
 1 

Las Virgenes Homeowners Federation, Inc.
Post Office Box 353, Agoura Hills, California 91301

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

February 2010   MEETING  (www.lvhf.org) 
 
 

Thursday, 18 February 2010, 7:30 – 10:00 P.M. 
 

 
The Place – Diamond X ï Take Las Virgenes to Mulholland; turn left on Mulholland. 
For the next 3/4 mile, the King Gillette Ranch will be on your right. After youôve passed 
Stokes Canyon Road, in about 3/4 mile, you will see a sign on your right with 
ñDiamond Xò and the National Park Service logo on it. A short distance past the sign a 
narrow road goes south at a right angle. This is Wickland Road, and, at this point you 
are entering the King Gillette Ranch. Follow Wickland about 300 yards until the road 
forks; take the left-hand fork; keep bearing left to the lighted house on the right. Park; 
enter through the lit doorway.  
 
 
Call to Order     Correspondence/Announcements 
Roll Call      Officer’s Reports 
Agenda Changes/ Approval   Approval of Meeting Minutes   
Delegates Reports – Mont Calabasas, Old Topanga 
 

 
Old Business/ Reports 

 
1. County Wide Oak Tree Permit Ordinance Amendment & “Healthy Oaks 

Ordinance”.  Reports/Discussion/Action and Campaign  
Guest Lynne Plambeck – (District 5-Antonovich)  
 

2. Quest Ranch- Urban Assisted Living Facility, Topanga - Update/Action 
3. The Edge Development – Update 
4.  Internal – Membership Regional Expansion/Tag Lines 

 

 

New Business 

 

1. Commercial Signage on Scenic Highways (Paul Culberg) 
2. Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Anthony C. Beilenson Visitor Center at  
    King Gillette Ranch. Discussion & Comments re: March15 Deadline.  

 
 

Save the date: Friday, April 23rd, BANQUET 

http://www.lvhf.org/
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THE FEDERATION WELCOMES TRIUNFO LOBO COMMUNITY 

ASSOCIATION 
 
Yet another local organization has rejoined the Federation. The Triunfo Lobo 
Community Association represents an area that encompasses about 90 homes just 
north of Kanan Road and Mulholland. The reason they renewed their Federation 
membership? ñItôs important for us to stay abreast of the broader mountains 
community,ò says Paul Culberg, one of the associationôs board members.  
 
 
 

COMMENTS SOUGHT ON KING GILLETTE VISITOR CENTER 

A few years back the State finally recognized what had been obvious to most of the 
rest of us for a long time and designated parts of Las Virgenes Road and Mulholland 
Highway as State Scenic Highways.   

In an earlier time, the County had zoned the mountain-ringed valley east of the junction 
of those two future scenic highways for high-density urban development. In1972, the 
Regional Planning Commission had approved a condo project near the intersection of 
Las Virgenes and Mulholland. 

Then, in 1974, the State purchased the land west of Las Virgenes Road that would 
later become Malibu Creek State Park. Monte Nido organized a homeowners 
association and persuaded then-Supervisor Baxter Ward to deny the condo project, 
and people began to urge the State to buy the mountain-ringed valley and add it to the 
new state park across the road. 

In the mid-ó70s the valley was the site of a Claretian seminary known as ñClaretvilleò, 
but the Church was in the process of divesting itself of its holdings in the Santa Monica 
Mountains, and State Parks, never enthusiastic about buying land in the Santa Monica 
Mountains, moved with agonizing slowness before finally allocating $6 million for the 
purchase. 

It was too late. A cult known as the ñChurch Universal and Triumphantò purchased 
Claretville from the Claretians and announced plans to turn the  mountain-ringed valley 
into a city to be named ñCamelotò.  

In 1978, Congress established the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area. 
The Park Service soon concluded that Claretville was the logical site for the main 
visitor center for the park. The Park Service began negotiating to buy Claretville from 
the Church Universal, but a Japanese institution named ñSokaò suddenly showed up 
and outbid the Park Service, paying the staggering sum of $15 million for the property. 
Soka then announced plans for a 5,000 student ñuniversityò that would fill the scenic, 
mountain-ringed valley with urban, institutional buildings. 
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This ignited one of the greatest land-use battles the Federation has ever been involved 
in. After spending astronomical sums of money on lobbyists, Soka eventually got a 
version of their ñuniversityò approved by the County and the Coastal Commission, only 
to have Monte Nido, the Sierra Club and SOS file suit and overturn the project on 
appeal. 

