
RESOLUTION NO. 2023-30 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MARINA 

RECEIVING A PRESENTATION AND, PROVIDING INPUT ON THE DUNES 

CITY PARK PROJECT  

WHEREAS, On May 17,2005, the City Council passed Resolution 2005-130 adopting the 

University Village Specific Plan. Included in the University Village Specific Plan is the park at 

the Dunes, now known as Dunes City Park; and 

WHEREAS, several parks have been planned for development within Marina. On June 21, 2005, 

City Council passed Resolution 2005-159 Adopting a Negative Declaration and Parks and 

Recreation Facilities Master Plan. The Master Plan served as the basis for the preliminary planning 

for the city parks; and 

WHEREAS, community outreach for parks planning was held on November 13, 2018.  The design 

consultant team retained by the City, Verde Design (Verde), prepared parks concept plans for City 

various parks, including the Dunes City Park, that were presented to a joint Public Works 

Commission and Recreation and Cultural Services Commission on February 21, 2019; and 

WHEREAS, on April 9, 2019, Resolution 2019-36 the City Council received presentation and 

provided comments on several city parks including the Dunes City Park, EXHIBIT B; and  

WHEREAS, Verde prepared four options for the proposed Dunes City Park Project attached as 

EXHIBIT C; and 

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2023, an on-site Marina community engagement open house was held 

and was followed by an in-person public presentation in the City Council Chambers. There were 

35 and 42 attendees of the community engagement and public presentation, respectively. 

Participant preferred option, questions and comments were received at the community engagement 

as well as through the email address created specifically for this project (EXHIBIT E); and 

WHEREAS, the City received 124 comments with preferred options; thirty-five (35) indicated 

Option 1, twenty (20) for Option 2, fifty-four (54) for Option 3 and seven (7) for Option 4. 

Comments and option preferences are tabulated and included as EXHIBIT E; and  

WHEREAS, in response to questions and comments at the public presentation, staff is working 

with SSA Landscape Architect for the concept design to optimize ballfield programs and update 

Preston Park. A preliminary concept drawing is included as EXHIBIT F. This preliminary concept 

for Preston Park will provide the much-needed additional ballfield for the community should 

Option 1 or 2 be selected for the Dunes City Park. A community engagement and presentation for 

the Preston Park Upgrade will be scheduled in the future park. 

WHEREAS, on March 16th, 2023, the Public Works Commission received a presentation and 

provided input on the Dunes Parks options.  
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Page Two 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Marina that does 

hereby: 

1. Adopt Option #2; and

2. It’s Dark-Sky certified.

2. That we work with the observatory (MIRA) to develop a usage policy.

3. Look into realistic timelines and assessment of the gilia at Preston Park

4. That we get information on the impact of the way that the pavilion is situated in option # 2.

5. Suggestions of alternate sites for the 3 barracks/museum.

6. We look at the noise factor of the amphitheater and parking.

7. Staff explore adding one more sand volleyball and move basketball somewhere else.

8. Adding an additional tennis court, so the design would have two tennis courts and remove

the pickleball.

9. Ask staff to look at the possibility of widened the entrance at second avenue, eighth street.

10. Staff to compare, to investigate by national standards how many ball fields we need and do

some comparison to some comparative analysis, to what's going on in seaside.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Marina at a regular meeting duly 

held on the 21st day of March 2023, by the following vote: 

AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  McCarthy, Biala, Medina Dirksen, Delgado 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  Visscher 

ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  None 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  None 

_____________________________ 

Bruce C. Delgado, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

____________________________ 
Anita Sharp, Deputy City Clerk 
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• Introductions

• Existing Conditions

• Preliminary Design Plan

• Park Elements

• Design Options

• Community Input

• Next Steps

Agenda EXHIBIT A
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Existing Conditions

FORT ORD

CHAPEL

AQUATICS

CENTER

SPORTS

CENTER

EXHIBIT A
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Existing Conditions - Topography

Without Blight

With Blight

EXHIBIT A
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Existing Conditions - TreesEXHIBIT A
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Existing Conditions - Buildings

Chapel Aquatics Center Sports Center

EXHIBIT A
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Preliminary Design Plan

• Tree Protection

• Program 

elements and 

topography

EXHIBIT A
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Park 

Elements

EXHIBIT A
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Park Elements – Multi-Use Fields 

Multi-Use Field with Soccer, Baseball, and Lacrosse

EXHIBIT A
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Park Elements – Multi-Use Fields 

Multi-Use Field with Soccer, Baseball, and Lacrosse

EXHIBIT A
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Park Elements – All Inclusive Play EXHIBIT A
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Park Elements – Performance 

• Amphitheater

• Music 

• Seating

EXHIBIT A
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Park Elements – Tennis/Pickleball EXHIBIT A
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Park Elements – Basketball/Multi-UseEXHIBIT A
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Park Elements – Sand VolleyballEXHIBIT A
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Park Elements – Bocce CourtEXHIBIT A
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Concept 

Diagrams

EXHIBIT A
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Option 1

EXHIBIT A
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Option 2

EXHIBIT A
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Option 3

EXHIBIT A
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Option 4

EXHIBIT A
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Option 1 Option 2

Option 3 Option 4

EXHIBIT A
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Community Input 

• Held on 1/26/23 with GJT 

Park

• Boards and Q&A Session, 

comments cards provided 

for voting

• Evening presentation

EXHIBIT A
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Comment Card Results

• Most people that voted for 

Option 4 had Option 3 as 

their 2nd option

• Most people that voted for 

Option 1 had Option 2 as 

their 2nd option

EXHIBIT A
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Presentation Comments

• Option 3 is preferred by coaches and parents as it has more 

existing trees preserved than option 4 while still having all the 

park elements shown in the other options. 

• The less inclined sports people prefer Option 2 as it has (1) multi-

sports field while preserving all trees and having more space for 

other elements such as the amphitheater. 

• Comments on Option 1 for versatility of informal lawn area and 

inclusion of Museum to memorialize Fort Ord.  Sports Pavilion is 

included in this concept and the cost estimate

• Playgrounds in Options 3 and 4 are accessible but may be more 

expensive due to the topography.  One suggestion was to flip the 

playground for the amphitheater in these options.

EXHIBIT A
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Cost Estimates

• Option 1: $27.7 MM* ($19.3 MM)

• Option 2: $23.8 MM* ($16.6 MM)

• Option 4: $27.7 MM* ($19.3 MM)

* Includes the following:

▪ Staking, Permits, Traffic, SWPPP 2%

▪ Bonding 2%

▪ Mobilization & PM 10%

▪ Design Contingency 10%

▪ Bidding & Inflation Contingency 6%

▪ Construction Contingency 10%

▪ City Construction Management 3.5%

EXHIBIT A
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Maintenance Estimate

• Staffing $260,000 per year

1 Lead Worker

1 Maintenance Worker

• Materials and Equipment $100,000 per year

• Total Annual Maintenance $360,000 per year

EXHIBIT A
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• Develop a preferred concept 

based on feedback received

• City Council presentation –

3/21/23

• Develop a grading plan and cost 

estimate

• Programming of construction 

funding

Next Steps EXHIBIT A
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Thank you!

Dunes Park

Public Works Commission

EXHIBIT A
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CONCPEPTUAL PLAN - PREFERRED CONCEPT
The Dunes "City Park"

City of Marina
Marina, CA
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RENOVATED SPORTS CENTER

FUTURE SPORTS CENTER ANNEX

CHAPEL/COMMUNITY BUILDING

RESTROOM/CONCESSIONS BUILDING
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BUILDINGS

MULTI-USE FIELD WITH MULTI-AGE
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PLAYGROUND AGES 5-12
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CORNHOLE AREA
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BASKETBALL COURT

PASSIVE RECREATION/EXERCISE AREA
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D E N I S E  D U F F Y  &  A S S O C I A T E S ,  I N C .  
P L A N N I N G  A N D  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  C O N S U L T I N G  
 

Denise Duffy & Associates, Inc.  |  947 Cass Street, Suite 5  |  Monterey, CA 93940  |  (831) 373 – 4341  |  www.ddaplanning.com 

 

MEMORANDUM 
Date: March 7, 2022 

To: Brian McMinn, Public Works Director/City Engineer  
 City of Marina 

From: Patric Krabacher, ISA Certified Arborist 11759 
 Denise Duffy & Associates, Inc.  

RE: Arborist Report for the City of Marina Blight Removal Project 2022 – City Park 

Denise Duffy & Associates, Inc. (DD&A) is contracted by the City of Marina (City) to provide on-call 
environmental consulting services for City projects. In support of the Blight Removal Phase of the City 
Park Project (project or proposed project), located within City limits and within the boundaries of the 
University Villages Specific Plan (UVSP), DD&A conducted an analysis of trees within the vicinity of 47 
buildings which are proposed for demolition. The analysis is based on a tree inventory conducted by DD&A 
in October 2019 for the Dunes on Monterey Bay Project (Dunes Project) and on a site visit conducted by 
DD&A in December 2021 to update the results of the tree inventory. This Arborist Report documents the 
results of the tree analysis, recommends tree removal, or trimming where necessary to facilitate remediation 
and demolition, and recommends mitigation to avoid, minimize, or mitigate potential adverse impacts of 
tree removal, or trimming. 

