
 

 

 
LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL JOINT POWERS AGENCY 

 
A G E N D A 

REGULAR MEETING 
Seaside Council Chamber 

440 Harcourt Avenue 
Monday, February 9, 2026 

6:00 PM 
Virtual Participation Guide: https://www.ci.seaside.ca.us/129/City-Council-Committee-Agendas 

Zoom: https://ci-seaside-ca-us.zoom.us/j/89088524048 | WEBINAR ID: 890 8852 4048 
 

1.  CALL TO ORDER  
   

2.  ROLL CALL – ESTABLISHMENT OF QUORUM  
    

David R. Pacheco 
Kevin Raskoff 
Gino Garcia 

 Chair 
 Board Member 
 Board Member 
  

3.  PUBLIC COMMENT  
  Members of the public wishing to address the Board on matters within the jurisdiction 

of the JPA, but not on this agenda, may do so during the Public Comment period for 
up to three (3) minutes. Public Comments for "Presentations" on this agenda are also 
taken at this time; comments on specific agenda items are heard under that item. For 
the public record, please state your name. 

    
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES  
   

 A. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM NOVEMBER 10, 2025 REGULAR MEETING 
  

5.  BUSINESS ITEMS  
   

 A. ESTABLISHMENT OF A CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR OF THE AUTHORITY 
     

RECOMMENDATION: Nominate and elect a Chair and a Vice-Chair for the 
Authority Board.  
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 B. SET REGULAR MEETING CALENDAR FOR 2026 
     

RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that the board adopts a regular 
meeting cadence for 2026.   

C. OVERVIEW OF THE LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL PARK & LAGUNA 
GRANDE JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY  

     
RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that the Board of Directors receives 
and file this informational report providing an overview of the formation, 
governance structure, and operational responsibilities of the Laguna Grande 
Regional Park Joint Powers Agency.  

   D. RECEIVE AN UPDATE ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE TRAIL AND 
VEGETATION MAINTENANCE STRATEGY 

     
RECOMMENDATION: Receive the update.  

 E. RECEIVE UPDATE ON THE PLANNING FOR THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
EVENT ON APRIL19, 2026 

     
RECOMMENDATION: Receive an informational update on the planning and 
coordination efforts for the Laguna Grande Regional Park 50th Anniversary Event 
scheduled for April 19, 2026, and provide direction as desired.  

6.  REPORTS FROM STAFF  
   

7.  REPORTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS  
   

8.  ADJOURNMENT  
    

Next Regularly Scheduled Meeting: 
 TBD 

 6:00 PM 
 

 
The Laguna Grande Regional Joint Powers Authority is committed to providing accessible facilities and 

accommodating people with disabilities in all of its services programs and activities. If special 
considerations are needed by any person to fully participate in this meeting, contact the Seaside City Clerk 
at 899-6707 no fewer than two business days prior to the meeting to allow reasonable arrangements. The 
City Council chamber is equipped with a portable microphone and assisted listening devices are available at 

all meetings.  Agenda-related writings or documents provided during public meetings are available for 
public inspection during the meeting or from the office of the City Clerk. This agenda is posted in 

compliance with California Government Code Section 54954.2(a) or Section 54956. 
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DRAFT 
MINUTES 

 
 
 

CITY OF SEASIDE                                                                             REGULAR MEETING 
LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL JOINT POWERS AGENCY               CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

       Monday, November 10, 2025 6:00 PM 
 

 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

Meeting called to order at 6:00 P.M. 
2. ROLL CALL - TRAFFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 

Present: 
David R. Pacheco,Chair  
Keving Raskoff, Board Member 
Gino Garcia, Board Member 

 
3. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
Esther Malkin 

 
4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

A. APPROVE MINUTES FOR THE AUGUST 11, 2025 REGULAR MEETING 
Approved by Pacheco, Blaha, Raskoff (1st), Garcia (2nd) 

 
 

5. BUSINESS ITEMS 
 

A. PROVIDE AN UPDATE ON THE PERMITTING PROCESS FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE TRAIL MAINTENANCE AND VEGETATION 
STRATEGY 

 
 RECOMMENDATION: Receive the update on the permitting process 
 

 Presentation: Beth Matz (BFS Landscape Architects) – All necessary permits and waivers are 
in/approved.  
KR: Location specifics of 2.5 acres? Specific to area of LGP that pushes up against yards of 
homeowners? BM: Edges described are up against said fences/yards. All areas being studied 
since open sightlines is the want/plan for this project. 
 
GG: Can staff create map/visuals for 2.5 acres? BM: Absolutely 
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DP: Are the discussed edges in Seaside’s portion of LGP? BM: 2.5 acres is beyond Seaside’s 
scope of work since CoS is already addressing areas within City jurisdiction during City project 
within LGP. 
 
B. DISCUSSION ON THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE LAUNA GRANDE JOINT 

POWERS AGENCY 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Laguna Grande Joint Powers Authority 
(JPA) Board provide direction on the development of a commemorative plan to recognize the 
JPA’s 50th anniversary in 2026, including celebratory events, historical documentation, and 
public outreach initiatives. Additionally, staff requests input on coordinating the JPA’s 50th 
Anniversary recognition with the City of Seaside’s 2026 Earth Day Celebration, tentatively 
scheduled for Sunday, April 19, 2026, pending City permitting and approvals. 
 
Presentation: Dan Meewis (Assistant City Manager) – Presentation in agenda packet 
 
KR: Advertising is paramount. Focus on community groups and events. 
 
GG: Same day as Earth Day means more eyes and bodies on LGP & this anniversary. 
 
DP: Ribbon cutting/Promotional swag/Educational Fliers/Community walkthrough. 
 
Catherine Crockett (Sustainable Seaside): Focus on hands-on programs (invasive species?). 
Volunteer lunch? Reach out to schools/similar entities. 
 
Public Comment: Esther Malkin 
 
C. DISCUSSION ON EXERCISE EQUIPMENT FOR SENIORS AT LAGUNA 

GRANDE PARK 
 

 Presentation: Eric Morgan (General Manager-MPRPD) – Looking for direction from the Board 
as to opportunity & feasibility for senior exercise equipment.  
 
KR: “A simplistic win for the JPA to put in this type of equipment”. 
 
GG: This would be a positive project to build off of the positive news of finally receiving the 
waivers/permits/etc that are in.  
 
DP: Where would the equipment go? Costs? EM (MPRPD) - $200,000+. Focus would be on 
sponsorship/community partnerships. 
 
Public Comment: Esther Malkin, Ty, Justin Loza, Diane Nielson, Catherine Crockett 

 
6. REPORTS FROM STAFF 

 

Dan Meewis – The current status for the Seaside grants are in a holding pattern due 
to the government shutdown. Federal Highway Administration still has to sign off on 
said documents event thought the money that is coming in is provided by the State of 
California. 
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7. REPORTS FROM BOARD MEMBERS 
 
 Ty (City of Monterey) – Community Even at LGP & NICP Improvements going well on 

the Monterey side of the park. 
 KR: Let’s Go Outdoors 
 
8. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Meeting adjourned at 7:20 P.M. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 

Paul Ensley, Sr. Administrative Assistant David R. Pacheco, Chair 
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LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL JOINT POWERS AGENCY 

  
AGENDA REPORT 

 
ITEM:    5.A. 

TO: Agency Members 

FROM: Dan Meewis, Assistant City Manager 

DATE: February 9, 2026 

SUBJECT:    
ESTABLISHMENT OF A CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR OF THE AUTHORITY 

 
PURPOSE & RECOMMENDATION 
  
Nominate and elect a Chair and a Vice-Chair for the Authority Board. 
 
BACKGROUND 
  
Under Section 2 of the Joint Powers Authority Agreement, "The representatives shall 
elect a Chair and a Vice-Chair who shall serve a term of one year." Since this is the first 
meeting of the year, it is prudent to select a Chair and Vice Chair for 2026.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION 
 
The Laguna Grande Regional Joint Powers Agency determined that the proposed action 
is not a project as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)(CCR, 
Title 14, Chapter 3 (“CEQA Guidelines), Article 20, Section 15378). In addition, CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15061 includes the general rule that CEQA applies only to activities 
which have the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Where it 
can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity in question may 
have a significant effect on the environment, the activity is not subject to CEQA. 
Because the proposed action and this matter have no potential to cause any effect on 
the environment, or because it falls within a category of activities excluded as projects 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15378, this matter is not a project. Because the 
matter does not cause a direct or any reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change 
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on or in the environment, this matter is not a project. Any subsequent discretionary 
projects resulting from this action will be assessed for CEQA applicability. 
 
ATTACHMENTS  
1. Election of Officers Standard of Procedure 
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Seaside Boards, Commissions and Committees

Election of Officers Standard of Procedure

1. The Committee Chair or, if there is no Chair, the person who called the 
meeting to order, will ask for nominations for the office of Chair. 

2. Any member of the Committee may nominate himself/herself or any other 
member of the Committee; no second is required. 

3. Once nominations are complete, the Chair will close nominations.
4. Announce the slate of nominees.
5. Ask for a vote on the nominees in the order of nomination.
 
Each voting member of the Committee shall have one vote. The nominee 
receiving votes from a majority of the members in attendance shall be declared 
the winner. 

If no member receives a majority, the process shall be repeated, except in the 
event of a tie between the top two vote-getters, in which case a run-off shall be 
held. The winner shall assume the office of Chair immediately.
 
Using the same procedure, the new Chair shall secure the election of a Vice 
Chair. 
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LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL JOINT POWERS AGENCY 

  
AGENDA REPORT 

 
ITEM:    5.B. 

TO: Agency Members 

FROM: Dan Meewis, Assistant City Manager 

DATE: February 9, 2026 

SUBJECT:    
SET REGULAR MEETING CALENDAR FOR 2026 

 
PURPOSE & RECOMMENDATION 
  
It is recommended that the board adopts a regular meeting cadence for 2026 
 
BACKGROUND 
  
At the November 14, 2023, Laguna Grande Joint Powers Agency (JPA) meeting, the 
board approved setting up a cadence of regularly scheduled quarterly meeting which 
have typically been held on the second Monday of the first month of the quarter. 
However, from time to time there has been a conflict where we have changed the 
meeting to the second Monday of the second month of the quarter. Staff recommends 
the following meeting dates for 2026.  
 
February 9, 2026 
April 13, 2026  
July 13 2026  
October 12, 2026  
 
The JPA would also be able to schedule special meetings on an as-needed basis. 
 
ATTACHMENTS  
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None 
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LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL JOINT POWERS AGENCY 

  
AGENDA REPORT 

 
ITEM:    5.C. 

TO: Agency Members 

FROM: Jake Smith 

DATE: February 9, 2026 

SUBJECT:    
OVERVIEW OF THE LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL PARK & LAGUNA 
GRANDE JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 

 
PURPOSE & RECOMMENDATION 
  
It is recommended that the Board of Directors receives and file this informational report 
providing an overview of the formation, governance structure, and operational 
responsibilities of the Laguna Grande Regional Park Joint Powers Agency. 
 
BACKGROUND 
  
The Laguna Grande Regional Park Joint Powers Agency (Agency) was officially created 
on February 26, 1976, through an agreement (Exhibit A) between the City of 
Monterey (Monterey), the City of Seaside (Seaside), and the Monterey Peninsula 
Regional Park District (MPRPD). The Agency was formed to exercise common powers 
for the specific purpose of coordinating the acquisition, planning, development, and 
maintenance of the Laguna Grande regional park. The 1978 Laguna Grande Regional 
Park Master Plan (Exhibit B) further defined the park's mission to balance the 
preservation of the freshwater marsh ecosystem with urban recreational needs, 
recognizing that a unified management approach was necessary for a resource that 
crosses city limits. 
  
GOVERNANCE STRUCTURE 
The Agreement established the Agency as a public entity that is "separate and distinct 
from the member entities". As an independent body, the Agency possesses the power 
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to: 

• Make and enter into contracts. 
• Employ agents and employees. 
• Acquire, hold, and dispose of property. 
• Sue and be sued in its own name. 
• Exercise all other common powers necessary to carry out the Agreement. 

  
The Agency is governed by a Commission (Board of Directors) consisting of three 
members: one representative appointed by the City Council of Monterey, one by the 
City Council of Seaside, and one by the Board of Directors of the Monterey Peninsula 
Regional Park District (MPRPD). 
  
Unlike a municipality, the Agency was designed to operate with minimal overhead. 
Article II, Section 5 of the Agreement stipulates that "the Agency shall have no 
employees". While the AGENCY has the legal ability to hold employees, the Agreement 
currently mandates that all administrative, clerical, and operational services must be 
performed by the employees of the member entities. 
  
OPERATIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES 
The Agreement establishes a unique division of labor based on a "General Conceptual 
Plan" and an "Area of Responsibilities Map" (Figure 1) rather than strict property 
ownership or municipal boundaries. 

1. The Role of the Cities (Land Areas Maintenance and Operation): The City of 
Monterey and the City of Seaside are assigned "primary responsibility" for the 
development and maintenance of the land areas designated to them on the Area 
of Responsibilities Map. This responsibility applies even if the land in question is 
owned by another member entity, ensuring that maintenance zones remain 
contiguous. 

2. The Role of the Agency (Water/Wetland Areas Maintenance and Operation): The 
Agency itself retains specific responsibility for the "operation and maintenance of 
the water area" of the park. This ensures that the lake and wetland ecosystem 
are managed as a single regional unit rather than being divided by city 
boundaries. 

3. The Role of the Park District (Acquisition and Transfer of Property Rights): The 
MPRPD is primarily responsible for the acquisition of land and water areas. 
However, the Agreement mandates that the District "shall convey" sufficient 
rights or title to the respective Cities or the Agency itself for the purpose of 
development and maintenance. 
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Figure 1. Agency and member entity “Area of Responsibilities Map” from the 
1976 Agreement (Exhibit A) generally shows operational responsibility areas 
for the Joint Powers Agency (red), Monterey (Green) and Seaside (blue). 
 
FINANCIAL FRAMEWORK 
The Agreement designates that the Treasurer and Auditor/Controller of one of the 
member entities shall serve as the depository and custodian of all Agency funds. To 
facilitate regional cross-boundary cooperation and independent investment, Article I, 
Section 5 includes a "voluntary expenditure" clause. It states that "nothing contained 
herein shall be deemed to prohibit any member entity, singly or jointly, from voluntarily 
expending any funds available to it in areas outside its area of primary responsibility." 
This provision allows member agencies to fund improvements or maintenance across 
jurisdictional lines without requiring amendments to the foundational agreement or 
funds to pass through the Agency itself. 
  
OPPORTUNITIES FOR STRENGTHENING THE AGENCY 
As the Agency nears its 50th Anniversary on February 26, 2026, the success of the 
original Agreement is clear: it has created a vital regional park that has served the 
community for half a century. Looking toward the next 50 years, staff is exploring ways 
to strengthen the Agency and improve efficiency, particularly to support major new 
initiatives like the Trail and Vegetation Maintenance Strategy (TVMS). 
  
While a comprehensive review of all Agency powers is ongoing, staff has identified 
immediate opportunities to streamline operations. By utilizing latent powers already 
within the Agreement and adopting new administrative tools, the Agency can reinforce 
its effectiveness. Some preliminary ideas and opportunities include: 

1. Utilizing Staff Reimbursement Provisions (Dedicated Agency Capacity) While 
Article II, Section 5 prohibits the hiring of permanent Agency employees, it 
explicitly provides that services performed by member agency staff "shall be 
reimbursed by the Agency to the member entity". By budgeting for and 
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activating this reimbursement provision, the Board could secure dedicated staff 
time (e.g., project management or grant administration) from a member City. 
This would ensure that Agency projects move forward with dedicated resources 
rather than competing with municipal priorities, without altering the Agency’s 
"no employee" structure. 

2. Adopting Master Mutual Aid Agreements: To facilitate working across ownership 
and municipal boundaries, even in the case of emergency response, Monterey, 
Seaside, MPRPD and the Agency could adopt standing Mutual Aid Agreements. 
These agreements would authorize maintenance crews from one member 
agency to perform work within another member’s "Area of Responsibility" when 
operationally efficient (e.g., a single crew clearing a continuous trail loop). This 
formalizes cross-jurisdictional cooperation and ensures consistent application of 
Best Management Practices across the entire park system. 

3. Utilizing Project-Specific MOUs: To maximize the "voluntary expenditure" 
authority in Article I, Section 5, the Board can utilize project-specific 
Memorandums of Understanding (MOUs). These MOUs can serve as the 
administrative vehicle for a member agency to fund improvement or projects 
located in another member’s jurisdiction, satisfying local funding requirements 
while enhancing a more seamless park user experience. 

4. Leveraging Fiscal Agency Status: The Agreement empowers the Agency to 
contract and to serve as a separate public entity. The Agency can leverage this 
status to act as a fiscal agent for multi-jurisdictional grants, aggregating funds 
from member agencies into single, cost-effective contracts for region-wide 
services like invasive species control, or park-wide improvements. 

  
CONCLUSION 
The Laguna Grande Regional Park Joint Powers Agency stands as a testament to fifty 
years of successful regional collaboration. The 1976 Agreement provided a resilient 
framework that has protected the Park’s ecological integrity while serving the 
recreational needs of the Monterey Peninsula and immediately surrounding 
communities in the Cities of Monterey and Seaside. While the governance structure is 
unique, separating land and water responsibilities to align with operational realities, it 
remains highly effective when fully understood and utilized. 
  
By reaffirming these distinct roles and proactively activating the "latent" administrative 
powers identified in this report, specifically staff reimbursement and cross-jurisdictional 
efficiency agreements, the Board can modernize the Agency’s operations without 
altering its foundational mission. Staff will continue to explore these opportunities and 
report back to the Board as specific initiatives are advanced for consideration. 
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Continued investment in this shared governance model offers the most effective 
pathway to deliver high-quality projects, ensuring that Laguna Grande remains a 
treasured regional asset for the next fifty years.  
 