By this time a consensus had developed among State Parks, the National Park 
Service, the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and most park supporters that 
there could never be a truly great park in the Santa Monica Mountains without Soka at 
the very center of it.  

Soka held out for several more years until Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky finally went 
directly to the Soka leadership in Tokyo and convinced them to sell for $35 million. All 
the park agencies, along with the County and several local cities, as well as local 
residents, contributed what they could, and it was just barely enough. é   

And so it came to pass on a lovely spring morning in April 2005, that hundreds of 
people who had given the best years of their lives to save this magnificent valley made 
their way to the main gate of what had previously been Soka ñUniversity,ò and there, 
waving them in, was a park ranger. The threat of bulldozers had hung over the valley 
for a third of a century, but the machines themselves would never come. 

*    *    *    *    * 

After that day of celebration, the next task was to start planning for that visitor center 
that would become the main visitor contact facility for the entire Santa Monica 
Mountains park system. The National Park Service took on the lead role in that task 
and has prepared and recently released for public review an Environmental 
Assessment (EA) ñ é for the proposed construction and operation of the Anthony C. 
Beilenson Visitor Center at King Gillette Ranch.ò 

Copies of the Environmental Assessment are available for review at the Agoura Hills, 
Calabasas, Malibu, Santa Monica and Thousand Oaks public libraries. Or they may be 
downloaded from the web at: http://parkplanning.nps.gov/samo by clicking ñVisitor 
Center at King Gillette Ranchò or click on ñopen for public comment,ò then click on the 
document name. 

The EA is also available on CDs, and there are a limited number of hard copies. For 
more information on the Environmental Assessment, contact NPS Outdoor Recreation 
Planner Melanie Beck at (805) 370-2346. 

Comments on the EA are due no later than midnight March 15th. They may be mailed 
to Superintendent Woody Smeck, Santa Monica Mountains NRA, 401 West Hillcrest, 
Thousand Oaks 91360 or faxed to (805) 370-1850. 

*    *    *    *    * 

 

http://parkplanning.nps.gov/samo
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The ñpreferred alternativeò in the Environmental Assessment for the Beilenson Visitor 
Center at King Gillette Ranch includes,  

- The ñfull-service visitor center at King Gillette Ranchò would be located in a white, tile-
roofed 6,000 sq ft building with a round tower known as ñThe Stableò on the west side 
of the main entrance road into King Gillette that the Park Service calls ñEucalyptus 
Allee,ò about 200 yards southeast of the main entrance gate. ñThe Stableò was 
selected in part because it is close to the park entrance, keeping traffic within the park 
to a minimum. 

- The Stable would be modified within its original walls to include an interpretive sales 
area, interpretive exhibits, a couple of offices and an audio-visual alcove. It would also 
be modified to achieve a LEED platinum rating, the highest of four sustainability levels. 

- A small outdoor amphitheater, which would be constructed from the contours of a 
nearby knoll with space to seat 100 people. Interpretive day use education programs 
for schoolchildren would involve two busloads totaling 140 schoolchildren three times a 
week. Overnight school programs would continue to be housed in the dormitory area 
south of the Visitor Center, and would probably use the Visitor Center at least once a 
day.  

- Other interpretive programs would include tours and hikes originating at the Visitor 
Center for up to 40 people, mostly on weekends. Campfire programs for up to 100 
people would continue to be offered once a month. 

- A new 500ïfoot side road with parking spaces for 47 automobiles and 3 buses and a 
turnaround would be built just south of the proposed Visitor Center. This parking lot will 
not be visible from Mulholland. An alternative of using the narrow, one-lane 
ñEucalyptus Alleeò for one-way ingress to the parking lot and building a new exit road 
out to Mulholland east of the gatehouse was rejected.  Instead, ñEucalyptus Alleeò will 
be widened to accommodate two-way traffic without disturbing the trees.  

- Keeping the narrow entrance gate as a one-way entrance from Mulholland and 
building an exit road out to Las Virgenes was rejected due to potential circulation and 
visual impacts. Moving the parking lot closer to Stokes Creek, on the other hand, was 
rejected because it would violate the 100-foot riparian setback required in the Santa 
Monica Mountains LCP. 

- Our equestrian friends had urged the Park Service to restore The Stable to its historic 
use as an active stable for horses and livestock or a living history site showcasing the 
importance of the horse in local history.  

