
RESOLUTION NO. 2024-13 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MARINA 

RECEIVING A PRESENTATION, PROVIDING INPUT AND APPROVING THE 

PROGRAMMING FOR PHASE 1 OF 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, 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; and 

 

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

provided input on the Dunes City Parks concept options; and 

 

WHEREAS, on March 21, 2023, the City Council received presentation on the various concept 

options and approved Option 2, see EXHIBIT A, with the following considerations: work with 

the observatory (MIRA) to develop usage policy and dark-sky certified, assessment of sand gilia 

at Preston Park, impact of the way that the pavilion is situated in Option 2, suggestions of alternate 

sites for the three barracks/museum buildings, look at the noise factor of the amphitheater and 

parking, explore adding one more sand volleyball court and relocate it, add an additional tennis 

court and remove the pickleball courts, consider the possibility of widening the entrance at Second 

avenue and Eight Street and investigate by national standards how many ball fields are needed in 

the City; and  

 

WHEREAS, during the City Council retreat to review FY 2023-2025 budget, the City Council 

decided to remove the ballfield at the Dunes City Park and fund the refurbishment of Preston Park. 

This decision triggered a redesign on the previously approved Option 2 of the Dunes City Park; 

and 

 

WHEREAS, the Option 2 redesign, EXHIBIT A1, includes amenities shown on the original 

Option 2 concept design except for the ballfield which will be constructed at Preston Park. The 

new concept design incorporates the addition of a new great lawn, fitness court, multicourt, an 

additional sand volleyball court, dedicated tennis courts and pathways throughout the park; and 
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WHEREAS, due to budget constraints, the Dunes City Park is divided into phases, Phase 1, and 

Phase 2.  Phase 1, EXHIBIT A2, programming is recommended for City approval to begin design 

and preparation of construction documents; and 

 

WHEREAS, the design team will work with MIRA on park lighting for dark-sky certified 

compliance and park usage. The sports pavilion and three barracks/museum building are located 

within the sports complex as shown on EXHIBIT A1. No further study and analysis of alternative 

locations has been conducted to this date; and  

 

WHEREAS, the Dunes City Park Project is included in the Capital Improvement Program budget, 

QLP 2017. Prior year funding includes $5.1 million. An additional developer contribution of 

$4.678 million is expected to be transferred and accepted during a future City Council meeting for 

the award of the construction contract for the Dunes City Park Phase 1 project; and 

 

WHEREAS, the presentation and providing input for Dunes City Park is not a project as defined 

by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) per Article 20 Section 15378 and under 

General Rule Article 5 Section 15061; and 

 

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

hereby: 

 

1. Receive a presentation of the Option 2 redesign for the Dunes City Park project; and 

 

2. Provide input on the Option 2 redesign for the Dunes City Park Project; and  

 

3. Approve the programming, EXHIBIT A2, for Phase 1 of the Dunes City Park Project. 

 

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

held on the 6th day of February 2024, by the following vote: 

 

AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  McCarthy, Biala, Visscher, Delgado 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: None 

ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: None 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: None 

 

 

____________________________ 

Bruce C. Delgado, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

_______________________ 
Anita Sharp, Deputy City Clerk 
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Del Monte Blvd 
Multimodal & Road Diet

Traffic Analysis
December 2023

EXHIBIT A



Traffic Analysis Objectives
Determine a feasible Del Monte Boulevard roadway design 
consistent with the vision for a unique, vibrant, and pedestrian 
friendly downtown Marina

1. Compliment the Del Monte Boulevard Median Project
2. Utilize existing travel lanes to provide multimodal 

improvements (road diet) for bikes and pedestrians
3. Create a thriving downtown environment by improving 

multimodal safety and access
4. Maintain acceptable traffic operations
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Traffic Analysis Overview
1. Traffic Volumes

2. Del Monte Blvd Layout Alternatives

3. Traffic Analysis & Simulations

4. Summary & Recommendations
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Traffic Operations Summary
• A multi-modal street design with road diet and traffic calming 

improvements is a feasible solution to meet the vision and goals of 
downtown Marina 

• Roundabout Layout is feasible
• Recommend a Road Diet with 1 southbound (SB) lane and 2 northbound 

