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HA M I L T O N  B I O L O G I C A L  
 
November 9, 2023 
 
 
 
Everett DeLano 
DeLano & DeLano 
220 West Grand Avenue 
Escondido, CA 92025  
 
SUBJECT: REVIEW OF COASTAL COMMISSION STAFF REPORT 
 APPEAL  A-6-DMR-22-0020, WATERMARK DEL MAR PROJECT 
 
Dear Mr. DeLano, 

Hamilton Biological is a consultancy specializing in field reconnaissance, regulatory 
compliance, preparing CEQA documentation, and providing third-party review of bio-
logical technical reports and CEQA analyses. In 2017, Hamilton Biological reviewed bio-
logical issues raised in the Draft EIR (DEIR) for the Watermark Del Mar Specific Plan 
project, located in the City of Del Mar (the City), San Diego County, California. A fol-
low-up letter, dated November 24, 2021, reviewed two subsequent biological reports, 
prepared by Merkel & Associates in 2018 and 2020. The City found the project to be con-
sistent with its certified Local Coastal Program (LCP) and issued a Coastal Develop-
ment Permit (CDP) that was appealed to the California Coastal Commission (CCC) on 
May 9, 2022. The CCC staff has now prepared a staff report dated November 2, 2023, 
recommending that the CCC deny the appeal because, in the opinion of CCC staff, no 
substantial issue exists with respect to the grounds on which the appeal was filed. This 
letter requests further consideration of selected items in the staff report. 

UNPERMITTED DUMPING OF GRAVEL BURIES WETLANDS AND PREVENTS 

THEIR NATURAL EXPRESSION 
The proposed development area is relatively flat, with a slight slope from southwest to 
northeast, such that the portion of the site near San Dieguito Drive is at lower elevation 
than the rest of the site. Because this part of the site is subject to periodic inundation, the 
land owner has repeatedly, and without a CDP, dumped large volumes of gravel on this 
part of the site, raising the elevation enough to prevent wetland conditions from devel-
oping there.  

Local resident Arnold Wiesel (pers. comm.) reports having observed trucks dumping 
gravel across the northern part of the property in early 2021. See Photo 1 on the next 
page. 
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Photo 1. View from the southern part of the property facing north toward the intersection of Jimmy Durante 
Blvd. and San Dieguito Drive, during a rain event on 10-25-21. The rectangular pool of rain water, its north-
ern limit forming an unnaturally straight line, demarcates the limit of where gravel was most recently 
dumped to raise the elevation of the northern part of the site.  Photo: Arnold Wiesel. 
 
The placement of any type of fill in a wetland is a “substantive change in site use or site 
conditions.” As noted in my previous letters, however, Merkel & Associates (2018:22) 
characterizes the dumping of gravel on this site as nothing more than a standard “dust 
control” measure: 

Since approximately 2003, the level unvegetated areas on the site have been used as overflow 
parking for the Del Mar Fairgrounds. During this time, portions of the site have been modified 
to support vehicle parking uses inclusive of dust control such as application of gravel, place-
ment of large boulders along the northern perimeter, and demarcation of parking spots with 
white chalk. [emphasis added in bold] 

The CCC staff report seems to accept this explanation—“dust control”—as the reason 
for spreading large volumes of gravel across the part of the site that naturally becomes 
wet and muddy. As Figure 1 shows, gravel is not spread across dustier part of the site, 
to the south. Figure 2, on the next page, shows a line of boulders that have effectively 
prevented a sliver of the site from being covered with gravel. Photos 1–3 show the 
coastal wetlands that have naturally developed along this line of boulders. 

Edge of gravel fill 
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Figure 2. Aerial image showing in 
yellow the line of boulders along 
the northeastern edge of the pro-
ject site, adjacent to San Dieguito 
Drive. 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
Photo 1. Showing Jaumea  

carnosa, an obligate wetland  
indicator plant species, growing 
along the line of boulders, out-

side of delineated wetlands,  
10-21-21. Note the large areas of 
gravel spread on both sides of the 

boulders to suppress the expres-
sion of coastal wetlands. 

  
Photo: Robert Hamilton. 