The Park Service rejected this alternative because it did not implement the adopted 
NPS General Management Plan and did not address the need for a ñgateway visitor 
centerò at King Gillette. A proposal to use the site for active equestrian facilities was 
rejected because such facilities are available elsewhere in the area and because  é 
ñthe proposed equestrian use would dominate the site and would be in conflict with the 
goals and objectives of the SMMNRA GMP and the Gillette Ranch Vision Statement 
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éthis alternative would have a very high cost for limited public benefit when compared 
to the use of the building as a Visitor Center.ò   

Funds to support the operation of King Gillette Ranch as a public park would come 
from special uses and special events, 

- Special events (weddings, company picnics, etc,) involving up to 200 people, mostly 
on weekends, would require a special permit.  

- Commercial filming at the new Visitor Center would be allowed by special permit as 
long as it was compatible with the visitor experience and the protection of natural 
resources. 

*    *    *    *    * 

Appendix D of the Environmental Assessment addresses the impacts of visitor use of 
the 18 acre King Gillette Visitor Center area on existing and 2029 projected traffic 
volumes on Mulholland, Las Virgenes, and Malibu Canyon roads and on the Las 
Virgenes/ Mulholland intersection with or without the King Gillette Visitor Center 
project.  

Las Virgenes Road north of Mulholland currently carries 2,420 vehicles per hour at the 
AM peak for level of service ñFò. The Visitor Center will add 156 vehicles to that or 6%. 
At the PM peak hour the Visitor Center will add 165 vehicles to the current flow of 
2,194 vehicles. On Saturday the Visitor Center is projected to add 159 vehicles to the 
mid-day peak hour traffic flow of 2,170 vehicles on northbound Las Virgenes Road. 

  

QUEST RANCH vs. THE NORTH AREA PLAN 
  

Itôs been almost 10 years since Los Angeles County repealed the high-density, 
antiquated zoning that had been established many years before to pave the way to 
convert the Santa Monica Mountains into an extension of the big-city urban 
developments that fill the floor of the San Fernando Valley today. 
  
The County formed a broadly-based citizensô committee which proceeded to draft a 
new zoning planðthe North Area Planðbased on the principle ñLet the land dictate 
the use.ò Applying this principle to the rugged ridges and canyons and steep, winding 
mountain roads of the Santa Monicas meant that most of the mountains ended up 
being zoned for very low rural housing densities.  
  
For example, after Topanga Canyon Boulevard reaches the crest of the Santa Monica 
Mountains at Topanga Summit, it then winds down the mountainside in a series of 
tight, looping ñhairpinò curves through steep hillsides covered with combustible 
chaparral and sage and designated a ñvery high fire hazard severity zoneò (Fire Zone 
4).  Not surprisingly, the North Area Plan zoned these steep, wooded, fire-prone, 
unstable mountainsides for very low rural housing densities.  
 
Land fronted by one of Topanga Canyon Boulevardôs particularly tight hairpin curves is 
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zoned for only one house per two acres. This is Quest Ranch, recently purchased by a 
Florida developer who seems determined to ignore The North Area Plan in order to 
rearrange 277,000 cubic yards of earth (instead of the 5,000-cubic-yard grading limit 
allowed in the North Area Plan) and remove 94 oak trees, all to make room for four 
three-story buildings containing a 285-bed assisted living facility that will require 310 
parking spaces and dump all the traffic generated by hundreds of patients, employees 
and visitors to this urban, institutional  facility onto a blind hairpin curve in Topanga just 
south of Mulholland. 
  
County staff tried to tell this out-of-state developer about the requirements of the North 
Area Plan, but he brushed them aside and told them he planned to ignore the Plan and 
file for the development he wanted instead. 
  
  
 

AGOURA HILLS GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 
 
The City of Agoura Hills current General Plan was adopted in May of 1993. After a five 
year process, the General Plan Update (GPU) is almost complete. Unlike neighboring 
Calabasas, the City of Agoura Hills for the most part is built out. There are only 116 
vacant single family lots remaining in the City which are all in Indian Hills and Old 
Agoura. Although the updated General Plan will continue to accommodate the 
potential development of that basic custom home infill, the City recognizes that many 
of the lots have constraints for one reason or another and may be difficult to develop. 
 
Quality of life and land use issues are of principal interest to residents. The General 
Plan Update approach therefore according to Principal Planner,  Allison Cook has 
been to examine sub areas in the City ï as citizens desire to keep the City the way it 
is, but with improvements to target areas. The purveying objective therefore in the 
process has been to ñmaintainò and ñrefineò, focusing on: 
a) Open space and preservation to maintain the characteristic semi rural flavor of 
many aspects of the City, and, 
b) Improving commercial development in commercially designated areas. 
 
