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June 8, 2015
To: Commissioners and Interested Persons
From: California Coastal Commission
San Diego Staff
Subject: Addendum to Item W14a, Coastal Commission Permit Application

#6-15-0223 (City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department), for
the Commission Meeting of June 10, 2015

The purpose of this addendum is to address administrative issues brought up in several
letters of opposition received recently; to provide clarification on the monitoring plan
required by Special Condition No. 3; to add additional letters of support and opposition to
Exhibit 10 and Exhibit 11 to the staff report, respectively; and to add a new Exhibit 12 —
Ex Parte Disclosures. Staff recommends the following corrections be made to the above-
referenced staff report, with deletions shown in strikethreugh and additions underlined:

1. On Page 3 of the staff report, the following language shall be added before the last
paragraph of the Summary of Staff Recommendation:

Commission staff has received correspondence from Bernard King representing
Friends of the Children’s Pool (FOCP) claiming that FOCP did not receive notice
of this item as an interested party. However, the president of FOCP is on the list of
interested parties for this item and, as with all interested parties, was duly noticed
within the legal timeframe for providing notice. Staff has also received letters
objecting to the hearing location in Newport Beach rather than in San Diego on the
August 2015 agenda. However, hearing items cannot always be scheduled in the
same area as the proposed project. This item was scheduled on the June hearing
because the existing guideline rope approval expires on July 11, 2015, and
Newport Beach is a southern California location.

2. On Page 7 of the staff report, Special Condition No. 3 shall be corrected as
follows:

3. Monitoring Plan.

A. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the
applicant shall submit, for the review and written approval of the Executive Director,
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Addendum to 6-15-0223
Page 2

a Monitoring Plan for the management and monitoring of the seasenal-beach-elosure
guideline rope at Children’s Pool Beach. The plan shall include, but not be limited
to, the following criteria:

1. A physical description and exhibit delineating the precise location of the

public-aceessrestrietions guideline rope and associated signage at Children’s
Pool;

ii. A discussion of the goals and objectives of the plan, which shall include the
method by which the applicant will assess the level of use by seals of the
haul-out site at Children’s Pool Beach throughout the year and the method of
determining the effectiveness of the guideline rope at minimizing harassment
of hauled-out seals with both methods employing, at a minimum, the
procedures described in section A(iii) and A(iv), below, of this special
condition;

iii.  Upon issuance of this coastal development permit, a qualified biologist,
environmental resources specialist, park ranger, lifeguard, and/or City-trained
volunteer shall record the number of seals hauled out at Children’s Pool
Beach, the number of injured or abandened sick seals i#fpresent rescued by
SeaWorld, the number of people present on the beach, the number of people
present in the water from the tip of the breakwater across to the point of rock
directly below the gazebo, the number of harassment instances, the number
of citations and warnings issued, the outcomes of issued citations and
warnings if feasibly available, the tide, the weather including water and air
temperature, and the date. Recording according to these directions shall take
place at least 16 days per month, including at least two weekend days and
one holiday, if the month contains a federal or state holiday. Measurements
shall be recorded a minimum of 3 times per day, at 10 AM, 1 PM, and 4 PM
or as close to those times as feasible...

(G:\Reports\2015\6-15-0223 Children's Pool rope addendum.docx)



EXHIBIT NO. 10

APPLICATION NO.
6-15-0223

Letters of Support

California Coastal Commission




COUNCILMEMBER
MARTI EMERALD

CiTy oF SaN DGO

June 2, 2015

Brittney Laver, Coastal Analyst

California Coastal Commission

7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103 ,
San Diego, CA 92108-4402 -

Dear Coastal Commissioners,

I am writing to urge the California Coastal Commission (CCC) to vote in favor of maintaining
the year-round rope at Casa Beach. There are many compelling reasons to maintain the rope
including its success in helping to prevent human disturbance of the seals, whether intentional or
unintentional. These disturbances are a direct violation of the Marine Mammal Protection Act
(MMPA) and the San Diego City Ordinance. The seals need the beach in order to live and thrive
in their natural habitat and disturbances can disrupt their normal behavior causing malnutrition,
pup abandonment, premature births, etc.

We have the responsibility to protect and preserve natural resources throughout our community.
These include plant and animal habitats. In order to meet our responsibility we need to protect
the harbor seals on our coast.

I stand by La Jolla’s Local Coastal and Land Use Plan that lists community goals to, “conserve
and enhance the natural amenities such as its views, open space, open beaches, wildlife and
natural vegetation and achieve a desirable relationship between natural and developed
components of the community” (8). The rope achieves this goal by protecting the seals and
providing a desirable relationship between the people and the seals.

I respectfully ask the California Coastal Commission to join the Clty of San Diego, thousands of

citizens and numerous organizations and support the year-round rope at Casa Beach.

Warm Riegards,

Marti Em;ald

Council President Pro Tem, Ninth District
City of San Diego

NINTH DISTRICT
202 C STREET, MS 10A « SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101
(619) 236-6699 » FAX (619) 533-3275 « EMAIL: MARTIEMERALD@SANDIEGO.GOV







Form email: 1 of 15 more submitted

From: Crystal Delgado

To: Childrenspool@Coastal

Subject: Please Save the Year Round Rope at Casa Beach
Date: Friday, May 29, 2015 10:15:24 PM

Dear Coastal Commissioners,

Please support saving the year round rope at Casa Beach to protect the Seals.

The rope has been very successful in helping to prevent human harassment of the seals. Without the
rope, people get too close to the seals and flush them, try to pet them, try to take selfies with them,
and many, many other inappropriate antics. The rope is critical to preventing such harassment.

For all of these reasons, please vote to save the year round rope at Casa Beach to protect the Seals.

Sincerely,
Dr. Crystal Delgado



From: christiane vander motte

To: Childrenspocl@Coastal
Subject: Keeping the rope is a MUST !
Date: Friday, May 22, 2015 9:15:29 AM

To whom it may concern.

Seals need no harassment. Hence the rope is a must to prevent from coming too close and
annoying these wonderful animals.

Thank you for keeping the rope so that seals are not too close to human being and have a

little bit of privacy.
Yours respectfully,

Christiane Vander Motte
B-1083 Brussels, Belgium



RECENVED

Edward Kane 2
4736 Edisgn Sweas M 11 0
San Diego, CA 92117

May 20, 2015

City of Newport Beach
City Counci! Chambers
100 Civic Center Drive
Newport Beach, CA 92660

Attention: Coastal Commissioners
Subject: Year-round rope to protect the seals at Casa Beach

The rope at Casa Beach has been very successful in helping to prevent human
harassment of the seals. Without the rope, people get too close to the seals and flush
them, try to pet them, try to take self portrait photos with them and many, many
other inappropriate antics. The rope is critical to preventing such harassment!

Please consider allowing the rope to become a permanent year-round feature at
Casa Beach in San Diego.

Thank you for yvour consideration.

Respectfully,

Date 51 A"ﬁ _




From: Bill Kuni

To: Childrenspocd @ Cogstal

Subject: Permit Mo, §-15-0223 Children"s Pool Them Mo, W14A
Date: Monday, June 01, 2015 7:22:58 PM

Importance: High

Dear Coastal Commission Members:

I live 1/4 mile from Children’s Pool in la Jolla and am there 4-5 times each week on
a daily walk.

I am strongly in favor of the re-authorization of the guideline rope and informational
signs on a year-round basis.

Prior to the installation of the rope, deliberate harassment of seals by a determined
activist group was common as was incidental harassment by tourists wishing o
"pet” the seals, sit on them, or photograph from a foot away with their children
adjacent to a seal. Seals were kicked, stabbed and hit. These actions have been
shown DQ % shocking video to the San Diego City Council during a meeting many of
us attended.

Disputes including fistfights between parties were common with police called
frequently. The lifequards were disinterested in monitoring behavior, the Ranger
was intimidated by the harassers, and marine mammal resource agencies were
inefgriactual in enforcement, claiming it was a local City of San Diego enforcement
problem.

The use of a guideline rope has measurably reduced all these human and animal
conflicts. Please re-authorize and extend its full use.

Thank you.

H. W. Kuni

H. William Kuni

450 Arenas St.

La Jolla, CA. 92037
Phone/Fax: 858-459-4191



From: washti.figmail.com

To: Childrenspool@Coastal
Subject: Pleasa Save the Year Round Rope at Casa Beach
Date: Monday, June 01, 2015 $:48:33 PM

Dear Coastal Commissioners,

As a visitor, I can tell you just how important the rope is. I have seen so many people trying to pet the
seals, or try to take pictures with them. They have no respect for these animals or the fact they are
visiting the seals’ home,

With the ropes in place the majority of people respect it, and when the rare person does cross over,
many people will y2ll at them to get behind the rope. So, the ropes are working.

As 2 visitor T would love to see this program expanded to somehow include the sea lion area, as well, If
funding is an issue, then rope off both areas and charge permit fees for divers. Although this may make
some unhappy, it is needed to the animals” protection. This also protects people, too, as many people
are either foolish, or disrespectful, and don't know how to give the animals their space.

Another way to bring in funding, which could help provide someone to enforce these rules, is to charge
permit fees to allow real photographers access. As a photographer, I'd be wiling to pay if I knew this
money helps keep them safe.

I have seen people chase and "pet” the sea lions, even after being directly told not to. At least the seal

area has something in place to offer some protection. It would be best to see it expanded.
The worse thing you can do is take away this simple protection.

Please vote to save the year round rope at Casa Beach to protect the Seals.
Sincerely,

Alexis Schesl
414-750-4959

Sent from my iPad
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Petition to the CCC to Save the Year-Round Rope at Casa BQE Em] \

I support the City of San Diego's application to keep the guideline rope up at Casa Eéu'.“ 02 2015

from May 15 to December 15 annually. (CCC File #6-15-0223)
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Petition supporting proposed project: Page 1 of 16

| support the City of San Diego's application to keep the guideline rope up at Casa Beach from May 15 to
December 15 annually to help protect the harbor seal colony. (CCC File #6-15-0223),

page 1 of 16

State [
Date Last Name First Name City Province Country Comment
United
04/09/2015 |Forbes Jahn Edinburgh Kingdom
04/09/2015 |5algado Matasha Toranta Canada
3 (:4/10/2015 |Andries Annake Raamsdonksvear Metherlands
4]  04/10/2015 |Archibald Caral San Diego CA Lisa,
5 04/10/2015 {Barmes Caralyn Greene WY UsA
6| 04/10/2015 |Baumann Diana Solingen Germany
7l 04/10/2015 |Bechmann Elizabeth St PEYlben Austria
8|  04/10/2015 |Ben lzhak Vera Tel Aviv Israel
gl 04/10/2015 |Branco Andraia S&f0 Paulo Brazil
10| 04/10/2015 |Brewer John Marietta Ohia Lsa
11f  04/10/2015 |Brigitte Hain Herzogenrath Germany
12 04/10/2015 |Brunschot Ankie Weldhowen Matherlands
Monigue
13| 04/10/2015 |Buijs Angela Haom Metherlands
14| 04/10/2015 |Buslot Chantal Hasselt Belgium
15  04/10/2015 |C Bill Kempten Germany
Respect The Life in
16l 04/10/2015 |C. Mary Toronto Canada All Beings - YouTube
17 04/10/2015 |Cambria laan Rumson [} UsA,
18| 04/10/2015 |Camello MNaney Apple Valley Ca (117
191  04/10/2015 |Campos Eduardo Santiago Chile
200 04/10/2015 |Cowley Teresa Kingsville TX UsA
21| 04/10/2015 |Cuk Jasmina Solna MY Lsa
22| 04/10/2015 |de Ryck MMaona Maortsel Belgium
23| 04/10/2015 |de Saedelesr |Veerle Edegem Belgium
4] 04/10/2015 |de Waard Lisette Lelystad Metherlands
25| 041072015 |de Waard fyonne Lelystad Metherlands
Delanmoy
25| 04/10/2015 |Degauvque Emmanuel Paris France
27| 04/10/2015 |Delean Celazte Montevidaa Uruguay
28| 04/10/2015 |Dewitt Erica Kingston MY USA =
United R
2 0410/2015 |Done Fay Llangyhi Kingdom o
United A o L]
30| 04/10/2015 _|Edgar Alison Edinburgh kingdom | BEE oo
31|  04/10/2015 |Elsherbini Azza Alexandria Egypt ‘o %E';‘ - ﬂé
32| 04/10/2015 |Fanton Beatriz Bariri Brazil =7 'E';_
United e F N
33| 04/10/2015 |Fellows Sue Hereford Kingdomn 25
s
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Fram: Alan Bennett

To: Elien Lirley: ChildrenspolEbCoastal
Subiject: I suppeet SBIT findings. & recommendations foe App. #6-15-0223
Date: Friday, June 05, 2015 11:07:08 PM

Imiportance: High

| fully support protecting the harbor seals at the La Jolla Marnine Park and the
statement on page 14 of the staff report: "The proposed project would permanently
maintain the year-round guideline rope approved through COP No. 6-11-078, which
15 set to expire in July 2015, in order to provide continued protection of the harbor
seals duning the times the beach is open to public access.”

There is no reason to arbitrarily impose a four year limit on this worthwhile coastal
management strategy for manne mammals. Let's just do it and stop

the insensate diatnbe that has been going on for over a decade. The public likes it.
The tounst like it. And the merchants are making lots of money off this wonderful
natural attraction.

You people have got to have something better to do with your time rather than gum
this issue to death! | do strongly recommend you face up to reality and acknowledge
the area was a seal pupping beach and mother nature has returmned the area to that
natural condition. Live with it! And stop calling it the Children's Pool Area. The
people and the harbor seals have voted: It is the Seal Pupping Beach now and
foreverl

| would love to testify in person but a ninety mile one-way tnp at rush hour to your
hearing in the Newport Beach City Council Chambers seems like a heavy burden on
the innocent public to support an incontrovertible good.

Alan Bennett

Mative Plant Steward

Assoc. Forester

4160 Louisiana St., Unit# F

San Diego, CA. 92104-1647

(619) 955-3275

alanbennett@hotmail.com

"The creation of one thousand forests is in an acorn.” Ralph Waldo Emerson
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SAN DIEGO STATE COATALCOMMTSSION (o194 367
UNIVERSITY o 0 one Doy T 619594438
California Coastal Commission
Re: File 6-15-0223 '
7575 Metropolitan Dr., #103
San Diego, CA 92108-4421
May 26, 2015

Dear Coastal Commissioners:

As a professor of Geography at San Diego State University, 1 study human-environment interactions, 1
have visited Casa Beach twice with students from my Honors seminar to teach them about the seals at
Casa Beach. I have observed firsthand how the seals can be disturbed by people approaching too closely.
I have also seen how well the guideline rope works to give visitors the suggestion of viewing the seals
from the NOAA recommended 50°distance.

As a scientist, I appreciate the statistics in the CCC staff report supplied by the Ranger and the Seal
Conservancy in support of the year-round rope, which clearly show a decrease in the disturbances of the
seals by people.

Please accept the Coastal Commission staff recommendation in support of the City’s CDP application for
the rope and vote to approve it as submitted to you by your staff.

Sincerely,

Dr. Arielle Levine
Department of Geography
San Diego State University
5500 Campanile Dr.

San Diego, CA 92182-4493



EXHIBIT NO. 11

APPLICATION NO.
6-15-0223

Letters of Opposition

California Coastal Commission




Form email: 1 of approx. 30 submitted

From: Mark Harvey

To: Childrenspool@Coastal

Subject: I object to holding a hearing outside San Diego and request notification of hearing dates.
Date: Sunday, May 24, 2015 11:41:52 AM

Coastal Commission:

I am an interested party concerning the upcoming decision to impose a rope barrier on our beach
forever. Please send me notice of the pending hearing to the address below.

Please accept this message with the following, as public input from me for the Commissioners:

Going to Newport Beach would be a daunting hurdle, which you know. You could issue a variance to
extend the rope barrier permit a month to have the hearing in San Diego, so this is deliberate.

The rope barrier is a defacto closure. The only clean part of the beach is the shoreline which is off limits
and is enforced. The ranger will force everyone to retreat behind the rope, so nobody wants to expose
their family to that.

Your office required signs be posted stating the beach was open, and then said during part of the year
the beach had to be closed because people were going there. The same entrapment can be used to
close the beach the rest of the year, so the public loses either way.

Because of your August 2014 ruling that animal life on a beach must be protected over all other
considerations, the Coastal Act has become a vehicle for closing beaches all over the state where a
pinniped decides to go.

San Diego is set to lose access to La Jolla Cove and more. Not surprising you don't want to face us.
Mark Harvey
7924 La Jolla Shores Dr

La Jolla, CA 92037
(619)886-3700

Sent from my iPhone



From: Marie Hunrichs

Tae ChildrenspoolifCoastal

Subject: 1 ohject to holding a hearing outside San Diego and reguest notfication of hearing dates.
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2015 11:41:37 AM

Coastal Commission:

| am an interested party conceming the upcoming decision to impose a rope barrier
on our beach forever. Please send me notice of the pending hearing to the address
below.

Please accept this message with the following, as public input from me for the
Commissioners:

Traveling to Newport Beach is not easy for a lot of people. Many
folks work and the price of gas is not cheap. Why not issue a
variance to extend the rope barrier permit a month in order to have
the hearing in San Diego? Why discourage public participation in
the process?

The rope barrier is basically a "closure”. The only clean part of the
beach is near the shoreline which is off limits to human use. The
ranger has and will continue to force everyone to retreat behind
the rope unless a person is only going into the water. Who wants
to be singled out by a person in uniform?

It is hypocritical for the CCC to say that the Children’s Pool is only
closed during pupping season and then humans have access the
other 7 months if the CCC allows the "rope" to continue to be up
during those 7 months. The rope is a psychological deterrent to
most people.

Because of the CCC August 2014 ruling that seals on a beach
must be protected over all other considerations, the Coastal Act
has become a vehicle for closing beaches all over the state
wherever a seal, sea lion or elephant seal may decide to plant its
heavy body.

In this day and age, people seem to believe that animals are more
important than humans. As a State agency the CCC should be
making wise decisions based on factual information. Sadly it



seems that many commissioners are afraid of animal activists and
therefore some decisions are made without much thought. The
CCC will be remembered for their action on La Jolla Children’s
Pool or rather La Jolla Seal Pool.

Marie Hunrichs
6530 Springfield St.
San Diego, CA 92114

PS: I just received the Staff Report for Application
No.: 6-15-0223 and saw it was dated 5/21/15. Why
did you, Brittany Laver, not release it to interested
parties? One person is Ken Hunrichs whom you
have had recent email correspondence with, in
regards to an address to send Children's Pool
comments. I would like you to answer my question,
please. This failure to send out the report when it
was first produced seems to indicate lack of
diligence to inform the public of an important
upcoming hearing, already of short notice, of which
you know many people are interested in.



From: Ken Hunrichs

Tas ChildrenspooliECoastal

Subject: Apolication No &-15-0223, Children's Pool Rope Barmier Permit
Drate: Saturday, May 30, 2015 11:05:10 PM

Attachments: D Litequard Plan lether from Cal Teamsters becal G

While reviewing the CCC staff report for Application Mo 6-15-0223, Children's
Pool Rope Barrier Permit, I discovered that an extremely important letter from
the lifeguards in San Diego was missing. The attached letter should be included
in the report for the Commissioners to consider. The lifequards prepared a
management plan to provide for seal protection without unnecessarily
restricting public beach access. It is as valid now as when first offered in June,

2012.

Unfortunately after three years, and with the lifeguard plan’s author being
appointed to the San Diegoe City Council, this plan still has not been given
serious consideration by the City of San Diego. It is the only plan that has any
chance of public acceptance and willing compliance. It would effectively put of f
limits portions of the Children's Pool Beach for the seals with seasonal
adjustments to fulfill all the City desired results. The public should not have to
wait for the seasonal beach closure permit renewal in 2019 for this plan to be
implemented. Please deny the renewal of the current barrier rope to allow this
alternate plan to be used.

The year round barrier rope up for renewal does not allow for adjustment for
the presence or absence of seals. A more reasonable plan like this lifequard
proposal must be considered before any action is taken to renew a rope
described by the applicant as a failure requiring beach closure. It is unthinkable
that the current rope permit would be renewed because it is not effective at

blocking beach access enough to satisfy the City of San Diego,

Ken Hunrichs
San Diego, CA












June 1, 2015

To: California Coastal Commission
Public input for June 10 hearing on Application 6-15-0223

From John Leek
3090 Admiral Ave
San Diego, CA 92123

Honorable Commissioners,

The primary need of the Commission has been to stabilize and button up the
situation at the Children’s Pool. To that end it has given every benefit of the
doubt to San Diego to allow it remarkable leeway. But the situation is still not
stable, because the terms of the rope barrier permit are false and misleading
and the public cannot figure out what is required of them.

The Commission allowed itself to establish a barrier that was not to be a barrier
and then had no choice but to override state and federal law to close the beach
because San Diego came back whining their rope “did not work™. Giving San
Diego an extra 4 years with no requirements it resolve anything is not going to
get us anywhere but older. Because San Diego does not know what it is doing,
the Commission does not either.

Allowing the proceedings to be held at a remote location to let San Diego avoid
public scrutiny of its actions will not benefit the Coastal Commission. San
Diego’s most attractive beaches and shore access sites are being inundated
with marine mammals the federal scientists did not know existed. The decade
long fight San Diego had finally won to forbid shore access in favor of cultivating
animals on beaches is beginning to engender unforeseen consequences.

Of course San Diego is pressing for a distant venue on a reviewless renewal. In
4 more years some more Council members will term out in the interval. | am
sorry | cannot be in Newport Beach on the 10". Likewise a lot of other San
Diego citizens would have preferred you decide their fate after taking a look at
the situation for yourselves. You could join the majority of people who walk on
past the rope and climb up the sea wall over the railing (advisory steel barrier?)
to access that public tideland to get a closer look at both of our seal colonies at
once. You can get a better look at our new resident elephant seal from there.

Local staff took original jurisdiction of all of the Children’s Pool as historic
tideland but then could do nothing more than repeat whatever the City said on
its applications, so the Commission has all the responsibility for the mess and no
independent investigatory powers.



May 21, 2015

To: California Coastal Commission
Fublic input for June 10 hearing on Application 6-15-0223

From John Leesk
3090 Admiral Ave
San Diego, CA 92123

Honorable Commissioners,

I have to state first, | am speaking as an individual. |was Secretary of the San
Diego Council of Divers for 10 years and worked with them on preserving public
access at Children’s Pool. Mo dive club has sponsored a dive there in over 4
years and 95% of divers had given up going there and never looked back. The
rope worked very well as a deterrent to shore access from day one or there
would not have been conflict.

The Council of Divers was only trying to preserve access there per the Coastal
Act and the State Trust. We were trying to undo a defacto closure that emptied
the beach long before the Commission made closure legal last August. Anyone
knows there will be other beaches, most likely for sea lions and there is nothing
to be done for it.

It was | who asked Chris Yates of NOAA to come to San Diego and see for
himself what had happened. There followed his letter reminding you that
enforcement of marine mammal protective laws on a state (or municipal) level
was a violation.

It was | who continued to cross the rope that was “not intended to affect beach
usage” after other divers had quietly ceded loss and just got up earlier to use
the 2 other beaches in La Jolla suitable recreational diving. | received a
citation for disturbing wildlife as the ranger had seen or had reported to him that
seals had left the beach while | was there. Such is City enforcement protocol,
still on the books. | got to court prepared to act as my own attorney to find the
citation had never been processed. | never got to see the evidence against me
or confront my accusers. Word got around. You can’t fight City Hall.

I helped to do beach cleanups on Children’s Pool beach when the seals had left
due to the head of the day. That prompted a letter from the local CCC
enforcement officer stating disturbing wrack makes beach cleaning at the Pool
a violation of the Coastal Act. So has ended any “consideration™ of San Diego
finding a way to clean the sand In the next 4 years per your closure permit
conditions.

