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SUBJECT: City of Marina Local Coastal Program Amendment #1-01 
Concurrence with the Executive Director's determination that the action by the City 
of Marina accepting certification of Amendment # 1-01, with modifications, to the 
City's Local Coastal Program is legally adequate. 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S DETERMINATION AND REPORT FOR COMMISSION 
REVIEW AT THE MEETING OF NOVEMBER 14,2001 

Background 

Local Coastal Program Amendment # 1-01 was certified by the Commission on October 10, 
2001, with modifications. On October 16, 2001, within the six month time limit for acting on and 
responding to the Commission's certification of an LCP amendment, the City Council considered 
the Commission's action, acknowledged receipt of the resolution of certification, and accepted 
the Commission's suggested modifications. 

Recommendation 

Pursuant to Section 13544 of the California Code of Regulations, the Executive Director must 
determine that the action of the City of Marina is legally adequate and report that determination 
to the Commission. It is recommended that the Commission concur with the determination of 
the Executive Director that the action of the City Council of the City of Marina accepting the 
certification of LCP Amendment # 1-01 is legally adequate. 

Attachments 

o Draft letter to Mayor James Perrine 
o Copy of Resolutions 2001-118 
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November xx, 1999 

James Perrine, Mayor 
City of Marina 
211 Hillcrest A venue 
Marina, CA 93933 

DRAFT 

Re: City of Marina Local Coastal Program Major Amendment #1-01 

Dear Mayor Perrine: 

This office has reviewed Marina Resolution 2001-118 adopted by the City Council on October 
16, 2001. By that action the City acknowledged the receipt of the Commission's certification and 

.. 
... 

• 

has incorporated the certified amendment into the City's Local Coastal Program. I have • 
determined, and the Commission has concurred, that the City's action with respect to Local 
Coastal Program Amendment #1-01 is legally adequate to satisfy the requirements of Section 
13544 of the California Code of Regulations. This determination was reported to the 
Commission at the November 14, 2001 meeting in Los Angeles. 

Very truly yours, 

PETER M. DOUGLAS 
Executive Director 

DRAFT 

CHARLES LESTER 
District Manager 

cc: Jim Felton, Senior Planner 

• 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2001-118 

RESOLUTION OF THE MARINA CITY COUNCIL TO ACCEPT MODIFICATIONS Of A MENDl'vfENT< 
TO MARINA'S LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM (LAND USE PLAN AND IMPLEMEN1 A TION PLA>~ 
ADOPTED BY COUNCIL RESOLUTION NO. 2001 ~06 AS SOCIA TED WITH THE DEVf LOPNlENT 
THE HOLIDAY INN EXPRESS HOTEL 189 SEASIDE CIRCLE (BRUNO) AS APPROVED BY 
CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION OCTOBER 10,2001 

WHEREAS, on March 6, 2001, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 200 1·06 amending Ma{irta' s 
Coastal Program (LCP) (I) to incorporate amendments to the Marina General Plan into the 1 LCP).Land 
Plan to change the designation of the 1.56 acre site proposed for hotel development at the no: thekt corner 
Reservation Road and Seaside Circle from General Commercial to Visitor/Serving Comm ~rcial ~d (2\ 
incorporate amendments to the Marina Zoning Ordinance into the (LCP) Implementation Plar. tothange the I· 
or Open Space District and the R-1 or Single Family Residential District designations of portions 
proposed 1.56 acre site located in the former street right of way of Seaside Circle to PC or Plalm': i 

Commercial District; and 

WHEREAS, on October l 0, 200 l, the California Coastal Commission denied said amendmt !nts a-s 
by the City and instead approved said amendments if they are modified as suggested by the 
Commission in Attachment "A" to this resolution, and ' 

WHEREAS, in compliance with Section l355l.b.2. of the California Coastal Commission .~dminisrra!i, 
regulations, if the Coastal Commission suggests any modifications to amendments requested by 
jurisdictions said amendments become effective only upon the local jurisdiction's acc~ptance of 
modifications by resolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Marina City Council hereby accepts the nodificat]on.s :., , 
Marina's Local.Coastal Program amendment adopted by Council Resolution 2001-06 as iescribed 1r ,_L,,~ 

Attachment A to this resolution and transmits this action to the Coastal Commission to co limn the 
acceptance of these modifications. 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Marina City Council at their regular meeting he! d cr. 
October 16, 2001, by the following vote, with such action to take effect immediately aftt r the Califomi :, 
Coastal Commission's acknowledgement of the City's acceptance of said modifications: 

AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

H. GUSTAFSON, M. MORRISON, I. MEnT> 
McCUTCHON, J. PERRINE 

NONE 

B.~&k 
~e, Mayor • ~ ~r 
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ATTACHMENT A 

• Revise the City's 1982 certified Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan as f'llows: 

l.. Amend sect:ions 1 and 4 of the LUP definition of "primary habitat" in Exh:i.bi \: 
A as follows (additions unde~lined and bold) : 

! 

