




















































































3.8 Hydrology and Water Quality 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft El Rare necessa ry. 

3.9 Land Use and Planning 

Resolution No. 15-41 
Page 43 of 46 

The third paragraph under the heading 'Height Limitations' on page 3.9-16 is revised as follows: 

Height Limitations 

According to Section 17.40.080 of the Malibu Muni cipal Code, the max imum height of commercial development 

in the City is 18 feet. As the maximum height of each of the proposed s tructures is 28 fee t, the proposed project 

would exceed the Ci ty's h eig ht limitation for commercial uses. This height increase above the 18-foot a llowab le 

heig ht is due in part to the fact th at building fini shed floors must be raised by a minimum of 3 feet above the 

ex is ting grade to meet Federa l Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) req uirements and MMC Floodplain 

Management Ordi nance requirements (refer to Section 3.8, Hydrology and 'Vater Quality, and is also necessary 

to provide a screen for the rooftop mechanica l equipment req uired fo r commercial use. Ex isting buildings in the 

project vicinity include the two-s tory, approx imately 35-foot-tall, Ma libu Country Mart professiona l building 

directly across Civic Center Way from the proposed projec t site, as well as o ther nearby two-s tory commercial 

buildings furth er south on Cross Creek Road and to the wes t along Civic Center Way. Therefore the proposed 

project is wi thin keep ing of the exis ting visual character o r quality of the project vic inity. Site plan rev ie·.v (SPR) 

is req uired to Specific Plan development standards are proposed to a llow heights in excess of the max imwn 

allowed height in the zone. With the site plan rev iew process (8PR No. 10 043), Upon adop tion of the Specific 

Plan, height limitations wou ld be broug ht into conform ance. Refer to Section 3.1, Aesthetics, fo r more 

in formation. 

The first paragraph under the heading 'Setback Requirements' on page 3.9-17 is revised as follows : 

Setback Requirements 

According to Section 17.40.080 of the Malibu Municipal Code, front yard setbacks shall be at least 20 percent of 

the to tal depth of the lot, side ya rd setbacks sha ll be cumul ati vely at leas t 25 percent of the total width of the lo t 

but, in no event, sha ll a single s ide ya rd setback be less than 10 percent of the wid th of the lo t or 5 feet, whichever 

is greater, and rea r yard se tbacks shall be at least 15 percent of the lot depth or 15 fee t whichever is greater. 

Based on these s tandards, with a lot depth of 717 feet, th e proposed project woul d require a front ya rd setback 

of 143.4 feet and a year ya rd setback of 107.55 feet. In add ition, with a lot width of 422.46 feet, the proposed 

project would require one side ya rd setback to be at leas t 42.25 feet and the other side yard setback to be a 

maximum of 63.37 feet. However, as the proposed projec t would provide a front yard setback of 88 fee t, a side 

yard setback (eas t) of 50.7 feet, a s ide ya rd setback (wes t) of 42.25 feet, and a rear yard setback of 86.04 fee t, it 

would not conform to the yard setback requirements contained in the Malibu Municipal Code. A Minor 

Modification (MM) is being reques ted Specific Plan development s tandards are proposed to permit the reduced 

front, side (east) and rear setbacks. 



The first paragraph on page 3.9-18 is revised as follows: 

Resolution No. 15-41 
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For cl a rification, beca use the MMC does no t define "Landscaped Area," the Specific Plan prepared for the 

proposed project further interp rets the permitted functio na l landscape e lements, s uch as tree can opies and g reen 

walls, w hich could be included in the ca lcul ations. Under a lternative interpretation, Pursuant to the Specific 

Plan development standards, the project would provide greater Landscaped Area than reguired . H mvever, 

s ho uld the decis ion makers de term i 1~e th at a m ore trad itional interpreta tion of the landscape req uirement is 

more appropriate fo r the si te, a variance has been reques ted (Variance No. rn 028) for th e reduced Landscaped 

~ 

The first paragraph on page 3.9-31 is revised as follows: 

As the Specific Pla n prepared fo r the proposed project de rnon sh·ates, fo llowing the gran ting of the reg ues ted 

discre tiona l approva ls (Coas ta l Developm ent Permit No. 10-022, General P lan Am endment No. 11-001, Zoning 

Map Amendment No. 11-0()1, and Lot Merger No. 10-004,.-Gonditional Use Permit No. 10 013, Site P lan Heview 

No.10 042, Site Plan Review No. 10 01!3, the Minor M-odjfication reques t, Variance No. "lO 028, and Va ri ance No. 

