Del Mar City Council Meeting Agenda
VIA TELECONFERENCE ONLY
1050 Camino del Mar, Del Mar, California

June 7, 2021 City Council Meeting

INFORMATION RECEIVED
AFTER THE COUNCIL AGENDA
WAS DISTRIBUTED
(“Red Dots”)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nancy Fletcher <nancy.fletcher@me.com>
Sunday, June 6, 2021 8:07 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Re: Agenda item #1

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
I did not realize I was supposed to
Leave a comment. Here it is.
Of all the people I worked with over the years to preserve the special qualities of Del Mar, Joel Holliday was
definitely one of the best. Competent, bright, always with a big smile and willing to work as long it took to
finish the many projects. Glad he is being honored.
Nancy Hoover Fletcher
Sent from my iPad
> On Jun 6, 2021, at 07:46, Nancy Fletcher <nancy.fletcher@me.com> wrote:
>
> Hi,
> I would like to put a red dot. Best, Nancy Hoover Fletcher
>
> Sent from my iPad
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Item 01

Melinda Gould
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lynn Gaylord <lynn@gaylordfamily.com>
Sunday, June 6, 2021 2:36 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Item #1 Recognition of Joel Holliday

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Mayor and City Council Members,
Thank you so very much for this wonderful opportunity to recognize the incredible efforts of our good friend and
colleague, Joel Holliday!
Throughout our time in this community, he has been a guiding light along with a hard worker to ensure that this beloved
community has the funds needed to support the community activities which bring us all together. He first articulated
this vision for an endowment in 1983 as one of three founding members of the Del Mar Foundation. Throughout the
Foundation’s history, even as it continually adapts to changing times, its diverse array of programs, activities, and grants
have something important in common: to stay true to the visionary course adopted by its founders and to develop and
manage the resources that make it possible to bring that vision to fruition. Today, the Foundation manages more than
$5 million in endowment funds.
Thank you, Joel, for all your hard work and what you have contributed to our wonderful community!
With much appreciation and fondness,
Lynn and Charlie Gaylord
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Al Tarkington <atarkington@hotmail.com>
Sunday, June 06, 2021 7:08 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red Dot for Agenda Item #1, Joel Holliday Proclamation
Joel Holliday.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

It is an honor to add my comments concerning the Proclamation honoring Joel Holliday. My comments are
attached. Please contact me if you are unable to download the attachment.
Thank you,
Al Tarkington
Mayor 1979-80
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City Council Agenda Item #1
My comments regarding the Proclamation honoring Joel Holliday for his Contributions to Del Mar

I’ve had the great pleasure of working with Joel on several occasions. The most memorable
was when I received a call from Joel in August, 1982. Joel and I were both CPA’s with financial
backgrounds. Although we represented different constituencies in the community, we both
saw the need to save the Powerhouse and adjacent land for all of Del Mar.
The City Council had just reached a settlement with owner, Robert King, to permit construction
of a restaurant one and a half times larger than Jakes on the Powerhouse land.
Joel felt all we needed to do was find the money and get backing from our Del Mar community
which was deeply divided. No small task.
Things happened rapidly.
Joel and I formed the Powerhouse Preservation Committee and enlisted key members of the
community who represented all sides. We asked Connie Geritz, Barbara Shore and Nancy
Hoover to join our Steering Committee, and eventually over 400 people signed on as
supporters.
We hired a consultant to conduct a citizen survey and found we had substantial support from
the community.
Mayor Harvey Shapiro appointed Joel, Mickey Fredman and myself as an ad hoc committee to
meet with and negotiate a “deal” to buy the Powerhouse property. We entered into
nonbinding negotiations with the owners, and made a presentation to the City Council on
November 15, 1982.
In December, the City Council approved the purchase of the Powerhouse with the condition
that it be approved by a public vote. Del Mar’s first televised debate between four-time mayor
Tom Pearson and myself was one week before the election. The election took place in February,
1983, and as they say, the rest is history.
We would not have Powerhouse and half of Powerhouse Park if it were not for Joel’s vision and
tenacity.

Al Tarkington
Mayor 1979-80
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June 7, 2021
Del Mar City Council
1050 Camino Del Mar
Del Mar, CA 92014
by email: cityclerk@delmar.ca.us
Re: Red Dot for Agenda Item #1, Proclamation Honoring Joel Holliday
Dear Council Members,
On the occasion of the City Proclamation Honoring Joel Holliday for his Contributions to Del Mar
and the Region, I want to take the opportunity to share in more detail how Joel has played a
significant role in the founding, growth, and achievements of the Del Mar Foundation.
In 1982, as a founding director and Vice-President of the Del Mar Foundation, Joel articulated an
ambitious role for the fledgling organization, including a cultural series of music and plays; a youth
center; and the City acquisition of property. Most audaciously, Joel envisioned the creation of a
community endowment to provide long-term funding for community needs. By Sept. 1989, under
the leadership of then-President Rosanne Holliday, the Foundation had accumulated $100,000 as
seed money for an endowment.
In 1994, When the San Diego River Park JPA selected the Del Mar Foundation to manage a
$500,000 San Dieguito Lagoon Endowment Fund to provide funding for future maintenance of the
Lagoon, the Foundation created its Investment Committee to manage the investment of this Fund.
Joel Holliday was a founding member of that Committee, and worked diligently to make the
Foundation’s capacity to manage significant assets for the benefit of our community more robust.
In 2004, Joel returned to the Board, and chaired its Long Term Planning committee. When I first
joined the Board in October 2006, Joel Holliday sent me a draft memo that would dramatically
change the Foundation. The memo proposed that the Foundation commit to “an important new
focus of building a significant endowment and increasing substantially the amount of grants.” The
goal, as stated in that memo, was to become “a significant, consistent participant in providing
benefits to the community that are beyond the capabilities of a City that has limited sources of
revenue and increasing costs of compliance with mandated requirements and city services.” Joel’s
memo asked the board for a commitment that “time, energy and funding would be devoted to
executing on this vision.”
Once the Foundation made that commitment, Joel took the leadership role in the 2007 launch and
early success of the Community Endowment. At a time when $1000 was a major gift, Joel and his
development team successfully secured pledges of $10,000-$50,000 as founding endowment pledges,
with a goal of raising $600,000 in pledges.
In late 2008, Joel became the Foundation’s President, and in the Fall 2008 newsletter, he reported
that the goal of raising $600,000 in endowment pledges was nearing completion. He also reported a
$35,000 special grant for Shores Park acquisition (at the time, the largest grant in Foundation
history); a pending grant for construction of the Beach Safety Center, to be made once City approval
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Del Mar City Council
June 7, 2017
page 2
for the project was received; and smaller grants to Del Mar Junior Lifeguards, Del Mar TV
Foundation, a playwrights project, and the two public elementary schools serving Del Mar students.
At the same time, the Foundation continued presenting Cultural Arts and children’s programs, and
the signature Twilight Concerts that were first organized in 1983 by the founding Board of Directors
-- Lou Terrell, Joel Holliday, and Bill Kirwin.
Due in significant part to Joel’s stellar leadership, the Foundation now has over $6 million in
endowment and reserve funds, and has greatly increased its grants to benefit Del Mar. Most
importantly, the endowment will serve in perpetuity as a significant source of funding for our
community.
As this brief history demonstrates, Joel’s leadership role in the Foundation has endured for 40 years.
By devoting significant time, energy and money to make our community a better place, and by his
ability to inspire others to do so as well, our City and our community and are immeasurably better.
Thank you for this City Proclamation, and congratulations to the Foundation’s colleague and dear
friend, Joel Holliday, for this well-deserved honor.
Sincerely,

Betty Wheeler
President, Del Mar Foundation
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Claire Mcgreal <clairemcg@roadrunner.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 9:16 AM
City Clerk Mail Box; Ashley Jones
Terry TG. Gaasterland; Dwight Worden; David Druker; Dan Quirk; Tracy Martinez; Tom
McGreal; Claire
RED DOT Item 1, Proclamation Honoring Joel Holliday

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Please publish and read aloud this brief Red Dot Letter in Support of Item 1.
Honorable Mayor and City Council Members,
We thank you for honoring our friend, Joel Holliday. The Proclamation recites Joel’s many inspired ideas,
efforts and accomplishments over many years in Del Mar. We thank and praise Joel for those many
accomplishments that have made our city a much better community for all of us.
Here, on a personal level, we’d simply like to say that Joel is a truly wonderful, kind and generous human
being, and a great friend! Joel has always been a caring person, with only positive opinions and constructive
thoughts about any given situation, and someone willing to tackle difficult issues for the benefit of others. What
an inspiration and fine example for all of us to emulate! Thank you, Joel!
Sincerely, Claire & Tom McGreal
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From:
Subject:

City Clerk Mail Box
FW: Item #1, June 7, 2021 City Council agenda

From: Juliana Maxey-Allison <jmaxeyallison@gmail.com>
Date: June 7, 2021 at 9:17:00 AM PDT
To: "Terry TG. Gaasterland" <gaasterland@gmail.com>, David Druker
<davidd157@yahoo.com>, Tracy Martinez <tmartinezrn@lapbypass.com>, Dan Quirk
<dquirk@gmail.com>, Dwight Worden <dworden@delmar.ca.us>
Cc: Ashley Jones <ajones@delmar.ca.us>
Subject: Item #1, June 7, 2021 City Council agenda
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

To: Mayor Gaasterland and City Council Members Druker, Martinez. Quirk, Worden:
Cheers to you Del Mar City Council Members for honoring Joel Holliday for his many major
and significant contributions to the City of Del Mar over the years.
Julie Maxey-Allison
10 Street
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Bob Gans <bobgans@me.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 10:57 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Terry Gaasterland; Dwight Worden; Dan Quirk; Tracy Martinez; David Druker
Red Dot for June 7 City Council Meeting, Item No. 1, Proclamation Honoring Joel
Holliday

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and City Council Members:
We write to express our strong support for the long overdue proclamation honoring Joel Holliday for his many
contributions to Del Mar and the greater San Diego community. Joel is that rare individual who possesses
extraordinary intelligence, vision, practicality, leadership and integrity, all of which he has put to tremendous
use for the benefit of Del Mar over the past decades. His impact is evident almost anywhere one looks in town,
whether it be the preservation of Powerhouse Park, the creation of the Del Mar Foundation and building of its
$5 million endowment, the purchase of the Shores Park property, or any of his other accomplishments that
make our community so special.
We are so grateful to Joel for everything he has done to make this community such a special place to raise our
family over the past 21 years. Thank you for finally recognizing his contributions through this proclamation.
Bob and Melissa Gans
735 Hoska Drive
Del Mar, CA 92014
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan McMillan <janmcmillan@sbcglobal.net>
Monday, June 07, 2021 11:47 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda Item #1, Praise for Joel Holliday

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
I have long thought of Joel Holiday as an outstanding person, someone I like very much who has contributed a
tremendous amount of time to making Del Mar a better place, especially when it comes to acquiring and maintaining
public space. But why is Joel extraordinary? For example, many of us say, “Wouldn’t it be nice to have a park,?” but
very few people follow through with such wishes. Joel does.
What are the qualities that make him this way?
First of all, Joel sees the big picture and goes about making it reality. Powerhouse Park is just one example. With other
leaders, he not only dreamed of providing open space for a park at the end of 15th Street but then worked tirelessly to
turn this dream into fact, clearly, reasonably, and calmly describing not only how wonderful a park would be but also
articulating ways of paying for it. He didn’t let the idea drop. He gathered people in by his relentless (but dignified)
approach. The land became Powerhouse Park. He has accomplished many other good deeds, helping to establishing
the Del Mar Foundation being one. Both in Del Mar and beyond, he and his wife Rosanne have contributed to many
other great causes, but in my experience, this is the one I will remember the most.
Jan McMillan
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From:
Subject:

City Clerk Mail Box
FW: RED DOT #1

From: james emerson <budemerson70@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, June 7, 2021 11:58 AM
To: Ashley Jones <ajones@delmar.ca.us>
Subject: RED DOT #1
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
LEADERSHIP PAR EXCELLENCE!!
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jim Watkins <jimwatkins@winnerscircleresorts.com>
Thursday, June 03, 2021 2:22 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda Item #6

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

As someone who purchased several of these benches and as a Rotarian, I strongly support the Del Mar Rotary
Club of Del Mar and DMVA Downtown Del Mar Bench Refurbishment Pilot Program.
Jim Watkins

James M. Watkins
Investment Analyst
P.O. Box 99
Del Mar, CA 92014
858.755.3991 Office
858.755.8075 Fax
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Durantes Menswear <durantesdelmar@yahoo.com>
Thursday, June 3, 2021 4:29 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Durantes Menswear
Refurbish of benches

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
To whom it may concern
We would really love to have the benches in front of our retail stores refurbished .. they are looking really bad right now
.. I am all for the program from the rotary club wanting to do this .. we want a pretty downtown fir the season Thx
Stacey
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

suzyqsd1@aol.com
Thursday, June 3, 2021 8:00 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Del Mar Benches

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
We would be so thankful for refurbishing of benches in Del Mar. We have a bench in front of our boutique, Sundancer
(1418 Camino Del Mar) that could use some love.
Thank you!
Suzanne Sokol
Sundancer
Sent from my iPad
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Susan Wagner <wagsduos@gmail.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 9:03 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
June 7 Agenda - Refurbishment of Del Mar benches

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Honorable Mayor and City Council Members,
We enthusiastically support the refurbishment pilot program for the benches in Del Mar as proposed by the
Del Mar Village Association.
The benches need to be refreshed, and we as Rotarians are anxious to help.
Thank you for your consideration,
Karl and Suzy Wagner
CO Presidents elect
Rotary Club of Del Mar
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bing Bush <bing@bushlawoffices.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 10:59 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
DMVA/Rotary bench refurbish program

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Clerk,
I understand the DMVA is partnering with the Rotary of Club of Del Mar to refurbish the
benches that were purchased by individuals and donated to the City of Del Mar. There has
been no maintenance of the benches, so the Rotarian's have offered to donate their time
and materials to make the restorations.
As a business owner in Del Mar, a member of the DMVA Board & a donor I wanted to offer
this letter of very strong support for this wonderful program. Indeed, these benches, while
in need of some restoration, have served our beautiful Village well and this program is a
great manner to keep our village beautiful.
If I can be of any assistance here, please do not hesitate to let me know.
Many many thanks!!
Bing Bush, Jr.
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Item 6.5

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Brett Matt <brettmattei@yahoo.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 12:40 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
DMVA/Rotary Project - Item 6

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear Council:
I am writing to convey my strong support for Item 6 on your agenda today, the proposed Rotary Club of Del Mar and
DMVA Downtown Del Mar Bench Refurbishment Pilot Program.
Sincerely,
Brett Mattei,
Immediate Past President,
Rotary Club of Del Mar.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

TonyV <tonyv@realstir.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 1:33 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Del Mar downtown bench refurbishment proposal

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
We are so pleased with this project and want to especially thank Jim Watkins, who alone as stepped up to help finance
this project going forward for the Rotary Club of Del Mar and the City of Del Mar.
Please let the City Council know of this very generous donation.
All the best,
Anthony Villasenor
Rotary Club of Del Mar
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

shellyhyndman@att.net
Saturday, June 5, 2021 9:26 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
EP21-043 Encroachment Permit Public Comment
640 Nob street photo.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City of Del Mar
RE: EP21-043 Encroachment Permit 640 Nob Avenue
Hearing Date: June 7, 2021
I am writing to express my support for the above referenced Encroachment Permit allowing landscape to
remain in the public right-of-way. In addition to the findings noted in the staff report the use of landscape in
the right-of-way is consistent with the City of Del Mar’s Design Guidelines section C.8 which encourages the
use of landscape in front yards over hard surfaces for both aesthetic reasons and to minimize runoff and
increase permeability for drainage. If the City wants these right-of-way encroachments in streets to serve as
parking or for travel or fire lanes than they need to pay to improve them as such and not burden homeowners
with developing these public right-of-ways for common use at the expense of the homeowners.
I own the home at 340 7th Street and was told in an email dated 3/7/21 from Beth Murray that only asphalt
could be utilized in the right-of-way and that the right-of-way area had to be suitable for public use for
parking. I proposed colored concrete pavers in the dirt parking area that exists on my frontage and was told
nothing but asphalt could be installed here. This would not improve my property value so I withdrew my
encroachment permit application to beautify my frontage. Everyone loses in this scenario and I am very
unhappy with my frontage and would hate to see more surrounding properties with more poorly maintained
asphalt.
Last, the attached photo shows the 640 Nob Avenue subject property owner’s 7th street frontage with the
damaged wall surface and unattractive gravel. Is this what the City is encouraging in the right-of-way? The
City has also served violation letters to my neighbor on the corner of Nob and 7th Street who recently installed
very attractive manufactured grass. I am hopeful this neighbor will also succeed at getting City approval to
leave his landscape improvements in the right-of-way. In conclusion, I feel the City needs to examine the
rationale for their policies for these right-of-way improvements and quit trying to apply blanket policies where
they do not make sense in specific areas which need to consider consistency and pre-existing conditions along
each travelled way. The landscape improvements at 640 Nob Avenue are consistent with the limit of
landscape improvements along Nob Avenue and should be permitted to remain.
Shelly Hyndman
Property Owner
1
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340 7th Street, Del Mar <<...>>
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Subject:

FW: Nob Avenue Polikoff Request

Begin forwarded message:
From: Loretta Morris <lmorris456@gmail.com>
Date: June 7, 2021 at 8:01:51 AM PDT
To: Beth Murray <bmurray@delmar.ca.us>
Cc: Jonathan Polikoff <lizzetteyackeren1999@outlook.com>
Subject: Nob Avenue Polikoff Request
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I have resided on 7th Street in Del Mar for over 23 years. In the recent several years, residents
on 7th Street have done home improvements with workers, unable to park on 7th, have parked on
Nob Avenue. Sometimes it is a little tight to navigate, but never impossible. I support the
request of Jon Polikoff to keep his well maintained hedge. I do not believe it will interfere with
traffic flow as there is also a small curbing. Unless the City plans on improving the right of way,
the hedge should stay.
Thank you,
Loretta Morris
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Jonathan Polikoff <jonpff@att.net>
Sunday, June 06, 2021 9:26 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Fw: Important information for the City Council review on June 7th
City Photos.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
To Del Mar City Clerk
Please include the e-mail below from Stephanie Covington for the City Council meeting June 7X. Public Hearings Item 9 - regarding 640 Nob Ave.
Thanx
J Polikoff
----- Forwarded Message ----From: Stephanie Covington <sc@stephaniecovington.com>
To: Jonathan Polikoff <jonpff@att.net>
Sent: Saturday, June 5, 2021, 04:57:07 PM PDT
Subject: Fwd: Important information for the City Council review on June 7th
Just an FYI...this is what went to Beth at the City....
for you at the hearing!!

