack of crosswalks, the lack of
public parking and the existing dangerous traffic conditions at the blind curve of
Pacific Coast Highway.

The local Malibu Sheriff’'s Department representative has reported that the
blind curve at the western end of La Costa Beach directly in front of the proposed
beach access is among the most dangerous on Pacific Coast Highway contributing
to at least 20% of all traffic accidents on Pacific Coast Highway in Malibu. Local
residents presented anecdotal information regarding traffic fatalities and crashes to
the Coastal Commission, because there was no time for an exhaustive traffic safety
report. Recent Sheriff’s Department accident reports for this area of Pacific Coast
Highway are attached as Exhibit C, showing a high level of accidents involving
personal injury. Caltrans reports that in excess of 40,000 cars per day travel north
and south on this stretch of Pacific Coast Highway, making the potential increase in
slowing and u-turns for beach parking a particular traffic hazard.

The western section of La Costa Beach where the access is proposed has no
sidewalks, no traffic signal and no crosswalk. Parking is very limited adjacent to
the beach and crossing the highway is extremely dangerous to both passing traffic
and pedestrians.

This matter clearly requires further study and consideration before this
property is selected as a public beach access point.

3. There has been no analysis of the potential liability issues concerning
this property

This property is a narrow beachfront lot composed almost entirely of rocky
shore and wet sand. Its access on Pacific Coast Highway is at a dangerous blind
curve with limited sight distance. There appears to be no analysis by your staff as
to the suitability of this property, not only for public access purposes, but even as a
property owned by a public entity.
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Geologic conditions, tidal conditions, stability issues and access issues must
be analyzed to determine the risks the Conservancy may be undertaking in taking
title to the property. The costs of fencing, maintenance and repair even if the
property is never opened for public access must be taken into account. There is no
evidence that the Conservancy has adequate information about the property to
make an informed decision in the pubic interest.

4, The access is inconsistent with the Malibu Draft Local Coastal Plan

The City of Malibu reports that the location of the proposed public access is
inconsistent with the public access policies and proposals of the Malibu Draft Local
Coastal Plan ("LCP"). The draft LCP proposes public beach access points along La
Costa Beach but not in this location. The draft LCP also proposes more public
access to Carbon Beach than proposed for La Costa because of superior public
safety and visitor-serving features of Carbon Beach. Instead, the Coastal
Commission, in direct contravention of the draft LCP has chosen to mitigate public
access for three Carbon Beach homes with an off-site mitigation providing access
to La Costa Beach!

The dedication property is at the extreme western end of La Costa Beach;
whereas the draft LCP identifies two potential public access areas at the eastern
end of the beach (close to signalized crossing and visitor serving facilities at Rambla
Pacifico Road) and in the center of the La Costa Beach area (where visitors could
access the beach in both directions). The proposed dedication property at the far
western end, on the other hand, is unsafe, not visitor friendly, and accesses only
the area to the east due to the often impassable rocky shoreline area directly to the
west. The City of Malibu states that, for these reasons, the City chose not to
identify the location of the proposed dedication as a potential site for public access.

5. The Coastal Amendments and modified conditions regarding public
access do not comply with the Coastal Act nor with CEQA

This law firm has been retained by the La Costa Beach Association and
interested homeowners to challenge the Coastal Development Permits and the
public access condition. The validity of the permits and the conditions will
ultimately be decided by the courts, and the Conservancy should not act
prematurely to accept the property in the midst of this dispute.
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Furthermore, to the extent the Conservancy is relying on the Coastal
Commission to satisfy the environmental review of this dedication, that review has
been inadequate, both under the Coastal Act and under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). In fact, as outlined above, the environmental and public safety
impacts of the proposed dedication have not been analyzed by any staff, any
document or any agency.

Summary

In summary, we urge you not to act on this matter tomorrow at your April
27, 2000 meeting, but rather to direct staff to further analyze this proposal and to
continue your decision for further information and meaningful public input. The
only decision you can make today is to turn down the dedication on the grounds
that the property is unsafe and unsuitable for public access purposes and on the
grounds that ownership of the property may expose the Conservancy to potential
liability and unknown risks.

Sincerely,
Patricia L. Glaser

of CHRISTENSEN, MILLER, FINK, JACOBS
GLASER, WEIL & SHAPIRO, LLP

CB:cb
Enclosures
cc: Marc Beyeler, Project Manager
All Conservancy Members
Dan Hillman
Ken Chiate
Peg Yorkin
Art Zoloff
Freddie Fields
Mimi Polk Gitlin
La Costa Homeowners Association
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Marc Beyeler April 25, 2000
State Coastal Conservancy

1330 Broadway, Suite 100

Oakland, California 94612

Re: Carbon/La Costa Beach Public Beach Access Dedlcation, File No. 00-033

Dear Mr. Beyeler:

As you know, on April 12, 2000, the Coastal Commission approved an amendment to
three coastal permits (4-99-146 Broad, 4-98-185 Gamma, and 4-99-266 Daly) that
aflowed for an off-site mitigation program. The Commission action included a revision to
staff proposed conditions. Attached, for your files, is a copy of the conditions, as we
believe the Commission adopted them. The attachment is stamped “draft”, as the final
findings and conditions must still be submitted for Commission review and approval.
You will note that condition #3.B requires the permittee to submit revised project plans
that provide for: removal of the existing fence and construction/installation of a new
fence, gate (which provides for public access during daylight hours by such method as
use of a time lock gate) and public access signs. Once the plans have been approved
by the Commission’s Executive Director, the fence removal and new public
improvements must be installed, by the permittee, within 90 days of permit issuance.
Therefore, the costs associated with these public access improvements will be borne by
the permittees. Additionally, these improvements must be installed, by the permittee,

~ within 90 days of the permit issuance. Condition #3.C requires the accepting agency to
agree to allow these improvements to be constructed.