ATTACHMENTS  
1. ExhibitA_JPAAgreement 
2. ExhibitB_LGRPMasterPlan_1978 
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AGREEMENT 

LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL PARK 

JOINT PO\'IERS AGENCY 

ARTICLE I 

PURPOSE AND JURISDICTION 

SECTION l. CREATION OF AGENCY1 

Pursuant to Government Code Sections _6500 et lileq, and subject to 

, the terms, conditions and limitalions,contained in this Agreement, 

the CITUlS OF MONTEREY and SEASIDE and the MONTEREY PENHISULA REGIONAL 

PARK D1STRICT hereby establish and create the LAGUNA GAANDB REGIONAL 

PARK JOINT POWERS AGENCY, 

SECTION 2, PURPOSE: 

The purpose of the Agency is to exercise the powers common to t!1e 

parties hereto and coordinate the development and maintenance of 

LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL PARK for the use, and benefit of the citizens of 

the Monterey Peninsula, 

SECTION 3. PUBLIC AGENCY1 

The Agency is a public agency, separate and distinct from the 

member agencies and any obligations, actions or liabilities shall be 

construed as those of the member agencies. It shall have the right to 

sue and be sued, contract, expand funds, and have all other rights, 

duties and powers to carry out its purposes except as said powers are 

specifically limited by this Agreement, 

SECTION 4. ADOPTXOH Of' 'l'ltr. Cf.NSML CONCBP'l'UAL PLAN AND AN 
AR.I;;i\ OF RESPONSIIHLlTJSS t,',,-\l'; -

The General Concaptuu.l Plan for LAGUNA GRANDE REGION/If, f','.RK 1 

dic\ted December 1, 1915 1 is hereby adopted as th~, gcn.n:al quidclinos 

for the acquisition o.£ lnnds and tho development of said hnds within 

the Park boundaries, The Arens of Rosponsibi,ti tiGs Map d.ltcu 

October ;n, 1975 1 is hereby ,idoptod as t.hc /\rci'\S of Rot1fHJ11td,biHti~'n 

- l -
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Map, Any changes oi modifications cf the General Conceptual Plan and 

Area of Responsibilities Map shall be unanimously agreed upon by the 

memberi of the Agency, 

SECTION 5, DUTIES AND JURISDICTION OF MEMBER AGENCIES l 

:rt is acknowledged that as set forth below, the members will 

auume ,responsibility for the Regional Park and seek to accomplish 

the long-term objectives of the adopted General conceptual Plan, 

Each 1 theref~re, agrees to use its best efforts to accomplish the 

following I 

,(a) The CITY OF MONTEREY shall acquire, develop, and maintain 

for Park purposes, those land areas as are indicated on the adopted 

General Conceptual Plan and Area of Responsibilities Map. 

(b) The CITY OF SEASIDE shall acquiret develop, and maintain 

for Park purposes, those land areas as are indicated on the adopted 

General Conceptual Plan and Area of Responsibilities Map, 

(c) The MONTEREY PENINSULA REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT. It is the 

general policy of the Board of Director~ of the District to acquire 

or participate in the acquisition of park and open space lands for 

the use -nd enjoyment of the public and not to become substantially 

involved in the maintenance, operation, or capital development of 

active recreational areas. 

Therefore, while the District shall acquire those water and 

land areas as are indicated on the attached Regional Park Purchase 

Map, the operation, maintenance, and development of these areas will 

rest with the Cities and the Agency, 

Said District shall convey or transfer sufficient rights in soid 

land areas to the Cities in accordance with the adopted General Con­

ceptual Plan and Area of Responsibilities Map, said land areas to be 

maintained and developed by each respective City pursuant to the 

adopted General Conceptual Plan, l The Agency shall be responsiblt1 for , 
--------
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the operation and maintenance of the water_~re•_,nd shall further 
.,.,----:------...~--,¥~•••:,''""',:,::,..,.•_;;:.'..--'-.-..--.------.. --T•V+ --•• ~ • •' "-. ... 

. develop·a plan for the operation, maintenance and any necessary modi-
... ,,.~------ -

ficatio!;l,_ of the water area,. Th~ form of all conveyances or transfers 

·shall be mutually agreeable to the District, the respective Cities, 

and the State of California, 

The purpose of this Section is to establish the primary responsi~ 

bility for the acquisition, development, and maintenance of the Regional 

Park. Nothing in this Section shall prohibit the Agency, or any of the 

members, singly or jointly, from voluntarily expending any funds 

available to it in areas outside its area of primary responsibility. 

SECTION 6. FEDERAL AND STATE FUNDS ANO GRANTS: 

The Agency may make application for, receive, and expend State 

and Federal funds, provided that any matching requirements, any future 

financial obligations on any member agency must first be ai,iproved by 

said member agency, 

SECTION 7, DESIGNATION OF LEAD AGENCY. 

The member Agencies and the Agency shall be the Lead Agency and 

shal.1 be responsible for complying with the California Environmental 

Quality Act within their areas of primary jurisdiction, 

ARTICLE II 

ORGANIZATION 

SECTION 1, MEMBERSHIP: 

Each member Agency shall have one vote and shall appoint one 

elected or appointed official and one alternate to serve on the 

Agency. The representative shall serve at the pleasure of the 

appointing member Agency. The member Agency shall notify tho Agency 

of its representative, alternate, and any subsequent changes, 
SECTION 2, OFFICERS: 

The representatives shall elect a Chairman and a Vice-Chairman 

who shall serve a term of one year. If there is a vacancy, tho ' 

t 
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repreaentatlves shall elect on• from among themselves to serve for th~ 

, remainder of the term. 

SECTION J, M.EET!NGS1 

The Agency shall establish an annual meeting and shall meet at 

least annually, It may establish such regular or special meetings as 

a~e necess~ry to accomplish the business of the Agency. 

It shall meet in one of the member cities unless special circum­

stances reguire a meeting outside said boundaries, All meetings shall 

be open to the public and the a9ency shall give such notice as 
> • 

reqµired by law, 

SECTION 4, BY-LAWS: 

The Agency may adopt such By-laws, rules and regulations as it 

deems necessary to conduct its business and carry out the purposes 

of the Agency. 

SECTION 5, SECRETARY AND OTHER PERSONNEL; 

The Agency shall designate one of ~he member Agencies to serve 

as Secretary to the Agency for one year on a rotating bases, The 

Secretary shall prov'ide such administrative and clerical services as 

are necessary to carry out the Agency business including the prepara­

tion pf minutes, correspondence and maintenance of the Agency files. 

The Secretary shall provide personnel to perform this service at no 

cost to the Agency. 

No permanent staff shall be retained without the,unanimous con­

sent of all member agencies, Whenever services beyond normal clerical 

a.nd administrative assistance is required, the Agency shall attempt to 

have said services provided by the staff of one 0£ the member agencics1 

for which it may reimburse said member Agency, 

ARTICLE III 

P!NANCII\L /\ND MISCf.LLJ\Nf::OtJS PROVIB !◊NS 

SECTION 1. DES IGNl\TION or Df:!POS ITO!W l 

Pursuant to Government Coda section 6505,5, the Tro~surcr of the 
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CITY Of _________ _ is hereby appointed the depository of 

the Agency funds and shall have all rights, duties and obligations 

aa are imposed by law, The CI'l''f O.f' ________ _ shall be paid 

for said services in an amount determined by the Agency plus the actual 

cost of a~y external audit that may be required by law, 

SECTION 2, BUDGET - LIMITATION OF EXPENDITURES AND OBLIGATIONS: 

The Agency shall propose such budgets, either for annual operat­

ing expense or for specific expenditures or projects as may be neces­

sary to carty out the purposes of this Agr•ement. Bach said budget 

·shall set forth the contribution and the time of said contribution 

required of each men~er Agency, No budget shall be adopted until 

approved in writing by each member Agency, pnce approved, said budget 

shall be a binding obligation on the member Agency to provide the fonds 

aa set forth therein and shall be full authority for the expenditure of 

said funds by the Agency, 

SECTION 3, EFFECTIVE DATE - TERM OF AGBNCY: 

The Agency shall be deemed created upon the last date on which 

all of the member Agencies have exec.uted this Agreement. The Agency 

shall continue in existence until terminated by unanimous consent or 

until two· (2) members withdraw, 

SECTION 4, AMENDMENT: 

This Agreement may be amended with tho vote of any two (2) repre-
1 

sentatives provided that.any proposed amendment shall be submitted to 

each member Agency at least thirty (30) days prior to its adoption, 

and provided further that Article!, Section 4, and Article III, 

Section 2, shall not be amended nor shall any proJision be addod which 

imposes financial liability or responsibility on a member Agency 

without its cons0nt, 

SECT!OI~ 5, WIT!lDMWJ\L 1 

A member may withdraw at any time providod said member sh.:ill, con­

tinue to make any Hnuncial contribution to the /\9cncy previou~ly 

agreed to in writing. 

- 5 -
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SECTION 6, DISPOSlTlON f?_F ASSETS ON TERMINATION l 

Upon termination, the Agency shall distribute any remaining cd~h 

or equivalent oqually, provided it may retain sufficient funds to 

meet any outstanding obligations, The Agency shall distribute such 

other assets as it sees fit. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, tha parties hereto have 0xacuted this 

LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL PARK JOIN'!' POl·IERS l\GENC'l AGREEMENT this «es;:,._ 

day of Februa.i:-'-.)'.... _______ , 1.97 6· 

.A'I''l'ES'!'l 

o,,¾zr"f£tary to the Bo,rd 

"-=-=::-'\a 
JR, r CITY CLERK 

6 

MONTEREY PENINSULA REGlON/\L PARK 
DISTRICT 
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I • !NT·RODUCTION 

A. Purpose 

In Fe~ruary, 1976, the Cities of Monterey and Seaside, 
and the Monterey Peninsula Regional Park District 

{formed the Laguna '1rande Regional Park Joint Powers 
lAgency. The purpose of the agency is to coordinate the 
planning, development; maintenance and operation of the 
Laguna Grande Region.al Park .. Subsequently, in July, 1977, 

'

the JPA Board salected the firm of J.P. Manachek, A.I.A., 
and consulting Landscape Architect Charles Robert Ra.ugh 
to prepare a master plan for the proposed park. This report 
and map is the result o-f that effort. • 

History and Background 

originally an estuarian body of water, Laguna Grande is now 
a fresh water marsh and lake. It is hut a portion of the 
Canyon del Rey Creek which drains the 16.8 square mile 
Canyon del Rey Creek Wat.ex.shed .to the southeast. The 
creek flows through La.guna Grande, thence into Roberts 
Lake and finally into Monterey Bay. • 

J

-:r-he Laguna Grande water surface presently covers ap. prox­
imately 12 acres. Originally it was one lake. Two lakes 

1 were formed, Laguna Grande and Roberts Lake, when the 
\ Southern l?acif ic .Railroad bed was oo:ns:tructed on fill 
, through the lake.in the l~SO'a. In.the ensuing years, 
the land on the Monterey side of the lake was subdivided 
by land speculators but actual development. occurred slowly .. 
A seaplane and suhma:d.ne bais.e for the: Navy was proposed 
for the .site in the early lj2.l\*s:t but. eventually the idea 
was abandoned. Landfill ot>erations on the shorelines 
over sUbsequent years :reduced: the size.of the lake and 
fomed land around the lake that was developed for co~­
me.;rcrial; uses on the City of Seaside' side of the lake .. 

I 
T'he Laguna Grande site was purcha.sed by the Monterey 
Peninsula Regional :P-a.rk District in 1916. The .site 
consis.ts of approxi:mata-ly 12: acres of water and 12 acres 

.of land4 It lies on the city limits line that divides 
the Cities of Monterey and Seaside. The property is 
bordered by canyon del Rey Boulevard on the east, Fre­
mont Boulevard on the so·uth, the Del Mente Grove resi­
dential neighborhood of .Monterey on the west,. and un­
developed as well as developed commercial lands at the 
northerly shoreline of the lake .. 

T'he earliest organized effort to develop Laguna Grande 
into a pa:i:k was in the early l960ts. The Cities of Mon­
terey, Seaside and Del Rey Oaks.. jointly fo,rmed the Tri­
City Study Conuni tta-e ~ Laguna Grande Pro,j ect. The co:m-
mi ttee requested the California State Department of Parks 
and .Recreation to prepare. a fea.1:ribility study and plant 

1 
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I resulting in the report 1•-rhe Feasibility of ·a .Recreation 
and Park District for Laguna Grande-and the Monterey 
Feninsula, 11 October; 19-6.3:. Other development efforts in­
clude, in 1961-8, the proposal by the Laguna Grande Agen~•. 
A joint powers agency consisting of the Cities of Mont­
erey and Seaside was formed to study the Laguna Grande 

l

, a.re.a. The result was the 11'Laguna Grande Plan" prepared 
in 1968 by D'Amico and Associates and Charles .R. Haugh. 
Another development proposal was the 11 'Laguna Grande Re­
development General Conceptual Plan, 11 prepared in 1975 for 
the City of Seaside by Richard Murray and Associates~ 
This conceptual plan was adopted by the Laguna Grande 
Regional .Park Joint Powers. Ag.ency in 1976 as the first 
step in preparation of a master plan. Next in sequence 
is. the preparation o.f a master plan which is the product 
of this report. 

,· 
.. 
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II. SUMMARY 

A. Conclusions.: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Laguna Grande is- a necessary part of the Canyon 
nel Rey Watershed and its tributary, Canyon Del 
~ey Creek. • 

Laguna Grande is significan~ly polluted,. 

Unmet park and recreational needs exist within 
the Cities of Monterey and Seaside ·and the 
Monterey Peninsula. These unmet needs are for 
additional neighborhood parks in both cities, 
and additional open space ,lands in the City 
of Seaside and in the Region. 

4: Laguna Grande has g~eat potential for water 
oriented recreat.ional activities. Non-:-power 
boating and fishing a.re prime examples~ 

5. Portions of the site can be :used for recreational 
facilities without major modification. 

6-.. The pro,P?s-ed park use is the best use for Laguna 
Grande and its adjacent lands on the east, s.outh 
and west borders of the lake. 

B. Recommendations: 

1. Improve water quality as reqonimended by the 208 
Case Study- Consultants. 

2. Focus the park and its activities on the water 
itself. • 

3. 

4. 

a. Pro:Pide for water oriented activities-: non­
power boating, "fishing and flyaa.sting. 

Acquire all parcels O:f land within the proposed 
park boundaries, 

' 

Minimize the impact of the park on the adjacent 
neighborhoods. 

a. Provide a minimum of traffic and parking in the 
Del Monte Grove residential neighborhood on the 
Monterey side of Laguna Grande. 

b. Provide sufficient parking off Canyon Del Rey 
Boulevard. • 

5. Enco,urage multi-use turfed areas for a trariety of 
activ-ities in lieu of sports activities that require 
defined playing fiE:lds. 

3 
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4 

I 
a. Provide both active and passive park fa.cilities .. 

b. Discoorage structured sports and gi!Une activities. 

6. Encourage sha:re.d parking in the existing government uses 
and proposed private developments in the surrounding area. 

7. Encourage pedestrian easements ahd setbacks on the 
properties adjacent to Laguna Grande ~ake. 

a. Encourage general clean~up and devel~p landscaping 
and turf on parcels owned by the .respective cities .. 
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III, BASE DATA AND ANALYSIS 

A. Natural Resources 

l. General 

2 • 

Originally an estuarian body of water, Laguna Grande 
is now a fresh water marsh and lake. Landfill oper­
ations., virtually on all side,s, have. decreased the size 
of the lake substantially over the years. Riparian 
vegetation is characteristic of the shoreline bordering 
the lake. 

.Laguna Grande 

a. Canyon ·Del Rey Watershed 

Laguna Grande is but a small part of the 16.8 square, 
mile Canyon Del Rey Watershed. The tributary water­
shed drains into Canyon Del Rey Creek, which flows 
into Laguna Grande, then int.o Roberts. Lake and fin ... 
ally into Monterey Bay. Rolling hills, sandy soil, 
grass and scatcersd trees are characteristic of the 

I 
watershed ar~a. The sandy soil greatly contributes 
to the sedimentation an~ silting at the Southern 
inlet to Laguna Grande. 

h. Water Qua~tity 

; l} ~he current lake elevation is eight feet above 
I sea level and occupies approxi:mat:ely 12 acres .. 
f ·nuring a 100 year sto.r.m:, the lake would rise 
I to l:2 fe-et above sea level and occupy 38 acres. 2 

2} Water flow data is available from the USGS Gaugin1 
Station in operation sine~ lt67 above stream of 
the inlet to Laguna Grande. The minumum recorded 
flow has been no flow at all~ The peak recorded 
flow is 66. cubic feet. per s.eco:nd., occuring during 
a rain storm. l:n a.ddition t.o water flow from the 
inlet, City of Seaside s:t.onn drain li:jes contribu 
to the water flow into Laguna Grande. 

c:. Water Quality 

Laguna Grande has been designated as signifi-cant1 
polluted by AM.BAG from. a survey conducted in 
December, l97fi .. 4 

fK~retsky King ~s;~iates, ~pnterey County Master Draina~e Plan 
9anyon D•el Rey Watershed, Draft Copy, Sect.ions I 'J:hrough V 1 

(March l5f77J p. 1-Z. 
2Bainbridge ~ Behrens and Moore, Inc .. , R_§'tcguetball <.::;lub Environ-
mental Data Statement (October l8, 1916} p. 11. 

3:r<o,retsky King Associates, op. cit. 
d . 
·:af¼inbridge,. Behrens and .M.oo~e,. Inc., Water Res.ourc:es, Ci tv 0£ . 
~onterex Qenexal Plan Technical Study (May 1971} p. 24. * 
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2)- The water will support som~ speci.es of warm water 
f is,h, 

6 

3) T·he 208 case Study contains further evidence of the 
polluted nature of Lagune. Grande. 

l~ Land Characteristics 

a .. Topography 

Landfill virutally surrounds naguna'Grande on all side~. 
Generally the land slopes gently from ·Oto 10% towards 
the lake, except on the ~outh end of Laguna Grande 
where the land.fill reaches height.s. of 25 to 35 feet .. 
with slopes up to 43%. A muck swamp, created from 
deposi-ts of sedimentation, has: formed at the southwest 
edge of the lake. 

b. Soil 

The composition of the soil in the filled areas varies 
:from sand . .to clay .ty}?e soils. Compaction and soils 
tests should be taken to determine the bearing suit­
ability of the fill for the intended uses. The norther} 
portion of the site ether than the fill is part of a 
pre-Fland..rian Dune Complex with ":Baywood association" 
soils.S This m~terial consists of somewhat excessive 
drained coarse t.e;ictured soils developed in·aoelian 
deposits. The soil deposits. are generally underlain 
by weathered bedrock of mod.erately compacted shale. 
The soil at the weste~ly edge of the lake, other tha 
the fill, is Rindge muck, a very poorly drained orgah.i.C 
soil ~ith. high expansion characteristics (this soil 
has severe building cons:t.raints),.6 

• 4.. P·lant/Animal Life 

a. . Vegetation 

TU.le growth is evident on the east and west shore­
lines of Laguna Grande. Grassland areas are pre­
valent on the flat landfilled areas of .both the 
east and west sides of the lake~ ~ha ~efiter portion of 
the eastern shore features a Eucalyptus grove. Coast 
oak tr~es climb the ste~p slopes at the south end of 
the lake. The muck swamp at the southwest side of the 
lake consists of dried up tule growth and cattailS. 
Impenetrable brush consisting of Red ~nd Golden Willows 
abound at the northwest end of the lake .. 