Stephanie
Stephanie S. Covington, Ph.D., LCSW
she/her/hers
Institute for Relational Development
Center for Gender & Justice
La Jolla, CA
Phone: 858-454-8528 - Fax: 858-454-8598 - Email: sc@stephaniecovington.com
www.stephaniecovington.com
www.centerforgenderandjustice.org

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Stephanie Covington <sc@stephaniecovington.com>
Date: Sat, Jun 5, 2021 at 4:55 PM
Subject: Important information for the City Council review on June 7th
To: <bmurray@delmar.ca.us>

Hello,
1
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It is my understanding that the City Council is reviewing the "issue" of the hedges at 640 Nob Avenue at the June 7th
meeting. I am a neighbor of the Polikoffs and live across the street at 407 7th St.
I would like to express my concerns about what is happening in our neighborhood. To date the City has requested the
removal of hedges at Nob and 8th St. (see photo A ) as well as removing turf at 740 Nob (see photo B). In both cases this
has made our part of the community less attractive. Thankfully the 740 Nob dirt can be easily improved by extending the
turf. Asking the Polikoffs (640 Nob) to remove well manicured and maintained hedges that have been growing for decades
(photo C) is again going to make the neighborhood less attractive. I understand the regulation regarding the set back. If
the City was planning to do something with this space and needed it cleared, I would understand the concern. Or if any of
these things were creating a hazard, it would be understandable. Or if someone deliberately "builds or constructs"
something in violation of the set back regulation, I can understand the City's concern. This is not the case. The Polikoffs
are maintaining a mature hedge of many years and helping to keep Del Mar green. Rumor says that this is a disgruntled
"tit for tat" situation. I have always assumed that regulations were reviewed with thoughtfulness and wisdom. Hopefully,
the City Council will use their wisdom and consider the impact of their decision.
It is actually very curious to me that this action is being taken in this part of Del Mar. In general, we are overlooked time
and again by the City Council. When the beautification of the medians was taking place, the City ran out of money and did
not redo the medians between 4th and 9th Street. This was an interesting decision when, in fact, the budget could
have been spent equally for all of the medians. Even what was existing in the medians is not maintained by the City now
(see photo D). The empty lot between 9th and 10th (photo E) has been neglected and looks like a disaster and has been
like this for years. Nothing is ever corrected or maintained. Two of our biggest problems are the sandbags for flooding
(photo F) and the large "bumps" in the road on Nob. I have requested that the bumps be removed and the roads (both
Nob and 7th) be repaved for years. Nothing happens. When another neighbor and I planned and executed the
undergrounding of the utilities in our neighborhood, I asked the City to work with us to redo the flooding corners on Nob
because we would have a trencher and paver onsite. No interest. When I worked with the neighbors to raise money for
paving the alley (photo G), the City was interested and the job was completed.
I think you can see from all of the above that I am a concerned citizen of Del Mar and care about my neighborhood.
Please do not destroy the hedges at 640 Nob.
Thank you for your understanding and consideration.
Best wishes,

Stephanie
Stephanie S. Covington, Ph.D., LCSW
she/her/hers
Institute for Relational Development
Center for Gender & Justice
La Jolla, CA
Phone: 858-454-8528 - Fax: 858-454-8598 - Email: sc@stephaniecovington.com
www.stephaniecovington.com
www.centerforgenderandjustice.org
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PHOTO A

PHOTO B
Stephanie Covington sc@stephaniecovington.com
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PHOTO C

PHOTO D
Stephanie Covington sc@stephaniecovington.com
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PHOTO E

PHOTO F
Stephanie Covington sc@stephaniecovington.com
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PHOTO G

Stephanie Covington sc@stephaniecovington.com
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Subject:

FW: ATTN: Administrative Services Director/City Clerk/Encroachment Permit
EP21-043/APN:300-234-06

From: Patricia Polikoff <pacpolikoff@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 7, 2021 11:51 AM
To: Beth Murray <bmurray@delmar.ca.us>
Subject: Fwd: ATTN: Administrative Services Director/City Clerk/Encroachment Permit EP21-043/APN:300-234-06
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Beth,
Please include this email for EP21-043 June 7 for 640 Nob Ave. Del mar, CA.
Thank you,
Patricia Polikoff
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Patricia Polikoff <pacpolikoff@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Jun 7, 2021 at 11:45 AM
Subject: ATTN: Administrative Services Director/City Clerk/Encroachment Permit EP21-043/APN:300-234-06
To: <Cityclerk@delmar.ca.us>
Administrative Services Director/City Clerk,
Regarding the property at 640 Nob Del Mar,Ca, I am in favor of NOT removing the original hedges that were
planted by the original owner in 1959. When we remodeled the house, we abided by all the rules set upon us by
the city and also submitted landscape plans with the hedges included. We were not allowed to enter the house
until all the landscape was physically finished. Not once did the city disapprove of anything presented to them.
We wanted to keep a beautiful bay window in the front of the house, but they made us remove every bit of the
original house.
In a time when there are more important issues concerning the pandemic, racial issues, environmental,
homelessness, etc., this move to ask us to remove a special original part of our garden seems inconsequential
and also detrimental to the environment. If the city needs to make improvements to the area, I can understand.
But since we've lived here from 1999, the street has never been repaved, pot holes every where.
I understand that my immediate neighbors on Nob Ave. were also victims of this encroachment decision, which
is very sad because their landscape has been meticulously maintained all these years.
In conclusion, I ask that you give us permission to keep our original hedge as it gives us a sense of privacy and
a remembrance of the original owner.
Thank you,
Patricia Polikoff
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gale Bakker <s_galen@bakkerandson.com>
Sunday, June 6, 2021 3:32 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
EP21-043 (640 Nob Avenue) Communication

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Council Members,

We fully support the Planning departments report & recommendations, and Dr. Polikoff’s
statement. We would like to see our neighbor keep their 50+ year old hedge, and hope City
Council will grant them an encroachment permit. We also question why this became an issue. Why
now? Dr. Polikoff’s landscape plan was approved in 2001. There is a good chance that most of the
hedge in question was planted even before the city was incorporated. The money paid to apply for
an encroachment permit should be refunded to the Polikoff family. The hedge creates no adverse
impact and adds esthetically to our neighborhood. Do we really want to take down mature
vegetation that has been planted for the good of the community?

Just last month, this type of strict enforcement was used on the homeowner two homes to the north
of the Polikoffs. (at the corner of Nob and 8th street) They too were asked to take down their 40+
year old Eugenia hedge. For what purpose? Now it’s just dirt.

It is very important to encourage all homeowners, and retail for that matter, to plant and maintain
the property adjacent to and in the public right of way. Beautification is paramount, not strict
enforcement.

Respectfully submitted,

Gale and Ted Bakker
335 La Amatista Rd.
1
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May 12, 2021

City of Del Mar Council Members.
I am writing to detail our situation as it relates to our unit at 1217 Camino Del Mar in Del Mar, California.
I am asking the City Council for relief from the Horizontal Zoning Requirement and outlining how I think
this request for relief is valid based on the code section. The space has been at least in part occupied by
an office for the last approximate 10 years with a condition of also being an Information Center. Prior to
that, it had a long string for years of failed business. We believe that this is in part because of the lack of
street visibility due to the fact that it is approximately 58 feet back from the sidewalk and close to 70plus feet from street traffic. Additionally, there are cars parked directly in front of the unit further
obstructing its exposure to passersby, pedestrian, and drivers alike.
I am applying for an Exception Permit to the Horizontal Zoning Requirement based on Section
30.22.033E which states, “The application shall be approved if the City Council makes all of the following
findings of fact … the building face of the Street Frontage Building Space is set back from the adjacent
street-frontage sidewalk by a distance of 25 feet or more.” Section 30.22.033D states, “The City
Council’s grant of an Exception Permit pursuant to this Section shall be subject to conditions as deemed
necessary to implement the City’s expressed goal for encouragement of retail-oriented commercial uses
and to create a pedestrian-oriented downtown.”
The unit in question sits approximately 58 feet (57.7) from the closest edge of the pedestrian sidewalk,
over double the City’s minimum Exemption requirement as laid out in the City code and 70-plus feet
from street traffic with cars parked in between the unit and the sidewalk/street which creates a visual
barrier. This makes it not conducive to retail oriented commercial use and pedestrian traffic appeal.
We support the City's plan to encourage pedestrian-oriented downtown; however, we feel that this
situation is not conducive to that vision.
Additionally, I would ask that the Exception Permit not have a time limit of 5 years. This unit at our
building is the most recessed or in the top two in this zoning area. Obviously, the building isn’t going to
move, and so I would respectfully request a more permanent Exception Permit be granted.
If I would have known about the Exception Permit possibility, I would have pursued it sooner. We strive
to maintain a beautiful building that complements the charming City of Del Mar and also to be Team
Players with the City. The City of Del Mar’s Restoration Project and then COVID have been very hard for
the businesses and owners. Hoping for favor with this situation.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Respectfully,
Tami Botello
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

JP McDermott <jp.mcdermott4@gmail.com>
Thursday, June 03, 2021 12:18 PM
City Clerk Mail Box; Terry Gaasterland; Dan Quirk; Tracy Martinez; David Druker; Dwight
Worden
Withdraw LCP Amendment

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear City Council Members
The City years ago created a committee to study the impacts of sea level rise on our town and they worked hard to
provide a comprehensive set of actions we could take, and city staff worked with the Coastal Commission to create a
workable amendment. However, as we know, the Commission ultimately rejected the suggested compromises.
I have great respect for the efforts our citizens on the STAC Committee put in for the long term benefit of all Del Mar
residents and guests to our city, so I concur with their recommendation to withdraw the LCPA.
1. The character of Del Mar's community and beach access allows over 3 million visitors to our beaches each year, at no
charge and provide excellent lifeguard services which have never had a fatality in over 50 years due to their
professionalism.
2. The STAC Adaptation plan will allow for reasonable, constructive and dynamic efforts to sea level rise.
Please vote to remove the LCPA!
Sincerely,
JP & Candy McDermott
239 25th St.
Del Mar, CA 92014
925.858.9510
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Faheem Hasnain <fhasnain@gossamerbio.com>
Thursday, June 3, 2021 11:30 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
LCPA

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Please withdraw the LCPA! We have compromised enough and should not bend to further changes that the Coastal
Commission is looking for. Please represent our interests as Del Mar homeowners.
Regards
Faheem Hasnain
Faheem Hasnain
Chairman, President & CEO
(c)415-716-6651
This email message and any attachments are for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain
CONFIDENTIAL and/or PRIVILEGED information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If
you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender and destroy all copies of the original message and any
attachments.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rick Kuhle <rkuhle@vestar.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 11:30 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda item #12

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Major and Council members
My name is Rick Kuhle and I live at 1734 Oceanfront in Del Mar for 35 years. I have been following and
involved with the coastal commission LCPA process for going on four years. Stac worked on this for more than
2 years, which included a representative of coastal commission, and came up with a fair LCPA. The coastal
commission responded with wholesale changes. I respectfully ask that the City withdraw the LCPA
immediately.
Get Outlook for iOS
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Grant Peto <grantpeto@gmail.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 12:18 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
June 7, 2021 Council Agenda No. 12 Red Dot

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear All:
My family and I are against managed retreat and we respectfully request Del Mar withdraw from the LCPA.
Thank you for your continued hard work protecting our city and it's beautiful beach.
Best,
Grant Peto
1740 Ocean Front, Del Mar
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nancy Stoke <nancystoke@earthlink.net>
Friday, June 4, 2021 12:39 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red Dot Council Agenda 6/7/21 Item 12

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Honorable Mayor & Council Members,
As you know and will recall, the Del Mar community and the CA Coastal Commission (as per the Coastal Act)
have the common goal of protecting and enhancing the California coast. We seem to have different opinions
as to how best to achieve our similar goals.
Due to the divergent approaches I remain in support of withdrawal of the LCPA and believe it should be
withdrawn prior to the Coastal Commission meeting. Withdrawal of the LCPA was deemed to be the best
approach when last publicly discussed in 2019, and it remains so today.
Del Mar’s Staff has worked diligently for almost two years to find common ground that would meld the desires
of the CA Coastal Commission with those of our community which were reached after a long public process (I
was a member of the STAC committee). I see no reason for either the City nor the CA Coastal Commission to
spend additional resources on a matter that clearly will not reach consensus.

The Del Mar community utilized STAC with its broadly experienced members (Supervising Environmental
Planner for the Del Mar Fairgrounds, two Professors at the world-renowned Scripps Institution of
Oceanography, a staff member of the San Diego office of the Coastal Commission, a representative of the
Surfrider Foundation, and residents with decades of experience in our community); we held over 40 public
meetings and shared great concern for the fact that managed retreat is not an option for this city of 4,200
residents within less than 2 square miles. The greatest concentration of our population lives in the north
beach area where 750+ dwellings include single family homes, duplexes, tri-plexes, condos and apartments
with an average lot size of 1/8 acre; managed retreat to move this population to higher ground within the city
is not feasible. CCC’s continued insistence that no shoreline protective devices (seawalls, rip rap, etc.) would
be allowed under any circumstances, even to replace existing is not in the best interest of Del Mar. This is an
existential threat to the City because with our unique topography the Ocean Front seawalls protect almost all
of the properties between Ocean Front and Jimmy Durante Blvd in the north beach area from storm surge. As
a community we reached consensus that the best approach for Del Mar in light of sea level rise is to focus on
sand retention and replenishment and we have begun taking steps towards this end.
This LCPA submission is a highly technical situation with many more aspects; I’ve condensed it to the pieces
that I feel are the overriding issues and most important to all. We know what is best for Del Mar; we know
that Del Mar is a unique community along the beautiful California coast and it is our responsibility to preserve
1
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this treasure for all to enjoy. The efforts by the CCC to make all of its solutions fit every community equally are
not realistic and not the equity that society is looking for.
In my opinion Del Mar should withdraw the LCPA immediately, and continue to work towards the sand
retention and replenishment that is agreed to be our best solution to meet our common goals.
Respectfully Submitted,
Nancy Stoke
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

janice batter <janicebats@sbcglobal.net>
Friday, June 4, 2021 12:41 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Support withdrawal of Del Mar’s LCPA application

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City council members,
Please withdraw Del Mar’s LCPA and allow the existing plan to stand. The Coastal Commission should be
made to understand that our present plan provides for public use for 3 million per year and will allow Del Mar
to have "responsive, constructive and dynamic approaches to sea level rise.”
Janice and Michael Batter
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tina Thomas <tinareganthomas@gmail.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 12:52 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
6/7/21 CC meeting item #12

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

To Del Mar City Council,
Countless hours have been spent by a knowledgeable STAC committee to analyze what is best for Del Mar.
There is no one solution that will fit each community as CCC efforts are attempting.
STAC has determined that sand replenishment and retention can address sea level rise in our community.
Managed retreat makes no sense because of Del Mar's specific north beach topography and the hundreds of
homes and residents that stand to lose their homes.
The best solution would be to withdraw the LCPA immediately.
Tina & David Thomas
22nd St
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June 4, 2021
Delivered via email
To: Del Mar City Council
Re: Update Regarding the City’s Sea Level Rise LCPA Scheduled for a June 10, 2021
Coastal Commission Hearing

To the members of the Del Mar City Council —
fi

The Surfrider Foundation is a non-pro t, environmental organization dedicated to
the protection and enjoyment of the world's ocean, waves and beaches for all people,
through a powerful activist network. The Surfrider Foundation San Diego County
Chapter has more than 2,300 members, many of whom enjoy access to and use of
Del Mar’s special beaches. Having been involved in the City’s Local Coastal Planning
Amendment (LCPA) process since 2014, we urge Council today to participate in the
June 10 Coastal Commission hearing and not to withdraw its LCPA.
The City has been working on this LCPA since 2014. The purpose then was to study
the City’s vulnerabilities to sea level rise and to initiate a community-led adaptation
approach to minimizing those risks through adaptation. These are goals that the City
has achieved over the last seven years — through the creation of the 2018 Coastal
Hazards and Sea Level Rise Vulnerability Assessment, the Sea Level Rise Technical
Advisory Committee, and the Sea Level Rise Adaptation Plan. Moving forward, it is
imperative that these efforts are given a chance to be institutionalized through the
appropriate policy documents so that Del Mar can prepare for sea level rise.

Phone: 858.800.2282 | info@surfridersd.org | surfridersd.org
3900 Cleveland Ave., Ste 201, San Diego, CA 92103
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Updating the LCP Facilitates Control in Major Pending Projects
fi

The draft LCPA as currently modi ed by Coastal Commission staff provides a clear
set of guidelines for implementing sea level rise policies that the city has worked
closely with the community to identify and to prioritize.

A primary example of this is the Del Mar Bluff Stabilization project currently being
proposed by the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). The City of Del
Mar’s Coastal Hazards, Vulnerability, and Risk Assessment states for instance that if
the railroad is completely armored with a seawall, the beach will no longer exist:

fl

“With future climate change and sea level rise, the City of Del Mar’s current
vulnerabilities are projected to increase in both frequency and intensity,
resulting in increased damage risk to most of Del Mar:
● The beach above high tide will be lost to erosion between 2030 and
2060, at which point beach erosion and coastal storms will threaten
sea wall integrity, affecting the City’s North Beach District.
● Bluffs will erode and impact the LOSSAN railroad as well as the
South Beach and South Bluff Districts; or, if the railroad is armored
with a seawall, little to no beach will exist.
● San Dieguito River ooding will inundate the City’s North Beach and
Valley Districts and the Del Mar Fairgrounds more frequently and with
greater depths.” (Vulnerability Assessment, page 12, emphasis added)
In April of 2021, SANDAG unveiled its proposal for bluff stabilization Phases 5 and 6,
which includes a seawall covering large portions of Del Mar including from 11th street
to 15th street, with construction anticipated to begin around 20231 (LOSSAN San
Diego Regional Rail Corridor Executive Leadership Taskforce Presentation).
The reality of the beach from 11th street to 15th street being lost to seawalls and sea
level rise is clearly visible on the horizon. The LCPA would provide the vision and
implementation guidelines for the City to ensure that the goals stated in its
Adaptation Plan (for instance about maintaining a walkable beach and providing
beach access) are prioritized. This would be critical in the short-term as SANDAG
embarks on its bluff stabilization project and as the North County Transit District
(NCTD) considers fencing of the railroad. Instituting these guidelines would also be
imperative in the long-term as SANDAG and NCTD work to relocate the railroad.
SANDAG has stated on the record that it would be possible to break ground on an
https://drive.google.com/ le/d/1dS7sqP84OYcnm1t-OHB-vcxx35HB0miq/view
fi
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fi

inland tunnel in just three years, and many non-pro t organizations are pushing for
SANDAG to fully commit to relocation by 20302. The Community needs clear
implementing guidelines to work with these rail agencies in order to preserve local
control over coastal access and beach preservation.

fi

The North Bluff represents another pending coastal development decision that
illustrates the current need for an LCPA. As the City Council is aware, in October
2020 the community voted against Measure G - the Marisol Speci c Initiative, which
would have enabled a development founded on inadequate setbacks. The
development would have put beachgoers and users of the proposed coastal access
trail at risk and/or perpetuated the need for shoreline armoring of the area. Surfrider
wrote a letter on this matter to City Council in February pointing out the glaring
omissions and overall subjectivity involved in the unacceptable setback calculations
used in that EIR3. Setback calculations will ultimately be a determining factor in the
designated use of this property, and an LCPA would provide clear guidelines for
making such determinations.

Updating the LCP Maintains Control and Limits Administrative Burden

fl

There appears to be a misperception that the city will improve or maintain local
control if it prevents the Coastal Commission from hearing the LCPA at the
upcoming Coastal Commission meeting. However, the opposite is true. If the
conversation is cut off and the amendment process is prevented from moving
forward, the LCP will not accurately re ect the changing conditions in the city.

fi

In the future when permits are required for development or protection, without an
updated LCP the Commission or other relevant parties like the Surfrider Foundation
will very likely nd inconsistencies or a lack of clarity around SLR planning and will
have reason to appeal the permits. This will increase the burden on homeowners and
the City when it comes to important projects like home renovations, seawall
maintenance, and beach replenishment. On a broader level, this will also add to
uncertainty around any development projects as well as uncertainty around the
future of the beaches.