If the Conservancy accepts dedication of the mitigation parcel, the nreperty transfer will
occur prior to the construction of the permitiee required public acc:ss improvements.
Therefore, we suggest that the Conservancy staff recommendation be amended to not
only authorize acceptance of the property but also to include authorization to allow the
permittee to construct these improvements. Our suggested language is: “The
Conservancy agrees the fence, gate and signage that is required pursuant to the
amendments approved by the Coastal Commission for coastal permits 4-99-146, 4-99-
185, and 4-99-266 may be constructed on the property, in accordance with the
conditions of the amended permits”.

Please do not hesitate to call me if you have any questions.

Y

Linda Locklin
Manager, Coastal Access Program

Cc: Chairwoman Wan
Chuck Damm, Senior Deputy Director
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3. Public View Corridor Mitigation and Public Access Program

The deed restrictions previously required by Special Condition Eight (8) of Coastal
Development Permits 4-99-146 and 4-99-185 and Special Condition Nine (9) of Coastal
Development Permit 4-99-266 for the provision of a public view corridor on the subject sites
shall be deemed null and void and may be extinguished. Special Condition Eight (8) of
Coastal Development Permits 4-99-146 and 4-99-185 and Special Condition Nine (9) of
Coastal Development Permit 4-99-266 are replaced in their entirety as follows:

PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant shall
submit toithe Executive Director, for review and approval, evidence that:

A. Applicants have dedicated to the State of California, or its appropriate public agency,
the parcel located at 21704 Pacific Coast Highway, Malibu, Los Angeles County
(APN 4451-003-033) (‘the parcel”) to be held in perpetuity for public view and public
access purposes. The dedication of the parcel shall be in fee simple and free and
clear of all liens and encumbrances. Dedication of the parcel shall be in lieu of
providing public view corridors across their properties. The parcel shall be opened
and used for public access, both visual and physical. A deed conveying title to the
parcel and a deed restriction restricting the parcel to use for public view and public
access purposes in perpetuity shall be held in escrow by a mutually agreeable
escrow agent. If the sixty days statute of limitations (Public Resource Code Section
30801) to challenge the Commission” s decision on this permit amendment expires
and no litigation is filed, the escrow agent shall release the deed to the parcel and
deed restriction to the State of California or its appropriate agency. In the event of
litigation challenging the Commission’ s decision on this amendment, the applicants
agree to cooperate in the defense of such litigation. If, at the final conclusion of such
litigation, the Commission prevails, the escrow agent shall release the deed to the
parcel and the deed restriction to the State of California or its appropriate agency. In
the event that litigation precludes the parcel from being opened to public access,
either visually or physically or both, the deed to the parcel and the deed restriction
will be returned to the applicants by the escrow agent and the applicants shall pay to
the California Coastal Conservancy the greater of $1,000,000 or, in the event the
applicants sell the parcel within one year of the return of the deed, the net sales
proceeds; this money shall be used to open public accessways in Malibu or to obtain
public access in Malibu. Nothing in this condition is intended to or will affect any
sovereign rights or public trust rights that may exist in the parcel located at 21704
Pacific Coast Highway, Malibu, Los Angeles County (APN 4451-003-033).

in the event applicants are precluded from dedicating the parcel located at 21704
Pacific Coast Highway, Malibu, then applicants shall pay fo the California Coastal.

Conservancy $1,000,000 to be used to open public accessways in Malibu or obtain
public access in Malibu.

The deed restriction required above shall reflect that:
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(1) The entire parcel, as measured from the Pacific Coast Highway right-of-way

line seaward to the ambulatory mean high tide line, shall be available for public
recreation and both vertical and lateral public access to the beach and acean
on and across the entire site. Any future development or improvements on the
parcel will require a new coastal development permit and shall be limited to
those improvements necessary to provide adequate public recreation and
access. New development such as gates, stairs, fences, signs, and locks may
be approved, subject to the issuance of a coastal development permit, if the
Commission finds that such improvements are appropriate to regulate public
access on the site.

The entire parcel shall be maintained as a public view carridor from Pacific
Coast Highway to the Pacific Ocean. No structures, vegetation, or obstacles
which result in an obstruction of public views of the ocean from Pacific Coast
Highway shall be permitted on site. Vegetation on site shall be limited to low-
lying vegetation of no more than 2 ft. in height. Fencing within the public view
corridor shall be limited to visually permeable designs and materials (e.g.
wrought iron or non-tinted glass materials). Fencing shall be limited to no more
than 6 ft. in height. All bars, beams, or other non-visually permeable materials
used in the construction of the proposed fence shall be no more than 1 inch in
thickness/width and shall be placed no less than 12 inches in distance apart.
Alternative designs may be allowed only if the Executive Director determines
that such designs are consistent with the intent of this condition and serve to
minimize adverse effects to public views. :

No signs shall be posted on the parcel which (1) explicitly or implicitly indicate
that any portion of the subject site (APN: 4451-003-033) is private or (2) contain
similar messages that attempt to prohibit public use of this portion of the beach.
In no instance shall signs be posted which read “Private Beach” or “Private
Property.” In order to effectuate the above prohibitions, prior to the issuance of
the coastal permit as amended, the permittee/landowner is required to submit
to the Executive Director for review and approval prior to posting, the content of
any proposed signs as consistent with Part B of this condition. After the permit
has been issued, new signs limiting the time that the subject site is available for
public use (such as limiting public access on the site to daylight hours) may be
approved, subject to the issuance of a coastal development permit, if the
Commission finds that such are appropriate to regulate public access on the
site.

