
NOTICE OF MEETING 
CITY OF PACIFIC GROVE 

BEAUTIFICATION AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION 
MEETING AGENDA 

4:00 p.m., February 19, 2019 
Council Chambers – City Hall – 300 Forest Avenue, Pacific Grove, CA 

1. Call to Order – 4:00 PM

2. Roll Call
Beautification and Natural Resources Commission Board Members:  Jeanie Anton (Chair), Thom 
Akeman, Kelly Terry, David Myers, Lindsay Jacob, Colleen Goldsmith, Rebecca Lee

3. Approval of Agenda
4. Approval of Minutes

a. Approval of December 18, 2018 Meeting Minutes (Attachment 1)
5. Items Requiring Action

a. Election of Officers - Jean Anton
6. Public Comments

a. Written Communications
b. Oral Communications

Comments must deal with matters subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission that are not on the Agenda. 
Comments from the public will be limited to three minutes and will not receive Commission action. Whenever 
possible, letters should be submitted to the Commission in advance of the meeting.

7. Presentations
a. Pacific Grove Butterfly Sanctuary-Nick Strong

8. Reports Not Requiring Action
a. Council Liaison Announcements

Reference: Councilman Nick Smith
b. Public Acknowledgment

9. Unfinished/Ongoing Business
a. Update from Plastics Subcommittee - Jean Anton (Attachment 2)
b. Update Black Oyster-catchers - Milas Smith (Attachment 3)
c. Update George Washington Park Subcommittee - Thom Akeman (Attachment 4)

10. New Business

11. Commissioner’s Reports

12. Staff Announcements
a. Perkins Park Weed Abatement-Daniel Gho

13. Items for Next Agenda
a. Midway Island Birds-Jan Loomis

14. Adjournment: This meeting is open to the public and all interested persons are welcome to attend. The City of 
Pacific Grove does not discriminate against individuals with disabilities and meetings are held in accessible 
facilities. A limited number of devices are available to assist those who are hearing impaired. If you would like to use 
one of these devices, please contact the Community Development Department at (831) 648-3183.



1. CALL TO ORDER AT 4 PM.

2. ROLL CALL

Beautification and Natural Resources  Commission Members:  Jeanie Anton (Chair), Dave Myers, 

Thomas  Akeman, Lindsay Jacob, Kelly Terry, Colleen Goldsmith.  Absent:  Claudia Vierneisel 

3. Approval of Agenda

Unanimous approval of agenda. 

4. Approval of Minutes

Approval of October 16, 2018 minutes. 

5. Public Comments

a. Written Communication:

1. Lisa Ciani regarding Storm Water Forum.

2. Karin Locke regarding trees in development areas and Ohlone, including suggestions for Chase

Park.

b. Oral Communications:

1. Lynn Mason updated BNRC on 12/9/2018 and 12/16/2018 count of cigarette butts and overfilled

debris in and around trash receptacles, with remarks regarding lack of city maintenance.

2. Lisa Ciani commented on Storm Water Forum and requested summary follow up report by Milas

Smith at next BNRC meeting.

6. Presentations:  none

7. Reports Not Requiring Action:

a. Chair Anton announced that the new BNRC liaison is City Council member Nick Smith who was not

present.

b. Public Acknowledgement:

Chair Anton acknowledgement of Amy Colony (Volunteer Coordinator) commending three super

volunteers: Lynn Mason, Susan Pierszalkowski and Debbie Kenwood. Announced Don Mothershead

MINUTES
CITY OF PACIFIC GROVE
BEAUTIFICATION AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION 
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 
4:00 p.m., Tuesday, December 18, 2018

Attachment 1



 will be honored as Citizen of the Year at March 2019 event. Further commented on outgoing City  

 Council members Ken Cuneo, Rudy Fischer and Bill Peake, with welcome to new Mayor Bill Peake 

 and City Council members Amy Tomlinson, Joe Amelio and Jenny McAdams. 

8. Reports Requiring Action: none

9. Unfinished/Ongoing Business:

a. Dan Gho reported that email notifications were sent to 168 Pacific Grove residents to follow up

on requirements of tree permit to replant a tree.  Emails sent end of November and noted last

mailing was August 2016.  Responses by 37 confirmed tree re -plantings, 19 emails bounced back,

and another 7% responded with no specific detail. Dan proposed follow up emails after January 1st.

Public and Commissioner comments were made regarding updates to code enforcement and num- 

        ber of email responses. 

b. Dan Gho provided information regarding the Shoreline Management Plan and strongly encouraged

everyone to go to the www.pgshoreline.org web site to participate and stay informed.