2

fi

https://www.sandiegouniontribune.com/news/transportation/story/2020-01-27/sandag-stabili
ze-del-mar-bluffs-lossan-rail-corridor
3
https://drive.google.com/ le/d/1l-OK7nNHCEEqyF0xm1HZQl0qine_nafd/view
Phone: 858.800.2282 | info@surfridersd.org | surfridersd.org
3900 Cleveland Ave., Ste 201, San Diego, CA 92103
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The City should act in the best interests of all parties involved and at a minimum
have these important conversations with the Coastal Commission. Cutting off the
negotiations now will not result in the type of independence Del Mar is seeking and
will instead cede control of the City’s future to future legislation and ad hoc decisions
made by the Commission.

Coastal Commission Review is the Appropriate Step Forward

fi

fi

Today’s agenda item seeks to clarify the City Council’s position on whether the
suggested modi cations as proposed by Coastal Commission staff are generally
consistent with the City LCPA as adopted in October 2018, and whether the City
Council suggests edits to the suggested modi cations.

fi

fi

fi

fi

We would like to take this moment to remind the City Council that the City of Del
Mar has not made adjustments to its draft LCPA in the past three years. In October
2019, the Coastal Commission staff report outlined a number of suggested
modi cations to the City’s Draft Plan. The suggested modi cations included in the
June 10 staff report remain very similar to the modi cations suggested to the City
more than two and a half years ago (as detailed in a chart included in the Coastal
Commission’s June 10 staff report)4, while the City has remained silent on changes
over this time. As the Staff Report points out, Staff was speci cally directed not to
negotiate with the Coastal Commission in recent meetings5:
“Based on City Council direction, City staff did not conduct negotiations
[since 2019] but assisted in providing information to the CCC to help clarify
the City’s position and commitments made to the community” (Del Mar City
Council Meeting June 7, Staff Agenda Packet, Page 108)

The Coastal Commission’s intent in approving an LCPA is to ensure that the City’s
LCP includes adequate policies and regulations that require the disclosure of
projected vulnerabilities and risks to its residents. It also ensures that the LCP
provides a clear set of rules for implementation through coastal development
permits. The California Coastal Commission was tasked with the responsibility of
approving LCP updates because of its unique ability to apply the Coastal Act in its
decision-making. The Coastal Act was passed by the people of California to ensure a
https://drive.google.com/ le/d/1sV73NXTUVhXTWl8MwK8BrAcN8rvltVlc/view?usp=sharing
https://www.delmar.ca.us/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Agenda/_06072021-2766
fi

4
5
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balanced approach toward future development along the coast and is the standard
of review for The Coastal Commission’s LCP decisions. It is appropriate for actual
negotiations to occur.
Del Mar’s decision to prevent the formal authority that exists to balance these rights
along the Coast should not be misconstrued as leadership — it is a cutting off of the
appropriate review intended to preclude exactly what has happened in Del Mar over
the past few years; where an imbalance of representation leads to development
decisions that cannot properly safeguard coastal access and public beaches.

Conclusion
Sea level rise will begin rapidly accelerating in about 10 years. Disabling the process
that would allow planning for this future is the same as not planning at all. The City
of Del Mar has had the good foresight to extensively study its vulnerabilities to sea
level rise — of which there are many. The community should accept nothing less of
its City Council than to use this information to enact proper planning for the future
rather than waiting for disaster.
fi

A Coastal Commission approved and City certi ed LCPA would advance the work
that has been done to identify adaptation priorities over the past seven years, while
providing important perspectives on balanced coastal development decisions. We
believe wholeheartedly that the City will get closer to this goal by having a public
discussion in the appropriate policy context at the Coastal Commission hearing on
June 10, and implore the City Council to pursue measurable and implementable sea
level rise planning by moving forward with Coastal Commission review of its LCPA.
Sincerely,
Kristin Brinner
Member of the Sea Level Rise Technical Advisory Committee
Beach Preservation Committee co-lead
San Diego County Chapter, Surfrider Foundation
Resident of Solana Beach
Jim Jaffee
Beach Preservation Committee co-lead
San Diego County Chapter, Surfrider Foundation
Resident of Solana Beach

Phone: 858.800.2282 | info@surfridersd.org | surfridersd.org
3900 Cleveland Ave., Ste 201, San Diego, CA 92103
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Laura Walsh
Policy Coordinator
San Diego County Chapter, Surfrider Foundation
Resident of San Diego

Phone: 858.800.2282 | info@surfridersd.org | surfridersd.org
3900 Cleveland Ave., Ste 201, San Diego, CA 92103
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Ron Eriksson <ronerik@mac.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 3:22 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Ron Eriksson
Agenda Item #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
My name is Ron Eriksson and I live at 1846 Ocean Front in Del Mar with my wife Nancy Hanley. We were told by City
Council two years ago that if the Coastal Commission made any changes to the LCPA the City would withdraw it. Well they
have made sweeping changes and I respectfully ask you to withdraw the LCPA immediately.

Sincerely,
Ron Eriksson
480.235.0461
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Nancy Hanley <nancyrhanley@me.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 3:22 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Nancy Hanley
Agenda Item #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
My name is Nancy Hanley and I live at 1846 Ocean Front in Del Mar with my husband, Ron Eriksson. We were told by
City Council 2 years ago that if the Coastal Commission made any changes to the LCPA, the City would withdraw it. Well,
they have made sweeping changes and I respectfully ask you to withdraw the LCPA immediately.
Sincerely,
Nancy Hanley
602-908-5560
Sent from my iPad
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lori Larcher <lorilarcher1@gmail.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 3:46 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda item number 12

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
I live at 1828 Oceanfront in Del Mar. I am against managed retreat. STAC committee worked on drafting LCPA
for three years, which included a representative of the Coastal Commission and submitted it. They responded
with major changes including managed retreat. Please withdraw the LCPA immediately.
Lori Larcher
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sheree Hayward <shereehay@aol.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 4:57 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red dot agenda item #12 - for June 7th meeting

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Council,
Rome was not built in a day and neither was Del Mar’s LCPA. The community of Del Mar put
together an LCPA based on local research, science, facts and a knowledgeable committee that
understands Del Mar’s unique needs.
I want to express why it is so important for the City Council to uphold our LCPA and reject
modifications suggested to it. The community of Del Mar has put forth every effort to produce a
LCPA that covers what the Coastal Commission has asked us to produce. After three and a
half years of studying all the related issues and listening to the experts, we developed an LCPA for
Del Mar’s unique area.
Del Mar should reject any modifications to the LCPA and we urge our City Council to withdraw
the LCPA if modifications are presented.
Thank you for your support,
Sheree Hayward
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Martin Cooper <mcooper@dynallc.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 6:13 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red dot regarding withdrawal of the LCP

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
While the efforts of the Coastal Commission to prepare for sea level rise are commendable, The City of Del Mar must continue
its effort to persuade the Commission that del Mar is unique in many respects and that the collateral damage of hasty and
generalized action may do more damage than good. Del Mar’s beaches are a valuable resource for many millions of people in
southern California. The City maintains and protects these beaches The science supporting preparation for sea-level rise tells
us that there is ample time to take reasoned action that does not threaten the existence of the beaches as well the many homes
that will disappear as an unintended consequence of hasty action.
The Commission should recognize the sincere effort of the City of Del Mar to propose a plan that constructively prepares for
the consequences of sea-level rise without imposing generalized solutions that are irreversible and that can adversely affect
the lives of many people in the San Diego area.
Martin Cooper and Arlene Harris
Long term and full time Del Mar residents.

Martin Cooper
DynaLLC
100 Via de la Valle
Del Mar, CA 92014
Tel: 858 481 2700
Cell: 6197870500
www.dynallc.com

Twitr:Martymobile
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Debbie Church <debbchurch@aol.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 6:22 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red dot item #12 LCP Amendment

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Del Mar Council members,
I have followed in depth this issue for the past two years and am now requesting that the council withdrawal the LCP
Amendment. This should be a unanimous vote by council to withdrawal.
I have been an owner of a multi-family property since 1988 and this property and the quality of the Del Mar beach
would be in jeopardy by the modifications the CCC is requiring for approval. These modifications could unfairly usher in
managed retreat (for example, when the Army Core of Engineers removes our off shore sand for sand replenishment up
north which in the past, devastated our beaches). Also, the removal of any seawalls or homes would create a gap in the
protection of the over 600 residences within the beach community.
Our current LCP and Beach Preservation Initiative protect the residences within the beach area.
Please help protect Del Mar from this state interference.

Debbie and Brian Church
Debbchurch@aol.com
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jamie Montgomery <jamie@monty.com>
Saturday, June 5, 2021 9:34 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
California Coastal Commission response to Del Mar's LPCA Application

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Good Morning,
I write to encourage and request that the Del Mar City Council vote unanimously to reject the proposed amendments to
the LCP Agreement with the California Coastal Commission.
My first engagement with the issue of shoreline erosion in Del Mar was in 1980. After experiencing flooding in my
rental in Del Mar on 25th street, I volunteered to assist City Manager Robert Nelson work with the City Council and a
committee of citizens to develop a plan to address the issue. The process was transparent, non-partisan and advised by
a number of the top scientists and coastal engineers in the country. I was asked to present the study to the Annual
Meeting of Coastal Engineers in San Diego in the fall of 1980 and it was published in their proceedings. I was recognized
and honored by the Del Mar City Council for my volunteer contributions. This early work served as the backbone of the
current policies that exist in Del Mar.
In 2000, I began to return to Del Mar for the month of August as well as opened an office in Del Mar. My principal
engagement locally has been with the UC San Diego in the areas of innovation and science and technology including
Scripps Institute of Oceanography.
Earlier this year, I purchased 2984 Sandy Lane. In the diligence prior to the acquisition during 2020 and 2021, I retained
leading coastal engineers and atmospheric scientists to provide an independent assessment of the issue of shoreline
erosion. I also took the opportunity to visit other coastal cities similar to Del Mar to see how they managed the issue.
My first comment is that much is not known – a number of people speak with great certainty on an uncertain issue. It
is fair to say that the models the coastal commission typically use to forecast ocean levels are aggressive and likely
misleading. The bottom line is that the City of Del Mar probably has at least 20 years and maybe 50 years before you
would have to make the type of decisions that the Coastal Commission will advocate.
The second comment is that the City of Del Mar has done a very good job balancing the issues of safety, access and
property rights. I can’t see any scientific, environmental, business, safety or practical rationale for adopting the Coastal
Commission approach. It just does not make any sense.
I encourage the Council to stay the course of relative independence and the ability to control their own destiny.
Sincerely,
James Montgomery
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James Montgomery
Managing Partner
March Capital
jamie@marchcp.com
O: 310-460-7916 | C: 310-704-4685

Join us for The Montgomery Summit in March 2022 in Santa Monica
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

jdllal@aol.com
Saturday, June 5, 2021 9:48 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red-dot 6/7 Item #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Thank you for offering us the opportunity to comment on this most important issue.
City Council should reject the California Coastal Commission's (CCC) changes to Del Mar’s Sea
Level Rise Local Coastal Program Amendment (LCPA). Specifically, the CCC’s suggestions around
thresholds, managed retreat, loss of shoreline protections, and the definitions of substantial
improvements and existing structures, make it necessary to withdraw.
The City’s Sea-Level Rise Stakeholders Technical Advisory Committee (STAC) recommendations
should be followed. STAC was staffed with scientists, activists, local leaders, engineers and
property owners, and STAC had participation from the Surfrider Foundation and the California
Coastal Commission. The LCPA submitted to the CCC was worked on for years and is a balanced
reflection of the best SLR planning for Del Mar.
The suggested modifications represent an extraordinary degree of state interference with local
government control over land use in Del Mar. The CCC’s desired changes equate to indirect
managed retreat. The bulk of the suggestions are inconsistent with what Del Mar has today and the
trajectory Del Mar has chosen. Staff, for several years, worked with the CCC to create a balanced
resolution. City Council and Del Mar staff communicated to the CCC what would work in Del Mar
and what could be a balanced outcome. The CCC’s suggested modifications seem to ignore this,
and therefore, are not compatible with the City’s SLR strategy.
The City Council adopted a resolution to support the LCPA and reject any suggested modifications
“that substantially deviate from or are inconsistent with the City’s adopted Adaptation Plan and
Local Coastal Program Amendments…”. This resolution was meant for a situation like this.
Thank you for your consideration,
Lucille Lindsey

1

10

June 7, 2021

Item 12

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Susan Childs <hawkline1@mac.com>
Saturday, June 5, 2021 10:08 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
LCPA

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Please withdraw
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Heather Lindsey <hdlindsey@yahoo.com>
Saturday, June 5, 2021 10:28 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red Dot 6/7 #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Council Members,
Del Mar should withdraw the LCPA. The City Council promised that it would stand by the LCPA submitted. A stated by Del Mar’s City Attorney, “The
Coastal Act does not require an LCP amendment”.
Del Mar’s LCPA, as submitted, is a document that was drafted with participation by both the California Coastal Commission and Surfrider Foundation.
Additionally, STAC, after studying all the information for 3 years, came to a nuanced, balanced and well thought out conclusion for Del Mar. STAC was
staffed with scientists, activists, environmentalist, local leaders, engineers and property owners. Furthermore, Del Mar was very clear about what made it
unique and what would be a proper balance. Nowhere in Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act will you find a mandate to include hazard analysis and plan in a
LCP. Submitting the Adaptation Plan as part of the LCPA was a choice the City Council made to work with the Coastal Commission in an attempt to retain
the valued relationship Del Mar has with the Coastal Commission. To this end, Del Mar even voted to extend negotiations with the Coastal Commission in
hopes of finding a mutually acceptable solution. However, having reviewed the Coastal Commission's most recent comments, the changes the Coastal
Commission requires cede unnecessary control and are too burdensome on the City of Del Mar and its citizens.
Although Del Mar should maintain its respectful and cooperative relationship with the Coastal Commission, Del Mar should not accept these suggested
modifications. The Coastal Commission’s suggested comments reflect a one-size-fits all approach to planning, and that will not work for Del Mar. The
Commission’s comments seemingly ignore that, due to Del Mar’s North Beach is truly unique geomorphology, similar only to nine other costal spots in
California, that theses suggested modifications will leave Del Mar without a beach, with a swamp, and, most likely, unable to continue as a City that can
support itself through tourism. The Coastal Commission’s suggestions will destroy our beach and beach access, and leave Del Mar with swamp; this is
counter to the goals stated in 30001.5 of The Coastal Act.
Additionally, the Coastal Commission could have accepted Del Mar’s LCPA as submitted. Del Mar’s LCPA went beyond what was legally required.
Additionally, it represented the proper balance for Del Mar. None of this is reflected in the Coastal Commission suggested modifications. A year after Del
Mar voted to continue working in good faith with the Coastal Commission, Del Mar is presented with suggested modifications that look extremely similar to
the comments received a year ago. Del Mar has worked diligently with the Coastal Commission in hopes of finding a balance; unfortunately, the Coastal
Commission’s comments do not reflect this same goal. If the California Coastal Commission cannot accept why Del Mar is different and/or work within the
reasonable parameters of Del Mar’s comprehensive and nuanced LCPA, which meets all legal requirements and reflects years of work and negotiation, then
withdraw is the correct path forward.
The following outlines 1) That Del Mar is not legally obligated to accept the Coastal Commissions changes; 2) That Del Mar has satisfied its obligations to
the Coastal Commissions; 3) Why Del Mar should withdraw the LCPA given the Coastal Commission’s suggested changes to the LCPA (LUP and IP); 4)
How Voting to accept the suggested modifications is agreeing to cede local control unnecessarily; and 5) Why policies that result in retreat do not work in Del
Mar, a city with unique geomorphic and legislative environment.
Del Mar is not legally obligated to accept the Coastal Commissions changes.
As stated in the passages below from the Del Mar City Attorney’s letter "Adoption and Processing of Sea-Level Rise Adaptation Plan”, the Coastal
Commission cannot force Del Mar to accept these changes nor the whims of the Coastal Commission outside of the Coastal Act. The specific language is as
follow:
"The Commission Generally Cannot Require the City to Include Specific Content:
· The Coastal Act does not require an LCP amendment
o Guides such as the Commission’s Sea Level Rise Policy Guidance are suggestions only and do not legally require action
o The Commission could suggest modification as part of its periodic review of LCPs, but a local agency need not accept any of the
suggestions
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· The Commission cannot force an agency to amend its LCP -- if suggested modifications are rejected, the Commission’s only recourse is to request
that the legislature address the issue
· LCPs and related land use plans are reviewed for conformity with the Coastal Act’s Coastal Resources Planning and Management Policies
o In reviewing LCPs, the Commission is not authorized to diminish or abridge the authority of the City to adopt and establish the precise
content of its land use plan
o Conformance with the policies and requirements of the Coastal Resources Planning and Management Policies can be required only to the
extent necessary to achieve the basic state goals specified in section 30001.5, i.e., coastal quality, utilization and conservation, public access, prioritized
development, and coordinated planning and development"
Similar analysis can be found in "Should Del Mar’s Seal Level Rise Adaptation Plan Be Put In The Community Plan, In Our LCP, or
Both? Recommendations From Dwight Worden, Mayor September 24, 2018”, which states:
· "The Coastal Commission cannot force Del Mar to adopt managed retreat. If, as part of the certification process the Coastal Commission attempts
to add managed retreat to the AP, Del Mar has the right to reject those modifications."
Del Mar has satisfied its obligations to the Coastal Commissions, and Del Mar presented an acceptable option to the Coastal Commission. Nothing
further is required.
The Del Mar City Attorney’s letter "Adoption and Processing of Sea-Level Rise Adaptation Plan” states :
"The Adaptation Plan and a corresponding LCP amendment would comply with the Coastal Act
o The standard of review under the Grants for determining whether the LCP is successfully completed and acceptable is the Coastal Act
o The City has local discretion on how to implement the Coastal Act’s policies
o Where a number of alternatives consistent with the Coastal Act are available, the Commission cannot force a local agency to follow a certain
approach
o Including retreat as an immediate strategy is not necessary to comply with or achieve the basic goals of the Coastal Act”
Although the statements above refer to retreat, they are true for all of the suggested modifications.
Additionally, as written in the letter “Should Del Mar’s Seal Level Rise Adaptation Plan Be Put In The Community Plan, In Our LCP, or
Both? Recommendations From Dwight Worden, Mayor September 24, 2018”:
· "In my view, Del Mar’s proposed LCP Amendment, including the Adaptation Plan, is consistent with the Coastal Act, grounded in solid science,
reflects legitimate legal and economic realities, sets forth reasonable policies, and the entire LCP Amendment package is entitled to
certification."
· "Ninety percent+ of our Sea Level Rise documents are non-controversial and have already received Coastal staff favorable initial review."
· "If Del Mar submits the Adaptation Plan to the Commission as part of an LCP Amendment, Del Mar has satisfied its grant commitments and
remains free to reject any suggested modifications."
· "Del Mar, in my opinion, satisfies its grant requirements by submitting its LCP Amendment to the Commission for certification whether or not it is
ultimately certified, and whether or not Del Mar rejects any suggested modifications. On the other hand, Del Mar may have issues with grant
compliance if it does not even submit an LCP Amendment."
· "The Coastal Commission’s authority is limited to certifying our LCP Amendment as consistent with the broad policies of the Coastal Act, or to
making specific findings why it is not consistent with the Act. The Commission is limited to “suggesting” modifications and cannot dictate
changes. The City remains free to accept or reject any such suggested modifications, including as to managed retreat."
Del Mar should withdraw the LCPA given the Coastal Commission’s suggested changes to the LCPA (LUP and IP)
Nothing substantial has changed since the City Council voted to add the Adaptation plan to the LCPA. When taking that risk the Council also said it would
not allow managed retreat, backdoors to managed retreat, or oversteps by the Coastal Commission in our LCPA. The Council needs to stand by the promises
made because at that time, like now, those promises were in the best interest of Del Mar.
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The majority of provisions are substantial, burdensome and go in the face of decisions that this community, your community, has made over the last several
years. In some cases, Del Mar does not have the resources to accept them and/or they would be overly burdensome on the resources that they City does
have. Agreeing to them would be bad governance.
The vast majority of the suggested modifications, including but not limited to, 2, 3, 4, 5, 11, 12, 13, 16, and 19, are damaging to Del Mar and contrary to the
decisions Del Mar has made and the directions it has set. Many of the changes are indirect attempts at managed retreat.
The benefits of an updated LCP do not outweigh the costs of what the CCC is requiring. Del Mar can move forward without an updated LCP.
The effort and resources put forth to date are not wasted as they cumulated into our Adaptation Plan that meets the requirements for SB379
Voting to accept the suggested modifications is agreeing to cede local control unnecessarily.
The city has already gone through a long and grueling process to achieve consensus. As we were told by Council close to two years ago, “They cannot put
anything into our local coastal program over our objection. This is the balance between local control and state control that was built into the Coastal Act when
it was enacted.” The CCC suggested changes fail to meet that balance.
Why would the City accept changes it has already rejected and voluntarily, ceding authority to an unelected state agency. The City already has a certified
LCP, so the Coastal Commission’s review on appeal is limited to considering whether the city’s decision on a permit application is consistent with the city’s
LCP and the public access policies of the California Coastal Act. Del Mar’s amending its LCP increases the opportunity for the Coastal Commission to
meddle in local policy and correspondingly decrease local control.
Nowhere in Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act will you find a mandate to include hazard analysis and plans in a LCP. Keeping this in mind, why would the City
choose to accept harmful changes to a document that it was not even required to submit. Submitting the Adaptation Plan as part of the LCPA was not
required. This was a choice the City Council made. It was not a requirement. Neither the Coastal Act, nor the Commission's published regulations, states that
the Coastal Act must address hazards.
Once we cede this control to the Coastal Commission, we will never regain it back.
Policies the lead to retreat are not appropriate for the entire California Coastline
According to the CCC and climate change experts, managed retreat is not appropriate for all areas:
· "And there are some areas where it’s just not going to be feasible... It’s going to be really difficult to pull back. There’s got to be engineering solutions
[such as seawalls, manmade dunes and new marshes].” Jack Ainsworth, executive director of the California Coastal Commission
· Kelsey Ducklow, a climate change analyst with the Coastal Commission, said the first step for many cities is conducting a vulnerability
assessment. “There can be hybrid approaches,” Ducklow said. “Things are going to change over time. What one place does on one section of
the shoreline might not be right on other sections of the shoreline.”
· “Not everywhere in the world is going to retreat, but not everywhere in the world is going to build a seawall,” said A.R. Siders, an assistant
professor at the University of Delaware's Disaster Research Center, in a phone call.
Policies that result in retreat do not work in Del Mar due to its unique geomorphic and legislative environment
Managed retreat and policies that lead to managed retreat are not appropriate for Del Mar. The TerraCosta Costal Group, in its White Paper "The Infeasibility
of Managed Retreat for the City of Del Mar: A White Paper”, thoroughly and scientifically outlines the many reasons that managed retreat cannot work for
Del Mar. Some of these include:
•
Managed retreat, at least in this very unique geomorphic environment, cannot work and still provide the goals espoused by the citizens of
Del Mar and the City’s elected officials.
•
Managed retreat threatens public access as the arterial coast highway linking the City of Del Mar with surrounding beach communities,
as much of the Pacific Coast Highway and the associated provision of free publicly-available parking spaces would be negatively impacted by
flooding
•
Del Mar’s North Beach is truly unique and along the state’s 1,100-mile coastline, is one of only nine small coastal segments having
similar geomorphology. Managed retreat will not leave Del Mar with a beach; it will leave Del Mar as swampland. I remind Council of the
depiction of Del Mar under managed retreat.
•
Unlike most other coastal communities, Del Mar’s beach uniquely slopes downward from the western-most beachfront barriers as you
move inland. Removing structures and eliminating seawalls, flood barriers, or rock revetments that historically have maintained our shorelines
will destroy our beach and the neighborhoods east of it.
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•
Given the available technical data, it would appear that managed retreat is not a viable adaptation strategy for the City’s North Beach and
Valley Districts.
•
Managed retreat is incompatible with Del Mar's voter-approved Beach Preservation Initiative (BPI) (Refer to Section 6 –Authorized
Protection Structures and Section 8 – Issuance Shoreline Protection Permit). Furthermore, the implementation of managed retreat could
endanger over $1.5 billion of Del Mar's tax base and potentially the demographic diversity of Del Mar, as much of the majority of housing in
the impacted lower-lying areas are apartments and multi-family housing.
•
The City received several studies and red-dots that found flaws in both the City's economic and environmental analysis. Although only
one of many, I would remind the City of Reginald Flick’s 4/9/18 letter addressed to the Council.
•