The document shall run with the land, binding all successors and assigns, and
shall be recorded free of prior liens that Executive Director determines may
affect the enforceability of the restriction. This deed restriction shall not be
removed or changed without a Coastal Commission approved amendment to
this coastal development permit unless the Executive Director determines that
no amendment is required.
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B. All existing fencing on the subject site has been removed. The applicant shall
submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, revised project plans
for the construction/installation of a new fence and gate consistent with the
requirements of Part A, Subparts (1), (2), and (3) of this condition. The plans must
also include a time-lock mechanism or other means to allow public access to the site
during daylight hours and must be designed in consultation with the California
Coastal Conservancy. The revised plans shall also include the provision of signage
indicating the availability of public access on the site. The approved signage must
be maintained at the site. After the revised project plans have been approved by the
Executive Director, the fence, gate, and signage must be constructed/installed in
accordance with the approved plans within 90 days of issuance of the Amended
Coastal Development Permit.

C. The Coastal Conservancy, or other appropriate agency, has agreed to allow
construction of the new fence, gate and signage on the parcel in accordance with the
plans approved by the Executive Director pursuant to Section B. above.
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City of Malibu

23555 Civic Center Way, Maliba, California 90265
(310) 456-2489 Fax (310) 456-3356

Carolyn Van Horn, Mayor
April 10, 2000
Californian Coastal Commission
89 South California Street, Suite 200
Ventura, CA 93001
Subject: Application Nos. 4-99-185A1, 4-99-146A2, 4-99-266-A1

Applicants: Gamma, Broad, Daly, Modifications to Special Conditions of Coastal
Permits 4-99-146, 4-99-185 and 4-99-266.

Dear Members of the Commission:

Let me apologize for sending this letter to you so late. Unfortunately the Malibu City Council
was only made aware of the hearing on this pending application on April 6 and we were unable
to act until the regular meeting of the City Council on April 10 due to the requirements of the
Brown Act.

The City of Malibu is writing to the California Coastal Commission to oppose modification of
Special Conditions 1, 2, and 8 of Coastal Permits 4-99-146 and 4-99-185 and Special Conditions
1,2, and 9 of Coastal Permit 4-99-266 to allow for offsite mitigation of the required public view
corridor on each subject site by provision of public views and public access to the ocean from
Pacific Coast Highway over the entire parcel at 21704 Pacific Coast Highway and to allow
development within the previously identified public view corridors on each project site.

The Commission is being asked, and the Commission staff is reccommending, to substitute public
access at three locations along Carbon Beach, 22368, 22338 and 21958 Pacific Coast Highway
for a single public access point along La Costa Beach at 21704 Pacific Coast Highway. The City
of Malibu abjects to these proposed modifications on a number of prounds.

The City of Malibu General Plan Open Space Policy 3.2.1 states in full that, “The City shall
réquire reasonable and equitable beach access for the public, balancing the rights of the
individual property owner and the public’s right of access.” Substituting only one public access
point for the three public access points required in the existing permits is contrary to that policy
statement. The policy of the general plan contemplates more public access points, not fewer.

The City’s working draft Local Coastal Plan, submitted to the Coastal Commission staff for
informal review earlier this year, proposes five additional access points along Carbon Beach but
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only three additional access points along La Costa Beach. There are a number of reasons for
these differences. '

The access points to Carbon Beach are in close proximity to many visitor serving facilities: the
access points are, therefore, more convenient for the visiting public. Pacific Coast Highway
along Carbon Beach is straight and level. It has three pedestrian crosswalks and a signalized
intersection to assist beach visitors who park on the inland side of Pacific Coast Highway and
cross the Highway to get to the beach aceess points. Finally, providing several additional access
points along Carbon Beach allows public access to a long stretch of sandy beach in each
direction, from the Malibu Pier to the rocky shoreline area which separates Carbon Beach from
La Costa Beach to the east. Further, since the developments have access to Carbon Beach, it is
logical that the access points be located on that same beach, not some other beach in Malibu. In
summary, providing for threc additional access points along Carbon Beach is more convenient,
safer, user friendly, consistent with the City’s General Plan and consistent with its draft Local
Coastal Plan. That is why this area was chosen for five additional access points.

Proposed access at La Costa Beach is not as user friendly as at Carbon Beach and therefore, the
locations had to be more carefully selected. The City’s working draft Local Coastal Plan
identifies three additional possible public access points along La Costa Beach. None of those
access points is in close proximity to the one being proposed here which is at the extreme west
end of La Costa Beach. The City’s Plan locates two access points at the eastern end of La Costa
Beach, opposite the Rambla Pacifico Road intersection. This intersection is signalized and has a
crosswalk. Itis Jocated directly across the highway from visitor serving facilities. The third
access point identified is approximately in the center of the La Costa Beach area. While it is not
close to visitor serving facilities and is not near a signalized intersection or crosswalk, it does
allow access to La Costa Beach in both directions,

By way of contrast, the proposed access site at 21704 Pacific Coast Highway is inferior in every
respect. It is located at the extreme western end of La Costa Beach. Access to the beach would
only be to the east, not in both directions because of the rocky shoreline area which exists
directly to the west of the proposed access site which separates La Costa Beach from Carbon
Beach. Pacific Coast Highway at this location is on a curve. Thus, both pedestrian and motorist
sight distance is limited. This location has a high vehicle accident history. According to statistics
provided by the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department some 20% of all vehicle collisions on
Pacific Coast Highway, from Topanga Canyon Road to the western City limits, in the last year
have taken place along this stretch of PCH. Vehicles travel at high speeds on this stretch of the
Highway; south-bound autos have frequently run off the road. Parking is very limited adjacent to
the beach; crossing the highway is disruptive of traffic and dangerous to pedestrians. There are
no traffic signals or crosswalks in the vicinity of this access site to assist pedestrians in crossing
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the Highway from the inland side to get to the beach and vice versa. Because of the limited
parking opportunities along this stretch of the Highway, cars will park directly in front of the
property at 21704 Pacific Coast Highway, blocking the view of the ocean and defeating one of
the main purposes of providing an access point, to provide views of the ocean and beach to
passing motorists.