METHODS 
Limitations 
This report only identifies potential project impacts to trees and potential adverse impacts resulting from 
tree removal; no other protected or sensitive biological resources are addressed. To determine potential 
project impacts to other sensitive biological resources (i.e., sensitive habitats, special-status plants, and 
special-status wildlife), additional analysis (e.g., biological resources study, focused botanical surveys, and 
protocol wildlife surveys) may be required. 

It is not the intent of this report to provide a monetary valuation of the trees or provide risk assessment for 
any tree on this parcel, as any tree can fail at any time. No clinical diagnosis was performed on any pest or 
pathogen that may or may not be present within the site. In addition to an inspection of the property, DD&A 
relied on information provided by the City and/or the City's consultants (e.g., survey boundaries, property 
boundaries, project description) to prepare this report, and must reasonably rely on the accuracy of the 
information provided. DD&A shall not be responsible for another's means, methods, techniques, schedules, 
or procedures, or for contractor safety or any other related programs, or for another's failure to complete 
work in accordance with approved plans and specifications. 
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City of Marina Blight Removal 2022 – City Park 2 Arborist Report 
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Regulatory Setting 
City of Marina Municipal Code 

Marina Municipal Code (MMC or City Code) Section 17.62.030 requires a tree removal permit to remove, 
damage, or relocate, or cause to be removed, damaged, or relocated any tree on any property within City 
limits, unless exempted by MMC Sections 17.62.040 or 17.62.050. MMC Section 17.62.030 also prohibits 
construction activities within the dripline of any tree, unless these activities are conducted in compliance 
with tree protection guidelines adopted by resolution of the planning commission. 

City Code defines “tree” as any living woody perennial plant having a single stem of six inches or more 
diameter at breast height (DBH) or a multi-stemmed plant having an aggregate diameter of ten inches or 
more measured at DBH, and any living woody perennial plant which was planted in accordance with 
requirements of an approved compensation plan or was planted as part of a landscaping plan approved by 
the City. MMC defines “dripline” as the greater of the outermost edge of the tree’s canopy, or fifteen times 
DBH measured from the center point of the tree. 

UVSP Tree Standards 

UVSP Tree Standards call for the preservation of as many healthy Monterey cypress trees and oak trees as 
practicable. In accordance with the UVSP Tree Standards, Monterey cypress trees and oak trees that are in 
good or fair condition must be protected during construction and preserved wherever practicable. If 
relocation is possible, Monterey cypress and oak trees shall be removed by machinery, be immediately 
replanted at a new site, and be watered and fertilized. Monterey cypress and oak trees in good or fair 
condition that are removed shall be replaced on-site at a ratio of two replacement trees for every one 
removed (2:1). UVSP classifies tree health based on the following definitions: 

• Good. Tree is healthy and vigorous as indicated by color of foliage and density, has no apparent 
signs of insect, disease, structural defects or mechanical injury. Tree has good form and structure. 

• Fair. Tree is in average condition and vigor for the area, but may show minor insect, disease, or 
physiological problems. Trees rated as Fair/Poor may be improved with correctional pruning. 

• Poor. Tree that is in a general state of decline and may show severe structural or mechanical 
defects which may lead to failure, may have insect or disease damage, but is not dead. 

• Dead/Snags. Dead standing trees. 

California Fish and Game Code 

Section 3503 of the California Fish and Game Code states that it is “unlawful to take, possess, or destroy 
the nest or eggs of any such bird except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation adopted 
pursuant thereto.” Section 3503.5 prohibits the killing, possession, or destruction of any birds in the orders 
Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds-of-prey). Section 3511 prohibits take or possession of fully protected 
birds. Section 3513 prohibits the take or possession of any migratory nongame birds designated under the 
federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Section 3800 prohibits take of nongame birds. 
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Survey Methods 
2019 Tree Inventory 

In support of the Dunes Project, DD&A biologists (led by ISA Certified Arborist Patric Krabacher) 
conducted an inventory of trees within the boundaries of the Dunes Project (which encompassed the 
buildings which are proposed for demolition as part of the City Park Project) on October 4, 9, 10, 11, 14, 
16, and 17, 2019. The tree inventory included the mapping and tagging of all trees, as defined by City Code, 
within the survey area. Trees were inventoried with City requirements and UVSP Tree Standards, as 
follows: 

• All trees 6” diameter at breast height (DBH) or greater were tagged with a global positioning system 
(GPS) location and a numbered aluminum marker (on the most feasible/visible location possible). 

• Diameter was recorded at breast height (4.5 feet above ground) or, for multi-stemmed trees, at the 
most representable location. 

• Multi-stemmed trees were recorded as one tree if the root crown (the point where the trunk meets 
natural grade) was contiguous. Multi-stemmed tree DBH was calculated by taking the square root 
of the squared sum of all stems measured (√[Stem 1 DHB2+ Stem 2 DBH2+ Stem 3 DBH2...]). This 
equation returns the diameter at the base of the tree (Chojnacky, 1999). 

• Species, size, and health class were recorded for each tree. Tree health was based on the UVSP 
classification system and was evaluated by visually inspecting each tree from its root crown to its 
foliar canopy for signs of decay, disease, or insect infestations. 

GPS data were collected using a Trimble® TDC600 GPS and were then digitized using Trimble® TerraFlex 
and ESRI® ArcGIS 10.4. GPS data were collected using geographic coordinate system Universal 
Transverse Mercator (UTM) Zone 10 North and the World Geodetic System 1984 (WGS84) datum. 

2021 Tree Survey 

On December 20, 2021, DD&A biologists (led by ISA Certified Arborist Patric Krabacher) conducted a 
survey of the project site to determine any changed circumstances since the 2019 tree inventory was 
prepared. The survey included updating the health class of trees and determining which trees may need to 
be removed to facilitate the remediation and demolition phase of the proposed project. 

RESULTS 

DD&A inventoried 72 trees in the vicinity of the buildings proposed for demolition, including 36 Monterey 
cypresses (Hesperocyparis macrocarpa), 17 acacias (Acacia sp.), 13 Monterey pines (Pinus radiata), three 
(3) Eucalyptus (Eucalyptus sp.), one (1) coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia), one (1) Bishop pine (Pinus 
muricata), and one (1) Australian cheesewood (Pittosporum undulatum) (Figure 1, Appendix A, and 
Appendix B). Most trees are in average vigor for the area; however, 18 trees are dead or are in poor 
condition and showing severe signs of decay, disease, and insect infestations, including pitch canker 
(Fusarium circinatum), oak branch canker, foamy bark canker, oak ambrosia beetles, and Phytophthora 
root and crown rot (Appendix A and Appendix B). No symptoms of sudden oak death were observed. 
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DISCUSSION 
Per conversations with Wallace Group, the City's engineering consultant for the project, excavation due to 
building demolition in the proposed City Park would be limited to three (3) inches deep within the footprints 
of all existing 47 buildings (to remove debris) and excavation due to soil remediation would extend to six 
(6) inches deep and six (6) feet out from five buildings (buildings T-2150, T-2170, T-2189, T-2191, and T-
2213). 

Due to the shallow depth of excavation required for demolition, demolition is not likely to significantly 
impact the dripline of any adjacent tree and tree removal would not be required to successful implement 
this portion of project; however, it is recommended that trees whose canopies overlap or abut buildings are 
limbed or trimmed prior to demolition. In accordance with the City’s Tree Protection Guidelines and with 
California Fish and Game Code, the following measures are recommended to avoid or minimize impacts 
potential adverse impacts resulting from tree trimming: 

1. Trimming must conform to the guidelines and best management practices established in Appendix 
C, must be performed by a qualified tree removal contractor, and must not remove more than 30 
percent of any one tree's canopy. Trees shall be allowed to develop their natural forms and shall 
not be trimmed as topiaries or other unnatural forms. 

2. Work should be timed to avoid the breeding and nesting season for raptors and other protected 
avian species. If work must occur during the avian breeding and nesting season (approximately 
February 1 through September 15), surveys for nesting birds shall be conducted no more than 15 
days prior to project activities in all areas within 300 feet of the project footprint that may provide 
suitable nesting habitat. If nesting birds are identified during surveys, an appropriate buffer shall 
be imposed within which no work or disturbance will take place (generally 300 feet in all 
directions). A qualified biologist shall be on-site during work re-initiation in the vicinity of the nest 
offset to ensure that the buffer is adequate and that the nest is not stressed and/or abandoned. No 
work shall proceed in the vicinity of an active nest until such time as all young are fledged, or until 
after September 16, when young are assumed fledged. 