5·aainbr.idge, Behrfens and Moore, Inc .. , Raoouetball Club Environ­
• menta.1 Oat.a Statement {October 18, 19·'16.)· l?'• ll .. 

6'city. of Monterey Planning Departm-ent with Bainbridge, Behrens HS 
Moo.re, Coleman and Williams, Plan_nin Anal s·is. for the Del Morn:e 
Grove Nei.ghborhood Plan (January .977 Environmental Analysis, 
p .. 2'. 
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b. 

7 

Animal Life 

James Maxon's "A Study of Small Mammals in the 
vicinity of Laguna Grand·e a.~d Lake Roher ts, 11 May, 
1,76 indicates no rare or endangered species 
pres.ent.. The population of mice, shrews and voles 
is essentially non-existent at Laguna. Grande. 

c. B'ird Life 

A bimonthly waterbird count -was conducted from 
June 16, 1972 to June 22, 1973. The information 
is documented in an unpublished paper entitled 
11 Wa.ter Bird Counts,.Laguna Graride, Roberts Lake, st 

available f.rom the Monterey Office of the Fish and 
Game Department. The greatest number of birds ' 
counted were on October 28, 1972 and March 31, 1973 
with 247 counts ea.ch. The least nwn.be.r counted, 
47, was on May 20, 1973. Twenty-four species of 
aquatio birds were recorded in the study.• Land 
birds were not recorded, but it is noted in the 
repo-rt ttundoubtedly there were many species and 
quite a few in each species. •t The 34. 8 acres of 
habitat at Laguna Gran4e includes 5.2 acres of 
upland, tree, 5.6 acres of shrub, 4,0 ·acres of 
rip:ari.an habitat, 8. 2 acres of marsh and ll. 8 acres 
of open water. 

5-. C.out.al Visual .Resources 

a. Visual/Scenic Features 

Primary views looking into·the site and viewing 
Laguna Grande itself include the vista from the 
raised level of High-way l Freeway to the north. 
:rbe present broad visual corridor front Del Mo-nte 
:Boulevard at the north is only temporary since • 
commercial developments are proposed t.o be built. 
on the available vacant land. T'hese· develo,pm:ents. 
should be designed to maintain as much of the scenic 
corridor as possible. Other primary water views 
o'i the, site include those views from Canyon Del 
Rey ~o-ulevard to the east, and .more specifically, the 

I view slot from Seaside City Hall~ Pe•.rhaps -the most 
dramatic view of Laguna Grande is from the small 
meadow area on the west side of the lake, between 
l!hteu1ner and Sequoia A venues ~ 

6. Environmental Hazard Areas 

a. Mu.ck Swamp 

I The.muck swarup at the southwest corner of the site 
poses two planning c;onsideratio-n.sr 

1) Q-uicksand, which .could be a problem to park 
users unfamiliar to the are.a. 
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Z) The dead,· d~ied vegetaticn at the muck swamp 
including tule growtn, cattails and etc., 
presents a potential fire hazard. The area 
is virtually inaccessible to fire fighting 
vehicles. • 

b. Land Slides 

The steep, sloped landfill areas at the south end 
of the lake are not. well compa~ted and could result 
in landsliding and erosioh problems. 

c. Flooding 

I 
A 100 year storm would raise the water level from 
eight feet above sea level ·to 12 feet and would in­
crease the water area from 11 to over 38 acres.7 
Portions of the, proposed park wouid be inundated~ 

d.. Seismic Raza.rds 

1) Active fault zones nea.r the site include: 

' . 

a) San Andreas Fault. 3o.ne, 26 miles to the. east .. 
h) Monterey Bay f'ault zoner l :miles to the nort.h 
c} Palo Colorado - San G!lteg.orio Fault Zone, 

seven miles to the southwest~ 

2) Potentially active fa.u1t. z.ones near the site 
are a difference of o,pinion. The USGS issued; 
in 19'74, a "Preliminary Geological Map of the 
Monterey and Seas·ide 1. 5 Minute Quadrangle; 
Monterey, California, with Emphasis on Active 
Faults1.1· indicating an tiffabo:re- potential fault 
which roughly aligns with noberts Lake and 
Laguna Grande. A recently ptililiahed Geo­
technical Study completed for Monterey County 
and participating cities by· Burkland and 
Associates indicates a buried fault trace 
extending through Roberts Lake and La-guna Grande. 

1. Comfort ~ones 

Winds are prevailing from the northwest, avera~ing 1g 
knots, so exacting they can be described as north 53 
west. Winter storms are from the s:outh and southeast. 
Rainfall averages 14 inches. annually1- primarily from 
November to ApriL Temperatures range from recorded 
e~tremes of 22° minimum to 95c maximum~ with 55° the 
annual average. 9 .,. - ' .. 

Bainbridge" Behrens and Moore, lnc• .. jO' op cit.,. p.. 11. 
8rb±d. ·x p. 11-·12. • 
9Mnrray, Richard, Associates, Environmental. Imnact Statement for 
Launa Grande ities f Monter Seaside California 

9· -4 p.: 6 .-
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S.. Other co.nsidera tions 

a. Noise 

Traffic noise from Canyon Del Rey Boulevard 
generates 70 d BA at the east boundary of the 
site. Noise diminishes to 5.5 d BA lavels and 
less within the innermost portions of the site. 
The site lies along the 55 CNEL levels of 
approaching aircraft. All noise levels are within 
those standards prescribed for an urban park.10 

B. Man Made Environment Analysis 

l. Adjacent Land Uses 

Commercial ~nd proposed commercial developments border 
the north and northeast sides of the lake. East of the 
site, across Canyon Del Boulevard are open lawn areas 
between the street and the Seaside City aall and the 
bepartment of Motor Vehicles Bui,ldi:ng. Next to 
government facilities and extending south along 
Canyon Del Rey Boulevard are single family residences, 
and a small area of Canyon D·el Rey and Fremont 
Boulevards. Across Fremont. Bou.le•vard, to the south 
of the site1 in the City ~f. nel Rey Oaks, is addi­
tional commercial toning. At. ~he southwest corner 
and contiguous to the site is ano.ther small area of 
commercial-i:rxdustrial uses. TnEt western border of the 
site adjoins Del Monte Grove,~ aingle family resi­
dential neighborhood,. Within t.he site, just off 
canyon Del Rey Boulevard, i.s. a ·church property, St. 
Seraphim's Russian Orthodo.x Ch.uroh, that will remain 
in private ownership~ 

2. Demographic :Oa ta 

Population estimates are from- t.be n1977 Statistical 
Review, Monterey Peninsula C-h.amhe·.r of Coromerce. li The 
Monterey Peninsula has a· popnlat..ion of 142,000. The 
City of s~aside is the largest city on the Peninsula 
with a 35,000 population. The City of Monterey with 
27,000 population is the next largest city and the City 
of Oel Rey Oaks., southeast of the site has a population 
of 1,620. The Del Monte Grove nei9hborhood1 next to 
the west. boundary of the si.te,. and within the City of 
Monterey has a population of 2,747. The two City of 
Seaside neighborhoods across Canyon Del Rey Boulevard 
from the site have a total population of 2,091. 

10Ea.rth .Metrics, Incorporation, Noise EJ.e;ment of the G.eneral 
P',lan Ci tj: of Seas~de tDraft} {May 13~ 1971) p. D-3, E-6, n:.17. 
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lV. RECREATION ANP OPEN SPACE DEMAND A.NAL:</SIS 

A. City of Seaside 

10 

. .. 
L E:itisting . 

The City of Seaside, Recreation, Open Space and 
Conservation Element of the General Plan (December, 
1973) indicates 26~34 acres of existing parks and 
152.04 acres of recreational land available at 
public schools~ Open space, excluding lands at 
Fort Ord but within the City.of Seaside, is in 
general, the ~1isaio.n Memorial Cemetery, and 
the Meadowb~ook Swim and Tenn!s Club. The 2½ acres 
next to the Youth Center w.ill soon be replaced by 
a Community Center. 

2. Unmet Needs 

The two neighborhoods across Canyon Del Rey 
Boulevard, east of Laguna Grande, have but l/3 an acre 
total of neighborhood parks. The. park standards 
adopted by the City of Seaside requi~e that each 
neighbo4hood have 4 to 7 acres of parks. Approxi­
mately a to 14 additional acres of' neighborhood 
parks are required to meet present needs .. No 
standards have been es:tabiis.hed for open $pa.ca 
requirements, but with only two designated. open spacf 
areas, it. i.,g. evide.n:t there is a need for additional 
open space in Seaside .. 

Ba City of Monterey 

1~ Existing 
J 

The City of Monterey has 175.a acres of parks and 
62p3 acres of 9reenbelts. Existing public and private 
·schools account for. an additional 190. 8 acres of 
recreational ar·eas ... 

2. Unmet needs 
' 

The unmet n$eds focus on the needs of Del ~onte Grove 
neighborhood1 i:m.mediately west and adjacent to Laguna 
Grande. At present there are 6.5 acr~s of parks. City 
of Monterey standards require 14 acres of parks to 
meet present needs. A twenty-five year projection 
indicates 19 acre·s of parks would be requir~d. Both 
active and passive fa:c:ilities a.re requirea..11 An 
additional 7.S. acres of parks are required to meet 
present needs or 12.5 acres are required. to meet 
the twenty-five year projected needs. 

11cit:y of Monterey Planning Department with Bainbridge, Behrens 
and Moo.re, Coleman and Wflliams-, c,.p. cit .. , Public •Service 
Analxsis, p. 6-8. 
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Region 

An analysis of the recreation and park needs on the 
Monterey Peninsula indicates a lack of regional 
day-use park and recreation .areas and facilitie·s ~ 
The Monterey Peninsula Area Planning Commission 
as well as Monte.rey County l? lanning Commission, in 
±heir r~ports have pointed out the urgency of 
aoguiring additional lands·for regional parks, 
greenb~lts,, scenic or conservation areas for the 
Peninsula and specifically designed Laguna ~rande 
as a high priority regional park project. 
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V. THE PLAN 

A.. Objective·i; 

1.. 'rhe Main Obj.ectives of the l?la;p. a:r;e: 

a .. 'To preserv~ and enhance Laguna Grande through a 
water oriented park facility,-

b~ ~o m~et the park recreational •needs of 1) the 
ci tize·ns of Monterey and Seasid.e and 2) the 
citizens of the Monterey Peninsula, through 
a water oriented park fa~ility. 

B. Policies 

l. The recommendations of the 208 Case Study should be 
i:mplenented to improtre water quality a.nd to provide 
a biologically balanced system. R.ecommenda.tions are 
briefly described here: 

~ a. Dredge Laguna Grande t.o a 5 foot depth. 

b.. Provide a s.ilti:ng basin for colieeticm o:f sediment .. 

c. Provid.e aer.atio:n systems. 

d .. Retain the island and its tu+e growth .. 

e.. :Remove most of· t:he tule growth. 

f,. Relocate waterfowl habitats to Roberts Lake .. 

2.. The park :dlcnld be water oriented. 

a:. Provide for water activitiE;!S. 

1) Non-power boatini• 

2} ,:Fis,hing. 

3« Flycas·.tinig .. 

3·. Provide :for only the amounts and types of ·activities. 
and facilities the site can readily accommodate. 

4. Minimize the effect of the park on the adjacent 
.residential a.rea.s;- kee.pi:ng traffic, parking and noise 
to a minimum, 

S~ Provide adeq~ate parking facilities on the site. 

6, Encourage. private developments. as -well as the: City 
Hall, civic C'entex, and Department of Motor Vehicles 
to a:ccommodat.e overflow parking. 

. . 

I 
! 
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7~ Retain and enhance the scenic vistas into and internal 
t.o the site. 

8 .. Each city is to provide maintenance for their :res-oec--
tive sides of the lake. -

9. Provide for police surveillance PY emergency 
vehicles. 

10. Provide a '1native11 landscaped area around the 
perimeter of the lake. 

C. Park Design 

1. General 
The park would encompass approximately 40 acres, 22.5 
acres of land and 17.5 acres of water. Refer to the 
map at the end of the report. The proposed facility 
is situated along the city limits line dividing the 
Cities of Monterey and Seaside. ~he .easterly boundary 
o,f the site is Canyon Del Rey Boulevard. Fremont 
Bou·levard borders the site on the south. The westerly 
portion of the park abuts the residential areas of 
Del Mo~te Grove. Proposed and exisiting commercial 
de.velopment.s are adjacent. to the property to the 
north and northwest. 

2.- Park and Recreational Needs . 
An assess!M:!:nt of the recreational needs of the citizens 
of Seasid.e ,- Mo.nterey and the Monterey Pe,ninsula S""ilggest. 
following activities be provided i~ Laguna Grande Parkt 
a.) Wa:.ter oriented activities 

1) Non-po·wer boating 
2) Fishing 
3) Flyc-asting 

b) Picnicking and barbecuing 
c) J.ogg:ing,. ·biking, and walking 
d) Nature s:tudy /observation 
e) ~t recreat!on 
f) Re.creation for cihildr~n 
g) Organized group activities 
h) Sitting, viewing, reading and other passive 

activities 
i) Unorganized-sports activities 

3. P'ark i'acilities Listing 
The following is a iist of park facilities .res.ponding 
to the regional and neighborhood park and recreational 
needs identified for Laguna Grande Park. These 
facilities are illustrated on Map 1,, the Park Master 
Plan,. and discussed in detail in the· next section o.f 
this plan .. 

a} Water-oriented facilities 
1} :eoat Docks: 
2) Boat 'Rental and Snack Bar Co.ncession 
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"-\ b}. 
c) 

t d) 
e). 
f) 
g} 
h} 

i) 

ll Shore Fishing 
f} Flycasting Pier 
rienic TaQles and Barbecue Pits 
Jogging/Bike Trails, Paths and Bxidges 
Natural ?reserve Areas 
'lot. lots 
Children's Playfield with Playground 
Group Seating and Supervised Aetivity Area 

14 

Open T'Urf Areas for Sitting, Reading, and other 
Passive Activities 
Multi-use Play Areas £cir Unorganized Sports 
Activities 

4. Oesc:tiption of Proposed Activities• 

a) Water oriented facilities - a :main objective of 
the plan is to provide water oriented facilities 
including: 

1) 

2) 

J) 

4} 

Boat Docks ... A small sheltered cove containing 
two boat docks to s.erve appr~imately 24 
boats off of Canyon Del Ray Boule~ard. 
Boat Rental and Snack Bar Co-nces-£:dcn ... A con­
cessionaire• s office fnclu~ing a snack bar and 
a. rental desk adja:eerit to the boat docks. An 
outside storage area fox boats and equipment 
could he located immediately to the rear of the 
office. 
Shoreline ·t'ishing-Fishing could be allowed a~ 'lC 
shoreline and" on the fishing/flycasting pier. • 
The lake would be stocked with fisb. 
Fl~casting Pier- Flycasting would be a supervise 
Instructional activity on the f'i.shing/flycastin~ 
pier located o·ff Virgin Avenue • 

.b,) Picnic '.l:ables and Barbecue Pits 

l) ~~~~P Pi9nic and Barbecue Area~An area of 
appro.xima tely three acres would he located off 
of Canyon Del Rey Boulevard to accommodate 
group picnic and barbec~e activities. Approx­
imately 50 tables would be 1ooated to service 
up to 300 users in either one large group or 
several ,g.roups of smaller size. One large 
g~oup barbecue pit and several smaller pits 
would serve group pienio area: 

-1 "0pt.imum Recreation Carrying Capacity, 0 p,rep,ared for· the 
Bureau o-f outdoor Recreation {BOR} 1977 edition, and noutdoo.r 
Recreatic:m Sp-ace Standards" (ORSS} 1970 e-dition published by 
the .Department. of the Interior we.re used as guidelines to 
establish standards used in design of the park. For example, 
the number o,f ho-ats proposed is calculated based on a standarc.. 
of on~ boat per acre of water. Additional standards include 
six 1:rn:ers per gro-up picnic table-,~ four users, per non-gro,up 
picnic table,s, 7 5 .square feet of tot lot pe:r tot,, 150 square 
fe:et of p:la.yg.round per child and four persons per vehicle. 
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2'} Individual Picnic Tables-Approximately 22 picnic tables 
WLth small barbecue facilities would be scattered 
throughout the park. 

c. Jogging/Bi.ke Trails, Paths and »ridges. 

l} 

\ 

[og~ing/Bi~e Trails-A c~mbined jo~ging, walking and bike 
trail of a maximum of eight feet in ~idth would completely 
encircle the lake. The pathway would vary in width and 
material depending on physical conditions (natural 

•• preserve a,rea) and volume cf traffic. W'here appro­
priate, the pathways would be a mixture of concrete 
and decomposed granite of natural coloring. • 

~aths-Paths designed to provide access from the exterior 
c:1.Xcula. tion system to park facilities $hquld be provided 
throughout the park. ~hese paths in ganeral should be 
three to six feet in width of decomposed granite ox 
natural ~aterials. Stairs should be provided at the 
steep slopes off Fremont and Canyon. Del Rey Boulevards, 
or wherever necessary. Pedestrian easements on private 
property, specifically the private commercial properties 
along Del Monte and Canyon Del ·Rey Boulevards, should be 
.required as a condition of development. approval. The 
easement should be at lease 2'0 feet in width from the 
lake•~ high ~aterline hut in no crase should it be less' 
than an- adequate width to develop a path in compliance 
with the plan. • 

Bridges-Four bridges sho.uld be developed to. provide 
peiJ.esfiia.n and bike traffic only... The hr~d.ge c.ros.sing 
the channel at Del Monte Boulavar~ is. a component. of the 
jogging/bike trail. Th& bridge in the middle of the lake 
is. designed to provide mid-lake acce.ss from one side· to 
the other. Two bridges connect. the supervised acti'\rity 
area w.i th the group sea tin9 • and p.r·ovide a.l t.er:nate links.. for 
the jogging/bike trail,. Width of al.l bridges should 
be :t'estricted to eight feet with a railing of 42 inches 
in height. Bridges. shou.ld be fahl:i.eated from height­
st::rength, low-alloy at.me-spheric corros:ion-·resistent. 
material (ASTM A606,. Type 4 steel, S0,000 PSI Min. Yield}. 
The design and materials of the bridge should respect 
the natural setting a~d design theme cf the park. 