 
 

 
 
 
Photo 2. Standing water and  
Salicornia pacifica, an obligate 
wetland indicator plant, along 
San Dieguito Drive, on 11-7-17. 
The water was not associated 
with any recent rains. Gravel is 
evident in the upper left and 
lower right corners of the  
image.  
 
Photo: Robert Hamilton. 
 

 
 
 

Jaumea carnosa 
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Photo 3. Distichlis spicata, 
a facultative wetland indicator 
plant species, growing in  
standing water north of the  
delineated wetlands along San 
Dieguito Drive, 10-21-21. The 
water was not associated with 
any recent rains.  
 
Photo: Robert Hamilton 
 

 

 

My 2017 review letter specifically called out and photographed these unambiguous in-
dicators of coastal wetlands, yet Merkel & Associates did not complete any wetland 
data sheets along the line of boulders when they revisited the wetland delineation in 
2018 and 2020.  

My 2021 review letter again documented standing water and obligate wetland plants in 
this same part of the site, far north of the delineated wetland boundary, but these obser-
vations have also been ignored without explanation.  

On what basis has Coastal Commission staff determined that the documented occur-
rence of unambiguous coastal wetlands, consisting of obligate wetland-indicator plants 
growing in standing water, occurring well outside the delineated wetland boundary, 
fails to constitute a substantial issue for appeal of the project’s CDP? 

Page 12 of the staff report summarizes the situation as follows: 

Operations of the parking lot have included intermittent dumping of gravel on the site as a 
form of dust control and to maintain parking conditions. The applicant has stated that while 
it did not receive a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) for the gravel placement from the 
City, gravel placement avoided the onsite coastal brackish marsh. In 2016, the City issued an 
Administrative Design Review permit for the installation of parking pay machines on the site. 
The City determined that installation of these machines was exempt from CDP requirements. 

Although the entire flat portion of the site has been used for parking, the periodic 
dumping of gravel without a CDP has been required “to maintain parking conditions” 
and for “dust control” only in the muddy northern part of the site, not the dry and 
dusty southern part. This is because “maintain parking conditions” and “dust control” 
appear to be euphemisms for “bury coastal wetlands and prevent their expression.”  
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Neither the Merkel reports, nor the CCC staff report, has attempted to explain why 
standing water and obligate wetland vegetation exists along the line of boulders be-
tween the project site and San Dieguito Avenue.  

Page 16 of my 2021 letter contained the following specific recommendation to deter-
mine the extent to which unpermitted dumping of gravel has altered the site’s natural 
hydrology. 

To address the relevant questions unanswered by Merkel & Associates (2018, 2020), I rec-
ommend that geotechnical site testing be conducted to determine how far down gravel fill 
has penetrated native soil across the northern part of the site. On November 24, 2021, I spoke 
with Torin Ng, Staff Engineer at Associated Soils Engineering, Inc., in Signal Hill, CA 
(http://www.associatedsoils.com/). Mr. Ng indicated that such an investigation could be read-
ily conducted by drilling down through the gravel-filled area and drilling into the nearby 
wetlands that have not been subject to fill. By comparing the results, a geotechnical engineer 
could evaluate the extent to which the northern part of the site has been artificially raised by 
the repeated placement of fill over the years. He estimated that his company could complete 
such an investigation and report for a cost of approximately $4,000 to $5,000. 

I continue to believe that this type of detailed investigation is needed to provide a valid 
basis for determining the true extent of Coastal Commission jurisdictional wetlands on 
this heavily altered site.  

CONCLUSION 

I appreciate the opportunity to provide this further review of the ongoing and proposed 
actions on this site. Please call me at 562-477-2181 if you have questions or wish to fur-
ther discuss any matters; you may send e-mail to robb@hamiltonbiological.com. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Robert A. Hamilton, President 
Hamilton Biological, Inc. 
http://hamiltonbiological.com   

http://www.associatedsoils.com/
http://hamiltonbiological.com/


November 13, 2023 

California Coastal commission VIA EMAIL 
San Diego Coast District 
7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103 
San Diego, CA  92108 
SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov 

RE: Appeal No. A-6-DMR-22-0020, Watermark 

Dear Coastal Commission: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Watermark Project at the southeast 
corner of Jimmy Durante Boulevard and San Dieguito Road in the City of Del Mar.  As a 
member of the San Dieguito River Park Joint Powers Authority for more than 20 years, and the 
former San Diego County Supervisor for District Three, I am surprised by the staff 
recommendation of “No Substantial Issue” for this project.  