For all of the above reasons, the City chose not to identify the location at 21704 Pacific Coast
Highway as a candidate site for public access in its draft Local Coastal Plan.

The City of Malibu feels that by any objective criterion, many of which have been set forth
above, changing the location of the access sites and reducing them from three to one is an inferior
and dangerous proposition. Access points should be provided in close proximity to new
development. The burden of access should be borne by those developments both initially and
after they are occupied. Locations need to be chosen where public safety and convenience is
greatest, not at greatest risk.

The City urges the Coastal Commission to deny the requests for modification of the existing
permits.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Van Homn
C: City Council

City Attorney
Interim Planning Director
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JODY AND SCOTT SIEGLER

April 10, 2000

c/o Steve Hudson

California Coastal Commission 4-d9-1¥6- Al 2,3
89 South California

Suite 200

Ventura, CA 93001

Dear Steve:

Thank you for spending some time on the phone with me today. Per our conversation, I'd
like to convey the thoughts of my husband and myself, property owners of 21640 PCH on
La Costa. i

As I stated, we are very concerned and disappointed in the lack of “due process” on the
subject of notification. The Notice of Pending Permit was dated April 3, and your own
memo regarding the “submission of written materials” requires that you “submit your
materials to the Commission staff no later than three working days before the hearing..”
Three working days before April 12™ is April 7*. A posting of 4 days hardly seems
adequate, or even legal, for such a sophisticated issue. You cited your own lawyer’s
opinion that while admittedly short, the notification period was legal. The fact that the
notification period was so questionably short that it required legal counsel is a statement
unto itgelf.

Homeowners on La Costa are struggling to spread the word and obtain a postponemert
so that the isgue can receive the due diligence it deserves. While I appreciate that the
Commission has studied the issue and rendered it’s concurring opinion, it seems that the
process of requiring public notice is obviated when adequate lead time is ignored. Why
bother posting at all? The intent of public notification must include some test of
reasonableness.

While we hope for the adequate opportunity to explore all facets of this issue, our
immediate response includes the following concemns:

1. How is it that mitigation of the public view corridor on Carbon Beach ig satisfied by
providing it on La Costa? Doesn’t La Costa carry its own public access burden? Isn’t
it the intent of the public access allocation to be distributed it across the shoreline?

2. Isn't beach width relevant in determining the appropriateness of public access? Isn’t
Carbon beach much wider than La Costa, and therefore minimizes the issue of “forced
trespass” by providing more sandy beach to walk on. I, myself, have gotten canght
clinging to neighbors’ stairs as ] walked the beach without being mindful of seasonal
tide charts. Water comes up to the stairs and most bulkheads during the day onLa
Costa beach. Where is the public supposed to perch? On our decks? It secems that 2

21640 Pacific Coast Highway, LA, CA 90265
(310) 476-1286
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consistently sandy beach is tantamount to fairly provided public access for all those
concerned.

3. How is it considered equivalent and fair to take 3 portions of public access and
aggregate them into one spagce on gither La Costa or Carbon? Doesn’t that encourage
creating a bona fide public beach, as opposed to a public view corridor? What is then
done about parking, restroom needs, eating, etc.? At least on Carbon Beach there are
commercial establishments which will help mitigate the violation of personal property,
which is what T call it when someone urinates on the side of my house (or worse).

4. Have you ever tried backing out of a driveway on La Costa Beach? Do you have any
idea how blind that curve is at the northern end of the beach? As dangerous as PCH
may be in all areas, T understand that fully 20% of all traffic accidents on PCH occur at
this curve. If taking your life into your own hands was a matter of choice, suicide
wouldn’t be illegal. Is this a “buyer beware” attitude toward the potential consumers
of the proposed “public view corridor.”?

Whether or not you agree with our feelings, or whether or not they have had adequate
time to be fleshed out seems to go right to the heart of public notice and hearings. Why
have them at all if not to invite our attendance in a meaningfu! and actionable way?

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

ody and Scott Siegler

21640 Pacific Coast Highway, LA, CA 90265
(310) 476-1286
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LAWRENCE KUPPIN

April 11,2000

Mr. Steve Hudson
CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

South Central Coast Area Via Mail & Fax:
89 California Street (805) 641-1 732
Suite 200

Ventura, CA. 93001

I was greatly distressed to learn from one of my neighbors on LaCosta beach in Malibu that a
Coastal Commission hearing has been scheduled for tomorrow concerning the issue of turning the
lot, commonly known as 21704 Pacific Coast Highway, into public access to LaCosta and Carbon
Beaches. As a homeowner on LaCosta Beach, I was given po notice of such a meeting; 0o notice
of the issues to be discussed or determined and no notice allowing me and my fellow neighbors to
investigate the proposal, the applicable laws, ordinances, zoning and other issues which would
permit us to prepare for such a hearing 1 strongly object to the setting and holding of this hearing
without proper and timely notice to myself and the other property OWners along Carbon and
1.aCosta beaches. '

Without having any time at all to investigate the matters which I understand are to be discussed at
tomorrow’s meeting of the Coastal Commission and lacking any information from any
governmental authority, I have a great many questions concerning this public access proposal. -
They include the following:

1. There is limited and often no available public parking near or adjacent to the 21704 Pacific
Coast Highway location. Has a study been conducted to determine where the public would park
to take advantage of access at this location? What are the safety issues involved with parking and
then walking along or across Pacific Coast Highway to gain the proposed beach access to this
stretch of Pacific Coast Highway?

5 There are no sidewalks at or near the proposed access location. Has a safety study been
cor_lducted concerning the safety or lack of safety related to walking in the street from one's car to
arrive at the public access location?