I was asked, as an individual, to present facts to the La Jolla Town Council
regarding how our iconic La Jolla Cove could be kept open in the face of a sea



lion invasion. Iwas not believed when | told them the MMPA was no problem
and NOAA would allow running the sea lions off that beach any time. They had
to go to Long Beach and heard it themselves. Now the problem is revealed.
The sea lions have become a tourist attraction and busloads of tourists come
there to stand next to or lie next to acclimated sea lions and take selfies. The
Coastal Commission may intervene to prevent disturbance of a valuable animal
resource. Indeed, how can it not?

| obtained the ranger’s original data for both years of monitoring for the rope
permit. The Commission only got a report summarizing that data as the City
saw fit. These interim results were given to the Staff ecologist who told me he
only accepted them as is and was not concerned with the accuracy. There are
serious guestions about who actually supplied the data which the Ranger
refuses to answer. A CPRA to the City is running late.

It was | years ago who showed video of a seal pupping on our other City beach
rookery to the City Council. | warned them closing any public beach for seal
pupping would cause our other rookery and other beaches to also be closed.
The result was San Diego hid the existence of the other rookery from the
Commission last August. The ranger could not count pups there and ignored
complaints of seals and pups surrounded by tourists. But the seals stayed, for
the same reason they are at the Pool. Nobody hurt them.

The proposal for June 10 to change a 3 year permit to a 7 year permit is only
temporarily sweeping violations under the rug. The Commission brings itself no
honor with such a move, A simple waiver would allow the rope to continue its
deterrent role for another month so the matter could be considered in San
Diego. This hearing staging has all the appearance and substance of hiding
open discussion of past flawed actions or any obligation of the Commission to
preserve the last shreds of shore access.

La Jolla is worried about how to preserve its other beaches. Again, speaking
only as an individual, | have to observe the community has already lost that
battle too. The reason Children’s Pool could be closed in the August hearing
was because a website showed there were no harbor seal habitats on the
mainland from La Jolla to Pt. Mugu. That made them an imperiled treasure. That
same website shows there are no sea lion habitats from Mexico to Pt Mugu.

The sea lions in La Jolla are clearly a resource to be treasured and protected
from any stress or human proximity per section 30230 of the Coastal Act.
According to all you Know.






Fravm: Dina"sGmai

Ta: Childrenspool MOoasta]
Sailbject: I objact to holding & hearing culsids San Diego and request notification of heasing dates.
Dale: Monday, May 25, 2015 3:09:37 PM

Coastal Commission:

I am an interested party concerning the upcoming decision to impose a rope barrier
on our beach forever.  FPlease send me notice of the pending hearing to the address
below.

Please accept this message with the following, as public input from me for the
Commissioners:

Going to Newport Beach would be a daunting hurdle, which you know. “You could
issue a variance to extend the rope barrier permit a month to have the hearing in San
Diego, so this is deliberate.

The rope barrier is a defacto closure. The only clean part of the beach is the
shoreline which is off limits and is enforced. The ranger will force everyone to retreat
behind the rope, so nobody wants to expose their family to that.

Your office required signs be posted stating the beach was open, and then said
during part of the year the beach had to be closed because people were going there.
The same entrapment can be used to close the beach the rest of the year, so the
public loses either way.

Because of your August 2014 ruling that animal life on a beach must be protected
over all other considerations, the Coastal Act has become a vehicle for closing
beaches all over the state where 3 pinniped decides to go.

5San Diego is set to lose access to La Jolla Cove and more.  Not surprising you don't
want to face us.

Since the law protecting pinnipeds went into effect years ago, populations of seals &
sea-lions EXPLODED along the California coast. Nowhere is their proliferation as
damaging to the marine ecosystem and to human beings as along the La Jolla
coastline where those living, visiting or doing business are exposed to environmental
Pﬂllutinn & even physical danger. La Jolla was San Diego's erstwhile (but no longer)
jewel’ before the pinniped invasion. Their voracious appetites decimated La Jolla
Cove's world-famous underwater Marine Preserve and trashed the beaches & scenic
coastline which used to attract millions of local & INTERNATIOMAL divers, snorkelers,
fishing enthusiasts, marine scientists, swimmers, snorkelers, surfers, painters,
photographers & sightsesing tourists. Now, with marine life destroyed & the beaches
turned into pinniped sewers, mostly local {inland San Diego) visitors show up for day
trips that do not benefit La Jolla merchants—although even their numbers are fast
dwindling, while international & other paying visitors from far & near are nowhere to
be seen in this once thriving resort area.

Mow seals & sea lions are starving to death along La Jolla’s beaches—while hungry
and aggressive pinnipeds attack swimmers & cause a huge stench & public health
hazard to people living in, and visiting the area, as well as bankrupting restaurants &
other commercial businesses lining the coast & which were built at great expense.



Also let's not forget the danger posed by Great White Sharks & their other
increasingly hungry cousins, for which pinnipeds are their natural prey, & which the
latter attract to beach & shore areas that these predators never used to venture to
this close before.

Just like deer are culled with the permission of communities when they overpopulate
& exceed their area's ability to sustain them, proliferating pinnipeds along the
California coast—especially San Diego's—should be either humanely culled, or moved
to uninhabited offshore islands where food is still available & where they do not harm
to the ecosystem nor interfere with the lives of human beings.

What is happening now, because of the Ca. Coastal Commission's neglectful behavior
& disregard for both animal & human suffering, is a clear demonstration of lack of
care & compassion for ALL marine & land-based species living along the area you are
responsible for.

Dina & Lewis Robinson



From: James Murray 519-508-1526

To: Childrenspool@Coastal

Subject: Permit Number 6-15-0223

Date: Monday, June 01, 2015 9:37:01 AM
Dear Sirs,

Please, please do not allow this proposal to be approved. This beach has historical
significance as a 'CHILDREN 'S POOL" not a seal pool. The barrier was created so
that less competent swimmers (children) could swim in the ocean. My children and
thousands of others learned to swim and snorkel in the ocean at this location. The
area is now one of the few in San Diego County that is constantly on the

' P'ILIJLLUTED BEACH list. The only other is at the Mexican Border due to Mexican
pollution.

In addition, the seals throughout the area are starving because of over-population. I
am all for animal protection, but this is on the verge of animal cruelty not protection.
Again, this is a man made barrier to protect children not seals.

Sincerely,

James Murray

16947 Old Espola Rd.

Poway, Ca. 92064

858-674-4925
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June 1, 2015

California Coastal Commission
45 Fremont S5t. Suite 2000
5an Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Opposition to Application No 6-15-0223, Children's Pool Rope Barmrier Permit

The long delayed Children’s Pool Lifeguard Tower project is an important component to protect
public safety along the rocky La Jolla coastline. The sheltered ocean pool behind the
Children’s Pool seawall is also vital to safe beach use but only if it is open for use. Both
shoreline features allow lifeguards to more effectively protect human lives.

Beach closures, delayed public safety projects and misleading rope bamers are all symptoms
of failed City policy. These policies have placed human lives at greater nsk when people use
the more hazardous beaches surrounding the Children’s Pool. City policy and Coastal
Development Permits granted by the Coastal Commission have removed the choice to use the
safest ocean beach in San Diego. By deoing so, the City has knowingly endangenng human
lives. The Coastal Commission must consider all the cumulative impacts any development has
had on public beach access and ocean safety. At Children’s Pool there are many.

The Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) was intended to restore and maintain marine
mammals at a population in balance with their environmental limitations. It was not designed to
be a tool to create a tourist attraction for a local municipality or fuel a twenty year old
controversy over seals.

When the MMPA was passed into law its goal was to protect species that had suffered
declines of their numbers in the wild for a vanety of reasons. With only a few exceptions,
marine mammal species coverad by the Act have recovered to historc levels and are putting
pressure on marine ecosystems in the competition for food and space along our coast. The
failure to recognize this dramatic recovery has become a failure in the Federal Law.

The Marine Mammal Protection Act section 109(a) prohibits states and local municipalities
from enforcing the *taking” (intentional and incidental disturbance) of manne mammals.
Enforcement of the “taking” of Harbor Seals is the sole responsibility of the Federal
government by the National Marine Fisheries Service. The MMPA is intended to protect
marine mammals through consistent enforcement policies by preventing the irregular and
capncious enforcement by ungualified and unauthonzed public agencies. In San Diego, this
enforcement has been under the direction of unqualified and unauthonzed local politicians.

The City of San Diego has intentionally failed to justify the impact of their policies on the
surrounding marne ecosystem or other valuable recreational and public safety resource.
This two decade long management failure by the City demonstrates the problems with a local
municipality trying to manage marine mammals through their iregular application of the
MMPA.

cP

Thie: spacific purpose of this cotporackon is i sducate the public as to thie use of thie Chdren's Pool i accond with Miss Ellen Scripps’ charitable intent in 1931 in arder o
protect La folla Children's Pool surroundings as & public park, a hathing pood for children, and puhlic recreational usage In aconrdance with chapter 937 of the deed of
crust between Miss Ellen Browning Scripps, che State of California, and the Clyy of San Diegn, county of San Diegn. Pub@icize the retum of Children’s Pool to public
recreational wse. Promote water quality and safety. Fadlimte deaning the beach and adjacent arss to make & adractive and convenient for poblic use.



Dr. Doyle Hanan is the City’s own harbor seal expert monitoring construction activities at
Children’s Pool. Dr. Hanan has determined that activities at Children's Pool, including
construction sounds and resulting disturbances cause no significant harm to the harbor seal
colony or to individual animals disturbed by that activity. It would therefore follow that regular
beach use at the Pool has also had minimal impact on the seals at Children’s Pool. Excessive
restrictions by a rope barrier are not justified.

The rope permit should not be renewed. The seals have become habituated to the typical
human activities at this location. There is no intentional “taking” of seals at this site; only
occasional incidental disturbance which is tolerated exceptionally well by the seals at
Children’s Pool. They willingly return here in great numbers year after year and the seal colony
here is thriving and spreading to surrounding beaches.

There i1s great inconsistency in the City's analysis of unsubstantiated human impacts on this
seal colony. Dr. Hanan and other experts including the Commission’s own staff ecologist, Dr.
Dixon, have formed the opinion that there are no significant impacts on the seals at Children’s
Pool by typical human activity occurring at Children’s Pool. There is no justification to continue
to unnecessarily restrict beach access at the Children's Pool with a barmer rope.

However, there is significant environmental degradation caused by the fecal waste overoad
caused by the steadily increasing number of seals in this man made pool. The City chooses to
ignore this condition as they request permission to cause even greater environmental
imbalance. They are misusing regulatory authority limited to the Federal government by
managing protected marine mammal species. The rope permit renewal must be denied.

In an intemal memorandum, former San Diego Mayor Bob Filner ordered all City law
enforcement department leaders to stnctly enforce an obscure San Diego Municipal Code
intended to prevent the intentional mistreatment of animals. It has no applicability to the
incidental disturbance of wildlife especially animals covered in the MMPA. Filner's order
directed City law enforcement personnel to violate Federal law contained in the MMPA (sec.
109a) when a local municipal code was applied to harbor seals. Although Filner is long gone,
his order still remains in effect. All City law enforcement personnel have been specifically
ordered to issue citations and to even arrest anyone thought to be disturbing seals at
Children’'s Pool. The |IIDg|caI extension of a pupping season rope barrier past pupping season,
accompanied by the mayor's heavy handed enforcement order, has prevented the public from
using the pool. State law and conditions of the beach closure permit require a “joint use policy”
allowing access and use of the pool by beachgoers in the non-pupping season. The rope
barnier prevents this use of the pool.

A rope across the entire beach is a physical and psychological barrier to ocean access at
Children’s Pool. Current City policy breaches the special conditions of the Coastal
Development Permit authorizing the placement of an “advisory” rope barrier. Vigilante “animal
nghts” organizations harass and intimidate visitors to the Pool and so discourage legal
passage to the ocean beyond the rope bamer. Those same organizations are attempting to
insert “so called” research data into the City's monitoring program and will corrupt the impartial
data needed by the Coastal Commission to fully evaluate project impacts.

The specific purpese of this corporation ks bo educate the pablic as bo the wse of the Children™s Pool in accord with Miss Ellen Scripps” charita ble imnbent in
1931 im order to protect La jobla Children's Fool surroundings as a pabiic park, a bathing pool for dalidres, and public recreational usage in acoordance with
chapier 37 of the deed of tnest between Miss Ellen Browming Soripps, thie 52abe of Californla, and ke City of 5an Diego, County of San Diega. Publicize the
rebarm of Childres's Pood to pabdic recreational use. Promote water guality amd safety. Facilliaibe ceaning the beach and adjacent areas o make 1t attractive
amd convenient for public use.






From: Ken Hunrichs

To: Childrenspool @Coastal
Subject: Application Mo. 6-15-0223 Children’s Pool rope barrier permit extension, Wida
Date: Monday, June 01, 2015 10:30:58 AM

Attachments: yates_on_behalf of stelle pdf

Coastal Commission:

I am sending you this June 13th, 2014 letter from Chris Yates to me on
behalf of the National Marine Fisheries Service. Mr Yates is the
Assistant Regional Director for Protected Resources. In his letter he is
responding to my inquiry about his agency's position on the proposed
restrictions under consideration at Children's Pool. Please note that he
is in full support of the MMPA but with no unnecessary restriction on
beach or ocean users. Please include the attached letter from Mr Yates
in the staff report for the pending application for the rope barrier at
Children's Pool

The rope barrier is a defacto closure. Due to City neglect, the only

clean part of the beach has been made off limits by the City's paolicies.

The ranger keeps everyone behind the rope and away from the shore. Seals
are so acclimated to people they can no longer be considered to be
"harassed"” by humans simply looking at them. No documented harm from
human contact has ever come to a seal at Children's Pool. Never.

Signs are posted stating the beach was open at all time for public use.
You then allowed the beach to be closed because people were going on
that open public beach.

Because your ruling that marine resources must be protected over all
other considerations including the State Constitution, the Coastal Act
will become a vehicle for closing beaches all over the state. San Diego
is set to lose access to La Jolla Cove from a building pinniped problem.
A Closure of Children's Pool is without justification. We can do much
better by considering altemate beach management plans.

Ken Hunrichs
Friends of the Children’s Pool
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From: Phgdlis Minick

Toe jldr

Subject: Fwd: Opposition to Application No 6-15-0223, Children’s Pool Rope Barrier Permit Wida
Diate: Monday, June 01, 2015 1:38:27 PM

From: Phyliis Minick
La Jolla resident
Community activist

Re: Item W14da,
Opposition to Application No 8-15-0223, Children’s Pool Rope Barrier Permit,
Permit

Please include this letter in the local San Diego Coastal Commission staff
report and provide it to all the Commissioners well before the meeting in
Newport Beach.

The initial CCC Staff Report clearly contained only information in support of
this project, and no advanced notice was supplied to me or others who oppose
this ruling. | am not able to attend the hearing because of iliness in my family,
but | have attended all local hearings on this issue regarding management of
Children's Pool to express my disapproval. In support of open access and
shared use of the Children's Pool, | show below the testimony of Council
President Sherri Lightner on this issue. That document clearly presents the

salient, documented facts [ W], whereas the Staff report contains only
unverified, nonscientific opinions.

| request that review of the rope barrier permit application be postponed and
rescheduled in San Diego during the regular CCC meeting in August when
proper notice of the hearing is made to all interested parties so they can be
heard.

Phyllis Minick
inick@aol

B58 459 5939

From San Diego City Council President Sherry

Lightner:

partial official transeript from City Council website 2/24/14

[ ¥ designates proven facts]

I got involved in community activism over 20 years ago because of
my passion fer supporting neighborheoods and_assuring physical public
access. ¥ The balance between people and marine mammals has been
going on in our community for 2 decades. ¥ The La Jella Community
Planning Association, La Jolla Parks & Beaches, La Jolla Town Council



have never supperted a seasonal beach elesure and believe there are
better ways to balance the needs of humans and marine mammals
through shared uze. We are already addressing the situation at the
children's pool with the ranger program. In 1931, 83 years ago, this
one-of-a-kind man-made pool was funded, built and entrusted to the
city of San Diege by Ellen-Browning Scripps with the condition that the
city maintain it. I ¥can't imagine that anyone believed seals would
eventually occupy the arca and peeple would net be allowed to use it.
I can't imagine that in 1976 when the ¥eeoastal aet was put into place
to protect public access to our beaches that it weuld be interpreted to
eliminate our long access to the beach. With this beach closure,
IVcannot imagine hew many seals weuld be there in 5 years much
lesz 83 years from now. This is especially true given that we've seen
an ¥ expleding population of seals, =ea lions and birds along the
California coastline in recent years. ¥ Seals are not an endangered or
even threatened species. In fact their ¥peopulation grewth may
affect other marine resources in our areca. The negative declaration
does not adequately address the ¥impaet of this beach elesure on
other marine reseurces in the immediate vicinity. And I cannot justify
certifying it. It Vdeoes net previde adequate information to meet the
criteria of California Ceastal Aet section 30230, which says "special
protection shall be given to areas and species of special biological or
economic significance. Uses of the marine environment shall be carried
out in a manner that will sustain the biclogical productivity of the
coastal waters and will maintain healthy populations of all species of
marine organisms adequate for long-term commercial,

¥ recreational, =cientific and educational purpeses. There has been
ne evaluatien of the impact on other marine resources and marine
environments related to the marine protected areas and special
reserve. That's why this [ordinance] is inadequate and can't be
certified. I'm concerned we are drawing a line on the sand we do not
need. I ¥shudder to think of the precedent the suggested action
steps and the effect it will have on public physical access guaranteed
by the Coastal Act. Inits recent letter to the city, YNOAA is clear.
They prefer education and do net want to =ee the beach closed to
people. The ¥elimination of a long-standing public physical access is
unwarranted and is regulatory over kill. To more effectively address
the issues we face along our entire San Diego coastline, I have

¥ requested budget funding and development of a citywide
comprehensive coastal management plan to address our shore lines, our




areas of special biolegical significance, our marine protected areas and
ecolegical preserve. This coastal management plan can help the city
more effectively address the explesion in our marine mammal
populations which is causing a ¥ fleed of health and public safety
issues ranging from foul odors to shark sightings and human conflict
and blocked access to our public beaches. Meanwhile, we should be
already half way through the eoastal commisszien's required 3-year
study at the year-round children's pool. ¥let's lock at the results
and look at the objective facts to determine how we are going to

proceed with the balanced needs of the peecple and marine mammal
and coastal zea life.

What we don't want are unnecessarily and rules and restrictions and
narrowly targeting piece meal community plan amendments such as
before you today. With that, I move to reject staff recommendations
and continue with the city's collection of data for the existing 3-year

coastal development permit.




From: Geomge Greer

Ta Childrenspooli Cosstal
Subject: Permit #6- 150223 & Item #Wida
Date: Maonday, June 01, 2015 4:56:50 PM

George Greer
34221 San Simeon St
Temecula, CA 92592-5593
858-231-5455
ggreerdiiyahoo.com

June 1, 2015

Califomnia Coastal Commission

San Diego Coast District Office

7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103

San Diego, CA 92108-4402

RE: Pemmit Mumber 6-15-0223
ltem Number W14da
Childrens Pool

Dear Sir or Madam:

As a local citizen, environmentalist and long-time Sierra Club member | wish to
contest the issuing of this permit for the Children’s Pool in La Jolla.

There are few places in San Diego better suited for youngsters, especially those just
leaming to swim or too small to swim.

The seals, on the other hand, have multiple places to haul out all along the coast
including San Miguel Island, home to about a quarter million pinnipeds.

Their presence in La Jolla is a health hazard and an attraction for sharks.

We co-existed before. We can again.

A permanent barrier is uncalled for, unnecessary and an insult to the public.

A temporary barrier during pupping seasocn (which is not swimming season) may be a

viable compromise.

Sincerely,

George Greer



From: Johin Leek

To: Childrenspool@Coastal

Subject: Public input and special message conceming the June 10 rope barrier permit hearing.
Diate: Monday, June 01, 2015 10:29:06 PM

Attachments: COP Year Round Roge Motice of Accep

GOOD NEWS! There is no reason to push a rope permit renewal through
up in Newport Beach.

The rope barrier permit 3 year life did not begin in July 2012.  Before the
permit could be issued, San Diego had to agree to the conditions. That
took at least another month. Just check your records.  Renewal need
not be considered prior to the August meeting in San Diego, or even the
following San Diego meeting next winter.

San Diego still did not accept the permit until May 14 of 2013. That is
why the first year of mandated data did not get turned in until a year later
after that. Mot only the renewal of the rope permit would be premature
in this coming June, but would be without the 3 years of data required for
the permit to be allowed to be renewed, (or exist). The terms of the
permit have not been met nor will the rope permit expire until May 14,
2016.

This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is
active.



June 1, 2015

California Coastal Commission

San Diego Coast District Office
7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103
San Diego, CA 92108-4402

(619) 767-2370 FAX (619) 767-2384

Opposition to ltem No. W1ida, Application Mo, 6-15-0223: Children’s Pool Rope Barrier
renewal

Dear Commissioners,

While reading this report, | could see that many unsubstantiated claims continue to be
repeated by the local CA Coastal Commission office (CCC). This brings to mind the quate, “If you
repeat a lie often enough, people will believe it". Contrary to many assertions in the local CCC

staff report, | believe these are the facts:

1. Children's Pool {CP) is not the only mainland beach south of Ventura County that supports an
established harbor seal rookery. There is another rookery/haulout below the wastewater
treatment plant in Pt. Loma and another haulout site at Torrey Pines 5tate Beach. Mational
Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration (NOAA)/MNational Marine Fisheries Services (NMF5) has
been informed of this and has not offered anything contrary. NOAA has a pinniped map online
showing rookeries/haulouts in California. However, the website shows only the established
baseline survey locations and does not necessarily show all known seal rookeries /haulouts on

the mainland.

2. The rope serves as a physical and psychological barrier for people who want to access the
beach ar ocean. Peaple look down from the sidewalk and assume the beach is clossd. This
statement is confirmed in a report dated May 15, 2014 submitted by the City Ranger to the
CCC. The rope discourages public access to the beach and ocean. This violates Access section
30210 which refers to maximum access and violates Access section 30211 which refers to
development not interfering with access.

3. The City does not have an established docent/volunteer program. So-called City-trained
volunteers are pot identified. They may not be objective members of the public and instead be
members of a biased animal rights group.

4. Ocean bacteria levels are in excess of health standards many days. The City has yet to
demonstrate any ideas or plans to clean the ocean waters or beach littered with seal poop and
trash. The polluted conditions discourage public access which violates sections of the Coastal
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Act. Recreation section 30220 refers to water-oriented recreational coastal areas and states

that these areas shall be protected for such uses.

5. Historic maps from 1887 and 1894 identifying Seal Rock Point and Seal Rock do not prove
that seals most likely utilized Children’s Pool as a natural haul out site prior to the breakwater’s
construction. The breakwater is what currently makes the CP attractive to seals. A dry sandy
beach only formed after construction of the breakwater. Before the breakwater was built, the
ocean surf pounded the rocky bluffs most days of the year in the CP area, making it unsuitable
for a s=al rookery.

6. The court order to dredge the pool was not vacated. Only the court order to “remowve the

seals” was vacated. The seal removal order had been approved by NOAA.

7. The statement in the report about a video camera showing several nights of people crossing
the rope at night and intentionally harassing, kicking, and sitting on the seals is pot a fact. No
video ever showed anyone kicking any seal. Only one girl was seen simulating sitting on a seal
while she posed next to a seal. The incident was overblown with the intent to use this incident
to close the beach. The knee-jerk reaction of politicians was predictable and gave rise to

speculation that this was a staged event.

8. The federal government gave the City an IHA to disturb seals during construction of Lifeguard
tower. Yet the local CCC staff report alleges that any disturbance is so harmful to seals so it

must be stopped at all costs.

9. The seals are not a fragile coastal resource. The City of San Diego has no proof or evidence
that the seals natural behavior or well-being has been significantly affected by human
disturbance. The opposite is true since more pups are born and the rookery is expanding
around the breakwater with pups born at South Casa for the last 4 years.