Managed retreat threatens the most economically diverse neighborhood in Del Mar.

Additionally, the implementation of the Coastal Commission’s suggested modifications could lead to:
•

The loss of direct public access to the coast for residents and visitors due to flooding and erosion.

•
Lost tax revenue from visitors and residents who no longer spend time and dollars in Del Mar because our beach will be inaccessible or
unusable and our coastal region will be destroyed. The flow of visitor-generated tax revenue is critical to our city’s budget and to our civic quality
of life. The full extent of the fiscal loss is unknown, however, because the city’s current review does not include an essential, exhaustive economic
impact study.
•

Cost that run into billions of dollars.

•
Insurers will refuse to cover Del Mar homes and property; banks will refuse to issue loans or grant refinance agreements for Del Mar’s coastal
structures and properties; land values will plummet and dramatically reduce the city’s tax revenue stream; and all property sales will stall or cease
because of the uncertainty of beach and coastal preservation and protection
•
Whole neighborhoods from the shoreline to the railroad tracks, like our historic North Beach, will disappear because of flood-related or
government-compelled relocation. The city, then, would be legally responsible for compensating private property owners for the loss of their
property at great expense to taxpayers. As is the case with the other reasonably expected economic losses related to managed retreat, the full
negative impacts cannot be known without a thorough fiscal analysis.
•
It is doubtful whether Del Mar can survive as a City without a beach. In addition to the loss of the tax base, the businesses and commercial
endeavors will not be able to survive without tourism.
•
Managed retreat will result in the destruction of more than 600 homes in Del Mar’s beach colony neighborhood and in coastal flooding up to
the railroad tracks and as far as east as the Del Mar Fairgrounds. Flooding a third of the city is not an adaptive solution.
•
The North Beach in Del Mar has a history and precedent of balancing beach access, adaption and private property rights. The North
Beach's history, precedent or environmental considerations make it a candidate for managed retreat.
• The BPI/ BOZO and its purpose include “protect public access to and along the shoreline, while promoting public safety, health and welfare,
and providing for the protection of private property.”
Please note that all materials referenced or cited, other than some of the news articles, have been submitted to the Del Mar City Council in the past.

Respectfully,
Heather Lindsey
Del Mar Resident
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mike Moore <mjmoore2013@cox.net>
Saturday, June 5, 2021 10:48 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
FW: Agenda Item#12 City Council Meeting June 7th

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Mike Moore <mjmoore2013@cox.net>
Sent: Saturday, June 05, 2021 10:42 AM
To: 'cityclerk@delmar.ca.' <cityclerk@delmar.ca.>
Subject: Agenda Item#12 City Council Meeting June 7th
Dear City Council Members,
My lifetime dream came true when in 1998 my wife and I moved into our little beach house in the heart of the
fabled Del Mar Beach Colony.
This coastal jewel is a “one of a kind” experience for millions to enjoy year round.
Our Adaption Plan as is insures sustainability in the event of any potential sea level rise.
We respectfully request that our City Council withdraw Del Mar’s LCPA application prior to the meeting with the
CCC on June 10th.
Mike and Pam Moore
1929 Ocean Front
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Steve Mack <steve@buya.com>
Saturday, June 5, 2021 12:02 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Sherri Hughes
RED DOT - reference June 7th Meeting - agenda item #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Del Mar City Council,
My name is Steven Mack.
I own 2 residences in City of Delmar
1. 2932 Camino Del Mar, Del Mar CA 92014
2. 215 10th Street, Del Mar CA 92014
I have been actively following and participating over the last four years the City of Delmar’s attempt in working with the
Costal Commission revision of the Del Mar LCPA. These efforts including the diligent effort for 2 years – STAC
commission, the City has performed a diligent effort.
I respectfully request the City of Del Mar – WITHDRAW the LCPA.
Steven Mack
702.769.5959
Steve@buya.com

IMPORTANT: The information in this e-mail is the property of Bravo. This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) to which it is addressed, and
may contain information that is privileged, CONFIDENTIAL, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or
distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender immediately by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Hope Zefran <hzefran@dm-v.net>
Saturday, June 5, 2021 3:18 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Hope Zefran
6/7 City Council Agenda #12 - Red Dot

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
City Council Meeting 6/7/2021
Red Dot regarding Agenda Item #12
Good Afternoon, City Council Members
I appreciate having the opportunity to express why I feel it is critical that Del Mar’s City Council honor its commitment to
withdraw our LCPA if we are required to modify or accept modifications that are not in the best interest of our city.
Our dedicated and highly professional STAC Committee., studied all the issues and unique topography of the city of Del
Mar. This committee was comprised of dedicated and highly professional people including the Supervising
Environmental Planner for the Del Mar Fairgrounds, professors at Scripps, a Surf Rider member, a member of the
Coastal Commission staff and many dedicated community members.
This committee spent almost three and a half years putting together a LCPA that works for the city of Del Mar and our
unique needs. Because of our topography, it required creative thinking to find the right solutions; this is not one of those
one size fits all plan. Managed retreat just does not work in our community.
This Committee heard from scientists, engineers, environmental professionals, and experts in numerous areas, along
with input from our local community and numerous meetings.
Because of all this, I would strongly recommend the City Council to withdraw our LCPA if modifications and other
alternatives are pushed on our city. Our LCPA is our local plan and considers our unique topography and our friendly
access to the beach for both visitors and locals to enjoy.
Thanks for your consideration,
Larry Hayward
lhayward@dm-v.net
480-650-7492
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

james schmidt <jds.dm.ca@gmail.com>
Saturday, June 5, 2021 4:28 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Please honor your commit to withdraw from
the LCPA. James Schmidt
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Andrew Cerrina <andrewcerrina@gmail.com>
Saturday, June 5, 2021 4:35 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda item 12 - public comment

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Mayor and Council Members,
My name is Andrew Cerrina and I reside in Del Mar at 1562 Camino Del Mar unit #448. I have followed this
topic for the last 3 years and was happy to see the STAC committee agree on a document to be sent to the
Coastal Commission. If I remember correctly, both Coastal Commission and Surfriders were represented on
the STAC Committee and had mutual input on the document sent to Coastal for approval. Instead of approval
from the Commission, they responded with wholesale changes.
This is unacceptable and I respectfully ask for you to commit to withdraw from the LCPA tonight. The changes
are clearly not in the best interests of our community.
Regards,
Andrew
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Turken <davidturken@mac.com>
Saturday, June 5, 2021 6:24 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Del Mar City Council Red Dot

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear honorable Mayor and Council Members –
As a Del Mar resident and voter, I am very saddened and upset on all of the major changes made by the coastal
commission to the city’s LCPA. We were promised by council if they made any changes on what was submitted the City
would withdraw it. I ask you now to live up to that promise and withdraw it immediately.
Thank you,
David Turken
David A Turken
UK Cell: +44 7739 666857
US Cell: +1 (314) 495-0506
davidturken@mac.com
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

ARLENE INCH <arleneinch@aol.com>
Sunday, June 6, 2021 9:19 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda Item #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Council Members,
I live at 1562 Camino Del Mar unit number 451. I’m a registered Del Mar voter and I’m against MANAGE
RETREAT!!
A year ago we were promised by the
Council that if the Coastal commission
made any changes to the LCPA, the City would withdraw it. They have made huge changes and we ask for you
to live up to your promises and withdraw the LCPA.
Thank you very much,
Arlene Inch

Sent from my iPhone
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

dave@syko.com
Sunday, June 6, 2021 9:42 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
dave@syko.com
Red-dot for item #12 on 6/7/21 City Council Agenda

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Elected Officials,
Red-dot for item #12 on 6/7/21
Our City Council should reject all changes to Del Mar’s Sea Level Rise Local Coastal Program
Amendment. Our City’s STAC recommendations should be followed.
The Coastal Commission’s suggested changes include indirect managed retreat. Del Mar is one of only nine
small California coastal segments having a unique geomorphology. Managed retreat will not leave Del Mar
with a beach; it will leave Del Mar as swampland. Unlike most other coastal communities, Del Mar’s
unique slope means that removing structures and eliminating seawalls will destroy our beach and the
neighborhoods east of it. Additionally, taken as a whole, the changes desired by the Coastal Commission
represent an unnecessarily high degree of state control over local development and land use in Del Mar.
Additionally, the Costal Commission’s suggested modifications include thresholds, create gaps in shoreline
protections, and change the meaning of substantial improvements and existing structures.
Given all of this, City Council needs to stand by its adopted resolution and withdraw.
Thank you elected representatives.

Dave Sykes
dave@syko.com
122 15th Street #788
Del Mar CA 92014
619-987-9191
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June 6, 2021

Via E-mail
Hon. Terry Gaasterland
City of Del Mar
1050 Camino Del Mar
Del Mar, CA 92014

Re:

Discussion of the Coastal Commission Staff Recommendation on
Del Mar’s Sea Level Rise Local Coastal Program Amendment
Package

Dear Mayor Gaasterland:
As Secretary of the Sea-Level Rise Stakeholders Technical Advisory
Committee (“STAC”), I urge the City Council to reject the California Coastal
Commission modifications to Del Mar’s Sea Level Rise Local Coastal Program
Amendment “LCPA”). STAC was comprised of engineers, scientists, activists, local
leaders, and property owners. It is important to point out that the California Coastal
Commission and the Surf Rider Foundation were represented on the STAC
Committee. The STAC committee seriously and respectively considered the
viewpoints of all the participants in developing Del Mar’s adaptation plan. This
highly qualified committee spent years reviewing technical reports and developing a
plan for the City to adapt to projected sea-level rise. STAC, the Planning
Commission and the City Council held more than 20 public hearings with substantial
public participation. The LCPA submitted to the Coastal Commission has gone
through years of local review to develop the best possible strategy for coping with sea
level rise in the City of Del Mar.
After studying and disclosing the projected vulnerabilities and risks through
the year 2100, the Del Mar City Council adopted a plan, policies, and regulations to
address projected flooding, erosion, and sea level rise in the near to mid-term. The
regulatory framework adopted requires safety measures for proposed
development, protects coastal resources and public access, and allows the City to
adapt over time. The City would continue to monitor, assess, and share data and
observations in local public meetings to discuss next steps for adaptation. Del Mar
June 7, 2021would be actively implementing adaptation measures (i.e. beach
nourishment and a living levee) to minimize risks. Part of this is already underway
with the City Council’s approval of its SCOUP in August 2020.
As the primary coastal land use decision maker, the City of Del Mar is
responsible for the choices that will shape the region’s resilience to sea-level rise.
Additionally, Del Mar understands the legal risks—that is, potential legal limitations
on adaptation tools, as well as potential liability to private parties for harms related to
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the adverse effects both of adaptation actions and sea-level rise itself. The City of Del
Mar faced a delicate balancing act in the future in trying to manage, on the one hand,
private property rights and avoiding takings liability against, on the other hand, the
need to maintain public beaches and protect costly damages to infrastructure. The Del
Mar adaptation strategies considered the unique characteristics, constraints and
values of existing water-dependent infrastructure, and Public Trust uses. The City of
Del Mar utilized the California Coastal Commission, 2015, Sea Level Rise Policy
Guidance1 as a guidance document intended to serve as a multi-purpose resource for a
variety of audiences. It is clear that this document does not include regulations and is
not specific to a particular geographic location or development intensity. As
Commissioner Carole Groom commented at the February 2018 hearing:
“I’m a little bothered or troubled by the fact that when we did the sea level
rise guidelines, we specifically called them guidelines, but in this particular
instance we said they had to be followed.”2
The LCPA process is not the appropriate vehicle for Commission staff to try to
codify what were clearly intended as sea level rise guidelines and not regulations.
As submitted, the City’s LCPA Amendment conforms to Chapter 3 of the
Coastal Act (the Coastal Act is codified at Public Resources Code sections 30000
through 30900) and has the support of the City Council and Community. It is
important to not lose sight of the City and Commission’s ultimate goal in this effort –
a certified LCPA for Del Mar. The use of the term “local” in an LCP is not lost on the
City, nor was it lost on the Legislature. The Coastal Act provides that “The precise
content of each local coastal program shall be determined by the local government,
consistent with Section 30501, in full consultation with the commission and with full
public participation.” (Coastal Act, § 30500, subd. (c), emphasis added.)
As part of its proposed suggested changes to the City’s LCPA, the Commission
staff’s suggested the following modifications, which are of the greatest concern:





Definition of “Existing development”
Definition of “Substantial Improvement”
Expanded Condition of Permit Approval for Floodplain Development
LCPA update should occur upon the final relocation of the LOSSAN railroad
from the Del Mar bluffs. This threshold should occur when the tracks are
abandoned by the NCTD not when the project is approved and funded. This is
due to the fact that other public projects have been approved and funded and
never completed such as the California High Speed Rail project.

1

California Coastal Commission, 2015, Sea Level Rise Policy Guidance – Interpretive Guidelines for Addressing Sea Level Rise
in Local Coastal Programs and Coastal Development Permits, State of California Natural Resource Agency.
2 (California Coastal Com., Feb. 8, 2018 Meeting in Cambria, Cal., CAL-SPAN recording at 3:47:40.)
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Many of the modifications suggested by the Coastal Commission staff
conflict with local government control over land use and development in the City of
Del Mar. The City Council adopted a resolution to support the LCPA and reject any
suggested modifications “that substantially deviate from or are inconsistent with the
City’s adopted Adaptation Plan and Local Coastal Program Amendments…”. This
resolution specifically identified an intent to reject any modifications that conflict
with the Del Mar’s LCPA submission.
Therefore, I respectfully ask this City Council to reject the CCC staff
recommendation and withdraw the LCPA. I suggest it would be a wiser use of the
City’s time and resources to simply withdraw the LCPA from consideration by the
Coastal Commission.
Very truly yours,

Mark Handzel
STAC Secretary
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kathy Hart <redhedhart@aol.com>
Sunday, June 6, 2021 2:38 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda item 12 for June 7, 2021meeting

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
I ask the City Council to honor their commitment to withdraw the LCPA. Don’t cave to the Coastal Commission
demands. Thank you, Kathleen Hart, homeowner, 145 25th St., Del Mar, CA. 92014.
Sent from my iPhone

1
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michele Burke <burkemama5@gmail.com>
Sunday, June 6, 2021 2:41 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
June 7, 2021 City Council meeting Item # 12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Honorable Mayor and Council Members,
The STAC committee, comprised of professionals and knowledgeable residents, spent years
analyzing data and eliciting community input, to study sea level rise in Del Mar.
It was determined that sand replenishment/retention are the best solution. The Coastal Commission
seeks to modify these terms with little regard for the unique character of our town.
Please vote to remove the LCPA and to support those whom have worked tirelessly to provide a
reasonable solution.
Respectfully,
J. Gary and Michele Burke

1

31

June 7, 2021

Item 12

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

tubularyou100 <tubularyou@gmail.com>
Sunday, June 6, 2021 3:08 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda Item #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Del Mar City Council,
Withdraw now. We are asking the City Council to honor their commitments to withdraw the LCPA
instead of accepting major modification.
Regards,
David Brooks
121 21st Street

1
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

john imperato <jimperato@hotmail.com>
Saturday, June 05, 2021 11:43 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Dwight Worden; David Druker; Terry Gaasterland; Tracy Martinez; Dan Quirk
red dot June 7th, Agenda Item 12

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Please enter this letter to the California Coastal Commission as a red dot.
I support City Council's rejection of the Coastal Commission's modification to Del Mar's LCPA application and advocate for early
withdrawal of Del Mar's LCPA application.