(NB) lanes to Palm
• Reindollar Intersection 2-lane NB, 2-lane SB
• Palm Intersection 2-lane NB, 1-lane SB

• Signal Layout is feasible
• Recommend a Road Diet with 1 southbound (SB) lane and 2 northbound 

(NB) lanes to Palm

• The Reservation/Del Monte signal will remain and include 
multimodal improvements from grant funding
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Traffic Volumes
• 2018 Traffic Counts (Pre-COVID)

• Volumes are 2% higher than 2023 counts

• 2040 Traffic forecasts from AMBAG Travel Demand Model
• Volumes are 20% higher than 2018 counts
• 2040 volumes used in traffic analysis

• Marina Downtown Plan
• Regional and other city growth
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Del Monte Blvd Layout Alternatives
1. Existing 4-Lane Roadway with Signals

2. Proposed Roadway with Multi-lane Roundabouts
• 2 NB Lanes from Reindollar to Palm, 1 SB Lane

3. Proposed Roadway with Signals
• 2 NB Lanes from Reindollar to Palm, 1 SB Lane
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Source: ITE
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Travel Speed Impact to Driver Vision

8Source: ITE
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Travel Speed Impact to Pedestrian Fatality
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Source: ITE
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Del Monte Layout
Existing 4-Lane Roadway - Signals

Reindollar Palm

Reservation

Existing Cross-Section
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Del Monte Layout
Proposed Roadway - Roundabouts

Reindollar Palm Reservation

Reindollar to Palm (2NB, 1SB)

Palm to Reservation (1NB, 1SB)
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Del Monte Layout
Proposed Roadway - Signals

Reindollar Palm Reservation

Reindollar to Palm (2NB, 1SB)

Palm to Reservation (1NB, 1SB)
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Roadway Space Allocation Comparison

13

Road Layout
Roadway Space %

Vehicle Bike Pedestrian Landscape
Existing 

4-Lane Roadway 55% 5% 13% 27%

Proposed
Roadway with Median 
Project and Road Diet

36% 16% 19% 29%

Existing

Proposed
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Del Monte Layout Comparison
Reindollar Palm Reservation

14

Approved and 
funded CIP 
Bike/Ped 

Improvements

Signal

Roundabout
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Bike and Pedestrian Crossings

15

Reindollar Palm ReservationMortimer

Monterey 
Recreation 

Trail
Separated Bike & 

Pedestrian Crosswalks at 
the intersections 

Pedestrian Hybrid 
Beacon (HAWK)
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Bike and Pedestrian Crossings
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Bike & Ped Crossing (San Jose) Potential Decorative 
Crosswalk Markings on 

Bulb-outs
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Bike and Pedestrian Crossings

17

HAWK Pedestrian Beacon (California / Marina Heights)
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Traffic Analysis
• 2040 AM & PM peak hour commute vehicle volumes

• Traffic simulation model and analysis using VISSIM

• Ideal tool for roundabout vs signal comparison

• Model bike, pedestrian, transit activity

• Roadway travel times, speeds

• Intersection vehicle delay, queues, level of service (LOS)
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Level of Service (LOS)
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Intersection LOS Summary

B B C

B C D

A C C

B B C

B B D

B D D

AM LOS PM LOS

Existing 4-Lane Roadway - Signals

Proposed Roadway - Signals

Proposed Roadway - Roundabouts

LOS Ranking A to F
LOS D is City Standard
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VISSIM Simulations

21

• 2040 PM peak hour (critical scenario)

1. Existing 4-Lane Roadway – Signals
2. 2-Lane Road Diet – Signals
3. 2-Lane Road Diet – Roundabouts
4. Road Diet (2NB to Palm, 1SB) – Signals
5. Road Diet (2NB to Palm, 1SB) – Roundabouts
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Year 2040 PM Peak
(Existing) 4-Lane Roadway
Signals

Existing Cross-Section
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Year 2040 PM Peak
2-Lane Road Diet
Signals

2-Lane Road Diet
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Year 2040 PM Peak
2-Lane Road Diet
Roundabouts

2-Lane Road Diet

24

EXHIBIT A



Year 2040 PM Peak
Road Diet (2NB to Palm, 1SB)
Signals

Reindollar to Palm (2NB, 1SB) Palm to Reservation (1NB, 1SB)
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Year 2040 PM Peak
Road Diet (2NB to Palm, 1SB)
Roundabouts

