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APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 2)
5. Decision being appealed was made by (check one):

O Planning Director/Zoning Administrator
City Council/Board of Supervisors
O Planning Commission
O  Other
6. Date of local government's decision: SePt 17,2018

7. Local government’s file number (if any): 627990

SECTION III. dentification of Other Interested Persons

Give the names and addresses of the following parties. (Use additional paper as necessary.)
a.  Mame and mailing address of permit applicant:

La Jolla Community Planning Association
PO Box 889
La Jolla, CA 92037

b. Names and mailing addresses as available of those who testified (either verbally or in writing) at
the city/county/port hearing(s). Include other parties which you know to be interested and
should receive notice of this appeal.

(1) ken Hunrichs 619-787-3372

) Yony Crisafi 858-869-2831

(3)

(4)



APPEAL ASTAL PE ECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 3

SECTION IV. Reasons Supporting This Appeal
PLEASE NOTE:

»  Appeals of local government coastal permit decisions are limited by a variety of factors and requirements of the Coastal
Act. Please review the appeal information sheet for assistance in completing this section.

«  State bricfly your reasons for this appeal. Include a summary description of Local Coastal Program, Land Use Plan,
or Port Master Plan policies and requirements in which you believe the project is inconsistent and the reasons the
decision warrants a new hearing. (Use additional paper as necessary. )

® This need not be a complete or exhaustive statement of your reasons of appeal; however, there must be sulficient
discussion for staff to determine that the appeal is allowed by law. The appellant, subsequent to filing the appeal, may
submit additional information to the stafT and‘or Commission to support the appeal request.

The La Jolla Community Planning Association finds that the application for the Substantial
Conformance Review to permit the constructed 30" high retaining wall is not consistent with the
Coastal Development Permit.

1) The approx. 30" concrete wall blocks a pre-existing access path identified in the LJ
Community Plan and Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan (page 148, Physical Access). The
path has been in existence since the 1940's.

2) It does not address the public's request to investigate improving ADA and emergency vehicle
access, and is inconsistent with the City's adopted Local Coastal Program (LCP).

3) This Committee cannot support the City Staff CEQA findings that there are no new impacts
due to this change. Access is clearly blocked.



PEAL FROM COAST 1ON OF LOCAL GO
SECTION V. Certification

The information and facts stated above are correct to the best of my/our knowledge.

Signature of A.Eilant[s} or Authorized Agent

Date: ]

Note: If signed by agent, appellant(s) must also sign below.
Section VI.  Agent Authorization
I/'We hereby

authorize

to act as my/our representative and to bind me/us in all matters concemning this appeal.

Signature of Appellant(s)
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APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Please Review Attached Appeal Information Sheet Prior To Completing This Form,

SECTION 1. Mﬂ

Nano: Kenneth L. Hunrichs
Muiling Addess: 8530 Springfield St
City: Zip Code: Phone:
San Diego, CA 92114 619 787 3372
SECTION 1L Decision Being Appealed

1. Name of local/port government:
City of San Diego
2. Bnef descnption of development being appealed:

Children's Pool Lifeguard Tower CDP # 5496886, Site Development Permit No.
540687 and Conditional Use Permit No. 927125 and the construction of a new
barrier wall blocking established coastal access across a beach access ramp.

3. Development's location (street address, assessor’s parcel no., cross street, etc.):
850 Coast Bivd, La Jolla, CA 92037

4. Description of decision being appealed (check one.): IBE

Approval; no special conditions OCT 07 201
[0  Approval with special conditions: CALFORNA
i COASTAL COM
[0 Denial SAN DEGO cnﬁs?@:cr

Note:  For jurisdictions with a total LCP, denial decisions by a local govemment cannot be
appealed unless the development is a major energy or public works project. Denial
decisions by port governments are not appealable.

JTO BE COMPLETED BY COMMISSION;
APPEAL NO: A-b-LIS-19-019%
DATE FILED: 10]7 /19
DISTRICT: San DjfED (bast



AP FROM AL IT DECISI AL GOVERNM 2

3. Decision being appealed was made by (check one):

[0 Planning Director/Zoning Administrator
[£]1 City Council/Board of Supervisors
O  Planning Commission
0  Other
6. Date of local government's decision: ~_September 17, 2019

7. Local government’s file number (if any): 627990

SECTION IIL

Give the names and addresses of the following parties. (Use additional paper as necessary.)
a. Name and mailing address of permit applicant:
City of San Diego, Dept. of Public Works

b. Names and mailing addresses as available of those who testified (either verbally or in writing) at
the city/county/pont hearing(s). Include other parties which you know to be interested and
should receive notice of this appeal.