Dear Honorable Commissioners and Staff:

Thank you for protecting California’s most precious resource -- the California Beaches.
Personal Background and Comments:
At age 55, I spent my life savings to purchase my 1300 square foot condominium 1 ½ blocks from the beach in Del Mar, where I live
with my 10 year-old son. I am a lifelong surfer and beach user, and am a single father with a full-time job. I was one of the early
Surfrider Foundation activists in the 1980s communicating with early SF advocate, “Bird Legs”, to oppose a proposed development in
San Mateo County near Ano Nuevo Beach. I was an active co-founder of Surfrider’s San Francisco Chapter and was an early pioneer
of the Respect the Beach Program in San Francisco.
In the present day, the Surfrider Foundation (SF) has vast financial and legal resources, and often has its legal work performed at little
or no cost to the organization. The SF has a strong voice, and is adamant about achieving their vision of coastal policy. Every paper
that the SF submits to the Coastal Commission or to the City of Del Mar reads like a legal brief, where the SF attempts to drown out
any voices beyond their own. SF often accuses Del Mar residents of the very thing that they themselves are doing – being one overly
influential in shaping coastal policy. Coastal Policy should be set by the Coastal Commission working closely with the Coastal
Cities, not by a single, vocal organization like Surfrider Foundation. While I agree with the Surfrider Foundation’s goals of coastal
protection and access, I do not agree that their current approach to advocacy here will preserve beach access to those that use the Del
Mar beaches.
During the time I served as the vice-chair of Del Mar’s STAC committee, Surfrider Foundation activists were obstructionists to the
process. In one instance, Surfrider’s STAC representative read a statute from a well-coached script at a STAC meeting that formally
accused Del Mar resident volunteers on STAC of having a conflict of interest, because they lived in Del Mar and were also working
on a sea level rise Adaptation Plan for the City. Surfrider believed that only those that lived outside of the City were competent to
draft the Adaptation Plan, and that their organization should develop Del Mar’s policy. As vice-chair of STAC, I had to file a lengthy
written appeal to California’s FPPC, who quickly issued a written clearance concluding that Del Mar resident volunteers on STAC had
no conflict of interest. This was a huge time sink for me, but more important, SF’s actions were an impediment to the scientific
studies and technical inquiries made by STAC. Here, SF’s actions were counterproductive to the process and necessary dialog with
the community.
In this instance, I believe that the Surfrider Foundation’s current advocacy actually subverts the Commission’s goal of beach access
and attempts replace actual beach access with their vision of a beach that will be accessible to none.
1
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In their letters to the Coastal Commission, Del Mar residents and coastal engineers have described the familiar berm at the top of the
north beach area where Del Mar’s seawalls are currently located. This berm is approximately 15 feet higher than the rest of the
community that is inland of the berm.
Standing on the beach berm looking inland, it is clear that the terrain is all downhill. The elevation is lower where homes, access
roads, free parking and visitor services are located.
Without seawall protection as provided for in Del Mar’s existing LCP, the beach berm, which provides the line of defense to the lower
lying roads and infrastructure inland will be quickly compromised, and the expanse of low-lying land east of the missing berm, due to
its low elevation, would revert to wetlands as far east as the ever-expanding I5 freeway. All experts agree that because of this unique
topology, retreating from the beach, loss of seawall protection, and thre resulting beach berm compromise will destroy any viable
access to the beach.

The Origin of Del Mar’s Beach Erosion Problem:
A highlight of serving as STAC’s vice-chair was getting to spend an evening learning from UCSC’s Gary Griggs -- a beach and
shoreline expert whose books state that Del Mar’s beaches are in serious danger, even in the absence of sea level rise.
In his well-respected books, Griggs posits that 70-90% of natural beach sand replenishment comes from the upland watersheds – in
Del Mar’s case the upper San Deguito River, where there are literally mountains of SAND. I offer to provide a guided tour of the
upland watershed to any of the Coastal Commissioners or Staff who would like to see nature’s impressive storehouse of perfectlygrain-sized sand that the river water would deposit on the beach during heavy rains, but for the human-built dam up by Lake
Hodges. Experts estimate that there are millions of cubic feet of this precious sand trapped in the upland watersheds. Del Mar
beaches have been starved from this needed and major natural source of sand. Without this primary natural beach replenishment
mechanism, Del Mar experiences net erosion from wave action. This primary natural sand movement, “the downtown express sand
train” has been derailed by the dam.
Cross-sand movement, a secondary natural source of Del Mar’s beach sand is provided by the flow of sand parallel to the shore. This
secondary natural source of sand replenishment has also been compromised by another human-made structure - the Oceanside
Breakwater. This secondary lateral sand movement, “the cross-town sand train” has been derailed by the O-side breakwater.
The third human-made threat to Del Mar’s beach, is embodied in the environmental free-loader. The country’s and the world’s
environmental load are expected to make the beach problem at Del Mar worse through sea level rise. While Del Mar is extremely
proactive on climate issues, with its sustainability committee and other progressive policies, we suffer disproportionately for people’s
use of fossil fuels in portions of the country, near and far are the main contributors to sea level rise.
A typical profile of the environmental freeloader may be provided by the Surfrider’s advocates themselves. The two signers of the
Surfrider Letters to the Coastal Commission are not alone in leading a lifestyle that contributes to our environmental problems and sea
level rise. These and other surfers are often seen driving large pickup trucks, SUVs, and vans, one person per car, or a person plus dog
in car, going to the beach to surf on a regular basis, using surfboards made of hydrocarbon resins and epoxies that are toxic to
manufacture and dispose of, wearing wetsuits manufactured in China and shipped all the way to the US. The “environmental
freeloaders” contribute to climate change, sea level rise and other environmental problems, but don’t directly bear the burden of the
impact of their actions. Often, the environmental freeloader points to others to deal with the problem, instructing others on how they
should behave and what should be done with their houses, all the while contributing to the sea level rise problem themselves. I live by
the beach and minimize my carbon footprint through lifestyle changes and compromises, yet I get to bear the consequences of other’s
actions in the form of constant pressure to “retreat” from the beach. At the same time my extremely high property taxes and
community volunteer time pay for beach visitor services, such as free lifeguards, and to guarantee parking and access. Environmental
Freeloaders, like the two signers of the Surfrider letter, advocate to negatively impact the almost 3 million annual users of Del Mar’s
beach through Surfrider’s tireless advocacy for retreat that will physically destroy beach access.
In their outcries against the City of Del Mar, Surfrider is looking the wrong way – don’t look to the beach, look east because that is
where the problems are (starved sand replenishment and environmental freeloaders). SF is just wrong on this issue. SF should be
working with Del Mar and supporting Del Mar for its great beach access, visitor services and proactive environmental stewardship.
Destruction of natural beach replenishment mechanisms, plus sea level rise caused by environmental freeloaders that may live far
inland, even many hundreds of miles are the source of Del Mar’s problems.
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Del Mar’s bluffs also pose a serious danger. At high tide, there is often no beach below the bluffs. The only place to safely place
loved ones and belongings is in front of the two short sections of bluff abutments at the bottom of the bluffs. That is where my son
sits when I am surfing or diving. I know that he won’t be buried by a bluff collapse in this location. The bluff base reinforcements, so
adamantly fought against by Surfrider Foundation, actually save human lives. Del Mar will not stand for a loss of life over the
principal of having a bluff protection, when there is naturally no high tide beach to protect in the first place. The “natural conditions”
that the SF advocates for has cost human lives in Encinitas and elsewhere on the coast. The only practical way to achieve the
completely natural bluff scenario advocated by Surfrider in a safe manner, would be to close the beach to visitors.

Del Mar has spent 4 years crafting an Adaptation Plan. The Adaptation Plan is focused on effects of projected Sea Level Rise and
used the best models available at the time. The Adaptation Plan is well-suited for Del Mar’s unique topology and it has mechanisms
for future vulnerability studies should conditions change. Based on the consultant’s modeling and current sea level rise predictions
made as a result of the CCC grant, the AP should take us well into the next century.
The CCC Staff’s current round of recommendations focus on retreat, hurdles to permitting, extra fees, and property title and
transaction encumbrances. These changes to Del Mar’s LCPA application appear to go far beyond what is appropriate given STAC’s
carefully studied scenerios as embodied in the sea level rise Adaptation Plan.
Del Mar’s Record of Access and Accommodation:
Del Mar’s traffic and parking committee, where I currently serve as the vice-chair volunteer tabulated 2.7M visitors to Del Mar in
2018, that were welcomed by Del Mar with open arms - with Del Mar providing free showers, lifeguard service, free first aid and over
1000 mostly free parking spaces to all who visit the beach. Del Mar’s welcome mat to all beach users is a shining example of
proactive compliance with the goals of the Coastal Act, with the economic and cultural diversity unmatched elsewhere in
California. Del Mar has tremendous economic diversity and is filled with teachers, retired folks living on fixed incomes, and
working-class people like myself in addition to the wealthy. Cultural diversity along the beach is confirmed by a walk along the
crowded beach any summer day that will prove that Asia Pacific, the Middle East, Europe and people of all origins and backgrounds
are represented in their enjoyment of Del Mar’s beaches. Del Mar leads the way for beach access and safety for all.
Beach access in Del Mar has been further expanded with One Paseo’s 800 plus rental units that are a stone’s throw from the
beach. As vice-chair of Del Mar’s parking commission, I am advocating for means to accommodate these additional beach
users. Despite Surfrider’s portrayal of Del Mar as a self-centered group of “private property owners concerned about property
values”, Del Mar always tries to do the right thing, by putting others’ beach access before their neighborhood tranquility. Where I live
is virtually taken over from a parking and crowd perspective, with surfers changing into their wetsuits on our lawns, families leaving
trash on the beach and on private property, and parking gridlock-none of which are great for property values, but Del Mar nonetheless
places this beach use at the top of their priority list.

Del Mar’s LCPA application as written includes ongoing commitments to monitor conditions related to sea level rise and the CCC
recommendations seem counter-productive to the beach access goals of the Coastal Act. It is important that the CCC and Del Mar
establish and maintain a dialog for future discussions and problem solving. Our LCPA application, as written, is the culmination of
countless hours of work and community input and should stand. Please don’t curtail Del Mar engagement on this issue with overreaching and heavy-handed changes to our LCPA applications, and please don’t compromise Del Mar’s exemplary advocacy of the
Coastal Act’s main goal of beach access.
Sincerely,
John Imperato
Vice-Chair, (Former) STAC
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Shannahoff, David <dshannahoffkhalsa@ucsd.edu>
Sunday, June 06, 2021 6:14 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Terry Gaasterland; Dwight Worden; David Druker; Tracy Martinez; Dan Quirk
RED DOT June 7th, Agenda Item 12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Honorable Mayor Gaasterland and Esteemed City Council Members,
This is a RED DOT for Agenda Item 12 on Monday June 7th.
Please enter this RED DOT for your votes for consideration for the California Coastal Commission
matter. I fully support the City Council's rejection of the Coastal Commission's modification to Del
Mar's LCPA application and strongly advocate for early withdrawal of Del Mar's LCPA
application.
Thank you in advance,
David Shannahoff-Khalsa (Del Mar resident for 52 yrs)
Van Dyke Ave
Del Mar, CA 92014
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tamara Keirsey <talktotamara@gmail.com>
Sunday, June 06, 2021 6:24 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda Item #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Del Mar City Council,
We are counting on you to honor your commitment to this community and withdraw the LCPA.
Withdraw now. Do not accept major modifications.
Sincerely,
Tamara Keirsey
131 21st St, Del Mar
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ruth Evans <evans.ruthtodd@gmail.com>
Sunday, June 06, 2021 8:51 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
red dot

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

To: City Council

City Council should withdraw the LCPA. The Commission’s suggested modifications
concerning thresholds, managed retreat, loss of shoreline protections, and the
definitions of substantial improvements and existing structures, make withdraw
necessary. I ask that the City Council stand by the adopted resolution to support the
LCPA and reject any suggested modifications “that substantially deviate from or are
inconsistent with the City’s adopted Adaptation Plan and Local Coastal Program
Amendments. Please stick with our plan. Thank you, Ruth Evans 2115 Balboa
Avenue
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Joe Sullivan <joe@privatejudge.com>
Sunday, June 06, 2021 9:31 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red Dot June 7 Item 12
SLR Red dot June 7 2021 .docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
City Clerk,
Red dot embedded below and attached as Word doc. Please distribute for Monday Council meeting.
Thank you,
Joe & Alice Sullivan

June 7, 2021
ITEM 12
TO: Del Mar City Council
FROM: Alice & Joe Sullivan
Ocean Front
SUBJ: Local Coastal Plan Amendment
We urge you to withdraw the LCPA pending before the California Coastal Commission (CCC).
There is high probability that forecast sea level rise will increase the risk of storm surge flooding our low-lying
beach community within the next century. The city, through our STAC effort, is preparing for this using the
best scientific information available to date. The LCPA, as submitted, memorializes strategies for adaptation
given Del Mar’s unique coastal land topography. However, the proposed conditions imposed by CCC staff
transform this plan in a way that would return a quarter of Del Mar’s residential area to the sea.
A sticking point is the CCC’s dogmatic opposition to any coastal armoring anywhere in the state no matter the
specific situation. It is accepted that seawalls exacerbate the loss of sand on beaches. However, the CCC does
not seem to care that, because of Del Mar’s unique topography, our beach front seawalls protect a large
inland residential area. There is no cost-benefit analysis that justifies the inundation of 600 homes to protect
1.5 miles of beach. Ironically, the removal of protective structures on north beach would not result in
preservation of a beach but would, according to expert coastal engineering projections, result in a large mud
flat.
The CCC staff has determined that “managed retreat” will be the policy without a definition of what that is, or
preparation of a financial analysis as to how damage imposed by such a policy to both public and private
property would be addressed. The Coastal Act requires protection of public and private property. The
conditions proposed by the CCC staff do not address how this would be accomplished.
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The submitted LCPA cost several hundred thousand dollars and years of effort by staff and volunteers. This
sunk cost should not justify accepting the many unreasonable conditions proposed by the CCC as “the best we
can do” in a negotiation with the CCC. If this is the best we can in a do we should leave it undone.
The CCC staff conditions to the LCPA disregard local topographical conditions and would be contrary to the
best interests of the city and contrary to the intentions of the State mandate which seeks integrity underlying
the assessments, policies and plans to be adopted for anticipated sea level rise.
Proponents of accepting the conditions argue that without the LCPA individual homeowner/developers will be
left to face the daunting task of obtaining CCC permits. We should not throw the entire community under the
bus to save a few individuals the cost of dealing with the CCC.
There is no reason to believe that any further negotiations with the CCC would cause them to modify their
long-held policy regarding armoring. The best course of action now is to withdraw the LCPA and hope that
with time the CCC (perhaps prompted by the legislature) will recognize part of its mission, as specified in the
Coastal Act of 1976, is to protect public and private property.
Respectfully submitted,
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Andrew Donner <andrew@rgglv.com>
Sunday, June 06, 2021 10:00 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Kelly Walters
Re: RED DOT - reference June 7th Meeting - agenda item #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Del Mar City Council,
My name is Andrew Donner, Trustee of the Donner 2002 Trust.
The Trust owns 2 residences in the City of Del Mar
1. 2998 Sandy Lane, Del Mar CA 92014
2. 3004 Sandy Lane, Del Mar CA 92014
I have been actively following and participating in the City of Del Mar’s attempt in working with the Coastal
Commission’s revision of the Del Mar -LCPA.
I respectfully request the City of Del Mar to – WITHDRAW the LCPA.
Regards,
Andrew Donner
702-528-6113

1

6

June 7, 2021

Item 12

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tracy Hoffman <trahoffy@me.com>
Sunday, June 06, 2021 10:11 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Council agenda #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Please withdrawal the LCPA…NO managed retreat.
From,
Trevor & Tracy Hoffman
Del Mar residents
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kerridge, Carol <ckerridge@ucsd.edu>
Monday, June 07, 2021 8:17 AM
City Clerk Mail Box; Gaasterland, Terry; Dwight Worden-Private; Tracy Martinez; David
Druker; Dan Quirk
Correction to letter late last night on Item#12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Council Members,
I believe the San Dieguito Watershed will never again see so much action...planned improvements,
restorations, and replacements all within the span of a few years. All very necessary.
The restoration of the 101 Bridge has been planned for years to make it safer and bring it up to earthquake
codes, and the City has just been awarded a huge grant to help make that much needed restoration a reality
possibly in the near future. This important location is the site of where the 55 mile San Dieguito River flows
into the ocean.
Thanks to the long-term planning of the JPA, the San Dieguito Lagoon will soon be expanded to include a large
area of wetlands...the W-19 Project. Multi agencies have come together to make this happen and work will
likely begin in October.
Both projects will likely contribute to an increased tidal flow, making our lagoon and wetlands even more
environmentally precious and help keep the eco-system flourishing...but we are not sure how this will affect
our beach areas.
And then we've just learned a few days ago the Lake Hodges Dam, a few miles east of us but in the same
watershed, is in poor condition and is a priority for the county to replace and move west 100 feet. That
project will obviously be a huge undertaking and might possibly alter the flow of the San Dieguito River...we
just don't know.
I believe these important changes all need to be considered together as they interact with each other and
perhaps impact each other. I think that we need to wait to see how and if they, along with possible effects of
SLR, affect the low-lying areas of our city. I think that it would not be prudent to even discuss Managed
Retreat in our beach area/flood plain until the above-mentioned major improvements, replacements and
restorations are completed.
Many thanks for all the work you are doing to keep our city safe and high functioning,
Carol Kerridge
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Brian Fletcher <brian_fletcher@hotmail.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 7:30 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda #12

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Dear honorable Del Mar City Council,
My name is Brian Fletcher a longtime resident who is concerned about community and its beaches. I am writing in
response to agenda #12, the STAC committee,Scripps, The Environmental Planners for the DelMar Fairgrounds, spent
years to find the right solution that would work for Del Mar. Myself and other community members would like you to
hear our plea to withdraw the LCPA and Honor their commitment to the community and not accept any major
modifications.
All the best,
Brian Fletcher
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
Subject:

City Clerk Mail Box
FW: Red Dot...Agenda item 12...