10. Seal pup abandonment at Children’s Pool is part of a normal life cycle and appears to
happen much less frequently than the typical mortality rate in the wild.

11. The local CCC staff report includes information from the Seal Conservancy whose members
are primarily animal rights extremists. The current President was convicted of battery of a pro-
access advocate for CP when she spit in his face. This staff report seems to cater to a band of

emotionally unstable individuals attempting to take control of the Children’s Pool beach.

12. The permit application is not consistent with several sections of the Coastal Act. Specifically
the balancing sections of the Coastal Act, such as:

Chapter 1 Section 30007.5 The Legislature further finds and recognizes that conflicts may
occur between one or more policies of the division. The Legislature therefore declares that in
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carrying out the provisions of this division such conflicts be resolved in a manner which on
balance is the most protective of significant coastal resonrces.

At this location the significant coastal resource is the historic Children’s Poal. The trust allowed
for the building of the breakwater and defined the uses of the pool at this popular recreation
area. It created a safe ocean pool for family and children to safely use behind the protection of
the breakwater. The Trust is being violated by the access restrictions caused by the rope and
seasonal closure at Children’s Pool.

The permit application is also not consistent with the State Constitution and the Children’s Pool

Trust in regards to protected fishing rights.

The local CCC staff report interprets Coastal Act sections to favor a particular position and
disregards the intent of the Coastal Act itself. The Coastal Act is a state law and it applies
equally to every area in the coastal zone. The local staff's selective application of the Coastal
Act is inconsistent.

Coastal Act section 30001.5 identifies goals including restoring the guality of the coast and
maximizing public access along the coast. Children's Pool has always been a low cost
recreational visitor amenity and now has been converted to a single purpose venue to the
exclusion of all previous uses. Children’s Pool provides ocean safety which cannot be provided

at other beaches.

13. The City wrongfully determined that the proposed development {building a rope barrier) is
categorically exempt under CEQA, Class 15333 which has to do with “Small Habitat Restoration
Projects”. Line (c) states “The project will not result in impacts that are significant when viewed
in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects”. The City was allowed to get away with 2012 baseline data
even though seal protective measures began long before that date and have already changed
the environment.

Without an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), foreseeable and cumulative ecological

conseguences have been ignored. This violates CEQA policies.

Based on the above facts, | respectfully ask that the Commissioners vote NO on the renewal of

the Children’s Pool rope barrier project.

Sincerely,

Trarie, Horradie
Marie Hunrichs
mariehunrichs@ cox.net
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June 2, 2015

California Coastal Commission
45 Fremont St. Suite 2000
San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Opposition to Application No 6-15-0223, Children's Pool Rope Barrier Permit, W14a

In 2009 the City of San Diego lost a Superior Court case after four years of appeals in the

O Sullivan v. City of San Diego lawsuit. The judge’s final order required the City to restore the
Children’s Pool to 1941 conditions and be suitable once again for human use after years of
illegal beach closure. It has been the goal of the City ever since to ban public access thereby
avoid the restoration costs. They went to extraordinary lengths to amend a nearly eighty year
old State Tideland Trust and began the process of transforming a children’s bathing pool into a
seal reserve. They took advantage of the sudden increase of human habituated harbor seals
from Sea World's rehabilitation program. Most were released in the waters just off shore from
Children’s Pool. Ever since, the City has attempted any fimsy coastal resource protection
scheme as cover for cost avoidance from compliance with the judge’s order from the lawsuit.
They are back again using that same ploy to inch Children's Pool beach even closer toward full
time, year-round closure.

For the taxpayers of San Diego, millions of dollars from the City treasury have gone toward this
unwise scheme. The restoration cost City officials sought so desperately to avoid was far less
than the cost to ram this harbor seal reserve plan through to an unknown end. Sadly, the true
cost to the community has been enormous in the resulting discord and conflict between
competing interests,_ It has been a shameful chapter in the history of San Diego. This has only
been possible with the cooperation of the Coastal Commission through poorly analyzed City
development project impacts.

The City's scheme continues with this latest request to obtain approval to continue coastal
access restrictions at this treasured recreational facility. Meedless restrictions have been
imposed on the people for whom the Children’s Pool was built. A rope barrier should never
have been approved for the summer months when there is the highest demand for safe ocean
access and far fewer seals.

The Coastal Commission has the opportunity to correct the City's past errors and deny the
rope barrier permit renawal. Until the Coastal Commission can stand up to the City's illogical
request to rope off a public beach, there is no beach safe from closure in San Diego. Seals are
found everywhere along the La Jolla coast. One has only to look to South Casa beach right
next to Children’s Pool and the huge sea lion colony forming at the La Jolla Cove to see where
this action creates a danger for future beach closures.

The amended Children’s Pool Trust and the Coastal Act protects park uses named in the Trust
and doesn't authorize conversion to a seal reserve. The City's plan to maintain a year round
rope barrier does just that and the permit for it should not be renewed.

Thie speecific purpose of this corporation is to educates the public as to the use of the Children's Poal in accord with Elken foripps’ charitable
intemk in 193 in croler to protect La Jolla Children®s Pool aorocunding: o a public park, o bothing pool for children, and public recreational
uscre in accordanos with chapter 337 of the deed of trust betwesn Miss Ellen Browning Soripps, the Bate of Califomia, and the City of fan
Diego. Pubdicize the return of Chilkdren's Pool to public recreational uss. Promote woter guality: and sofety. Foolitote deaning the beach

ond adjocsnt oreas to ok it ottrocthes ancd coneenient for poblic me,



The rope was described by City officials as being ineffective during the “sensitive pupping
season’. That was a false claim made by the City to justify closing Children’s Pool. What will
the City do differently during the non-pupping season that would make that rope barrier more
effective? The City hopes to continue to use the rope as a visual and psychological deterrence
to public access to trick the public into thinking the rope across the entire beach means the
beach is closed. It's a false claim that the rope does not significantly hinder public access to
the shore. Crowds of people standing behind the rope barrier on an empty beach prove
otherwise.

My belief is the rope will continue to be a significant physical barmer and psychological
deterrence to beach access. A barmier rope misleads the public into thinking the beach is
closed. In that regard, it has been very effective blocking access to the shore. It's time to hold
the City accountable to prove otherwise because the facts on the ground don't support their
claim that beach access i1s maintained with the rope barmer in place.

Children’s Pool was created as a public park not a seal sanctuary. This is a place where
families with children should be able to freely use and take advantage of the sheltered ocean
pool behind the protective seawall. It was Ellen Browning Scripps gift to the children of San
Diego. The City has trashed the honor of the Scripps legacy in their mismanagement of the
Pool. The rope barrier creates a line in the sand to pose one radical animal rights group
against the citizens of San Diego who understand the importance of the Children's Pool to the
people of the community.

I'e following comments are in response to quoted statements found in the Staff Report

Under the Coastal Act the Commission is to insure that all projects approved will not be in
conflict with any other State Statutes. Beach closures and unnecessary access restrictions
from rope barmers conflict with the California Constitution that protects the nght of the people to
coastal access and fishing along our coastline.

% “The standard of review for the proposed project iz the Chapler Three policies of the Coasfal Acf.”

What has the City done to evaluate the real impact on public access? There still are not
monitoring requirements to evaluate the significant impact on coastal access the barrier rope
has caused. Where is the consideration for beachgoers who no longer use the beach because
of the deterrent effect of the rope barmer? The City’s blatant lie about beach access is repeated
by the CCC staff in the Staff Report. Of course they will claim this even though it is untrue.

How else could this application be approved if the true impact on coastal access were
recognized? This statement by the City is absolute nonsense.

%+ “Individuals are not prohibited from crossing the guideline rope, and the rope is nof expected nor is it
intended to kesp people off the beach or ouf of the ocean. Thus, the proposed project will not have a
significant impact on the public’s abilfy fo access or recreate af Childran’s Pool during non-pupping
season.”



The CCC recognizes the visual impact of the rope and supporting posts and signs and yet is
requiring only that the rope itself be removed dunng the closed season. (Special Condition #1)
Why not remove all the visual distractions including the foundations, posts and signage that
cannot be read by the public anyways when closed.

% “The rope shall be removed during the seasonal closure each year, winch currently runs from December
15 to May 15, in order to reduce visual impacts. The foundations, posts, and signage may remain.”

Did the total count of new pups significantly increased this year over previous years? If not, the
growth of the seal colony during the previous 10 years with public access shows the beach
closure had little to no effect on anything except curtailing public access. Seal counts have
steadily increased for the past 10 years while the beach was open for use year round.

Was monitoring data made invalid because of the introduction of additional counts by
unqualified or potentially biased sources not previously authorized or requested? Do those
counts reflect a bias for closure from the organizations providing those supplemental counts?
Who are they and what are their qualifications to have any input into the monitoring process?

The City and CCC continue to mischaracterize the public beach access ramp as an
emergency vehicle access ramp. This is a obvious attempt to justify the continued closure of
the ramp gate. It's an urban myth crafted by the applicant to further restrict beach access to
Children’s Pool.

% “and an emergency vehicle beach access ramp that has remained closed by the City via a gate.” “The
City has indicated that this gafed ramp was installed for emergency purposes, including for Park &
FRecreation and lfeguards vehicles, not for public access.”

The ramp was installed in the 1940's and was the historic primary public access to the beach
for forty years. Only after the seal controversy arose was the gate locked blocking access to
the beach via the ramp. The ramp is identified in the Community Plan as a beach access ramp
and was never limited to an emergency access ramp. A wheelchair bound swimmer has
repeatedly asked for the gate to be reopened to allow him access to the beach. With simple
maintenance the ramp could be used as it had been the previous fifty years. The City refused
and is currently fighting an ADA lawsuit from that swimmer_ It appears the City has no intention
of complying with the special condition of the beach closure permit to find a way to
accommodate access for the disabled.

Is there any doubt what is coming next for Children’s Pool from this statement in the CCC Staff
Report. Where is any concern to strike the nght balance for beach access as required in the
Coastal Act?

& Itis the Commission’s expectation that any future restriction of public access at Children’s Fool will be

developed as a comprehensive, year-round beach management program that addresses protection for
the seals during both the pupping and non-pupping season.”






From: i) SWersTiEY

Tat hildrerepeiifhCogdal
Subject: (hildren’s Podl mope barmier permit exberdon, Application No. 6-15-0223
Diate: Tuesday, Jure 02, 2015 S:32-17 &M

Dear Coastal Commission,

Please object to the extension of the Children's Pool rope barrier permit extension.
This rope barmer continues to be used as a tool to Keep people off of the beach
during the supposed "open access” season. The ranger is actively exercising
authority to keep people behind the rope, inferring that itis illegal to pass it. The
activists are also still there yelling and intimidating lawiul beach goers. This rope is a
powerful tool empowernng the city and activists... yet there is no effort being done to
let the public know that this is actually a beach they are legally allowed to access. It is
quite the opposite.

Additionally, scheduling the hearing for this permit in Newport Beach adds a level of
complexity for San Diego citizens to share their voice on this issue. It goes with out
saying that the 20 year passionate and often volatile history surrounding this issue
shows that the community cares about the outcome of this beach. It is just simply not
right to hold this meeting in Mewport Beach and we request that this agenda item he
moved to the upcoming August meeting in San Diego.

3an Diego has a pinniped management issue. The sealions at LJ Cove and the
harbor seals at the Children's Pool both have rapidly increasing populations. Each
location has seen up to 400 animals present at one time. Somehow the city is
supporting human access at the cove, where the more aggressive Sea lions reside,
yet is actively trying to keep people off of the Children's Pool beach where the more
gentile Harbor Seals live. Does this make any sense? Why is the Coastal
Commission continuing to support this nonsensical leadership?... Although | did
notice that you have included this special condition in what one can only assume is
intended to have the city cover your liahility in perpetuating what you know is an
illegal closure of a beach for human use due to it's protection outlined in the tidelands
trust and state constitution...

"Special Condition #5 requires the applicant to accept liability for costs and attomey
fees that the Coastal Commission may incur in defending its action should there be
litigation challenging its approval of this permit.”

Isn't it time we put an end to this and demand that the city takes responsibility for
creating a truly well thought out pinniped management plan for the entire La Jolla
area? Isn't it time for us to understand that these animals are being used as pawns in
a paolitical game? Please stop pandering to this nonsense... change the meeting
location to be held in San Diego so we the people can continue to participate in the
legislation happening in cur back yvards. and Flease do not grant the year round rope
permit, giving the city the tools needed to intimidate unknowing beach goers. This is
not right.



From: Danid WValenting

Tao: Lhikdrenspooiin Coecial
Subject: Letter is atizdned
Dake: Tuesday, June 02, J015 9:30:16 AM

David W. Valentine, PhD
7305 Monte Vista Avenue

La Jolla, CA 92037

dave_valentine 92037 @vyahoo.com

2 June 2015

California Coastal Commissidn
Childrenspool@coastal.ca.gov

Subject: Permit Number 6-15-0223, Agenda Item 14a
Coastal Permit Application by the City of San Diego to
Re-authorize a temporary beach guideline rope impediment
To restrict human access on a year round basis in perpetuity

Commissioners:

I received notice of this meeting today, Tuesday 2 June. I thought
notification had to be received 10 days before a government meeting
such as this, not mailed 10 days before the meeting. The cavalier
manner in which this most important meeting was announced is
disturbing as is the subject itself. The short time frame does not allow
me to change my schedule to attend this meeting. I also strongly object
to having a meeting which impacts the community within which I reside
to a distant location. I respectfully request the decision making process
be delayed until it can be held in San Diego.

That the City of San Diego is asking for perpetuity at the Children’ Pool is
a bad joke. I hope you realize that the City specifically broke the public
Trust at the Children’s Pool such that it no longer had to defend its
actions. Mor spend any money to address sand and water pollution
issues resulting from the ballooning harbor seal population. In effect, the
City engineered an end run around the existing law to meet its own
needs and not those of La Jolla residents.

I must express my distaste with your Staff's positive recommendation of
the City of San Diego's proposed guideline rope extension approval
action.

I assume you know that this ‘guideline’ rope is not a legal guideline. The
MMPA makes no mention of guidelines for separating people from
pinnipeds. The guideline concept arose from actions of seal activates to
delineate a distance THEY thought people should remain from harbor
seals There is NO legal requirement for this rope. None.



At the Children’s Pool the City has taken the position that the harbor
seals deserve protection. They contend they are doing this as an
educational benefit for children.

I find it very curious that the City has refused to take any action with
respect to health and safety challenges at the Children’s Pool or at the
Jolla Cove from an explosion of the sea lions. As with the Children’s
Pool, The City claims sea lions are wild animals and they have no control
over them. The City can, at any time , legally use section 109({h) of the
MMPA to permanently remove the harbor seals or sea lions . And, in my
opinion, they are controlling these pinnipeds and are breaking federal law
with respect to the MMPA.

What the City is obviously doing is to minimize spending money to clean
up either the Children's Pool of harbor seals or the Cove of sea lions.
The impact of having a dirty swimming beach controlled by harbor seals
will eventually back fire on them. The duplicity of failing to take action at
the Cowve and taking action at the Children’s pool is inane. I can only
hope you do not participate in this injustice.

I should also like to remind you that you granted the 5 month complete
closure of the Children’s Pool AND a 7 month humans only use of this
popular swimming beach. Leaving the rope up and maintaining a small
opening is crazy. That implies that the beach can only be accessed
through this opening. The harbor seals don't recognize the rope as a
barrier so why should people? Take the rope down in perpetuity. The
City has permission to chain off the beach; they do not need a permeant
barrier to discourage human use the remaining 7 months of the year as
originally promised.

I implore you to reject the City of San Diego’s request for a year round
guideline rope barrier {(and it is a barrier). Harbor seals are NOT in need
of protection as they are not rare, endangerad, or threatened. What is
threatened is free access to a public beach that was originally established
as a safe swimming area for children. It is now a beach on which
children cannot venture without arousing the ire and rancor of
environmental activists or risking sickness due to polluted conditions that
the City refuses to address.

Yours truly,

< << s5ent via emailz>>>
David W. Valentine, PhD
Retired UCSD Marine Biologist



From: diverdavid

To: Childrenspool@Coastal
Subject: Children's Pool rope barrier permit extension, Application No. 6-15-0223
Date: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 4:01:41 PM

Coastal Commission:

I object to this rope barrier, last August the cost of commission promised the beach
would be open to the people after popping season I have observed several occasions
where the Ranger is making people go back beyond the rope so they cannot enjoy
the beach he only preys upon those unaware but its only a few that know by
attending these hearings what our rights are and the city is using their power to
deny access to this man made beach dedicated for swimming for children and signs
on the beach tell people there is a 50 foot distance from seals that is not true by
federal law and regulations but because of the signs animal rights activist use the
signs and yell at people and disturb the beach atmosphere and incite people to fight
and riot, the city should remove the wording that is proper as the federal
government National Marine Fisheries have told the city before there is no 50 foot
guideline distance.l myself was one of those that was yelled at by someone that
thought by reading the signs posted on the beach of a 50 foot distance. Ranger did
not educate this harasser as he yelled over the Ranger down on to me after I finish
to swim in the pool. The CCC should instruct the city to correct the wording and
eliminate the 50 foot distance as this incorrect sinage just leads to harassment of
citizens trying to use a public beach that this committee has said it shall be open for
7 months of the year.

David Pierce

9344 |eticia Drive

Santee, Ca. 92071

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone












Agenda item Number 14. COASTAL PERMIT APPLICATIONS.
a, Opposition to rope barrier on children's pool beach during designated as
"open to the public”.

B/1/ 2015

Dear Califormia Coastal Commissioners,

For 60 years the San Diego council of Diver has represented and fought for the nghts of divers,
snorkelers, and swimmers  We would ke go on record concerming the upcoming decision to impose
a rope barrner on Children's Pool Beach dunng the months which the coast commission desianated
as open to the public by making the following statements

1. We request the coastal commission does not allow a rope on children's pool beach duning the
manths that the commission designated as "open to the pubhc"

2 Wa agree with the La Jolla Community Planning Association when it repected such a rope bamer
In sevieral public heanng several public heanngs, that it "causes more problems®

3 We agree with the San Diego planning commission decision that a permanant rope barmer 1s 10
an "encroachment on public beach” and so disallowed under Coastal Act

4 We agree with the decision by the coastal commission in 2001 that a permanent structure on a
public trusted beach 15 inappropnate and not allowed

f We agree with the State lands commission and Department of Fish and wildlife who contnbuted
to the above decizion that a manne mammal reserve on a public trusted beach 1s also not in keeping
with Califorma law

6 The dive community of San Diego has abded by the closure established by the coast
Commussion from May 15th to December 15 for puppy season. Members of the coastal commission
who spoke at the August 14 meeting stated that after the closure of Pupping season the beach
would be open to people Since May 16 the full-time ranger at children's pool beach has kept all
personnel from accessing the beach pass the rope.

7. Allowing a rope to be maintained a crossed the beach dunng the designated time for people will
once agan allow activists to create problems with people using the beach.

In closing, the San Diego Council of Divers requests the coastal commission not approve a rope
barner dunng the months the beach 15 open to people  We also request that the coastal commission
abides by their ruling of August 14 ensure that the beach remains open for people to access the
beach and the wafter from May 16 fo December 15

Sincerely,

Volker Hoehne

President

San Diego Council of Divers

615 9594 4175

7711 Primavera Way, Carlshad CA 92009



























Contrary to what you may have heard:

Our seals have been saved since 2009
Guaranteed a place here by State law
Federally protected from harm since 1972

Population is growing despite more
human interaction this last year than ever

New record of 47 successful births this
season on the beach

Tabling this permit will do no harm

The only things in danger are:

* Vertical public access to the shore

* The Shared Use promised the people of
California in the amended State Trust for this
beach

» Ability to use science and common sense to
manage the beach

* Local control and influence

* San Diego’s legal resources



If you approve a year round rope

Contention will escalate

Everybody in La Jolla knows the rope is not
enforced. The disrespect will be all year.

The beach closure measure the City has not yet
posted will come next.

The seals will still stay off the beach in hot
weather

People will continue to fight over the rope,
seals present or not



§30230 and §30240 do not support

cordoning off public beaches to
enhance animal displays

* Those 2 sections do not have ascendency over
all other statutes

* Neither works in this situation

* This is not a natural habitat

* There is nothing to restore

* Discarding all other statutes is not “balance”

* This is an “artificial embayment” per
Commission Staff



If you ratify limiting access to an artificial
beach with tame animals on it:

* Then any boat, wharf or pier where a sea lion
fancies to stay is a natural habitat

* This is to be a State jurisdiction interpretation
of the law. Please take care.

* |t can affect every beach in California and
every tidelands structure

* The coast is to be guarded FOR the people of
California, not FROM the people of California

And to ignore these?

* §30211; Development shall not interfere with the public's
right of access to the sea where acquired through use or
legislative authorization....

» §30212; (a) Public access from the nearest public roadway to
the shoreline and along the coast shall be provided in new
development projects....

(c) Nothing in this division shall restrict public access nor
shall it excuse the performance of duties and responsibilities
of public agencies which are required by Sections 66478.1 to
66478.14, inclusive, of the Government Code and by Section 4
of Article X of the California Constitution.

* (Hopefully San Diego will pay the legal fees)



And to ignore these?

* §30213; Lower cost visitor and recreational facilities
shall be protected, encouraged, and, where feasible,
provided.

» §30214; (b)...Nothing in this section or any
amendment thereto shall be construed as a limitation
on the rights guaranteed to the public under Section 4
of Article X of the California Constitution.

* §30221; Oceanfront land suitable for recreational use
shall be protected for recreational use and
development...

(Looking from behind a barrier is not recreation)

About that Federal Marine
Mammal Protection Act (MMPA)

Everybody has to obey the MMPA, but only a federal
officer can interpret or enforce it. The Act
specifically requires federal enforcement only.
Section 109(a) “No State may enforce, or attempt to
enforce any State law relating to the taking of any
species of Marine Mammal..... “

Animal rights activists twice sued the City and
National Oceanographic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA) to force direct MMPA actions
at Children’s Pool.

Both cases were dismissed for lack of jurisdiction.



The City has nothing from the
State Lands Commission or DFG

The permit application says the applicant is

responsible for obtaining permissions from
SLC, DFG, etc.

It did not happen.

Staff was asked repeatedly to look into this
matter

No answer. No condition that it happen.






From cdbureigh Mman com

To Childrernspocki Cogstal

Subject: Childrens” Pocl repe barier

Diate: Thuirsday, June 04, 2015 B:40:42 AM

Dear Coastal Commissicn

Please do not extend the pemnit for the rope bamier at Children's Pool.

There is no reason for it and there ks no reason to give a perfectly good beach to a bunch of seals. The
seals have beenin the area for many years and they were perfectly OK on the rocks and other places
in the area.

If there iz a problem with people bothering the ssals, the best solution is to remove the seals from the
beach, not remove people from the beach.

There is no proldem with people bothering them; this is just a myth promulgated by the animal fanatics
and bolsterad by film clips they made themsslves with their own people dancing around the seals.
These people will tell any lie and will create any "evidence” they need to support their story.

The animal fanatics are a very vocal, but very small minority of oddballs.

The seals do not need protection; they will find ancther place or will adapt. The beach nesds
protection and the people need protection from the oddballs who want the beach to become an animal
viewing area.

It iz your responsibility to assure access to the ocean for the majority if California residents.
Doug Burleigh



From: ELH Boyee
Ta: Childrenspoolih Coastal

Subject: MO MORE SEALS TN THE CHILDREN™ POOL!
Diake: Thursday, June 04, 2015 8:35:01 AM

It is time to return the Children s' Pool to the Children of our community and
recognize the beautiful gift that was given to all the families, visitors and specifically
the children of San Diego.

As a resident in the neighborhood it is clear that there are seals everywhere and
there are plenty of places to observe them.

There is only ONE place where it is safe and fun for a family with small children to
explore the ocean in a calm and gentle environment, the Children's Pool.