Only three of the twelve sub areas are recommended for any land use changes.   
 
With a glance to the future, two commercial areas in particular are being considered for 
refurbishing and mixed use which could accommodate residential multi family.  
 
1. The first is the property on Agoura Road between Kanan Village and the Animal 

Shelter which currently has an Industrial use. Changing it to Planned Development 
(PD), revamping, and adding multi family is an option being considered.   

2. Secondly, the Commercial Center at Kanan Road and Thousand Oaks Boulevard 
would remain a commercial use but be a candidate for overhaul and again have 
potential for a residential Overlay.  
 

Citizens expressed desire to make both areas more attractive with incentives being 
contemplated that would encourage current and future tenants to revamp. 
Landscaping, more pedestrian friendly sidewalks and other initiatives are being 
explored that would give these locations a face-lift. Also, if necessary this zoning could 
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accommodate future Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) although Agoura 
easily absorbed last yearôs allocation of 109 all-income units. 
 
3. The third sub area set for change and site of recent controversy are the three 

corners at Lake Lindero Drive and Thousand Oaks Boulevard. Purportedly 
potentially changing this shopping center designation to neighborhood commercial 
was already in process before the tobacco shop (the cause of much neighborhood 
consternation) became a tenant. The newly drafted requirements and standards will 
protect the surrounding neighborhood in the future by determining what is allowed, 
although it is not retroactive. The objective is to encourage landscaping, renovation 
and redevelopment, thus bringing the area up to new standards. 

 
The City also plans on maintaining and intensifying protective language in the GPU for 
a sub area along Agoura Road which already has an Overlay so that it retains its 
distinctive rural neighborhood character (no sidewalks) and flavor.  The sub area is 
bound on the north by the 101, east by Chesebro/Palo Comado, south by Agoura 
Road, and west a bit past Lewis Road (where the commercial area begins). The 
particular portion of the sub area that will be the focus of the Overlay change/design 
guidelines will be along Agoura Road. 
 
Another focus of the draft GPU is to design and improve mobility for residents 
throughout the City promoting bike and interconnecting walking paths. Cafes and 
walking paths would also be encouraged in the office park areas along Agoura Road. 
 
Agoura Hillsé..the gateway to the Santa Monica Mountains.....anticipates its General 
Plan Update process to be completed by the spring of this year.  
 
The Cityôs General Plan Advisory Committee (GPAC) consists of two Councilmembers, 
two Planning Commissioners and six citizens at large. The City of Calabasas also just 
recently adopted its new General Plan and that Cityôs GPAC consisted of eighteen 
residents including two Planning Commissioners.  
 
The Federation has not taken a position at this time but we look forward to the City 
Council public hearings beginning in late March where we will comment. 
 
 

 
THE SUMMIT AT LOST HILLS AND AGOURA ROAD 

 
If youôve been out to the West End of Calabasas lately, youôve undoubtedly noticed the 
grading and construction activity on the northeast corner of Lost Hills and Agoura 
Road. What is going on?  
 
Whatôs going on is that increasing rarity in these troubled times, a privately funded 
commercial development that seems to be moving ahead without any TARP money, 
bank bailout, or federal job creation program.  
 
A year ago the Calabasas City Council approved The Summit at Calabasas, a 70,000 
sq ft commercial retail center located between Agoura Road and the Freeway east of 
Lost Hills in a 7.2 acre field that once was home to a brown house owned by a widow 
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named Mattie. The center will include five separate commercial buildings ï the first 
LEED Silver commercial development since Calabasas adopted its Green Building 
Ordinance five years ago. The Summit will also feature two outdoor plazas including 
benches, tables, water features, and landscaping. 
 
The buildings comprising The Summit are designed with roofs sloping at various 
angles to simulate the hills of the surrounding Las Virgenes Valley. A distinctive 
architectural feature will be a two-story-high stylized hawk - the symbol of Calabasas - 
that will remind motorists driving out from the Big City that they have entered a very 
different landscape from the uninspired urban schlock that has lined the Freeway up to 
that point. 
 