From: Robin Crabtree <rncrabbie@gmail.com>
Date: June 7, 2021 at 8:32:54 AM PDT
To: Ashley Jones <ajones@delmar.ca.us>, "Terry TG. Gaasterland" <gaasterland@gmail.com>
Subject: Red Dot...Agenda item 12...
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear council
As a former member of STAC I continue to support “withdraw now” from the Coastal
Commission. Please do not give them an ability to make any additional comments,
modifications,etc.
We did our very complete work with the assistance of all the Del Mar residents and their
recommendations. Our document reflects exactly the needs for the City of Del Mar which is just
what it is intended to do. We don’t need anyone from Sacramento, or politicians or special
interest groups telling us what to do!
Thank you
Robin Crabtree
140 25 th street, Del Mar
Sent from my iPad
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jerry Jacobs <jejacobs7@icloud.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 8:44 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red dot for Item 12 June 7th City Council Meeting

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

To the members of the City of Del Mar City Council,
The City of Del Mar has gone thru an extensive and exhaustive effort to put together the LCPA that has been
presented to the Costal Commission. The plan was completed by 11 members. It included local residents, the
supervising environmental planner for the Del Mar Fairgrounds, two professors at Scripps Institution of
Oceanography, a member of the Surf Rider Foundation and a person from the San Diego office of the costal
commission. After many years of effort, hard work and thoughtful analysis this group produced an LCPA that
meets the needs of Del Mar. This is a local issue and this group of experts knows the local needs of Del Mar.
Those needs are incorporated in the LCPA Del Mar has completed.
The Costal Commission has requested a multitude of changes. These changes do not represent what is best for
Del Mar.
After years of hard work and public input, The City of Del Mar and its residents settled on an LCPA that has
unanimous support. That is a remarkable outcome.
I strongly urge you to support the LCPA as is and to withdraw our LCPS permanently. Below is a link to a
video the Del Mar Beach Preservation Coalition put together. The video shows City Councils firm support of
the LCPA completed by Del Mar and that no changes should be made. We ask that the council honor this
commitment to the citizens of Del Mar and withdraw the LCPA.

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1h3seRqntpyRlsf9kTSE65B3oUykswq8s/view

Sincerely,
Jerry Jacobs
President
Del Mar Beach Preservation Coalition
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STATE OF CALIF ORNIA — CALIFORNIA NA TURAL RES OURC ES AG ENCY

GAVIN NEWSOM, G O VE RNO R

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION
455 M AR KE T STREET, SUITE 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-2219
VOICE (415) 904- 5200
FAX (415) 904-5400
TDD (415) 597-5885

To:
Del Mar City Council
From: Coastal Commission staff
Date: June 7, 2021
Re:

Comments on Item 12 for the Del Mar City Council meeting of June 7, 2021

Dear Del Mar City Councilmembers:
Commission staff appreciate this opportunity to provide comments on Item 12 for the City Council
meeting of June 7, 2021. For this item, City Council will receive a status update regarding the City’s Sea
Level Rise Local Coastal Program Amendment (LCPA) submittal and review the California Coastal
Commission (CCC) staff report and suggested modifications for the upcoming CCC hearing on June 10,
2021. In this letter, we address some of the issues and concerns conveyed in the City staff report, for the
Council’s consideration.
Beach Preservation Initiative (BPI)
The City staff report conveys some concern that the Suggested Modifications included in the Coastal
Commission staff report introduce or remove language from the LCP that would conflict with the voterapproved Beach Preservation Initiative (BPI) – specifically, the Suggested Modifications regarding the
definitions of “existing development” and “substantial improvement.” Suggested Modifications No. 11
and No. 16 would strike out the proposed definition of “existing development” from the Coastal Bluff
and Floodplain Overlay Zone chapters of the Implementation Plan (IP), respectively, and Suggested
Modification No. 17 would expand the definition of “substantial improvement” in the Floodplain Overlay
Zone chapter of the IP. 1
First, Commission staff would like to point out that both the Coastal Bluff Overlay Zone Chapter (Chapter
30.55) and Floodplain Overlay Zone Chapter (Chapter 30.56) of the IP provide definitions for the words
and phrases used in the chapters themselves, not other chapters of the IP. 2 Therefore, the definitions
proposed therein would not apply to the Beach Overlay Zone Chapter (Chapter 30.50), which carries out
the BPI. Despite this limited application of the definitions, the City staff report nevertheless conveys

1

Please refer to the findings in the Coastal Commission staff report for a full discussion of suggested Modifications
No. 11, 16, and 17. Please note that neither the City’s proposed LCPA nor the Suggested Modifications in the
Coastal Commission staff report directly alter any language in the Beach Overlay Zone (Chapter 30.50) of the IP,
which carries out the BPI.
2
Section 30.50.030 Definitions states “Unless specifically defined below, words or phrases used in this Chapter
shall be interpreted so as to give them the meaning they have in common usage and to give this Chapter its most
reasonable application.” Section 30.55.030 Definitions states, “For purposes of this Chapter, the following
definitions shall apply:”
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concern about the impact of Suggested Modifications No. 11 and No. 16 on the BPI, and this concern is
addressed below.
The City staff report states that striking the proposed definition of “existing development” could remove
the assurance that the City desires around the approvability of shoreline protective devices along the
City shoreline. Specifically, the BPI states that “the construction of a protective structure located within
the Shoreline Protection Area may be authorized by the issuance of a Shoreline Protection Permit, if the
City Council finds […] that the proposed protective structure: A. Is required to serve coastal dependent
uses or to protect existing structures […]” (emphasis added; Section 30.50.060). The proposed LCPA
would define “existing development” as anything lawfully constructed, regardless of when it was
constructed 3; whereas the Suggested Modifications would strike the definitions and remain silent on
them.
In the past, the Coastal Commission has made findings and issued guidance stating that existing
development means development in existence prior to the enactment of the Coastal Act on January 1,
1977. Despite the differences between the proposed definition of “existing development” and the past
Commission findings and guidance on this term, Commission staff would like to take this opportunity to
highlight the findings that the Coastal Commission has adopted in the past to approve proposed
shoreline protective devices in Del Mar.
For example, the Commission has found that proposed shoreline protective devices for post-Coastal Act
beachfront homes are also necessary to protect pre-Coastal homes and existing public infrastructure
(e.g., street ends, coastal roadways) inland of the beachfront lots, which are at a lower elevation and
consequently are at even greater risk of flooding during severe winter storms. Thus, the Commission has
made findings in the context of past permit applications that proposed shoreline protection is consistent
with the Coastal Act. 4 Striking the proposed definition of “existing development” would have the effect
of making no change to the certified LCP – a solution that Commission staff feels provides a path for the
LCPA to move forward in the Coastal Commission review process.
The City staff report also conveys concern about Suggested Modification No. 17, which expands the
definition of substantial improvement in the Floodplain Overlay Zone. Again, Section 30.56.030
Definitions limits the applicability of the definitions to the Floodplain Overlay Zone Chapter 30.56 itself,
but nevertheless the City staff report flags its potential impact upon the BPI. Presumably, City staff are
concerned that projects that meet the definition of substantial improvement would not be considered
“existing” under Section 30.50.060.A of the Beach Overlay Zone, and thus not meet one of the criteria

The exact language of the proposed definition is “Existing development shall mean any structure or development
that was lawfully established, altered, and maintained pursuant to the Del Mar Municipal Code (or preceding San
Diego County ordinances).”
4
See, for example: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2017/9/w15a/w15a-9-2017-report.pdf)
3
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for approvable shoreline protection. 5 Commission staff would like to point out that the certified
Floodplain Overlay Zone chapter already contains a definition of substantial improvement; the
Suggested Modification does not introduce the concept. Rather the suggested modification would
expand the definition to better capture structures altered by 50% or more. Therefore, Commission staff
is uncertain how this suggested modification would introduce a conflict with the voter-approved BPI.
Conclusion
The City staff report states that the City Council could decide to withdraw the LCPA application prior to
the Commission hearing. Commission staff would like to strongly encourage the City Council to discuss
solutions that will enable the City to move forward with the Coastal Commission meeting on June 10th.
This meeting will provide an important opportunity for the City to discuss any remaining issues before
the Coastal Commission itself, which is an essential step in the decision-making process for any LCP
amendment. If the Commission takes action on the proposed LCPA, the City Council would then have
the opportunity to discuss whether to accept or reject the Commission’s action. If the City Council
decides to accept it, the proposed LCPA would be enacted with any modifications approved by the
Coastal Commission at the June 10th Commission meeting. If the City Council decides to reject it, the
certified LCP would remain in place. Commission staff urge the City to follow these steps, starting with a
public hearing at the Coastal Commission meeting on June 10th. This will ensure that all available
opportunities are taken to find a path forward and build upon the significant work that has been
completed to date on the subject LCPA. Sea level rise is an urgent issue, and we should take every
opportunity we have to find a path forward to address it within the LCP.
Commission staff appreciate the work done to date with the City and look forward to continuing
collaborating on this important LCPA.
Sincerely,
Carey Batha
Environmental Scientist, California Coastal Commission
CC:

John Ainsworth, Executive Director, California Coastal Commission
Karl Schwing, Deputy Director, California Coastal Commission
Kanani Leslie, Coastal Program Manager, California Coastal Commission

5
Section 30.50.060.A states that construction of a protection structure located within the Shoreline Protection
Area may be authorized if it “is required to serve coastal dependent uses or to protect existing structures or public
beaches in danger from erosion…”
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Tina Walls <TinaWalls@wallslaw.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 10:27 AM
City Clerk Mail Box; Planning Mail Box
Michael Cannon (mcannon@cannonnevada.com)
UPDATED Agenda Item #12 Red Dot Communication for June 7, 2021 City Council
Meeting.
2021-06-17 Agenda item #12 Del Mar City Council.pdf

Importance:

High

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
To Whom It May Concern,
Please disregard the previous correspondence sent as it contained an incorrect date. In its place, please see the attached
correspondence regarding Agenda Item #12 for today’s City Council meeting. I apologize for the inconvenience.
Sincerely,
Tina M. Walls, Esq.
Walls Law Firm
8861 W. Sahara Avenue Suite 220
Las Vegas, NV 89117
702.898.0009
Fax 702.262.0080
tinawalls@wallslaw.com
This e-mail may contain attorney-client confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. If you are
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of this message. Any review, use,
distribution or disclosure by others is strictly prohibited.

From: Tina Walls
Sent: Monday, June 7, 2021 9:03 AM
To: cityclerk@delmar.ca.us; planning@delmar.ca.us
Cc: Michael Cannon (mcannon@cannonnevada.com) <mcannon@cannonnevada.com>
Subject: Agenda Item #12 Red Dot Communication for June 7, 2021 City Council Meeting.
Importance: High
To Whom It May Concern,
Please see the attached correspondence regarding Agenda Item #12 for today’s City Council meeting.
1
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Sincerely,
Tina M. Walls, Esq.
Walls Law Firm
8861 W. Sahara Avenue Suite 220
Las Vegas, NV 89117
702.898.0009
Fax 702.262.0080
tinawalls@wallslaw.com
This e-mail may contain attorney-client confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. If you are
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of this message. Any review, use,
distribution or disclosure by others is strictly prohibited.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Camilla Rang <camillarang@yahoo.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 10:37 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Coastal Commission red dot

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Council,
I fully support John Imperato's and Jia Jun Yang's letters below, and Del Mar's decision to
reject the Coastal Commission's modification to Del Mar's LCPA application.
Sincerely,
Camilla Rang
159 10th Street, Del Mar, CA 92014
I support City Council's rejection of the Coastal Commission's modification to Del Mar's LCPA application and advocate for
early withdrawal of Del Mar's LCPA application.
Dear Honorable Commissioners and Staff:
Thank you for protecting California’s most precious resource -- the California Beaches.
Personal Background and Comments:
At age 55, I spent my life savings to purchase my 1300 square foot condominium 1 ½ blocks from the beach in Del Mar, where
I live with my 10 year-old son. I am a lifelong surfer and beach user, and am a single father with a full-time job. I was one of
the early Surfrider Foundation activists in the 1980s communicating with early SF advocate, “Bird Legs”, to oppose a proposed
development in San Mateo County near Ano Nuevo Beach. I was an active co-founder of Surfrider’s San Francisco Chapter and
was an early pioneer of the Respect the Beach Program in San Francisco.
In the present day, the Surfrider Foundation (SF) has vast financial and legal resources, and often has its legal work performed
at little or no cost to the organization. The SF has a strong voice, and is adamant about achieving their vision of coastal
policy. Every paper that the SF submits to the Coastal Commission or to the City of Del Mar reads like a legal brief, where the
SF attempts to drown out any voices beyond their own. SF often accuses Del Mar residents of the very thing that they
themselves are doing – being one overly influential in shaping coastal policy. Coastal Policy should be set by the Coastal
Commission working closely with the Coastal Cities, not by a single, vocal organization like Surfrider Foundation. While I
agree with the Surfrider Foundation’s goals of coastal protection and access, I do not agree that their current approach to
advocacy here will preserve beach access to those that use the Del Mar beaches.
During the time I served as the vice-chair of Del Mar’s STAC committee, Surfrider Foundation activists were obstructionists to
the process. In one instance, Surfrider’s STAC representative read a statute from a well-coached script at a STAC meeting that
formally accused Del Mar resident volunteers on STAC of having a conflict of interest, because they lived in Del Mar and were
also working on a sea level rise Adaptation Plan for the City. Surfrider believed that only those that lived outside of the City
were competent to draft the Adaptation Plan, and that their organization should develop Del Mar’s policy. As vice-chair of
STAC, I had to file a lengthy written appeal to California’s FPPC, who quickly issued a written clearance concluding that Del
Mar resident volunteers on STAC had no conflict of interest. This was a huge time sink for me, but more important, SF’s
1
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actions were an impediment to the scientific studies and technical inquiries made by STAC. Here, SF’s actions were
counterproductive to the process and necessary dialog with the community.
In this instance, I believe that the Surfrider Foundation’s current advocacy actually subverts the Commission’s goal of beach
access and attempts replace actual beach access with their vision of a beach that will be accessible to none.
In their letters to the Coastal Commission, Del Mar residents and coastal engineers have described the familiar berm at the top
of the north beach area where Del Mar’s seawalls are currently located. This berm is approximately 15 feet higher than the
rest of the community that is inland of the berm.
Standing on the beach berm looking inland, it is clear that the terrain is all downhill. The elevation is lower where homes,
access roads, free parking and visitor services are located.
Without seawall protection as provided for in Del Mar’s existing LCP, the beach berm, which provides the line of defense to the
lower lying roads and infrastructure inland will be quickly compromised, and the expanse of low-lying land east of the missing
berm, due to its low elevation, would revert to wetlands as far east as the ever-expanding I5 freeway. All experts agree that
because of this unique topology, retreating from the beach, loss of seawall protection, and thre resulting beach berm
compromise will destroy any viable access to the beach.

The Origin of Del Mar’s Beach Erosion Problem:
A highlight of serving as STAC’s vice-chair was getting to spend an evening learning from UCSC’s Gary Griggs -- a beach and
shoreline expert whose books state that Del Mar’s beaches are in serious danger, even in the absence of sea level rise.
In his well-respected books, Griggs posits that 70-90% of natural beach sand replenishment comes from the upland
watersheds – in Del Mar’s case the upper San Deguito River, where there are literally mountains of SAND. I offer to provide a
guided tour of the upland watershed to any of the Coastal Commissioners or Staff who would like to see nature’s impressive
storehouse of perfectly- grain-sized sand that the river water would deposit on the beach during heavy rains, but for the
human-built dam up by Lake Hodges. Experts estimate that there are millions of cubic feet of this precious sand trapped in
the upland watersheds. Del Mar beaches have been starved from this needed and major natural source of sand. Without this
primary natural beach replenishment mechanism, Del Mar experiences net erosion from wave action. This primary natural
sand movement, “the downtown express sand train” has been derailed by the dam.
Cross-sand movement, a secondary natural source of Del Mar’s beach sand is provided by the flow of sand parallel to the
shore. This secondary natural source of sand replenishment has also been compromised by another human-made structure the Oceanside Breakwater. This secondary lateral sand movement, “the cross-town sand train” has been derailed by the Oside breakwater.
The third human-made threat to Del Mar’s beach, is embodied in the environmental free-loader. The country’s and the
world’s environmental load are expected to make the beach problem at Del Mar worse through sea level rise. While Del Mar is
extremely proactive on climate issues, with its sustainability committee and other progressive policies, we suffer
disproportionately for people’s use of fossil fuels in portions of the country, near and far are the main contributors to sea level
rise.
A typical profile of the environmental freeloader may be provided by the Surfrider’s advocates themselves. The two signers of
the Surfrider Letters to the Coastal Commission are not alone in leading a lifestyle that contributes to our environmental
problems and sea level rise. These and other surfers are often seen driving large pickup trucks, SUVs, and vans, one person
per car, or a person plus dog in car, going to the beach to surf on a regular basis, using surfboards made of hydrocarbon resins
and epoxies that are toxic to manufacture and dispose of, wearing wetsuits manufactured in China and shipped all the way to
the US. The “environmental freeloaders” contribute to climate change, sea level rise and other environmental problems, but
don’t directly bear the burden of the impact of their actions. Often, the environmental freeloader points to others to deal with
the problem, instructing others on how they should behave and what should be done with their houses, all the while
contributing to the sea level rise problem themselves. I live by the beach and minimize my carbon footprint through lifestyle
changes and compromises, yet I get to bear the consequences of other’s actions in the form of constant pressure to “retreat”
from the beach. At the same time my extremely high property taxes and community volunteer time pay for beach visitor
services, such as free lifeguards, and to guarantee parking and access. Environmental Freeloaders, like the two signers of the
Surfrider letter, advocate to negatively impact the almost 3 million annual users of Del Mar’s beach through Surfrider’s tireless
advocacy for retreat that will physically destroy beach access.
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In their outcries against the City of Del Mar, Surfrider is looking the wrong way – don’t look to the beach, look east because that is
where the problems are (starved sand replenishment and environmental freeloaders). SF is just wrong on this issue. SF should
be working with Del Mar and supporting Del Mar for its great beach access, visitor services and proactive environmental
stewardship.
Destruction of natural beach replenishment mechanisms, plus sea level rise caused by environmental freeloaders that may live
far inland, even many hundreds of miles are the source of Del Mar’s problems.
Del Mar’s bluffs also pose a serious danger. At high tide, there is often no beach below the bluffs. The only place to safely place
loved ones and belongings is in front of the two short sections of bluff abutments at the bottom of the bluffs. That is where my
son sits when I am surfing or diving. I know that he won’t be buried by a bluff collapse in this location. The bluff base
reinforcements, so adamantly fought against by Surfrider Foundation, actually save human lives. Del Mar will not stand for a
loss of life over the principal of having a bluff protection, when there is naturally no high tide beach to protect in the first
place. The “natural conditions” that the SF advocates for has cost human lives in Encinitas and elsewhere on the coast. The
only practical way to achieve the completely natural bluff scenario advocated by Surfrider in a safe manner, would be to close
the beach to visitors.
Del Mar has spent 4 years crafting an Adaptation Plan. The Adaptation Plan is focused on effects of projected Sea Level Rise
and used the best models available at the time. The Adaptation Plan is well-suited for Del Mar’s unique topology and it has
mechanisms for future vulnerability studies should conditions change. Based on the consultant’s modeling and current sea
level rise predictions made as a result of the CCC grant, the AP should take us well into the next century.
The CCC Staff’s current round of recommendations focus on retreat, hurdles to permitting, extra fees, and property title and
transaction encumbrances. These changes to Del Mar’s LCPA application appear to go far beyond what is appropriate given
STAC’s carefully studied scenerios as embodied in the sea level rise Adaptation Plan.
Del Mar’s Record of Access and Accommodation:
Del Mar’s traffic and parking committee, where I currently serve as the vice-chair volunteer tabulated 2.7M visitors to Del Mar
in 2018, that were welcomed by Del Mar with open arms - with Del Mar providing free showers, lifeguard service, free first aid
and over 1000 mostly free parking spaces to all who visit the beach. Del Mar’s welcome mat to all beach users is a shining
example of proactive compliance with the goals of the Coastal Act, with the economic and cultural diversity unmatched
elsewhere in California. Del Mar has tremendous economic diversity and is filled with teachers, retired folks living on fixed
incomes, and working-class people like myself in addition to the wealthy. Cultural diversity along the beach is confirmed by a
walk along the crowded beach any summer day that will prove that Asia Pacific, the Middle East, Europe and people of all
origins and backgrounds are represented in their enjoyment of Del Mar’s beaches. Del Mar leads the way for beach access and
safety for all.
Beach access in Del Mar has been further expanded with One Paseo’s 800 plus rental units that are a stone’s throw from the
beach. As vice-chair of Del Mar’s parking commission, I am advocating for means to accommodate these additional beach
users. Despite Surfrider’s portrayal of Del Mar as a self-centered group of “private property owners concerned about property
values”, Del Mar always tries to do the right thing, by putting others’ beach access before their neighborhood
tranquility. Where I live is virtually taken over from a parking and crowd perspective, with surfers changing into their
wetsuits on our lawns, families leaving trash on the beach and on private property, and parking gridlock-none of which are
great for property values, but Del Mar nonetheless places this beach use at the top of their priority list.
Del Mar’s LCPA application as written includes ongoing commitments to monitor conditions related to sea level rise and the
CCC recommendations seem counter-productive to the beach access goals of the Coastal Act. It is important that the CCC and
Del Mar establish and maintain a dialog for future discussions and problem solving. Our LCPA application, as written, is the
culmination of countless hours of work and community input and should stand. Please don’t curtail Del Mar engagement on
this issue with over-reaching and heavy-handed changes to our LCPA applications, and please don’t compromise Del Mar’s
exemplary advocacy of the Coastal Act’s main goal of beach access.
Sincerely,
John Imperato
Vice-Chair, (Former) STAC
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I am a resident of Del Mar, and have lived here for more than 34 years.
Why Do I still live here? Because the beautiful beach of Del Mar makes me reluctant to move away!
I firmly support the decision of our
City commitment！
I am also willing to contribute to the protection
of our coast!
Jia Jun Yang
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

T. Pat Stubbs <tpat@gellens.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 10:50 AM
City Clerk Mail Box; David Druker; Dwight Worden; Tracy Martinez; Dan Quirk; Terry
Gaasterland
California Coastal Commission - Local Coastal Program Amendment (LCPA).