21314 Pacifiec Coast Highway, Malibu, California 90265
Telephone: (310) 275-1440 Telefax: (310) 275-2076

Ty
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Mr. Steve Hudson =
California Coastal Commission

3. According to the Malibu Sherriff's Office, the curve on Pacfic Coast Highway, which abuts the
21704 Pacific Coast Highway location, is the third worst site of auto accidents in all of Mahbu.
Many people have been injured and even killed in accidents which have taken place directly in
front of the 21704 Pacific Coast Highway location being discussed as appropriate for public
access. Is the Coastal Commission aware of the accident statistics at this location? Has the
Malibu Sheriffs Office been contacted to determine their attitude concerning the appropriateness
of this location for public access? Has a traffic safety study been conducted concerning the safety

issue involved in locating public access at this location?

4 1 have been informed by some of my neighbors that the idea of transferring the 21704 Pacific
Coast Highway location for use as public access is the result of 2 "deal" worked out to facilitate
the building of "beach mansions” on Carbon beach by certain well known families. The trade off,
T am told, involves the transfer of the lot in question in return for building permits which would
otherwise exceed the permissible building limits. 1hope these accusations I have heard are not
true, but it would obviousty be of great concern if public safety were being compromised for the
benefit of the rich and well-connected.

Because of the numerous issues which surround the matter of using 21704 Pacific Coast Highway
as potential public access, I believe all LaCosta and Carbon beach homeowners should be advised
of a.)what is being proposed; b.) what studies have or have not been done concerning safety
and other issues concerning the matter (with copies to all homeowners); c.) what, if any, quid
pro quos are involved in the transfer of 21704 Pacific Coast Highway for the proposed purpose
and d.) all interested homeowners should be provided an adequate time to study all written and
other materials and to prepare for any hearings or meetings on the matter, which hearings or
meetings should be rescheduled for a later date to permit a proper and informed response.

This letter does not intend to state all of my reasons for concem with the proposal in question and
1 reserve all of my rights to object to and challenge the conclusions reached at the hearing
scheduled for tomorrow. Due to the lack of prior notice, 1 cannot attend the meeting.

ce: Art Zolof
Fax: (310)456-8524
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21653 Paaific Convt Highwn

Afalibu, Califorma 90265
April 11, 2000

VI4 PACSIMILE NO. (803) 641-1 732
Steven Hudson

Coastal Program Analyst

California Coastal Cormmission

89 South California Street

Ventura, Califarnia 93001

Re' Application Nos.  4-99-146-A2
4-99-185.41
4-89-266-A1

Dear Mr. Hudson:

I am writing to request that no action be taken on the above-referenced applications at the Coastat
Commission meeting on Wednesday, April 12, 2000.

Unlike the locations at 22368, 21958 and 22338 Pacific Coast Highway which are situated on a
straight stretch of the road with a broad sandy beach, the site at 21704 Pacific Coast Highway lies
along one of the highway’s most treacherous curves, acknowledged as one of the top three in
terms of accidents and fatalities. Adequate investigation must be made of the safety of opening
this portion of the coast to public access. By the way, what exactly is the California Coastal
Commission’s liability in accidents and fatalities which can be connected to the victim's usage of

a facility under the Commission's jurisdiction that is publicly known to be as dangerous as this one
is?

| know that you have received documentation on some of the many accidents and fatalities that
have occurred in the vicinity of 21704 Pacific Coast Highway. In the past few years, we have had
three parked cars destroyed in separate accidents in front of 21658 Pacific Coast Highway, caused
by drivers losing control of their vehicles as they came around the curve from the west. The police
reports will be supplied to you shortly. '

Please be sure you are fully informed before you take any action, and please make sure that your
actions don't lead to additional injuries and fatalities of people who could have been enjoying
Califarnia’s glorious coastline from safer locations.

Sincerely,

i " "'}\ @ g 1
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LOU ADLER

Apsil 10, 2000

Mr. Steve Hudson

Staff Anatyst

California Coastal Comenission
89 South Calffornia Street
Suitz 200

Veantura, CA 93001

Dear Mr. Hudson:

This is i reference o the Broad/Daly Permits on Carbon Beach in the city of Malibu.

| have been a reaident of Melibu since 1872 My house is located on Carbon Baach. It is the sscond houss, from the apace the
Coastal Commission is considering for public access. 1t is my understanding that there will be a hearing on Wednesday, April
12, 2000.

| have had no official nofice of this hearing. | am requesting thal the hearing on this subjsct be postponed unl the residents of
La Costa and Carbon Baach are propery notifisd. It would be appropriate as weil as informalive to llow us time to bring to e
table pertinent information invohing public safety as wall as other issues.

Your atiention to this matter would be greatly appreciated

Adier
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Accident_____

From page A1
bkl up” hes
the slrest to s L owm”
e blocked wath, Tralfie
Sergeant Revin Muauch of (he Lot
Hills SheniTs Station (ke The
Myt Tunes
The womi
fered no inpunes
Aller skiekung <ome dimance,”
J¢ malores e 1oond el 1991
Sweuke, el o the pavenmen and
LORLNUSH W owde with the aum
unih e “renuer e rear woe of
the wiher vy, BN A T T

Fatht-vicr pmn

LUt

o
dalbh

rponedly ol

FR%
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314 4561850

Viauch Wiher the motom v i 1 het
P vehilele fie was riecied prore
e bike and “tumbicd down e
st 20 foet or 500 be saud
Maueh said the mowriycle’s
gas tonk spilled and “caugh on
fire.” causing the hike 1o pum up,

Lifesavers

Fire lighuers trom thye ety Cur-
hon Catyon sianon reencdly no-
spondded 0 e stidem, hosing
kren the bike arwd ing g
MRORCYChst.

“Thay wet the ane thy orob.
by saved his [ife,” Maucn saig

Awmhontes said e man wag
arified © Westake Com:mn,'ly
Hospial where e poned) yisin
critical condilwon.