D~ ~atural Preserve Areas 

The axea between supervised activity area and pas~ive 
activities areas off English Avenue. e.rhoul.d be kept as a 
na.tural preserve with indigenous flora and fauna retained. 
Access through·· this preserve 'rmuld he pro.vided 'by t.he • 
jpgging/oike trail: however, the trai.1 should be designed 
to minimi~e. disturbance of the. natural preserve. The 

\ 
trail which could become a board'w'alk should also serve 
as a nature walk. 
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Two tot lots, one on each side of the lake, should be pro­
vided to serve children pre-school to six years cf age. 
Each tot lot, approximately 1500 square feet should 
accommodate. approximately 20 children. Appropriate play 
facilities should be developed. 

F. Children's Playfield ~ith P~~ygro\ll},d 

A children• s playfield for children of" , ... 12 years of age 
should be developed off Virgin;.Avenue adjacent to the mid­
lake bridge. The.playfield will include poth a turfed area 
for informal activities and a playground with appropriate 
play apparatus. The playground would serve approximately 
60 children from the Laguna Grande and Del Monte Grove 
neishborhoods. 

G. qrouE Seat;~g and Super~~sed ~etivity Are9 

A group seating area is proposed on the slope off Eremont 
Boulevard at Canyon Del Ref. soma 200 seats or bleachers 

·could be provided serving organized groups including 

·, 

outdoor classes. At the foot of the group seating and across 
the channel, a supervised activity area is proposed. This 
would consist of an open turfed are·a: for day eamping and 
qt.her supervised activities. 

B. Tur£ Area for Sitting, Viewing, Readingt and other Passive 
Ac.ti vi tles r • --

The passive activity area is lo•eated off English Avenue in­
cluding a portion of the English Ave-nue .right ... of-way. With 
sl.opes of up to 8 to 16% 1 the sit.~· is propos.ed as a open 
t·urfed area with tables for p,icnick.iJlg and other passive 
activities .. At the oorner of English Avenue and Sequoia 
in this area. is an excellent scenic outlook of the park 
and Roberts Lake. Other areas in the park oan also be 
'l.lsed fo.r pass.ive activities. 

l.'.. Mult.i .... Ose Plax,, Area! 
• 

Two multi-use play areas are proposed off Canyon Del Rey 
off Vi:rg-in Avanue .. Both sides would he turfed to accommodate 
informal play activities such as t.o,uch football, soccer, 
softball, frisbee and kite flying. 

s. ~ue:e-o;rt, ;Facilities 

a) Physical Changes 

.Numerous physical changes to the site are proposed. The muck 
swamp at the southwest edge of the lake should be d:r:edged 
due to its inherent dangers: of quicksand and fire hazard. 
Other changes include filling in at the peninsula near 
Virgin Avenue,. on the northwest* side of the lake. {The 
peninsula is not readily vis.ible due to the dense b.t"ush 
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and growth. i:n that are.a}. At the south {F.re:mont 
'Boulevard} end of the site, at the• top of the high fill 
area, it would be necessary to fill existing depressions 
for the proposed parking lot. The existing open drainage 
channel there would be replaced wLth a culvert. A small 
peninsula of landfill would be provided to form a cove 
for protection of the boat docking facilities just off 
Canyon Del ~ey Boulevard to the e~st. 

b) Access to the site 

1) Vehic·ular-the :major access to th.a site is Canyon Del Rey 
Boulevard which borders the site on the east. Expansion 
of Canyon Del Rey Boulevard along the park frontage 
wo-uld he required. The major activity ~rea.s and parking 
areas are located on the east side of the park. A 
driveway :providing. access to the church, beat concession 
and to be utilized for dredging equipment access, would 
also provide .for pick-up and discharge of auto· 
passengers. Access off Canyon Del .Rey Boulevard woui.d 
be provided to the individual parking lots including the 
'large parking facility to the south end of the prope~ty. 
Access to that parking lot would also he available from 
Kolb Avenue tot.ha east .. Montecito, Virgin, and English 
Avenues would provide access to the parking areas: 
on the west side of th.e pnrk. 

Signing should be used to clearly indicate the safest 
ace:ess to the park.. Signing should be developed on 
Highway 1~ Canyon Del Rey, Fremont and Del Monte 
Boulavard pr·oviding general directions to t.he· Park .. 
Major park ae.eess points and parking areas should: be 
elearly 1narked.. l!ro minimize traffic imp·act on nel. 
Monte Grove, ::...major traffic vol1..:LXnea should be directed 
t.o the. parking areas off Canyon Del Rey, Fremont., and 
Del Monte Bou.leva.rds. Signing in Del Monte Grove should 
channel par.'l.: traffic via English, Mo,nt.eaito, and .Kolb • 
Avenues.,. 

Emergency access for fire, police and rescue vehicles 
should be .prbvided throughout the park. Fonnal access 
should be deve-loped fro:m Canyon Del Rey on Francis 
Street to the jogging/bike trail along the bike. perimeter. 
Emergency vehicle access :from Del Monte Grov-e n~ighbor­
hoods should primarily be off Virgin, Bngli~h and 
Branner Avenues.. Informal emergency acc·ess may occur 
anywhere on the lake perimeter through the most direct 
and expeditious route necessary .. 

2} Bicycle Access-Bicycle access to Laguna Grande Park: 
should conne·ct. with regional and ·local hideways~ Re­
gional bicycle access should be off Canyon D'el Rey. 
Local bicycle access should include Montecito Avenue 
an.d De,l Monte Boulevard. These bikeways should connect 
with the· park/jogging/bike trail. 
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3} Pedestrian Access ... Access fo.r pedestrians is 
virtually unlimit~d. Stairs would ba provided at 
the steep $lopes at the southeast and south ends 
of the lake, giving access from Canyon Del ~ey 
Boulevard and from the large parking area at the 
south (Fxemcnt Boulevard) end 9f the park. Pedes­
trian easemsnts through the proposed private 
commercial properties at the north (Del Monte 
Boulevard) end of the lake should be required as 

I I 

a condition of approval for commercial development. 

4) Bus Service - Existing bus lines now run off Canyon 
Del Rey Boulevard, Del Monte Boulevard, Fremont 
Boulevard, and Hontecito Avenue. Adequate bus 
service should be provided for. La.guna Grande Park. 
Bus stops should be located on Canyon Pel Rey, Del 
Monte Boulevard and Montecito Aven~e at Virgin 
Avenue. Bus stops should be set into park 
property and out of traffic lanes w-henever possible. 

c:} Parking 

Parking would be 1.imi ted to the park perip.he.ry. Parking 
need analysis concludes that approximately 200 parking· 
spaces a:re :required for taguna Grande Park.* .Based on 
use: project.ions and access capahili t.y.t p·arking areas have 
bee~ proposad~ • 

Stree·t parking on Canyon Del Rey has l:ieen planned to 
serve approximately 50 vehielQs. Parking will be diagonal 
an~ separated from travel lanes by a landscaped median. 

Parking demands were calculated as follows:: 
.Parking 

~Aeti vi t1:~u~~ Unit No. Orf User~ Sf:S.Ce_! 
' 

1 ... GrolJ}p P .icnio 6 users/table 300 15 
Area so tables 

2. Individual Picnic 4 • users /tab-1 e 88 22 
'tables 22 tables 

3 .. T-11\l'O Tot Lot.s 75 s .. f./tot 40, 10 
3000 s.f. 

4 .. Childrenrs play- 150 s.f./child 60 15 
ground 9000 s.f. 

S,. Mul.ti-play Areas 8 acres 80 20 

6 .. Passive Area 2 acres 20 

7 .. Group Seating 200 seats 200: 50 

8 .. l:ioating 12 boat/12- acre .. , · 24 6 
of water 812 203 f,, ,.,......,...,.,. 11,..,..,,...,\ TOT'ALS Packet Page 48                
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o '.Parking adj.a.cent to the .Russian O..rthoikuc Ch.uroh. consists 
of approximately 12 spaces. These spaces are planned to 
se:rve both the Church and the park .. 

o Francis Street cul-de-s·ac should be used fox loading a:nd 
unloading. This parking should be designated ehort tem 
{not to exceed 15 minutes} parking. 

o The large parking lot planned off Fremont Boulevard is 
accessible from both Canyon Del Rey and Kolb Avenue. Over 
-100 spaces plus parking for buses should be· provided. 
Development of this parking area will .require filling of the 
existing open channel and constructicn of a suitable culvert. 
Oevelopment of this facility should be coordinated with the 
findings and recommend.ations of 1L1'1BAG 208 Water Quality 
Study for Laguna Grande take and Monterey County's Canyon 
Del Rey Drainage Study. 

o A small parking lot of less than six off-street spaces 
should be developed at Requoia and English A~enues to serve 
the passive activity and nature preserve areas .. 

o- Approximately 20 diagonal spaces should be de·\l'eloped off 
Virgin Avenue between Grant a~d Brann.er Avenues. 

o overflow parking is proposed for existing Se-aside City Hall 
a.nd Department of Motor Vehicles lots off Canyon Del Rey. 
~be undeveloped coin.mercial properties off of Del Monte 
Boulevard should be required to develop shared pa.rk~ng 
faciliti~s. • 

o Bi.cycle parking· s.hould be developed on -park property at 
C.anyo,n. Del Rey, Del Monte Boule;vard and M.o-ntecito Avenue 
access po,ints. Approximately three 10:-space,. theft-proof 
b:icyc:le .racks should he placed at thes,e major bikeway access 
points. Three lO-spac·e racks: should be located at .majox 
activity areas int.he park, such as the boat docks,. the 
gro-up _seating a.reas, and the children is: playground off 
Virgin Avenue~ 

d} Landscaping 

Low maintenance, native drought .res:istant planting materials 
would he used. Plants requiring fertilizers would be avoided 
since nutrients would eventually filter i:nt.o the lake .. 
Clus.ters of trees in strategic areas- would form wind breaks~ 
The eucalyptus grove on the east shore should gradually be 
replaced with different. tree species such as M<;mterey Cypress 
because the eucalyptus are aging and a :more su.1.table tree 
species is p.re.f erred. All park: tree planting should be 
cons-istent with a list of species located on table 1. 
Willow- treest tule-s:, and other riparian vegetation may be las.t 
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to park development in the uppe.r end of the lake, the 
Passive Activities Area, the Multi-us-e Play Area of 
Virgin Av~nue and elsewhere· along the lake perimeter,. 
This ,.tegetation will be partially :replaced by new 
vegetation introduced at Roberts take. Vegetation 
in the Natural P.reserve area should be preserved and 
enhanced. 

e) Storm Drainage 

Storm drainage should be approached from·two perspectives, 
the area in-and adjacent to the park and ~econd, the area 
outside the park but draining towards it. 

The' area in and adjacent to the park, including the street/ 
parking system and properties on Del Monte Boulevard, . 
should be drained to- the lake. However, water quality 
improvement techniques should p-e applied. Por street and 
parking areas, vacuum sweeping, catch basins, grease and 
silt traps should he used. On the turfed and landscaped 
areas, fertilizers and pesticides should he minimized.· 
For the bike/jogging trail and ether paved areas, pervious 
or semipervious materials, B-9• gxasserete, should be 
prescribed. The. immediate perimeter of the lake should be 
designed to serve as a filter for drainage adjacent to 

I
. and within the p-ark.. Bank.s should be designed to withstand 

runoff and veget:.atiq,.n should be: prese:rv~d or installed aho,ve 
· the water line. • 

Areas outside the park, including the Laguna Granda a.nd 
nel Monte Grov-e neighborhoods s-ho,t:eHi be drained away from 
the park. Management practices p~escribed by the 208 Water 
Qualtty Prog~am sh?uld be ~lemented .. 

D .. Use of the Plan 

A majo-r purpose of the Laguna Grande Mast.er Plan is for use on 
'!11 daily basis to guide decisio.ns on the development of the park .. 
'!h.e, p-rece.eding text. has listed the needs,. proposed uses and pre­
scribed the facilities fo.r the park.. Th-is section. of the plan 
int.ends to assign. responsibilities- for plan implementation .. 
Included are plan-adoption and intergovernmental coordination, 
phasing and cost estimatea, pal:'k operation and maintenance. 

1) Plan adoption and intergovernmental coo~4il2at,ion 

Once adopted, the Laguna Grande Park Master Plan should be 
used and coordinated with the preparation of the Local 
Coastal Plan under the Calif-or:nia Co-astal Act.. This plan was 
prepared in cooperation with the·' Central Coast Regional 
Coastal commission, and should be consistent with the. 
pol'icies and intent. of the C-alifo-rnia Coa.stal Act.. Adoption 
and implementation of the Laguna. Grande Park Master l?lan 

: 
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should preceed adoption of the Laguna Grande Local 
Coastal Flan. This Plan should. also be used, along 
with other applicable plans, to evaluate development 
proposals in the Canyon Del Rey Watershed . 

The Laguna Grande P·ark '/'1aster Plan should be carried 
out with regard to the general recommendations of the 
Association .. of Monterey Bay Area Governments {AMBAG) 

21 

208 Water Quality Plan and the Monterey County Drainage 
P.lan for Canyon .D•el Rey Watershed. Plans, policies, 
and prograni.s fo.r Laguna Grande and Del: Monte Grove 
neighborhoods should be coordinated with the park 
Plan. Laguna Grande Regional Park will contain neigh­
borhood park facilities for tpese two areas. Laguna 
Grande and Del ~onte Grove neighborhoods contain low 
and moderate income people with needs the park has 
been designed to me.et. 

2} Phasing:_ 

Implementation of the Laguna Grande Master Plan will 
:!;all into three g:i:o.up-s ... land acquisition, development 
and water quality improvements. 

The phasing below is a general sequence for park 
development. Any project in any phase may be imple­
mented out cf phase if funding becomes available for 
that activity or circum.s.t:ances war.rant it. 

The following priori tiEHt were used to phased develop­
ment: 

* develop projeet$ with high public park and 
recreation potential 

* 4evelop low public cost facilities 
* phase high C:OS,t projects over time 

a) Land Acqui~i~i?q 

As illustrated by Map 2 {Land Acquisition Map) c;>.f 
this•plan, 15 parcels now in private ownership 
should be acquired as a high implementation 
priority. Land a:cquisition will cost approximately 
$70(),000. 

b} Dev~lo-p.ment 

PHASE I - Parking,.. tot lot, group picnic and toilets 
off o-f Canyon Del Rey and parking. Tot lot, ~lay­
field and childr.ents playground off of Virgin Avenue 
as shown on Map 3: {Oeve.lopment Phasing Map} . Phas,e I 
would co-st approximately $-51.6,752. • 
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PHASE II - P'arkingi .multi-use play area 1 boat docks 
and concessions office-off of Canyon Del Rey Soulevard; 
the multi-use play area, passive activities play area, 
natural preserve. area, fishing/flycasting dock off 
Virgin Avenue; the bike/jogging trail around the lake 
perimeter and the mid-lake bridge as illustrated on 
Map 3. Phase II would cost apprro:imately $932,671. 

PHASE III - Parking lot,' group seating and supervised 
activity area (including the two brid~es off of 
rremont Boulevard and the bridge crossing the channel 
off Del Monte Boulevard} . Phase III would cost approx­
imately $461,605~ 

o) Wate;1: Quality J;mproveme:nts 

Dredging., siltation .basin, Bentonite sealing and other 
water quality re·lated impro.vements to Laguna Grande 
Lake and Canyon D0el .R.ey Watershed. These .improvements. 
would co.st approximately $600,620. 

Combined land aoqui~ition, development and water quality 
improvement costs for Laguna G~ande Regi.onal Park would 
he $3,.2ll,64Jl:.. 

3.. Cost Estimat'es 

The following are project-by-project cost estimates imple­
menting the above phasing.. Costs ar·e estimated in 1917 dollars. 
using uni.t oost.s from n1.ee Saylox-,. Inc., Curre:f!t Construction 
Costs 19-77,., •i Costs on dredging and water quality i:mp.ro~e­
ments were obtained from the Associat~on of Monterey Bay 
Area Gove:rnmentl!t (AM!iAGl 208: Water Q·uality Program:. Agency 
ilnplementaition respo·:nsi.l:t-ili.ties. and po.tential funding sotu:ces*· 
are identified. Development and acquisit~on ~esponsihility 
are based as: fo1llows::· 

Generally, each City should acquire land within its 
j.uris.dict.irux, and s.e,ek 1Raximum. fina.nci.al assistance from 
the Regional Park Pistr.ict. 

Generally, each City should he responsible fo:r land 
development. witltln its "area of responsihilityH. 

Generally I e:x:pans-ion of Canyon Del Rey Bot.Heva:rd, i .. e.. land 
• development of a jo-i.nt benefit, .mid-lake bridge, and the par 

ing off of Fremon·t. should he the equal responsibility of 
the Cities o·f Sea.s..ide and Monterey with possible financial 
participation from the Regi?~al l?a.tk District. .. 

Generallyt water quality. improvements should be the 
respons-ibility of all jurisdictions in the Canyon Del 
Rey Watershed~ 
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* Potential funding sources for both acquisition and development 
include: 

-Land and Water Conservation Fund 
-1976 Park Bond Act 
-Urban Open Space and Recreation Grant~Blook 
-Urban Open Space and Recreation Grant-Needs Basis 
-community D·evelopment Block Grant 
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a} LAND ACQ.UISI~ION {See Map 2 for Location of l?arcels- ·to be Acquired) , 

PARCEL OWNEll. ESTIMATED COS'? RES?ONSIBLE AGENC: 

.11-371~06 Granite Rock City of Seaside/ 
ll-371-08 Wright and Re.gional Park 
ll-381-02,03 Williams District 
11-382-l Read " 
ll-382-2 Reynolds II 

11-383-2 P:rales ff 

'TOTAL $450,000 

lA ... 053-..,01 Y,nen City of Monterey/ 
lA-0-64-1 tac-hes and Regional Park 
lA-063-05 Z.aches District 
lA--063-4 Ake.do fl 

lA-063-4 B:vans !I' 

lA-141-8 Gree-n 
" lA-141-14 tebst.ach 

lA-141-:tS Esp,inosa ff 

TO'?AL $250,000 
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h) tntVELOPMENT 

PHASE I DEVELOPMENT 
!See Map 3 for general location of projects} 

TOTAL 
PROJECT QUANTITY 

UNIT 
COST COST RESPONSIBILITY 

*Parking, tot lot, 
• group picnic & toilet 

off Canyon Del Rey 

l .. prading 

2. Tree Pruning 

3.. Tree- Removal 

4.- General Cleanup 

5,. Site: Utilities 
a. sewers 
b. water 
c. gas 
d. elec,tric 

6. Tot lot 

8. To-ile.t 

. 9:.. St.reete tA. C .. 
P~ving) 

10. '.Parking 
a.. A.C. P·av~ng 
h .. curbs 
c. -sto~ drainage 

11. Signing 

12. Off-site- !mprovQ­
ments 
a. sidewalks 
b. curbs & gutters 
c.. trees 

13. conti.ngeneiea {5%} 

14. Arch/Eng. '.Fees (8%} 

3000 CY 

LS 

6 ea. 