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Honorable Mayor and Members of the Del Mar City Council:
The Sea-Level Rise Stakeholder-Technical Advisory Committee (STAC) worked on the Local Coastal Program
Amendment (LCPA) for 4 years. STAC contained along with residents of Del Mar a representative of coastal
and surf rider foundation. We were promised by the Del Mar City Council that if the California Coastal
Commission didn’t accept it as is, the city would withdraw the LCPA. The California Coastal Commission has
responded with huge changes.
I now ask the Del Mar City Council to live up to their promise and withdraw the LCPA immediately.
Respectfully submitted,
T. Patrick Stubbs
1528 Forest Way
Del Mar, CA 92014
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tracy St Amour <tstamour@warrenproperties.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 11:04 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
LCPA

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Good Morning,
As long term residents of the City of Del Mar, we are asking the City Council to honor their
commitments to withdraw the LCPA, instead of accepting the major modifications from the Coastal
Commission. The provisions and modifications are not in the best interest for the City of Del Mar and it
residents. As it was discussed in 2019, withdrawing the LCPA is the best option to preserve this unique
coastal community.
Thank you,
Tracy St Amour
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jim <delmar88@gmail.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 11:30 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red Dot: Public Hearing June 7, 2021 City of Del Mar Council Agenda as #12. The item is
also on the Coastal Commission's Thursday 6/10 Agenda as #Th9d.

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

June 7, 2021
Sent via: cityclerk@delmar.ca.us
City Council
Attn: Administrative Services Director/City Clerk
1050 Camino Del Mar
Del Mar, CA 92014
Re: Red Dot: Public Hearing June 7, 2021 City of Del Mar Council Agenda as #12. The item is also on the
Coastal Commission’s Thursday 6/10 Agenda as #Th9d.
Dear Mayor Gaasterland and Members of City Council,
My wife Margaret and I have lived in the City of Del Mar for over 26 years. This correspondence is to declare a
formal opposition to the City of Del Mar’s modification of the City’s Sea Level Rise Local Coastal Program
Amendment (LCPA) as recommended by the California Coastal Commission (CCC) staff report.
The proposed modifications significantly and detrimentally dilute the intent of the LCPA. The recommendation,
if adopted, would breach the City’s commitment to preserve existing property owner’s rights. Some of the CCC
staff recommendations have a retroactive affect which could be determined to be an unconstitutional violation
of the due process rights of affected property owners. This is clearly not what the City of Del Mar intended
when it adopted the LCPA.
Rather than submit to the staff recommendations propounded by the CCC, we strongly request that the City
Council withdraw the LCPA. The City of Del Mar should remain committed to its originally stated purpose to
not only preserve the beach, but continue to protect the rights of property owners, and reject concept of
managed retreat.
We remain in support of withdrawal of the LCPA and believe it should be withdrawn prior to the Coastal
Commission meeting. Withdrawal of the LCPA was deemed to be the best approach when last publicly
discussed in 2019, and it remains so today. There is no legal requirement for Del Mar to accept the proposed
modifications in the current pending LCPA application. We already have an approved LCP in place that
provides seawall protection for public beach access at the end of every street as well as protection for private
1
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property. Our Adaptation Plan in its current form will help prepare Del Mar for responsive, constructive and
dynamic approaches to sea level rise.
Managed retreat is not an option for this city of 4,200 residents within less than 2 square miles. The greatest
concentration of our population lives in the north beach area where 750+ dwellings include single family
homes, duplexes, triplexes, condos and apartments with an average lot size of 1/8 acre; managed retreat to move
this population to higher ground within the city is not feasible. The CCC’s Plan also ensures a significant loss of
tax revenue to the City.
As a community we reached consensus that the best approach for Del Mar in light of sea level rise is to focus on
sand retention and replenishment and we have begun taking steps towards this end.
Sincerely,

Jim Frace
delmar88@gmail.com
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Laura DeMarco <laurastanleydemarco@yahoo.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 11:30 AM
Terry Gaasterland; Dan Quirk; David Druker; Tracy Martinez; Dwight Worden
Ashley Jones; Amanda Lee; Joseph Smith; City Clerk Mail Box
Item 12: Support for withdrawal of LCPA before June 10 Coastal Commission Hearing

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Council Members and Staff,
Please withdraw Del Mar’s submitted LCP Amendment (LCPA) before the upcoming Coastal
Commission meeting on June 10.
The City Council previously adopted a resolution to support the submitted LCPA and reject any
suggested modifications from the Coastal Commission “that substantially deviate from or are
inconsistent with the City’s adopted Adaptation Plan and Local Coastal Program Amendments.” This
resolution specifically opposed modifications that conflict with the City’s rejection of managed retreat
resulting from “thresholds” and changes to the definition of “existing development” so that structures
built or substantially remodeled after January 1, 1977 lose the right to shoreline protection.
Unfortunately, the Commission staff’s suggested modifications to Del Mar's submitted LCPA conflict
with the direction given by the City Council, Planning Commission, Sea-Level Rise Stakeholder
Technical Advisory Committee (STAC), and the Sea-Level Rise Adaptation Plan developed after
years of study and over 20 public hearings. These modifications do not reflect our unique topography
and voter-approved Beach Protection Initiative (BPI) that are already part of our previously certified
LCP.
The Coastal Commission's modifications would wipe out the rights for shoreline protection that
safeguard North Beach’s 600+ homes and the rail corridor on our South Bluff containing the historic
heart of Del Mar developed in the 1880s. North Beach and South Bluff are among the oldest
residential neighborhoods in San Diego County. The plot map for North Beach was laid out over 100
years ago by Del Mar developer Col. Ed Fletcher who built his family’s beach house there. These
neighborhoods are an important cultural resource as they contain architecturally significant and/or
historic structures built before the Coastal Act was enacted in 1976 such as the seminal work of Sim
Bruce Richards, who is of Native American descent and is considered a master of mid-century
modern architecture trained by Frank Lloyd Wright.
Del Mar’s submitted LCPA is the result of years of study, active citizen participation in over 20 public
hearings, and our distinct typography. Unlike most residential beach communities in California, Del
Mar's oceanfront houses in North Beach are at a higher elevation than the entire 30-block landward
residential area behind them which includes over 600 houses and multi-family units, the old coast
highway (now Camino del Mar and Coast Blvd), access streets, free public parking, public
1
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recreational facilities, electrical grid, and sewer system. The shoreline protection provided by these
oceanfront houses during extreme storm surge prevents the entire North Beach neighborhood from
turning into a lake since the entire 30-block area is in a FEMA flood zone.
This shoreline protection meets the Coastal Act’s public access requirements since it protects beach
access at each street end, free public street parking, and most of Del Mar's historic vacation rentals
which have hosted vacationing families for generations. These vacation rentals provide over 100
visitor-serving accommodations (totaling over 300 bedrooms) in North Beach with direct beach
access. They are also the only visitor-serving accommodations with direct beach access since there
is only one hotel, the Del Mar Beach Motel, with only 44 rooms in North Beach.
The shoreline protection (sand replenishment, seawalls, rip rap, etc.) needed to protect oceanfront
properties and the public facilities and hundreds of homes and units in the lower elevation, 30-block
landward flood-zone behind them is specifically authorized by the Beach Protection Initiative (BPI)
passed by Del Mar voters in 1988 and incorporated in the guidelines that are already part of Del Mar's
certified LCP.
The City of Del Mar and our voters recognize the need for protective shoreline structures which is
why they approve seawalls along North Beach’s oceanfront and public street ends. This is also why
nowhere in the voter-approved BPI or the implementing Beach Overlay Zone Ordinances (BOZO) is
there a provision for managed retreat through the removal of shoreline protection that is now
advocated by the Coastal Commission through their suggested modifications to our submitted LCPA.
Managed retreat is not feasible in Del Mar as it threatens the entire lower lying 30-block North Beach
area; the critical rail corridor; a significant part of the City's property tax base with over $1B in current
market value; public beach access and free parking; visitor-serving vacation rentals; and public
facilities and utilities including the sewer system whose flooding would contaminate the lagoon and
the ocean.
In conclusion, please withdraw Del Mar’s proposed LCPA before the Coastal Commission meeting on
June 10. This would conserve the City and Commission’s valuable time and resources. Even more
significantly, this preserves Del Mar’s existing standard of review for shoreline protection based on
our current certified LCP and voter-approved BPI.
Thanks for your consideration,
Laura
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Julie M. Hamilton <Julie@jmhamiltonlaw.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 11:51 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red Dot for Item 12
2021-06-07 Memo to DMBPC.pdf

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Please see attached.
Julie M. Hamilton
The Law Office of Julie M. Hamilton
501 W. Broadway, Suite 800
San Diego, CA 92101
(619) 278-0701
(619) 278-0705 FAX
julie@jmhamiltonlaw.com
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged
information. It is solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is
prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the
intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the communication.
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

DEL MAR BEACH PRESERVATION COALITION

FROM:

JULIE M. HAMILTON

SUBJECT: DEL MAR SEA LEVEL RISE LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM
AMENDMENT
DATE:

JUNE 7, 2021

The City of Del Mar’s Sea Level Rise Local Coastal Program Amendment provides
resource protection and development policies consistent with the Coastal Act and the
objectives of the sea level rise planning work program.
The California Coastal Act states “to achieve maximum responsiveness to local
conditions, accountability, and public accessibility, it is necessary to rely heavily on local
government and land use planning procedures and enforcement.” 1 To that end, each local
government can elect to prepare a Local Coastal Program (“LCP”) consisting of a Land Use Plan
(“LUP”) and Implementing Ordinances. This allows the local government to take over permit
authority for development in the coastal zone. The Coastal Commission certified the City of Del
Mar’s LCP as consistent with the Coastal Act in 2001. The City’s LCP remains consistent with
the Coastal Act as currently adopted.
With funding by the Coastal Commission and the Ocean Protection Council, the City
engaged in a work program to update the LCP to address sea level rise. Over the course of four
years the City convened a Sea Level Rise Stakeholder-Technical Advisory Committee to guide
the LCP update comprised of property owners, activists, agency representatives and technical
advisors. This committee worked diligently with significant public input to draft the amendment
to the LCP currently under consideration by the Coastal Commission. The committee relied on
technical documents prepared the by the Coastal Commission’s chosen consultant, ESA. After
multiple public hearings with significant input from various stakeholders – the City of Del Mar
submitted the LCPA to the Coastal Commission for certification in 2018.
The Coastal Act provides for the protection of coastal development balanced with the
protection of coastal resources. The Coastal Commission staff recommendation tips the balance
away from the protection of coastal development and towards the protection of coastal resources
which in turn disrupts the scheme of the Coastal Act. This attitude results in sacrificing existing
homes in favor of providing coastal access to a diminishing beach. The Coastal Commission staff
bases its recommendation on planning for 75 years in the future when typical land use planning is

1

7

Cal. Pub. Resources §30004, subd. (a).

June 7, 2021

Item 12

projected 20 years in the future. The 20-year projection allows local government to guide
development for the future but also allows the adaptability needed to address changing
circumstances. 2 The Coastal Commission is recommending the City of Del Mar weigh its
policies heavily in favor of coastal resources to the detriment of existing development based on a
worst-case scenario projected 75 years in the future.
The Coastal Hazards and Vulnerability Assessment projects a 50% chance of the
disastrous events that occurred in 1980 and 1983 recurring in the next 50 years. This is the basis
of the Coastal Commission staff recommendation to deny the LCPA as submitted. 3 The staff also
looks to the more recently adopted State Sea Level Rise Policy Guidance for even more extreme
predictions of sea level rise. Staff acknowledges the uncertainty of sea level rise projections and
supports the City’s approach to adaptation planning as it evolves. 4 But, staff is attempting to
revise the City’s submitted policies to accommodate predictions that are highly speculative rather
than accepting the near-term policies based on a more predictable scenario.
Floodplain Overlay Zone
The Coastal Act requires that new development shall:
(a) Minimize risks to life and property in areas of high geologic, flood, and fire
hazard.
(b) Assure stability and structural integrity, and neither create nor contribute
significantly to erosion, geologic instability, or destruction of the site or
surrounding area or in any way require the construction of protective devices
that would substantially alter natural landforms along bluffs and cliffs. 5
The City has acknowledged the increased risk of flooding, beach loss and coastal bluff
erosion in the discussion of hazard conditions in the LUP. In response to these concerns the City
amended the description of the Floodplain Overlay Zone to define the boundary based on the
most recently approved Flood Insurance Rate Maps (“FIRM”) – the most accurate maps available
for flooding in the City of Del Mar. The Commission recommends this language be modified to
cite to the FIRM maps adopted by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (“FEMA”) in
2019 thereby eliminating the City’s ability to be flexible in response to sea level rise. The
Commission somehow surmises that FEMA will not accurately account for sea level rise with no
acknowledgement of FEMA’s role in setting the parameters for most likely flood scenarios. The
Commission fails to account for flood protections provided by existing development, namely the

State of California, General Plan 2017 Guidelines, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research,
p. 23.