The developer of The Summit, Dollinger Lost Hills Associates was initially looking for 
an anchor tenant like Trader Joeôs or Whole Foods. Instead he obtained Pacific Coast 
Greens, a specialty natural/organic market with a full service deli/bakery, produce, fish, 
poultry, meat, gourmet coffee and espresso bar to be the anchor tenant. Several 
additional tenants have also signed up: 

- Senor Fred, a full service Mexican restaurant 
- Wolf Creek Brewery, featuring micro-brewed specialty beers 
- Jersey Mikeôs subs 
- a ñgreenò dry cleaner 
- a take-out pizza restaurant 
- an ñupscaleò ñgreenò stationery/gift boutique 

 
There was no significant opposition to The Summit during public hearings, but the 
Community Association of Saratoga Hills (CASH) has been concerned that the project 
will increase congestion on the two-lane Lost Hills Bridge. The initial traffic studies in 
the General Plan assumed that the bridge had already been widened because it was 
identified as a long term plan.   
 
The traffic studies in the Summit EIR did evaluate the traffic with the existing bridge 
and the developer was required to make a significant contribution to the widening. 
 
Widening that bridge to four lanes to mitigate the congestion could cost an estimated 
$20-plus million in highway construction funds which no one seems to have at the 
moment. There are however applications in place to get grant funding and reviews are 
anticipated by summer. The City of Calabasas is hopeful for the funding, however, the 
process is difficult and competitive. 
 
 
 

OLD TOPANGA AND DE-ANNEXATION 
 
As previously reported, the majority of residents of Old Topanga, a community 
included in the city of Calabasas upon incorporation in 1991, have decided they want 
to return to unincorporated Los Angeles County.   
 
Old Topanga Homeowners submitted a tract map to the Local Agency Formation 
Commission for Los Angeles County (LAFCO) outlining the boundaries of the 
subdivision to determine how much detachment would cost. Following a  
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recommendation by LAFCO, the homeownersô association asked the cityôs staff to poll 
their community on the de-annexation issue. Calabasas City Manager Tony Coroalles 
denied the request and told the residents to proceed using the LAFCO route. It is 
estimated that LAFCO fees could amount to more than $10,000. The Calabasas City 
Council has the power to veto the de-annexation even if the application moves through 
LAFCO successfully.  
 
ñThey need to know they are proceeding at their own risk and thereôs no guarantee 
what the Council will do at the end of it,ò Coroalles told a reporter from the Acorn, in a 
news story published on February 11th.  
 
Whether one agrees or disagrees with Old Topangaôs de-annexation, it is that 
communityôs right to determine and consider leaving the city. Residents believe they 
are entitled to better information and guidance from the manager of their city. At the 
least, he should inform the residents in what direction the city is leaning on this matter, 
rather than appearing to engage in brinkmanship in what could become an inequitable 
and costly ñgameò for residents of Old Topanga. 
 
 
 

NAP POLICY COMMITTEE MEETING  

The yearôs first quarterly meeting of the Policy Committee of the North Area Plan 
(NAP) met at the Las Virgenes Municipal Water District (LVMWD) headquarters on 
February 8th, 2010. Hidden Hills chairs the meetings for 2010 and Dirk Lovett is their 
representative. The Chair rotates with the different agencies. The Policy Committee 
was established as part of the North Area Plan approval. Its purpose is to provide 
ongoing oversight of the County Plan. The committee is made up of representatives 
from Hidden Hills, Calabasas, Agoura Hills and Westlake Village along with the 
LVMWD, the Las Virgenes Unified School District (LVUSD), the National Park Service 
(NPS) and Los Angeles County. It is not a decision-making organization but does 
serve to update its members of significant development as they might affect other 
member agencies or have regional impacts. Meetings are held quarterly at the LVUSD 
Headquarters on Las Virgenes Road. The next meeting is scheduled for Monday, May 
10th.. 

The majority of the meeting was dedicated to a presentation on wildlife tracking and 
invasive-plant eradication programs in the Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area (SMMNRA). Christy Brigham, Ph.D., began the discussion with 
information on invasive species. There are currently 19 that they are trying to 
eradicate. These are species that have large negative ecological consequences.  

California has 4,844 native species, second in number only to Texas. There are 300 
non-natives in the SMMNRA and apparently the worst is the yellow star thistle. 
Invasive plants destroy wildlife habitat, use more ground water than natives, increase 
runoff and can be more flammable than natives.  
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From 1996 to 2000, NPS spent $80 million to control weeds. NPS wildlife ecologist 
Seth Riley, Ph.D., discussed wildlife conservation and the effects of urbanization. Over 
60 different agencies participate in conservation efforts. Accidents cause 23 percent of 
animal deaths, while 12 percent are caused by anticoagulant pesticides. Animals 
exposed to anticoagulants are also more susceptible to severe mange infections. He 
discussed various wildlife areas and the movement of animals between them. While 
there is some movement in corridors bisected by freeways, there are genetic tests that 
show differentiation in species in the different areas.  