Maech said (he woman driving
the Pathfinder claimed she saw the
motorcyclist and believed he wag
far rnough away for her 1 make
the A araffic dwvision
fopregTitative said if e biker hay
ot been weamng 2 hclmoy ke
wirdld nol e hers

Parks

from page A1
b ol e Purinuwnt Rasch

Segpursien o whidn g S0 nithon
Rivanos du Jurse 3

The Samin Memeas Mountaimns
Comservancy had pranecd Lo we
LOunly aml slat bonc dunds o pay
o et them ol thy
POORCILE D tederal covemmient
laerin the yeur @ the Juids voyld
b wsedd or o seguisitiony,

Weve sl gside §5 mullon
fram Prop 117 and S8 millon
fmm Prop A lunds feor July,
Avgust, Sepember and Ocober,
We thought thal by Nov. 3, we
wauld have the federal funds”

siid - Conscrvaney  Execulive
Oireclor Joseph 1. Edmusion,
“Now in reabty, i may be

November "9 before we could e
reimbrersed,

The enly altermative would be
1o get Union Foderal (o axiend the
nole. but that would ot wmost 51

Council_____

From page AY
A having govemment dictae
i ROl what this courry i saouL”
The councii put ol deaiding
the Tomes lule, amd thal of gthers
uithl Tuesday, July 6, 4230 pn,
Hughes Auditonuny, M1 Maliby
Cunyon Rogd.
Dunng the public CoMmeniary,
Mayor Carolyn Van Hom wok (e
ursual wep wl having ¥lanning

Fhioosas Befy Bepard sddnms —

mubon in intcrest, which would
not b reimburxed by he Fegerm
govamment, Edrnision sgy,

‘New trend'?

“One of the hig questony for
as s whether tus s g wmporary
silwanen for this véur or docs it
PRt 4 now trend,”* he eaid. “1F
S0, we have o take J look al pur
mlicy of advancing sare money
for federdl acquisitions,”

A controversial alempt
iquire 248 acres of Soka Un
versity Iand by conderarmtion
would nol be affecies, as $19
million hag been sot aside for thar,
Edmision said,

Crcawd |n 1978,  the
SMMNRA has sought 10 stitch
wgether 35000 acres  of
conbiguous  parkland, preserving
wildhfe comndors and  riparian

arcds fom development QF tr
20406 agres have been perchased
Tor 5136.9 miltion.

Purks advecaies had hopoy tha
2 demoentic Administroton would
SUST support thost effons, which
Wt begging during (e Reagan
years when approprialions wer
lean aned propeny values sky high

“Seralor | Diane) Feinston is a
#o0d  enviroamentalist, and |
would hope that we wouid sec the
Senate aking e lead,” Edmiston
sid. T den't evnk that's Log much
af 3 vain hope, but s g tough
e
With ral esaw prices te
lowest i decades  and  the

depressed economy discouragimg
developers, parks advocates sco
this as the ideal ume 1o bay.
Irorucally, those same cepnomic
factons are drying up both s and
federal funding.

Ha-18-3r
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 Dancing with Siva

B4 18P  F.

The M

——

Satguruy Sivava Subramuniyaswami, publisher of Hindui
book, "Dancidg with Siva,” Sunday cturing festivities at the

Sudlget

Froo page A1

the Genern Flan  preparaiion,”
Hartow said, poantng out tha
Wein's contract is costing the city
“almost hall a million dollars”
over three years, but, for example,
the public and even the siafT gee
unable 1o obtain planming maps.
“Mobody bas maps!" Hardow
exclaimed, 1 wert (0 (Planning
Dirccior Bob) Benara, and he
doesn’t even have a sel of maps ™
Courtilmember Jell Komer
W0ld Horow his crucesms wen
"complettly ofF busc.' and alicr
Hurlow finished speakong, K ramer
densively  asked:  “fs there
Wiything else on your mimd, Mr

Harlow. like what you had
din{tr'.’“
Consultants targeted

Councilmembery sp
reconumendations  from  H.
and Keller 1o thin out the rar
COMrE Consultanis in lavor
house stall and roduce com
purchases,

"We're not going o sow
MOy in this city until we go ul
replacing these consuliant
Harow smid. My ponted out o
the averugee city payout for come:
consulianls fumished by Willd
ANSOCHIES 15 3700 per hour

ﬁ | Time warp at watershe
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ecial Meeting Set

Land Purchase o Address Interim

Now Appears
o Be on Hold

“In my judgment. thent is not 2
rayer in the world thal this acayui-
ipon of land will not o forwand.
ve will acquue the Tkl Joseph
drmiston . executve director of
1w Santa Monka Mountains Con-
arvancy saxd 1ast cnoneh.

Four weeks later. the SMMC 15
© Bonger comitenng Aluisition
1 the prvaely owned Escomirio
‘ails and surrounding propsity.

In responsc 1o cencerns
xpressed by Erin Murphy
3'Hara, owner of the ld-acre
wopery which mcludes the falls,
ancerming alleged vinlation of
xr consbiutional rights. Jerome
Jamel. chair of the $MMC,
ssued 2 two-page lener 1o ()" Hara
wheeh was obtuned by the MNows.

I assure you that the Conservan
oy will lake extraordinary mca-
wres to avoid Cven a suggesuon
hat we are somehow .:::l;ns 1
nolaie your constituticnid nghts,”
Janie] wrole.

Measures 0 be taken inciude
e mfrain from commemt hefore
Los angeles Coumty or the
Coaytal Commisxion on (e pro-
sosed [0-lot subdivision of
J'Hara's property.

The Conservancy funhet agreed
10 ertct and mantan an <ight-Tool
fence topped by reeor wire at the

buse of the falls on the northemn
baundary of the Fairfax Savings
15 acquud.

