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08-003 – A request to extend the Planning Commission’s approval of
an application for the construction of a new single-family residence
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Meeting date: February 16, 2021

6135 Murphy Way (formerly 5900 Ramirez Canyon Road)
4467-003-024
Mathias Emcke Trust

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt Planning Commission Resolution No. 21-16
(Attachment 1) granting a two-year extension of Coastal Development Permit (CDP) No.
08-008, Variance Nos. 08-002 and 08-003, and Coastal Development Permit Amendment
No., 08-003 to extend the Planning Commission’s approval of an application for the
construction of a new single-family residence and associated development located in the
Rural Residential-Five Acre zoning district at 6135 Murphy Way (Formerly 5900 Ramirez
Canyon Road) (Matthias EmckeTrust).
DISCUSSION: Pursuant to Local Coastal Program Local Implementation Plan Section
13.21, Condition of Approval No. 3 in City Council Resolution No. 08-18, which approved
the project, states that the CDP and associated requests shall expire if the project has
not commenced within two years after final City action. Extension of a CDP may be
granted by the approving authority for due cause. The item before the Commission is an
extension request by the applicant. A complete project chronology, including the scope of
work and approvals, is listed in Planning Commission Resolution No. 21-16.
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The Planning Commission originally approved the subject CDP on April 7, 2008. On June
2, 2009, the Planning Commission approved CDPA No. 08-003 for modifications to the
project design and established a new expiration date of June 2, 2011 for the underlying
permit. The Planning Commission subsequently extended the CDP six times, with a new
expiration date of June 2, 2020.
On May 27, 2020, the applicant submitted a seventh time extension request for two
years, along with information detailing the delay in commencing the project due to
pending litigation related to an access easement (Attachment 2). At the time of the
original CDP approval, the applicant proposed to take access from Ramirez Canyon
Road. Subsequent to the approval of the CDP, the owner sold the property and
neighbors of the project filed a successful lawsuit objecting to project access coming from
Ramirez Canyon Road. The litigation determined access to be from Murphy Way via a
floating easement within the adjacent parcel at 6097 Murphy Way. The current owners of
6135 and 6097 Murphy Way were unable to reach an agreement on the precise metes
and bounds of the floating easement, and the issue is currently in litigation in the Los
Angeles Superior Court. However, a trial date has been delayed due to the COVID-19
pandemic.
A condition of approval of the CDPA (Condition No. 7 of Planning Commission Resolution
No. 09-38) states:
Prior to the issuance of any grading and/or building permits, the applicant shall submit
evidence, the form and substance of which is satisfactory to the City Attorney, of the
legal right to use Ramirez Canyon Road for access to the state highway. No
alternative point of access to the subject property is contemplated by this permit.
To establish vehicular access from Murphy Way through the adjacent property and to
obtain water service from Murphy Way, the applicant will need to apply for an
amendment to the original CDP.
Planning staff prepared LCP Policy No. 5 (CDP Extensions) with the concurrence of the
City Council to guide the evaluation of extension requests since the LCP does not define
due cause or what is a reasonable extension of time (Attachment 3). It is typically City
policy to issue one-year time extensions after multiple time extensions have been granted
for a project. However, given that the application was stalled for several years due to
protracted litigation and because of the time potentially involved to establish vehicular
access from Murphy Way, staff has concluded that due cause has been shown and
recommends granting a two-year extension in this case. This amount of time is expected
to avoid necessitating an additional time extension request while the CDP amendment is
being processed.
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CONCLUSION: The project conditions, and the zoning ordinance under which the
approval was issued, have not changed. Upon the Planning Commission’s approval of
the time extension request, the approval set forth in Planning Commission Resolution No.
21-16 shall remain valid for an additional two-year term. The expiration date of this
approval would then be June 2, 2022. All conditions of approval in Planning Commission
Resolution No. 09-38 will remain in effect.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Planning Commission Resolution No. 21-16
Time Extension Request
LCP Policy No. 5 (CDP Extensions)
Radius Map