Liberty Canyon is one of the few areas with natural habitat on both sides of a freeway. 
Of the tagged mountain lions, P3 and P4 have crossed the 118 freeway. P12 crossed 
at Liberty Canyon in February, 2009, and two have been killed by anticoagulants. At 
present, they believe there are five mountain lions in the Santa Monica Mountains - 
four males and one female. Mountain lions tend to be present where there is a deer 
population available.  

   

OUR STATE PARKS AREN’T “OUT OF THE WOODS” YET 
 

While Congress has stepped in and allocated funds to keep our local state parks 
staffed and maintained for the rest of this year, there is no reason to believe these 
funds will continue to be available after this yearôs appropriation expires. Unfortunately, 
it looks like weôre heading for another state budget shortfall in Sacramento this year, 
with a continuing threat that the State may not be able to finance the operation and 
maintenance of our state parks in the future, leading to the threat of more state park 
closures and funding cutbacks. 
 
If funds to maintain Malibu Creek and the other Santa Monica Mountains state parks 
remain in jeopardy, the impact will be felt not only by park users, but by the Las 
Virgenes community at large. 
 
Malibu Creek State park encompasses aproximately10,000 acres of exceptionally 
scenic natural open space set in the midst of our community, where we can look on its 
rugged buttes and peaks and oak woodlands as we go about our daily routine. 
However, without adequate maintenance and policing by a trained ranger staff in the 
future, Malibu Creek State Park could soon become an illicit hangout for wild parties, 
marijuana growers, poachers, illegal campers and arsonists, while its beautiful cliffs 
and rock formations could end up being covered with graffiti. 
 
To preserve the beauty of Malibu Creek and our other state parks and to keep them 
open and safe for public enjoyment, the State Park Foundation and a number of other 
park support groups have formed ñCalifornians for State Parks and Wildlifeò and are 
gathering signatures to put an initiative on the November ballot that would ensure a 
long-term funding source to maintain and protect our state parks and those who use 
them. 
 
Proposition16, the State Parks and Wildlife Conservation Trust Fund Act, if passed by 
the voters in November, would add an $18 annual surcharge on every vehicle 
registered in California. In return the driver and any passengers riding in the registered 
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vehicle (automobile, motorcycle, RV) would receive a free, year-round day use pass 
for any and all units of the California State Park system. 
 
The proposed $18 annual surcharge on vehicle registration ï not much more than the 
$10 to $15 presently charged for a single visit to a state park and a lot less than the 
$125 charged now for an annual state park pass ï should not, especially when 
combined with admission to all state parks for that year, be a serious financial burden  
 
for most citizens. The money collected from the surcharge ï about $500 million a year 
ï would go into a State Parks and Wildlife Conservation Trust Fund that would be 
applied to the cost of operating and maintaining our state parks for that year and could 
be spent for that purpose alone. 
 
In addition, the revenue from the $18 annual surcharge would ñfree upò approximately 
$130 million in state general fund money that is now being used to maintain and 
operate our state parks. That $130 million would then become available for other 
public needs, such as schools, fire protection road maintenance, etc. 
 
The Californians for State Parks and Wildlife Conservation Committee is circulating 
petitions right now to get the 477,000 valid signatures needed to place Proposition 16, 
the States Parks and Wildlife Conservation Trust Fund Act, on the November ballot.  
The signatures must be turned in no later than mid-April. Volunteers are needed to 
help collect these signatures. For more information on Proposition 16 or to volunteer to 
help collect signatures, call (818) 760-2121 or visit www.yesforstateparks.com. 
  
 
 

 OPERATION SAFE CANYONS KEEPS EYE ON SPEEDING 
 
Last month, at the quarterly meeting of Operation Safe Canyons (OSC), the California 
Highway Patrol reported that the COPS program that covers our neighborhoods is 
once again fully staffed with four CHP officers. The two new additions are ñlocal guysò 
who know the mountains well, said Officer Leland Tang. He also noted that the CHP is 
still considering adding a new ñbeatò that covers the12-mile Mulholland Raceway, a 
popular route for racing that includes Stunt, Schueren, Piuma and Cold Canyon Roads 
and a short part of Mulholland Highway. The addition of this beat would allow the CHP 
to more accurately track collisions and enforcement on these streets.  
 