“We will dey nothing, to encour-
age the publir o use your proper-
ty and will Sign it AZAms GespRss-
ing.” Daniel wrote,

According w Danscl the Con-
servancy was acousaxt of vinlatang
('Hara's rights afles its refusal to
purchase the 34 acres for $13
miillson withoat an appreisal.

“Mad as this kind of taeuc
makes us foed personally,” Edmis-
ton sasd, “as public officials we
have no chosoe but to stand up to
exioroonate demands.”

“I'm not sure if the Conservan-
cy had funds o saously noge¥
gtz with me, DUE at loast we

everylhing up io the pvaterfail, it
iton. Afer

appessrrnl for
[the falis]. A Fonoc

wkeal

“BY CHRISTOPHER SHARPE

Zoning Map Changes

m Public Testimony Closed on Map Amendments

fier heaning cxuemsive tes-
timony on proposed
mendmems to the City
of Malibu intérim zonng map,
the ety council adjoumed Mon-
day night's meetng 1o a special
segsion = for Wednesday. July 7.
Coanci! discossion of the pro-
posext map changes is expected to
be the soke item on the agenda of
the meeting scheduled for 6:30
p.m. in the Hughes Rescarch
Laboratonos Awditonum.

Ciry Manager David Carmany
said council members were
adamant that the continued meet-
ing provide an OPPOMIMLY far as
full an =xploratson of map 1ssues
a3 possible.

Proposed map changes include
a number of instances where
General Plan Task Poree dawn-
zoning has bcen reversed in
response 1o cniicism from affect-
ed parties.

I i1l changes being

referred ko as mapping eMors and
map reconciliations will e
addressed by the anmal

The testimoeny portion of e
public hearing having been
closed, discussion will be limutesd
10 members of the council unicss
they ask quesions or seck specf-
iv input from the public.

Couneil acuon on the amend-
menlt pAckape 8 expectid to ke
place at the Wednesday mezting.

BY ANNESOBLE _

ff/———m—!. .
esday Morning Mishap

Snarls Highway Traffic

fiery motorcycle crash
that lil up the early mom-
ing sky on Tuesday left

the cyclist in cribess condition.
According to authorilies.
Michsel Ryan of Los Alamitos
locked his brakes when riding
westbound on Pacific Coast
Highway as he atempted to avert

was making a U-tam on PCH.

When Rysn swerved 1o avoud
tutting her veblele, the motarcy-
clie and rider “wenl down asd the
motorcycle hit [Lachman's vehi-
cle] in a sliding position,” #cond-
ing 1o Sergeant Kevin Mauch of
the Los Angrics County Sheafls
Department.

a vehicle dniven by Mal- “Ha was ejected off the bike
ibuite Deboral Lathrar—whe—and kept thiding,” said Mauch.

Anti-IZO Group Disseminates Conce

who added the cycle then burst
i flames.

Rvan was airlifted to an ares
hospital where he was listed in
crncal coudition 33 The News
WAL 0 PIEAS.

Lachman was eninjured but
sustained dRmMBge W her vehicle,
An investigatian of the incident is
vontinung, according to Mauch.

BY BILL KOENEKER

— ==

HT~—Arene Waxman aﬂQﬂEd Niles
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Wig SiRens

Cycle wrecks leave 1 dead, 1 hurt

- Police are investigating two motorcycle ac-
T27 “tidents — one a fats} =nd one-a mear-fatal — i
- . Simi Valley and Malibu this wee S
=k Whﬂ?-}'ear-old Valencij man whgkilled ip Simi-

Valley on Monday. Richard Demattie was thrown

from his motsrcycle when he drifted and hit a

~ curb at the intersection of First and Easy streets

~ at 740 p.m., said Senior Officer John Parks of
the Simi Valley Police Department.

In Maliby on Tuesday morning, an undentified

] man was serfously injured and is recovering at

v Westlake Medical Center, said traffic deputies at

the Lost Hills Sheriff's Starion.
- The man was severely injured at 6 a.m. on

- 1 Pacific Coast Highway near Carbon Canyon. He

. 'was norihbound at 2 high speed when a car

" turpned in front of him, said Lost Hilis Sgt Wil-

= . Bam Hines.

. “The motorcycle burst into flames, and its rider
was airlifted by hospital to the Westlake hospi-
1t:::l The highway remsined closed for halfl an

" hour

el s Ve
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21555 Pacific Cuast Hwy.
Malibu, CA& 90263
(3102456-1243

4/10,2000

Clitornia Coastal Commission
89 South California St. #200
vintura. Ca 93001

Re:Pcrmit #:4-99-146-42, &4-99-185-A1.4 99 266-Al
22368, 21958, 22330 & 21704 Peific Coast Hwy, HMalibu

To whonmlght concern.

1 live in the neighbor of above location., I am decply
concerned about using this pldace as a public beach.

This location is in the daengerous high traflic area and I have
witnessnrd many car accidents occurred. Opening this locaticm to
the public is totally disreparding people's welfare.

Let's imagine people park their cars and waik around this
location, even, crossing the wide Pacifie Coast Highway to the
beach.

I atrogly feel this lccation is not suitable for a public use.

Thank you. ‘ﬁﬁf’

—

o
“§inji Michiue

" . A2
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Q’ BRILLSTEF-GREY MANAGEREYT

&7 J Ubhsic enteriummedf compony

9150 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 350
Beverly Hills, CA 80212

phone: {310} 275-6135
fax: (310) 2756180

TELEFAX

Deliver To: Steve Hudson
Company: California Coastal Commission

Fax Number: 805-641-1732
From: Marc Gurvitz
Date: 4/10/00

Re: Easements
# of Pages Inc. Cover: 2
Message:

This message Is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under

applicable law. If the reader of this message i8 hot the intended recipient, or the employee or ageni
responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that

any siddemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. H you have
received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by telephone, and return the
original message to us at the address below via the U.S. Postal Services. Thank you.