Watermark proposes the construction of a 50-unit apartment building on a project site that 
is 125 feet from the San Dieguito River Wetland Restoration Project.  I personally advocated for 
Wetland Restoration Project for decades.  It is disappointing the staff is not recommending a de 
novo hearing on the coastal development permit for this large project on a sensitive site.  The site 
contains a floodplain, wetland, steep slopes, and environmentally sensitive habitat.  Many of the 
bird species that inhabit the San Dieguito River Wetland Restoration Project roost and nest in the 
trees found on the project site.  The staff report states the project will implement a mitigation 
measure limiting construction during the nesting season; yet no such measure is a condition of 
the only discretionary permit issued for this project, the City’s coastal development permit.  With 
a finding of “No Substantial Issue” the Coastal Commission cannot add the special conditions 
necessary to protect the bird species that use this project site. 

I am asking you to vote No on the motion to determine the project raises no substantial 
issue and set a de novo hearing on the Watermark hearing at a future hearing.  Thank you for 
your consideration of my request. 

Sincerely, 

Pam Slater-Price 
1757 Grand Ave. 
Del Mar, CA  92014 



 
 
November 13, 2023 
 
California Coastal commission     VIA EMAIL 
San Diego Coast District 
7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103 
San Diego, CA  92108 
SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov 
 

RE: Appeal No. A-6-DMR-22-0020, Watermark 

Dear Coastal Commission: 

 Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Watermark Project at the southeast 
corner of Jimmy Durante Boulevard and San Dieguito Road in the City of Del Mar.  As a 
resident who lives within 1000 feet of this project, I have questioned over the years how there is 
no impact here with regard to water table and wetlands issues. Any studies that were done had to 
date from the depth of the drought years in southern California.  At present the level of the 
nearby lagoon is much closer to historical norms.  And with El Nino and sea level rise coming, 
who knows what to expect.   It would seem prudent to send this project back for another 
groundwater study in order to be sure it will stand the test of time.  

 Del Mar absolutely needs more housing.  But we don’t need something that is going to be 
plagued with undermining because of a misunderstood level of groundwater so close to the site.  

 Please vote “No” on the motion to determine the project raises no substantial issue and 
set a new hearing on the Watermark in the very near future.  Thank you in advance for your 
consideration. 

      Sincerely, 

      <signed> 

      John W Spelich 
      2143 David Way 
      Del Mar, CA  92014  
       





Alan C. Wittgrove MD, FACS 
          

                          12865 Pointe Del Mar Way 

                Suite 130 

               Del Mar, CA   92014  

               Phone: 858.350.4700       

     FAX: 858.350.4710 

 

  Dear Chairperson and Commissions, 

 Re: - Appeal Id Number:  N A-6-DMR-22-0020,Watermark 

  Due to the late notice of this meeting and over a holiday weekend and the distance of 

the meeting we write to you instead of appearing in person. This letter represents 93 

concerned residents who walk by the iconic and beautiful bluff on this property 

numerous times per week on our way to the adjacent lagoon trail. We are seriously 

concerned that the proposed project will completely destroy the bluff and hide what 

remains behind a 48-foot block of concrete. We urge the Commissioners to see this sight 

for themselves prior to this massive development.  

This project has never had a Public Hearing. Its height and FAR are in excess by 

four-fold what the LCP allows. It cuts and hides a natural Coastal Bluff with nesting 

herons and Egrets in large mature Torrey Pine trees.  

This property is surrounded by sensitive, protected lands, two lagoons, crest canyon 

and coastal bluffs all in the coastal zone.  