Due to the level of excavation required for soil remediation, tree removal would be required around 
buildings T-2150, T-2170, T-2189, T-2191, and T-2213 and would include the following trees: 

• Tree 1278 (acacia in fair condition), 

• Tree 1279 (acacia in fair condition), 

• Tree 1281 (acacia in fair condition), 

• Tree 1282 (Australian cheesewood in fair condition), and 
• Tree 1319 (Monterey pine in poor condition). 

Per UVSP Tree Standards, mitigation (i.e., replacement) would not be required for removal of these trees, 
which are non-native species or native trees in poor condition. However, in accordance with City Code, a 
tree removal permit from the City would be required to remove all living trees, including trees in poor 
condition. Therefore, a completed tree removal permit application for Trees 1278, 1279, 1281, 1282, and 
1319 is included in this report as Appendix D. Tree removal must conform to any requirements established 
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by the City in the approved tree removal permit. In addition, it is recommended that Mitigation Measure 2, 
above, and the following mitigation be implemented as part of tree removal: 

3. Pursuant to Section 17.62.030 of City Code, the project must comply with the City’s Tree 
Protection Guidelines. To reduce impacts to trees not scheduled for removal, the tree removal 
contractor shall implement the best managements practices for working near trees established in 
Appendix C. Trees which will be retained on site shall be allowed to develop their natural forms 
and shall not be trimmed as topiaries or other unnatural forms. 

Although not required to implement the project, it is also recommended that the remaining 14 acacia trees 
be removed due to this non-native species being a locally problematic plant which spreads quickly and is 
known to outcompete native species1. It is further recommended that the remaining 13 trees in poor 
condition (nine [9] Monterey pines, one [1] Monterey cypress, one [1] Bishop pine, and one [1] eucalyptus) 
and the remaining six (6) trees which are dead (three [3] Monterey pines, two [2] Monterey cypresses, and 
one [1] eucalyptus) be removed to maintain the health of the urban forest within City Park and to reduce 
tree-related hazards to persons or structures. See Appendix A for the complete list of trees which are 
recommended for removal.  

Per UVSP Tree Standards, mitigation (i.e., replacement) would not be required for removal of these non-
native or unhealthy trees. In addition, a tree removal permit would not be required to remove the seven (7) 
dead trees. However, in accordance with City Code, a tree removal permit from the City would be required 
to remove the 31 living trees. A completed tree removal permit application for these trees is included in this 
report as Appendix D. Tree removal must conform to any requirements established by the City in the tree 
removal permit. In addition, it is recommended that Mitigation Measures 2 and 3, above be implemented 
to avoid or minimize potential project impacts resulting from tree removal. 

CONCLUSION 
To facilitate demolition of 47 buildings and soil remediation around five [5] of these buildings within the 
proposed City Park, it is recommended that trees directly adjacent to these buildings or trees withing the 
boundaries of soil remediation be limbed, trimmed, or removed prior to demolition. In addition, it is 
recommended that all non-native trees and/or trees in poor or dead be removed to prevent spread of non-
native invasive species, maintain the health of the urban forest within City Park, and reduce tree-related 
hazards to persons or structures. A tree removal permit from the City is required to remove all living trees. 
A completed tree removal permit application for trees which are recommended for removal is included in 
this report as Appendix D. Implementation of the measures identified above and any additional measures 
established by the City in the tree removal permit would avoid or minimize potential impacts resulting from 
tree trimming, and removal.  

If you have any comments or questions about this report, please contact Patric Krabacher at 
pkrabacher@ddaplanning.com or (831) 373-4341 ext. 29. 

 
1 Additional acacia and Australian cheesewood individuals occur within the project site; however, they are smaller than six (6) 
inches DBH and, as such, are not considered "trees" and were not inventoried as part of this report.  It is recommended that all 
these plants be removed from the proposed City Park to reduce the spread of non-native species. A tree removal permit is not 
required for plants smaller than six (6) inches DBH. 
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Remediation and Demolition Phase of the City Park Project 1 Tree Table 

Tree ID Scientific Name Common Name Individual Stem DBH (in) Total DBH (in) Dripline (ft) Health Recommendation 
1275 Acacia sp. Acacia 9 

        
9 11 Fair Remove 

1276 Acacia sp. Acacia 8 6 
       

10 13 Fair Remove 
1277 Acacia sp. Acacia 6 

        
6 8 Fair Remove 

1278 Acacia sp. Acacia 6 6 6 6 
     

12 15 Fair Remove 
1279 Acacia sp. Acacia 9 

        
9 11 Fair Remove 

1280 Acacia sp. Acacia 7 
        

7 9 Fair Remove 
1281 Acacia sp. Acacia 6 

        
6 8 Fair Remove 

1282 Pittosporum undulatum Australian Cheesewood  11 9 12 14 
     

23 29 Fair Remove 
1283 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 21 

        
21 26 Dead Remove 

1284 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 60 
        

60 75 Fair Retain 
1287 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 6 6 6 

      
10 13 Dead Remove 

1289 Pinus muricata Bishop Pine 15 
        

15 19 Poor Remove 
1290 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 30 

        
30 38 Poor Remove 

1291 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 10 8 6 
      

14 18 Fair Retain 
1292 Acacia sp. Acacia 6 6 

       
8 11 Fair Remove 

1293 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 58 
        

58 73 Fair Retain 
1294 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 47 

        
47 59 Poor Remove 

1295 Acacia sp. Acacia 7 
        

7 9 Fair Remove 
1296 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 45 

        
45 56 Fair Retain 

1297 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 66 
        

66 83 Fair Retain 
1298 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 33 

        
33 41 Poor Remove 

1299 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 16 
        

16 20 Poor Remove 
1300 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 24 

        
24 30 Poor Remove 

1301 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 14 
        

14 18 Dead Remove 
1302 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 43 

        
43 54 Fair Retain 

1303 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 30 
        

30 38 Fair Retain 
1304 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 25 

        
25 31 Poor Remove 

1305 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 18 
        

18 23 Poor Remove 
1306 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 45 

        
45 56 Fair Retain 

1307 Acacia sp. Acacia 15 
        

15 19 Fair Remove 
1308 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 72 

        
72 90 Fair Retain 

1309 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 33 
        

33 41 Fair Retain 
1310 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 39 

        
39 49 Poor Remove 

1312 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 52 
        

52 65 Fair Retain 
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Tree ID Scientific Name Common Name Individual Stem DBH (in) Total DBH (in) Dripline (ft) Health Recommendation 
1313 Eucalyptus sp. Eucalyptus 17 20 

       
26 33 Fair Retain 

1314 Acacia sp. Acacia 15 
        

15 19 Fair Remove 
1315 Acacia sp. Acacia 16 

        
16 20 Fair Remove 

1316 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 24 30 
       

38 48 Fair Retain 
1317 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 54 

        
54 68 Fair Retain 

1319 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 24 
        

24 30 Poor Remove 
1320 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 61 

        
61 76 Fair Retain 

1321 Acacia sp. Acacia 6 11 9 
      

15 19 Fair Remove 
1322 Eucalyptus sp. Eucalyptus 30 

        
30 38 Dead Remove 

1323 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 31 
        

31 39 Poor Remove 
1324 Eucalyptus sp. Eucalyptus 40 

        
40 50 Poor Remove 

1325 Acacia sp. Acacia 6 
        

6 8 Fair Remove 
1326 Acacia sp. Acacia 6 6 

       
8 11 Fair Remove 

1328 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 33 
        

33 41 Dead Remove 
1329 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 12 

        
12 15 Fair Retain 

1330 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 32 
        

32 40 Fair Retain 
1331 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 24 

        
24 30 Fair Retain 

1332 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 26 
        

26 33 Fair Retain 
1333 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 36 

        
36 45 Fair Retain 

1334 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 48 
        

48 60 Fair Retain 
1335 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 32 

        
32 40 Fair Retain 

1336 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 19 
        

19 24 Fair Retain 
1337 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 30 18 13 15 

     
40 50 Fair Retain 

1338 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 32 
        

32 40 Fair Retain 
1339 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 32 40 25 

      
57 71 Fair Retain 

1340 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 72 
        

72 90 Fair Retain 
1341 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 7 

        
7 9 Good Retain 

1342 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 24 
        

24 30 Fair Retain 
1343 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 35 

        
35 44 Fair Retain 

1344 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 30 
        

30 38 Fair Retain 
1345 Quercus agrifolia Coast Live Oak 8 8 

       
11 14 Fair Retain 

1346 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 22 
        

22 28 Dead Remove 
1347 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 10 18 

       
21 26 Fair Retain 

1348 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 11 
        

11 14 Fair Retain 
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Tree ID Scientific Name Common Name Individual Stem DBH (in) Total DBH (in) Dripline (ft) Health Recommendation 
1349 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 34 36 28 10 