I rode my bike past this last weekend and stopped for a while. I talked to several
visitors, even took a few pictures for them and with out probing or front-loading any
comments, I heard many discussions along the lines of: "it is too bad we could not
play in the water"with their group, or "wow, this is boring, wish we could use this
beach", or "I would never go there, all that seal sh&t everywhere".

These lovely animals have the whole coast and can easily adapt to just about any
beach they want. Not always the case with small children.

Please remove this unconstitutional rope barrier and firmly, yet with consideration,
remove the seals from the Children's pool area, clean up the awful mess they have
created in the delicate micro environment that is the beauty of the Children's pool
and make the area open to the people for whom it was intended 24/7, 365 days of

the year.

The seals will be fine, they will move and find plenty of safe places to sleep and give
birth. As I understand the recent reports, they are not an endangered species. This
place, this Children's Pool is a unique and well thought out gift to the families of
the WORLD who live in and visit San Diego, let it be just that.

Again,there are plenty of opportunities to observe wildlife and sea life in San Diego -
but there is only one designated CHILDREN'S Pool. I ask that you act on behalf
of the people you serve, return this pool to the children so that people from all the
communities in southern California have this incredible litte place to nurture future
generations of stewards of our global environment by having safe, clean, and total
access to the water.

Rick Boyce
B858-386-9533












Froam: e IT.O0M

Ta: Chilld reespociih Coastal
Dake: Thursday, June 4, 2015 12:07:35 PM

Dr. Jack Robertson
8578 Cliffridge Avenues
La Jolla, CA 92037
Teeas@san. .com
858-531-8054

Dear Coastal Commission,

I am Dr. Jack Robertson, [ving at 8578 Cliffridge Averwe La Jolla, CA 92037,

I am unable to attend the Newport Beach hearing concerning Children's Pool, It would cost me a day of
wiark o describe 3 minutes of concems and strugales at Children's Poal. This letter is what T can do for
now. Hopefully it will be read and acted upon.

I am a keenly interested party regarding issues at Children’s Pool. T am an avid marathon swimmer and
use a wheelchair. The lifequard station and stairs are being refurbished. The first sst of stairs will be
converted into a emp, however, the second set of approsimately 10 steps are Mot currently scheduled
to be rebuilt into a ramp extending to the beach. With such a major remodeling project of this area,
surehy All ADA needs have to be met. The artificial wall would protect the ramp from damage. There is
space for the ramp without interfering with the natural bluffs. Plus, it is the right thing to do and Now is
the time.

Also, there iz no reason you could not extend the rope permit a month, so its value and purpose could
be examined in public. This hearing is being scheduled for the wrong reason and for a bad purpose.

The rope barrier permit being extended with no review of its inconsistendes for 4 years is just a free
pass for San Diego and inappropriate to the stated goals of the Coastal Act. The conditions of the even
more crushing winter dosure permit are not being met. Yet, the Commission maintains this slider for the
City's rope permit is in order to assess the total set of permits granted at Children's Pool. So why not do
that? You can - the Children's Pool was declared historic fidelands and under original Coastal
Commission jurisdiction, so the area abave the mean high tide could be dosad to the public an your
authority. You can examine the situation anytime and amend any permit at Children's Poal without San
Diego's cooperation.

I have direct experience with the harm you are overlooking at the Children's Pool. One of the
conditions of continued controd of Children's Pool by San Diego was to produce a plan to provide ADA
access to the sand. However, San Diego already has to face the issue and it is fighting tooth and nail in
federal cowrt to make sure NO such ADA access will ever be installed. Iam oushed as an avid ocean
swimmer with a significant disability. I have been camied down the stairs by four adults (a harrowing
experience), whedlchair and all, so0 I could enter those protected waters. My friends and I were warned
by the ranger that we could cited and severely fined because this strange sight may have caused seals
o mowve.

I had everything in my computer subpoenasd and my friends were deposad and hundreds of their
emails sent to me demanded, so the City could build its case against any ADA access that you said the
City should be prepared to produce.

Pleass reschedule your hearing to the August mesting and uss it to create a total plan for management
of the Children’s Pool that does not violate the Coastal At or other state and federal laws. You say you
want to do that in 4 vears. Do it now befare it is too late. Four vears of slack fime for San Diego to
evade s responsibilities are not in kesping with the Commission's powers and obligations o Califomia
and its citizens.



To: Child Coastal
Subject: Mo Rope Barrier Year Round!
Dake: Thursday, June 04, 3015 11:54:14 AM

I am an open water ocean swimmer and would like access to the children's pool to
enjoy the safety of that calm entry to the ocean. Divers and swimmers and children
need a safe place to access the ocean and that pool was designed for that purpose,
not as seal rookery. It has become a cesspool of seal excrement that smells and
also attracts sharks! The seals are also devastating the endangered populations of
abalone and the inshore fish populations as well. Are you going close La Jolla Cove
next?y? The sea lion populations are out of control there too! There is almost no
fish left in La Jolla Cove. Iremember when the cove was loaded with fish and ther
were even large schools of juvenile white sea bass. Not any more, and the smell is
disgusting! When will this end?

Thank you for listening.
Dana Joseph

3302 Ogalala Ave.
San Diego, CA 92117

B58-775-1273
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“How inappropriate to call this planet Earth when it is quite clearly Ocean” ~ Arthur Clarke



From: i mikkonen

Ta: Childr Coastal
Subject: lefter of opposition to dosing Casa Cove-Children™s Pool
Dake: Thiirsday, Jume 04, 3015 12:07:31 PM

Dear Coastal Commissioners, | am opposed to closing Children's
Pool Beach because . . . Children's Pool is a man made human
recreation area donated and protected by State Law to provide safe
and convenient access to our coast. There is no scientific evidence
of harm to the animals that willingly share this beach with their
human admirers. The seal colony is growing rapidly. The colony has
spread to surrounding beaches endangering beach access there as
well. The City of San Diego has a fifteen year track record of mis-
managing the Children's Pool. This closure plan continues that
failing effort. It will have grave consegquences for human safety
when the safest ocean beach in San Diego is closed to the people
who actually enter the water and not just stand by and look at it.
FPlease deny the City's application to close the beach and the
associated Local Coastal Program amendment because it goes
against everything the Coastal Act was intended to protect.
COASTAL ACCESS is a significant resource that must be defended
from all threats from public and private development. At Children's
Poal access to the safety of this sheltered cove is THE MOST
SIGNIFICANT RESOURCE.

| had the privilege, as a young immigrant from Finland, to enjoy
Children's Pool or Casa Cove when my parents brought me there in
the 60's. | learned to swim there, learned to skin dive there and also
was able play on all of the rocks and go through the caves. |
traversed all of the beach and rocks from Hospital Beach to Boomer
beach. | body surfed at Boomer and dove for abalone there, at Shell
beach and also outside the breakwall. Casa Cove-Children's Pool
was where my sister's families(5 sisters) came to bring their children
to swim whenever they visited us from Canada. My mother picked
mussels off of the breakwall, then cooked and ate them. | jumped
off of the breakwall when | was a kid(at high tide). | lived for the
beach when ever mom would take me and my brother there. My
older brother, Henry Velli Risto Mikkonen, taught me how to dive for



abalone there and how to spearfish.

We continued to go there as a family and brought the neighbor kids.
We played and went from rock to rock, jumping or diving in. From
Hospital Beach to Casa to Shell beach, to Boomer and La Jolla
Cove, that was our playground. The seals, the few that there were,
lounged on the large rock in Shell beach and really, there were
hardly any. | dove from that rock into the water all of the time, never
had an issue with seals.

Fast forward to 1998, when | was able to show my daughter the
wonders of the Ocean looking from a skin diving mask. She was 8
years old and had the opportunity to see firsthand, a school of fish
under the water at The Children's Pool, right next to the rock in a 3-
4 foot deep area. That was my duty, honor and privilege to pass on
what | had been privy to as a youngster at Casa Cove-Children's
Fool.

We (the Public)had access to Casa Cove in the 60's, 70's, 80's and
the 90's. There was never any issue sharing the beach with the few
seals that came around. They usually stayed on the rock at Shell
Beach and came around when they wanted to.

Mow, something has happened to the Beach | so loved and it has
been ruined. The Life Guard Tower and Bathrooms are in a state of
ruin and the beach has been taken over by activists. Never in my
life would | have imagined that the people would do such a thing
because of a seal. Taking away a Family Beach for the sake of
seals is unconscionable. They used to have their pups on the rocks
and it was warm for the pup. They could go to a sandy beach if they
wanted to or needed to have seclusion.

But to take away a qgift from a wonderful Lady and the Children that
are supposed to enjoy it in perpetuity for the sake of the few is a
crime. | am sure that the motive behind all of this is $. Shame on
you for stealing the gift of life and a wonderful Beach from the
Children it was gifted to.

Hannu Arvo Mikkonen



From: Hichas Codelo

Ta: Childreqwspoolih Coastal
Subject: hildren™s Pool Wilda
Diate: Thursday, June D4, 3015 4:50:41 PM

Dear Commissioners and Staff,

| Request a continuance, and { or 2 hearing in S5an Diego County of the Coastal
Permit Application Number 6-15-022, W14a, for a year around rope at the Children’s
Poaol in La Jolla , CA.

a. The City has been wnting this application for several months, yet only very
recently were opponents notified of this application. Clearly, we were intentionally
given the shortest notification period possible.

b. Having the hearing away from San Diego is an attempt to allow as little
opposition as possible to attend the heanng.

c. Obviously, the City has attempted to disenfranchise its opposition. In faimess,
| request that this application be presented to the La Jolla Community before it goes
to the CCC. Therefore | request a continuance.

d. This application (No. W14a) is a significant departure from simply having a
rope during the pupping season. Now, the City wishes to have a year round rope for
an entirely different purpose. This change in purpose requires a separate hearing for
the new purpose. | request that you send this application back to the City to go
through the discretionary review process.

e. Reqguest that all hearings on this issue of Community importance be
scheduled in San Diego County.

Thank Youl
Michael Costello
626 Wrelton Dr

La Jolla, CA 92037






From: LICPA

Ta: Childd Coastal
Subject: Themn & Wida: Apphcation No. 6-15-0223 (Oty of San Diego Park and Remeation Department, Children™s Poal)
Date: Saturday, Jime 06, 2015 1:12:53 PM

Importance: High

California Coastal Commission
San Diego Coast District Office
7575 Metropeolitan Drive #1035
San Diego, CA 92103

June &, 2015
Dear California Coastal Commissioners,

This letter is respectfully submitted on behalf of the La Jolla Community Planning Association
{UCPA), and we request that it be entered into record as an aspect of community comment. The
UCPA is recognized by the City Council to make recommendations to the City Council, Planning
Commission, City staff and other governmental agencies on land use matters, specifically concerning
the preparation of, adoption of, implementation of, or amendment to, the Generzal Plan or a land
use plan when a plan relates to the La Jolla Community Plan and Local Coastal Program Land Use
Plan boundaries. The UCPA also advises on other land use matters as requestad by the City or other
governmental agency.

‘Within the boundaries of the San Diego Coast District aforementioned La Jolla Community Plan is
the “Children’s Pool Beach”. An issue relevant to the Pool appears on the docket of your June 10,
2015 Agenda, which is being held at the following location:

City of Newport Beach City Council Chambers
100 Civic Center Drive
Mewport Beach, CA 92660

Agenda ftem # 14, COASTAL PERMIT APPLICATIONS:

A B qlign No, B- -] 1 an fheao P Tid Becred ||l" artmen ;i'j

Application of City of 5an Diego Park and Recreation Dept. to re-authorize year-round guideline rope
with 3-ft. opening far ocean access in perpetuity for pratection of harbor seals at Children's Pool
Beach, La Jolla, 5an Diegao, 5an Diego County (BL-50D)

‘We write you today to address cur concerns in regard to the timing and venue of this particular
Motice of Hearing for a Coastal Permit. As this is a land use matter located within the LCPA's
jurisdiction, we request a near-term continuance on this Agenda item # W1l4a and with that a
change in Hearing venue o a location within 5an Diego. This will enable us, as the City of San Diego
ordained body for land use policy in La Jolla, to review the current status of Application as part of
the Community Planning process and reasonably attend any Hearing on the topic at this time.

Sincerely,
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June 2, 2015 CORSTAL COMMISSION
SAN DHEGO COMST DISTRICT

Vin First Class Mail

Tir. Charles Lester, Frecutive Director
California Coastal Commission

45 Fremont, Suite 2000

San Francisco, California 94105- 2219

Re: Gb_re::!wn o June J‘II] .?IE]IS He.;:armg on the Children’s Pool Rope Barrier
C‘ﬂasm! Dﬂe.{apmem Pfrm:rdppfrcahan No. 6-15- 0223

DE.arDirectm‘i&s_ter:_ o .

[ represent Friends of the Children’s Pool (“FOCP™), a community group dedicated to
protecting public access to the Children’s Pool beach in La Jolla, San Diego. FOCP objects to the
June 10, 2015 Coastal Commission (the “Commission™) hearing on the City of San iego’s (the
“City’s™) application for a coastal development permit, allowing it to erect a year-round rope barrier
at Children’s Pool beach. FOCP specifically objects to the Commission’s failure to notify FOCP as

. required under California law. FOCP also objects to having this jssue heard in Newport Beach and
to the Commission’s June 3, 2015 deadline for inclusion of written commenis in the staff report
addendum. FOCP further notes that the hearing is premature as the City’s current three-year permit
does not expire until May 14, 2016,

Accordinglv, FOCP objects to the June 10 hearing, and requests the hearing’ on this matter
be continued to the meetings currently set for August 12-14, 2013 in 3z&n Diego. FOCP further
requests that proper notice be mailed to all interested parties, and that everyene is given sufficient
time to have their comments included in the staff report addendum.

1. The Commission Failed to Mail Notiee 1o FOCP As Required By Law

The Commission has long known of FOCP's interest in any development at the Children’s
Pool. On numerous oceasions, FOCP members have raised pointed objections about the specific
issue of a rope barrier being installed on the beach. Nevertheless, the Commission neglected to
mail FOCP notice and copy ol the June 10, 2015 meeting agenda,
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June 2, 2013

State law requires that “[n]otice of regular meetings of the commission shall be by first class
mail or other reasonable means, dispatched not later than 10 days preceding the meeting and
containing an agenda listing cach item to be considered.” (14 Cal. Code Regs. § 13015.) “Such
notice shall be mailed to commission members, to all parties to proceedings on the agenda, to others
known to be interested in specific agenda items, and to any person who reguests such notice in
writing.” (14 Cal. Code Regs. § 13016.)

Here, the Commission is well aware of FOCP’s particular interest in this permit application.
Yet the Commission failed to mail FOCP notice and an agenda listing each item to be considered at
the June 10, 2015 meeting. Noncompliance with the notice requirements is but one example of how
the Commission is ignoring its duty to allow the public a full and fair opportunity to be heard on
this issue.

2. The Commission Is Stifling Public Participation And Attendance At The Hearing

The placement of rope barriers at the Children’s Fool has long been 2 hotly contegted issue
in 8an Diego, and the people of San Diego have a right to participate and be heard before another
rope barrier is approved. The Commission, however, has frustrated the public’s right to participate
by (1) holding the hearing in Newport Beach; and (2) requiring comments to be submitted by June 3
to be included in the addendum to the staff report for the Commission hearing,

The law requires that “all dates for public hearing shall be set with a view toward allowing
adequate public dissemination of information contained in the application prior to the time of the
hearing, and toward allowing public parlicipation and attendanes at the hearing.” (14 Cal. Code
Regs. § 13062.) Helding the public hearing for the City's application on June 10 violates the
laudable policy goals of this law, As noted above, the lack of adequate notice to FOCP substantially
prejudices its ability and the ability of its members to be heard on this important issue. Moreover,
the Commission’s refusal to include in the staff report written comments submitted after June 3,
2015 wvirtually guarantees that the views of FOCP and its members will not be heard. Finally, the
fact that this agenda item is being considered outside of San Diego County significantly impairs the
ability of FOCP members to attend and participate at the meeting. Instead of facilitating public
participation and attendance, the Commission has deprived FOCP, its members, and the residents of
San Diego of 2 meaningful opportunity to be heard on this issue.

3 The Hearing 1s Premature

Finally, it is important to note that the City is seeking to renew a three-year coastal
development permit that was not issued until after the City formally accepted the additional
conditions imposed by the Commission. Here, the City did not file its Notice of Acceptance of
these conditions until May 14, 2013, Thus, the three-year coastal development permit does not
need to be renewed until May 14, 2016, and there is no reason to rush a hearing on the matter,

Page 2 of 3
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4, Conclusion

For the reasons stated above, FOCP objects to having this issue heard at the June 10, 2015
Coastal Commission meeting in Newport Beach. We request that the matter be heard during the
upcoming Coastal Commission meetings slated for August 12-14, 2015 in San Diego. We further
request that notice and an agenda for this hearing be mailed to all interested parties as required by
law, and that interested parties be given sufficient time to submit written comments for inclusion in
the staff report addendum.

There-is no reason to rush this issue and it is in everyone’s interest to make sure this is done
nght Muoving the hearing from Newport Beach to San Diego will ensure FOCP, its members, and
all stakeholders have timely notice of the hearing, sufficient time to submit written comments, and a
fair opportunity to attend and participate in the process. Ultimately this will protect the public’s
right to attend and participate on an important community issue, and neither the City nor the
supporters of the City’s application will suffer ome iota of prejudice. Accordingly, FOCP
respectfully requests the Commission reschedule the hearing on the City’s applicatioy: for the
August 2005 Coastal Commission meetings in San Diego.

Very truly vours,

Ce: Coastal Commission, San Diego Coast District Office

Page3 of 3



EX PARTE COMMUNICATION DISCLOSURE FORM

Filed by Commissioner, Garale Groom
1) Name or description of project: Item Wida - App. No. 8-15-0223 (Children's Pool}

2) Date and fime of receipt of communication: May 28, 2015 at 1:30 p.m.
3) Location of communication: Redwood City, CA
{If not in person, include the means of communication, e.g., telephone, e-mail, etc.)

4) Identity of perzan(s} initiating communication: Adrian Kwiatkowsk

5) Identity of persen(s) on whose behalf communication was made: Seal Conservancy
of San Diego

&) Idenfity of persons(s) receiving communication: Carole Groom

B

7} Identity of all person(s) present during the communication; Carole Groom, Adrian
Kwiatkowski, Dr. Jane Relden

e

Complets, comprehensive description of communication content (altach completls set of
any text or graphic material presented):

The representatives of the Seal Conservancy of San Diego explained that this ilem
is the renewal of an existing rope barrier during the months that the beach is open
in order to protect seals and beach visitors. They mdll::at-d that the city staff and

many of the local elected officials are in support. Thay alsu:- mdmated that the currant
permit expires in July, which is the reason that it is coming to Coastal Commission at
this time. They maintained that the rope barrier has been very successful and going
forward its renewal will be aligned with the pupping season closure. All materials
provided have been submitted to Coastal Commission staff.

Mhe 24 200§ canale AL
Date Signature of Commiissioner

TIMING FOR FILING OF DISCLOSURE FORM: File this form with the Executive
Director within seven (7) days of the ex parte communication, if the communication
occurred seven or more days in advance of the Commission hearing on the item that
was the subjact of the communication. If the communication occurred within seven (7)
days of the hearing, provide the information orally on the record of the proceading and
provide the Executive Director with a copy of any written matenal that was part of the
communication. This form may be filed with the Executive Director in addition to the aral

disclosure,

EXHIBIT NO. 12

APPLICATION NO.
6-15-0223

Ex Parte Disclosures

California Coastal Commission




STATE OF CALIFORNIA -- THE NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, JR., Governor

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

SAN DIEGO AREA
7575 METROPOLITAN DRIVE, SUITE 103
SAN DIEGO, CA 92108-4421

(619) 767-2370

Wlda

Filed: 3/24/15
180th Day: 9/20/15
Staft: B. Laver-SD
Staff Report: 5/21/15
Hearing Date: 6/10/15

STAFF REPORT: REGULAR CALENDAR

Application No.: 6-15-0223

Applicant: City of San Diego Park and Recreation
Department

Agent: Daniel Daneri

Location: Children’s Pool Beach, west of Coast Boulevard,
southwest of Jenner Street, La Jolla, San Diego, San
Diego County.

Project Description: Re-authorize use of an existing 4 ft. high, 152 linear

ft. guideline rope with 3 ft. opening for beach and
ocean access, support posts, foundations and
informational signs, on a year-round basis, in
perpetuity, to provide a buffer between humans and
harbor seals at Children’s Pool Beach.

Staff Recommendation: Approval with Conditions

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff is recommending approval of the proposed project with special conditions limiting
the term of the permit to 4 years to allow for future reassessment of any impacts to public
access and marine resources.



6-15-0223 (City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department)

The City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department proposes to continue the use of
the existing guideline rope that is currently installed at Children’s Pool Beach in the La
Jolla community of the City of San Diego, on a year-round basis, in perpetuity, to provide
a buffer between people and harbor seals at the 0.7-acre beach. The rope is proposed to
remain in its current configuration: installed directly upland of the mean high tide line
(MHTL), with a %2-inch diameter rope strung through four 4-foot tall posts with concrete
foundations and attached informational signs extending 152 feet from the breakwater to
the inland extent of the beach, with a 3-foot opening for public access at the east end near
the access stairway.

The subject site is unique in its location and characteristics: Children’s Pool is located in
a highly-visited, easily-accessible coastal urban setting; is the only mainland beach south
of Ventura County that supports an established harbor seal rookery; and has a 328-foot
long artificial breakwater protecting the beach from wave action. Since construction of
the breakwater with funding from philanthropist Ellen Browning Scripps in 1931,
Children’s Pool has been a popular recreation site for swimmers, divers, fisherman, and
tourists, as the breakwater provides a public walkway and creates a calm beach
environment. However, these circumstances also created a habitat for harbor seals to haul
out, meaning to exit the water onto the sandy beach area for essential biological functions
such as rest, thermal regulation, molting, giving birth, and nursing and weaning pups. As
a result of the seals’ increased use of Children’s Pool Beach as a haul-out and pupping
site since the early 1990s, there has been ongoing controversy about how the seals and
their habitat should be protected, how public access should be preserved, and whether
seals and people can share the beach without harm to the people or the animals.

The existing guideline rope was approved by the Commission in July 2012 with a three-
year permit term expiring in July 2015 (ref. CDP No. 6-11-078/City of San Diego Park
and Recreation). However, last year, the City presented evidence to the Commission that
the guideline rope was not sufficient to protect the seals from harassment during the
sensitive pupping season. Therefore, in August 2014, the Commission approved the
annual closure of the subject beach each year from December 15 to May 15, with a five-
year permit term to expire in August 2019 (ref. CDP No. 6-14-0691/City of San Diego
Park and Recreation). During this time period, the sandy beach area is entirely closed to
the public, although the public can still view the beach and the seals from the breakwater
and surrounding walkways.

The objective of the proposed project is to continue to provide guidance to the public and
a level of protection to the harbor seal colony by maintaining the existing guideline rope
during the times the beach is open to public access, May 16 through December 14.
Although the rope does not prohibit the public from crossing the rope or approaching the
seals, it serves as a visual reminder to remain a safe distance from the wild animals.