 

Our Community Plan co-authored by Del Mar resident David Keeling (father of the 

Keeling Curve) was designed to protect all these sensitive lands and their habitats for 

so many rare and threatened species. The noise and nightlight that this huge project 

would produce will have an adverse impact on our rare, threatened, and endangered 

species who nest here there. 

 

 The City Council had no choice but to approve high density multi-family housing in 

the North Commercial zone adjacent to the San Dieguito Lagoon and its wetlands.  

 

They depended on the assurance that Del Mar's Community Plan and its Certified 

Local Coastal Program (LCP) would continue to protect all of the precious, natural 



resources in and around Del Mar for our residents, millions of annual visitors and 

generations to come. 

 

The project under appeal asked for waivers and concessions that violate the terms of 

the LCP:  

 

• 48 foot height instead of the LCP'a 14-foot height to protect a natural coastal bluff 

on both parcels and public views of those bluffs from the west.  

 

• 129% FAR (interior square feet) instead of the LCP's 30% to protect open spaces 

and public views.  

 

• Grading and cutting into the coastal bluff 50 feet from wetlands on the parcels 

rather than abiding by the LCP to protect the toe of the Bluff and Bluff integrity. 

Nowhere in Del Mar is this allowed.  

• The project will place 48- 6-foot-tall air conditioning units on the roof and thus 

bring the roof to 54-foot height by Del Mar's reckoning. The noise from this 

equipment will be a mere 10 feet from the nesting Egret birds and interfere with 

other bird’s flight pattern to the lagoon.  

 

 Del Mar residents increased the protection of the LCP when the City Council approved 

the state-mandated density increase on these parcels. This was discussed at a recorded 

City Council meeting in March 2021.  They relied on the state laws recognizing that they 

deferred to the Coastal Act. 

There IS a substantial issue -- the project conflicts with our LCP terms that were designed 

to protect the sensitive wetlands, bluffs, lagoons, and chaparral in Del Mar.  

 

This picture was taken on my walk 

this morning (13 November 2023) 

and we have not had rain in Del Mar 

for weeks!  This clearly shows the 

degree of wetlands involved in this 

project.  They have tried to cover this 

up.  Is the Coastal Commission not 

mandated to protect the coast and 

related wetlands? 



 

 

Please vote NO on the Coastal staff recommendation that there is no substantial issue, 

and thus place a de novo hearing on a future calendar. 

 

Respectfully, 

 Del Mar Hillside Resident 

 

 

 

Alan C. Wittgrove, MD, FASMBS, FACS, Diplomate of the American Board of Obesity 

Medicine 

 

 



A-6-DMR-22-0020 Correspondence: 
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1140 South Coast Hwy 101 
          Encinitas, CA 92024 
          Tel   760-942-8505 
           Fax  760-942-8515 
           www.coastlawgroup.com 
 
 
 
November 10, 2023 
         VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 
         stephanie.leach@coastal.ca.gov 
Stephanie Leach 
Coastal Planner 
California Coastal Commission 
7575 Metropolitan Drive 
Suite 103 
San Diego, CA 92108 
 
 RE: Appicant’s Response to Staff Report for Watermark Del Mar Appeals 
  Appeal No. A-6-DMR-22-0020 

Item F8a, November 17, 2023 
 
Dear Ms. Leach: 
 

Coast Law Group, LLP represents Watermark DM, L.P., applicant in the above-referenced 
appeals (“Watermark”). Watermark has worked diligently over many years to address a multitude of 
questions and concerns raised by Coastal Commission staff and other stakeholders. As a result, what 
is now before the Commission is a much refined housing and restoration proposal with signficant 
community and environmental benefits (including meaningful affordable housing near the coast and a 
substantial habitat restoration component). As such, we strongly support the recommendation that 
the Commission find “no substantial issue” on appeal. 

 
Understanding the unique background and approval of the Watermark project at the local level 

will help contextualize the appeals. In 2013, after failing to meet affordable housing requirements of 
its 4th Cycle housing element, the City of Del Mar committed to the State of California Department of 
Housing and Community Development (“HCD”) that it would rezone the Watermark properties to 
provide for “by right” development at a density range of 20-25 du/ac within 12 months of adoption of 
the 2013-2021 Cycle Housing Element. The City ignored the requirement entirely.  