Reindollar to Palm (2NB, 1SB) Palm to Reservation (1NB, 1SB)
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Summary & Recommendations
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2040 LOS Summary

Road Layout Control 
Type

Reindollar LOS
AM (PM)

Palm LOS
AM (PM) Notes

Existing 4-Lane Signal B (B) B (B) Year 2040 Baseline Scenario

2-Lane Road Diet
Signal B (B) C (D) Heavy NB queues during PM peak

Roundabout A (F) C (F) Intersection NB queue fails at Palm 
during PM peak

Road Diet 
(2NB to Palm, 1SB)

Signal B (B) C (B) Standing queues at intersection

Roundabout A (B) C (D) Moving queues at intersection
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2040 Vehicle Queue Summary

Road Layout Control 
Type

Reindollar
Queues Ok?

Palm 
Queues Ok? Notes

Existing 4-Lane Signal Yes Yes Year 2040 Baseline Scenario

2-Lane Road Diet
Signal Yes No Heavy NB queues during PM peak

Roundabout No No Intersection NB queue fails at Palm 
during PM peak

Road Diet 
(2NB to Palm, 1SB)

Signal Yes Yes Standing queues at intersection

Roundabout Yes Yes Moving queues at intersection
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2040 Operations Summary
Road 

Layout
Control 

Type
Multimodal 

Safety
Bike

Access & Mobility
Pedestrian 

Access & Mobility

Transit 
& Fire 

Access?

Existing
4-Lane Signal

Poor
High speeds and 
lack of facilities

Poor
No bike lanes on Del Monte

Poor
No streetscape & sidewalk
Long intersection crossings

Yes

2-Lane 
Road Diet

Signal Ok
Very Good

Protected median Class IV 
bike lanes

Good
Wide sidewalk & access

Long intersection crossings
Yes

Roundabout Good
Very Good

Protected median Class IV
bike lanes

Very Good
Wide sidewalk & access

Short intersection crossings
Yes

Road Diet 
(2NB to Palm, 

1SB)

Signal Ok
Very Good

Mix of protected striped & 
median Class IV bike lanes

Good
Wide sidewalk & access

Long intersection crossings
Yes

Roundabout Good
Very Good

Mix of protected striped & 
median Class IV bike lanes

Very Good
Wide sidewalk & access

Short intersection crossings
Yes
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Downtown Goals Summary

Road 
Layout

Control 
Type

Supports 
Median 
Project?

Provides 
Bike/Ped 

Improvements?

Creates 
Downtown 

Environment?

Maintains 
Acceptable Traffic 

Operations?
Existing
4-Lane Signal Yes No No Yes

2-Lane 
Road Diet

Signal Yes Yes Yes No
NB queues in PM peak

Roundabout        Yes Yes Yes No
NB queues in PM peak

Road Diet 
(2NB to 

Palm, 1SB)

Signal Yes Yes Yes Yes

Roundabout Yes Yes Yes Yes

31
Road Diet and Roundabout is the preferred option
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La Jolla – San Diego, CA 

32

La Jolla Blvd

Road Diet and Roundabouts 
in Bird Rock Business District
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La Jolla – San Diego, CA 

33

2007 – 5 Lane Roadway & Stop Control

2018 – 2 Lane Road Diet & Roundabouts
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Traffic Operations Summary
• A multi-modal street design with road diet and traffic calming 

improvements is a feasible solution to meet the vision and goals of 
downtown Marina 

• Roundabout Layout is feasible
• Recommend a Road Diet with 1 southbound (SB) lane and 2 northbound 

(NB) lanes to Palm
• Reindollar Intersection 2-lane NB, 2-lane SB
• Palm Intersection 2-lane NB, 1-lane SB

• Signal Layout is feasible
• Recommend a Road Diet with 1 southbound (SB) lane and 2 northbound 

(NB) lanes to Palm

• The Reservation/Del Monte signal will remain and include 
multimodal improvements from grant funding

34

EXHIBIT A



35

EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



EXHIBIT A



����������	�
��������
���������������������������
������ !��"�#�����$% &'���(���(����)����
�)���
*�+�,-./�,0123-4�566.-2789:;<=;>�?@�ABAC�

93

EXHIBIT A-1



����������	�
��������
���������������������������
������ !"�#��$%�&�"��'#�(��")*�*�&!%�$ &��$%�+!&! )*&�)"�,�*!$�� )�#!$-�*.� )�"��#�� �/)0�.� )�()$$�( �1! /�%!+�*&��'�)'#��2�) /�"�0!#!�*��$%�$�13.� )�&�'')* �#)(�#���&!$�&&�&.� )�1�#4��$%�0)+��1! /�1�##$�&&.� )�%�#!-/ �!$��* .�(�# �*�.��$%�'#�56

94

EXHIBIT A-1



����������	�
��������
�������������������������������� !"#$%�#&!'(!'��&� &�(��!#!'��%���!�)�&����(!&"�!'��
95

EXHIBIT A-1



����������	�
��������
���������������������������
����� �!"��#$%"&�'""�(� ) **+ ,+-.+ **+ -*+/0+ 12�34565457859

:�;<�=�><=<?><?@=AAB�CDADE=F<�>GCEDBH

12IJ�K4LMNOP�QLR54S7PTUSP54�UVW5XYZY[\]�̂_�̀YZa_̂b[aY�cYdae]�Y[f�ĝ ĥ�ib]Yd�jZZ�k]YblS7mW8Sn5�K5WVN7�3456545785W9
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1

Del Monte Blvd Layout Alternatives

1. Existing 4-Lane Roadway with Signals

2. Proposed Roadway with Multi-lane Roundabouts
• 2 NB Lanes from Reindollar to Palm, 1 SB Lane

3. Proposed Roadway with Signals
• 2 NB Lanes from Reindollar to Palm, 1 SB Lane

Source: ITE
106

EXHIBIT A-1



Existing 4-Lane Roadway - Signals

Reindollar Palm

Reservation

Existing Cross-Section

2107

EXHIBIT A-1



Proposed Roadway - Roundabouts

Reindollar to Palm (2NB, 1SB)

Palm to Reservation (1NB, 1SB)

3

PalmReindollar ReservationTransitions from 2 
to 1 NB lane here
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Del Monte Layout Comparison
Reindollar Palm Reservation

4

Approved and 
funded CIP 
Bike/Ped 

Improvements

Signal

Roundabout

Signal
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Bike and Pedestrian Crossings

5

Reindollar Palm ReservationMortimer

Monterey 
Recreation Trail

Separated Bike & 
Pedestrian Crosswalks at 

the intersections 

Pedestrian Hybrid 
Beacon
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Vehicle Level of Service Summary
Road 

Layout
Control 

Type
Reindollar

Intersection LOS
Palm Intersection 

LOS Notes

Existing
4-Lane Signal AM Peak: B

PM Peak: B
AM Peak: B
PM Peak: B

Year 2040 Baseline Scenario

Road Diet 
(2NB to 

Palm, 1SB)

Signal AM Peak: B
PM Peak: B

AM Peak: C
PM Peak: B

Stationary vehicle queues at 
intersection

Roundabout AM Peak: A
PM Peak: B

AM Peak: C
PM Peak: D

Continuous moving queues 
at intersection

6

City LOS Standard is D
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Traffic Operations Summary

Road 
Layout

Control 
Type

Multimodal 
Safety

Bike
Access & Mobility

Pedestrian 
Access & Mobility

Transit 
& Fire 

Access?

Existing
4-Lane Signal

Poor
High speeds and 
lack of facilities

Poor
No bike lanes on Del Monte

Poor
No streetscape & sidewalk

Long ped crosswalks
Yes

Road Diet 
(2NB to Palm, 

1SB)

Signal Ok
Very Good

Mix of protected striped & 
median Class IV bike lanes

Good
Wide sidewalk & access

Long ped crosswalks
Yes

Roundabout Good
Very Good

Mix of protected striped & 
median Class IV bike lanes

Very Good
Wide sidewalk & access

Short ped crosswalks
Yes

7112
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Downtown Goals Summary

Road 
Layout

Control 
Type

Supports Del 
Monte Median 

Project?

Provides 
Bike/Ped 

Improvements?

Creates 
Downtown 

Environment?