Staff is recommending approval of the project with several minor modifications to
minimize any potential impacts to public access, marine resources, and visual resources.
Special Condition #1 requires the City to submit final plans, with a provision that the
rope will be taken down from December 15 to May 15 of each year to reduce the visual

2



6-15-0223 (City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department)

impact of a rope barrier on the beach during the time when the beach is closed to public
access. Rather than maintain the rope on a year-round basis in perpetuity as proposed by
the City, Special Condition #2 limits the authorization of this permit to the non-pupping
season months for a period of four years, so that the expiration of this permit will
coincide with the expiration of CDP No. 6-14-0691 for the seasonal closure. This will
allow the Commission to re-evaluate a single, comprehensive, year-round program for
protecting the seals if the City wishes to maintain either the beach closure or rope barrier
in the future. Special Condition #3 requires the City to prepare a monitoring plan and
submit annual monitoring reports throughout the four-year permit term that continues
data collection on the level of use by seals of the haul-out site and the effectiveness of the
rope in reducing or eliminating harassment of the seals. With these two conditions, the
City and the Commission will have the opportunity to determine if the rope and seasonal
closure are effective in providing the necessary amounts of protection for the harbor
seals, and whether any changes in the long-term management of this beach are necessary,
when the respective permits expire in summer 2019. Commission staff is also
recommending Special Condition #4, requiring the City to acknowledge the proposed
development may be subject to hazards from waves, storm waves, and flooding, and to
assume the risks of such hazards. Special Condition #5 requires the applicant to accept
liability for costs and attorney fees that the Coastal Commission may incur in defending
its action should there be litigation challenging its approval of this permit.

The proposed project is located in an area where the Commission has retained coastal
development permit jurisdiction, even though the City of San Diego has a certified LCP.
The standard of review for the proposed project is the Chapter Three policies of the
Coastal Act. In addition, the policies of the certified La Jolla Community Plan (LUP)
serve as guidance. As conditioned, the proposed project is consistent with all applicable
Chapter Three policies of the Coastal Act.

Commission staff recommends approval of coastal development permit application 6-
15-0223 as conditioned. The motion and resolution can be found on page 5 of this report.



6-15-0223 (City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department)

TABLE OF CONTENTS

I. MOTION AND RESOLUTION........cccviiiiiiniiiiniiinnee.

II. STANDARD CONDITIONS
III. SPECIAL CONDITIONS
IV. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS

MARINE RESOURCES

VISUAL RESOURCES

TOMmMEHOOw>

APPENDICES

Appendix A — Substantive File Documents

EXHIBITS

Exhibit 1 — Vicinity Map

Exhibit 2 — Aerial View

[Exhibit 3 — Site Plan |

Exhibit 4 — Existing Rope and Signage

Exhibit 5 — Jurisdiction Map

Exhibit 6 — CDP #6-11-078 Staff Ecologist Memorandum
Exhibit 7 — CDP #6-11-078 First Annual Monitoring Report
Exhibit 8 — CDP #6-11-078 Second Annual Monitoring Report
Exhibit 9 — June 27, 2012 NMFS letter to CCC

Exhibit 10 — Letters of Support

Exhibit 11 — Letters of Opposition

PROJECT AND AREA DESCRIPTION. ... .uttttttteeeeeeteaaeeeeeenannns
PROJECT HISTORY AND PAST COMMISSION ACTION. .«evueerennnnn..

PUBLIC ACCESS AND RECREATION . ..ttt e e e e

REIMBURSEMENT IN CASE OF CHALLENGE .+« e vvveeeeeetiiiaaaaeannns
LOCAL COASTAL PLANNING . . ettt et ettt
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT. e eveeeiieaeeiaaeannn,
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I. MOTION AND RESOLUTION
Motion:

I move that the Commission approve Coastal Development Permit Application
No. 6-15-0223 subject to the conditions set forth in the staff recommendation.

Staff recommends a YES vote on the foregoing motion. Passage of this motion will
result in conditional approval of the permit and adoption of the following resolution and
findings. The motion passes only by affirmative vote of a majority of the Commissioners
present.

Resolution:

The Commission hereby approves coastal development permit 6-15-0223 and
adopts the findings set forth below on grounds that the development as
conditioned will be in conformity with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act
and will not prejudice the ability of the local government having jurisdiction over
the area to prepare a Local Coastal Program conforming to the provisions of
Chapter 3. Approval of the permit complies with the California Environmental
Quality Act because either 1) feasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives
have been incorporated to substantially lessen any significant adverse effects of
the development on the environment, or 2) there are no further feasible mitigation
measures or alternatives that would substantially lessen any significant adverse
impacts of the development on the environment.

II. STANDARD CONDITIONS

This permit is granted subject to the following standard conditions:

1. Notice of Receipt and Acknowledgment. The permit is not valid and
development shall not commence until a copy of the permit, signed by the permittee
or authorized agent, acknowledging receipt of the permit and acceptance of the
terms and conditions, is returned to the Commission office.

2. Expiration. If development has not commenced, the permit will expire two years
from the date on which the Commission voted on the application. Development
shall be pursued in a diligent manner and completed in a reasonable period of time.
Application for extension of the permit must be made prior to the expiration date.

3. Interpretation. Any questions of intent of interpretation of any condition will be
resolved by the Executive Director or the Commission.

4.  Assignment. The permit may be assigned to any qualified person, provided
assignee files with the Commission an affidavit accepting all terms and conditions
of the permit.
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5.

I11.

Terms and Conditions Run with the Land. These terms and conditions shall be
perpetual, and it is the intention of the Commission and the permittee to bind all
future owners and possessors of the subject property to the terms and conditions.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

This permit is granted subject to the following special conditions:

1.

Revised Final Plans. PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF THIS COASTAL
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT, the applicant shall submit for review and written
approval by the Executive Director, final site plans for the proposed development.
Said plans shall be in substantial conformance with the plans submitted with this
permit application by the City of San Diego on March 4, 2014, except they shall be
revised to reflect the following:

A. The rope shall be removed during the seasonal closure each year, which
currently runs from December 15 to May 15, in order to reduce visual impacts. The
foundations, posts, and signage may remain.

The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the approved plans.
Any proposed changes to the approved plans shall be reported to the Executive
Director. No changes to the plans shall occur without a Coastal Commission-
approved amendment to this coastal development permit unless the Executive
Director determines that no amendment is legally required.

Permit Term.

A. This coastal development permit authorizes development on a temporary
basis only. The development is authorized for a period of four (4) years,
commencing upon the date of Commission approval of CDP No. 6-15-0223, after
which time the authorization for continuation or retention of any development
approved as part of this permit shall cease. After the authorization for the
development expires, the retention of a guideline rope at Children’s Pool Beach will
require the issuance of a new coastal development permit or an amendment to this
coastal development permit.

B. If the applicant does not obtain a coastal development permit or
amendment from the California Coastal Commission to continue installation and
maintenance of a guideline rope at Children’s Pool Beach prior to the date that
authorization for the development expires, the City shall cease use of the guideline
rope.

C. All development must occur in strict compliance with the proposal as set
forth in the application for permit, subject to any special conditions. Any deviation
from the approved project plans must be submitted for review by the Executive

6



6-15-0223 (City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department)

Director to determine whether an amendment to this coastal development permit is
legally required.

Monitoring Plan.

A. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT
PERMIT, the applicant shall submit, for the review and written approval of the
Executive Director, a Monitoring Plan for the management and monitoring of the
seasonal beach closure at Children’s Pool Beach. The plan shall include, but not be
limited to, the following criteria:

1. A physical description and exhibit delineating the precise location of the
public access restrictions and associated signage at Children’s Pool;

ii. A discussion of the goals and objectives of the plan, which shall include the
method by which the applicant will assess the level of use by seals of the
haul-out site at Children’s Pool Beach throughout the year and the method
of determining the effectiveness of the guideline rope at minimizing
harassment of hauled-out seals with both methods employing, at a
minimum, the procedures described in section A(iii) and A(iv), below, of
this special condition,;

iii. Upon issuance of this coastal development permit, a qualified biologist,
environmental resources specialist, park ranger, lifeguard, and/or City-
trained volunteer shall record the number of seals hauled out at Children’s
Pool Beach, the number of injured or abandoned seals if present, the number
of people present on the beach, the number of people present in the water
from the tip of the breakwater across to the point of rock directly below the
gazebo, the number of harassment instances, the number of citations and
warnings issued, the outcomes of issued citations and warnings if feasibly
available, the tide, the weather including water and air temperature, and the
date. Recording according to these directions shall take place at least 16
days per month, including at least two weekend days and one holiday, if the
month contains a federal or state holiday. Measurements shall be recorded a
minimum of 3 times per day, at 10 AM, 1 PM, and 4 PM or as close to those
times as feasible;

iv. Provisions for taking measurements of the number of harassment instances,
including noting activities that would likely qualify as harassment consistent
with relevant regulatory definitions of harassment (e.g. seals flushing into
water) under the Marine Mammal Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 1631 et seq.; 50
CFR, § 18.3).

B. The City shall submit, for the review and approval of the Executive
Director, on an annual basis, a written monitoring report from a qualified biologist
or other qualified experts, as necessary to comply with the requirements of the
monitoring report. Each monitoring report shall contain the following:



6-15-0223 (City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department)

i. All records of measurements, analyses and conclusions created in
conformance with the approved Monitoring Plan;

ii. An evaluation of the condition and performance of the approved
development, including an assessment of whether any weathering or damage
has occurred that could adversely impact future performance of the
development;

iii. Recommendations for repair, maintenance, modifications, or other work to
the development; and

iv. Photographs taken from pre-designated sites that are annotated to a copy of
the site plans indicating the condition, performance, and effectiveness of the
development.

If a monitoring report contains recommendations for repair, maintenance,
modifications, or other work on the project, the permittee shall contact the San
Diego Coastal Commission Office to determine whether such work requires an
amendment or new coastal development permit.

C. The permittee shall undertake development in accordance with the
approved final Monitoring Plan. No changes to the approved final Monitoring Plan
shall occur without a Coastal Commission-approved amendment to this coastal
development permit, unless the Executive Director determines that no amendment
is legally required.

4. Assumption of Risk, Waiver of Liability and Indemnity Agreement.

A. By acceptance of this permit, the applicant acknowledges and agrees (i)
that the site may be subject to hazards from waves, storm waves, and flooding: (ii)
to assume the risks to the applicant and the property that is the subject of this
permit of injury and damage from such hazards in connection with this permitted
development; (iii) to unconditionally waive any claim of damage or liability
against the Commission, its officers, agents, and employees for injury of damage
from such hazards; and (iv) to indemnify and hold harmless the Commission, its
officers, agents, and employees with respect to the Commission’s approval of the
project against any and all liability, claims, demands, damages, costs (including
costs and fees incurred in defense of such claims), expenses, and amounts paid in
settlement arising from any injury or damage due to such hazards.

B. PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT
PERMIT, the applicant shall submit a written agreement, in a form and content
acceptable to the Executive Director, incorporating all of the above terms of this
condition.

5. Liability for Costs and Attorney Fees.
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By acceptance of this coastal development permit, the Applicants/Permittees
agree to reimburse the Coastal Commission in full for all Coastal Commission
costs and attorney’s fees including (1) those charged by the Office of the Attorney
General, and (2) any court costs and attorney’s fees that the Coastal Commission
may be required by a court to pay that the Coastal Commission incurs in
connection with the defense of any action brought by a party other than the
Applicant/Permittee against the Coastal Commission, its officers, employees,
agents, successors, and assigns challenging the approval or issuance of this
permit. The Coastal Commission retains complete authority to conduct and direct
the defense of any such action against the Coastal Commission.

IV. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS

A. PROJECT AND AREA DESCRIPTION

The City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department proposes to continue the use of
the existing guideline rope that is currently installed at Children’s Pool Beach in the La
Jolla community of the City of San Diego, on a year-round basis, in perpetuity, to provide
a buffer between people and harbor seals at the 0.7-acre beach. The rope is proposed to
remain in its current configuration, as previously approved by the Commission: installed
directly upland of the mean high tide line (MHTL), with a Ys-inch diameter rope strung
through four 4-foot tall posts with concrete foundations and attached informational signs
extending 152 feet from the breakwater to the inland extent of the beach, with a 3-foot

opening for ocean and beach access at the east end near the access stairway (Exhibit 3
and Exhibit 4).

The purpose of the proposed guideline rope is to reduce the number of conflicts between
beach visitors and seals, while maintaining public access to the beach and ocean via the
proposed 3-foot opening. The access stairway leading to the beach and the beach upland
of the rope would remain open and available to the public. The ocean would remain open
for swimming; however, warning signs are posted that advise against swimming due to
bacteria levels in excess of health standards. The guideline rope is not intended to keep
people off the beach or out of the ocean, but rather to provide direction to the public on
how to keep a safe distance from the hauled-out seals. This is both for the protection of
the seals and of the public. Individuals are not prohibited from crossing the rope;
however, the rope serves as a guideline to alert people of the haul-out site and the
appropriate distance for safe and respectful viewing of the seals. The City contends that
without such a rope guideline and informational signage, visitors are more likely to
approach the seals, which has in the past resulted in seal harassment. The rope serves
only as a rough visual barrier for people, as seals do not always haul out into the area
roped off, but sometimes haul out further up the beach, especially during high tide events.

The project site is located at Children’s Pool Beach (also known as Casa Beach), west of
Coast Boulevard and southwest of Jenner Street in the La Jolla community of the City of
San Diego (Exhibit 1 and Exhibit 2). Children’s Pool Beach is a 0.7-acre artificial pocket
beach held in place by a breakwater constructed in 1931. Children’s Pool Beach is

designated as “Parks, Open Space” in the City’s certified Land Use Plan. Children’s Pool
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Beach provides recreational opportunities for swimmers, divers, fisherman, tourists, and
the general public through its provision of lifeguard facilities, access stairway from Coast
Boulevard, parking along Coast Boulevard, viewing gazebo along Coast Boulevard,
benches, portable restrooms, pedestrian walkway atop the breakwater, and an emergency
vehicle beach access ramp that has remained closed by the City via a gate. It is bounded
on the north and west by the Pacific Ocean; on the east by Coast Boulevard and Casa de
Manana Retirement Community; and on the south by South Casa Beach. In addition, an
adjacent haul out site, Seal Rock, is located approximately 500 feet northeast of
Children’s Pool Beach. Several beaches are located adjacent to or in close proximity to
Children’s Pool, including La Jolla Shores, Marine Street Beach, La Jolla Cove,
Whispering Sands Beach, Shell Beach, South Casa Beach, Ravina, Boomer Beach, and
Windansea.

It was initially unclear whether the Children’s Pool area was in the City or the
Commission’s coastal permit jurisdiction; thus in the past several permits were issued by
the City and reviewed by the Commission on appeal. However, a jurisdictional boundary
determination conducted by the Commission’s mapping department determined that the
entire sandy beach area is located in the Commission’s original coastal development
permit jurisdiction, and the City’s jurisdiction begins at the bottom of the lower stairs
(Exhibit 5). Therefore, the proposed development is entirely within the Commission’s
original jurisdiction and the standard of review is the Chapter Three policies of the
Coastal Act. In addition, the policies of the certified La Jolla Community Plan and Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan (LUP) serve as guidance.

B. PROJECT HISTORY AND PAST COMMISSION ACTION

Addressing the conflicts between people and seals at Children’s Pool Beach has a long
history. In 1930, philanthropist Ellen Browning Scripps provided funding for the
construction of a 300-ft. arced concrete breakwater at Children’s Pool Beach in order to
create a safe bathing pool for children. In 1931, as a condition of the California
Legislature’s tide and submerged lands grant, in which the State of California granted
Children’s Pool area tide and submerged lands to the City of San Diego, the area was to
be devoted to ““...public park, bathing pool for children, parkway, highway, playground
and recreational purposes, and to such other uses as may be incident to, or convenient for
the full enjoyment of, such purposes.” (Statutes of 1931, Chapter 937.) The grant also
provided for “The absolute right to fish in the waters of the Pacific Ocean over said
tidelands or submerged lands, with the right of convenient access to said waters over said
lands for said purpose is hereby reserved to the people of the State of California.”
Subsequent to this grant, the State of California relinquished its trustee responsibilities
over these public trust tide and submerged lands and the City of San Diego became the
successor trustee for these tide and submerged lands. Since the completion of the
breakwater in 1931, the public has used Children’s Pool Beach for sunbathing, playing,
swimming, fishing, and diving.

Controversy arose in the early 1990s when harbor seals began to regularly “haul out,” or
exit the water to rest, onto Children’s Pool Beach, and in greater numbers. Historic maps
from 1887 and 1894 show that the sandstone reef and adjacent rocks on which the
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breakwater was built were originally identified as Seal Rock Point and Seal Rock. These
maps demonstrate that seals most likely utilized this area as a natural haul out site prior to
the breakwater’s construction. As a result of the seals’ increased use of Children’s Pool
Beach as a haul-out site, there has been ongoing disagreement on how the seals and their
habitat should be protected, how public access should be protected, or whether seals and
people can share the beach without harm to the people or the animals. For years, the City
has been trying to develop a solution to resolve the competing uses in a safe and
environmentally-sensitive manner.

Harbor seals have also used a flat-topped, offshore rock that is known as Seal Rock,
located between Children’s Pool Beach and Shell Beach, as a haul-out site. In 1993, the
Commission approved the City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department’s permit
application (CDP No. 6-93-026) to establish Seal Rock Marine Mammal Reserve for five
years. In 2001, the Commission approved another five-year permit (CDP No. 6-00-126)
to continue the reserve. The reserve protected 1.35 acres of open coastal waters,
prohibiting human access within reserve boundaries except for permitted commercial
fishing, emergency access, and other fishing consistent with the federal Marine Mammal
Protection Act. Signs were installed for identification purposes and for public education
and information.

Since the seals started using this area more heavily, the water quality of the “pool” has
deteriorated to such a point that the San Diego County Health Department has deemed
the water unsafe, as it poses a serious health risk. It was determined that due to limited
tidal exchange in the pool and use of the area by so many seals, the water has become
contaminated with high levels of bacteria that exceed health standards. Since September
1997, a water quality advisory has been posted at Children’s Pool Beach advising against
water contact.

After a number of legal challenges, the City was ordered to clean the water in the pool
and return the beach to its 1941 configuration. As such, the City began the environmental
review and permitting process to dredge the pool and return it to its historic configuration
(ref. withdrawn CDP Application No. 6-05-098). Subsequently, Senate Bill 428 was
passed by the State Legislature and signed by the Governor into law effective January 1,
2010. This law amended the conditional uses of the 1931 Tidelands Grant of the tide and
submerged lands at Children’s Pool, giving the City Council the discretion to allow
Children’s Pool Beach to be used as a “marine mammal park for the enjoyment and
educational benefit of children.” (Statutes of 2009, Chapter 19.) As a result of this law,
the court order to dredge the pool was vacated and the City Council was no longer
required to dredge the pool and return it to its 1941 configuration.

However, while the City was pursuing the necessary permits for the dredging project, a
new issue arose, which was the need to protect the seals from human disturbance by
separating the seals from people on the beach during the seal pupping season. To address
this issue, the City first installed a guideline rope directly upland of the Mean High Tide
Line (MHTL). After consultation with Commission staff, the City was informed that
installation of the guideline rope constituted development (physical development and
change of intensity of access to the water) and thus required review pursuant to a coastal
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development permit. Subsequently, in 2006 and 2007, the City issued emergency coastal
development permits for the temporary installation of the guideline rope during seal
pupping season. A subsequent legal challenge prevented the installation of the guideline
rope for the 2008 pupping season. However, on March 10, 2008, the Ninth Circuit Court
of Appeals stayed the earlier ruling preventing the placement of the guideline rope and
allowed the rope to be placed until May 30, 2008. The City then issued an emergency
permit for the temporary guideline rope and the rope was installed.

Subsequently, the City approved a regular coastal development permit (CDP No. 545642)
as a follow-up to the emergency permit for the installation of the guideline rope during
the 2008 seal pupping season. On July 7, 2008, the Coastal Commission’s San Diego
District Office received a Notice of Final Action from the City of San Diego for this
after-the-fact coastal development permit and the 10 working day appeal period was
opened. On July 15, 2008, an appeal was filed by John Leek (Appeal No. A-6-LJS-08-
065). Because this was a follow-up to an emergency permit, and the emergency permit
allowed the guideline rope to remain only until May 30, 2008, by the time the follow-up
CDP was approved and the Notice of Final Acton was received in the Commission’s San
Diego District Office, the guideline rope had already been removed, making the appeal
moot and no longer in need of review by the Commission. The applicant (City of San
Diego Park and Recreation Department) had waived the right to a hearing within 49 days
and thus, the matter was never brought before the Commission. Because that appeal was
for essentially the same development as a subsequent appeal (Appeal No. A-6-LJS-10-
009 discussed in the following paragraph), Appeal No. A-6-LJS-08-065 was determined
to be moot and no longer in need of review by the Commission.

On December 2, 2009, the City of San Diego approved Coastal Development Permit No.
701673 for the annual placement of a temporary guideline rope at Children’s Pool Beach
to provide a buffer between people and seals during the seal pupping season (December
15 to May 15). The guideline rope was installed on December 16, 2009. The City’s
decision on the coastal development permit was appealed to the Planning Commission;
however, on January 21, 2010, the Planning Commission upheld the Hearing Officer’s
decision for the annual placement of the guideline rope. On February 3, 2010, an appeal
was filed with the Commission by John Leek (Appeal No. A-6-LJS-10-009) and on
March 10, 2010 the Commission determined that there was no substantial issue with
respect to the grounds on which the appeal was filed.

On May 17, 2010, the City Council adopted Resolution No. R-305837 establishing a new
Seasonal Shared Use Policy at Children’s Pool Beach directing City staff to: 1) acquire a
coastal development permit to maintain a year-round rope barrier; 2) amend the Local
Coastal Program (LCP) to prohibit public access to the beach during pupping season; 3)
prohibit dogs on the beach year-round; 4) seek grant or private funding for a full-time
Park Ranger or Lifeguard position and create a Volunteer Docent Program led by this
Park Ranger or Lifeguard; and 5) establish clear signage explaining the rules to the
public. The Shared Use Policy was intended to act as a combination of adaptive beach
management strategies that in their collective implementation would protect the seals by
discouraging access during pupping season while allowing for public access during non-
pupping season, providing a visual buffer and guideline with a year-round guideline rope,
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eliminating disturbance from dogs, educating the public on how to respectfully share the
beach with the seals, and providing a qualified expert to specifically oversee further
public education and enforcement at Children’s Pool. To carry out this resolution, the
City acquired funding for a park ranger assigned specifically to Children’s Pool and
installed informational signage on how to share the beach by staying a respectful distance
from the seals and moving slowly to avoid disturbing them. In May 2011, the City
adopted an ordinance amending the Municipal Code to prohibit all dogs except for
service dogs in service on the beach area and the immediate beach areas of Children’s
Pool, including the breakwater, ramp, and stairways.

Subsequently, the City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department applied for CDP
No. 6-11-078 for the installation and maintenance of a year-round guideline rope at
Children’s Pool Beach, submitted on October 19, 2011. The permit was approved on July
11, 2012 with a three-year permit term to expire on July 11, 2015. Special Condition No.
3 of the permit required the City to obtain all local discretionary permits prior to issuance
of the CDP. The City subsequently approved Site Development Permit No. 782184 for
installation and maintenance of the guideline rope on a year-round basis in perpetuity.
The guideline rope was put into effect once the City fulfilled their “prior to issuance”
conditions on May 14, 2013.

On January 25, 2013, the City installed a “Seal Cam” video camera at the Children’s Pool
lifeguard station so people could access live video footage of the seals and the birthing
process on the Internet at any time. Shortly after installation, the video camera captured
several nights of footage of people breaching the rope at night and intentionally
harassing, kicking, and sitting on the seals. These egregious harassment events and likely
violations of the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) prompted the mayor to
authorize an emergency CDP on March 7, 2013 for the closure of Children’s Pool Beach
from sunset to sunrise through May 15, 2013-- the remainder of the pupping season. The
emergency permit was issued on March 19, 2013; however, due to the jurisdictional
boundary assumed at the time, the City’s emergency permit was adequate to close the
stairs leading to the beach but required Coastal Commission approval to close the actual
beach. Thus the City applied to the Coastal Commission for emergency CDP No. 6-13-
014-G on March 29, 2013, which was subsequently approved by the Commission and put
into effect on April 10, 2013. As conditioned, the City was not required to apply for a
follow-up coastal development permit with the Commission as the emergency permit was
only in effect through May 15, 2013.