     
58 72 Fair Retain 

1350 Acacia sp. Acacia 8 6 
       

10 13 Fair Remove 
1351 Acacia sp. Acacia 8 8 

       
11 14 Fair Remove 

1352 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 20 
        

20 25 Poor Remove 
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Photo 1. Tree 1290 

Photo 3. Tree 1292 

Photo 2. Tree 1300 

Photo 4. Tree 1294
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Photo 5. Tree 1295 Photo 6. Tree 1299

Photo 8. Tree 1304Photo 7. Tree 1289
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Photo 9. Tree 1305 

Photo 11. Tree 1310

Photo 10. Tree 1307

Photo 12. Tree 1314
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Photo 13. Tree 1315

Photo 15. Tree 1319 Photo 16. Tree 1321

Photo 14. Tree 1282
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Photo 19. Tree 1324

Photo 18. Tree 1323

Photo 20. Tree 1325

Photo 17. Tree 1352
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Photo 21. Tree 1326

Photo 23. Tree 1351

Photo 22. Tree 1350

Photo 24. Tree 1278
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Photo 25. Tree 1275

Photo 27. Tree 1277

Photo 26. Tree 1276

Photo 28. Tree 1281
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Photo 29. Tree 1279 Photo 30. Tree 1280

Photo 31. Tree 1298
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BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES WHEN WORKING NEAR TREES 
Best Management Practices  

The following BMPs are recommended to reduce impacts to trees: 

• Do not deposit any fill around trees, which may compact soils and alter water and air
relationships. Avoid depositing fill, parking equipment, or staging construction materials near
existing trees. Covering and compacting soil around trees can alter water and air relationships
with the roots. Fill placed within the critical rootzone or dripline may encourage the
development of oak rot fungus (Armillaria mellea). As necessary, trees may be protected by
boards, fencing or other materials to delineate protection zones.

• Pruning shall be conducted to avoid unnecessary injuries to the tree. General principals of
pruning include placing cuts immediately beyond the branch collar, making clean cuts by
scoring the underside of the branch first, and for live oak, avoiding the period from February
through May.

• Native live oaks are not adapted to summer watering and may develop crown or root rot as a
result. Do not regularly irrigate within the critical rootzone or dripline of oaks. Native, locally
adapted, drought resistant species are the most compatible with this goal.

• Root cutting should occur outside of the springtime. Ideal time for root pruning will take place
late June and July. Pruning of the live crown should not occur February through May.

• Oak material greater than 3 inches in diameter remaining on site more than one month that is
not cut and split into firewood should be covered with thick clear plastic that is dug in securely
around the pile. This will discourage infestation and dispersion of bark beetles.

• A mulch layer up to approximately 4 inches deep may be applied to the ground under selected
oaks following construction. Only 1 to 2 inches of mulch should be applied within 1 to 2 feet
of the trunk, and under no circumstances should any soil or mulch be placed against the root
crown (base) of trees. The best source of mulch would be from chipped material generated on
site.

Tree Protection Standards: 

• All trees scheduled for preservation which may be at risk of injury or harm during the removal of
trees approved for removal or during grading, trenching or other activities associated with the
development or use of a property shall be temporarily fenced during such tree during such
activities. Fencing shall be installed prior to the beginning of tree removals, grading or building.
Fencing shall be installed at the edge of the root zone unless alternate location is determined
essential to the construction of the project as approved. The root zone is determined to be the area
located within a distance of 15 times the trunk diameter in all directions. Fencing shall consist of
chain link or plastic link fence, rigidly supported and maintained during all construction at a
minimum height of 4' 0" above grade. Removal of fencing shall only be at the direction of the
City planning department. All trees to be fenced shall be clearly marked to notify all personnel
and city inspectors that the subject tree(s) are to be fenced at all times during construction.

• Fenced areas shall not be used for material stockpile, storage or vehicle parking. Dumping of
materials, chemicals or garbage shall be prohibited within the fenced area. Fenced areas shall be
maintained in a natural condition and not compacted. Fenced areas shall be maintained at natural
or existing grade.
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• Utility and drain lines shall be located outside the root zone of all preserved trees unless essential
to develop property as approved. Where alternative routes are not available, any digging or
trenching necessary for utility conduit, pipe, wire and drain lines shall not cut any major root.
Major roots are those with a diameter of 2 inches or more. Utility lines shall not be within 3 feet
of the trunk of any tree.

• All approved construction within the root zone shall observe the following construction practices:
1. Hand trenching at point or line of grade cuts closest to the trunk to expose major roots 2"

or more in diameter.
2. In cases where rock or unusually dense soil prevents hand trenching, mechanical

trenching may be permitted provided that work inside the dripline is closely supervised to
prevent tearing or other damage to major roots.

3. Exposed major roots shall be cut with a saw to form a smooth surface and avoid tearing
or jagged edges.

4. Absorbent tarp or heavy cloth fabric shall be placed over grade cuts where roots are
exposed and secured with stakes and 2" to 4" of compost or wood chips spread over the
tarp to prevent moisture loss. Care shall be taken that moisture levels beneath tarped
areas remain comparable to surrounding areas until backfilling occurs. Some watering of
these areas may be necessary to maintain moisture levels, and such measures shall remain
in effect through all phases of construction, including all delays and other periods of
inactivity.

Tree Pruning 

Pruning is to be minimal but performed only when necessary in accordance to American National Safety 
Institute ANSI A300 Pruning Standards. Pruning may include the larger canopied trees that have 
deadwood or are exhibiting some minor structural defect or minor disease that must be compensated. 
Should the health and vigor of any tree decline it will be treated as appropriately recommended by a 
certified arborist or qualified forester. 

The following are offered as guidelines when pruning; 
• In general trees will be assessed then pruned first for safety, next for health, and finally

for aesthetics. No more than 25% of the tree overall crown will be pruned in one season.
• Type of pruning is determined by the size of branches to be removed. General

guidelines for branch removal are:

1. Fine Detail pruning-limbs under 2-inch diameter are removed
2. Medium Detail Pruning–Limbs between 2- and 4-inch diameter
3. Structural Enhancement–limbs greater than 4-inch diameter.
4. Broken and cracked limbs-removed will be removed in high traffic areas of

concern.

Crown thinning is the cleaning out of or removal of dead diseased, weakly attached, or low vigor branches 
from a tree crown and consist of the following steps: 

• All trees will be pre-assessed on how the tree will be pruned from the top down.
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• Tree trimmers will favor branches with strong, U-shaped angles of attachment and
where possible remove branches with weak, V-shaped angles of attachment and/or
included bark.

• Lateral branches will be evenly spaced on the main stem of young trees and areas
of fine pruning.

• Branches that rub or cross another branch will be removed where possible.
• Lateral branches will be no more than one-half to three-quarters of the diameter of the

stem to discourage the development of co-dominant stems where feasible.
• In most cases trimmers will not remove more than one-quarter of the living crown of a

tree at one time. If it is necessary to remove more, it will be done over successive years.

Crown-raising removes the lower branches of a tree to provide clearance for buildings, vehicles, 
pedestrians and vistas and performed as follows: 

• Live branches on at least two-thirds of a tree’s total height will be maintained
wherever possible. The removal of too many lower branches will hinder the
development of a strong stem.

• All basal sprouts and vigorous epicormic sprouts will be removed where feasible.

Crown reduction is used to reduce the height and/or spread of trees and is used for maintaining the 
structural integrity and natural form of a tree and conducted as follows: 

• Crown reduction pruning is used only when absolutely necessary. Pruning cuts will
be at a lateral branch that is at least one-third the diameter of the stem to be removed
wherever possible.

• When it is necessary to remove more than half of the foliage from a branch it may
be necessary remove the entire branch.

Crown restoration is used to improve the structure and appearance of trees that have been topped or 
severely pruned using heading cuts. One of three sprouts on main branch stubs should be selected to 
reform a natural appearing crown. Selected vigorous sprouts may need to be thinned to ensure adequate 
attachment for the size of the sprout. Restoration may require several years of pruning. 
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City of Marina City of Marina 

         Community Development Department  
  Mailing:  211 HILLCREST AVENUE 

  Office:    209 CYPRESS AVENUE 

     MARINA, CA  93933 

  831.884.1220; FAX 831.384.0425 

      www.cityofmarina.org 

PLANNING APPLICATION 

Project Address/Location: _____________   APN:____________________________________ 

Applicant(s): 

Name: 

___ Email: _____________________________ 

Property Owner: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Phone:  ___ Email: _____________________________ 

Property Owner Authorization: 

By signing this application I certify that I have reviewed this 
completed application and the attached material and consent to its 
filing. I agree to allow the Community Development Department to 
duplicate and distribute plans to interested persons as it 
determines is necessary for the processing of the application. 

