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Summary of Actions 
 

BROAD BEACH GEOLOGICAL HAZARD ABATEMENT DISTRICT 
REGULAR MEETING 

Sunday, November 16, 2014; 9:00 a.m. 
31330 Broad Beach Road, Malibu, CA 90265 

 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Karno called the meeting to order at 9:01 a.m. 

2. ROLL CALL 

PRESENT:  Chair Karno, Vice Chair Grossman, Board Member Levitan, and Board 
Member Rosenbloom (arrived approximately 9:06 a.m.)   

ABSENT:  Board Member Lotman   

BBGHAD STAFF ALSO PRESENT (not Board Members and not subject to Roll Call):  
BBGHAD Engineers Russ Boudreau and Chris Webb, and Project Counsel Ken Ehrlich.    

3. ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

Project Counsel reported that, according to the Project Manager, the meeting Agenda was 
posted at approximately 8:30 a.m. on Thursday, November 13, 2014 within the BBGHAD 
boundaries and concurrently posted on the BBGHAD website.  The Vice Chair moved, and 
Board Member Levitan seconded, the approval of the Agenda.  The Motion approving the 
Agenda passed 3-0 (Board Member Rosenbloom did not vote). 

4. APPROVED SUMMARY OF ACTIONS FROM OCTOBER 26, 2014 MEETING 

 No Summary of Actions have been submitted from the October 2014 Board Meeting.      

5. CEREMONIAL PRESENTATIONS 

None. 

6. CONSENT CALENDAR 

None. 

7. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

None. 

 8. NEW BUSINESS  

 None.    
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9. OLD BUSINESS  

a. Permitting and Regulatory Process 

The Chair recognized Project Counsel, who presented the following summary: 

CCC-  In anticipation of the CCC's consideration of the Project at its December 
2014 meeting and at the request of CCC staff, the BBGHAD has submitted additional materials 
to the CCC staff in the form of another revised revetment alignment, revised renourishment and 
backpassing triggers, and a revised dune plan.  The BBGHAD has also submitted a technical 
paper supporting its position that the "Boulder Field" at the Project's west end should be 
nourished and refuting the CCC staff's contentions that the habitat value should prevent 
nourishment at this area.   

SLC-  The SLC staff has informed the BBGHAD that SLC staff may not provide 
additional lease input until the CCC and the BBGHAD agree on nourishment and revetment 
boundaries.  Otherwise, the SLC appears set to consider the BBGHAD project at its December 
2014 meeting in Los Angeles.   

Army Corps- A meeting is scheduled for November 25, 2014 with Army Corps 
regulatory supervisors and senior staff with the goal of expediting the Army Corps' consideration 
of the Project.   

Regional Water Quality Control Board- This agency has informed the BBGHAD 
that it awaits additional coordination with the Army Corps, and that its permit and conditions 
should issue with 4-6 weeks of the Army Corps' permit. 

The Chair recognized the Vice Chair, who added that he is confident that the SLC 
will favorably consider the Project.  The Vice Chair also discussed his views on the CCC staff's 
position on the Project, highlighting various points about revetment location, lateral access, 
permit duration, west end nourishment, and the likely phasing of the major nourishments in the 
form of one 300,000 cubic yard nourishment approximately every 5 years.  

The Chair recognized Board Member Levitan, who stated that the Boulder Field 
should not warrant special attention from the CCC; this area should receive nourishment.  A 
discussion of potential west end nourishment scenarios ensued.  Subject to an approved CDP 
form the CCC, the Chair requested an opinion letter from the BBGHAD Special Counsel 
specifying: (a) the BBGHAD's ability to implement a tiered or scaled assessment, (b) the 
BBGHAD's ability to refund assessment funds paid by property owners whose property may not 
receive nourishment, and (c) the BBGHAD's duties, if any, to refund assessment funds already 
paid by property owners who may not get sand nourishment at their homes.  The discussion of 
west end nourishment continued with the BBGHAD Engineer expressing various points 
regarding post-nourishment sand dispersion and the longevity of sand in a smaller, phased 
Project.  

A discussion of the revised dune plan ensued, focusing on: (a) the CCC staff's 
request for, and the BBGHAD's submission of, a plan showing at least 2.5 acres of "protected" 
(non-sacrificial) dunes within the Project area, and (b) the scope and breadth of property owners' 