Public Hearing Notice

All referenced City Council and Planning Commission records are available for review at
http://www.malibucity.org/onbase.
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CITY OF MALIBU PLANNING COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 21-16
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
MALIBU GRANTING A TWO-YEAR EXTENSION OF COASTAL
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 08-008, VARIANCE NOS. 08-002 AND 08-003,
AND COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT AMENDMENT NO. 08-003 TO
EXTEND THE PLANNING COMMISSION’S APPROVAL OF AN
APPLICATION FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW SINGLE-FAMILY
RESIDENCE AND ASSOCIATED DEVELOPMENT IN THE RURAL
RESIDENTIAL-FIVE ACRE ZONING DISTRICT LOCATED AT 6135 MURPHY
WAY (FORMERLY 5900 RAMIREZ CANYON ROAD) (MATHIAS EMCKE
TRUST)
The Planning Commission of the City of Malibu does hereby find, order and resolve as follows:
SECTION 1. Recitals.
A.
On January 28, 2008, an application for Coastal Development Permit (CDP) No.
08-008, Variance Nos. 08-002 and 08-003 and Site Plan Review No. 08-002 was submitted to
the Planning Division for processing.
B.
On February 19, 2008, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public
hearing and adopted Planning Commission Resolution No. 08-20, approving the proposed
project.
C.
On February 28, 2008, a timely appeal (Appeal No. 08-001) of the Planning
Commission’s approval of the aforementioned coastal development permit and associated
discretionary requests was filed.
D.
On April 7, 2008, the City Council held a duly noticed public hearing and adopted
City Council Resolution No. 08-18, denying in part and sustaining in part the appeal and
approving the project, not to exceed one-story in height.
E.
On December 24, 2008, an application for Coastal Development Permit
Amendment (CDPA) No. 08-003, to amend the project approved under CDP No. 08-008, was
submitted to the Planning Division for processing.
F.
On June 2, 2009, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing on
the subject application, reviewed and considered the staff report, reviewed and considered
written reports, public testimony and other information in the record, and adopted Planning
Commission Resolution No. 09-38 approving CDPA No. 08-003. Resolution No. 09-38
included a revised condition which set the project expiration date as June 2, 2011.
G.
On July 5, 2011, the Planning Commission adopted Planning Commission
Resolution No. 08-20, granting the two-year extension request of CDP No. 08-008 and CDPA
No. 08-003.
H.
On October 26, 2012, ownership of the subject property transferred from Norman
Haynie to Matthias Emcke.
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I.
On May 20, 2013, the Planning Commission adopted Planning Commission
Resolution No. 13-46, granting the one-year extension request of CDP No. 08-008 and CDPA
No. 08-003.
J.
On July 7, 2014, the Planning Commission adopted Planning Commission
Resolution No. 14-63, granting the two-year extension request of CDP No. 08-008 and CDPA
No. 08-003.
K.
On July 18, 2016, the Planning Commission adopted Planning Commission
Resolution No. 16-62, granting the two-year extension request of CDP No. 08-008 and CDPA
No. 08-003.
L.
In June 2017, ownership of the subject property was transferred from Matthias
Emcke to Norman Haynie.
M.
On August 20, 2018, the Planning Commission adopted Planning Commission
Resolution No. 18-48, granting the two-year extension request of CDP No. 08-008 and CDPA
No. 08-003.
N.
In January 2019, ownership of the subject property was transferred from Norman
Hayne to Matthias Emcke Trist.
O.
On May 27, 2020, a seventh extension request was submitted to the Planning
Department by Schmitz and Associates for a two-year extension.
P.
On January 21, 2021, a Notice of Public Hearing was published in a newspaper of
general circulation within the City of Malibu and on January 26, 2021 was mailed to all property
owners and occupants within a 500-foot radius of the subject property.
Q.
On February 16, 2021, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public
hearing on the subject time extension request, reviewed and considered the staff report, reviewed
and considered written correspondence, public testimony, and other information in the record.
SECTION 2. Environmental Review.
Pursuant to the authority and criteria contained in the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the Planning Commission previously determined the project to be categorically exempt
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15303(a) - New Construction. As such, Categorical
Exemption (CE) No. 08-022 was filed for CDP No. 08-008 and CE No. 09-066 was filed for
CDPA No. 08-003.
SECTION 3.

Findings of Fact.

Pursuant to Local Coastal Program Local Implementation Plan Section 13.21, the Planning
Commission, having considered the staff report, all written correspondence and oral testimony
presented at the public hearing, hereby finds that the applicant has demonstrated due cause for
the necessity of a time extension of the approval of the coastal development permit and
associated requests because of past litigation which prevented commencement of the project, and
the need to establish vehicular access from Murphy Way and to establish public water service,
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both of which will involve processing a coastal development permit amendment, in order to
commence the project.
SECTION 4. Planning Commission Action.
A.
The approvals set forth in City Council Resolution No. 08-18 and Planning
Commission Resolution No. 09-38 are hereby extended for an additional two-year term. The
approval is now set to expire on June 2, 2022.
B.
No other changes to the conditions contained in City Council Resolution No. 0818 and Planning Commission Resolution No. 09-38 are made and all other findings, terms and/or
conditions contained in City Council Resolution No. 08-18 and Planning Commission Resolution
No. 09-38 shall remain in full force and effect.
SECTION 5. The Planning Commission shall certify the adoption of this Resolution.
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 16th day of February, 2021.