The CHP also has a grant pending for additional enforcement of motorcycle infractions 
in the mountains. There will be a press release to local media when the grant is 
funded. 
 
Performance driving, ñcanyon carvingò and plain old speeding continue to be a serious 
problem in the mountains, resulting in a couple of serious collisions on Kanan and 
Malibu Canyon since the first of the year. One of these incidents involved four vehicles 
carrying students who had a day free from classes at Newbury Park High School. 
 
Operation Safe Canyons is a cooperative effort to improve traffic safety in the Santa 
Monica Mountains. Led by the CHP and the office of Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky, the 
working group includes representatives from the Lost Hills Sheriffôs station, the County 

http://www.yesforstateparks.com/
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Department of Public Works and the offices of Assemblywoman Julia Brownley and 
State Senator Fran Pavley. 
 
 
 

COMMUNITY LEADERS BRIEFING ON CALIFORINIA WATER ISSUES  
 

 
State Senator Fran Pavley and the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
(MWD) hosted a meeting at the Agoura Hills/Calabasas Community Center on 
February 12, 2010, about plans to meet Californiaôs growing water challenges. 
 
Fran Pavley, who is Chair of the Senate Natural Resources and Water Committee, 
spoke of the 2009 Comprehensive Water Package, which is the most comprehensive 
package of water legislation in 50 years.  This balances the future needs of the 
growing Southern California population, Central Valley farmers, the Delta ecosystem, 
endangered species, fisheries and Delta communities, while anticipating possible 
drought, reduced snow pack, rising sea levels and seismic damage.  The four policy 
bills cover water conservation, improving ground water management, Delta 
governance and investments in levee repairs, water storage, recycling, etc.  And the 
legislature authorized the placement of a Water Bond for $11.14 billion on the 
November 2010 ballot to finance the package. 
 
Jeff Kightlinger, General Manager of the MWD, outlined the necessity for the $11.14 
billion Water Bond.  This would provide funding for major investment in infrastructure 
throughout the state.  The emphasis is on strategies to cope with water shortages and 
drought ï water conservation, recycling, ground water cleanup, emergency above-
ground and groundwater storage, and water supply reliability.  Delta sustainability and 
watershed protection are also addressed. The population of Southern California is 
expected to grow to 25 million people and managing this future growth requires a 
significant investment in our water infrastructure. 
 
Both speakers mentioned the possibility of an immediate and significant reduction in 
the MWD water allocation by court order if endangered Delta smelt are found in the 
State Delta pumps. 
 
 
 

Federation Fact Finder 
 

GUIDELINES WITH GREMLINS DISPATCHED BY COUNCIL 
 

ñCongress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right 
of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of 
grievances.ò 
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Americans are entitled to freedom of speech, to assemble and to petition their 
government, so how does a resolution like No. 2010-1223 find its way onto a City of 
Calabasas Council agenda; and, who drafted it?  
 
The proposed resolution attempted to wrap new purported "ethical guidelines" into a 
sweeping, overreaching set of controls and restrictions over the Cityôs volunteer 
commissioners, who are already bound by several state laws, including the Brown Act. 
It would have stripped them of their rights to be active in their communities (even in 
their own HOA's), to have an individual voice in their city, to speak to their elected 
officials about any issue, to disagree with staff and to take action on any issue in the 
city, even when the issue is unrelated to the purview of their commission. 
Commissioners would be judged on whether they deliberately or with reckless 
indifference misrepresented the motives of the city's staff, along with subjective 
interpretations of what making frivolous charges against, or coercing city officials might 
entail?  
 
According to the staff report, City Manager Tony Coroalles requested that Council 
consider and adopt these new purported ethical guidelines for Commissioners, and, ñat 
the request of Mayor Pro Tem Groveman, this item was agendized for discussion. City 
staff and the City Attorney have collaborated on the attached guidelinesé.ò   
 
Maybe thereôs a gremlin at City Hall interfering in the Cityôs process, because the 
hearing was confusing. The Councilmember who brought the initiative forward stated 
that he did not draft it, and did not know who did - though he thought it was well 
intended. Neither the City attorney nor the City manager admitted to creating it either, 
despite the staff report.  
  
Councilmember Bozajian challenged the form and substance of the proposed 
resolution, setting the table and tone for what was to follow. While appreciating the 
goals, he said it suffered from being overly broad, overly restrictive and unenforceable, 
as well as subject to interpretation. Many of the terms used were not legal terms. He 
was not in favor of seeing citizen input discouraged and would hate to have a 
commissioner not participate in debate or express an opinion very strongly because   
they might suffer some form of charge from the public or staff member with whom they 
might disagree.  
 