M Joel Tracey
10408 Strathmore Dr.
Santee, Ca. 92071

2)

(3)

4



APPEAL FROM COASTAL FERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 3)

SECTION IV. Reasons Supporting This Appeal
PLEASE NOTE:

¢«  Appeals of local government coastal permit decisions are limited by a variety of factors and requirements of the Coastal
Act. Please review the appeal information sheet for assistance in complefing this sechon

»  State briefly your reasons for this appeal. Inclede & summary description of Local Coastal Program, Land Use Plan,
or Port Master Plan policies and requirements in which you believe the project is mconsistent and the reasons the
decision warrants a new hearing, (Use additional paper as necessary. )

¢ This need not be a complete or exhaustive statement of your rensons of appeal;, however, there must be sufficient
discussion for stafl to determine that the appeal is allowed by law. The appellant, subsequent 1o filing the appeal, may
submit addstional information to the staff and/or Commission 0 support the appeal request.

The following conditions in Coastal Development Permit No. 549686, Conditional Use Permit-
Section 126.0305. Site Development Permit - Section 126.0504 for the Children's Pool
Lifeguard Tower Project have not been met after the construction of a non-conforming barrier
wall blocking ramp access to the beach:

"(a) The proposed development will not adversely affect the applicable land use plan”.

"The existing plaza will be reconfigured to provide a ramp for emergency vehicles to the
beach . .."
(CDP No. 549686 Attachment 8, pages 1 & 3)

"The LICPLCP (La Jolla Community Plan, Local Coastal Program) also includes goals to
provide modemized public facilities that support recreational, safety and health related needs of
the residents and visitors to La Jolla."

"The proposed development will not adversely affect the community plan because it is
implementing the goal of improving existing beach access and enhancing public access to
facilitate greater public use and enjoyment of coastal resources .. ."

(CDP No. 549686 Attachment 8, page 3)

"Through project review, staff has determined there would be no erosional forces, flood hazards
or fire hazards. Therefore, the proposed development would minimally alter the site and would
not result in undue risk from geologic and erosional forces, flood hazards, or fire hazards".
(CDP No. 549686 Attachment 8, page 5)

"The proposed development will not encroach upon any existing physical access way that is
legally used by the public or any proposed public access way identified in the Local Coastal
Program land use plan in affect for the site”.

(CDP No. 549686 Attachment 8, pages6 & 7)

(Continued on attached pages)
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SECTION V. Certification
The information and facts stated above are correct to the best of my/our knowledge.

K 3% Sfowersstle

Signature of Appellant(s) or Authorized Agent

e OCtober 4, 2019

Note: If signed by agent, appellant(s) must also sign below.
Section VL. Auth n

I/'We hereby
authornize

to act as my/our representative and to bind me/us in all matters concerning this appeal.

Signature of Appellant(s)




APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Continued from appeal form page 3

“4. For every Coastal Development Permit issued for any coastal development between the nearest
Public road and the sea or the shoreline of any body of water located within the Coastal Overlay Zone
the coastal development is in conformity with the public access and public recreation policies of
Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act.”

“The proposed lifeguard station would have no direct impact on resources within the coastal zone, and
do not interfere with the public's right of access to the sea, the use of dry sand and rock coastal
beaches to the first line of terrestrial vegetation. The lifeguard station would encourage increased
recreational use of coastal waters and enhance public safety.”

(CDP No. 549686 Attachment 8, page 7)

10. "All of the conditions contained in this Permit have been considered and were determined
necessary to make the findings required for approval of this Permit. The Permit holder is required to
comply with each and every condition in order to maintain the entitiements that are granted by this
Permit."

(CDP No. 549686 Attachment 9, page 3)

A multi-purpose ramp provides improved access for all users

The beach access ramp to the sandy beach at Children's Pool was built sometime in the mid 1940's
according to available photographic evidence. The natural bluff was graded, filled and paved to create
a safe and convenient access to the protected beach at Children's Pool. Is was used for many years by
beach-goers, City lifeguards, maintenance personnel and their vehicles. It became the primary access
point to the beach since it avoided the very narrow, steep and now crumbling stairs to the beach.

