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Melinda Gould

From: Camilla Rang <camillarang@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2022 4:17 PM

To: City Clerk Mail Box; Dwight Worden; Tracy Martinez; David Druker; Terry Gaasterland; 

Dan Quirk

Subject: Red dot, Item 1, City Council meeting 02.28.2022

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: 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, 

As you all, I have been pondering this upper bluff issue over and over. First of all - I am OK with a 
license agreement with NCTD that we can continue using the upper bluff on the condition that we 
take the liability for whatever injury might happen on the upper bluff. I think that´s fair. 

However, I am against the fence for so many reasons (besides the obvious fact that it is not needed).

1. Since we take liability, we should get to decide what risks we are willing to take. And I feel 100% 
confident that a fence will in no ways make the liability for us any smaller but the opposite.  

2. People have been using the cross path over the rail road at 8th street since forever. They will not 
stop using it because of a fence. Which means some won´t make it over, will get stuck, fall and get 
injured. We will then get sued because "who put up a fence over the path that has been used for 
multiple decades"? 

3. People who grew up here and have used the cross path at 8th street to get to the other side of the 
rail road their whole lives will continue doing so, despite now being in their 60´s and 70´s and not 
quite as agile as they remember themselves being. They will try getting over the fence, many will fail, 
fall and break ankles, hips, and wrists. We will get sued because again "who put up a fence over 
the path that has been used for multiple decades"? Besides, it´s not only about money, do 
we want this fate for our people?

4. The fence will stop people from getting from the upper bluff from 9th and continue on the 
upper bluff on 8th because there will now be a fence that prevents us from going around 
the cement drain via the lower bluff. Instead, we will be forced into the ditch, hold onto 
branches not to fall, then balance on the round, slippery rocks in the gutter leading into 
the cement drain. Many people of the same group as above (60´s-70´s) will slip, fall and get 
injured.

5. Once there is a fence that hinders the crossing at 8th street, we can no longer claim it as 
a path being used by the public once we get to Phase 2 and ask for legal crossings. We will 
then end up with only one crossing along the whole bluff, by 11th street. Very bad! It´s a 
Trojan horse.
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6. In a few years, the fence will be rusty and the dirt will give (erode) close to the posts and 
they will become unstable without us knowing it. Someone will inevitable lean against it, 
fall down and get seriously injured. And that will be on us. This will not happen without a 
fence.

7. A path that is not maintained, does not call for the same liability as a maintained path. If 
you enter a non-maintained path, it´s very much on your own risk. Once a fence is there, it 
is maintained and we are definitely increasing our liability. The path should stay wild and 
give the impression of not being maintained, which legally will  make people enter on their 
own risk.

8. If I understand the drawing correctly, the posts will need a 2 foot deep hole (and 3/4 of a 
foot wide?). That´s a lot of big holes along a very fragile edge. It won´t hold and it will make 
the upper bluff erode and fall faster than quick.

9. We have Coastal Commission, the Attorney General, the Surfrider and the vast majority 
of our town on our side. 

10.There is no reason to give in to a fence that is not needed. This planned fence on the 
upper bluff is nowhere near where the accidents are and its (non)function makes no sense 
for anyone but NCTD.

Those were all the cons with a fence. Here is the pro:
1. We won´t anger NCTD. That´s it. That´s the only pro. It does not outweigh the cons.

Sincerely,
Camilla Rang
159 10th Street, Del Mar, CA 92014
Cell: 858 353 1948
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Melinda Gould

From: vc dude <sokoboy@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2022 5:01 PM

To: City Clerk Mail Box

Cc: Dwight Worden; Tracy Martinez; David Druker; Terry Gaasterland; Dan Quirk

Subject: 2/28 meeting, Del Mar Council re NCTD fence

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: 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. 

Hi All   
I’ll keep my point short, you know me and the people I represent via Citizens for Access to Del Mar Beaches Bluffs and 
Trails.  

I formed this group 6 years ago after moving here when I was cited for crossing the tracks. We then got a 1000+ petition 
signed to: 1) cease and desist all aggressive and inappropriate citations from the sheriff hired by NCTD 2) fund the study 
for at least 2 safe pedestrian crossings and 3) study inland tunnel alternatives.   

Today, the action required is simple: Council must vote against the NCTD proposal

It’s that simple  

The Council must do what doesn’t come naturally to it…… 

Fight 

Alongside Surfrider , Coastal Commission and the AG, and the overwhelming majority of this town, you must fight for 
what is right. Period.  