ATTEST:

__________________________________________
JEFFREY JENNINGS, Planning Commission Chair

____________________________________
KATHLEEN STECKO, Recording Secretary
A decision of the Planning Commission may be appealed to the City Council by an aggrieved
person by written statement setting forth the grounds for appeal. An appeal shall be filed with
the City Clerk within ten days following the date of action (15 days for tentative maps) for which
the appeal is made and shall be accompanied by an appeal form and filing fee, as specified by the
City Council. Appeals shall be emailed to psalazar@malibucity.org and the filing fee shall be
mailed to Malibu Planning Department, attention: Patricia Salazar, 23825 Stuart Ranch Road,
Malibu, CA 90265. Payment must be received within 10 days of the appeal deadline. Appeal
forms may be found online at www.malibucity.org/planningforms. If you are unable to submit
your appeal online, please contact Patricia Salazar by calling (310) 456-2489, extension 245, at
least two business days before your appeal deadline to arrange alternative delivery of the appeal.
I CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION NO. 21-16 was passed and adopted by
the Planning Commission of the City of Malibu at the regular meeting thereof held on the 16th
day of February, 2021 by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
____________________________________
KATHLEEN STECKO, Recording Secretary

City of Malibu
23825 Stuart Ranch Road · Malibu, California · 90265-4861
Phone (310) 456-2489 · Fax (310) 456-3356 · www.malibucity.org

May 22, 2020

TIME EXTENSION REQUEST
The City of Malibu will not accept incomplete applications.
Staff use only

20-008
Extension No. _______________________________________________________________________

To submit a time extension request:
This time extension request must be timely received by the Planning Department either in person or by mail
addressed to City of Malibu, Attn: Planning Department, 23825 Stuart Ranch Road, Malibu, CA 90265.
The request letter must be received PRIOR to the expiration date listed in the Notice of Decision or Planning
Commission Resolution.

CDP 08-008, CDPA 08-003
Project No.: _____________________________________________________________________________
APN: 4467-003-024
Site Address: ____________________________________________________________________________
ALL of the following must be timely filed to perfect a time extension request.
1.

Time Extension Checklist

______

This form with property owner’s signature

2.

Time Extension Request Letter

______

A letter setting forth due cause for the Planning Director / Commission to grant the time extension.

3.

Time Extension Fee (See Schedule of Fees)

4.

Property Owner’s /Occupant’s Information

______

_____

Has the property owner or commercial occupant changed since the Planning Commission/ Planning
Director granted the time extension?
YES
NO
If YES, Change of Property Owner/Occupant Fee applicable.

699 Hampshire Road, Suite 100

Property Owner’s mailing Address: _________________________________________________

Westlake Village, CA 91361
_________________________________________________
Property Owner’s telephone:

818-338-3636
_________________________________________________

memcke@mac.com
Property Owner’s email address: _________________________________________________

ATTACHMENT 2
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______________________________________________________________________________________________________

AUTHORIZATION TO SUBMIT A PROJECT

Schmitz and Associates, Inc.
_______________________________________________(print
name) is authorized by me/us as the
APN:
4467-003-024
owner(s) of the property located at _______________________________________________, to
submit an application to and obtain permits from the City of Malibu Planning Department and to act
on my/our behalf of the process that applicant. This authorization will be valid until revoked by me/us
in writing.
This form must be notarized if not witnessed by City of Malibu staff.
Witnessed by:
Dated: ____________________________

_______________________________________
Witness Signature (Staff)
_____________________________________
Print Name

I hereby certify that the time extension request submittal contains all of the above items. I understand that if any
of the items are missing or subsequently deficient, the time extension shall be deemed to have been withdrawn
and the project approval will expire.
______________________________________________
Property Owner’s Signature
Matthias Emcke
______________________________________________
Print Property Owner’s Name

05/ /2020
___________________________
Date
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May 22, 2020
Bonnie Blue
Planning Director
City of Malibu
23825 Stuart Ranch Road
Malibu, CA 90265