The ramp was open and unrestricted for many years but at some time, perhaps during the construction
of the recently demolished lifeguard tower in the late 1960's, gates across the ramp and seawall
stairway were installed. Those gates were not closed and locked as a matter of routine except to
prevent access during high surf condition required restricting access for public safety. The beach access
ramp was locked closed because of a series of storms that washed away the lower portion of the
access ramp in the late 1970°s or early 1980's. An attempt to repair the damaged ramp was made in
the 1980's using an unsuitable fill material that caused the ramp surface to turn to slippery goo after
any rainstorm or ocean spray from high surf conditions.

The condition of the ramp was brought to the attention of the lifeguards, the Park and Recreation
Dept. and the San Diego City Councll several time in the past 35 years through complaints from visitors,
residents and community organizations. Instead of fixing the problem caused by storm damage and
improper fill material, the ramp was left to disintegrate over time.

This well used public beach access ramp had been ignored, neglected and the true purpose for the
ramp was forgotten. Only after a controversy arose over the use of Children's Pool beach was the
beach access ramp improperly characterized by some City officials as an "emergency vehicle only"
access ramp contrary to the Community Plan and Certified Local Coastal Program. This is not a ramp

5



APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Continued from appeal form page 3

for emergency use only or it would have been dearly labeled for that purpose just as the other
emergency ramp was in the Community Plan (page 148). An "emergency vehide access ramp" south of
Children's Pool carries that designation because it serves a different purpose than the beach access
ramp at Children's Pool

Although an exact date for the construction of the beach ramp at Children’s Pool is unknown,
photographic evidence shows it was in use by the public as early as the 1940’s. It is likely some type of
ramp was created during the construction of the seawall and stairway at the Pool. An early aerial photo
of the completed seawall from around 1931 shows the sluiceways in the wall still open and a ramp
down the bluff near the seawall stairway. Other photos in subsequent years show the beach-going
public using the ramp.

Now, with the likelihood that the stairs at Children’s Pool will need major repairs, the ramp becomes
even more vital to maintain access to the beach. Fortunately, repairs to the ramp are a simple, low cost
solution to maintaining public access to this beach.

In 2011 as public record act request was made of the Coastal Commission inquiring if a Coastal
Development Permit had been issued to close the beach access ramp. The response by the Coastal
Commission was there was no permit to close this beach access,

In August, 2014 Commissioner McClure requested a special condition as a part of the Children's Pool
Beach seasonal closure permit. The special condition was an amendment to the permit calling for
improvements to access to Children's Pool for disabled visitors. Although the applicant City claimed a
fully compliant ADA access ramp to the beach was not feasible, the need for better access remains. The
existing beach access ramp, when repaired, resurfaced and reopened would demonstrate “Reasonable
Accommodation” in the spirit and intent of ADA law and the Coastal Commission’s request to improve
coastal access for all visitors.

Perfect access must not be made the stumbling blocking for improved access especially where a
functional, multi-purpose, beach access ramp was a desirable permit condition for the Lifeguard Tower
Project. The non-conforming barrier wall makes that condition impossible.

WHAT IS A COASTAL ACT VIOLATION?

"When someone takes an action that is prohibited by or inconsistent with the conditions of o previously
issued permit. A coastal act violation occurs when actions discouraging public access to the coast (such

as the placement of fencing, gates or no parking/trespassing signs). *
Coastal mission Websit

DEVELOPMENT THAT IS INCONSISTENT WITH A PERMIT



APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Continued from appeal form page 3

“Any development that is inconsistent with the terms or conditions of a previously issued COP is a
violation of the Coastal Act. The terms or conditions attached to a CDP are incdluded because they are
necessary to ensure that the proposed development is consistent with the Coastal Act. Such conditions
might include a requirement to provide an easement that allows for public access to or along a beach
or nature trail; restrictions on future development that can occur on the property; or other measures
that protect coastal resources such as wisual resources, water quality, and the land and marine
enviranment of the area.” I mission W

Coastal Act section 30211

"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. "

Pertinent text of the Children’s Pool Trust (State Tidelands Grant)
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Section 1 of Chapter 937 of the Statutes of 1931 is amended to
read:

“fo) That said lands shall be devoted exclusively to public park, marine mommal park for the enjoyment
and educational benefit of children, 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;

{b) The absolute right to fish in the waters of the Pacific Ocean over said tidelands or submerged lands,
with the right of convenient occess to said waters over soid lands for said purpose is hereby reserved to
the peopile of the State of California.”