600LF 
600 LF 
300 LP' 
400!.F 

l 

2 

1 

l5000SF 

40000SF 
2200 LF 
LJ 

L3 

20000SF 
4000SF 

24 ea 

CANYON DEL REY DEVELOPMENT 
(SEA.SIDE RESPONSIBILITY} 

3 

300 

12 
3 

10 
10 

20,000 

2000 

30,000 

1 .. 50 

1.50 
6 

2 
6 

70 

9:000 

2500 

1800 

3-00-0, 

7200 
480·0 
3000 
4000 

20,000 

4000 

30,000 

6Q,000 
ll,lOO 
12;000 

s.ooo 

40.000, 
24.000 
1,.86-0 

1.3,J.84 

21,,414 

SUBTOTAL 

Seaside 

11 

It 

It 

It 

h 

II 

II 

n 

fl 

tl 

1% 

lt 

" 
fl 

302,478 
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TOTAL PRO,JE'CT QUANTITY 
UNI'r 
COST - COST RESPONSIBIL.!TY -Parking., tot 

lot, playfieldt 
playground & toilet 
off Virgin Avenue 

l. Grading 

2. Landscaping & 
Irrigation 

3. Site Utilities 

4. Tot lot 

5. Toilet 

6. Playfield 

7 .. Playground 

a. Parking 

1000 C't 

l 

8:7120 

1 

a. 'A.C.Paving l.4,000SF' 
b. Curb 700 
c. Stom Drain- -LS 

age 

9 .. Signing 

10. Picnic Tables 5 

11. Contingencies. (St) 

12. Arch/Eng Feea {a) 

3000 

33;soo 

16,000 

20~~00 20,000 

30,00() 30,000 

.20 17,424 

35,000 35-,000 

l. 50 
6 

300 

21,000 
4,200: 
3,,000 

500 

VIRGIN AWNl'JE. DEVBLO~MENT SUBTOTAL 
(MONTEREY RESPONSIBILITY) 

PW\SE I COST TOTAL 

Monterey 

1l 

tt 

u 

1f; 

Ill' 

$516,752 
t .,,,... ~lllo 

26 
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P.RASE II'DEVELOP.MENT 
{See Map 3 for general location of project.s) 

?RO·JECT 

Park~ng, multi~ 
use· play area, off 
Canyon Del Re-y 

QUANTITY 

l. Tree planting 100 ea. 

2. Landscaping 10,000SF 

3. Irrigation 620,-00.0SF 

4. Irrigation pump 

5. Fill Concession. SfHlO CY 
Building Area. 

6. Parking 
a. A .. C .. Paving 
b. Curbs 
c. Storm Drains 

14, O't~OSF 
900:LF 
-LS 

7. Paths/Walks: 320,, OOOSF 

9. .Bike racks 

10. :Senches 

11. Contingenc:ies €.5%) 

3 

12 

' 12~ Arch/Engx· .. Fees- (~%-} 

UNIT 
COST 

70 

.20 

.25 

2000 

14 

l.SO 
6 

• 80 

300 

300 

200 

TOTAL 
COST RESPONS::tBILIT'Y -

7000 

-2000 

155,000 

4,000' 

19,·ooo 

25,000 

9 ~ oocr 

2,400 

15,38.5 

24,.616 

Seaside 

" 

It 

Seaside 

ll 

u 

n 

1, 

CANYON DEL RE1 SUBt-rO-TAL 

Boat docks and eo,n­
cession office off 
canyon Del Rey 

( SEAS ID:E! RES PONS lBl:LI ~!) 

27 

1. Eoat docks 1700' SF 50 85w000 

70,000 

Concessionaire -

2. Concession 

.3. Con t.inge . .ncie-s 

4. A:rc.h/E.ngr .. ~ee 

lea. 

(5%} 

(8t} 

'7.9,000 

1,.'150 

12,400 

Concessionaire~ 

CANYON DEL REY SUBTOTAL- $175,150 
(CONCES $-IONA.I.RE RESPONS !BI.LI TY} 
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UNIT 
PROJECT QtJAN'Yl 'I'Y COST 

,.i:iiijlpi!. ,~ • ' -
Multi~Use Play Area 

Off Vir<J.i.n Ave~ 

1 .. Tree removal 5 ea 300 

2. Tree plant.ing 40 ea 70 

3 .. • Landscaping 30,000SF *20 

4. Irrigatiq-n 90,000SF .25 

s. Parking 
a. a.c. Paving 3500SF 1.50 
b. curbs 200LF 6' 
c. Storm Drains -LS 
d . .Benches lOea. 200 

6. Paths/Walks 16,000SF ..so 
1 .. Boardwalk 3200SF lO 

8. Signing ... LS ... 

'9 .. Pi.c.nio benches 4 ea 3-00 

10 ... Bike racks. 3 ea lOO 

11 .. Fi.sh.i.ng pier 800 SF so 
12· .. :B-oOln:s/Barriers 2 ea 300 

13 .. Contingenci.es 
CSt} 

14 .. Ar.crh/Engr Fees 
{8%:} 

VIRGIN AWNUE DEVELOPMENT SUBTOTAL 
(MON'l:E'RE.Y RESi>ONSlBILll'Y} 

Bike/jogging trail around l~ke and 
midlake bridge 

l .. Bike/jogging ·trail4000LF a 

·2. Mid-lake bridge 2000SF 50 

3 .. cany-on~Pe-1 Rey Blvd. 
Expa..nsion 

4. Cont.ihgenoias (5%} 

5 .. A.rch/Engr~ Fees {S%) 

TOTAL 
COST 

l, SOO· 

2,?00 

,6,000 

22,500" 

5,250 
l,2'00 
.f I 0,()(), 

2,000 

12,800 

9,6,000 

. 3, 0.00 

l.2,000 

900 

40,. 000 

600 

10!,54.2 

16,,~68 

32,000 

100,000 

22,400,* 

10,5,60 

JOINT·USE DEVELOPMENT StTl':rTOT'.AL 

RESPONS!l::s!LITY 

Monterey 

It 

" 
It 

" 
It 

tJ: 

" 
II 

ti 

It 

" 
ii 

It 

11 

II 

" 

JPA 
r• II 

(J?A RESPONSIEILITY) $171t560 

28 

PHASE II COST TOTA!. • $9 3"2 ,"671 
*The $22

1
40:0- figure repre:2ents ~%, of ~he cost of widening tlie south portion 
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l'Wl.SE III DWELOPMENT' 
(See 11ap for general location of. projects) 

TOTAL 
.PROJECT QUANTITY 

UNIT 
COST - ~ RESPONSIBILITY 

*Group seating 
area and super­
vised activity 
area (including 
the 2 bridges) 
off Fremont 
Boulevard 

l. Tree removal 6 ea 

2. ir:ree planting 50 ea 

.J. I:rrigation 50,000SF 

4. Stairs 2 ea 

5. Seating 200 ea 

9. Bridge (2) 1, OOOSF 

10. Contingen.aies. 

l.l... Arc:h/:Engr .. 
Fees (St.). 

300 

7€l 

• 25, 

s, 000 

40; 

300 

2'00 

50 

FREMON~ BLVD. DE'VELOPMENT Sl!,l:BTOTAL. 
(SV.SIDE RESPONSIBILITY) 

*Drainage structure and 
parking lot off Fremont 
:eo-ulevard and bridge 
crossing channel off 
Del Mo:nt.e Boulevard 

1 .. Drainage 
structure off 
Fremont Blvd. 

2. Parking 
a. A.C. paving 60,000SP 
h.. curbs 2, 0-00LF 
c. stb-rm drains -LS 
d, Irrigation 10,000SF 

1,8:00 

3,5{W 

12,50.0 

10,,.000 

8,000 

;},~WO 

2,000 

ito,o,.oo 

50,000 

6,840 

10.944 

101,200 

,~ .. ooo 
12', 000 
10,000 

2:,.500 

Seaside 

" 

It 

h 

JPA 

ff 

tt 
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PROJECT QUANTITY 

l. Bridge Crossing 1,0.00SF 
channel off 
Del Monte 
Boulevard 

4. Contingencies (5%) 

5. Arch/Engr. fees (8%) 

TOTAL 
COS'!' :RESPONS!l:}IL!Ti 

50,000 

13,585 

21,736 

FREMONT ANO DEL MONTE BOULEVARD DEVELOPMENT 
SUBTOTAL $307,021 

(~JP A 1µ1Sl?-ONS'IBILITY) 

PHASE III COST TO':ML· $461,605 

30 
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C ¥ WATER QUALITY 

WATER QUALITY l:MPROVF.MENTS 

(See Map 3 for gene.ra.l location of. projects) 

PROJECT QUANTITY COST./.MA.TERlALS COST 
~· 

:RESPONSIBLE AGENCY 

1. Dredging 150,000 

2. Aeration 'W'i'l......,.....,_...,.LS 

System 

3. .Sentonite l, 000,000SF 
system 

4. Barrier/Fill 800CY 

s. Plant 
Relocations ------LS 

6. Silt Basin (at 
Del Rey Oaks 
Driving Range)** 

7. Contingencies 
(10%} 

8. Engineer/Pee%) 

320,000 

..... ...... 3,000 

~012 12,000 

20 167000 

--- 8,000 

150,000 

50,900 

All 

Jurisdictions 

in 

Canyon :Oel 

.Rey 

• Water.shed 

WAftR QUAL.l'TY IMPROVEMENTS SUBTOTAL $600,,620 
(ALL Jl!IRlSD-ICTIONS IN CANYON DEL 
:REY WA':inmSHED RESJ?ONSil3:ILI.TY) 

COST TOTAL· $600,620_ 

*A possible funding source for these improvements would be a)l BPA 
Clean Lakes Grant. 

**An alternative location fo-r silt basin may be upper end of Laguna 
Grande Lake at an estimated oost of $260,000. 
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PAID( COST.SUMMARY 
' 

.PHASE SiE~SIDE .MON'l'ER:BY - --

LAND ACQOISITION 450,000 250,000 
DEVELOPMENT 

.I 302,478: 214,.274. II 347,701 238,260 !II J.JL~ i sa4 0 
DEVBLOPM:eNT S.04,. '163. 452,534 sr.mro:rAL 

WATER QUALITY ·o o· IMPROVEMENT 

GRANO. TOTAL l 254,16.l 702,534 

**OTEER-All Juris.dictions i~ Canyon Del 
Rey Watershed 

32 

JPA OTHER TOTAJ -0 0 600, (;( 

o· 0 516', 7 ! 
149,160 175,lSO* 910, 2: 
307, 02,! . 

0 46,lt. 6,< 
456,181 175,150 l,888,6! 

0 ~00, 620** 600, 6; 

-
456,181 775,.770 ~ ,l 8:9, 2, 

\ 
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4l Operations:.,and Maintenance 

Operations and maintenance of the Park land and its 
facilities would be the responsibility of the two cities. 
Joint use areas would be maintained as determined by 
the Joint Powers Agency (JPA}. The JPA would also 
coordinate general park maintenance and op,erat:ion between 
the two cities. Water quality maintenance would be the 
responsibility of all jurisdictions in the Canyon Del 
Rey Wate.rshed. The concessionaire shall be. responsible 
for the operation and maintenance of the h~at docks, office, 
snack bar and all boating equipment . 

.. 
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SECTION TWO; ... BIR ADDENDUM 

I. INTRODUCTION 

A. Purpose and Scope of the EIR Addendum 
In accordance -with Section 15061 (b) California State Guide­
lines for EIR's as amended, and the L&guna Grande Regional 
Park Joint Powers Agency Guidelines) the Laguna Grande Reg~ 
iona.l Park Joint Powers Agency has required an Environn:iental 
Imp-act Report:. The Environmental Impact Report process is 
intended to enable the Laguna Grande Regional Park Joint 
Powers·Agency to determine whether this project may have a 
significant effect on the enviroIUD:ent~ examine and institute 
methods of reducing adverse impacts.i and consider alternatives 
to the project as ,proposed. 

The Addendum is for "Environmental Impact Statement for 
Laguna Grande, Cities of Mom:erey and Seaside~ California, 
prepa:red for the City of Seaside. California. 11 prepared by 
Richard Murray and Associates, certified on February 13. 1974 
by the C.ity of Seaside Planning Commission. An' additional 
£IR was prepared for .a proposed project on the. Gra.nite. Rock 
property in Seaside. The Cit.y of Seaside proposes to acqui:re 
this. property for the park. This EIR fl>Racquetb.all Cl.ub 
Environment.al Data Statememe' dated October 18, 1976, was 
prepared J)y Bainbridge) Behr~ns:, Moore, ;nc. 

I. Format 
The· int.roductory section (Section I} se:rv·es to define the 
~rpose and scope of this Environmental Daca Statement and as 
a g:t1ide fo·r utilizing the various sections of this Environmental 
Data State.merit. 

Se«;·tion II t the project description~ describes the proposed 
ac:tion. Locationt timing~ an.d technic.al characteristics a.re 
described as presented by t.he de.velop-er. 
Sec~ion III, the environmental impact evaluation~ analyses in 
de.tail the ·potential impact of the pro:posed action on thirteen 
areas cf environmental concern. For each area of concerni 
the eva.luat:ion includes: 

llesc.ription of Existing Conditions 

Projected Project Imp-acts 
Suggested Mitigations 
Onavo·idabte Impacts 

The :remainder of the report co,vers the. addit:io.nal informational 
req-uiremen.ts specified by CEQA. 
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Il. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Laguna Grande Regional Park Joint Powers Agency has proposed 
to develop the Laguna Grande Regional Park on Laguna Grande Lake 
and on a portion of the su:r"rounding. lands. The 12 acre la:ka 
and 12 adjacent acres of land are ow.ed hy the Monterey Pen­
insula Regional Park District. Land parcels to be incorporated 
into the park are owned, or will be acquired by the Cities of 
Monterey and Se.aside. The proposed park would encompass 40 acres. 
the lake would contain l 7. S acres. of water surface and the r.e ... 
maining 22.5 acres are land. A complete description of the pro­
ject is included in the accompanying Master Pl~~ map and.text. 

III. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT EVALUATION 

This section analyses in detail the.potential impacts of the 
project on 11 areas of environmental c·oncem. As required by 
CEQA, the. evaluation includes a, description of t:he e:cisting con­
ditions, a projection of impa.ets. a list of sugge·sted mit:iga.tion\3. 
and a detail of unavoidable and irt"eversible effect. Impact eval­
uation will include an analysis· of both short term construction 
effects and changes fostered by c.om.pletion of the project. 
A. Geology/Soils 

• l . Existing Environmental Conditions 
a. Reference is made to uE'nv-ironmental Impact Statement 

for Laguna Grande ► "P pp . 4.-5 • 8-9 . 
b. Additional informa.t.ion includes: 

A recently publis:he:d Geotechnical Study completed for 
Monterey County and part.icipating citie~ by !.urkland 
and Associates and USG'S.. Publications. indicate that 
there is a difference of opinion regarding the exist­
ence of a s,u,sp,ecte:d inac:.thre fault trace µ-nde:r Laguna 
Grande and Roberts Lakek 

In the latter part of 1914-,. the USGS is·sued a "Pre-­
liminary Geologic Map ~f the Monterey and Seaside 7.5 
Minute Quadrangles¥ Mo:nt·erey County, California wit.h 
Emphasis on. Active· Fault.st\ by C'larkl Dibblee 1 Greene 
and Bo-wen. This pa:rt:ic:uiar Map does not indicac.e a 
fault line under Laguna Grande~ however it does display 
an off ... shore "sea-floor traca o,f angular discordance: 
(unconform.it:y or thrus:t: fat1.!tV1

• whi.ch appears to be 
aligned approximately with Roberts Lake and Laguna 
Grande, However,. the Burkland and Associates map 
represents a compilation of previously published 
regional geologic maps and does indicate that a buried 
fault trace. ext.ends thrdug.h Roberts Lake and Laguna 
Grande. 
In reviewing. this differing of opinions I the Howard 
F. Donley and Associates Report conc.ludes: 
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11 In view of the differing conclusions reached from the. 
presently available regional data there does not appear 
to be sufficient e-vid.ence to reach definite. conclusions 
regarding the location of the· suspected fault or po­
tential seismic hazard~ if any. to the proposed con-
s truction"t (refere.nce is. made to the drainage channel 
between Roberts Lake and Laguna Grande). 
Because of the conflicting evidence (maps published by 
the USGS indicate a convergence of several faults in 
this area) the worst possible condition, a buried fault 
trace beneath ehe site, should be considered. Com­
pliance to earthquake standards for construction is 
mandatory, 

2, Impacts 
Development of the site will induce potenti'al geologic im­
pacts and generate potential risks, ~ue to the uncertain 
geologic evidence regarding faults in the area* it is. 
assumed that the potential for movement or shock from this 
source is present. The danger is compounded due to the 
nature of the surrounding, area of saturaced sandstones and 
lake mud. Even when. comp,ac.ted these areas are subj e.ct tc 
exaggerated .s.haking effects during earthquakes. St"tuc·tural 
stability will be a,problem and adequate engineering standardr 
should be adhered to. 

! The site lies within a potential. flood zone. During 100 
: year storms, Laguna Grande- will rise to 12 · feet above sea. 

level. The current lake elevation is approximately 8 feet 

I 
above sea level and. occupies 12 acres. At flood stage 
this: would impair use of the proposed park and could do 
damage to laadscap·:f:ng, and structures t-.rithin the 12 "foot 
elevation. • 

Addition of the project will slightly alter runoff from 
the area immediately surrounding the lake. In addit'ion,. •• 
runoff: from pa.rking, area will carry with it some eoncen ... 
tra.t:ions of lead; asbestC}S and tar. This will influence 
biotic. .activity in th.e l~k.e to· a minor degree. Re.charge: 
locl!llv will' be affe·e:t·ed by t:he addition of the i rvious 
surfaces increasing the r2noff tbac will be channe ized 
into storm drain systems. 

1 :sainbridge, Behrens and Mocn:e. Inc., Racquet:ball Club Envirc~11Emfil 
Oa:ta Statement (October, 1976) p.11-12. 