Re: Request for Extension of CDP 08-008, CDPA 08-003, Variances 08-002 and 08-003 for 6135
Murphy Way, Malibu (APN: 4467-003-024)

Dear Ms. Blue:
We are writing on behalf of our client, the Matthias Emcke Trust, owner of 6135 Murphy Way
(APN: 4467-003-024), herein referred to as the “subject parcel.” We are requesting a two-year
extension to CDP 08-008, CDPA 08-003, Variances 08-002 and 08-003 for the subject parcel. The
current extension expires on June 2nd, 2020. Pursuant to the Malibu Local Coastal Program
(LCP) Local Implementation Plan (LIP) Section 13.21, we request this extension as development
has not commenced on the subject parcel due to pending litigation between the applicant and
the neighboring property owner to establish the metes and bounds of the access easement to
the subject parcel (not the right to the easement, which is of record and is not disputed). A trial
date has been set in the action for October of 2020. To justify our reasoning for the extension
request, we will provide background into the current case.
I. Background/ Litigation History
The prior owner sold the property to the Matthias Emcke Trust (hereinafter “Permittee” or the
“Trust”) with the representation that access to the subject parcel was over Ramirez Canyon
Road. The development entitlements obtained by the seller, which were included in the sale,
were premised upon access to the property over Ramirez Canyon Road. Subsequent to the
sale, certain Ramirez Canyon homeowners, who held title to an access easement over Ramirez
Canyon Road, refused to allow the Trust access over Ramirez Canyon Road, forcing Mr. Emcke,
in his capacity as Trustee to sue, seeking a declaration that the subject parcel did have
easement rights over Ramirez Canyon Road. The homeowners prevailed in the trial court and
later, on appeal. This left the Trust without access over Ramirez Canyon Road. The principal
basis for the court’s decision was that the subject parcel did not have a valid recorded
easement over Ramirez Canyon Road, but did have a recorded easement from Murphy Way,
over adjacent property which abuts Murphy Way. The precise location of that easement is the
subject of the pending litigation.