2

Staff Recommendation to the City of Del Mar Major Amendment LCP-6-DMR-20-0005-1,
dated May 27, 2021 (“CCC Staff Report”), p. 33.
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CCC Staff Report, p. 34.
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seawalls that sit at the highest point along the north beach and protect not only the beachfront
properties, but the 600 properties sitting at a lower elevation between the shore and the railroad.
The current language relies on the most current FEMA maps, allowing for changes in the
future related to updated science for mapping potential flooding. The Coastal Commission
language prevents updated mapping without an LCP amendment, thereby limiting the City’s
ability to respond to increased or reduced risk of flooding.
Adaptation Plan
The City’s existing and proposed language of the LCP is consistent with the Coastal Act
because it provides appropriate standards of review to assure development occurs consistent with
Coastal Act policies. The existing language was found consistent with the LCP in 2001, the
proposed changes only provide additional standards to address sea level rise. The City also
adopted the Adaptation Plan to provide further guidance for the City to take proactive actions in
response to sea level rise, but does not require this proactive response until the time is
appropriate. The public argued against inclusion of the Adaptation Plan with the LCPA package
out of fear the Commission would attempt to include the Adaptation Plan in a regulatory manner
rather than as the toolbox for adaptation it was intended to provide.
The Adaptation Plan provides a toolbox for the City to rely upon in addressing sea level
rise, it is not a long-range planning document similar to land use plan but rather a strategy
consisting of municipal tools. The plan focuses on proactive implementation of programs such as
sand replenishment, utilization of additional programs such as beach maintenance, dredging the
river channel as needed (currently required to support the wetland restoration project), storm
drain modifications, a new living levee and the continued application of LCP policies to protect
properties from damage due to sea level rise. The Adaptation Plan is not necessary to implement
the LCP or bring the LCP into compliance with the Coastal Act. The LCP already contains the
policies necessary to comply with the Coastal Act and the amendment makes modifications to
address sea level rise that do not compromise the existing LCP consistency with the Coastal Act.
The Adaptation Plan is intended as a reference document for the City to rely upon in bringing
projects and tools forwards and seek the necessary approvals and funding. The Adaptation Plan
is not intended as a regulatory document as proposed by the Commission.
Threshold-based Adaptation and LUP Updates.
The Coastal Act recognizes the value of local government control of the land use
planning and implementation of the development policies of the Coastal Act. The Commission
insistence on thresholds requiring the City to come forward with future LCP amendments places
that local government control back in the hands of the Commission. The local government is best
qualified to determine the needs of the City and best qualified to address the public health, safety
and welfare of its citizens and visitors. The Commission fails to consider the City’s interest in
protecting its coastal resources and assumes the City will not do its best to protect those
resources. The beaches of Del Mar are important to protect coastal development, public
infrastructure and tourism – the Commission is flawed in believing the City is incapable of taking
the steps necessary to protect these interests. The City of Del Mar has a long history of
compliance with the Coastal Act and cooperating with the Coastal Commission. This history is
evidenced by the adoption of the Beach Preservation Initiative in 1988 in response to illegal
private encroachments on the public beaches.
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Nothing in the Coastal Act requires the City to revise or amend its LCP if it remains
consistent with Coastal Act policies. Should the Commission determine the LCP is no longer
consistent with the Coastal Act or is being implemented in a manner that is not consistent with
the Coastal Act, it can review the LCP and recommend changes. If the City does not agree, the
Commission can seek redress through the legislature. But the Commission does not have the
authority to assume the City will fail to protect the public health, safety and welfare of its citizens
70 years in the future. To make such an assumption is insulting to the efforts the City has taken
over the last 45 years to comply with the Coastal Act.
Bluff Setback Calculations
The LOSSAN railroad tracks are currently located at the top of the bluffs in Del Mar,
between coastal development and the bluff face. LOSSAN is consistently engaged in measures to
protect the track against bluff erosion Neither the City nor the Coastal Commission have
authority over the protective measures taken by the LOSSAN to protect the tracks against risk
from bluff erosion. The question of bluff erosion on the southern bluffs will be addressed by
LOSSAN in the foreseeable future. Although the City and SANDAG are actively engaged in
developing a strategy to move the LOSSAN railroad from the bluffs – these plans are at an early
stage in the process and will not occur for many years. At the time the tracks are moved the City
and LOSSAN will need to address bluff protection that has been put in place to protect the tracks.
That is the time to address bluff setbacks related to coastal development.
The Bluff Overlay Zone was deemed to comply with Coastal Act policies in 2001, there
is no evidence coastal development along the bluffs is at increased risk due to sea level rise as
long as the railroad tracks remain. It is premature to include policies based on ever-evolving
science projected out 50 -70 years when there is little risk to coastal development in the near
term. Any changes to the LOSSAN tracks will require significant study that will also consider
the condition of the bluffs and any bluff protection that has been put in place. Increasing the
factor of safety considerations for bluff setback calculations at this time is superfluous and would
be based on speculation related to an unknown set of conditions.
The Coastal Bluff Overlay Standards of the Del Mar Municipal Code were determined
consistent with the Coastal Act in 2001, the proposed changes only strengthen the code and
provide clarity on existing policies. None of the proposed language conflicts with Coastal Act
policies.
Floodway Development
The elimination of the term “feasible” from Policy III-12(c) of the Flood Hazard
Regulations sets the City up for requiring any development along the river be set back enough to
avoid the need for protective devices. In some situations, this could result in a “taking” of
property since some properties would not be developable without some form of protection. There
are many developed properties along the river that require protection, under this policy any
changes to those properties that require a coastal development permit could be prohibited.
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The Coastal Act requires that new development shall not require the construction of
protective devices that would substantially alter natural landforms along bluffs and cliffs. 6 This
policy does not require the elimination of existing protective devices as stated by the Staff Report.
This policy applies to natural landforms along bluffs and cliffs and cannot be relied upon to
require the elimination of existing revetments along the riverbank as discussed on page 43 of the
Staff Report.
Definition of Existing Development and Substantial Improvement
The Coastal Commission’s desire to eliminate the definition of existing development
from the LCP is not consistent with the Coastal Act and does not conform to the voter-adopted
Beach Preservation Initiative. In recent years the Coastal Commission has adopted a policy of
finding existing development is defined as development that has occurred prior to January 1,
1977. This definition is not found anywhere in the Coastal Act and is a policy adopted through
recent practice in staff recommendations and permit decisions.
The City of Del Mar has long had a practice of defining existing development as being
development that was lawfully established under the Del Mar Municipal Code. Throughout the
years since approval of the Coastal Initiative in 1972, the Coastal Commission and the City have
allowed shoreline protection for any development legally approved by the City. Much of the
development that requires shoreline protection was built after January 1, 1977 because it replaced
development that existed prior to that time. Those property owners have made substantial
investment based on Coastal Commission polices and the Coastal Commission’s acceptance of
City policies. In addition, the shoreline protection in many areas of Del Mar is necessary to
protect entire communities rather than the beachfront property. Without this protection, the
properties to the east would be jeopardized.
The Beach Preservation Initiative was adopted in 1988, creating a presumption that any
property developed prior to that time is allowed shoreline protection. The proposed definition of
“existing development” codified current practices by the City and the Coastal Commission.
Elimination of this language creates conflicts with established practices and Coastal Act policies
allowing protection of existing properties.
Substantial Improvement
The Coastal Commission’s definition of “substantial improvement” is convoluted and
difficult to implement. This definition is not necessary to implement the Coastal Act and does
little to aid in implementation of the Coastal Act. The Coastal Commission determined the City’s
definition is consistent with the Coastal Act when it certified the LCP in 2001 and has granted
coastal development permits based on that definition. The City has relied on its existing
standards for a substantial period, this reliance has not created conflicts with Coastal Act policies.
The Coastal Act does not mandate approval of this definition to find the City’s LCPA consistent
with the Coastal Act.
Conclusion
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The City of Del Mar has a long history of working with the Coastal Commission
and has been diligent about protecting coastal resources within the City limits. The
suggested modifications proposed in the Staff Report are not consistent with the voteradopted Beach Preservation Initiative and do not provide the flexibility the City needs to
adapt to Sea Level Rise. The suggested modifications place a heavy burden on City
residents and visitors with little or no benefit to coastal visitors and no increased
protection of coastal resources.
The suggested modifications are a “backdoor” into managed retreat that will lead
to policies requiring the removal of shoreline protection along the beach and bluff. The
beachfront properties in Del Mar are at a higher elevation than the properties to the east.
Removal or loss of shoreline protection could lead to the loss of approximately 1/3 of the
properties in the City of Del Mar. The City Council has a duty to protect the public
health, safety and welfare – acceptance of these modifications has a significant negative
impact on the City’s ability to protect the public.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

KATHLEEN L MCCARTHY <kathlmcc@aol.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 11:55 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Agenda item #12

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
It is vitally important to withdraw Agenda itEm #12 from meeting agenda LOCP.
Thank you for your attention to this matter Kathleen McCarthy Del Mar home owner
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

Ryan Maxson <rmaxson@sdar.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 11:58 AM
City Clerk Mail Box
Red Dot Comment Letter: Agenda Item 12 - Update Regarding the City’s Sea Level Rise
LCPA Scheduled for a June 10, 2021 Coastal Commission Hearing (Clerk’s File No.
1502-14)
SDAR Letter to Del Mar City Council.pdf

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
To Whom It May Concern:
Please find attached comment letter from Carla Farley, President of the Greater San Diego Association of REALTORS®.
You may contact me at rmaxson@sdar.com or (202) 689-5563 with any questions.
Thank you,
Ryan
Ryan Maxson
Vice President of Government and Public Affairs
Greater San Diego Association of REALTORS® &
San Diego Multiple Listing Service
4845 Ronson Ct. San Diego, CA 92111
T: 858-715-8012 F: 858-715-8088 W: www.sdar.com

*** This e-mail message, together with any attachments, is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed. It may
contain information that is, or may be, covered by electronic communications privacy laws, and is also confidential and proprietary in nature. If
you are not the intended recipient, please be advised that you are legally prohibited from retaining, using, copying, distributing, or otherwise
disclosing this information in any manner. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the original sender and destroy this email, along
with any attachments. Thank you.***
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The Trusted Voice of San Diego Real Estate
June 4, 2021
Mayor Terry Gaasterland
Del Mar City Councilmembers
City of Del Mar
1050 Camino Del Mar
Del Mar, CA 92014
RE: June 7 City Council Meeting Agenda Item 12: Update Regarding the City’s Sea
Level Rise LCPA Scheduled for a June 10, 2021 Coastal Commission Hearing (Clerk’s
File No. 1502-14)
Dear Mayor Gaasterland and Honorable City Councilmembers:
On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Greater San Diego Association of REALTORS®,
I am writing to provide comment regarding the California Coastal Commission (CCC) staff
recommendations to the City of Del Mar’s Local Coastal Program Amendment (LCPA).
With more than 20,000 members, SDAR is the largest trade association in San Diego
County. For more than 100 years, our association has remained steadfast in a commitment to
protecting private property rights and to helping individuals realize their dream of
homeownership.
We are grateful for the work completed to date by the City of Del Mar on an LCPA that will
effectively address the challenges posed by sea level rise and provide necessary protections
for our coastal communities and for the rights of Del Mar property owners. City leaders in
Del Mar should be commended not only for being among the first coastal cities to advance
policies aimed at responding to sea level rise, but also for working collaboratively with
members of the community and key stakeholder groups to develop a comprehensive and
effective LCPA.
We are aware that the CCC has endeavored to pressure coastal cities into adopting
controversial provisions into their LCPA, including managed retreat policies, a restrictive
definition of existing structures, opportunities for takings and new disclosure requirements.
The Del Mar City Council should again be commended for responding to the concerns raised
by Del Mar residents and standing in opposition to these policies when drafting the LCPA.
Moving forward, we request that the Del Mar City Council oppose CCC staff
recommendations to the LCPA to adopt these controversial provisions. Our related
comments and priorities are as follows:
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Existing Development
CCC Staff Recommendation: Strike City of Del Mar IP language stating “existing
development shall mean any structure or development that was lawfully established, altered,
and maintained pursuant to the Del Mar Municipal Code (or preceding San Diego County
ordinances).”
Under Coastal Act section 30235 existing structures are entitled to develop a shoreline
protection device when threatened by wave action. The CCC has stated their priority to
define “existing structures” as only those structures that were in place prior to the
implementation of the Coastal Act, January 1, 1977. This is not only being pursued by the
CCC through the LCPA process, but also through alternative legal means. Defining
structures existing on or before this date is unjustified based upon legislative analysis.
Importantly there have been two efforts to amend the Coastal Act by the legislature to change
the definition of “existing development” to mean before 1977, Assembly Bill 2943 in 2002
and Assembly Bill 1129 in 2017. Both bills failed. The Coastal Commission cannot write law
or regulations and referring to this date in the proposed statewide interpretations for sea level
rise does not constitute law. The Del Mar City Council should continue to oppose the staff
recommendations and these ongoing efforts to impose a broad, misguided policy that would
put our coastal communities at risk.
Disclosures
CCC Staff Recommendation: “All real estate transactions within the Bluff Overlay Zone to
disclose that the property is potentially vulnerable to erosion influenced by sea level rise, and
would require property owners within the zone to record a notice on the title to the property
that acknowledges the development is located in a hazardous area or an area that may
become hazardous in the future, and that hazard conditions may depend on the location of the
LOSSAN railroad. The Bluff Overlay Zone consists of the railroad right-of-way and the open
space on the Del Mar bluffs.”
The California Association of REALTORS® is currently developing a statewide Sea Level
Rise disclosure, which is expected to be released in the coming weeks. As one of the primary
advocates of private property rights in the area, we request you partner with us on developing
any additional real estate disclosures and keep us involved in any process moving forward. It
is important to note that the City must remain the expert and source of LCP policies and have
robust educational opportunities for all homeowners (current and prospective).
Avoid Takings
Article I, Section I of the California Constitution clearly states that it is an inalienable right to
protect private property from damage. It should be rare whereupon there are regulations that
don’t allow redevelopment that can’t either successfully retreat or protect itself from Sea
Level Rise, but should that occur, it is imperative that the government have funding
mechanisms to purchase the land at fair market value through eminent domain.
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Thank you again for your work and dedication to implementing an LCPA that will provide
necessary protections for Del Mar’s coastal communities. We appreciate your consideration
of our comments and welcome the opportunity to serve as a resource to you and the residents
of Del Mar.
Sincerely,

Carla Farley
2021 President
Greater San Diego Association of REALTORS®
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Allen Hall <allenfhall@att.net>
Monday, June 07, 2021 2:59 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
City Council Meeting Item #12 (past deadline)

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Date: 6/7/21
To: Del Mar City Council
From: Allen Hall
Subject: Sea Level Rise – Managed Retreat YES
Dear City Council,
Thank you for the invitation to listen to City Council meeting regarding Del Mar’s approach to sea level rise. I
think Managed Retreat is the way to go. I don’t care for the term much because it sounds like some kind of battle.
Seal level may rise, erosion occurs in nature. We live near the ocean and river estuaries so there is a lot of erosion;
it is normal, expected. For the City of Del Mar to acknowledge and accept the consequences of natural erosion is
NOT causing damage to private property. The coastal property owners are NOT harmed by the City. If damage
occurs, it’s by nature. Get out of the way. It’s obvious. I don’t think taxpayers in general should be expected to
prop up coastal properties. That’s unreasonable and unfair. Our Mayor recommends reading a citizen letter to
Council. The Mayor says this person speaks for us all. NOT
Sincerely,
AFH
Allen Hall
406 8th Street, Del Mar
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Subject:

FW: Solid Waste Contract

-----Original Message----From: Shirley King <shirleyking319@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 12:21 PM
To: City Manager Mail Box <CityManager@delmar.ca.us>
Subject: Solid Waste Contract
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
As a residential consumer for almost thirty years, customer service matters the most to us.
And we have been very happy with the Waste Management team who serves our neighborhood. Their courtesy and
responsiveness during their pickups and while driving through the neighborhood streets are exemplary. We can set the
clock for their expected arrival time.
We always get waves from them when we are walking the dog wherever we are in Del Mar. This kind of
acknowledgement helps to make a quality community.
And Lori Sommers, the Community Rep. is so personable during the semi-annual recycling days.
Please keep this contract with Waste Management.
Shirley King and Art Olson
550 Avenida Primavera
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Subject:

FW: Waste Hauler

From: Donna Shaw <donnashaw527@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 8:32 AM
To: City Manager Mail Box <CityManager@delmar.ca.us>
Subject: Waste Hauler
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Thank you for thinking about a competitive bid process for Del Mar's waste hauler contract. I will provide my
comments:
I have been extremely satisfied with Waste Management, they are reliable and have great customer service.
They come at the appropriate time every week, send email notifications when our pickup day has been
delayed due to a holiday schedule, always leave the receptacles away from the curb after emptying (and not
close to the street or in the street), and provide large item pick-ups with a simple phone call. The employees
are always helpful, when needed and never leave a mess!
Any other provider would need to be able to provide the same level of service to our city.
Sincerely,
Donna Shaw
1973 Seaview
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Subject:

FW: Trash contract

From: dallentcy@aol.com <dallentcy@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 2, 2021 6:27 PM
To: City Manager Mail Box <CityManager@delmar.ca.us>
Subject: Trash contract
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Hello,
I am a resident on 26th St.
I am very satisfied with the current service with Waste Management.
I hope they will be awarded another contract.
Our pick up is on Mondays which works perfectly in my opinion.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
David Allen
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Subject:

FW: Item 13. Waste Hauler Contract Competitive Bid

From: Ann Feeney <feeney@scripps.edu>
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 6:40 AM
To: City Manager Mail Box <CityManager@delmar.ca.us>
Subject: Item 13. Waste Hauler Contract Competitive Bid
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Organic waste diversion is an important part of our Zero Waste portion of our Climate Action Plan. In
addition, organic waste diversion is mandated by AB 1826 and SB 1383, and the City has been formally notified
that it is out of compliance with these state regulations. When organic waste is sent to the landfill as it is now,
it releases methane, a very potent GHG, as it decomposes. In contrast, when organic waste is diverted to an
anerobic digestor, the released methane is captured and converted into Biogas, which is then used to
generate renewable energy.
We have had a contract with Waste Management for the past 10 years. Unfortunately, although they have
been a good partner with Del Mar, they have still not established an anerobic digester nor any concrete plan
for organic waste diversion in the near future that I am aware of, other than the unrealistic plan to transport
our organic waste to their facility in Orange which would be very expensive to ratepayers, and would produce
a lot of GHG emissions from trucking all of our organic waste that far. In contrast, about 12 of our neighboring
cities have contracts with EDCO, who planned several years ago to build an anerobic digester, which they did,
and now all of their customers have organic waste pickups with their weekly trash pickup. The climate crisis is
spiraling out of control, and we need to divert our organic waste as soon as possible, and not send it to the
landfill anymore. This is more than being compliant with state regulations – it is our responsibility to adhere
to our Climate Action Plan to eliminate the GHG emission from organic waste going to landfills.
I urge the Council to put the waste hauler contract out for competitive bid as recommended by the staff
report and by the ad-hoc subcommittee of Deputy Mayor Worden and Councilmember Quirk. I hope that we
will soon be reducing this source of GHG, organic waste, as our neighboring cities are doing, whether with our
current waste hauler or a new waste hauler.
Sincerely,
Ann Feeney
Vice Chair, Sustainability Advisory Board
Member of the Zero Waste subcommittee of SAB
524 Rimini Rd.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ann Williamson <ann.williamson@gmail.com>
Thursday, June 3, 2021 3:07 PM
City Manager Mail Box; Dwight Worden; Dan Quirk
trash and recycling issues

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Del Mar City Manager, Deputy Mayor Dwight Worden and Council Member Dan Quirk:
This is in response to the City's request for comments on trash and recycling issues.
I am pleased to see that both of you, Dwight and Dan, are on the ad-hoc committee. I believe you will address
issues other than budget which can be especially important because the contract is for a long time period.
I have two issues I hope you will address.
(1) I see people in our neighborhood abusing the rules of the Waste Management service. They put out trash and
yard waste in old cans or no container at all and expect the trash pickup workers to pick it up. Although the
trash workers could leave the waste there, they do the pickup. I have even seen old mattresses left by the side of
the road. We need to be sure the workers are not abused and injured and only pick up items from trash cans on
wheels.

(2) I think we should start having food waste pickup for compost processing. Composting at home does not
work well for some homeowners because the food waste attracts rats.
Thank you again for your service and for your time to look into these issues.
---Ann W
1352 Oribia Road
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Sent:
To:
Subject:

S. Gill Williamson <gill.williamson@gmail.com>
Thursday, June 3, 2021 3:55 PM
City Manager Mail Box; Dwight Worden; Dan Quirk
RE: City's request for comments on trash and recycling issues.
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Flag Status:
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Waste Management Services has done an outstanding job. Their workers are smart and able to drive their huge
trucks through the narrow streets going backwards and forwards with great skill.
They also put up with a lot of crap from the citizens of Del Mar. Brush is put out without being tied into
bundles, heavy rusted garbage cans are put out that I can hardly lift when empty. Cans and boxes are put out
with recyclables and food garbage mixed. I have seen bed springs and mattresses leaning against cardboard
boxes full of junk. People are too cheap to use the cans that can be lifted by the lift systems on the trucks.
In any competitive bid against Waste Management, this abuse of their workers by our citizens should be
monetized and added to the challenger's bid.
S. Gill Williamson
1352 Oribia Road
Del Mar, CA 92014
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

jeanne Ross Waite <jeanneross.waite@gmail.com>
Friday, June 4, 2021 12:49 PM
City Manager Mail Box
Waste Hauler
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Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mr. Warden,
As you consider waste haulers for the City's upcoming contract, I think it is important to
consider some of the benefits of continuing with Waste Management.







Many of their drivers are long term Waste Management employees. From my
perspective, this translates into drivers who know the routes and safely and
respectfully navigate our windy roads. I have had the same driver for almost 20
years. He is a very fine guy, quick with a smile and a wave. He knows
our neighborhood and keeps an eye out for my safety and the safety of the
neighborhood.
The trucks are well maintained and the green color reminds me to recycle.
When the drivers pick up our waste, they leave the area cleaned up. I know
this both from my experience at home, but also because I walk about 8 miles
a day around town and am grateful for their conscientiousness.
I appreciate the fall yard waste collection program and found Waste
Management employees to be very helpful and responsive in arranging for bins.

I consider Waste Management and their drivers as valuable members of our community
and hope you will take my comments to heart when you evaluate bids from potential
contractors.
Thank you.
Jeanne Waite
Jeanne Waite
721 Nob Ave
Del Mar, CA 92014
-Jeanne
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PLEASE NOTE MY NEW EMAIL ADDRESS:
jeanneross.waite@gmail.com
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Somers, Lori <lsomers1@wm.com>
Monday, June 07, 2021 12:00 PM
City Clerk Mail Box
Written Comment - Item #13 - Procurement Process for the City’s Next Solid Waste
Franchise Agreement
Coast WM_Red Dot Letter_Item_13_6-7-21.docx.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
Please find attached our public comment for Agenda Item #13, Procurement Process for the City’s Next Solid Waste
Franchise Agreement for tonight’s Council meeting.
Please let me know if you have any questions regarding our submission.
Thank you,
Lori Somers
Community & Municipal Relation Manager
Public Sector Solutions
lsomers1@wm.com
T: 760.268.7103
2141 Oceanside Blvd.
Oceanside, CA 92054
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