2rbid. 1 p..12-lJ 
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3. Mitigations 
a. Insure that earthquake building codes are adh~red 

to in structural design of facilities. 
b. Utilize the flood. plain zoning ordinance adopted by 

the City of Seaside to regulate struc·t'!ll"e design. 
c. The building departments should examine the need 

for geologic studies ~s. required. 
4. Unavoidable Adverse Impacts 

a. Placement of structures in a risk .zone. 
b. Interference: with local drainage patterns. 
c. Increase in impervious surfaces. 

B .. Climate and Air Quality 
Reference is made to ►'Environmental Impact Statement for Laguns 
Grand,l'. p. 6 .7 .. 

C. Noise and Vibration 
Reference is: made to r.tE.nvironmental Impact Statement for Laguna 
Grande", p. 20. 

D. ~ydrology and Wate.r Quality 
Reference is made to ••Environmental Impact Statement for Laguna· 
Granden, p.13. 
1. Existing Enviromuental Conditions 

Laguna G:ramfe is- but a small part of the 16.8 a.quare: mile 
·Canyon del R.ey wa.te:rs:hed. The tributary wat.ershed drains 
int:o Canyon del Re·y Creekr which flows- into Laguna Grande­
then into. Robe-rts Lake and event.ually into Monterey 'B-.a::y. 
Rolli.ng hills I' sandy soil. grass and scat.te:red a·ees are. 
charact:erist:i.c of t:he: watershed area. The sandy a.oil 
greatly cont.ributes to the sedime.~tation and si.lting. at the 
southern inlet to Laguna Grande.3 
The current lake elevaticni is 8 feet above sea level and 
occupies app-roximately 12 acra·s. During a 100 year StO't11l:, 
the lake would. rise i:o 12 feet above s-ea level and occupy 38 
acre-s.4 

Koretsky King Assotiates Monterev C t' M D • £any'on del Rey Watershed: D. ,. • oun Y aster rain.age- P.la:n. 
p. I- 2 . ra:tt C.opy Secti01'1;S I through V (March 1~77) 

4:s.' b 'd a:i..n ri ge, Behrens and Mo:ore.v. Inc., op.cit., p.11" 
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2. 

q.J. 

Waterflow data is available from the USGS Gauging 
station in operation in Canyon del Rey Creek above st:rea 
fr.om Laguna Grande. The minimum recorded flow was durin 

. the p~riod of August 1~15, 1967. with no flow reco~dad. 

l The peak recorded flow was during a 1974 storm, 66 
cubic feet per second, Additional wacerflow is from 
the City of Seaside storm drain discharge into the lake. 

\ 

La.gun~ Grande has been designated as s.ignificant ly pol­
luted by AMBAG from a survey conducced in December 1976, 
Laguna Grande and Roberts Lake are in poor health, i.e. 
e·utro-phic. This is manifested by the evident worsen­
ing of their water quality. Eutrophication is the ' 
result of manrs impact from urbanization on the sur­
rounding ecosystem. Both lakes are subj:ect to high 
input.s. of nutrients and sediment, cha:ra_cteristi.c of 
urban runoff. which have been ide9tified as the basic 
causes of' e-utrophic. dege:neration. 

I 'The present water quality of the lake restricts its 
l use. lts condition must be improved if the ·plC'e.sent 

and ant::L.cipated futur~ uses of the water as o-utlined 
by the State Water Resource.~ Concrol Board (S.k"RCB) 
are to b& realized. These uses include ground water 
re.charge.;!" water contact recreation. n.on-c.ontac:t water 
recreat:lcn,. -ano."wildlife habitat,. 
The pres;ent lake water is viable. for both. mic.rosc.opic 
and )Large forms of flora: and fauna. Some. species of 
dive:rsi~y· is- e1ehibited. Both Laguna Grande: .a.t1d Roberts 
Lake a,r-e !P..1ttounded by a fringe of t:ule: growth (Sc.irpus) 
This: emergent plant provides habit.at: for la.rval .stage:s. 

l 
of aquatic fai;tna and nesting pl~ces fc:r bir~s:: It also 
acts as a sed1.mant trap. and this helps facil~tat~ 
the tran.sit:ion from an aquatic to a terre.st..rial 
environment~8 . 

Im.pacts 
a. water quality improvements ... The ree.on:men.dat.ions of 

thel'*ProJ?1osed Te.ehni.cal .Alternatives f'crr Lagun& Grande 
and Roberts Laka" would improve the water quality. 
Dredging of the lake bottom, removal o-f the muck 
swampi and related earth work during constru.ction would 
temporarily increase the sediment lo.ad in. the water. 
Tb.e lake: restoration will ev~ncually re.verse the trend 
of e,utro•phicati9n a!}.d a more biologically balanced 
·water body will result. 

5F;,"oretsky King Asso.c.iate:$, op. cit. 
6Bainbridge:, Behre.n;s and Moore 1- tnc. ~ Water Re.so-urces. City of 
~0nterez Ge~e:r~ P~an 'technical Study (May 19o/7; p. 24. 

7Koretsky King, Associ.at:e.s .. The Planning Collaborative. Inc .. 
Earthrnetric.s. tnc. ,, Pro o.sed Technical AlternatiV'es for La&tma 
Grande and Roberts Lake August 77 p, I- . 
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Waterflow data is available from the.USG$ Gauging 
station in operation in Canyon del Rey Creek .above. strea 
from• Laguna Grande. The minimum recorded flow was durin 
the p·eriod of August 1 ... 15, 1961. with no flow recot"ded. 
The peak recorded flow was during a 1974 storm, 66 
cubic feet per second. Additional waterflcw is from 
the City of Seaside storm drain discharge into the lake. 
Laguna Grande has been designated aa significantly pol­
luted by AMBAG from a survey conducted in December 1976. 
Laguna Grande and Roberts Lake are in poor health, i.e. 
eutrophic. This is manifested by the ~vident worsen­
ing of their water quality. Eutrophication is the ' 
result of man's imnact from urbanization on the sur­
rounding ecosyste~: Both lakes are subject to high 
inputs of nutrients and sediment, chara~teristic of 
urban runoff. which have been ide~tified as the basic 
causes of eutrophic degeneration. 
The present: water quality of the lake restricts its 
use. Its condition must be improved if the pt'esent 
and anticipated future uses of the water as outlined 
by the State Wat.er Resources Control B-oard (Sw"RC'B) 
are to be realized, These uses include ground ~ate~ 
recharge, water contact rec~eation, non•eontact water 
recreation, -and· wildlife habit:at: .. 
The present lake wate~ is viable for hoth microscopic 
and large forms of flora and fauna. Some spacies of 
diversity is exhibited. Eoth La~na Grande and Roberts 
La:k~ are surrounded by a fringe of tule gtow;h (Scirpus) 
This emergent plant provides habitat for la~val stages 
of aquatic fauna and nesting pla.ce.s for birds. It also 
acts as a. sediment t-rap, and th.is- helps. facilitate 
the transition from an aqua.tic to a terrestrial 
envi.r.onment:.. 8 

2. Impacts 

a. liat.er quality improvements - the rec·ommend.ations of 
th.e.h''Propose.d Technical Alternatives for Laguna Grande 
and Roberts ·Laka" would impro'1e. the water quality. 
Dredging of the lake bottom. removal of the muck 
swamp and related earth work during construction would 
t:emporarily increase the sediment:· load in the water. 
Th.e lake restoration will eventually reverse the trend 
~f ~utrophication a~d a more biologically balanced 
·water body will result. 

51).o-retsky. King Associate:.s, op. cit:, 

6Bainbridge, Behrens and Moorer lnc, t Wac er. Resources_. City of 
.Mont.erei General Pl.an Technical Stud:y (May 19115 p.~4. 

7Kot'etsky King Ass.ociates, The Planning Collaborative, lne:., 
Earth.metrics, lnc. ~ Pro osed Technical Alte·rnat:tv-es for Lao-una 
Grande and Roberts Lake August 1 i7 p. I-1. 
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b. Street surface contaminants reaching Laguna G:c.ande 
via pavement. runoff would incr~ase as a result of 
increased traffic within the Laguna Grande drainage 
basin and from use o'f the proposed parking lo-cs. 
These particulate materials from vehicles include 
materials of combustio·n, pe.troleu:m products and rub­
ber. The increase in impervious surfaces in the form 
of parking lots and paved walkways would marginally 
increase the amount of runoff r~aching the lake. 

3. Mitigations 

a. The Canyon del Rey Creek W,atersh.ed·Zone of the 
Monterey County Flood Control and Water Conservation 
District should be formed to pay for the water oualitv 
facilities and maintenance on the site and above • 
stream, The Cities of Monterey>- Del Rey Oaks and 
Se~side, the Monterey Peninsula Regional Park District

1 

a.no the County of Monterey should form the watershed 
zone. 

b.. Provide leaching fields for parking lot storm drains 
to filter out contaminants ca:rried by runoff water 
eventually seeping into the lake. 

c. Retain some native flora association near the waters 
edge, _ 

d. Use native and drought resistant plants requiring a 
minimum of irrigation and fert~lization. Use water 
from the lake for irrigation. 

4. Ir-reversible Adverse. Impacts 
The increase in runoff into Laguna Grande as a result of 
the parking lots and walkways represents a irreversible adver 
impact. 

~ Vegetation and.Wildlife 
l. E.xi.sting Environmental Conditions: 

Re·ferenc:e is made. to 0 Environmental Impact Statement for 
Laguna Grande". p.15. 
The California Tula (Scirpus Californicus) grows at the edge 
of the lake: This plant harbors vector species which can be 
a nuisance or cause health problems. It also contributes 
n.:.f.trogen to the .water adding to the pollution problems. The 
tule provides a nesting ground for many species of water fowl 
Documented information from the California'Fish an.d Game 
Department indicates Roberts Lake t.o be a more favorable 
habitat for aqua.tic birds. containing .approximately cwice t' 
number than Laguna Grande, 
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2. Impacts 
a. • Removal of Vegetation ... Kore:t:sky King Associates. the 

208 Case Study water quality.consultants, recommend 
removal of the majority of the nitrogen producing 
tule growth and improving the quality of that portion 
to remain. Laguna Grande and Roberts Lake have a 
total of approximately 8.29 acres of tule growth. 
6.71 acres are in Laguna Grande, including the acre­
age of the muck swamp. Approximately 6.21 acres of 
tule growth would be removed· fro~ Laguna Grande. 
Removai of this vegetation would result in gradual 
changes in plant and animal diversity locally. 

b. Changes in Microclimate ~ Decreased· total plant 
cover may be expected to change humidity levels 
locally and wind pacterns across the site. 

3, Mitigation 

a. • The Monterey Of fic.e of the. California Oe.partment ·of 
Fish and·Game is amenable to the removal of tule 
growth from Laguna Grande providing additional water ... 
fowl habitat is provided in Roberts Lake. Of the 6.21 
acres of emergent vegetation·removed from Laguna 
Grande, 2.80 acres would be replaced by providing 
loafing islands, and additional tule growth. A 
net loss of 4.8-8 acres of tu.le growth would result. 
Howevert the result would be a much higher "qua.lityt·1 

of waterfowl habitat. This• is .acceptable to the Fish 
and Ga.me Department. 
Preserve and add to the ripartan association around 
the la..ke. 

4. Unavoidable Adverse Impacts 
To the extent that ve-g:etation alteration effects briaeding 
and migration o.f fa.um.\. '!'his is a.n adverse impact. 

P. Energy 
l. Existing Environmental Conditions 

Energy usage in the area is confined to street lighting. 

2, Imp.acts 

The boat concession and snack har would require electrical 
and perhaps gas energy for its operation, The consumption 
of energy would be minor~ much l.ass than that of a. single 
family home. 

J. Mitigation 

Adequate insulation especially in. the roof a.re.a, would 
cons erva energy. lJse of pas si,ve s,olar energy, e g. . prop-er 
orientation of the building~ location of window overhangs 
would reduee fuel consumption. • 

4, Unavoidable Adverse !mp-acts 
To the· extent that these impacts are not: mitigated this 
en.ergy use is unavoidable. 
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G .. Aesthetics 

Reference is made to 0 Enviro-mnan:tal Impact Statement for 
Laguna Granden, Scenic Views;· Visual Landscape and Comm.unity 
Identity. p. 23. 
l, Existing Environmental Conditions 

44 

The site includes Laguna Grande Lake and as well the l~nd 
areas bordering the lake on the east, south and west· sides, 
The property is currently visable from all sides. Water 
views are from the Highway 1 Freeway Del Monte Boulevard 1 

Canyon del Rey Boulevard (including the-Seaside City Hall) 
and from the residential. areas bordering the property on 
the west. 

2.. Impacts 
Development of the park and its landscaping will replace 
a somewhat misused and n.eglected natural setting. The 
minor structures and parking lots will intrude slightly 
into that environment, The south parking lot and its . 
accompanying landscaping will improve the unsightly landM 
fill deposits in that are.a. Scenic vistas will be ·retained 
and enhanced. 

3. Mitigation 
a. Landscaping should. be of native species and should 

not restrict present scenic vistas. 
b. Place all utilities underground. 

c. Design structures to minimize their impact: on the 
natural setting. 

d. Provide. cu:rbs,, g;u:tters and sidewalks on Canyon de.l Rey 
Boulevard. and along. Virgin Avenue on the west side 
of the lake. 

4. I:rreve.J;sible Adverse !mp:ac..ts 
None. 

lL Archeology and History 

Refer-ence is made t:o HE.nvircmmental Impact Statement for 
Laguna Grande11

, p.24. 

I. Land Use 

Reference is made to "Environmental rmpact Statement: for 
Laguna. Grande", pattettJS of Urbanization. p. 6 t and Existing 
Urbanized Patternst p.21. 

J, Economics and Public Service.s 

l. The project lies in the political boundaries of th!:! 
Cities of Monterey and Seaside. Portions of tha prop­
erty are in private owt1ershi? and are to be acquired by 
the respective. cities for park use. Both cities will 
provide services. co the fac:ilit:y. Additional public/ 
utilities services include:: 
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Service 
Gas and Electric 
Water 

Agenc_z 
PG&E 
Cal American 

Sol.id Waste 
Telephor~e 
Air 

Monterey Peninsula Disposal Ser 
Pacific Telephone 
Airport District 

Park 
Education 
Education 

Monterey Peninsula Regional Pai 
Monterey Peninsula College 
Monterey Peninsula Unified 

County 
Regional 

School District 
Monterey County 
Coastal Commission 

Mosquito Ab.at:ement North Salinas· Valley Mosquito 
AQatement District 

2, Impacts 

Improvements to the site would necessitate 
service expenditures hy local government. 
by function can be sur.nmarized ~s follows: 

additional 
Service impacts 

a. Fire and Police. Prote.ct:i'on 
The park pr~perty is divided by the city limits line 
common to- both the Cities of Mon.terey and Seaside. Ea.ch 
city will ptovid.e. service to its O'wn side on a coor·­
dinated basis. 

b. Schools 

c. 

d. 

The project: should p-lace no demands on the Monterey 
Peninsula School. Dist::rict since no population increases: 
result from the project. 

Sewage Treatment and Disposal 
The project would generate up to 4000 gallon~ of i;;ewage. 
effluent per day*. The Seaside Water Pollution Control 
Plant was des,igned to ac.comodate a flow of 3. 0 million 
gallons per peak day whi~h has been.exceede~ recently. 
Plans have been made eo increase this capac1cy through 
t:~e !,iev~lo·pment of a :regional processing p-lant:. 

Water Supply 

Potable Water can be supplied to the project by Cal­
American Wate·r Company because the site is part of the 
u:i:-ban renewal develo-pme:nt area. The proposed pr-oj ect 
would result in a minor increase in water consumption 
in the a~.r.-ea. t.Jat.e-r from the lake will be used fo-r 
irrigation. 

~ased on: 400 users at 10 gallons per user 
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e. Solid Waste 
Tot.al solid waste generated by the project should 
ap~ro~imate twenty cubic yards a week or seven cubic 
yard loads. The -implementation of this project is 
not: expected to decrease the lifetime of the existing 
sanitary facility. 

Additional land parcels to be acquir.ed would remove 
revenue producing properties from the tax rolls .. 

3. Mitigations 
The project will improve property values of the adjacent 
properties, offsetting revenues lost from the acquired lands 
being removed from tax rolls. Irrigation utilizing water 
from Laguna Grande would be an .q,id i.n '"•1ater conser,ration. 
Low flush tO·ilets would a.ls6 ·save in water consumption. 

4. Irreversible Adverse Impacts 
Increased services demand on local governments. 

K. Traffic 
1, Existing Environmental Conditions 

2, 

The site fronts o,n Canyon del Rey Boulevard (State Highway 
218). Major traffic arteries on the north and ·south are 
Del Monte and Fre.mc-nt Boulevards respectively, Canyon del 
Rey :Boulevard ~s a major tr.a.ffic artery connecting Del 
Monte and Fremont Boulevards. Traffic counts .available 
f:rom the City of Seaside Public Works Departmant. da.ted 
1973t indicate- 6,600 A.D.T. on Sat:urday and 51 190 A,D·.T. 
on Sunday. The av:erage A.D.T. was 7,004. 
No traffic c-0cunt..s are available for the residential 
stree.ts, that sene the neighborhood on the Cit.y of Montexey 
side. of Laguna Grande. Mont:erey Peninsula Tran.sit serves 
the site on Canyo:n del Rey, Del Monte and Fremont Boulevards. 

Traffic an.d pa.rk.ing demands can be .expected as a. result of 
project. implementation. Maximum potential traffic volumes 
ar·e predicted as:su.'l'!ling mot,,-t traffic would use the parking 
facilities off Canyon del Rey Boulevard: 
Carrying Capacity ·of Park: 812 users 
Turnover 812 users 

le14 T 4 users/auto= 406 trip end~ 

This total represents an increase in traffic on Canyo~ del 
Rey Boulevard of 81.;. 

3.. Mitigations 

a., Develop directional signing to indicate major entrances 
and parking. facilities for the park. 

b. Discourage. t.:::aff ic and parking in the neighborhood 
area o.n the Cii:y of Honcerey side. • 

c. Encou:rag~ use of bus service 1 bicycles and walking as 
alternate modes 0£ transportation co the site. 

4. Un.avoidable Adverse Impacts 
Increased autoaobile traffic on Canyon del Rey Boulevard 
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IV. GROW!'H INDUCING IMPACTS 

v,. 

The project will increase the need for construct1on labor in the 
area. With an area wide unemployment rat~ approaching 1%~ the 
local lab-or pool .should easily fill this need. 