For the 1-2 of you that may predictably vote with the administrative state, which includes the rogue, out of control and 
unaccountable NCTD agency…..do the right thing. Vote against the fence. Do what your constituents want, not what 
YOU personally want. If you vote FOR an NCTD fence you will NEVER be welcome in Del Mar again.  

Regards  

Frank Stonebanks  

--  
Frank Stonebanks  
610 517 1967 cell 
sokoboy@gmail.com
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Melinda Gould

From: John Stahl <johnkstahl@icloud.com>

Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2022 5:17 PM

To: City Clerk Mail Box

Cc: Dwight Worden; Terry Gaasterland; Dan Quirk; Tracy Martinez; David Druker

Subject: Item 1  - Consideration of a License Agreement 2/28 Special Meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: 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’m writing in this afternoon to ask you to not agree to a bad deal. NCTD has not been forthcoming with their plan regarding a fence on the 
upper bluff. Attachment  
A is filled with holes and Trojan Horses. I think it is irresponsible to even consider entering into an agreement with NCTD. 

When someone wants to forever change the character and destroy the culture of your town, I am sorry, but that is not a friend. NCTD wants to 
turn Del Mar into an industrial zone to facilitate their vision of the LOSSAN corridor. 

Whatever they have done in the past that might have been considered good for Del Mar has always first been a good deal for NCTD.  

NCTD always throws the safety card on the table. If safety was of paramount importance, then they would slow down the trains and fence off 
the area from the Coast Blvd crossing down to 13th Street first and analyze the data to determine if that has improved safety. Nothing they do 
will take the risk to zero. 

The brazen arrogance and unabashed defiance that NCTD demonstrated on January 20th after having received a letter from the Coastal 
Commission via the Office of the California Attorney General on January 19th tells me all I need to know. NCTD will continue with their bully 
tactics. 

We had 5 people call into the NCTD board meeting last week and raised some very valid and logical questions for them to consider. Other than 
Terry Gaasterland, not a single question was asked by any Board member to get clarification or a better understanding for our concerns or 
reasoning. 

The board members appeared to either be bored or working on their emails. They vote in lockstep and are not open to meaningful dialog. 

Unless the Coastal Commission is going to say that they were only kidding about the violations of State contract and environmental law in their 
letter, I think we can convince them to continue in this fight to preserve their mission statement and reason for existing. 

This is too important an issue to cave to NCTD and sign an agreement that is incomplete and vague. We have untold photographs from1885 
and forward that show how important beach and recreational access have been to the history and culture of our quintessential iconic California 
beach town. Del Mar’s Bluffs are a regional treasure and a national asset. I’ve met people from all over the world who cherish the bluff, it’s 
beauty and access. The character of Del Mar is worth fighting for and not just agreeing to play go along to get along. 

Thank you 

John K Stahl 
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Melinda Gould

From: Karl Wagner <Karl@wagnersw.com>

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2022 7:49 AM

To: City Clerk Mail Box; Terry Gaasterland; Tracy Martinez; David Druker; Dan Quirk; Dwight 

Worden

Subject: FW: --SPAM--Re: Reminder: Serious Problems with the NCTD Fence Agreement, Del Mar 

City Council Meeting this Monday

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: 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 Vote No on the Fence Agreement.  
This fence is unnecessary and creates risks for the fragile bluffs.   
Karl and Susan Wagner 
Del Mar 

To help protect your privacy, 
Micro so ft Office prevented  
auto matic downlo ad o f this  
picture from the Internet. Virus-free. www.avg.com
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Melinda Gould

From: Bill-Deb Stern <surfvu@pacbell.net>

Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2022 9:30 PM

To: City Clerk Mail Box

Subject: Item 1 -2/28/2022   Special Meeting Agenda

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: 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. 

The proposed fencing on the upper bluff, while better than the 6 foot wire fence, is not needed and will cause harm to 
the fragile bluff when installed. If the purpose is to keep people off the track, any fencing should be near the track. Any 
fencing will limit access to the beach and should be opposed.  Rather than approve the agreement, the council should 
encourage the Costal Commission to take action against fencing including filing an emergency  petition with the 
appropriate court to prevent the start of the installation with the city filing a supporting motion. The environmental 
impact of a bluff top fence has not been adequately studied. 
The fence is not needed on the bluff top. A few crossing spots on fencing adjacent to the  track with safety measures is 
the least offensive option the city should agree too. If people can cross at 15th Street, then why not at other locations 
along our beautiful coast. 

William and Deborah Stern 
278 Surfview Ct, Del Mar 
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