There were numerous harassment events observed and recorded by the Park Ranger
assigned to Children’s Pool throughout the 2013-2014 pupping season as well as outside
of the pupping season months, despite the year-round protective guideline rope.
Following continual reports of seal harassment, the City determined that a seasonal
closure was necessary to provide undisturbed protection during the vulnerable months of
their pupping seasons. Thus, the City applied for CDP No. 6-14-0691 for a seasonal
beach closure at Children’s Pool, which was approved by the Commission on August 14,
2014 with a five-year permit term to expire on August 14, 2019.
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The proposed project would permanently maintain the year-round guideline rope
approved through CDP No. 6-11-078, which is set to expire in July 2015, in order to
provide continued protection of the harbor seals during the times the beach is open to
public access.

C. MARINE RESOURCES

Section 30230 of the Coastal Act states:

Marine resources shall be maintained, enhanced, and where feasible,
restored. Special protection shall be given to areas and species of special
biological or economic significance. Uses of the marine environment
shall be carried out in a manner that will sustain the biological
productivity of coastal waters and that will maintain healthy populations
of all species of marine organisms adequate for long-term commercial,
recreational, scientific, and educational purposes.

Section 30240 of the Coastal Act states, in part:

(b) Development in areas adjacent to environmentally sensitive habitat
areas and parks and recreation areas shall be sited and designed to
prevent impacts which would significantly degrade those areas, and shall
be compatible with the continuance of those habitat and recreation areas.

In addition, the certified La Jolla Community Plan and Local Coastal Program
Land Use Plan contain policies regarding the protection of marine resources
which include the following:

The City should limit public access in open space areas that contain
sensitive resources to scientific or educational use. Access should be
confined to designated trails or paths and no access should be approved
which would result in the disruption of habitat areas.

The City shall ensure the preservation of portions of public and private
property that are partially or wholly designated as open space to the
maximum extent feasible. Development potential on open space lands
shown on Figure 7 shall be limited to preserve the Park, recreation,
scenic, habitat and/or open space values of these lands, and to protect
public health and safety...

The City should preserve and protect the coastal bluffs, beaches and
shoreline areas of La Jolla assuring that development occurs in a manner
that protects these resources, encourages sensitive development, retains
biodiversity and interconnected habitats and maximizes physical and
visual public access to and along the shoreline...

The project site is Children’s Pool Beach, a 0.7-acre artificial pocket beach held in place
by a seawall/breakwater constructed in 1931. Children’s Pool Beach is designated as
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“Parks, Open Space” in the City’s certified Land Use Plan. Children’s Pool Beach
provides recreational and educational opportunities for swimmers, divers, tourists,
scientists, and the general public through its provision of lifeguard facilities, access
stairway from Coast Boulevard, parking along Coast Boulevard, viewing gazebo along
Coast Boulevard, benches, restrooms, pedestrian walkway atop the seawall, and a closed,
gated emergency beach access ramp. The City has indicated that this gated ramp was
installed for emergency purposes, including for Park & Recreation and lifeguards
vehicles, not for public access. In addition to being a public beach, Children’s Pool is a
“marine mammal park for the enjoyment and educational benefit of children” as declared
by the amended 1931 Tidelands Grant (Statutes of 2009, Chapter 19).

Harbor seals (Phoca vitulina) and other pinnipeds used Seal Rock (located approximately
500 feet northeast of Children’s Pool) and Children’s Pool Beach as haul out sites prior to
the construction of the breakwater, but greater numbers started to haul out in the early
1990s. Historic maps from 1887 and 1894 show that the sandstone reef and adjacent
rocks on which the breakwater was built were identified as Seal Rock Point and Seal
Rock. These maps demonstrate that seals utilized this area as a natural haul-out site prior
to the breakwater’s construction. In response to the increased use of Seal Rock as a haul-
out site, the Coastal Commission approved the City of San Diego’s request to designate
that area as a Marine Mammal Reserve in November 1993 pursuant to CDP No. 6-93-
026. As of 1996, when National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s (NOAA)
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) began to regularly survey the number of seals
present at Children’s Pool Beach, data indicates that haul-out numbers ranged from as
little as 11 seals on a day in November 1996 to as many as 160 seals on a day in June
1996." More recent data, collected by the Park Ranger assigned to Children’s Pool
pursuant to the annual monitoring reports required by Special Condition No. 4 of CDP
No. 6-11-078, indicates that it is not unusual for over 200 seals to haul out onto
Children’s Pool Beach during pupping season (December 15 to May 15) as well as
outside of pupping season months. The first of three annual monitoring reports submitted
by the Park Ranger on June 2, 2014 provides similar data, with peak seal haul-out counts
reaching into the 200’°s occurring on April 16, May 28, October 24, December 4, and
December 8 of 2013 and on March 1, March 17, April 26, and May 6 of 2014. Seal count
data from the second of three annual monitoring reports observe seal counts often
reaching into the 200’s through the beginning of June 2014, and often into the 100’s
between June 2014 and December 2014. Thus, although peak haul-out numbers have
been recorded predominantly during the pupping season, this monitoring data indicates
that seals use Children’s Pool Beach as a haul-out site on a year-round basis.

Harbor seals are generally non-migratory and are found on both the U.S. east and west
coasts. On the west coast, harbor seals are found in near-shore coastal and estuarine
waters off Baja California, north to British Columbia, west through the Gulf of Alaska
and in the Bering Sea. Since the passage of the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA)

' NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service Southwest Regional Office. California Pinniped Rookeries
and Haul-out Sites.
http://www.arcgis.com/home/webmap/viewer.html?webmap=2ff3fabe20cf4c83959¢cae1597500b09. May
30, 2012.
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of 1972 (16. U.S.C. 1361 et seq.), the California coast stock has begun to stabilize at
approximately 34,233 seals.” NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) is the
agency that manages the California stock of harbor seals and is responsible for
enforcement of the MMPA. The Southwest Region of NMFS has created a map depicting
pinniped haul out areas and rookeries (pupping sites) in California. According to NMFS
data, the Children’s Pool Beach is the only mainland rookery and haul-out site in San
Diego and Los Angeles Counties. The next closest mainland rookery is located at Point
Mugu Lagoon within the Point Mugu Naval Air Weapons Station. Public access is
restricted at that site. The City of Carpinteria is also home to a mainland rookery; this
beach is not readily accessible to the public, as people must walk over half a mile to reach
the bluff top overlook. Additionally, the City of Carpinteria closes that beach 750 feet to
the east and west of the site during pupping season (December 1 through May 31)
pursuant to the City’s Municipal Code 12.23.090. Offshore, there are harbor seal
rookeries located at the Channel Islands. In Northern California, Fitzgerald Marine
Reserve is a very publically accessible state marine reserve that has been a haul-out site
and rookery to harbor seals since the mid-1900’s and requires visitors to remain 300 feet
away from all marine mammals for their year-round protection.

The Legislature enacted the MMPA to prevent the extinction or depletion of marine
mammal stocks as a result of human activity. (See 16 U.S.C. § 1361(1); Natural
Resources Defense Council, Inc. v. Evans (2003) 279 F.Supp.2d 1129, 1141.) In
achieving this goal, the MMPA generally prohibits the “taking” of marine mammals, with
limited statutory exemptions, with an act of “taking” meaning “to harass, hunt, capture,
collect or kill, any marine mammal.” (50 C.F.R. § 216.3; 16 U.S.C. § 1362(13); as cited
in Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. v. Evans, supra 279 F.Supp.2d at 1141.)
Harassment, as defined under the MMPA, is:

...any act of pursuit, torment or annoyance which — (i) has the potential to
injure a marine mammal or marine mammal stock in the wild; or (i) has
the potential to disturb a marine mammal or marine mammal stock in the
wild by causing disruption of behavioral patterns, including, but not
limited to, migration, breathing, nursing, breeding, feeding, or sheltering.

(16 U.S.C., § 1362(18)(A).) No person has an authorized incidental take permit from
NMES to incidentally take the seals at Children’s Pool, nor is there an option for
intentional take (See 16 U.S.C. § 1371(5)(A)(i) [procedures related to permits excluding
intentional take]). The City currently has an Incidental Take Authorization (IHA) from
NMES to take small numbers of marine mammals incidental to construction activities at
the Children’s Pool Lifeguard Station from June 28, 2014 through June 27, 2015 and has
applied for a one-year extension of this authorization, as the construction is now
scheduled for completion by December 2015. NFMS found that the construction
activities would have negligible impacts on marine mammals and their habitat in this

’NOAA'’s National Marine Fisheries Office of Protected Resources. Harbor Seal Population Trends.
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/species/mammals/pinnipeds/harborseal.htm. Updated April 24, 2012.
Accessed May 30, 2012.
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area, and conditioned the IHA to prohibit construction activities during the harbor seal
pupping season.

Unlike the state’s other pinniped haul out areas and rookeries, the seal rookery and haul-
out site at Children’s Pool Beach is unique due to its location in an urban setting that is
easily accessible to the public. As a result, over the years there has been ongoing
disturbance and harassment of the hauled out seals. While a distance of at least 100 yards,
or 300 feet, is recommended by NMFS’s “Guidelines for Viewing Seals and Sea Lions in
California,” due to the relatively small sandy beach area available at Children’s Pool
Beach, NMFS Regional Administrator Rodney Mclnnis has recommended in a letter to
the Coastal Commission dated June 27, 2012 that people maintain a minimum distance of
50 feet for viewing hauled out seals while standing on the sandy beach area at the subject
site (Exhibit 9). Mclnnis also asserted that although this is a guideline that does not have
the force of law, unauthorized harassment is a violation of the MMPA regardless of the
distance from which it occurs. Efforts by the public to closely approach or otherwise
interact with seals have led to unauthorized harassment of the hauled-out seals, which is
illegal under the MMPA. According to observations by the park ranger assigned to
Children’s Pool, although the seals at this location are more acclimated to human
presence than other areas of the coast, harassment and flushing of the seals into the water
does occur, which disturbs the seals’ behavior pattern of hauling out so that they can rest,
sleep, thermal regulate, maintain skin and molt, socially interact, evade predators, give
birth, and nurse and wean pups. However, due to the shared use nature of the beach,
NMEFS has historically pursued harassment penalties only in cases of extreme or
malicious harassment. Activities that have caused hauled-out seals to flush into the water,
disrupting their behavior patterns, include people making loud noises, approaching or
surrounding seals to take pictures, pet, feed, chase, follow, throw rocks/sand/seaweed,
and entering and exiting the water. A study conducted at Children’s Pool found that
disturbances associated with construction activities (for the replacement of the wall and
bluff improvements) only caused seals to flush into the water once during the week when
demolition and heavy debris removal was conducted; however, humans in the water or on
land resulted in 144 flush events.’ Not only are the seals at risk, but public health and
safety are also at risk from defensive seal bites and nips when people attempt to interact
too closely with the seals.

Although Harbor seals are neither endangered nor threatened, the haul out sites and
pupping sites that they use, otherwise known as rookeries, provide valuable habitat for
the seal life cycle that warrant protection under Section 30230. Harbor seals may use
rocks, reefs, beaches, intertidal sandbars, and drifting glacial ice as haul out and pupping
sites. Harbor seals can haul out any time of the day or night on a year-round basis;
however, the number of seals hauled out at a certain moment may vary dependent upon
several factors, including tide height, weather, time of day, season, and level of
disturbance.” Haul out sites provide essential habitat that seals utilize for a variety of

* Yochem P. 2005. Summary of conclusions regarding the harbor seal rookery at Children’s Pool Beach,
La Jolla, CA. La Jolla Cove Wall Replacement and Bluff Improvements Project (Sept 21, 2004 — Jan 1,
2005). March 25, 2005. Hubbs-SeaWorld Research Institute Paper.

* Watts, P. 1993. Possible Lunar Influence on Hauling-Out Behavior by the Pacific Harbor Seal (Phoca
vitulina richardsi). Marine Mammal Science 9(1):68-76.
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functions, including but not limited to rest, sleep, thermal regulation, skin maintenance
and molting, social interaction, predator evasion, giving birth during the spring and
summer, and nursing and weaning pups.’

The seals at the haul out site at Children’s Beach are especially fragile coastal resources
because they are more vulnerable to harassment by the public at this site than other haul
out sites along the coast. This higher vulnerability is present because there is a very high
potential that great numbers of people from the densely populated San Diego
Metropolitan Area and beyond will visit the popular downtown La Jolla area and
Children’s Pool, and attempt to interact with the seals, which leads to frequent
harassment and flushing of the seals into the water. As noted, the park ranger and the Seal
Cam have witnessed several incidents of harassment, leading to frequent flushing which
significantly affects the behavior patterns of the seals. Therefore, the seals at the haul out
site are considered a fragile coastal resource because they are highly vulnerable to
frequent flushing which significantly affects their well-being.

As the Commission found in their August 2014 action on CDP No. 6-14-0691, the
potential adverse impacts of disturbance to hauled out seals are particularly significant
during pupping season when seals haul out and remain on the beach for longer periods of
time in order to prepare for birth, go through the birthing process, and nurse the seal pups
once they are born. Thus, the Commission approved a seasonal beach closure to protect
the seals during their most vulnerable time of the year. Through the entire range of harbor
seals, pupping is typically from January to October; however pupping season occurs
earlier in southern areas such as San Diego.” As determined by the City in consultation
with NMFS representatives as part of the permit approval for the annual placement of a
rope barrier during seal pupping season, pupping season at Children’s Pool Beach is
generally from January through April but can start as early as mid-December and ends as
late as mid-May. Pups are typically born and weaned during the late spring, and nursing
lasts about 3-6 weeks. Thus, per the recommendation of the NMFS, it was determined
that the seal pupping season at Children’s Pool Beach is December 15 to May 15 in order
to bracket the general time when vulnerable pups are present. Pups are capable of
swimming immediately after birth and they are weaned from their mothers after
approximately three to six weeks of nursing.® During that time, seal pups are frequently
left on the beach by their mothers, who spend time in the water foraging for food.

> NOAA'’s National Marine Fisheries Office of Protected Resources. Species: Harbor Seal.
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/species/mammals/pinnipeds/harborseal.htm. Updated April 24, 2012.
Accessed May 30, 2012.

% Terhune, J.M. and M. Almon. 1983. Variability of Harbour Seal Numbers on Haul-Out Sites. Aquatic
Mammals 10(3):71-78.

" NOAA'’s National Marine Fisheries Service Southwest Regional Office. California Seal and Sea Lion
Viewing Guidelines. http://swr.nmfs.noaa.gov/psd/rookeryhaulouts/ CASEALVIEWBROCHURE.pdf. May
30, 2012.

® NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service Southwest Regional Office. California Seal and Sea Lion
Viewing Guidelines. http://swr.nmfs.noaa.gov/psd/rookeryhaulouts' CASEALVIEWBROCHURE .pdf. May
30, 2012.
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Additionally, during this period, the mother seals become more aggressive due to their
instinct to protect themselves and their pups from people who get too close. Harbor seals
will usually return to breed in the same location as they were born, unless frequent
disturbances cause them to abandon the site. Further, harassment during the pupping
season may cause mothers to abandon their pups. When a disturbance causes the seals to
flush quickly into the water, a seal pup may become separated from its mother and
abandoned. Additionally, too many disturbances on the beach may prevent a mother from
returning from the water to reunite with her pup after hunting. Abandonment severely
decreases the pup’s chance for survival. According to the City and volunteer docents,
there have been several cases of seal pup abandonment at Children’s Pool. Avoiding
potential adverse impacts such as seal pup abandonment is the goal of the seasonal
closure during pupping season. The City has indicated that the first annual beach closure
was effective at significantly reducing or eliminating seal disturbance and harassment
with only 10 observed flushing incidents in the five pupping season months, primarily
caused unintentionally by people lawfully swimming, boating, or kayaking in the tideland
waters near the beach.

Although the potential adverse impacts of harassment to hauled out seals are not as
significant during the non-pupping season, disturbance and flushing does have the
potential to disrupt the natural habitat that seals require for a variety of life cycle
functions throughout the entire year. As discussed above, as a part of seals’ behavior
patterns, they use haul out sites on a year-round basis for rest, sleep, thermal regulation,
skin maintenance and molting, social interaction, predator evasion, giving birth during
the spring, and nursing and weaning pups into summer. A high number of seals were
consistently observed hauled out on the beach by the park ranger outside of the pupping
seasons of 2013 and 2014, particularly in May and June as the seals haul out to molt after
their breeding season. The number of hauled out seals also increases as the cooler fall
weather arrives.

Therefore, in order to avoid potential adverse impacts from human disturbance such as
seal pup abandonment, the City has considered and implemented a variety of alternatives
to protect the seals while maintaining public access. The City has installed a guideline
rope with an opening for public access for the duration of the seal pupping season
annually since 2006. In 2010, the City established the Shared Use Policy at the beach
consisting of several adaptive management strategies to provide the public with
guidelines on proper marine mammal protection and to provide the seals with protective
measures to prevent harassment and disturbance. Additionally, the City has hired a park
ranger who works Saturday through Wednesday year-round for about six hours a day to
educate visitors about the shared use policy at Children’s Pool Beach, ensure visitors are
respectful of the seals, inform visitors and ensure visitors follow all regulations, and
provide a visible presence to deter any unlawful acts. With CDP No. 6-11-078, the City
asserted that the installation of a guideline rope on the beach on a year-round basis would
extend the protection offered by the existing permit (CDP No. 701673) and provide a
necessary visual barrier between the public utilizing the sandy beach and accessing the
ocean at Children’s Pool Beach, and the seals that haul out on the sand on a year-round
basis to enhance the public’s awareness that the seals deserve particular treatment and
special protection under the MMPA and the Coastal Act. The current proposal would
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provide continued seal protection and public awareness after the permit authorization for
CDP No. 6-11-078 expires in July 2015.

Special Condition No. 4 of CDP No. 6-11-078 required the City to monitor the beach and
collect data on the use of the beach by seals and the effectiveness of the guideline rope.
Monitoring was undertaken by the Children’s Pool park ranger after the City completed
their “prior to issuance” conditions, and two monitoring reports have been submitted
since then. The first report (Exhibit 7) covered the period between May 15, 2013 and
May 14, 2014; the second report (Exhibit 8) covered May 15, 2014 through December
14, 2014, as the seasonal closure took effect on December 15, 2014 and requires a
different monitoring program through CDP No. 6-14-0691. In the first report, the ranger
indicated that the rope performed as expected, greatly reducing the amount of seal
disturbance by beach visitors. A total of 28 harassment incidents were observed during
the first monitoring period, about half of which occurred during non-pupping season
months. The second report compared the amount of people seaward, or inside of the rope
to the amount of people landward, or behind the rope to the amount of seals hauled out on
the beach. As depicted in the graphs below, the collected data shows that when there are
seals hauled out on the beach, people tend to stay behind the rope. Thus, the ranger
concludes that the rope is generally effective at keeping people separated from the seals
as people mostly stay behind the rope when there are hauled out seals present, and go
inside of the rope when there are no seals on the beach.

Seals and People on the beach
2014
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People on the beach inside the rope

Seals and People on the beach

People on the beach behind the rope
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In addition, the Seal Conservancy, a non-profit that advocates for protection of the harbor
seal colony at Children’s Pool, indicated that the average number of seals flushed per day
was 54% lower between September 1 to December 15 of 2014 when the guideline rope
was present, compared to the same time period in 2012 when no guideline rope was
present (Exhibit 10).

Therefore, as the rope has been generally effective at reducing human/seal interaction by
providing a visual guideline with informative signs about seal protection and sharing the
beach, the City has proposed to maintain the rope on the beach year-round, in perpetuity.
The Commission’s staff ecologist, Dr. John Dixon, has reviewed the proposed project
and concurs with the staff recommendation that the rope barrier is necessary to ensure
that the use of the marine environment, Children’s Pool area, will sustain the biological
productivity of coastal waters and will assist to maintain healthy populations of the seals,
as mandated under Section 30230, because it will reduce or eliminate the existing
periodic harassment of the seals (Exhibit 6). When the beach is open to the public, the
guideline rope provides for a maximum amount of public access while maintaining a
reasonable level of natural resource protection for the seals.

However, rather than allow the rope to remain in perpetuity as proposed, Special
Condition #2 limits the authorization of this permit to a four year period, to coincide
with the permit term of the seasonal beach closure. This will give the Commission the
opportunity to review the City’s monitoring and analysis of the effectiveness of
implementing both the guideline rope and seasonal closure in conjunction, and the City’s
assessment of long-term beach management options for Children’s Pool. To support this,
Special Condition #3 requires implementation of a monitoring plan throughout the four-
year permit term, with the intention of assessing the level of use of the beach by seals and
the effectiveness of the guideline rope at minimizing harassment of hauled out seals. It is
the Commission’s expectation that any future restriction of public access at Children’s
Pool will be developed as a comprehensive, year-round beach management program that
addresses protection for the seals during both the pupping and non-pupping season. With
these conditions, the City has the opportunity to apply for such a year-round program
when the respective permits are due to expire in summer 2019. Additionally, Special
Condition #4 requires the City to acknowledge that the subject site may be subject to
hazards from waves, storm waves, and flooding, and to assume the risks of such hazards
in connection with the permitted development.

In conclusion, the Commission’s action approving the seasonal beach closure of
Children’s Pool from December 15 to May 15 protects the seals during the most
vulnerable stage of their lives when they are pupping, nursing, and weaning pups.
However, human harassment of these marine animals has also occurred other times of the
year, and the Coastal Act policies regarding marine resources require that the seals be
afforded the protection necessary to support other important life functions and behavioral
patterns including rest, sleep, thermal regulation, skin maintenance and molting, social
interaction, and predator evasion. By providing a guideline of the appropriate distance for
safe and respectful viewing of the seals, the proposed rope would minimize human-seal
interaction and help maintain a healthy seal population at Children’s Pool Beach to
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protect marine resources, serve visitors, and fulfill recreational, scientific, and
educational purposes, consistent with Section 30230 of the Coastal Act. Furthermore, the
proposed rope has been sited and designed to prevent adverse impacts that would degrade
this habitat and the adjacent parks and recreation areas, consistent with Section 30240 of
the Coastal Act.

Therefore, the Commission hereby finds that the proposed permit application, as
conditioned, is consistent with the applicable Coastal Act policies regarding protection of
marine resources.

D. PUBLIC ACCESS AND RECREATION

Section 30604(c) of the Coastal Act states:

Every coastal development permit issued for any development between the
nearest public road and the sea or the shoreline of any body of water
located within the coastal zone shall include a specific finding that the
development is in conformity with the public access and public recreation
policies of Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 30200)

Section 30210 of the Coastal Act states:

In carrying out the requirement of Section 4 of Article X of the California
Constitution, maximum access, which shall be conspicuously posted, and
recreational opportunities shall be provided for all the people consistent
with public safety needs and the need to protect public rights, rights of
private property owners, and natural resource areas from overuse.

Section 30211 of the Coastal Act states:

Development shall not interfere with the public’s right of access to the sea
where acquired through use or legislative authorization, including, but not
limited to, the use of dry sand and rocky coastal beaches to the first line of
terrestrial vegetation.

Section 30212(a) of the Coastal Act states, in part:

Public access from the nearest public roadway to the shoreline and along
the coast shall be provided in new development projects except where: (1)
it is inconsistent with public safety, military security needs, or the
protection of fragile coastal resources, (2) adequate access exists
nearby...

Section 30213 of the Coastal Act states, in part:

Lower cost visitor and recreational facilities shall be protected,
encouraged, and, where feasible, provided. Developments providing
public recreational opportunities are preferred...
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Section 30214(a) of the Coastal Act states, in part:

(a) The public access policies of this article shall be implemented in a
manner that takes into account the need to regulate the time, place, and
manner of public access depending on the facts and circumstances in each
case including, but not limited to, the following:

(1) Topographic and geologic site characteristics.
(2) The capacity of the site to sustain sue and at what level of intensity.

(3) The appropriateness of limiting public access to the right to pass and
repass depending on such factors as the fragility of the natural resources
in the area and the proximity of the access area to adjacent residential
uses...