The addition of th.e park meets the neighborhoods ··needs for more 
parks, and is a growth inducement to improve existing and vacant 
properties. Another .aspect of growth inducement is the increase 
in property values on adjacent properties. The expected ap­
preciation will give low intensity u.sers a.n impetus to increase 
the intensity of their use. 

SHORT-TERM USES AND LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY 
Development of the site in th~ proposed park use would retain and 
increase the availability of present open space for use by future 
generations. The proposed use would improve the water quality of 
Laguna Grande. Long.-te.rm effects would include reduction of air 
quality, traffic safety/ loss of' tax revenues on lands to be 
acquired. plus increases in service demands. These long-term 
impacts are offs.et by the social and economic advantages. of the 
project:. 

VI. IR.REVERSIBLE IMPACTS-
the project would ~equire the essentially permanent commitment ·of 
the site. building material, human resources. and anergy resources 
necessary for its construction and maintenance. Gasoline and 
other energy· ·resources. would be expended in· both construction and 
maintenance. Fuel used by automobiles and energy used for operation 
and maintenance o,f the development. represent resources that would 
be irretrievably committ~d, given project approval. .In addition • 
the project would requi}:e increases in publi·c services. 

VI!, ALTEMAT!.VES 
Considerat:io-n of the alternat-ives includes an analysis. of the 
following opt.ions,!· 

A. No Proje·e:t 
the no, project alternative would deny the propos-ed use. The 
propose·d u,s-~. c:.orre,sponds with the designatiqns suggested b-y 
the appropr.1.ate area plans. Denial of use :tor a park would 
force portions. of the land to be developed in its pre.sent 
zoning. ::lc·creationo.l needs of the cotmnunit:y would not he 
met. Eutrophication of Laguna Grande would continue. Un­
sightly landfill areas would remain a hazard and nuisance. 
The muck swamp with its quicksand charactaristic- would con­
tinue t:o- he a haz.ard. 

The b:mnedia.te imp.ac.t of not: permitting constructio.n would be 
avoidance of earth grading;, construccin noise. visual inter~ 
ruptia,nt public .service incre.a.s e·s and traffic congestion, 
Impact on wildlife would also be avoided. 
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B. Alternative'Use 
An alternative use scheme could include reverting back to the 
1*un :t.oning on· the City of Seaside land al.lowing for retail 
co~ercial, convention center or recreation uses as suggested 
in t:ha uurb.an Renewal Plan. 11 The intensive comm~rcial/res­
idential alternatives would pose greater environmental harm 
in terms of visual disruption, air and water pollution ~nd 
traffic. 
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VIII.. PERSONS RESPONSIBLE, PERSONS CONSULTED & BIBLI.OGRA.PHY 
A. Parties Responsible 

B. 

J.P. Manachek, A.'l:.A. 1 Staff 

J.P. Manachek 
.Pamela Weigle 

Persons Consulted 
City of Monterey 

Le.o McIntyre. Public Works Director 
Harold Benadom1 Police Chia£ 

Ci.ty of Seaside 

'=ecl ':!":.oer.7. ~-;b'.!.!.c .,:.::~:~t.s "Sri::-ect:0r· 
Be.n Cooper. Police '.:'~~<:=f 

County of Monterey, Pa::ks Department 

Earl Smith, Director . 
Jim Blocker, Assistant Director 

C. Bibliogra.p~r_ _____ ,,. . ··-·- ·-·~--...... 
l. :Sainbridge·1 Behrens, and Moore. Inc.,, Racquetball Club 

E:nvironn1ental Data Statement,. Oc.~ober UL I9i'(;. 

2. Bainbridge ► Behrens. and Moore" lnc·." W~~~rRea~urse,s ~ 
~ity of Monterey General F~~n Technical t49z, Mar 1977. 

3. City of Monterey Planning Department with Rainbridge, 
.Behrens and Moore, Coleman and Will:t.arns. Planning An_alr~es 
for the Del Monte Grove Neit:thbo:t:ho:od Plan, January r9? . 
Jt 11 'I'll! 

4~ Ci.ty of Se.aside, Nei hborhood Develo ment Pro ram t 
Grande Area, Urban .enewa P' .anl' Amen e. Ju y 

5~ Department of the Interior, Bm:.eau of Outdoor Rec::-eatiort, 
Outdoor Re,c,reat~on _Space Standards~ 1970. 

1. 

.8. 

Koretsky King Associates,. Monter~ Cqu:n-.t.y Mastel" Drainage 
Plan, Can on de.l Rev Water.shed aft Co-ov • Sect.ions 1 ~ 
:rh;:.oug· V:.. ?-larch l 9 .. 
Koretsky King Associates~ The Planning Collaborative, Inc. 1 

Earthmetrics, Inc,. Proposed Technical Alternatives for 
Laguna Grande and.Roberts Lake~ August: I91i, 

Ill 

Murray, Richard, Associates. Environmental !moact State­
ment: for La 1,ma Grande, Cities oi: ~font ere and Seaside. 
Cati ornia ?reoared tor the Citv o. Seaside. Cai ornia 
Certified Fe6ruary i3~ 1974-, • a, 

Urban Re.search Development Corpo,ration t fo.r Bureau of 
Outdoor Recreation, U.S. Departm.e.nc of the Interiort 
Guidelines for Understanding and Determinin Opti..11um 
Recreation Car~ying CaEa~itX~ 
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IX. EIR COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

:E.AGUNA G:tz.AND& MAS'n:R PL.~ 

In accordance with Section 15146 of the State EIR Guidelines·, 
this document constitutes the Fin-al Environmental Impact 
Report for the proposed Laguna Grande Regional Park Master Plan. 
The Final EIR consists of the following: 

l. The Draft E!R (attached) 

2. A 1ist of persons, organizations and public agencies 
commenting on the Draft E-IR: 

Elliott, Bruce 
California Department of 
Fish and Game 
Written Communication 

Lobay, }:.nthony 
City of Pacific Grove 
Written Communication 

Moser, Earl 
Sierra Club 
Written Communication 

Pape, B..lL Jr. 
U.S. Corps of Engineers 
written communication 

Jones, Ken 
California Regional Water 
Q,uali ty Control Board 
Central Coast Region 
Written Communio.atio·n 

M ounday ~ Lynne 
county of Monterey 
Written Communication 

Kravchina, Gregory 
St .. Seraphim Greek Orthodox 
Church of Monterey, Inc. 
Written Communication 

Caty, Doug 
Assocation of Monterey Ray 
Area Governments 
Written Communication 

August 27, 1977 

September 2, 1977 

September 121 1977 

September 28, 1977 

September 12, 1977 

September 14, 1977 

September 14, 1977 

September 15, 1977 

49 
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Laguna Grande Master Plan 
Final E!R, May ·23, 1g;g 
page two 

3. Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR 
(attached) 

4. The response of the Joint Powers Agency io significant 
points raised in the review and administration process: 

ELLIOTT COMMEN'i'S. No significant comments • 

LO:BAY COMMENTS; Page 1, paraqraphs 3 and 4 "'l"raffio., 1' In 
response to Mr. Lob-ay~s co:m..1Lent, Mitigation III, k.3.d. is 
added to inst.all a crosswalk on Canyon Del Rey Boulevard at 
Hilby Avenue. conne-eting the Department of .Motor Vehicles 
with the Park .. 

MOSER COMMENTS: Page 1, 1":t'emo'i.ral of reeds" see Mitigation I!Iw 
E.3. a. & b.. Page 2 •~1:ntrcduction of water hyacinths .. 1t 

The Flan no longer·proposes to use water hy~cinths. 

PAPE COMMENTS': Page l" No.. 1 n:rinancing. 11 See Section V .. D. 3, 
4 and 5 which addresses cost estimate, ·financing opportunities 
and maintenance :responsibilJ.ty. Page l, No .. 2 11 Flooding 1e 

See Section III. A-l.b. which proposes to use City of Seaside 
Flood Plain Orinance ~o regulate structure design. 

JONES CO~Jlm'NTS: Page. 1, paragraph ,1, '',Dredging Dispo.sal't 
Add Miti.gati.on III .. D~-3- .. :E;:. Dredged spoil shall be disposed at 
a solid waste site locatio,n to be approved by the Regional 
Wat.e~ Quality Control 13oard .. 

MOONDAY COMt•1ENTS t Page 1.,.. paragrapti 2. In response to Mr. 
M.ounday•s comments on Roberts Laket Laguna Grande Regional 
Park does not inalm:'te Roberts Lake., There is, however, a 
strong relationship bet.wee•n the two lakes.. This. relationship. 
is studied in detail in the county of Monterey's Canyon Del 
Rey Creek Master Drainage S'tudy and AMBAG, 208 Water Quality 
Management: Plan for. :taguna Grande and· Roberts Lakes .. 

,KRAVCHINA COMMENTSt No significant comments. 

CATY COMMENTS: Comments 1 through 12 address the ~lan a:nd 
not the environmental impact Qf the Plan. 

PAGE 2t No. 13: Not a significant comment .. 

l?AGE 2r No. 14: see S,ecticn r:n. D.3.b. which mitigates: 
impacts from parking lot. pollutants. 
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Laguna Grande Master PL:trll 
Final EIR, May 23.,. 1978: 
page three 

PA?~ 2i: NO ... l_!: Not a significant comment~ 

PAGE 2, No. 17: "Hadite Pilte.rs. 11 The Plan has been changed 
to remove Haaite Filters. 

PAGE 3, NO. 19 and 20: No significant comments .. 

PAGE 3, NO. 21: ''Curbs, gutter and sidewalk drainage." 
Drainage alternatives are prescribed in Section v.c.5 .. 

51 
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SlA'!'l: 0~ C:AUl'Ol!NIA-RESC.C~CE.S A<1ffNCY 

' 
D en M1fSH AND GAME 

~tti:re;iy, ·eaH . .f trrna !1394.0 
"408) 373--0901 

Mr. Dan~U.111'1 
~:rat,slcy Il.o.g A.s~iat~ 
661 S .. '8&:r:bow:' ~ay 
~ •. c.al..ifoffl.1.a 9-4804 

SEASIC·! PLANNING 
COMMISSJON 

!ff" Cd' eonver~He.tlDn nth j!'ott and Messrs. aual .u.d ~chek he"N in ~urey 
~ ~t. 15. th~ foUwing c:.o'IJ.8titutea the. llftpartment of Fish and c~•s 
~n.dations far 'ildtiga:tia,n and, ~ge.ment of wildlife. habitat pres;:a:rftd 
n4/ar d~lcP41d a.t. the l.aloo Rohe.rtl!J ... Laguna Gl'ancle. P'a.dt. in So.aid~ t 

l.. 'rhe bordar of ~~ ·!!:.nee- and sh~111 (,::ipa-rian ~eg~tati~ s~rtoun~a 
the L.tg.una Cra.nda porti~ of thii! p-lannin:g area t;t~~"?.}d be r.etai~ed,.. Un­
lha it. u. ahso-httdy n~eElusary for rnason1:t of· iH.fet:, ~ ntlne of the. large 
tree11J wr.:h u eott:w'iitOoll» sycamore.• tt!ld riativi:f cord.fer spe£:.i4a- should he 
~ or re-.no,mdi this also :uteludes staruiing dud b!tiH (sna,g,fl) whicll 
f~~ ~ecta1 val.~gs ~~ potential n~st-sites for certain bird spa~iea. 
We do ~ 5.!Ve.lt:tml .subs..titutiou of the euealypt.U$ t.xee-a t.r.ith native. 
:f~. but sw:b raplaeaxant should he pbtl"d iu bj, in.ttem-ats s0t that. 
~~ ~it• @nthue t~ be: available in qwuatity,. Wa %'°.@C~e 
~ desinb:Uiey t>f tlta plan d@tsi.pa to rel!WV~ mueh. ftf ths dl!'tcadeni tule 
~ ~~ ~ Cranda, but t.~ =dtigate too:- the losa of vtatlru:.i.-d. 
, ~.:tt:u, du ~ h~va dev~lop-l'!'lmilt of th€:$ Lagu"M. Graude pottiffl!l. of thi!ill. 
~ " -m~t. the e3,tablis-~nt of an. enha.m:eid was~ b'hitat in 

• dia ~ ··cm~d l)f Lakia Robe~ts.~ • Per cm: diac~ad.~n., thu ahc-uld 
• . .t.111d@ tha1t -m:1cm>rage.!ii'.ntt. fl>f em,n:-gent aquatic vegetat:im::t in the ~'itbjef!t: 
~l:h·wfoding t!Aa. in.t:r.odtletiw· of appropl'."iate wildU.fa Ctllff:zt =ti food 
~·(ne~ellt~ t:o follow undeir ~eparate cover) Gd effot'ts to 
~• thir $UC:~atul es.tablisl:tment and l'll8llagement.. Ala«.r" tba eataibl:lsh ... 
~ of at ~t twn Wiltt.erbird I loaf ins :f..sl.ands t j udk et least 12 feet: 
s~ mw e.lavaud ab~o the normal we.tel:' aurfaee,. to btl lo~tec ~t: 1dat 
100. fwet. offs.ho:ra:. fr€lm thia ao-utharn. ~ho:i:-eline of Lake :Rcbe.rts., A floating 
las.~ $Mul.d b!t. a~oor~d a.b as to extend on an ea.st-west az:b:nuth ael"oss 
t.a.a ~~ttJJ., sepS:ra.tbg the aouthem one-third of the ta~ as. a. w.tld.1.ife 
~ .fn= -the ~l remote-4!:onttolled boat-:t:ac.:.tng ~our~ Cla the. n~the:rn 
~ ~ t:.ha ~. . . . . • . ·:·t . 

•• ■■ I , ~ 
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CITY COfJ'NCtl 
FLOR USC. WtU.tAMS 

GARY W. BA.LES 
CITV "4AliAG(II 

WIUIAM 8, Pli'T 
01llfC:TOR OF FlilAt.tl t.A,HOI! 

JAMES R. ~UG•HF:S, P.D.S,. 
Tk0MAS A, IJ.kAI.ES 
Glt..!lf PIT O PIUS.TON. JI'+. 

CITY CUR• 11.110 rRf UUIH~ 

TH£0POAt G. MOl!RIS 
~ITYAHO~H!Y 

'HUHS G. F1$-HER 
, [:>El:. Y N A. & t.O.A N. 

• 1,n.ARTY LARKtN C 1 TY O F I,.,.\<: I' F J C G HOVE 
PACII" IC (;;ROVE. CALIFORNIA 93950 

TELEPHONE; I 40SI :S?l;,,9861 

Mr. Gary Tate 
lag.una Gra.nde JPA 
S.taff Secretary 
c/o Se:asfde City Hall 
440 Harcourt Avenue 
Seaside, CA 93955 

September 2. 1977 

Stthject: Laguna Grande Regiona1 Park Master ~lan 
and Draft EIR Addendum 

Dea.r· Gary: 

SEASIDE PL.ANNING 
COMMISSION 

lfhaink you for pri,viding the opportunity to review- the Laguna Grande 
Re~rional Park Master Plan and Draft EIR. W:e. look. forward to the 
stticcessful implementation of this truly e:icit.iri,g p,roject whi c.h wi 11 
contr-ibu-te greatly to meeting the- recreational needs of not on1y the 
residents. of Sea.s.ide' and Monterey bt.tt o,f the e.tri:tiire Monterey Peninsula. 

The comments contained in this letter- are those: tf.f cu~ department and 
d!o oot necessarfly represent the- views of the City Cor.m,;il. I would 
Uke to say tha.t the Master P·lan and accomp;a-llyf.ng IE.IR represent a 
reali effort to provide a concise, eomp1"~e:lf~s.ive,. and readable document 
which both tbe public and decisfo-n makers can ire:a,dily understand and 
use .. 

The: 01oly comments we have· pertain to the trilliffic p:crtion of the EIR 
(page 27). Perhaps the issues of crossing Can,yoo de1 Rey alvd. have 
been addressed by the Laguna Grande staff a,nd ware: not considered 
significant enough to appear in the EIR. However, it would appear 
tha:t t:he development.of entrance facilities aloWJg Canyon de1 Rey for 
the· park may generate a need for imp.roved crosswalks. and possibly 
eve.n a signal 1 i ght in the vicinity of Ctty Han or the DMV office. 

The £IR notes that the average ADT is approximate T:y 10·00- whi1e with 
redti,ced counts on the weekend tota n ing app,roximate 1y 6600 ADT. It 
is not clear from the EIR whethel-" a sinrih.r- pattel""n m1l pel"sist v· 
after the p,ar-k is opened. although the EIR notes. that tr-a-ffic on 
Camron de 1: Rey wi- 11 in ere ase b-y 8%. 
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Mr: G.ary Tate 
Sep:tember 2, 1977 
p;a9,e two 

Our concern about traff'f c arises from th(: concern about the k1 ds who 
will be coming to the park both after scho~l and·on weekends. Un- ~ 
doubtedly, they wi11 have to cross Canyon del Rey. Not only are the 
traffic volumes importanti but also the c~itical speed for Canyon • 
de1 Rey, which according to the latest Seaside radar.surveys varied 
between 35 .. 3s mph, and the lack of improved crosswalk faciHties 
between Fremont Avenue and City Ha.11. 

At the minimum it would seem that the deve-loiment of the park should 
be coordinated with crosswalk street improvements along Canyon del Rey. 
In addition, the JPA,-perhaps. jointly with CALTRANS • should consider 
whether the traffic situation anticipated from the completed project 
may warrant signalization, pedestrian overpasaes. or other safety 
i.rnprovements. 

Affl..:jjm 
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September 12, 1977 

T'o· ... 11:ontere,, Peninsula Re.2'iona1 Park Disi-t:rict 
M1$d ,h l "W lll11!1$ l 

~. ·: 
• ..§_y,bject - Proposed Develo"9meri,t l;+B;n :for Iaguna Grande Re~ional.Park 

) L 

The following remarks have to- do with that pa.rt o·f' the plan \vhicn1-

1. Propose~ dredging of the upper portion of the lake, i.e.,• 
the portion near Fremont Blvd. 

2. Removing the reeds wh~ch now grow ~long the banks there~ 

J. Introducing water hyacinths in•their place. 

A. Removal of Reeds~ 

nte report states - • 

".Re:movaJ. of «tu.les is proposed.. i'hese plants compound. 
th.e problems of trying to maintain water g_uali ty,. The 
surfaces of the stems and leavea of such plants provide 
enormous. surfaces :fer b-act.erial and algal growths• many 
of.' which can :fix atmospheric nitrogen into nitrates and 
that is exactly what we do not need in these ·lakes., 11i 

!Ihia suggest'ion that underwater- bacteria and/or algae :fix 
atmospheric nitrogen and ~or.m nitrates represents a theory 
I have not previously enc.ot.m:te-red. A:ftei" consulting was.te 
v,a.ter t~eatment authorities I am skeptical of the theory 
and therei'ore ask fo-r supporting doeumentation. 