' Hab:it:at - Primary hab.it:at:: This term includes all ot t:he environmentall.y 
.~Pensieive habitat areas .in Marina. These are as follows: '' .. 

t ... 
l. Habitat for all ident.:ified plane and animal species wh:icb are r4r~. 
endan~ered, threatened, or are necessary tor the survival of an enaange~ed 
species. These species will be collectively referred to as ''rare .UJq ~ 
endangered.'' ·· 

4. Areas ocherw~se deticed as secoDdary habitae ebat have ac eap•c!ally 
valuable role .in an ecostst:em tor sec•:i.f::i.ve plant or u.imal l.if•, a!_E.,!t:er.m_.in~~ 
by a quali~.ied biologist aeeroved by the City. 

2. Amend LUP Planning Guidelines on page 10 a~ follows (additions unde~l~--~d 
~: 

• 

• 

Because si.te-spec:i..fic: seudy is needed i.n many areas before any development: ca.:· 
take place tbe following policies a~ly to all of tbe areas indiaat~d on the 
map or meeting tbe definitions ot Exhibit "A" [primary and second.:ry habit?.ci. 
as being potential habitats tor rare and endangered plants and ani~als. 

Primary habitat areas shall be protected and preserved agaic•t any sigai£~c~:~ 
cl.:i.sz:upt.ioA of babitat values aJ'ld only uses depe.ndetlt oc those rasouz:oces s.b~_J 

be allowed within those areas. All development muse be sited and d~~Pigoned so 
as not to interfere with the natural functions of sucb habitat areas. 
Management and enhancement opportunities should be incorporated ine~ use or 
development proposals; potential impacts shall be tully mitigated, ~d~~S 
tho assurance or long term mltigat.ioc and maintenance o£ bab!cae tb~ough tb~ 
use ot appropriate acreage replacement/restoration ratios for any u~avoid~ 
direct .impacts to habitat areas. 

Potential sec:ondary or 11upporr: hab.itar: areas to the primary habitats idenr:J.t::..,?,.,: 
on the site should also be defined. Secondary habitat invescigatio~ should 
include :ideneif:i.cation of the role and .importance of the secondary 11rea r:o the 
primary habitat area and should stress ehe impact of use or developnent in th~ 
secondary area on the primary habitat. All development in ~his area must be 
designed eo prevent signi.f:Lca.nt adverse impacts on the primazy habie:ar:. azec;s. 
In concert with State Law, City ordinances shall require env.ironmtmt::.al review 
and appropriate miti~ati.on of identified impacts for all developmene in the 
coastal zone, including the as•urance of long term mitigaeioc and m~~~~~E~ 
o£ habitat through tbe use ot appropriate acreage replacament/reseo~~~~~ 
ratios xor any di.rece impacts to habitat areas. • Revise the City's certified Local coastal Program Implementat1on Plan as follows; 
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l. . Amen~ the IP ~efinition of "primary habitat'' and corresponding Orlinanc~ 
17.04.3Sl. as follows a~oitions underlined and hold): 

l7.04.39l Hab.i.ta.t, pr.imary:. Tbis term includes all o£ the envirorm~:.:ca.Uy 
sensitive babitae areas in Marina. These are as follows: 

.1. Habitac for all i.denei.t.:i.ed plant and animal sped.es which are ra:r:a, 
endangered, threatened , or are necessary for the survival oE an ezdanqer$d 
species. These species will be referred to as ''rare and endangered.;' 

.t 
"• 

4. Areas otlu:rw..ise de£.:i.:aed as secondary habi f:al: t:hat: have an espec :f.&ll}:: 
valuable role :in &n ecos:r;st::em £or sens:! tJ.ve p~ant: or animal 1:l.£e, ~ s di!!"ti:~.t'l:!'..ir::_,~;:I 
by a quali£:Led biologist approved by the City. 

2, Amend t:he Implemeneaeion Plan and ~oning ordinances as necessary tc· incCt"f'OC~i t>?. 

the following new habitae mitigation :requirements: 

a_ Minimum Habitat J!:i.t:l.ga.t:l.on/Rest::orat:i.on Plan Requirements. A~ l direc_S,..~~':1 

potential impacts to primary and secondary habitats shall be fully m~c~~arz~. 
Approcriaee acreacre replacemene/reseoration ratios for any_ unavoid<bl.!L.f12:r.e:;:;; 
impacts eo habitat areas and buffer areas shall be &BElied to fu11:~I£E~~ 
idenciried hab:itat. Habitat: Restoration Plans shall be preeared ax:d' apcx:::>v~:.:~ 
erior eo .issuance of any grading or building; eermi es. I. 

b. Habitat Restoration Plan Requ:J.r~ene. All habitat: restoration, 
enhancement~ and/or buffering plans shall be prepared by a qualif.ir~d bioloSI:_L'L!. 
and where appropriate, with the assistance of a qualified hydrolog;~~~--~-=~ 
shall be developed in consultation with the Department of Fish and G~ne and 
U.s. Fish and Wildlife Service in cases where these agencies have · urisdic!j_£!L. 