PROVIDERS OF LAND USE PLANNING
FOR A BETTER COMMUNITY

SCHMITZ & ASSOCIATES, INC.
CONEJO VALLEY OFFICE
2 8 1 1 8 A G O U R A H I L L S R O A D S U I T E # 11
03
AGOURA HILLS, CA 91301
TEL: 818.338.3636 FAX: 818.338.3423
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Pursuant to the terms of the original purchase agreement between the seller and the Trust,
because the Ramirez Canyon Road easement was invalidated, the seller was required to
repurchase the subject parcel from the Trust. After the Trust was forced to file litigation against
the Seller to enforce this obligation, in June 2017, the Seller did repurchase the subject parcel
from the Trust. However, because the seller did not have the funds to purchase the subject
parcel outright and the Trust was forced to accept a short-term promissory note for a
significant portion of the repurchase price. The seller ultimately defaulted on the promissory
note forcing the Trust to take back title to the subject parcel through foreclosure. During the
time the Seller was once again the owner of the subject parcel, he filed for and received an
extension to the CDP in 2018.
Unfortunately, the Seller was not able to pay the short-term purchase money promissory note
to the Trust when it became due in June 2018. Ultimately, the Trust was forced to foreclose on
its deed of trust secured by the subject parcel and obtained title in January 2019.
The Trust proceeded immediately to begin developing the subject property using the recorded
easement which connects the parcel to Murphy Way as required by the court decision in the
Ramirez Canyon case.
II. Background Permitting History & Hardships Resulting There From
CDP 08-008 provides approval for the development of a 6,358 square foot (SF) single-family
residence (SFR) and associated development including a swimming pool, retaining walls,
perimeter fencing, landscaping/hardscaping, fire department turnaround, and grading on the
subject parcel, as well as access to the property provided via a “floating easement” within the
adjacent 16-acre parcel (6097 Murphy Way, APN: 4467-003-053) owned by 6097 West Winding
Way, LLC (See Exhibit 1 for Parcel locations). Pursuant to a 1997 judgement (Instrument No.
97187059), the floating easement is an easement for ingress and egress for 6135 Murphy Way,
and for the construction and maintenance of a paved roadway, 20 feet in width. This floating
easement is to connect the subject parcel to Murphy Way.
In 2011, the City of Malibu granted both CDP 07-126 and LLA 10-003 to 6097 West Winding
Way, LLC for the property at 6097 Murphy Way. The CDP was issued for the construction of a
two-story, 8,309 square foot (SF) SFR, 972 SF basement and attached 897 SF 2 nd residential unit,
landscaping/hardscaping, fences and retaining walls, a pool and spa, and alternative onsite
wastewater treatment system (OWTS). Under the approved LLA 10-003, the existing lot lines
were adjusted to provide a 110’X110’ portion of the neighboring property (6021 Murphy Way)
along the southeast corner, “to ensure access for a neighboring property,” 6135 Murphy Way.
Due to terrain and steep slope issues, the only possible route for the Subject Parcel access
easement is through a small portion of 110’X110’ area granted through the LLA. The easement
rights through this area are established by the recorded 1997 judgment.
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Mr. Emcke, on behalf of the Trust, is now seeking to develop on the Subject Parcel using the
floating easement across 6097 Murphy Way (as approved in the CDP for the Subject Property).
Two issues have arisen with respect to establishing the road location within the boundaries of
the floating easement: First, the owner of 6097 Murphy Way constructed a pool, retaining
walls and septic tank in the precise location of the only viable road location for the Subject
Property. Second, the precise metes and bounds of the floating easement are to be
determined by agreement between the two owners and the owners could not reach an
agreement on said location.
As required by the terms of the 1997 Judgment providing the floating easement, the Trust has
sought the agreement of 6097 West Winding Way, LLC to establish the precise location of the
easement, and unfortunately, an agreement has not been reached. To resolve these issues Mr.
Emcke, on behalf of the Trust, was forced to initiate litigation in Los Angeles Superior Court to
obtain a court order establishing the metes and bounds of the easement location. A trial is
slated for October 2020.
However, due to the Covid-19 pandemic, litigation counsel for the Trust has warned that the
trial date is likely to be continued by the court to accommodate the delays associated with the
closure of the courts since mid-March 2020.
III. Due Cause for Extension
While past extensions were granted on the basis of access and water issues on the site, this
request and due cause is wholly separate as the Permittee/Trust has encountered a new
problem with regard to siting the access road within its easement over 6097 Murphy Way. In
this instance, the neighboring owner now remains unwilling to work with Mr. Emcke, on behalf
of the Trust to resolve the matter. Mr. Emcke, on behalf of the Trust retained the services of
Whitson Engineering to prepare a conceptual road study to access their property through 6097
Murphy Way. Physical access to the property from Murphy Way is complex due to geotechnical
site conditions, biological resources and now, conflicts with existing development on 6097
Murphy Way.
Per Section 13.21 of the Malibu Local Implementation Plan (LIP), CDP extensions shall be
granted for due cause. Pursuant to Malibu LCP Policy No. 5, due cause shall exist if the applicant
has demonstrated that:
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There are extraordinary circumstances beyond the applicant’s control that have
prevented the applicant from commencing the development, such as financial hardship
due to extreme economic conditions or job loss, inability to obtain a construction loan,
personal reason, such as illness, divorce or death, restricted access to the property
because of an existing lease or a necessary agency approval has not been obtained
despite diligent efforts.…and The applicant has exercised due diligence in its efforts to
commence the project, such as contracting for and completing necessary studies,
reports, drawings and plans to pursue and complete the plan check process.
As development is stalled further with new litigation to address vehicular access, we are
requesting a two-year extension to CDP 08-008, CDPA 08-003, Variances 08-002 and 08-003 for
6135 Murphy Way, Malibu (APN: 4467-003-024) to provide an opportunity for the owners of
both parcels to settle the lawsuit and determine the path of action for the driveway and subject
parcel.
We can think of no better single example of a project that has been besieged by a series of
unfortunate events than this one. The Trust has been through two lawsuits and a foreclosure
proceeding. The project was further delayed by issues pertaining to public water and
infrastructure improvements needed to develop the project. Lastly, our client has had the
misfortune of having its neighbor block off access to its easement by building their home and
ancillary development, immediately adjacent thereto. Misfortunes endured by our client, at no
fault of their own, which have culminated in calamity, litigation, and delays, all at great expense
to our client.
Our client’s original CDP application was secured at great expense to our client. Through no
fault of its own, our client has been prevented from vesting the permit. Our client has actively
and at great expense continuously taken the steps necessary to enter plan check and vest the
permit. In light of these hardships and our clients’ diligence and continued efforts to perfect its
permit, we believe the findings of due cause required for permit extension can and should be
made. We kindly and respectfully request that the Commission grant our client a two-year
permit extension to allow our client to resolve its pending litigation and complete its working
drawings for the access road.
We thank you in advance for your time and consideration of our client’s request. Please contact
us if you have any questions. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Chris Deleau, JD, AICP
Special Projects Manager
Schmitz & Associates, Inc.
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Exhibit 1
6097 Murphy Way
APN: 4467-003-053