Signed Date 

Applicant/Representative Certification: 

I understand the City might not approve what I am applying 
for or might set conditions of approval. I agree to allow the 
Community Development Department to  duplicate  and  
distribute  plans  to  interested persons  as  it determines is 
necessary for processing of the application. 

Signed Date 

Permission to Access Property 
This section is to be completed by the property owner and/or occupant 
who controls access to the property. To adequately evaluate many 
project proposals Community Development Department Staff, 
Commissioners and City Council Members will have to gain access to 
the exterior of the real property in order to adequately review and report 
on the proposed project. Your signature below certifies that you agree to 
give the City permission to access the project site from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, as part of the normal review of this planning 
application. 

Signed Date 

Indemnification Agreement: 
The Owner/Applicant shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless 
the City or its agents or officers and employees from any claim, 
action or proceeding against the City or its agents, officers or 
employees, to attack, set aside, void, or annul, in whole or in part, 
the City’s approval of this project. In the event that the City fails to 
promptly notify the Owner / Applicant of any such claim, action or 
proceeding, or that the City fails to cooperate fully in the defense of 
said claim, this condition shall thereafter be of no further force or 
effect. 

Signed Date 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: 
Date Application Submitted:  Fee Collected: $  
Date Application Complete:   Receipt Number: 
File Number(s):   
Planner Initials:     Associated Permits: 

Remediation/Demo at City Park

City of Marina

Mailing Address: 

Phone:  

SAME AS ABOVE

Project Description:  What do you want to do? 

Remove 37 trees to facilitate the project and maintain health and safety of the urban forest in City Park.

56



D E N I S E  D U F F Y  &  A S S O C I A T E S ,  I N C .  
P L A N N I N G  A N D  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  C O N S U L T I N G  
 

Denise Duffy & Associates, Inc.  |  947 Cass Street, Suite 5  |  Monterey, CA 93940  |  (831) 373 – 4341  |  www.ddaplanning.com 

 

MEMORANDUM 
Date: May 13, 2022 

To: Brian McMinn, Public Works Director/City Engineer  
 City of Marina 

From: Patric Krabacher, ISA Certified Arborist 11759 
 Denise Duffy & Associates, Inc.  

RE: Supplemental Arborist Report for the City of Marina Blight Removal Project 2022 – City 
Park 

Denise Duffy & Associates, Inc. (DD&A) is contracted by the City of Marina (City) to provide on-call 
environmental consulting services for City projects. Due to changes in the soil remediation plan for the 
Blight Removal Phase of the City Park Project (project or proposed project), located within City limits and 
within the boundaries of the University Villages Specific Plan (UVSP). DD&A conducted an analysis of 
trees within the vicinity of 47 buildings which are proposed for demolition and an added a five (5) foot 
buffer surrounding driplines of all buildings with a removal of soil to a depth of nine (9) inches 
(Attachment A). The analysis is based on a tree inventory conducted by DD&A in October 2019 for the 
Dunes on Monterey Bay Project (Dunes Project) and follow-up site visits conducted by DD&A in 
December 2021 and again in March 2022 to update the results of the tree inventory. This Arborist Report 
was written as a supplemental report to the initial Arborist Report prepared for the project, dated March 7, 
2022 (DD&A, 2022), and documents the changes to the project and soil remediation and how those changes 
impact the results of the tree analysis. This report also provides recommendations for tree removal, potential 
tree removals, or trimming where necessary to facilitate updated soil remediation and demolition, and 
recommends mitigation to avoid, minimize, or mitigate potential adverse impacts of tree removal, or 
trimming. 

METHODS 

Limitations 
This report only identifies potential project impacts to trees and potential adverse impacts resulting from 
tree removal; no other protected or sensitive biological resources are addressed. To determine potential 
project impacts to other sensitive biological resources (i.e., sensitive habitats, special-status plants, and 
special-status wildlife), additional analysis (e.g., biological resources study, focused botanical surveys, and 
protocol wildlife surveys) may be required. 

It is not the intent of this report to provide a monetary valuation of the trees or provide risk assessment for 
any tree on this parcel, as any tree can fail at any time. No clinical diagnosis was performed on any pest or 
pathogen that may or may not be present within the site. In addition to an inspection of the property, DD&A 
relied on information provided by the City and/or the City's consultants (e.g., survey boundaries, property 
boundaries, project description) to prepare this report, and must reasonably rely on the accuracy of the 
information provided. DD&A shall not be responsible for another's means, methods, techniques, schedules, 
or procedures, or for contractor safety or any other related programs, or for another's failure to complete 
work in accordance with approved plans and specifications. 
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Regulatory Setting 
City of Marina Municipal Code 

Marina Municipal Code (MMC or City Code) Section 17.62.030 requires a tree removal permit to remove, 
damage, or relocate, or cause to be removed, damaged, or relocated any tree on any property within City 
limits, unless exempted by MMC Sections 17.62.040 or 17.62.050. MMC Section 17.62.030 also prohibits 
construction activities within the dripline of any tree, unless these activities are conducted in compliance 
with tree protection guidelines adopted by resolution of the planning commission. 

City Code defines “tree” as any living woody perennial plant having a single stem of six (6) inches or more 
diameter at breast height (DBH) or a multi-stemmed plant having an aggregate diameter of ten inches or 
more measured at DBH, and any living woody perennial plant which was planted in accordance with 
requirements of an approved compensation plan or was planted as part of a landscaping plan approved by 
the City. MMC defines “dripline” as the greater of the outermost edge of the tree’s canopy, or fifteen times 
DBH measured from the center point of the tree. 

UVSP Tree Standards 

UVSP Tree Standards call for the preservation of as many healthy Monterey cypress trees and oak trees as 
practicable. In accordance with the UVSP Tree Standards, Monterey cypress trees and oak trees that are in 
good or fair condition must be protected during construction and preserved wherever practicable. If 
relocation is possible, Monterey cypress and oak trees shall be removed by machinery, be immediately 
replanted at a new site, and be watered and fertilized. Monterey cypress and oak trees in good or fair 
condition that are removed shall be replaced on-site at a ratio of two replacement trees for every one 
removed (2:1). UVSP classifies tree health based on the following definitions: 

• Good. Tree is healthy and vigorous as indicated by color of foliage and density, has no apparent 
signs of insect, disease, structural defects or mechanical injury. Tree has good form and structure. 

• Fair. Tree is in average condition and vigor for the area, but may show minor insect, disease, or 
physiological problems. Trees rated as Fair/Poor may be improved with correctional pruning. 

• Poor. Tree that is in a general state of decline and may show severe structural or mechanical 
defects which may lead to failure, may have insect or disease damage, but is not dead. 

• Dead/Snags. Dead standing trees. 

California Fish and Game Code 

Section 3503 of the California Fish and Game Code states that it is “unlawful to take, possess, or destroy 
the nest or eggs of any such bird except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation adopted 
pursuant thereto.” Section 3503.5 prohibits the killing, possession, or destruction of any birds in the orders 
Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds-of-prey). Section 3511 prohibits take or possession of fully protected 
birds. Section 3513 prohibits the take or possession of any migratory nongame birds designated under the 
federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Section 3800 prohibits take of nongame birds. 
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Survey Methods 
On March 9, 2022, DD&A biologists (led by ISA Certified Arborist Patric Krabacher) conducted a survey 
of the project site to determine any additional trees that may be damaged or should be proposed for removal 
due to the change in soil remediation and demolition plans from the initial report (DD&A, 2022). The 
survey included updating GPS locations of trees (see Figure 1) and revisiting all trees directly adjacent to 
existing buildings and determining which trees may need to be removed or damaged to facilitate the 
remediation and demolition phase of the proposed project. The tree inventory included the remapping of 
some trees, as defined by City Code, within the survey area. Trees were inventoried in accordance with 
City requirements and UVSP Tree Standards, as follows: 

• All trees 6” diameter at breast height (DBH) or greater were tagged with a GPSlocation and a 
numbered aluminum marker (on the most feasible/visible location possible). 

• Diameter was recorded at breast height (4.5 feet above ground) or, for multi-stemmed trees, at the 
most representable location. 

• Multi-stemmed trees were recorded as one tree if the root crown (the point where the trunk meets 
natural grade) was contiguous. Multi-stemmed tree DBH was calculated by taking the square root 
of the squared sum of all stems measured (√[Stem 1 DHB2+ Stem 2 DBH2+ Stem 3 DBH2...]). This 
equation returns the diameter at the base of the tree (Chojnacky, 1999). 

• Species, size, and health class were recorded for each tree. Tree health was based on the UVSP 
classification system and was evaluated by visually inspecting each tree from its root crown to its 
foliar canopy for signs of decay, disease, or insect infestations. 

GPS data were collected using a Trimble® TDC600 GPS and were then digitized using Trimble® TerraFlex 
and ESRI® ArcGIS 10.4. GPS data were collected using geographic coordinate system Universal 
Transverse Mercator (UTM) Zone 10 North and the World Geodetic System 1984 (WGS84) datum. 