Maintains 
Acceptable Traffic 

Operations?
Existing
4-Lane Signal Yes No No Yes

Road Diet 
(2NB to 

Palm, 1SB)

Signal Yes Yes Yes Yes

Roundabout Yes Yes Yes Yes

8

Road Diet with Roundabouts is the preferred option
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January 27, 2024,  Item No. 13b 
 

Honorable Mayor and Members   City Council Meeting  

of the Marina City Council                       of February 6, 2024 

  

CITY COUNCIL TO CONSIDER ADOPTING RESOLUTION NO. 2024-, 

RECEIVING A PRESENTATION, PROVIDING INPUT AND APPROVING 

THE PROGRAMMING FOR PHASE 1 OF THE DUNES CITY PARK 

PROJECT  
 

 

 

REQUEST: 

It is requested that the City Council consider approving and adopting Resolution No. 2024-, for 

the following actions: 
 

1. Receiving a presentation of the Option 2 redesign for the proposed Dunes City Park Project 

(“EXHIBIT A1”). 

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

3. Approving the programming for Phase 1 of the Dunes City Park Project (“EXHIBIT A2”). 
 

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. 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. 
 

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.  

 

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

on the Dunes City Parks concept options. 

 

 

 



On March 21, 2023, the City Council received presentation on the various concept options and 

approved Option 2, see EXHIBIT A, with the following considerations: work with the observatory 

(MIRA) to develop usage policy and dark-sky certified, assessment of sand gilia at Preston Park, 

impact of the way that the pavilion is situated in Option 2, suggestions of alternate sites for the 

three barracks/museum buildings, look at the noise factor of the amphitheater and parking, explore 

adding one more sand volleyball court and relocate it, add an additional tennis court and remove 

the pickleball courts, consider the possibility of widening the entrance at Second avenue and Eight 

Street and investigate by national standards how many ball fields are needed in the City. 
 

 

ANALYSIS: 

The City Council decided to remove the ballfield at the Dunes City Park and fund the 

refurbishment of Preston Park when adopting the FY 2023-2025 budget. This decision triggered a 

redesign on the previously approved Option 2 of the Dunes City Park. Concerns about Monterey 

gilia impacts due to the expansion of Preston Park were addressed through surveys by Denise 

Duffy and Associates, Inc. Focused botanical surveys were conducted for the proposed Preston 

Park Fields and Monterey gilia was not observed during the April and June 2023 surveys.  The 

survey memo is included as EXHIBIT B. 

 

The Option 2 redesign, EXHIBIT A1, includes amenities shown on the original Option 2 concept 

design except for the ballfield which will be constructed at Preston Park. The new concept design 

incorporates the addition of a new great lawn, fitness court, multicourt, an additional sand 

volleyball court, dedicated tennis courts and pathways throughout the park.  

 

Due to budget constraints, the Dunes City Park is divided into phases, Phase 1, and Phase 2.  Phase 

1, EXHIBIT A2, programming is recommended for City approval to begin design and preparation 

of construction documents.  Phase 2 is a future project once funding is available. 

 

The design team will work with MIRA on park lighting for dark-sky certified compliance and park 

usage. The sports pavilion and three barracks/museum building are located within the sports 

complex as shown on EXHIBIT A1. No further study and analysis of alternative locations has 

been conducted to this date.  

 
 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

No fiscal implications at this time. 
 

The Dunes City Park Project is included in the Capital Improvement Program budget, QLP 2017.  

Prior year funding includes $5.1 million. An additional developer contribution of $4.678 million 

is expected to be transferred and accepted during a future City Council meeting for the award of 

the construction contract for the Dunes City Park Phase 1 project. 
 

The preliminary estimate is $10.3 million for the proposed phase 1 project. 

 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

The presentation and providing input for Dunes City Park is not a project as defined by the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) per Article 20 Section 15378 and under General 

Rule Article 5 Section 15061. 
 

CONCLUSION: 

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

 

 

 



Respectfully submitted, 
 

 

 

Elvira Morla-Camacho, P.E., QSD 

Program Management 

Wallace Group 

 

REVIEWED/CONCUR: 
 

 

 

 

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

Public Works Director/City Engineer 

City of Marina 

 

 
 

      

Layne P. Long 

City Manager 

City of Marina 

 
 
 