 
By mid-2020, after 7 years of trying to work collaboratively with the City of Del Mar staff, elected 

officials, and the community on a specific plan for Watermark that would support the density proposed 
in the adopted housing element, it became clear many in the City had no real intention of facilitating 
much needed affordable housing. Notwithstanding the housing element rezone mandate, 
homeowners and elected officials alike voiced opposition to the project’s density and proximity to the 
nearby well heeled neighborhood. One hurdle after another was placed in front of the applicant, with 
virtually no appreciation for its numerous concessions attempting to reach consensus with all 
stakeholders. The applicant’s reward for its efforts was repeated delays and an ever-increasing list of 
unrealistic demands.  
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Thus, in October of 2020, Watermark notified the City it would be abandoning the unsuccessful 

specific plan process and instead intended to pursue approval of the project pursuant to California 
Government Code section 65583(g)(1). Under this provision the City: 

 
“…may not disapprove a housing development project, nor require a conditional use 
permit, planned unit development permit, or other locally imposed discretionary permit, 
or impose a condition that would render the project infeasible, if the housing 
development project (A) is proposed to be located on a site required to be rezoned 
pursuant to the program action required by that subparagraph and (B) complies with 
applicable, objective general plan and zoning standards and criteria, including design 
review standards, described in the program action required by that subparagraph.” 

 
Despite the many years of work completed on the Watermark specific plan, including publication of a 
Draft Environmental Impact Report and multiple public workshops and hearings before the Plannig 
Commission, Design Review Board, and City Council, because the City had failed to rezone the 
property within the timeframe required by the housing element, the City was legally obligated to 
process Watermark as a “by right” project with no exercise of discretion permitted. The City approved 
Watermark’s Administrative Coastal Development Permit (CDP21-005) on April 19, 2022. The current 
appeals were shortly thereafter filed on May 9, 2022. 
 
 The Commission’s staff has done a thorough and commendable job responding to every issue 
raised by appellants, and there is nothing to be gained by repeating the points here. Suffice it to say, 
staff’s determination of “no substantial issue” is supported by well-reasoned expertise and evidence 
in the record, and is deserving of approval by the Commission.  
 

The City of Del Mar has for too long failed to appreciate and meet its responsibility to provide 
a range of affordable living opportunities in proximity to coastal resources, and the Watermark project 
is an important aspect of compliance with longstanding State requirements. 
 
 Watermark representatives will be available at the upcoming hearing to answer any questions 
Commissioners might have, and we respectfully request that they agree with the staff’s 
recommendation and find “no substantial issue” raised by the appeals. 
 
     Sincerely, 
 
     COAST LAW GROUP, LLP 
 
 
     Marco A. Gonzalez 
     Attorney for Watermark DM, L.P. 
CC: Clients 
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FW: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8b - Appeal No. A-6-ENC-
23-0024 (Beacon’s Beach Parking Lot, Encinitas)

SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Wed 11/8/2023 7:28 AM
To: Leach, Stephanie@Coastal <stephanie.leach@coastal.ca.gov> 

----Original Message-----
From: Annewc <annewc@cox.net>
Sent: Tuesday, November 7, 2023 5:41 PM
To: SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Subject: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8b - Appeal No. A-6-ENC-23-0024
(Beacon’s Beach Parking Lot, Encinitas)

I am in complete 100% support for Watermark - Del Mar project.
I have lived in Del Mar for decades and think this will be a beautiful, necessary addition to our
community!

Sent from my iPhone
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FW: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-
DMR-22-0020 (Watermark DM, L.P., Del Mar)

SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Wed 11/8/2023 7:29 AM
To: Leach, Stephanie@Coastal <stephanie.leach@coastal.ca.gov> 

 
From: Cindy Burns <cindyjburns@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 7, 2023 8:03 PM
To: SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Subject: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-DMR-22-0020 (Watermark
DM, L.P., Del Mar)
 
I’m in support of the Watermark Del Mar project which offers affordable housing opportunities
within a wealthy coastal community. 
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FW: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-
DMR-22-0020 (Watermark DM, L.P., Del Mar)

SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Tue 11/7/2023 3:24 PM
To: Leach, Stephanie@Coastal <stephanie.leach@coastal.ca.gov> 

From: Tony Cassolato <outlook_14E9E3608CB0F94C@outlook.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 7, 2023 3:20 PM
To: SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Subject: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-DMR-22-0020 (Watermark
DM, L.P., Del Mar)
 
I am in full support of the Watermark project. It is a beau�ful project and supplies affordable housing to a City
that is in desperate need of this income level of housing. It will be a great asset for the City of Del Mar.
Tony Cassolato
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows
 

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986
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FW: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-
DMR-22-0020 (Watermark DM, L.P., Del Mar)

SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Wed 11/8/2023 7:30 AM
To: Leach, Stephanie@Coastal <stephanie.leach@coastal.ca.gov> 

 
From: GARRETT CHAN <gchanrn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, November 7, 2023 9:59 PM
To: SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Subject: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-DMR-22-0020 (Watermark
DM, L.P., Del Mar)
 
Re: Please deny this Appeal
 
Dear Commissioners,
 
I have been coming to the Del Mar community for many years and have worked in nearby
Sorrento Valley until September 2023.  I would have loved to be able to afford to live in Del
Mar.  However, the housing market is unaffordable for me as a registered nurse.  The appeal by
the Hillside Community Association and Jill Schultz would reduce the number of affordable
housing units in an incredibly wealthy neighborhood.  Therefore, I urge the Coastal Commission
to deny the appeal to allow for more affordable housing in the Del Mar community.
 
Respectfully,
 
Garrett Chan, RN
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FW: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-
DMR-22-0020 (Watermark DM, L.P., Del Mar)

SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Wed 11/8/2023 7:32 AM
To: Leach, Stephanie@Coastal <stephanie.leach@coastal.ca.gov> 

-----Original Message-----
From: Robert Fleet <fleet.robert@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 4:37 AM
To: SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Subject: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-DMR-22-0020
(Watermark DM, L.P., Del Mar)

Hello,

My name is Robert Fleet.   I’m a long time resident and business owner in Del Mar.   I believe Watermark
is a much needed project for our community as it provides much needed housing stock and at a lower
than average price point in a community that has very limited affordable and attached product.   Please
deny the appeal and approve Watermark!

Respectfully,

Robert Fleet

Sent from my iPhone
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FW: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-
DMR-22-0020 (Watermark DM, L.P., Del Mar)

SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Wed 11/8/2023 7:32 AM
To: Leach, Stephanie@Coastal <stephanie.leach@coastal.ca.gov> 

1 attachments (2 KB)
Legal Disclaimer.txt;

 
From: Seiber, Stephen <stephen.seiber@ubs.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 6:24 AM
To: SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Subject: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-DMR-22-0020 (Watermark
DM, L.P., Del Mar)
 
Deny the appeal on the watermark project. I am in support of affordable housing opportuni�es within
wealthy coastal communi�es.
 
 
 

 
Stephen J. Seiber | Senior Vice President | Wealth Management
UBS Financial Services, Inc. | The Seiber Group
1200 Prospect Street, suite 100 La Jolla, CA 92037
(P) 858-551-9403 (F) 888-584-2642
www.UBS.TheSeiberGroup.com stephen.seiber@ubs.com
 

http://www.ubs.theseibergroup.com/
mailto:Nichole.adams@ubs.com
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FW: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-
DMR-22-0020 (Watermark DM, L.P., Del Mar)

SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Wed 11/8/2023 7:51 AM
To: Leach, Stephanie@Coastal <stephanie.leach@coastal.ca.gov> 

-----Original Message-----
From: Joseph Vettel <joe.vettel@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 7:45 AM
To: SanDiegoCoast@Coastal <SanDiegoCoast@coastal.ca.gov>
Subject: Public Comment on November 2023 Agenda Item Friday 8a - Appeal No. A-6-DMR-22-0020
(Watermark DM, L.P., Del Mar)

We need affordable housing in every community in San Diego - this project provides some of that
affordable housing    Please approve  

Sent from my iPhone
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