RESULTS 

In addition to the removals identified in the initial report (DD&A, 2022), DD&A recommends that trees 
1302 (Monterey cypress [Hesperocyparis macrocarpa]), 1309 (Monterey cypress), and 1345 (coast live 
oak [Quercus agrifolia]) be removed because greater than 40% of their critical root zone (CRZ) or dripline 
(defined by MMC) would be damaged as a result of soil remediation and demolition (Figure 1, Attachment 
A, Attachment B, and Attachment C). Per MMC Section 17.62.030, removal of these trees would require 
a tree removal permit from the City. DD&A also recommends that a tree removal permit be acquired for 
trees 1316 (Monterey cypress) and 1339 (Monterey cypress) (Figure 1, Attachment A, Attachment B, 
and Attachment C). These trees are within the boundaries of soil remediation and demolition; however, 
due to their size or proximity to project activities, there is a potential that they can be preserved. It is 
recommended that the City minimize impacts to these two trees to the greatest extent feasible.  
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DISCUSSION 
Per conversations with Wallace Group, the City's engineering consultant for the project, excavation due to 
building demolition in the proposed City Park will be increased from three (3) inches deep to nine (9) inches 
deep within the footprints of all existing 47 buildings (to remove debris) and five (5) feet surrounding the 
driplines of all 47 buildings, not just the previously indicated buildings T-2150, T-2170, T-2189, T-2191, 
and T-2213. 

In accordance with the City’s Tree Protection Guidelines and with California Fish and Game Code, the 
following measures are recommended to avoid or minimize impacts potential adverse impacts resulting 
from tree trimming: 

1. Trimming must conform to the guidelines and best management practices established in 
Attachment D, must be performed by a qualified tree removal contractor, and must not remove 
more than 30 percent of any one tree's canopy. Trees shall be allowed to develop their natural forms 
and shall not be trimmed as topiaries or other unnatural forms. 

2. Work should be timed to avoid the breeding and nesting season for raptors and other protected 
avian species. If work must occur during the avian breeding and nesting season (approximately 
February 1 through September 15), surveys for nesting birds shall be conducted no more than 15 
days prior to project activities in all areas within 300 feet of the project footprint that may provide 
suitable nesting habitat. If nesting birds are identified during surveys, an appropriate buffer shall 
be imposed within which no work or disturbance will take place (generally 300 feet in all 
directions). A qualified biologist shall be on-site during work re-initiation in the vicinity of the nest 
offset to ensure that the buffer is adequate and that the nest is not stressed and/or abandoned. No 
work shall proceed in the vicinity of an active nest until such time as all young are fledged, or until 
after September 16, when young are assumed fledged. 

Due to the level of excavation required for soil remediation, tree removal permits would be required around 
all 47 buildings and would include the following trees (in addition to the trees identified in the initial report 
[DD&A, 2022]): 

• Tree 1302 (Monterey cypress in fair condition), 

• Tree 1309 (Monterey cypress in fair condition), 
• Tree 1316 (Monterey cypress in fair condition), 

• Tree 1339 (Monterey cypress in fair condition), and 

• Tree 1345 (Coast live oak in fair condition). 

In accordance with City Code, a tree removal permit from the City would be required to remove or damage 
all living trees. Therefore, a completed tree removal permit application for Trees 1302, 1309, 1316, 1339, 
and 1345 is included in this report as Attachment E. Tree removal must conform to any requirements 
established by the City in the approved tree removal permit. In addition, it is recommended that Mitigation 
Measure 2, above, and the following mitigation be implemented as part of tree removal: 
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3. Pursuant to Section 17.62.030 of City Code, the project must comply with the City’s Tree 
Protection Guidelines. To reduce impacts to trees not scheduled for removal, the tree removal 
contractor shall implement the best managements practices for working near trees established in 
Attachment D. Trees which will be retained on site shall be allowed to develop their natural forms 
and shall not be trimmed as topiaries or other unnatural forms. 

CONCLUSION 
To facilitate project changes to soil remediation and demolition of 47 buildings within the proposed City 
Park, it is recommended that trees directly adjacent to these buildings or trees withing the boundaries of 
soil remediation be limbed, trimmed, or removed prior to demolition. In addition, it is recommended that 
impacts to trees 1316 and 1339 be minimized to the greatest extent feasible. A tree removal permit from 
the City is required to remove all living trees. A completed tree removal permit application for trees which 
are recommended for removal is included in this report as Attachment E. Implementation of the measures 
identified above and any additional measures established by the City in the tree removal permit would avoid 
or minimize potential impacts resulting from tree trimming, and removal. 

If you have any comments or questions about this report, please contact Patric Krabacher at 
pkrabacher@ddaplanning.com or (831) 373-4341 ext. 29. 
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Tree ID Scientific Name Common Name Total DBH (in) Dripline (ft) Health Recommendation Comments
1284 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 60 60 75 Fair Retain
1291 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 10 8 6 14 18 Fair Retain
1293 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 58 58 73 Fair Retain
1296 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 45 45 56 Fair Retain
1297 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 66 66 83 Fair Retain
1298 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 33 33 41 Fair Retain
1302 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 43 43 54 Fair Remove Tree directly adjacent to building. Greater than 40% of CRZ proposed for removal

1303 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 30 30 38 Fair Retain
1306 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 45 45 56 Fair Retain
1308 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 72 72 90 Fair Retain
1309 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 33 33 41 Fair Remove Tree top damage. Greater than 40% of CRZ proposed for removal

1312 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 52 52 65 Fair Retain
1313 Eucalyptus sp. Eucalyptus 17 20 26 33 Fair Retain
1316 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 24 30 38 48 Fair Potential Removal Tree requires significant trimming. Work proposed within 40% of CRZ

1317 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 54 54 68 Fair Retain
1320 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 61 61 76 Fair Retain
1329 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 12 12 15 Fair Retain
1330 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 32 32 40 Fair Retain
1331 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 24 24 30 Fair Retain
1332 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 26 26 33 Fair Retain
1333 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 36 36 45 Fair Retain
1334 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 48 48 60 Fair Retain
1335 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 32 32 40 Fair Retain
1336 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 19 19 24 Fair Retain
1337 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 30 18 13 15 40 50 Fair Retain
1338 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 32 32 40 Fair Retain
1339 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 32 40 25 57 71 Fair Potential Removal Tree requires significant trimming. Work proposed within 40% of CRZ

1340 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 72 72 90 Fair Retain
1341 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 7 7 9 Good Retain
1342 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 24 24 30 Fair Retain
1343 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 35 35 44 Fair Retain
1344 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 30 30 38 Fair Retain
1345 Quercus agrifolia Coast Live Oak 8 8 11 14 Fair Remove Tree directly adjacent to building. Greater than 40% of CRZ proposed for removal

1347 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 10 18 21 26 Fair Retain
1348 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 11 11 14 Fair Retain
1349 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 34 36 28 10 58 72 Fair Retain
1352 Pinus radiata Monterey Pine 20 20 25 Fair Retain
1392 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 7 7 9 Fair Retain
1394 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 66 66 83 Fair Retain
1395 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 72 72 90 Fair Retain

Individual Stem DBH (in)
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Tree ID Scientific Name Common Name Total DBH (in) Dripline (ft) Health Recommendation Comments
1396 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 64 64 80 Fair Retain
1397 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 64 25 69 86 Fair Retain
1398 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 66 66 83 Fair Retain
1399 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 16 16 23 28 Fair Retain
1400 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 31 30 43 54 Fair Retain
1401 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 12 12 11 11 13 15 16 34 43 Fair Retain
1403 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 8 8 10 Fair Retain
1404 Eucalyptus sp. Eucalyptus 19 19 24 Fair Retain
1405 Eucalyptus sp. Eucalyptus 35 8 9 37 46 Fair Retain
1406 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 20 9 9 10 6 10 11 18 32 48 60 Fair Retain
1409 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 6 6 8 Good Retain
1410 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 9 9 11 Good Retain
1411 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 6 6 8 11 Good Retain
1412 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 8 6 6 12 15 Good Retain
1413 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 12 12 15 Good Retain
1414 Hesperocyparis macrocarpa Monterey Cypress 9 9 11 Good Retain

Individual Stem DBH (in)
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Photo 1. Tree 1302 

Photo 3. Tree 1345 

Photo 2. Tree 1309 

Proposed Removals 
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Photo 5. Tree 1316 Photo 6. Tree 1339

Potential Removals 
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BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES WHEN WORKING NEAR TREES 
Best Management Practices  

The following BMPs are recommended to reduce impacts to trees: 

• Do not deposit any fill around trees, which may compact soils and alter water and air
relationships. Avoid depositing fill, parking equipment, or staging construction materials near
existing trees. Covering and compacting soil around trees can alter water and air relationships
with the roots. Fill placed within the critical rootzone or dripline may encourage the
development of oak rot fungus (Armillaria mellea). As necessary, trees may be protected by
boards, fencing or other materials to delineate protection zones.