If you have problems regarding this fax please call (310) 275-6135



FROM @ SAM and MARGOT THOMAS PHONE MO, © 213 851 Z06S Apr. 18 Z20E0 voibePM Fl

THOMAS PROPERTIES
21310 Pacitic Coast Highway. Malibu, California 90265
(310) 456 2804; (323) 851 3363

APRIL 10, 2000

FAX TO STEVE HUDSON, CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION, SOUTH CENTRAL COAST
AREA, 89 CALIFORNFIA STREFT. SUITE 200, VENTURA, CALLF ORNIA 93001 FROM
SAM AND MARGOT THOMAS.

DEAR MR HUDSON:

THIS LETTER IS IN RESPONSE TO AN ARTICLE IN THE MALIBU TIMES, DATED APRIL 6TH,
2000 ENTITLED, “DEVELOPERS CLASHE OVER BEACHFRONT BUY.” WE WERE UNAWARE OF
THIS ISSUE UNTIL WE READ THIS ARTICLE.

AS PROPERTY OWNERS ON LA COSTA BEACH, MALIBU, WE WISH 1O INFORM YOU THAT
WE WERE NEVER NOTIFIED AND WERE UNAWARE OF THE HEARING FOR A PENDING
PERMIT BEFORE THE COASTAL COMMISSION REGARDING SITES 22368, 22338, AND 21704
TO DEVELOP THESE PROPERTIES BY APPLICANTS GAMMA, EROAD, AND DALY

SURELY, A MATTER OF PUBLIC SAFETY NECESSITATES NOTIFICATION OF ALL
PROPERTY OWNERS ON LA COSTA AND CARBON RATHER THAN JUST THE PROPERTY
QOWNERS NEXT DOOR.

WE WISH YOU TO BECOME AWARE THAT MANY PROPERTY OWNERS BOTH ON LA COSTA
AND CARBON BEACHES ARE TOTALLY OPPOSED TO MAKING 21704 INTO A PUBLIC
ACCESS PROPERTY. ON THE GROUNDS THAT P.C.H. 1§ AT THAT SITE A VERY DANGEROUS
STRETCH OF ROAD DUE TO THE CURVATURE OF THE HIGHWAY AND SPEEDING
MOTORISTS. INFACT, SHERIFF STATISTICS SHOW THAT THIS HAS RESULTED IN THE
THIRD WORST SITE OF ACCIDENTS N MALIBU, SOME RESULTING IN DEATH. MOREOQVER,
THERE IS NOT ADEQUATE PARKING AND NO ROOM FOR DEVELOPING ANY.

THIS IS MOST DEFINITELY NOT A SUITABLE SITE. THE LIVES OF PEOPLE GOING T0 THE
BEACH MUST BE OF SOME INTEREST TO THE STATE

SAM AND MARGOT TH@KIA
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April 10, 2000

Steve Hudson

California Coastal Commission
89 S. California Strest

Suite #200

Ventura, CA 93001

Via Fax 805-641-1732

Dear Mr. Hudson,

Treside at 21644 Pacific Coast Highway and have lived there for several years. ] am
writing to voice my strong opposition to the potential easements that arc being proposed
near my residence. I'm surc that you are aware that this particular stretch of the highway
is extremely dangerous where numerous accidents occur on a regular basis, especially in
the surnmer time. Granting the proposed easements will only escalate the hazards op this
highway instead of keeping it the beautiful scenic drive that it was originally envisioned
as. I rust that you will consider all sides and make a decision that will ensure that safety
of all those who use Pacific Coast Highway. Thank you for your time.

Best reg

Marc Gurvitz
MG/m

9159 wilshive blvd,

L3

suite 35

beveriy nille, co

80212

lel 310 275 6135

fox 310 275 5180



APR-16-2000

16:54 “TER A. MORTON 3188545730

PETER MORTON

April, 10, 2000 Via Fax: (805) 641-1732

Steve Hudson

Staff Analyst

California Coastal Commission
89 S. California Street, Suite 200
Ventura, CA 93001

Ref: Permit #498-146-A2 Gamma
#499-185-A Broad
#499-266-A Daly

Dear Mr. Hudson,

I understand there is going to be a hearing regarding the above
permit amendments on April 12, 2000. | learned of this only this
weekend from neighbors and have received no public nofice
regarding this meeting.

I own three houses on Carbon Beach and could potentially be
impacted from this view corridor beach. | request that this
hearing be postponed until all residents on Carbon and La Costa
Beaches are properly notified and appraised of the issues.

Peter Morton

PM:rc

F.B1781

TOTAL P.81



FROM .

AZ0LGTH FR> NC. @ 45685246 1485
|':| Lu

Rpr. 26 ZOWO 23:2SPM

Uy uecap AUS ! HILLY UEIEL YL \ U -udb:

__
T ———— ——— e e e e

Los Angeles County
Sheriff’s Department

Malibw/Lest Hills Station
27050 Agoura Road
Agoura, CA 9130}

Phone (818) 878-;808
Phone (310) 456-6652

FAX (818)880-5209

LEROY D, BACA, stERiFr
“ FAX TRANSMITTAL SHEET
o (30} 99, - 14y

T FAX t " i
; 0 /?zir" gOLo/'?,»’ ; AX hwsa (3;0 ] Yo fr |

ACENCY DATE: B
£ , /&__fi?(_) |
EROM. % e j NUMBER OF ATTACHED PAGES. f !

This FAX may contain confidential information and is intended only

for the person

liwed Wfthis FAX is received in ervor, or the person listed is unavailable, please notify

the sender. If different than gbove, contact the sender at Bor
X D0

| NOTES OR INSTRUCTIONS:

W Graditions of Sorvine

nma020299ax

AT o
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