Section 30220 of the Coastal Act states:

Coastal areas suited for water-oriented recreational activities that cannot
readily be provided at inland water areas shall be protected for such uses.

Section 30221 of the Coastal Act states:

Oceanfront land suitable for recreational use shall be protected for
recreational use and development unless present and foreseeable future
demand for public or commercial recreational activities that could be
accommodated on the property is already adequately provided for in the
area.

Upon reliance of these policies of the Coastal Act, the certified La Jolla
Community Plan and Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan contains policies to
protect public access as well, which include the following:

La Jolla’s relationship to the sea should be maintained. Existing physical
and visual access to the shoreline and ocean should be protected and
improved...

The City should preserve and protect the coastal bluffs, beaches and
shoreline area of La Jolla assuring development occurs in a manner that
protects these resources, encourages sensitive development, retains
biodiversity and interconnected habitats and maximizes physical and
visual public access to and along the shoreline...

The City should ensure that new development does not restrict or prevent
lateral, vertical or visual access to the beach on property that lies between
the shoreline and first public roadway ...

New development should not prevent or unduly restrict access to beaches
or other recreational areas...
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The City’s beach and parkland along the shoreline should be expanded
wherever possible...

Construction, grading, or improvements of any sort, except those
mentioned in this plan, should be discouraged at beach areas. Public
access to the shoreline should be increased (or improved) wherever
possible...

The proposed project is for the installation and maintenance of a year-round, 152
ft. guideline rope to provide a buffer between the people and seals using the
beach; however, public access to the beach and ocean would remain open via a 3
ft. opening in the guideline rope near the east end of the beach, adjacent to the
access stairway, during the times the beach is open to public access. As
mentioned above, Children’s Pool Beach is currently authorized for a seasonal
closure from December 15 to May 15 of each year to provide absolute protection
to the harbor seals during their pupping season, until CDP No. 6-14-0691 expires
in August 2019. The guideline rope, as proposed by the City of San Diego Park
and Recreation Department, would remain in its current location on the sandy
beach, which allows public access to a large sandy beach area inland of the rope,
while maintaining a safe distance, or at least 20 ft., from the seals during most
tidal levels (Exhibit 3). However, at the highest spring tides, seals may be forced
to haul out on the landward side of the rope.

The City has indicated that since the seals started hauling out on Children’s Pool
Beach, there have been ongoing conflicts between people who want to defend the
seals and people who want to approach the seals or use the beach and ocean at this
location without maintaining a reasonable distance from the wildlife. According
to the City, observations by the City’s park ranger show that the greatest number
of disturbances of seals by people occur on the weekends, often when visitors are
encouraged onto the beach by people in support of unimpeded beach access. The
City has indicated that without the presence of individuals opposed to the rope,
visitors tend to observe the seals from behind the rope and maintain a safe
distance that varies with the tide and also the location of the hauled out seals. The
Children’s Pool park ranger indicated in the second annual monitoring report for
CDP No. 6-11-078 (Exhibit 8) that the reduction in the number of people who go
inside the rope when seals are present in 2014 compared to 2013 may be due to a
reduction in beach visits by pro-access advocates.

The rope is intended to reduce the number of conflicts between beach visitors and
the seals by providing guidance for a safe distance, or buffer, from the hauled out
seals, while maintaining public access to the beach and water. During the seven
non-pupping season months of the year, the stairway leading to the beach and the
beach upland of the rope will be open and available to the public and the beach
will be open for swimming; however, warnings are posted that swimming is not
recommended due to bacteria levels exceeding health standards. Individuals are
not prohibited from crossing the guideline rope, and the rope is not expected nor
is it intended to keep people off the beach or out of the ocean. Thus, the proposed
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project will not have a significant impact on the public’s ability to access or
recreate at Children’s Pool during non-pupping season.

To ensure that the public is aware of the shared use policy at Children’s Pool
Beach, the existing informational signage is proposed to be maintained on the
support posts of the guideline rope, conspicuously posted as consistent with
Section 30210 of the Coastal Act (Exhibit 4). The signage states, in part:

Be respectful of the seals in this area. SHARE THE BEACH WITH
THE SEALS but keep a safe distance. The beach and waters are
open for public enjoyment. Please view seals from behind the rope
guideline. 50 feet is the minimum recommended viewing distance.

This signage, as well as existing signage at the stairway leading to the beach,
encourages visitors to maintain a safe and respectful distance from the seals, as
mandated by federal and local law, and advises against contact with the water, as
the San Diego County Health Department has an ongoing advisory warning due to
the water’s high bacteria levels in this location. It was determined that due to
limited tidal exchange in the pool and use of the area by so many seals, the water
has become contaminated with high levels of bacteria that exceed health
standards. Since September 1997, a water quality advisory has been posted at
Children’s Pool Beach advising against water contact as it poses a serious health
risk. Pursuant to Special Condition No. 5 of the seasonal closure permit, CDP No.
6-14-0691, the City is required to analyze the water quality at Children’s Pool and
assess methods for improving water quality, including assessing the feasibility of
opening the sluiceways in the breakwater. The City is also required to analyze the
sand quality and methods for improving sand quality at Children’s Pool, as well
as the feasibility of providing ADA-compliant access to the sandy beach area as
part of Special Condition No. 5 of CDP No. 6-14-0691. The City has indicated
that they are in the process of developing this study and will submit the study with
any request for re-authorization of the seasonal closure, as required. The proposed
rope will have no effect on the existing water quality, sand quality, or ADA
access conditions at Children’s Pool.

As noted above, ever since the seals began hauling out on the beach at Children’s Pool,
they have become a major tourist attraction and a public access and recreation amenity in
and of themselves. The ability to closely yet respectfully observe seals in a natural
environment from the shoreline and breakwater at Children’s Pool is unique to this
location, and the seasonal beach closure would protect this passive public access and
recreation amenity. Viewing the seals is often the primary purpose of a visit to Children’s
Pool Beach, and visitors will continue to be able to view the seals from several areas
above the beach as well as from behind the rope. These areas include the gazebo along
Coast Boulevard, the walkway along Coast Boulevard, the access stairway at the east end
of the beach, the access stairway landing, and the breakwater. From the breakwater,
visitors can view the seals up close, and due to the breakwater’s height above the sand,
the seals do not flush as easily when viewed from this location. Viewing the seals has
drawn huge numbers of people to this coastal area, both locally and from around the
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world. According to the San Diego Convention and Visitors Bureau, approximately 2.6
million people visited La Jolla in 2009. This figure includes day visitors, visitors staying
overnight in La Jolla, and visitors staying in other parts of San Diego, but visiting La
Jolla at some point during their trip. Thus, the seals by their presence encourage public
access by attracting the public to the shore and providing a lower cost visitor amenity,
consistent with Coastal Act Section 30213.

As noted in Sections 30212 and 30214 of the Coastal Act cited above, in implementing
the public access policies of the Act, the Commission must take into account the need to
regulate the time, place, and manner of public access depending on the facts and
circumstances in each case. This is one circumstance where it is appropriate to rope off a
portion of beach in order to provide a buffer between people and seals. The facts, as
described above and in the Marine Resources section, support the need for continued use
of the guideline rope to minimize human/seal interactions and seal harassment incidents.
Again, the intent of the rope is not to keep the public from reaching the beach or ocean at
Children’s Pool Beach, but to provide a buffer to help protect the seals that haul out on
the beach year-round and the people who use the beach. The public will still be able to
access the beach and ocean at Children’s Pool Beach.

As discussed in the Marine Resources section, the Commission imposes Special
Condition #2 to limit the authorization of this permit to a four year period, and Special
Condition #3 requires the preparation, submission to the Executive Director for review
and approval, and implementation of a monitoring plan. The monitoring plan requires the
City to continue data collection throughout the four-year permit term, with the intention
of assessing the level of use by seals of the haul out site at Children’s Pool Beach and the
effectiveness of the guideline rope at minimizing harassment of hauled out seals. Thus,
the Commission finds that placement of the guideline rope on the beach, as proposed,
does not result in adverse impacts on public access and the proposed project, as
conditioned, is consistent with all of the applicable Coastal Act policies regarding Public
Access and Recreation.

E. VISUAL RESOURCES

Section 30251 of the Coastal Act states:

The scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas shall be considered and protected
as a resource of public importance. Permitted development shall be sited and
designed to protect views to and along the ocean and scenic coastal areas, to
minimize the alteration of natural land forms, to be visually compatible with the
character of surrounding areas, and, where feasible, to restore and enhance
visual quality in visually degraded areas. New development in highly scenic
areas such as those designated in the California Coastline Preservation and
Recreation Plan prepared by the Department of Parks and Recreation and by
local government shall be subordinate to the character of the setting.

The area above Children’s Pool Beach is identified as a viewshed area in the La Jolla
Community Plan and Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan; however, the proposed
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project will not result in any adverse impacts to visual resources. The rope is proposed to
remain in its current configuration: installed directly upland of the mean high tide line
(MHTL), with a %2-inch diameter rope strung through four 4-foot tall posts with concrete
foundations and attached informational signs extending 152 feet from the breakwater to
the inland extent of the beach, with a 3-foot opening for public access at the east end near
the access stairway. Given this height and diameter, the rope will not block any public
views from Coast Boulevard or Jenner Street as identified in the La Jolla Community
Plan and Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan.

However, it is not necessary for the rope to be in place year-round as proposed, as the
beach is currently closed off to public access during the pupping season months.
Therefore, in order to improve the visual quality of the beach during the pupping season,
the Commission imposes Special Condition #1 requiring the City to submit, for review
and approval of the Executive Director, final site plans stating that the rope shall be
removed from December 15 to May 15 of each year during the annual closure. The
foundations, posts, and signage may remain in place year-round.

Thus, the proposed project, as conditioned, is consistent with all applicable policies of the
Coastal Act regarding visual resources.

F. REIMBURSEMENT IN CASE OF CHALLENGE

Coastal Act Section 30620(c)(1) authorizes the Commission to require applicants to
reimburse the Commission for expenses incurred in processing CDP applications. Thus,
the Commission is authorized to require reimbursement for expenses incurred in
defending its action on the pending CDP application in the event that the Commission’s
action is challenged by a party other than the applicant. Therefore, consistent with
Section 30620(c), the Commission imposes Special Condition #5 requiring
reimbursement for any costs and attorney’s fees that the Commission incurs in
connection with the defense of any action brought by a party other than the applicant
challenging the approval or issuance of this permit.

G. LOCAL COASTAL PLANNING

Section 30604(a) also requires that a coastal development permit shall be issued only if
the Commission finds that the permitted development will not prejudice the ability of the
local government to prepare a Local Coastal Program (LCP) in conformity with the
provisions of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. In this case, such a finding can be made.

The proposed project is located within the City of San Diego; however, based on a
jurisdictional boundary determination conducted on August 19, 2011 by the
Commission’s Mapping Department, Children’s Pool Beach is located in an area where
the Coastal Commission has retained permit jurisdiction (Exhibit 3). The Commission’s
permit jurisdiction is based on the existence of tidelands, submerged lands, and public
trust lands. According to the Commission’s Coastal Zone Boundary Determination No.
14-2011, the subject site, including the sandy beach, is located on tidelands submerged
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land and land that is potentially subject to the public trust. Based on this boundary
determination, the Coastal Commission is asserting jurisdiction over Children’s Pool
Beach, even though the City of San Diego has a certified Local Coastal Program (LCP).
Thus, the standard of review for the proposed project is the Chapter Three policies of the
Coastal Act. In addition, the policies of the certified City of San Diego Land Use Plan
(specifically the La Jolla Community Plan and Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan)
serve as guidance. As conditioned, the proposed project is consistent with the certified
LCP and all applicable Chapter Three policies of the Coastal Act and will not prejudice
the ability of the City of San Diego to continue to implement its LCP for the La Jolla
area.

H.  CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

Section 13096 of the Commission's Code of Regulations requires Commission approval
of Coastal Development Permits to be supported by a finding showing the permit, as
conditioned, to be consistent with any applicable requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A) of CEQA prohibits a
proposed development from being approved if there are feasible alternatives or feasible
mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen any significant adverse
effect which the activity may have on the environment.

The proposed project has been conditioned in order to be found consistent with the
Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act. As the proposed project would provide increased
protection of marine resources, no significant adverse effects on the environment are
anticipated. Mitigation measures, including conditions addressing assumption of risk, a
four-year permit authorization period, and a monitoring plan to record and monitor the
effectiveness of the seasonal beach closure in preventing seal harassment, will minimize
or prevent all adverse environmental impacts. As conditioned, there are no feasible
alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen
any significant adverse impact which the activity may have on the environment. In
addition, the City determined that the proposed development is categorically exempt
under Class 15304 and 15333 of CEQA. Therefore, the Commission finds that the
proposed project is the least environmentally-damaging feasible alternative and can be
found consistent with the requirements of the Coastal Act to conform to CEQA.

(Z:\MSWord\W 14a-6-2015.docx)
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Appendix A — Substantive File Documents

CDP No. 6-11-078/City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department

CDP No. 6-14-0691/City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department

CDP No. 6-93-026/City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department

CDP No. 6-00-126/ City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department

LCP Amendment No. LCP-6-LJS-14-0607-1/City of San Diego

La Jolla Community Plan (certified Land Use Plan)

1931 Tidelands Trust

Senate Bill 428 effective as of January 1, 2010

City of San Diego Resolution R-305837 passed by City Council on May 17, 2010
City of San Diego Resolution R-308759 passed by City Council on March 12,
2014

Withdrawn CDP Application No. 6-05-098

Appeal No. A-6-LJS-08-065

Appeal No. A-6-LJS-10-009

City of San Diego CDP No. 545642

City of San Diego CDP No. 701673

City of San Diego Site Development Permit No. 782184
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Requirement #3: Recommendations for repair, maintenance, modifications, or other work
to the device: In order to reduce the number of times pole 1 has to be reseated because of rope
pulling and washouts it is recommended that poles 1 and 2 be replaced with longer poles that can
be buried deeper into the sand while still maintaining the four foot maximum height above the
surface.

Requirement #4: Photographs taken from pre-designated sites (annotated to a copy of the
site plans) indicating the condition, performance, and/or effectivencss of the structure:
Photographs are included on the attached CD,

Submitted by:

Richard Belesky

Park Ranger

Shoreline Parks/Developed Regional Parks Division
City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department

2125 Park Boulevard, MS 30M
San Diego, CA 92101
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Coastal Program Analyst

California Coastal Commission
7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103
San Diego, California 92108

Dear Ms. Brown:

Thank you for contacting NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS),
Southwest Regional Office, regarding the City of San Diego Park and Recreation’s (City)
application to the California Coastal Commission to install and maintain a rope barrier at
Children’s Pool Beach (CPB), located in La Jolla, California. The hearing will be held
on Wednesday, July 11, 2012 in Chula Vista, California. Based on the application and
subsequent amendment, the City plans to install a 4 foot high by 152 foot long rope
barrier, to be placed in perpetuity, to provide a buffer between people and harbor seals
(Phoca vitulina richardii). The rope would be attached to the seawall and extend
westward 152 feet, leaving a 3 foot opening for public access at the east end near the
access stairway. Per your request, this letter provides our comments on the City’s
application. In order to provide some context for these comments, we have added some
background on the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA), harbor seal biology and life
history, and the historical and current use of CPB by harbor seals (Appendix 1).

The presence of a harbor seal colony at CPB has been the focus of several lawsuits in the
recent past. In 2009, the California State Legislature passed Senate Bill 428, which
amended the conditions of the 1931 State trust granting the CPB area tidelands to the
City of San Diego. Effective January 1, 2010, the trust was amended to allow for an
additional use of the tidelands: a "marine mammal park for the enjoyment and
educational benefit of children." While, there 1s no definition or recognition of the term
“marine mammal park” under the MMPA and NMFS’ implementing regulations, this
amendment of the trust provides the City of San Diego with greater latitude in
implementing management actions regarding the harbor seal colony at CPB. In addition,
the term “rookery” is not defined in either the MMPA or through its implementing
regulations. The American Heritage Science Dictionary (2002) defines a rookery as: “A
place where certain birds or animals, such as crows, penguins, and seals, gather to breed.”

Harbor seals have been observed giving birth at CPB for over 10 years, and the timing EXHIBIT NO. 9

APPLICATION NO.
6-15-0223

NFMS letter to CCC

California Coastal Commission




and numbers of pups born are generally predictable from year to year. Therefore, NMFS
considers CPB to be a harbor seal rookery and year-round haulout site.

NMEFS supports the City’s application to install and maintain a rope barrier year-round at
CPB, with some reservations, as maintenance of the guideline rope does not ensure that
harbor seals will not be harassed. For example, if a harbor seal hauls out on the “human”
side of the rope, harassment of that seal may still be considered a violation of the MMPA,
even if one is on the “correct” side of the rope. NMFS recommends that the public
maintain a distance from any seal, regardless of where they are regarding the guideline
rope. For most harbor seal haulout sites along the West Coast of the United States,
NMEFS recommends a distance of 100 feet. However, with the relatively small area at
CPB, NMFS has recommended that the public maintain a distance of at least 50 feet from
any seal, while standing on CPB (as opposed to standing on the breakwater). As thisis a
viewing guideline and not codified in the regulations, NMFS has the flexibility to modify
it to meet the individual circumstances of the geographic area and the natural history of
the species. However, as a guideline, the distance also does not have the force of law.
Harassment is a violation of the MMPA regardless of the distance from which it occurs.

Therefore, NMFS supports establishing the guideline rope year-round, as it would allow
at least some measure of public awareness and protection to the harbor seals hauled out
on the sand. However, we note that merely abiding by the guideline rope (standing on
the “human” side) does not guarantee that a person will not violate the MMPA.

While NMFS has enforcement authority under the MMPA, limited staffing creates a
challenge. NMFS has a toll-free hotline (1-800-853-1964) to reports violations of marine
laws (including the MMPA). In 2009, this number received a total of 154 calls regarding
CPB. Although only three of the 154 calls resulted in a full investigation, all of the calls
represent a significant investment for the local NMFS enforcement agent. Under MMPA
Section 109(a), no State may enforce may enforce a State law or regulation relating to the
taking of marine mammals without a transfer of management authority from the
Secretary of Commerce or Interior, depending on the species. However, States and local
governments are not impeded from taking actions to manage their land consistent with
the MMPA, such as erecting rope barriers to protect marine mammals.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the application sent before the
California Coastal Commission. We hope that our comments and recommendations will
help inform your discussions. If you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to
contact Sarah Wilkin at Sarah. Wilkin@noaa.gov or 562-980-3230 or Christina Fahy at
Christina.Fahy@noaa.gov or 562-980-4023,

Sincerely,

v
an

ﬁ« Rodney R. Mclnnis
Regional Administrator
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Form email: 1 of approx. 835 sent

From: Seal Conservancy

To: Childrenspool@Coastal

Cc: Laver, Brittney@Coastal

Subject: Please Save the Year Round Rope at Casa Beach!
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2015 9:04:04 AM

Dear Coastal Commissioners,

Please support saving the year round rope at Casa Beach to protect the Seals.

The rope has been very successful in helping to prevent human harassment of the seals. Without the
rope, people get too close to the seals and flush them, try to pet them, try to take selfies with them,
and many, many other inappropriate antics. The rope is critical to preventing such harassment.

For all of these reasons, please vote to save the year round rope at Casa Beach to protect the Seals.

Sincerely,

Jane Reldan, MD
jreldan@san.rr.com
858.349.0613



From: ken Aven

To: Childrenspool@Coastal
Subject: La Jolla Seals
Date: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 5:31:01 PM

Please keep the rope. I have seen so many times
when there is no barrier how people go on the small
beach and harass the seals. Even with a rope, there
are some who are so mean to them.

Please do the right thing. Truly, how many of our

beaches in California are taken over by seals/sea
lions. Not many. We, the humans, have so much already.

Thank you

Ken Aven
Concerned citizen/taxpayer



From: ﬂl:d;'f.&ﬂl:ﬂ’.

To: Childrenspooh®iCossta|
Subject: Support for year-round rope line at Casa Beach
Date: Wednesday, May 13, 2015 10:33:24 AM

Good morning Coastal Commissioners,

| was a volunteer for La Jolla Friends of the Seals for five years and President for
one year. | saw first-hand what happens when there is no rope line. People get
too close to the seals and many unintentionally disturb their natural behavior by
getting too close while others do it deliberately. I've seen parents put there
children right next to a seal to get a the “perfect” photo, ignoring the fact that
these are very shy wild animals. Despite their shyness, there is no way to predict
what a wild animal will do when harassed. I've seen people throw sand in their
faces and do other totally unacceptable things to disturb them which violates the
Marine Mammal Protection Act. Others who oppose having the seals on the beach

at all do everything they can to harass them and flush them into the water.

Much progress has been made in the past few years, and | urge you to renew the
permit for the year-round rope line. The rope has been very successful in

preventing both unintentional and intentional harassment of the seals.

Sincerely,

Cindy Benner

3737 Kingsley 5t.
San Diego, CA 92106



From: Digirdre Carpenter

To: Childrenspool@Coastal
Subject: Mever a Children"s Pool
Date: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 11:37:11 PM

I believe that Ellen Browning Scripps would not be turning in her grave if the so-called Children's Pool
was given over to the seals.

Man tried to tame that area by sluice gates then closed them, thus preventing children from being
sucked in and then creating putrification. Now children, parents, visitors wish to see the seals.

This has been an issue for so long that even I can't believe it and I spent years trying to get legal leash-
free areas in La Jolla. I even had posts in the NY Times.

I'm over it but a few people have a beef about seals on the beach. I say go seals. Humans have miles
and miles of beaches and the seals have a few feet. They haul out for their pups and to keep away
from the sharks that are offshore to eat them.

I spent days and nights at Council meetings, Park and Rec meetings, all kinds of public discourse to do
what I wanted for my dog. She died and all I had to remember is all the days and nights I worked and
was an advocate for her and our parks. It was very sad as while I was working for her, she was alone
and I was spending time for her, not with her. All our neighbors and friends and even the Park and Rec
Foundation Board members stopped by to water a tree our neighbors gave the City on her behalf. I
monitor its growth on google earth. It's looking great and now my "new" dog of over 11 years is looking
old and I have my battles but spend time with her.

The seals have a place in La Jolla. They chose it. Live with it.

Deirdre A Carpenter



RE: File 6-15-0223

Attn: Brittney Laver, Coastal Analyst
California Coastal Commission

7575 Metropaolitan Drive, Suite 103
San Diego, CA 92108-4402
ChildrensPool@coastal.ca.gov

Dear Coastal Commissioners:
Please support retaining the year-round rope at Casa Beach to protect the Seals.

The rope has been very successful in helping to prevent human harassment of the seals.
Without the rope, people get too close to the seals and scare them off the beach, try to pet
them, take selfies with them, and perform many other inappropriate and unconscionable
antics. The rope is critical to preventing such harassment.

More specifically, the following reasons are pertinent to retaining the rope year-round:

# Seals need the beach year-round for resting, re-oxygenation, thermal regulation,
molting (shedding of hair), and birthing, nursing, and raising their pups.

# This 160 ft. beach is a major haul aut site for all Southern CA seals and the only birthing
area south of Ventura County, 160 miles away.

# Harbaorseals are shy on land and easily frightenad by humans.

« Scientific studies show conclusively that when humans get too close to marine
mammals, they disrupt their normal behavior. This is considered harassment.

# When people unintentionally or intentionally disturb these animals, it is a direct
violation of the MMPA and the San Diego City Ordinance.

¢ There is no legally defined “Safe Distance from the Seals” at Casa Beach. NOAA
recommends staying 100 ft. away from seals at other beaches. At Casa Beach, 50 ft.,
which starts at the steps and means stay off the sand, used to be recommended by
NOAA.

# “Shared Use" of this small beach does not work and has never been well defined. The
Pro-access group drives the seals off the beach intentionally and encourages people to
go on the beach. When the beach is full of people, the seals are afraid and will not
come on the beach for their much needed rest.