• Pruning shall be conducted to avoid unnecessary injuries to the tree. General principals of
pruning include placing cuts immediately beyond the branch collar, making clean cuts by
scoring the underside of the branch first, and for live oak, avoiding the period from February
through May.

• Native live oaks are not adapted to summer watering and may develop crown or root rot as a
result. Do not regularly irrigate within the critical rootzone or dripline of oaks. Native, locally
adapted, drought resistant species are the most compatible with this goal.

• Root cutting should occur outside of the springtime. Ideal time for root pruning will take place
late June and July. Pruning of the live crown should not occur February through May.

• Oak material greater than 3 inches in diameter remaining on site more than one month that is
not cut and split into firewood should be covered with thick clear plastic that is dug in securely
around the pile. This will discourage infestation and dispersion of bark beetles.

• A mulch layer up to approximately 4 inches deep may be applied to the ground under selected
oaks following construction. Only 1 to 2 inches of mulch should be applied within 1 to 2 feet
of the trunk, and under no circumstances should any soil or mulch be placed against the root
crown (base) of trees. The best source of mulch would be from chipped material generated on
site.

Tree Protection Standards: 

• All trees scheduled for preservation which may be at risk of injury or harm during the removal of
trees approved for removal or during grading, trenching or other activities associated with the
development or use of a property shall be temporarily fenced during such tree during such
activities. Fencing shall be installed prior to the beginning of tree removals, grading or building.
Fencing shall be installed at the edge of the root zone unless alternate location is determined
essential to the construction of the project as approved. The root zone is determined to be the area
located within a distance of 15 times the trunk diameter in all directions. Fencing shall consist of
chain link or plastic link fence, rigidly supported and maintained during all construction at a
minimum height of 4' 0" above grade. Removal of fencing shall only be at the direction of the
City planning department. All trees to be fenced shall be clearly marked to notify all personnel
and city inspectors that the subject tree(s) are to be fenced at all times during construction.

• Fenced areas shall not be used for material stockpile, storage or vehicle parking. Dumping of
materials, chemicals or garbage shall be prohibited within the fenced area. Fenced areas shall be
maintained in a natural condition and not compacted. Fenced areas shall be maintained at natural
or existing grade.
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• Utility and drain lines shall be located outside the root zone of all preserved trees unless essential
to develop property as approved. Where alternative routes are not available, any digging or
trenching necessary for utility conduit, pipe, wire and drain lines shall not cut any major root.
Major roots are those with a diameter of 2 inches or more. Utility lines shall not be within 3 feet
of the trunk of any tree.

• All approved construction within the root zone shall observe the following construction practices:
1. Hand trenching at point or line of grade cuts closest to the trunk to expose major roots 2"

or more in diameter.
2. In cases where rock or unusually dense soil prevents hand trenching, mechanical

trenching may be permitted provided that work inside the dripline is closely supervised to
prevent tearing or other damage to major roots.

3. Exposed major roots shall be cut with a saw to form a smooth surface and avoid tearing
or jagged edges.

4. Absorbent tarp or heavy cloth fabric shall be placed over grade cuts where roots are
exposed and secured with stakes and 2" to 4" of compost or wood chips spread over the
tarp to prevent moisture loss. Care shall be taken that moisture levels beneath tarped
areas remain comparable to surrounding areas until backfilling occurs. Some watering of
these areas may be necessary to maintain moisture levels, and such measures shall remain
in effect through all phases of construction, including all delays and other periods of
inactivity.

Tree Pruning 

Pruning is to be minimal but performed only when necessary in accordance to American National Safety 
Institute ANSI A300 Pruning Standards. Pruning may include the larger canopied trees that have 
deadwood or are exhibiting some minor structural defect or minor disease that must be compensated. 
Should the health and vigor of any tree decline it will be treated as appropriately recommended by a 
certified arborist or qualified forester. 

The following are offered as guidelines when pruning; 
• In general trees will be assessed then pruned first for safety, next for health, and finally

for aesthetics. No more than 25% of the tree overall crown will be pruned in one season.
• Type of pruning is determined by the size of branches to be removed. General

guidelines for branch removal are:

1. Fine Detail pruning-limbs under 2-inch diameter are removed
2. Medium Detail Pruning–Limbs between 2- and 4-inch diameter
3. Structural Enhancement–limbs greater than 4-inch diameter.
4. Broken and cracked limbs-removed will be removed in high traffic areas of

concern.

Crown thinning is the cleaning out of or removal of dead diseased, weakly attached, or low vigor branches 
from a tree crown and consist of the following steps: 

• All trees will be pre-assessed on how the tree will be pruned from the top down.
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• Tree trimmers will favor branches with strong, U-shaped angles of attachment and
where possible remove branches with weak, V-shaped angles of attachment and/or
included bark.

• Lateral branches will be evenly spaced on the main stem of young trees and areas
of fine pruning.

• Branches that rub or cross another branch will be removed where possible.
• Lateral branches will be no more than one-half to three-quarters of the diameter of the

stem to discourage the development of co-dominant stems where feasible.
• In most cases trimmers will not remove more than one-quarter of the living crown of a

tree at one time. If it is necessary to remove more, it will be done over successive years.

Crown-raising removes the lower branches of a tree to provide clearance for buildings, vehicles, 
pedestrians and vistas and performed as follows: 

• Live branches on at least two-thirds of a tree’s total height will be maintained
wherever possible. The removal of too many lower branches will hinder the
development of a strong stem.

• All basal sprouts and vigorous epicormic sprouts will be removed where feasible.

Crown reduction is used to reduce the height and/or spread of trees and is used for maintaining the 
structural integrity and natural form of a tree and conducted as follows: 

• Crown reduction pruning is used only when absolutely necessary. Pruning cuts will
be at a lateral branch that is at least one-third the diameter of the stem to be removed
wherever possible.

• When it is necessary to remove more than half of the foliage from a branch it may
be necessary remove the entire branch.

Crown restoration is used to improve the structure and appearance of trees that have been topped or 
severely pruned using heading cuts. One of three sprouts on main branch stubs should be selected to 
reform a natural appearing crown. Selected vigorous sprouts may need to be thinned to ensure adequate 
attachment for the size of the sprout. Restoration may require several years of pruning. 
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City of Marina City of Marina 

         Community Development Department  
  Mailing:  211 HILLCREST AVENUE 

  Office:    209 CYPRESS AVENUE 

     MARINA, CA  93933 

  831.884.1220; FAX 831.384.0425 

      www.cityofmarina.org 

PLANNING APPLICATION 

Project Address/Location: _____________   APN:____________________________________ 

Applicant(s): 

Name: 

___ Email: _____________________________ 

Property Owner: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Phone:  ___ Email: _____________________________ 

Property Owner Authorization: 

By signing this application I certify that I have reviewed this 
completed application and the attached material and consent to its 
filing. I agree to allow the Community Development Department to 
duplicate and distribute plans to interested persons as it 
determines is necessary for the processing of the application. 

Signed Date 

Applicant/Representative Certification: 

I understand the City might not approve what I am applying 
for or might set conditions of approval. I agree to allow the 
Community Development Department to  duplicate  and  
distribute  plans  to  interested persons  as  it determines is 
necessary for processing of the application. 

Signed Date 

Permission to Access Property 
This section is to be completed by the property owner and/or occupant 
who controls access to the property. To adequately evaluate many 
project proposals Community Development Department Staff, 
Commissioners and City Council Members will have to gain access to 
the exterior of the real property in order to adequately review and report 
on the proposed project. Your signature below certifies that you agree to 
give the City permission to access the project site from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, as part of the normal review of this planning 
application. 

Signed Date 

Indemnification Agreement: 
The Owner/Applicant shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless 
the City or its agents or officers and employees from any claim, 
action or proceeding against the City or its agents, officers or 
employees, to attack, set aside, void, or annul, in whole or in part, 
the City’s approval of this project. In the event that the City fails to 
promptly notify the Owner / Applicant of any such claim, action or 
proceeding, or that the City fails to cooperate fully in the defense of 
said claim, this condition shall thereafter be of no further force or 
effect. 

Signed Date 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: 
Date Application Submitted:  Fee Collected: $  
Date Application Complete:   Receipt Number: 
File Number(s):   
Planner Initials:     Associated Permits: 

Remediation/Demo at City Park

City of Marina

Mailing Address: 

Phone:  

SAME AS ABOVE

Project Description:  What do you want to do? 