La Jolla Community Plan and Local Coastal Program (LICP/LCP)

The following passages are quotes from the La Jolla Community Plan adopted as part of the Local
Coastal Program for the City of San Diego. Each guote applies to the non-conforming condition at
Children’s Pool where the beach access ramp has been blocked.

“La Jolla will continue to be in touch with its past, recognizing that the preservation of its designated
historic sites and the odoptive reuse of its structures of historic significance reflect an earlier era in the
development of the community which will be permanently lost if left to deteriorate.”

(LICP/LCP page 2)

“Provide adeguate public facilities necessary to support the educational, recreational, safety and health
reloted needs of Lo Jolla residents including children, families and the elderly as well as providing for
the needs of visitors.”

7



APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Continued from appeal form page 3

"Enhance existing public access to the ocean, beach and park areas such as Ellen B. Scripps Park and
Kellogg Park along the shoreline in order to be of greatest benefit to neighborhood residents and
visitors to the community.”

(LICP/LCP page 5)

“to protect and enhance beach access, both visually and physically;
(LUCP/LCP page 9)

Children’s Pool Historic District

The La Jolla Children’s Pool Historic District, which includes the historic beach access ramp, is currently
nominated and under consideration for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.

“A survey to identify potentially historic structures is currently underway. Historic surveys should be
updated on a periodic basis per the Secretary of Interior’s Standards to encourage the conservation of
historic resources.”

(LICP/LCP page 18)

“A key component of odequate access is the maintenance of existing facilities including stairways,
pathways, ond parking areas. Accessways within or adjocent to dedicated City parks are maintained by
various City Departments.”

(LICP/LCP page 25)

“Enhance existing public access to La Jolla's beaches and coastline areas (for example La Jolla Shores
Beach and Children’s Pool areas) in order to facilitate greater public use and enjoyment of these and
other coastol resources.”

(LICP/LCP page 29)

“This plan identifies two types of physical access: lateral (movement along the shoreline) and vertical
(access to the shoreline from a public road). Public access at designated beach and

shoreline points hove been improved with the addition of stairways or ramps ot certoin points along the
coastline including Tourmaline Surfing Park, Linda Way, Bird Rock Avenue, Windaonsea Park, La Jolfa
Strand Park, Jones Beach, Coast Boulevard Park, Shell Beach, Scripps Park, Children's Pool and La Jolla
Shores Beoch.”

(UCP/LCP page 31)

“b. The City shall maintain, and where feasible, enhance and restore the shoreline areas such as Torrey
Pines City Beach, Coast Walk, Emerald Cove, Wipeout Beach and Hospital Point, along with the areas of
Scripps Park, Coast Boulevard Park, including Shell Beach and the Children's Pool, in order to benefit
present and future residents and visitors to these areas”

(UCP/LCP page 40)



APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Continued from appeal form page 3

“c. The City shall maintain, and where feasible, enhance and restore existing parking areas, public
stairways, pathways and railings along the shoreline to preserve vertical access (to the beach and
coast), to allow lateral access (along the shore), and to increase public safety ot the beach and
shoreline areas.”

“d. The City should ensure that new development does not restrict or prevent lateral vertical or visuol
access (as identified in Figure 9 and Appendix G) to the beach on property that lies between the
shoreline and first public roadway, or to and from recreational areas and designated public open space
easements,”

(UCP/LCP page 41)

“h. Where new development is proposed on property that lies between the shoreline and the first public
rogdway, preserve, enhance or restore existing or potential view corridors within the yards and
setbacks by adhering to setback regulations that cumulatively, with the adjacent property, form
functional view corridors and prevent an appearance of the public right-of way being walled off from
the ocean.”

(LICP/LCP page 46}

“I. Maintain, and, where feasible, enhance and restore oll existing steps aond poved access romps to
beach and shoreline parks, such as those at Marine Street Beach, Tourmaline Surfing Park and La Jolia
Strand Park, in order to increase public safety and vertical occess to these areas.”

(LICP/LCP page 47)

California Environmental Quality ACT (CEQA)

Blocking the beach access ramp has resulted in unidentified impacts to public safety, public coastal
access and the community plan that required mitigation under CEQA. The City conducted a very hasty
and flawed Substantial Conformance Review process that was decided with a predetermined outcome
before community groups could comment.