~) the proposed p roject would be consis tent w ith a pplica ble land use plans and zoning for the project s ite, 

the cwnulative impact of the proposed project a lo ng with p ending and approved projects would be less than 

signi ficant. 

3.10 Noise 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft El Rare necessary. 

3.11 Public Services 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 

3.12 Recreation 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 

3.13 Transportation and Traffic 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 

3.14 Utilities and Service Systems 

3.14.1 Electricity 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 

3.14.2 Natural Gas 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 



3.14.3 Water Supply 

The last paragraph on page 3.14.3-5 is revised as fo llows: 

Resolution No. 15-41 
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As m entioned above, the water supply and infras tructure sys tem serving the project site includes a 12-inch 

wa ter ma in along Civic Center Way and a 10-inch water main along Cross Creek Road The applicant has also 

entered into an Agreement with WWD No. 29 b;t which is has agreed to co ntribute its pro-rata share of lli342,812 

towards the des ign and construction of a ll water related property specific improvements including a 12-i11d1 

wa te r m ain approximate ly 5,000 feet long, pump stat ion upgrades, a regul at ing station, and an approximately 

800,000 ga llon water tank. These improvements are necessary in order for WWD No. 29 to provide the 

customary level of water service required by the Los Angeles County Fire Department and the commercial uses 

assoc iated with the proposed project. Pursuant to the Agreement, the apj21icant 12aid lli342,812 to WWD No. 29, 

and on Februar;t 26, 2012, WWD No. 29 issued a Conditional Will-Serve Letter to 12rovide water to the proposed 

project. 

3.14.4 Wastewater 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary . 

3.14.5 So lid Waste 

No changes or revisions to th is section of the Draft El Rare necessary. 

4.0 Alternatives 

The first two paragraphs on page 4.0-31 are revised as follows: 

new tree canopy, the City has historically inte rpreted "on-grade" landsca ping to wards a project's total 

landscaped area. However, because the MM C does not define " Landscaped Area, " th e Specific Plan prepared 

for the proposed project proposes that functi onal landscape elemen ts, such as tree can opies and green walls, be 

included in the landscaping ca lculations. Under these circumstances, the project would provide greater 

Landscaped Area than required . HO'Never, should the decision makers determine that a more traditional 

interpretation of the landscape requirement is more appropriate for the s ite, the proposed project would be 

deficient by 50,352 sf (Local Impl ementation Plan Section 3.8(A)(5)(b)), and a varia11ce v.-ould be required. 

Unde r this alte rn ati ve, the 13,876 sf of ancill ary retail/res taurant s tructures, would be constructed as two, two­

story buildings. The parking required under this alternati ve would be 220 spaces (five spaces for every l,000 sf 

of retail space), as with the proposed project, since there would be no reducti on in grocery store, or 

retail /res taurant square foo tage. The additional space for landscaping/open space provided under this 

alternati ve wou ld be approx im ately 9,335 sf. Therefore, this alternative would provide 61,450 sf of traditional 

on the ground landscap in g/open space (including the chi ldren's parks, community ga rden, and public sea ting 

H a reas as proposed under the project), an increase over the proposed project, but still defi cient by approx imately 

41,0'! 7 s f. 



5.0 Other CEQA Considerations 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 

6.0 Effects Found not to Be Significant 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 

7.0 References 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 

8.0 List of Preparers 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 

Appendices 

No changes or revisions to this section of the Draft EIR are necessary. 
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