Removal permit request for 5 trees to facilitate the project and maintain health and safety of the urban forest in 
City Park.
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VICINITY MAP - CITY OF MARINA
Possible Ballfield locations

Existing park, no ballfields

Existing park with ballfieldsPlanned park

Glorya Jean
Tate Park

Windy Hill
Park

Vince Di
Maggio Park

Los Arboles
Sports Complex

Preston
Park

Locke-Paddon
Park

Hilltop Park
Dunes Park

Sea Haven
Park

Marina Station
Potential Sports Fields
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LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS

FIELD LAYOUT - CONCEPT 2

PRESTON PARK
PRESTON DRIVE

MARINA, CA

1" = 50'-0"

03 . 08 . 2023

01 OF 01

RENOVATED BASEBALL FIELD RENOVATED SOFTBALL FIELD

PROPOSED BASEBALL
FIELD LOCATION

PROPOSED SOCCER
FIELD LOCATION

PROTECTED MONTEREY
GILIA SPECIES

PROPOSED SOCCER
FIELD LOCATION

PROPOSED RESTROOM &
CONCESSIONS BUILDING

PROPOSED SOFTBALL
FIELD LOCATION

PROPOSED PARKING LOT

EXISTING PARKING LOT
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March 16, 2023,  Item No. 13d 
 

Honorable Mayor and Members   City Council Meeting  

of the Marina City Council                       of March 21,2023 

  

CITY COUNCIL TO CONSIDER ADOPTING RESOLUTION NO. 2023-, 

RECEIVING A PRESENTATION AND, PROVIDING INPUT ON THE 

DUNES CITY PARK PROJECT  
 

 

 

REQUEST: 

It is requested that the City Council consider approving and adopting Resolution No. 2023-, for 

the following actions: 
 

1. Receiving a presentation, EXHIBIT A, for the four options for the proposed Dunes City 

Park Project. 

 

2. Providing input on the design for the proposed Dunes City Park Project. 
 

BACKGROUND: 

On May 17,2005, the City Council passed Resolution 2005-130 adopting the University Village 

Specific Plan. Included in the University Village Specific Plan is the park at the Dunes, now known 

as Dunes City Park. 
 

Several parks have been planned for development within Marina. On June 21, 2005, City Council 

passed Resolution 2005-159 Adopting a Negative Declaration and Parks and Recreation Facilities 

Master Plan. The Master Plan served as the basis for the preliminary planning for the city parks.  
 

Community outreach for parks planning was held on November 13, 2018.  The design consultant 

team retained by the City, Verde Design (Verde), prepared parks concept plans for City various 

parks, including the Dunes City Park, that were presented to a joint Public Works Commission and 

Recreation and Cultural Services Commission on February 21, 2019.  
 

On April 9, 2019, Resolution 2019-36 the city council received a presentation and provided 

comments on several city parks including the Dunes City Park, EXHIBIT B. Comments for this 

park included space for the Tatum’s Garden/Treehouse, FORTAG Trail, consideration of 

stabilizing examples of barracks, phasing for barracks removal, phasing for existing trees and other 

amenities.  Concerns were raised about the extent of retaining walls on the site with 40 feet of 

grade difference and the impact of grading on existing trees. 
 

A structural and cost analysis was completed by WRD for the three barracks considered for 

stabilization. The report concluded that either rehabilitating or demolishing and rebuilding is 

feasible, however one of the buildings was recommended for rebuild due to structural difficulty 

and expense to retrofit. The cost to rehabilitate versus demolish and rebuild is comparable. The 

Barracks Blight Removal project is on its final phase and estimated to be completed mid-April 

2023. 
 

At a regular meeting on May 1, 2019, the City Council approved the FY 2019-20 & 2020-21 

Capital Improvement Program (CIP) budget, The Dunes Park Project, QLP 2017, was included 

and with appropriated budget amount of $500,000. Additional funding of $1,000,000 for FY 2021-

2022 was appropriated and $8,400,000 of developer contribution was anticipated for FY 2022-

2023.  $3.8 million of the $8.4 million has been received by the City with the remaining $4.6 

million due upon a future phase of land sale. 

 



As part of the Blight Removal project, Denise Duffy & Associates, Inc was hired to survey and 

prepare report on the health and impact of the blight removal and soil remediation to existing trees 

at the Dunes City Park (EXHIBIT C).  On March 10, 2022, the City Planning Commission held 

a public hearing and adopted Resolution No. 2022-05b, approving the removal of trees and 

required replacement of 2:1 ratio.  Existing trees shown on Options 1-4 of EXHIBIT D are trees 

that remained after the Blight Removal project. 
 

A topographic survey of the site was completed to assess grading requirements and impacts to 

trees. Four concept plan options were prepared by Verde with Option 4 incorporating the majority 

of the comments from the April 9, 2019, City Council Meeting. 
 

On January 26, 2023, an on-site Marina community engagement open house was held and was 

followed by an in-person public presentation in the City Council Chambers. There were 35 and 42 

attendees of the community engagement and public presentation, respectively. Participant 

preferred option, questions and comments were received at the community engagement as well as 

through the email address created specifically for this project (EXHIBIT E).  
 

ANALYSIS: 

Verde prepared four options for the proposed Dunes City Park Project, EXHIBIT D. The 

following are brief narratives on these four options. 
 

OPTION 1:  GREAT LAWN, MUSEUM and SPORTS PAVILION 

This option does not have sports fields. It includes a generous informal lawn area, an 

inclusive playground, a 250-person capacity amphitheater, and sports courts.  It also 

includes a sports pavilion and historical military buildings.  It retains all the significant 

existing and legacy trees. This option includes 326 parking spaces and parking demand at 

maximum use is 273. The current estimate for the development of Option 1 is $27.7 million 

with $6.5 million being for the barracks buildings and sports pavilion.  The sports pavilion, 

at an estimated cost of $3.5 million is not included in Options 2 thru 4 but is included with 

the sports and aquatic center planning and design effort.   
 

OPTION 2: LAWN and ONE MULTI SPORTS FIELD 

This option has one (1) multi-sports field. It includes an inclusive playground, a 250-person 

capacity amphitheater, reduced informal lawn areas, and sports court.  It retains all the 

significant existing and legacy trees. This option includes 326 parking spaces and parking 

demand at maximum use is 419. The current estimate for the development of Option 2 is 

$23.8 million. 
  

OPTION 3: TWO MULTI SPORTS FIELD WITH AMPHITHEATER  

This option has two (2) multi-sports fields.  It includes an inclusive playground, an 80-

person capacity amphitheater, and sports court.  It retains the existing trees along the south 

side of the park and the legacy trees (8). This option includes 304 parking spaces and 

parking demand at maximum use is 420.  An estimate was not prepared for Option 3 but 

development of Option 3 is expected to be between the cost of Option 2 ($23.8 million) 

and Option 4 ($27.7 million). 
 

OPTION 4: TWO MULTI SPORTS FIELD  

This option has two (2) multi-sports fields.  Only legacy  

trees (8) are retained. This option includes 349 parking spaces and parking demand at 

maximum use is 420. The current estimate for the development of Option 2 is $27.7 

million. 

 



The City received 124 comments with preferred options; thirty-five (35) indicated Option 1, 

twenty (20) for Option 2, fifty-four (54) for Option 3 and seven (7) for Option 4. Comments and 

option preferences are tabulated and included as EXHIBIT E. 
 

In response to questions and comments at the public presentation, staff is working with SSA 

Landscape Architect for the concept design to optimize ballfield programs and update Preston 

Park. A preliminary concept drawing is included as EXHIBIT F. This preliminary concept for 

Preston Park will provide the much-needed additional ballfield for the community should Option 

1 or 2 be selected for the Dunes City Park. A community engagement and presentation for the 

Preston Park Upgrade will be scheduled in the future. 
 

on March 16th, 2023, the Public Works Commission received a presentation and provided input 

on the Dunes Parks options.  Input and comments from the meeting will be provided to City 

Council prior to the March 21st, 2023 meeting. 
 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No fiscal implications at this time. 
 

Partial funding for the Dunes Park Project is included in the Capital Improvement Program budget, 

QLP 2017.  
 

Preliminary project cost estimates are between $23,764,474 (Option 2) and $27,680,751 (Option 

4). Option 1 project cost estimates is $27,661,702. The project cost estimates for the option 

selected will be updated as the project design progress.  The estimated cost of expansion and 

rehabilitation of Preston Park to include additional play fields is $12,000,000. 
 

The City currently does not have sufficient staffing to maintain additional park space.  Based upon 

maintained acreage, the City currently needs four additional maintenance workers with an annual 

cost of $440,000.  Full development of the Dunes Park would increase that number by one lead 

worker at an annual cost of $150,000 and one maintenance worker at an annual cost of $110,000.  

Materials and equipment costs to maintain the Dunes Park are estimated at $100,000 per year 

above the staffing costs. 
 

CONCLUSION: 

This request is submitted for City Council for consideration and input.   

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

 

 

Brian McMinn, P.E., P.L.S. 

Public Works Director/City Engineer 

City of Marina 

 

 

REVIEWED/CONCUR: 
 

 
 

 

      

Layne P. Long 

City Manager 

City of Marina 
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