Councilmember Maurer expressed similar concerns and sentiments. She added that 
staff were professionals and should be able to make distinctions and manage inquiries 
no matter from who, and, why respond to a commissioner asking a question about a 
City issue any differently? Founding City Councilmember Washburn suggested that 
instead of creating an unenforceable resolution, why not locate the commissioner 
handbook the City used previously or write a new one. In other words, further educate 
commissioners before they are appointed and then let the laws of the state dictate. 
Mayor Wolfson also identified the need to define the resolutionôs vague language like 
personal interest. Councilmember Groveman commented that the guidelines were not 
cast in stone and admitted the words were heavy and needed to be worked on. 
 
Councilmember Bozajian suggested that all Commissioners simply be subject to the 
same ethical guidelines that Councilmembers abide by, and the rest of the Council 
agreed. 
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REGIONAL PLANNING HEARS THE “HOO”  

DEVELOPER INITIATES POTENTIAL COUNTYWIDE POLICY 
 
 
On Wednesday, January 27th, Regional Planning heard a proposed amendment to 
modify the Oak Tree Permits Ordinance, Part 16 of Chapter 22.56 of the Los Angeles 
County Code, Title 22 (Planning and Zoning) in order to add a new definition, codify 
existing policy, and add a new exemption to allow the Fire Department to implement its 
own Healthy Oaks Ordinance (HOO).  
 
The Las Virgenes Homeowners Federation is opposed to the current proposed 
amendment and the HOO, which is really not a Healthy Oaks Ordinance at all. They 
are rife with loopholes that can be exploited, that will undermine the Countyôs Oak Tree 
Ordinance, and significantly impact our protected oak-tree resource removing them 
from ñprotectedò status to previous vulnerability.   
 
Interestingly, what was disclosed at the hearing is that the HOO was actually initiated 
by a developer who owns a large property in Supervisor Antonovichôs district. The 
developer was apparently frustrated by the Countyôs Oak Tree Permit process since he 
was trying to build homes (a development) on his property. The Fire Forester 
empathized with the developer on those issues, conferred with a ñhigher resourceò, 
and thus the purported Healthy Oaks Ordinance was generated to accommodate: free, 
no fee, unrestrained pruning (removal of any portion of an oakôs branches, limbs or 
roots) under the auspices of maintenance, safety or health ï included but not limited to 
- fuel modification for vigor, etc., no further arborist requirements/reports, no monetary 
or significant penalty for violating the prescription of the HOO permit (so technically 
entire oaks could be removed) and only if the offense is discovered then would the 
property owner be subjected to applying for a regular County Oak Tree permit. The 
HOO permit will be issued by the Forester in a quick and timely matter, with no 
required follow up monitoring/inspections.  
 
Discovering that a developer triggered the proposed modifications to drive county 
policy validated our concerns over much of the sweeping language that has been 
incorporated into the document discussed at our previous meeting.  
 
Another interesting fact is that the HOO was not written by LA County planning staff 
but submitted by Forestry.   
 
Commissioner Hal Helsley, Supervisor Zev Yaroslavskyôs  appointee on the 
Commission raised excellent questions, asked for changes and introduced a substitute 
motion to get the proposed Ordinance returned to Regional Planning instead of 
forwarded on to the Supervisors.  
 
Brought forth by Supervisor Antonovichôs office the proposed HOO has been skillfully 
maneuvered.  Even the Environmental Review Board (ERB) has still not commented ï 
which itself could be seen as a CEQA violation. The Department of Fish & Game 
weighed in with issues and SEATAC did not give approval.  
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It was clearly stipulated by Commissioner Valadez (District 1) at this Regional Planning 
hearing that this Oak Tree Permit Amendment was not to be limited to single family 
residences and it was applicable to owners of larger tracts of land. With the exception 
of Commissioner Helsley, her other colleagues agreed.     
 
The Federation is keenly focused on this proposed amendment and HOO and we are 
working with the office of our Supervisor, Zev Yaroslavsky.  We will be discussing 
further action and a campaign at our Thursday, February 18th meeting.   
 
 

*  *  *  *  * 
 
*Congratulations to newly appointed Agoura Hills Planning Commissioners Rick Moses 
  and Michael Justice! 
   

  

  

  

  

 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 