» The rope is consistent with public access policies of the Coastal Act and the Local Coastal

Plan.
o The rope has been ruled as not an unlawful encroachment by the CCC.
o There is a 3-foot opening for beach access.
o The rape is a standard nylon rape, approx. 3/8 in. wide.
o People can go under, over, or around the rope.
o The rope does not restrict lateral, vertical, or visual access to the beach.

# Taken from LaJolla’s own Local Coastal and Land Use Plan: “One of the goals is to
protect and preserve sensitive natural resources including, among others, plant and
animal habitats and wildlife linkages throughout the community.” Community goals are
listed as: “Conserve and enhance the natural amenities such as its views, open space,
ocean beaches, wildlife and natural vegetation and achieve a desirable relationship
between the natural and developed components of the community. Provide for the
needs of visitors™ (p.8).

» Approximately 1.5 million visitors from all over the world come to see the seals
annually. The s=als have been cited as the 6% reason to visit San Diego. This contributes
greatly to our revenue from tourism. Tourists are very upset when there are no seals to
see as they've been chased off the beach.

# There are adjacent beaches for swimming within a minute or two from Casa Beach.
# There is also an ADA program and equipment at nearby La lolla Shores.

# Studies have shown that there are less flushings (humans driving seals off the beach) as
well as more seals on the beach when the rope is up vs. when there is no rope.

For all of these reasons, and because it is the right, humane thing to do, please help to protect
the Seals by voting to retain the year-round rope at Casa Beach.

Sincerely,
Coyol Archibald, Phi

Carol Archibald, PhD
3146 |bsen Street

San Diego, CA 92106
(619) 2259076



From: Eay

To: Childrenspool@Coastal
Subject: Coastal Commissioners pleass renew the yvear-round rope in the sand to keep people and seals separated
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 4:31:03 PM

Dear Coastal Commissioners:

I have been an active supporter since 2004 of protection for the harbor
seals in what some people call the "Children's Pool” It originally was
called "Casa Beach." The engineering of it didn't achieve the goal of
creating a beach for children. It was never a safe place for children, with
a steep shelving bottom and shore break.

When the seals began to use it as the only on-shore pupping location for
dozens of miles in both directions, I and many others found this remarkable
and agree it is especially valuable for helping the survival of harbor

seals.

Please make permanent the rope that is strung across the beach. It is needed
to keep people from harassing the seals.

There are well over ten miles of sandy beach in San Diego County that people
can use, and hundreds of spots with rocky shore that divers and surfers can
use, but there is only one 100" wide beach at Casa Beach that the harbor
seals can use.

Please give the harbor seals the permanent protection they need.
Thank you for allowing me to make this request to you.

Sincerely,

Katherine S Stewart

MA Biclogy, CSU Fresno

MA research done at Moss Landing Marine Labs
619-234-2668

San Diego CA 92111

kaytaff@sbcglobal.net









SHARED-USE DEFINITION THAT PROTECTS THE HARBOR SEALS

The City of San Diego designated Children's Pool Beach to have Public Access, which created
“Shared-use" of the public with the California Harbor seals.

This “Shared-Use" has never been defined and there are no rules or regulations for the public to
follow. Listed below are suggestions for rules and regulations.

« Shared-use beach users that disturb the seals, cause seals to flush or otherwise do not
respect the wildlife may be subject to a Warning for a 1* time offense, a Citation for a 2" time
offense and an Arrest for a 3" time offense. City Municipal Code Section 63-0102(b)(10)

« Approaching the seals for a photo or to touch the seals is strictly prohibited and will be
enforced with Citation, Wamning or Arrest as warranted. City Municipal Code Section 63-
0102(b)(10)

« No BBQs or dogs are permitted.

¢ Loud noise is not permitted

* Umbrellas are allowed, but are not recommended. If an umbrelia blows over and causes the
seals to flush, the umbrella owner may be subject to a Warning, Citation or Arrest.

« Shared-use beach users will not encourage visitors who come to view the seals to cross the
rope and/or violate the NOAA 50 foot recommended seal-viewing guideline.

* Shared-use beach users will not stage scenarios utilizing unsuspecting visitors to violate the
NOAA 50 foot recommended seal-viewing guideline. This includes encouraging and
coordinating divers to enter and exit the beach on a schedule, bringing disabled people to dive
with the seals when this beach has no disabled access, and coordinating parties on the beach
to celebrate the beach being open at night, the rope coming down, etc. These acts will be
considered protests and will require a permit from the City of San Diego.

* Any signs posted on the beach by Shared-use beach users will require a permit from the City
of San Diego. Signs on t-shirts, towels, umbrellas, etc. will not be exempt from obtaining this
permit

* Fishermen on the seawall will be subject to the same reguiations of the Shared-Use beach
users and shall be cited if they violate City Municipal Code Section 63-0102(b)(10) and
Shared-Use Beach regulations.

* Any items dropped or blown by the wind into the colony of seals will not be able to be retrieved
by any person. A Lifeguard or Ranger may be able to get the items at a later time, only if they
can do so without disturbing the seals.

« Items thrown intentionally onto the beach will be treated as a violation of the City Municipal
Code Section 63-0102(b)(10) and people will be cited accordingly.

« Divers and visitors are prohibited from climbing onto any rocks off shore that the seals utilize
for their haul outs. This is in accordance with NOAA's 50 foot viewing guidelines and City
Municipal Code Section 63-0102(b)(10)

« A sign will be posted stating the rules of Shared-Use so that the public and visitors from out of
town will understand the rules

Nancy Lee

nancyleedesigns@gmail.com


















From: ChemoGiobsl

To: Laver, BrittneySCoastal

Cecx Sarb, SherihnaCogstal; Brown. KananidCoastal: matiemerald®ssndiegs gov: janedtsadoonssrvancy.ong
Subject: Fiope barrier @ La Jolla Childrens Pool

Data: Thursday, May 07, 2015 4:34:15 PM

To: California Coastal Commission

I represent CNemoGlobal, an NGO environmental watchdog. 1 spoke at the
Commission's public hearing in San Diego in August 2014 in support of the City of
San Diego's application to close Casa Beach (aka "La Jolla Childrens Pool™) during
seal pupping season. It is our understanding that the Commission's approval of the
seasonal closure will expire in July, and that you will be voting on the issue of
renewal next month. I write to support renewal.

Attached you will find a photograph taken only yesterday of a tourist at the
adjacent La Jolla Shores posing next to a sea lion, oblivious of the risks to the sea
lion and to herself, and oblivious of the MMPA.

We have appeared before the San Diego City Council numerous times and presented
samples of graphic sign displays such as those found at Birch Aquarium and the
Cabrillo National Monument's whale watching station which educate visitors on
marine mammals and the coastal environment. We have urged the City to erect
similar signs at LJCP to deter people from approaching the seals but nothing has
been done to accomplish this, despite NOAA's recommendation that they find a way
to so educate the public.

In view of ongoing public encroachment on the seals and pups, we urge the
Commission to not only renew approval of the seasonal closure of LJCP, but to also
encourage the City of San Diego to find the political will to erect educational signs
on the site. Such protection would be 3-fold:

1. Protect seals/pups from human disturbance;

2. Protect humans from risk of injury;

3. Mitigate the City's exposure to potential liability claims arising from human
injuries.

Thank you for your consideration.

C. Price
CMNemoGlobal, NGO Environmental Watchdog

@ cemoglobal



From: Tamara Morgan

To: Childrenspool@Coastal

Cc: Laver, Brittney@Coastal

Subject: Please Save the Year Round Rope at Casa Beach!
Date: Monday, May 11, 2015 6:10:33 PM

Dear Coastal Commissioners,

Please support saving the year round rope at Casa Beach in La Jolla to help protect
the Pacific Harbor seals.

The rope has been very successful in deterring human harassment of the seals.
Without the rope as a viewing guideline, people tend to get to close to the seals, try
and pet them or take close up pictures or lie down next to them. This causes the
seals to become frightened and flush (or flee) into the ocean.

Almost all the people who see the rope, insticntively know to stay behind the rope to
view the seals-which is just common sense. Please see the attached picture as a
good example of how the rope is great at keeping people a safe distance from the
resting harbor seals.

Please vote to continue to keep the year round rope up at Casa Beach and help
protect the seals.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Tamara Morgan

1970 Nortstar Way #251

Sam Marcos, CA 92078






Brittany Laver, Coastal Analyst E @?@ IIE? E@

California Coastal Commission MAY 1 4 2015
San Diego, Ca 92108-4402 CMFDRIMM

A STAL COMMISSION
RE: File 6-16-0223, Year Round rope at Children's Pool = In Favor Miﬂ,r 12, 2 G‘Sféﬁﬁ DISTRICT

Dear Coastal Commissioners;

&s a frequent observer of both human and harbor seal behavior at Children’s Pool in la Jolla, | am an eye
witness to the validity and effectiveness of the presence of the rope to ensure the safety and walfare of
both users of this beach,

With the rope up, even during the open beach summer months, those using the sand and waters on and
near this small beach are visually reminded that sharing the beach requires some modification of
unfetterad activities while the resident harbor seals, visiting sea lions or infrequent elephant seals are
attempting to use the beach for their crucial survival neads to rest, molt and socialize among their own

kind.

Sadly, during the summer months, the “shared use” policy tends to be ignored without this visual
indicator. Intense and prolonged human sport maost often restricts the seals entry onto the sand after
swimming and diving for long periods of time. People come and go, so their comfart level is unimpaired.
The seals call this their home base, and have few other alternative locations to rest. During this past
winter, when the beach was fully closed, seals were seen sleeping and playing in the waters around the
clock = day and night.

‘Why should they lose use of the beach for these same survival needs for the better part of the 24 hour
period for seven manths of the year? Surely, losing access to a place of rest and recouperation will have
a physiological and psychological toll on the animals.

Il realize that the rope is not a solid barrler. Human recreational users will still be able to walk the length
af the sand, walk among the rocks and crannies, and have fun. But for the few whe sense the rope is a
warning to allow the marine mammals a bit of space, it will make a difference.

The seals cannot plead their case before you, so | have tried. | hope you will consider this perspective
and conslder votlng in favor of the year round rope.

Eller Shively )ﬁm’f@

o) cuwrmbe cland St
San Diego, Ca 92139-3116
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RECEIY )

RE: File 6-15-0223 MAY 1 4 2015
Adttn: Brittney Laver, Coastal Analyst Cmﬂﬂjmmm
California Coastal Commission SAN DIE&% %ﬂ}'ﬁ%m

7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103
San Diego, CA 92108-4402

Diear Coastal Commissioners,

It is vital that you vote for the rope to protect the harbor seal population year round. The
barrier has proven successful in reducing harassment and flushing of seals by humans (nothing
can completely stop this behavior save for 24-hour human enforeement) but now there is an
added urgency to ameliorate stress to the animals.

NOAA reports that, since 2013, there has been an “Unusual Mortality Event” for pinniped
pup strandings. [ have found it nearly impossible to walk the length of Mission Beach or La Jolla
coast without seeing one dead or emaciated pinniped, both adults and juveniles. And I have
direct experience as a scuba diver of 34 years that the recent, persistent “blob™ of warm water off
the coast has prevented true winter from arriving. Throughout the past number of months, water
temperatures that should be as low as in the 40z at depth have remained in the high 50s to low
s, We know that this has affected the food source of local pinnipeds.

Whatever demands some make regarding access to the ocean via Casa Beach, we can no
longer be certain that our pinniped populations are sufficiently stable since we have no idea how
long important prey resources will remain out of reach for so many.

That the harbor seals have chosen Casa Beach, ofien only as a refuge stop before leaving fo
ply the waters elsewhere, please see to it that the rope remains. The rope is not only incentive for
humans to keep their distance but will solidify Casa Beach as an official safe haven for these
wonderful mammals who survive by straddling both coean and terrestrial environmenis.

Sincerely,

Tudith Garfield

Box 293

La Jolla, CA 92038

Author: The San Diego-La Jolla Underwater Park Ecological Reserve books






seals with adults taking “selfies” with seals in close proximity and members of the public—incuding
children—touching the seals and putting themselves in harm'’s way.

Mairtaining a year round rope on Children's Pool Beach is an important way of alerting the public of the
need to keep separation between themselves and the resting seals both for their own safety and that of
the animals. It is important that the city and state have at their disposal, all tools necessary to prevent
or discourage the public from interacting with the seals at the Beach. We applaud the CCC for
concurring with the seasonal dosure of the beach during the pupping season and urge you to approve
continuation of the year round rope at the Children's Pool/Casa Beadch in La Jolla.

Sincerely,

277

Sharon B. Young

Marine Issues Field Director
The Humane Society of the L5,
syoungi@humanesociety.orng



From: barbara@leanandaresnkids.org

To: Childrenspool@Coastal

Subject: Support Sea Lions, Casa Beach La Jolla year round rope
Date: Monday, May 18, 2015 8:43:19 AM

Attachments: top, letterhead

< =" et

r

Dear Coastal Commissioners,

As a parent and educator, I urge you to support saving the year round rope at Casa
Beach in La Jolla to protect the Seals.

The rope teaches the right message to visitors -and to future generations, that ocean
life must be respected and protected, especially in light of human caused pollution and
over-fishing that is putting our oceans at great risk.

I visit the La Jolla area and Casa Beach regularly and have witnessed harassment of the
seals personally. Without the rope, people get dangerously close to the seals. The rope
can serve to educate and inform people who would otherwise take part in these
inappropriate and insensitive behaviors.

Thank you for your consideration,
Barbara Cole Gates

2009 Elevada Street

Oceanside, CA 92054
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Petition to the CCC to Save the Year-Round Rope at Casa Beach

| support

the City of San Diego's application to keep the guideline rope up at Casa Beach

from May 15 to December 15 annually. {ccc File #6-15-0223)
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Petition sheet 1 of 8

| support the City of San Diego's application to keep the guideline rope up at Casa Beach from May 15 to
December 15 annually to help protect the harbor seal colony. (CCC File #6-15-0223).

State /
Date Last Name First Name City Province Country Commeant
United
1| 04/09/2015 |Forbes lehn Edinburgh Kingdom
X 04/09/2015 |Salgado Matasha Toronto Canada
3 D4f10/2015 |Andries Anneke Raamsdonksvear MNetherlands
4] 04102015 |Archibald Carol San DIEEU CA [
5| 04/10/2015 |Barnes Carolyn Greens MY US4
& 04/10/2015 |Baumann Diana Solingen Germany
7l 04/10/2015 |Bechmann Elisabeth 5t. PaTlten Austria
al  04/10,/2015 |Ben lzhak Vera Tel Aviv lsrael
9 04/10/2015 |Branco Andraa Sifo Paulo Brazil
10|  04/10/2015 |Brewer John Marietta Ohio LISA
11| 041072015 |Brigitte Hoin Herzagenrath Germany
12| 04/10/2015 |Brunschot Ankie Veldhoven Metherlands
Manigue
13| 04/10/2015 |(Buijs Angela Hoormn Metherlands
14 04/10/2015 |Buslot Chantal Hasselt Belgium
15  04/10/2015 |[C Bill Kempten Germany
Respect The Life in
i6| 04/10/2015 |C. hdary Toronto Canada All Beings - YouTube
17| 04/10/2015 |Cambria Joan Rumson NJ USA
18| 04/10/2015 |Camella Mancy Apple Valley CA USA
13| 04/10/2015 |[Campos Eduardo Santiago Chile
20| 04102015 |Cowley Teresa Kingsvilla X LISA
21| 04/10/2015 |Cuk Jasmina Solna MY Usa
23| 04/10/2015 |de Ryck Mona Mortsel Belgium
23|  04/10/2015 |deSaedeleer [Veerle Edegem Belgium
24| 04/10/2015 |deWaard Lisette Lelystad Netherlands
25 04/10/2015 |deWaard Ywonne Lelystad Metherlands
Delannoy
26|  04/10/2015 |Degaugue Emmanuel Paris France
271 04/10/2015 |Deleon Celeste Montevideo Uruguay
28| 04/10/2015 |Dewitt Erica Kingston MY usa
United
23| 04/10/2015 |Done Fay Llangybi Kingdom o
~ United
30| 04/10/2015 |Edgar Alisen Edinburgh Kingdom %,
31| 04/10/2015 |Elsherbini Azza Alexandria Egypt T Y
31| 04/10/2015 |Fanton Beatriz Bariri Brazil T -
Ty b
33  04/10/2015 |Fellows Sue Hereford II::"nltEd %G%Ie’ %
ingdom otz
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RE: File 6-15-0223

Attn: Brittney Laver, Coastal Analyst
California Coastal Commission

7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103
San Diego, CA 92108-4402

E@E AR |l

WAy 18 2015

gnmcmﬁu.r Dﬁdﬂb!ﬂ'TE-SIDN
co
s,u.?q DI G0 COAET DISTRICT

Wednesday, May 13, 2015

Dear Coastal Commissioners,

We would like to let you know that the Sea Shepherd Conservation Society is in favor of
continuing the current placement of the year-round rope at Casa Beach in La Jolla
California to protect pacific harbor seals from human encroachment.

The 5ea Shepherd Conservation Society was established in 1977 and Is an International
non-profit marine wildlife conservation organization.

This rope has been proven to be very successful in helping to prevent human
harassment of the seals. Without the rope, people get too close to the seals, force them
back into the water and prevent them from coming back onto the sand. We humans .
have increasingly encroached upon the habitat of all of our wildlife. It is imperative
that, when possible, we provide a safe haven for our marine mammals not just to
survive, but to thrive in this world. At Casa Beach there is not only an opportunity to
protect them, but a responsibility to do so as'well. This is only a small beach on a
coastling that has many beaches. '

Please help to protect the seals by voting to continue the year-round rope at Casa
Beach. :

W Mpide KRS

leff & Kathe Myrick
5an Diego Sea Shepherd Chapter Coordinatars

LS. Tax ID# 83-0792021

PO Box 26816, Friday Harbor, Wa, 8250 USA » TEL: (380) 3T0-6650 = FAX: (360) 370-53557 » www.seashepherd.org



RE: File 6-15-0223 ’if’g,lw Miagnacd

Attn: Brittney Laver, Coastal Analyst o
California Coastal Commission 730 Ve Otegar 'P"‘f‘
7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103 e Sallew, CA A P=3E7

San Diego, CA 92108-4402

Dear Coastal Cmmiﬁmm,

The year-round rope at Casa Beach has been a great success in preventing
harassment of the Harbor Seals. We have many visitors to this part of San
Diego during the summer months. Some people see the seals as circus
animals that they can sit on or pet. Some parents think its entertaining
to watch their children chase seals off the beach into the ocean. The
rope acts as a successful deterrent to stop most of this behavior and
harassment.

Please continue to help protecting the seals by voting to save the year -
round rope at Casa Beach.

Sincerely,

Peter Maynard

@E@EEWE@
MAY 18 2015

e
L COMMIESION
S.ﬁicgégé COAET DISTRY
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May 18 2015

CALIFORRLA
COASTAL COMMISSION
SAN DIEGD COAST DISTRICT

May 12, 2015

Dear Califarnia Coastal Commissioners:

Please support the City's CDP application for the year-round rope at Casa Beach as a useful viewing
guideline to visitors to see the seals, The statistics collected by the Seal Conservancy of 5an Diego clearly
show a 54% reduction in the number of seals flushed per day during the fall of 2014, with the 152" rope
in place, compared to the fall of 2012, when there was no rope presant.

Thank you for your previous unanimous support of this important protection for the seals.

Sincerely yours,

Ym ROL 1D

e Reldan, MD



From: Ellen Shively

To: Childrerspooh®iCoestal
Subject: Please Save the Year Round Rope at Casa Beadh
Diate: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 %:20:39 AM

Dear California Coastal Commissioners,

It will make a very good impression for young people to see evidence of adult caring
and compassion for wild animals.

The most striking example in the San Diego area is the rope protection at Children's
Pool in La Jolla. On Sunday, there were over 200 seals sleeping peacefully and
about 50 visitors were all behind the rope observing, including many young people
under the age of 18.

The summer "shared use" concept will work if we give the seals a chance to share
the beach. When there is poor signage and no rope, people will simply not know the
seals' tolerance limits for people approaching too close. They will be constantly
disturbed.

Saturday, it was a very different scene - with people wandering all over as the seals
were trying to use the beach. The signs which hang on the rope posts were obscured
by onlookers. There is no place to read the sign at the stairs midlevel as people are
coming and going.

So the rope is essential. It does not obstruct people's use of the beach, but reminds
them to allow the seals some "shared use" space.

For all of these reasons, please approve the year round rope at Casa Beach.

Sincerely,

Brigitte Schmidt, PhD.
2413 SeaBreeze Dr.
San Diego, Ca 92139



From: Erenda Carey

Toe Childrerspool@ Coastal
Subject: protect the szals! keep the rope PLEASEN!
Data: Saturday, May 16, 2005 944220 AM

Diear Coastal Commission,

The coastline of San Diego runs for 70 miles. Maost of that coastline is utilized by children (and adult
humans) frolicking on the beach. Casa Beach (aka "Seal Beach" among those of us who love seals) is a
very spedial little area of beach. As vou know, the seals have been coming there for generations to
hawve their pups. As such it must be protected from those who would harm the seals and their pups.

San Diego has a HUGE population of animal lovers, and we prefer to allow the seals to have their little
area of beach so that they can have their pups without human harassment. We are willing to spend
countless days at that beach doing all that we can to protect the seals from other people who would
selfishly like to run them off (harming the seals as well the rights of the seal lovers who enjoy viewing
the s=als from a safe distance).

This situation has become very contentious in years past. Putting up this rope was a step in the right
direction, although there have still been unscrupulous people who have crossad the rope to encroach on

the litde s=al ar=a. It would be best to put up a more permanent fence that really keeps people out,
but we will settle for this rope until that can be done. What is important is that we treat the seals, and

other wondrous creatures that we are lucky enough to share this beautiful arsa with.

Thank you,
Brenda Carey



Froam: L0y

Tos ChildrenspoolifCoasa|
Subject: Please APPROVE Year "Round Protection Roge 2t Casa Beach
Date: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 £:51:50 PM

D=ar Coastal Commissioners:

It has been said that "Knowledge is Power.

But, in reality, mere Knowledge is only Possibility..

Action is Power

and its highest manifestation is when it is directed by Knowledge.

I urge all Commissioners to take action to approve a year round protective rope barrier
between the seals and the public at Casa Beach in La Jolla, CA.

Video documentation and personal observation reports have repeatedly shown people and their pets
knowingly and unknowingly harassing

the seals at the beach at all imes of the day and night when no rope barrier and information signs are
in place.

The rope barrier and signs go hand-in-hand to ensure there are no illegal and potentially dangerous
confrontations between beach visitors and the seals.

There is no need to rehash all of the good reasons to maintain the rope as a year round barrier on a
tiny strip of sand at Casa Beach.

I'm certain the Commission has pages and pages of comments from this and past years discussing
myriad good reasons.

Mothing has really changed except the for the boldness, ignorance and disrespect that many people
exhibit when the rope is not in place.

Some people’s manners and rudeness have degenerated to new lows over the pat decade or so.

I respectfully urge you to exercise your leadership role to take acion and approve a Year "Round
Protection Rope at Casa Beach.

We appreciate your efforts to protect our precious coastal resources.
John J. & Gail E Dommers

8285 Avenida Mavidad 24
San Diego 92122



Froam: Imista et com

To: Childrenspooli Coestal

Subject: save the Swimmens!

Date: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 S:10:43 PM
Dear Commissioners,

Perhaps I am one of the few Sierra Club members (member for more than 30 years) who is vehementhy

OPPOSED to the desecration of the Children’s Pool by those seals.
Plzase do NOT allow the rope to be kept up all vear.

Ellen Scripps built the breakwater for the Children, not the seals.

Thank you for resisting the tide of radical Sierra Clubbers and others and restore the Children's Pool for

the Children.

Thank you for your kind attention.
Myma Wosk

2059 Caminito Circulo Sur

La Jolla, CA 92037

858-351-0768

EXHIBIT NO. 11

APPLICATION NO.
6-15-0223

Letters of Opposition

California Coastal Commission