Environmental review looks at reasonably foreseeable impacts as a result of the project description,
Impacts can be direct, indirect and cumulative. Opposition to the City’'s SCR approval identified direct
impacts to public health, safety and welfare, coastal access and the community plan in closing the
ramp. Under CEQA, any identified impacts must be mitigated to below a level of significance, or the
approving body needs to adopt a statement of overriding considerations to explain why the project |s
proceeding without mitigation. The obvious mitigation is to re-open the ramp. The mitigation is
required and then becomes part of the project. The city neither provided mitigation nor an argument
on why mitigation was not possible. CEQA was completely bypassed here.
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August 28, 2011

John Leek
3090 Admiral Ave
San Diego, CA 82123

RE: Your Public Records Act Request dated August 21, 2011
Dear Mr. Leak:

Your above-referenced Public Records Act request dated August 21, 2011, and received by
the California Coastal Commission ("Coastal Commission”) on August 22, 2011, has been referred
to me for response. You have requesied records of a coastal development “permit to close and
lock the gate for the ramp at the west side of the lifeguard tower at Children’s Pool.”

Pursuant to the Public Records Act, Gowernment Code section 6250, et seq., a search was

conducted for the records you seek, but we were unable to locate any records responsive to your
ragquest.

Please contact me at (415) 904-5284 if you have any questions.







The seasonal closure of Children's Pool beach approved in CDP Mo. 6-14-0681
expires in August 2019. If the City intends to extend the closure and authorize
the development described above as part of the permit process, the City would
need to apply for a permit amendment in advance of the CDP expiration. Thus,
Commission staff expects an application from the City well in advance of August
2019. If the City determines that they do not want to continue the seasonal
closure, Commission staff will assess whether to direct the City to apply for a
separate permit to authorize the above development or otherwise address it. In
order to ensure efficient use of our limited staff resources, we are targeting the
permit amendment process to address this matter, and we look forward to
discussing this issue with you at that time.

We appreciate your concem and dedication to protecting public access at
Children’s Pool. If you have any guestions or concerns, please do not hesitate to
contact myself or Kanani Leslie.

Sincerely,

.

Marsha Venega®™
Enforcement Analyst

ool Deborah Lee, San Diego District Manager, CCC
Kanani Leslie, Senior Coastal Planner, Planning and Regulation, CCC
Helen Deisher, City of San Diego, Development Services Department
Jorge Acevedo, City of San Diego, Engineering Department
Daniel Daneri, City of San Diego, Parks and Recreation






























@ RAMP ERODING, HARMING BEARCH L.J.TIGHT 9-1-B8

_(jhiidren’s Pool .

ramp eroding;
harming beach

By BOBBIE JO LEE
Light Staff Writer 4=/~ §6
The La Jolla Town Council’s
Parks and Beacker Commilles
voled unanimeusdy to ask the City
far a stady of a varicy of seld-
tions to the peoblem of the
deelining esle of the Children's
Pogl access ramip,
. The hifue hinges on assihetics
andd safety, bul area lifeguards
say the crvironmont of the boach
flgelf iv slowly bearing negative
impacts lrom Uhe raap.
Lifeguard Joe Barnete 1old the
Aitg. 24 commitiee meeting the

prablems begaa in U982, sfter
miant swells washed owt the ex-
isting, moutly wphall ramp, The
ramp wis Uhen covered with *“10
to 1% truckloads af hard bae red
clay'® nnd a top layer of decom?
posed pranite,

He said the contlmeal beat of

. ihe ocean then “molched with

{hat red clay and tarmed 1t into &

‘herd, gtlaizons type af Nuad and -
made the red clay kiod of soeak -

ot loward the besch | fur-
ther. « Jbekbling vp lke & sirange
Pleats see RAMP, A2




| RAMP

Contlnned fram Al
brimd ol &l fnbo & maddy irnidions
kizd of sund.”

have an amocha-like red clay that
Is Borever ereepimg towurd the
beach amd laking §  ower,'t
Barnest old & reoenl eomaviites
meeting, sitemded by seversl city
officiale, “Now it becoming
part of the 1asd."