Contrary to t.~is proposa.1 I suggest that tules serve an im­
portant i'unction in reducing po.llution of surrounding water. 
Aa suggested by t.he report the. stems and leaves provide E;Ur-­
taces :for bacteria which break down. organic molecules and 
convert them to harmless sub:stances,- such as H2o and 002 .. 

As a matter of' fact veg!l:tation similar to tules ,is used in a 
number· o'f waste water tre.atment projects.. I have personally 
observed such treatment at the, huge Irlelbourne, Australia. 
Werribee Farm plant where I was assured of its ei'fectiveness., 

In addition reeds are useful in providing a refuge for wild 
i'owl. • 

For these tv10 reasons ! strongly suggest that the natural 
gr:ozv~h o:f :r;eedp in 'the • .. roner see·tio;us o·f, the lake not og 
removed .. 
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B. Inj;:r:qduction of Waten" HY?:cin~hs .. 

It is well known that these introduced plants are a severe 
pest in the waterv.iay.s of Florida; 

:Sesi des crov1ding cut other plant life and blocking the passage 
o:f boats 'they pollute the water unless frequently harve_sted. 
Decay o:f the enormous quantity o:f plants re~oves o:Kygen from 
surrounding water thus k'illing marine animals.. Eutrothicn­
tion results.. The only way to avoid such eutrophication is 
to t.requently harvest the hyacinths. This would be cQstly 
an?disposal \\1ould be a problem. The suggestion that incor.1e 
might result from sales o-f the plants is irnp:r-actica.l 'Unless 
expensive processing f'acili ties were available. The vo lur.ie 
from this pond would not be sufficient to justify such :fa-
cill ties. • 

The overpowering reason why this ej:otic plant should not be 
brought to the central coast of Cali.:f'ornia is the clanger o:f 
escape. It it is pu.t into To.gune Grande it would be only a 
matter of time before it would be found taking over in Elk~ 
horn Slough,. t~e Carmel .River lagoon a;r:id other lagoons along 
the coast. This would be a disaster. 

SUl\TI'i!A.RY """" 

The reeds in the upper part o,f Iaguna Grande should remain 
and introduction o-r v;ater hyacinths in their place should be 
avo,ided because, - , 

1. The reeds· help cleanse the water. 

2 .. The reeds pr-ovide cover :for water fowl .. 

3 .. Water hyacin~hs sould poJ.1.ute the via.tar unless costly 
harvesting were employed. 

4. Water hya.cinths;, i:r intzroduced, coul~ run rampant and 
beoome a disaster. 

Hacienda Carmel 
Carmel, California 9J92l 

" 

,. * 
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LAGUNA GR.~~DE REGIONAL PARK 

JOINT POWERS AGENCY 

ARTICLE I 

PURPOSE AND JUR1SD!CT!O~ 

SECTION l, CREATION OF ACENCY: 

Pur$uant to Government Code Sections 6500 et seq. and subject to 

, the terms, conditions and limital.ions ,contained in this Agreement, 

the CITIES OF MONTEREY and SEASIDE and the MONTER.C\' l?ENI}lSUt.A REGION,\L 

PARK PISTRIC'l' hereby establish and c,eate the LAGUNA GRANDE REG!C~AL 

PARK JOINT POWERS AGENCY, 

SECTION 2, PURPOSE: 

The p\lrpose of the Agency is to exercise the powers common to c.:1<1 

parties hereto and coordinate the development and maintenance of 

LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL PARK for the usi.? and benef'it of the citizens of 

the Monterey Peninsula. 

SECTION 3, PUBLIC AGENCYt 

The Agency is a public agency, separate and distinct from the 

member agencies and any obligations, actions or liabilities shall be 

construed as. those of the member agencies. It shall have the right to 

sue and be sued, contract, expend funds, and have all other rights, 

duties and powers to carry out its purposes except as said powers are 

specifically limited by this Agreement, 

SECTION 4. ADOPT!O~l Of' ~·nr: cnir.RAL CONCP.PJ'l'.\L PLAN AND ,;s 
AR.Cf\ OF RESvc:-;srn,;:..:TIES ~·.AP: 

'l'ha General Conccptu.11 Plan for LAGUNA GM~mE RCGIONM, r:.n,;;, 

dated December l 1 1975 1 1s her1;:by adopted as the gcnai:Al 1;uidolln,"s 

for the acquisitlon of lands and tho development cc sPlC: lands witiH:· 

the Park boundaries. The ~reaR of Reuponsibilitims Ha? d~tuJ 

- l -
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Map. MY changes or modifications of the General Conceptual Plan and 

Area of Responuibilities Map shall be unanimously agreed upon by the 

members of the Agency, 

SECTION 5. DUTIES MlD J1JR!SD!CTION Of' MEYJ3ER AGENCIES: 

lt ia acknowledged that as set forth below, the members will 

-- asal.llt'Wlt responsibility for the Regional Park and seek to accomplish 

the long-term objectives of the adopted General Conceptual Plan. 

Each, thorefqre, ,ilgrees to use its best efforts to accomplish the 

followingt 

(a) The C:tTY OF MONTEREY shall acl'{uire, develop, and maintain 

for Park purposes, those land areas as are indicated on the adopted 

General Conceptual Plan and Area of Responsibilities Map, 

(b) The CITY OF SEASIDE shall acquire, develop, and maintain 

£or Park purposes, those land areas as are indicated on the adopted 

General Conceptual Plan and Area of Responsibilities Map, 

(c} The MONTEREY PENINSULA REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT, It is the 

general policy of the Board of Directors of the District to acquire 

or participate in the acquisition of park and open space lands for 

the use and enjoyment of the public and not to become substantially 

involved in the maintenance, operation, or capital development of 

active recreational areas. 

Theretore, while the District shall acq1.1ire those water and 

land areas as are indicated on the attached Regional Park Purchase 

Map, the operation, maintenance 1 and development of these areas will 

rest with the Cities and the Agency. 

Said District shall convey or transfer sufficient rights in said 

land areas to the Cities in accordance with the adopted General Con­

ceptual Plan and Area of Responsibilities Map, said land areas ~y ~c 

maintained and developed by each respective City pursu~nt to the 

adopted General Conceptual Plan, ( The Agency shall be responsibl0 for 
-·--- > 

Packet Page 93                



the operation and maintenance of the water area. and shall further 
---------··-: .• ~ _:;, - -= - -· - "" - --· ... ,,. • • 
, develop-a plan for the operation, maintenance and any necessary modi-____ .. , ~ 

'fi'c&tio~ .. of the water area, The form of all conveyances or transfers 

'shall be mutually agreeable to the District, th.e respective Cities, 

~nd the State of California, 

The purpose of this Section is to establish the primary responsi­

bility for the acquisition, development, and maintenance of the Regional 

Farx. Nothing in this Section shall prohibit the Agency, or any of the 

members, singly or jointly, fron, voluntarily expending any funds 

available to it in areas outside its area of primary responsibility. 

SECTION 6, FEDERAL AND STATE FUNDS AND GRANTS: 

The Agency may make application for, receive, and expend State 

and Federal funds 1 provided that any matching requirements, any future 

financial obligations on any member agency must first be approved by 

said member agency. 

SECTION 7, DESIGNATION OF LEAD AGCNCY, 

The member Agencies and the Agency shall be the Lead Agency and 

shall be responsible for complying with the California Environmental 

Quality Act within their areas of primary jurisdiction. 

ARTICLE II 

ORGANIZATION 

SECTION l. MEMBERSHIP: 

Each member Agency shall have one vote and shall appoint one 

elected or appointed official and one alternate to serve on the 

Agency. Tha representative shall serve at the pleasure of the 

appointin9 member Agency, The member Agency sh.:ill notify the Ac;ency 

SECTION 2, OFFICERS: 

The representatives shall elect a Chairman and a Vicc-Chairrnun 

who shall serve a term of one year. tr there is a vac~ncy, the 

- 3 -

L 
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represantatives shall elect one from among themselves to serve for ~he . 

. remainder of the term. 

SECTION 3, W::ETINGS; 

Tho Agency ahall establish an annual meeting and shall rneec at 

least annually. It may establish such regular or special mee•.ings as 

are necessary to accomplish the business of the Agency. 

It shall meet in one of the meml;ler cities unless special circum­

stances reguire a meeting outside said boundaries, All w=etings shall 

be open to the public and the agency shall give such notice_ as 

required b:t law, 

SECTION 4, BY-tAWSi 

The Agency may adopt such By•laws, rules and r0gulations as it 

deems necessary to conduct its business and carry jUt the purposes 

of the Agency. 

SECTIONS, SECRETARY AND OTHER PERSONNEL: 

The Agency shall deaignate one of ~he me~~er Agencies to serve 

aa secretary to the Agency for one year on a rotating bases. The 

Secretary shall provide such administrative and clerical services a~ 

are necessary to carry out the Agency busi~ess including the prepara­

tion of minutes, correspondence and maintenance of the Agency files. 

The Secretary shall provide personnel t,J perform this service at no 

co3t to the Age~cy, 

No permanent staff shall be retained without the unanimous con­

sent 0£ all member agencies. Wher.<uer services beyond normal clerical 

and administrative assistance is required, the Agency shall attempt to 

have said services provided by t'.e staff of one of the momber Agencies, 

for which it may reimburse said membei: Agency, 

J\l<':ICLE rn 

F'INANCli\L i\ND .'\!SCCU,\Nf:OOS P!WVISTONS 

SECTION l. DESIGNATION Of DEPOSJTORY1 

Pursuant to Governmc1t Coda Section GS0S,5, the Tre~surcr of the 
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is hereby appointed the depository of 

the Agency funds and shall have all rights, duties and obligations 

aa •re imposed by law. The CITY or shall be paid 

fo~ said services in an amount determined by the Agency plus the actual 

cost of any external audit that may be required by law. 

SECTION 2. BUDGET - LIMITATION OF EXPENDITURES At-JD OBL!GAT!O:lS; 

The Agency shall propose such budgets1 either for annual operat­

ing expense or for specific expenditures or projects as may be neces­

sary to carry out the purposes of this Agreement. Each said budget 

·shall set forth the contribution and c~e time of said ~ontribution 

required of each member Agency, No budget shall be adopted until 

approved in writing by each member Agency. pnce approved, said budget 

ahall be a binding obligation on the member Agency to provide the fonds 

as set forth therein and shall be full authority for the expenditure of 

said funds by the Agency. 

SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE - TE:RM OF AGENCY: 

The Agency shall be deemed created upon the last date on which 

all of the member Agencies have executed this Agreement. The Agency 

shall continUQ in existence until terminated by unanimous consent or 

until two· ( 2) members withdraw, 

SECTION 4. AMENDMENT: 

This Agreement may be amended with the vote of any two (2) nipre-
l 

sentatives provided that any proposed amendment shall be submitted to 

each member A9ency at least thirty (30) days prior to its adoption, 

and provided further that Article I, Section 4, and Article II!, 

Section 2, shall not be amended nor shall any provision be Added which 

imposes financial liability or responsibility on a member Agency 

~ithout its consent, 

SECTION 5, WITHDMW/\l'.,1 

A member may withdraw at any time provided said member sh~l~ con­

tiriue to make any financial contribution to tho Agency previou~ly 

agreed tQ in writing, 
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SECTION 6, DISPOSITION 9f ASSETS ON TERMINATION: 

Upon termination, the Agency shall distribute any remaining Cdsh 

or equivalent equally, provided it may retain sufficient funds to 

meet any outstanding obligations. The ,'.gency shall distribute such 

other assets as it sees fit. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the p~rties hereto have executed this 

LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL PARK JOINT. POWERS /\GENC'L AGREEMENT this .:xf"P.. 

day of f\\\bryuy 

ATTEST: 

ATTEST: 

, 197 6· 

to the 8oR..rd 

6 

MONTEREY PENINSULA REGIONAL PARK 
DISTRICT 

A dL-1 ,,11 1?..L-i~ .-ve c.,_ 
ALBERT }'.~;\VILLE, President 
Board of Directors 

CITY OF SEAS!DE 

.. ,4._ .................. _ .... r:1 ........... ___ _ .., __________ -..a_ _ _._....;.. _______ _ 
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LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL JOINT POWERS AGENCY 

  
AGENDA REPORT 

 
ITEM:    5.D. 

TO: Agency Members 

FROM: Dan Meewis, Assistant City Manager 

DATE: February 9, 2026 

SUBJECT:    
RECEIVE AN UPDATE ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE TRAIL AND 
VEGETATION MAINTENANCE STRATEGY 

 
PURPOSE & RECOMMENDATION 
  
Receive the update 
 
BACKGROUND 
  
 
Laguna Grande Regional Park is a shared regional asset jointly managed through the 
Laguna Grande Regional Park Joint Powers Authority (JPA). The park serves residents 
and visitors from multiple jurisdictions and includes multi-use trails, open space areas, 
water features, and habitat corridors. Due to its regional draw and year-round usage, 
routine maintenance and long-term stewardship are essential to preserve safety, 
accessibility, ecological health, and overall park aesthetics. 
In prior meetings, the JPA discussed the need for a coordinated Trail and Vegetation 
Maintenance Strategy to address trail surface conditions, invasive species management, 
vegetation overgrowth, erosion control, and user safety. The strategy was developed to 
provide a structured, phased, and fiscally responsible approach to maintaining park 
infrastructure and natural resources. 
 
The Trail and Vegetation Maintenance Strategy (TVMS), which was approved by the JPA 
in March 2023,  provides a proactive and coordinated framework for preserving the 
safety, usability, and environmental integrity of Laguna Grande Regional Park. Ongoing 
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Item No. 5.D. Page 2 of 3 

collaboration among JPA member agencies and community stakeholders remains critical 
to sustaining the park as a valued regional amenity. After the approval of the TVMS, the 
next step was to obtain all the necessary permits required to implement the TVMS.  At 
the February 12, 2024, JPA meeting, the Board requested a special meeting to further 
review the permitting process associated with the Trail and Vegetation Maintenance 
Strategy. A special meeting was held on March 11, 2024, during which staff presented 
the proposed permitting approach, identifying the City of Seaside as the lead agency 
responsible for obtaining the required permits. Staff recommended amending the 
professional services agreement with Bellinger Foster Steinmetz (BFS) Landscape 
Architects to include permitting services necessary to implement the strategy. The JPA 
Board approved the contract amendment and associated additional costs. Since then 
BFS has provided periodic updates to the JPA Board at the following meetings: 

• April 8, 2024 
• July 22, 2024 
• October 14, 2024 
• January 13, 2025 
• April 14, 2025 
• August 11, 2025 
• November 10, 2025 

 
Throughout these updates, BFS reported steady progress with minor delays primarily 
attributed to scheduling coordination with outside regulatory agencies and evolving 
permit requirements encountered during review. 
 
At the November 10, 2025, JPA meeting, BFS presented a comprehensive permitting 
status update highlighting substantial progress and successful inter-agency 
coordination. Key milestones achieved include: 

• California Coastal Commission – Coastal Development Permit Waiver Received 
• Regional Water Quality Control Board – Coverage under the Statewide 

Restoration General Order (SRGO) 
• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers – Nationwide Permit Issued 
• U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service – Programmatic Biological Opinion Issued, including 

protective measures for the California red-legged frog 
• California Department of Fish and Wildlife – Draft Streambed Alteration 

Agreement Issued (October 28, 2025) 

 
These approvals represent significant advancement toward full implementation of the 
Trail and Vegetation Maintenance Strategy. 
 
EMC has prepared a compliance measures matrix for JPA staff to use to track 
monitoring and reporting requirements across agencies. Many compliance elements 
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Item No. 5.D. Page 3 of 3 

overlap, which is expected to streamline administrative oversight. 
 
Additional next steps identified include: 

• Finalization of the City of Seaside’s related grant agreements and transition into 
the next improvement phase. 

• Continued coordination between the City of Monterey and the Monterey 
Peninsula Regional Park District with BFS and EMC for vegetation management 
along high-priority perimeter areas. 

• Identification of approximately 2.5 acres of vegetation maintenance that could be 
scheduled beginning in 2026, noting that vegetation maintenance activities 
generally carry fewer regulatory constraints than construction-related work. 

 
Staff will continue to monitor progress and return to the Board with future updates and 
recommendations as implementation of the TVMS advances. 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
ATTACHMENTS  

None 
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LAGUNA GRANDE REGIONAL JOINT POWERS AGENCY 

  
AGENDA REPORT 

 
ITEM:    5.E. 

TO: Agency Members 

FROM: Dan Meewis, Assistant City Manager 

DATE: February 9, 2026 

SUBJECT:    
RECEIVE UPDATE ON THE PLANNING FOR THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
EVENT ON APRIL19, 2026 

 
PURPOSE & RECOMMENDATION 
  
Receive an informational update on the planning and coordination efforts for the 
Laguna Grande Regional Park 50th Anniversary Event scheduled for April 19, 2026, and 
provide direction as desired. 
 
BACKGROUND 
  

Laguna Grande Regional Park was established in 1976 through a collaborative effort 
between the Cities of Seaside and Monterey, forming the Laguna Grande Regional Park 
Joint Powers Authority (JPA). The park has since served as a key regional recreational 
and environmental resource, offering trails, open space, water access, and community 
gathering areas for residents and visitors. 

The year 2026 marks the 50th anniversary of the park’s establishment. In recognition of 
this milestone, the JPA has initiated planning efforts for a commemorative public event 
to celebrate the park’s history, partnerships, and community significance. 

The event is scheduled to take place on Sunday, April 19, 2026, in conjunction with 
Sustainable Seaside's Earthday Celebration. Sustainable Seaside has submitted a special 
event application and a fee waiver to the City of Seaside's City Council, and it was 
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Item No. 5.E. Page 2 of 2 

approved at the Thursday, February 5, 2026, City Council meeting. City of Seaside staff 
has had a preliminary meeting with Sustainable Seaside, and some basic details were 
discussed. Those details include potential time for the event, and some possible 
activities. Now that the special event application and fee waiver have been approved, 
JPA staff will work with Sustainable Seaside on formalizing the event details.  
 
At the last JPA meeting, there was a request to design a JPA 50th anniversary logo that 
could be used on marketing materials. Staff has put together a draft design for the JPA 
to review and provide comments on.  
 
ATTACHMENTS  
1. Draft LG JPA 50 Logo 
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