The plans and t:be work encome_a.ssed in the elans sball be authoriz••d by a 
coastal development permit:. The permittee shall undertake develom1ent in 
accordance wi t:h t:he approved final plans. Any proposed changes to t:h!l' §.2!?£'?~ ,: 
final elans shall be reported to t:he City. No changes to the appr<~d fig~l 
plans shall occur without a City·aep~oved amendment:. 

The elements oE such a plan shall ae a minimum include: 

(a). A detailed site ;elan oE the entire habitat and buffer area w. th -~ 
topographic base map; 

(b). A baseline ecolog;ical assessment ot the habitat and buE£er a;·ea, 
including but not limited to, assessment of biological, ehrsical, ·~~~~~~~" 
criteria for the area; 

(c) Tb.e goals, objectives, performance standards, and success cri :eria ior __ t}!.1 
sir;e, including specific coverage and hes.leh standards for any are<ts to be 
elant:ed. Ae a minimum, explicit pe~for.mance standards £or v~etat.on, 
hydrolQ!ly, sediment:ati.on, waeer aual.it:y, and wildlife, and a clear schedul'! !i!L' 

procedure for determining whether they are met shall be provided. Any sue~ 
eerfo:rmance standards shall include i.denr::ificaeion of m.inlmum goal.; for <!'::'!S.: 
herbaceous species, .by percentage of eoeal plant.:f.ng:s and by percen :aae ot S:C';:;_·~

cover when defined success arir:e~.ia are met,- and specificat::i.on of 1!1:Lnumi,r;;x- .::::, 
years·aceive maintenance and mon:itor.:i.ng; will continue once success crit:~r.i.<J F-2~,;. 
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• 
met. All performance sr:andards shall state .in !iQ!ane.ifiable terms t:he leve] .. .?Ii:'~i 
extent of the attributes necessarY to reach the ~oals and objectiv~s . 
sustainabiliey of the att£ibutes shall be a. part of every standard. Each 
performance standard shall identify: (l) the attribute eo be achieved; (2~ 

the condition or level tba.e defines success; and (3) the period ov~r which 
success must be sustained. Tbe performance standards ~usc be specific to 
provide for the assessment of habitat performance over time throug~ 
.meas1.1rement: of habitat attributes and functions including, but: not limited to_,_ 
weelaDd vegetation, hydrology, and wildlife abundance. ' · 

I' 
(d) The final des.i~n, installa.tioQ, and management methods that wilt be used 
eo ensure t:.he .mitigation sit:e achieves. the defined qoa1s, objectives.(_ . . find 
performance standards; 

(e) Provisions for the full restoration of any impacts tha.£ are identified ac 
temporary necessa;Y eo install the restoration or enhancement elea.eats: 

(rJ !Jrovitd.ons tor submittal, within 30 days of cgmpletion or :i.n:i. tial (and 
subsemtent phases, ir any ot) restoration work, of "as built" pl•!£!! 
demonstrating that the restoration and enbanaemeot bas been established in 
accordance with the approved design and installation metbodsi 

(g) Provisions for a detailed monitorin~ program eo include at a m~n~m~ 
provisions for asgessin~ the initial biological and ecological status of thg 
zit:e. The assess.mellt: shall illclude an analysis of the attributes eliat will_.bf3: 
monitored purgyane eo the program, with a description of the methc:d:t for maidn·;,: 
that evalyjtion; 

(b) Provisions to ensure that the site will be promptly remediateg_fl • 
monitoring results indicate that the sit:e does not: meet: the goals, objecr::.ive.'!l. 
and performance standards identified in the approved mitigation pzogram ang 
provisions tor such remediation. If the final report: indicates tt.at the 
.mitigation project has bee unsuccessful, in pare, or in whole, based on th~ 
approved performance standards, the applicant shall submit a revised or 
supplemental mitigation program eo compensate for those portions cf che 
original program which did not meet the approved perform8nce seancards. 

(i} Provisions for submission a£ annual reports of monitoring results eo the 
City for the first: five years after all restoration and maintenance a.ceivit.ie:~ 
have concluded (including but not limited to watering and weedinsu unles~ 
weedinq is eart of an ongoing lon~ term .maintenance plan) and perlodic 
monitoring ~tter that time, beginning the first: year after submission ot the 
"as-bu.ilt:" assessment. Each report shall also include a ''Per£onriance 
Evalu.ae.ioll" section where :i.n£ormation and result:s from the monitadng pro~_E; 
are used eo.evaluate the status of the project in relation to the perto~£ 
standards. 