6135 Murphy Way
APN: 4467-003-024

NSFR and Assoc.
Development

Ramirez Canyon

Access via Murphy Way
Area of proposed
driveway via floating
easement

New AOWTS

6201 Murphy Way
APN: 4467-006-030

Exhibit 2Areas of LLA

110’x110’ area adjusted for 6097
Murphy Way, 6135 Murphy Way
floating easement

Exhibit 3 - Areas of LLA

City of Malibu
Planning Department
November 13, 2017

LCP Policy 5: Coastal Development Permit Extensions
LIP Section 13.21 provides:
Unless the permit states otherwise, a coastal development permit shall
expire two years from its date of approval if the development has not
commenced during that time. The approving authority may grant a
reasonable extension of time for due cause. Extensions shall be requested
in writing by the applicant or authorized agent prior to the expiration of the
two-year period.
Due cause shall generally not exist unless the applicant has demonstrated the
following:
• There are extraordinary circumstances beyond the applicant’s control that
have prevented the applicant from commencing the development, such as
financial hardship due to extreme economic conditions or job loss, inability
to obtain a construction loan, personal reason, such as illness, divorce or
death, restricted access to the property because of an existing lease or a
necessary agency approval has not been obtained despite diligent efforts.
Change of project ownership or architect and elective project redesigns do
not by themselves constitute due cause; and
• The applicant has exercised due diligence in its efforts to commence the
project, such as contracting for and completing necessary studies, reports,
drawings and plans to pursue and complete the plan check process.
Absent extraordinary circumstances, the aggregate life of the permit shall not
exceed five years.
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City Of Malibu
23825 Stuart Ranch Road
Malibu, CA 90265
Phone (310) 456-2489
www.malibucity.org

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Notice of Public Hearing

Notice of Public Hearing
The Malibu Planning Commission will hold a public hearing on TUESDAY, February 16, 2021, at 6:30 p.m. for the project
identified below which will be held via teleconference only in order to reduce the risk of spreading COVID-19 pursuant to the
Governor’s Executive Orders N-25-20 & N-29-20 & the County of Los Angeles Public Health Officer’s Safer at Home Order

EXTENSION OF COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 08-008 AND VARIANCE NOS. 08-002 AND 08-003 - A
request to extend the Planning Commission’s approval of a coastal development permit and coastal development permit
amendment for the construction of a new single-family residence and associated development
LOCATION / APN / ZONING:
APPLICANT / OWNER:
APPEALABLE TO:
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW:
EXTENSION FILED:
CASE PLANNER:

6135 Murphy Way / 4467-003-024 / Rural Residential-Five Acre (RR-5)
Matthias Emcke Trust
City Council
Categorical Exemption CEQA Guidelines Section 15303(a)
May 22, 2020
Tyler Eaton, Assistant Planner, teaton@malibucity.org (310) 456-2489, ext. 273

A written staff report will be available at or before the hearing for the project. Related documents are available for review
by contacting the Case Planner during regular business hours. You will have an opportunity to testify at the public
hearing; written comments which shall be considered public record, may be submitted any time prior to the beginning of
the public hearing. If the City’s action is challenged in court, testimony may be limited to issues raised before or at the
public hearing.
To view or sign up to speak during the meeting, visit www.malibucity.org/virtualmeeting.
Extension requests will be presented on consent calendar based on staff’s recommendation but any person wishing to
be heard may request at the beginning of the meeting to have the application addressed separately. Please see the
recording secretary before start of the meeting to have an item removed from consent calendar.
LOCAL APPEAL - A decision of the Planning Commission may be appealed to the City Council by an aggrieved person
by written statement setting forth the grounds for appeal. An appeal shall be emailed to psalazar@malibucity.org within
ten days following the date of action and the filing fee shall be mailed to Malibu Planning Department, attention: Patricia
Salazar, 23825 Stuart Ranch Road, Malibu, CA 90265. Payment must be received within 10 days of the appeal
deadline. Appeal forms may be found online at www.malibucity.org/planningforms. If you are unable to submit your
appeal online, please contact Patricia Salazar by calling (310) 456-2489, extension 245, at least two business days
before your appeal deadline to arrange alternative delivery of the appeal.
RICHARD MOLLICA, Planning Director

Date: January 26, 2021
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