Barnett sabd 1he soluthon would
bs b remave the ramp, and ihis |y
e iagee. Some sren residonii
wnd Klfepuards. pant the ramp
remarved, others want 3 replaced
with something akin io concreie.
The commiile: voied usinimous-
Iy 1o have the ibaue extemsivey
shedied,

Mach of the commaniee's
Snevaiion wrped the sty 1o hire
“pupesi comanliamis™ Bui Terri
Carroll, head of 1o ey Parks
snd Recrestion  Depariment’s
Caastal Disivion, 1a5d tha sty hat
talled 13 vErioet peroas abaur
the fppoe mnd may consider emby
an “inhouse' leok 8L the
pichiem,

Commlites members spole of
health bazards 1o the public
becampe the ramap bs an “usiafs,
The gelatinous sccess muy cause
bathers b0 slip asd wheelchaire 1o
evertun. But Cerroll, cdber city
efficlale and a represniatdes
from Chiy Avoinsy Jobn Wints
office, siopped shor of promiss
g L commition 4 ARTWEr.

They dsked how <y aewi
could sccens the beach for remov-
Ing kelp mre ewergescy teams
terd 20 the Injmred? Cam the iy

AN 3 mMANY isyues;
wbere [ @0 casy snawer Lo Lhis
ong," mid DBl Corbetr, Wint's
supervisiag ltigmlen fa-
vesligacor, who sdded he did coa-
sl with “nalianal expedt," Dan
Gilliaps, formesly of the Califos-
ela Parki and Bosreathon Depart-
ment, He sald Qilliamn 1heres his
LQooemn.

Wy Mesd redction wad 19 just

u.r..u...n..’ i AT I

The ramp al the Children's Paol s decaying,
ward off perponal-injery lamsuits

et [ erode,” Corbell sald,
““Preople will pel used 1o having &
sigeper gradient there. I you take
Tt away imnmedialely, row ane go-
ing io have prople wheo mistaken
Iy ihomght, 'Well, we wend down
here before.” Youo'te goiag 1o
wind up with & problem. Owr
condtrn 1 e sale, potitive recoea-
lipual experience lor sveryone.'"

le reference 1o curreni
wheeichals-atesss peoblems, Core
bett aaked, “What b the probiem
of having & lifeguard lelp
|15 [

It batnore o duse ligs

T
He alto mentloned the nedensi-
Iy Fof emérgency mezedd,, Bul
Barmeit, lfeguard Mike O'Hare
and ares metiviar Tond Clisd all
snld emerpeacy teams would mot
need fo phynically being theic
irantperiation eede the beach
ituelf, : .
And the ever-growing, kelp
bedlsT -,
Barnett paid the lifeguards
comld easily mie the kelp, inta
plles an & perindic basiz, A solu.
tion city offisal 58l loagEtime
Childeen’i Paol protecior Daolly
Bray wrgued sgsinse, lesread,
they fald, a smaller soresy rusp
coold be - constrected for
removal. =
Dthess, sioch s Cianl and woem-
miltes chuirwoman Gayle Pate
suggeiied Cunplugping'” b bar-
riers mow i place in (e’ pdal's
sea wall. The holes in che hies of
ihe wall originally allowed wif.
chaning of ils beauk, dosfiis tie
barrior. They were plagped for
safety resiang and 1o gvaid ero.
sioa of the amp. aet




July 31, 2014

To Whom 1L May Concern,

During my tenure lifeguarding at the Children's Pool from 1969 ta 1989, the City of San Diega’s beach
cleaning team and the San Diego Lifeguard Service had cooperative relationship to ensure that the
beaches were safe and clean for the public.

The beach cleaning procedure was performed each Friday at the Children's Pool on aTegular basis and
also on an ‘as-called’ basis when the Lifeguards requested additional services. The Baja Road, (road
leading to the beach), was maintained diligently by the City of San Diego beach cleaning crew for two
different purposes: 1) for heavy machinery to access the beach for the purposes of removing kelp and
sand; and 2) for making it safer and easier for people with disabilities to get onto the Children's Pool
beach.

Al one instance, the City removed tons of sand from the Children's Fool Beach and placad it on the
ocean side of the Children's Pool wall in an attempt to maintain the water depth in the Children’s Pool
for purposes of safe swimming.

The above statement is a true and honest recollection of the reality of events between 1869 and 1989 at
the Children’s Poal.

Sincarely,
7 .
Joseph Barnetl

Retired Lifeguard
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