On Saturday February 2, 2019 the first public meeting is scheduled regarding the "SMP" and it is

anticipated that a total of 3-4 meetings will be conducted. To date, 300 residents have indicated

interest in attending and Community Center is tentatively scheduled for first public meeting.

c. Public and  Commissioner comments regarding website and concern that timing of work will not

disturb wildlife. RFP includes language regarding "low impact" for repairs and planting per Dan Gho.

10.New Business:

a. Milas Smith reported on single use plastic ordinance and noted City of Monterey has updated their

municipal code with approval by city council  upon 3rd reading.  Pacific Grove to update and align

city code concerning single use plastics.

b. Public Comment:

Colleen Ingram noted Monterey ordinance to commence April 2019 and Sustainable PG would

like to offer support and assistance to BNRC.  Chair Anton noted that Monterey has paved a way



 forward with Commissioner comments regarding  changes to what is considered "recyclable" 

 in trash/recycle bins and remarks concerning both composting at home and how compostibles are 

 treated by Waste Management. The Plastics sub-committee plans to meet prior to next BNRC 

 meeting. Milas Smith commented on goal to make city events such as Good Old Days and Feast  

 of the Lanterns zero waste. 

11.Commissioner Reports:

a. Commissioner Akeman noted that Washington Park sub-committee to resume meeting. Fencing for

Harbor seals set up in late March 2018 and expectation of similar dates for 2019.

b. Chair Anton noted that 12 new coastal signs "Please Protect our Shoreline"  have been installed

with more signs needed as  evaluation of efficacy determined.  Milas Smith brought example of

new signage.  Commissioner comments regarding bike/pedestrian confusion on recreation trail

and whether scooters will be prohibited on sidewalks.

12 .Items for Next Agenda to include summary presentation by Milas Smith on Stormwater forum. 

      Future March agenda to include update to second mass emailing regarding tree re-planting. 

13 .Adjournment at 4:55 pm. 



Chapter 11.98 
REDUCTION OF SINGLE-USE PLASTICS AND PAPER CARRYOUT BAGS 

Sections: 

11.98.010    Purpose and findings. 

11.98.020    Definitions. 

11.98.030    Ban on plastic bags and charge for single-use carryout bags. 

11.98.040    Implementation. 

11.98.050    Enforcement. 

11.98.010 Purpose and findings.

(a) It is the intent of the city of Pacific Grove in amending enacting this chapter to eliminate the common

use of plastic single-use plastics,carryout bags, to encourage the use of reusable products bags by

consumers,vendors, restaurants,  and retailers, and to reduce the consumption of single-use plastics

bags in general. It is the further purpose of this chapter that by promoting compostable materialsreusable

bags it will further the city’s overall waste reductions goals as may be amended from time to time by the

state of California.

(b) The city of Pacific Grove finds that the addition of this chapter to the municipal code qualifies as a

regulation for the protection of natural resources and the environment as defined by the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). [Ord. 14-015 § 2, 2014].

11.98.020 Definitions.

For the purposes of this chapter, the following definitions apply: 

“Exempted uses” means those point-of-purchase or delivery sales that have received a special 

exemption, through the community and economic development director or the director’s designee, 

allowing single-use bags. 

“Plastic bag” or “plastic carryout bag” means a single-use carryout bag of any size that is provided at 

point of sale to customers by a retail establishment. Plastic bags include both compostable and 

noncompostablenon-compostable carryout bags. 

“Recycled paper bag” is defined as a bag that contains no old growth fiber and a minimum of 40 100 

percent post-consumer recycled content, is 100 percent compostablerecyclable, and has printed in a 

highly visible manner on the outside of the bag the words “compostableReusable” and “Recyclable,” the 

name and location of the manufacturer, and the percentage of post-consumer recycled content. 

Attachment 2 
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“Restaurant” is defined as an establishment doing business in the city of Pacific Grove whose principal 

business is the sale of prepared food for consumption either on or off premises, which includes a 

restaurant, cafe, bakery, food cart, delicatessen, or catering truck. 

“Retail establishment” or “retail store” means all sales outlets, stores, shops, vehicles, or other places of 

business located within the city of Pacific Grove that operate primarily to sell or convey goods directly to 

the ultimate consumer. Restaurants, as defined herein, are exempt from the requirements of this chapter. 

Also exempt from the requirements of this chapter is prepared food sold at grocery and convenience 

stores’ food counters. 

“Reusable bag” means any bag with handles that is specifically designed and manufactured for multiple 

reuse, and is either: (1) made of cloth or other washable woven fabric; or (2) made of durable material 

that is at least 4.0 mils thick that can be cleaned or disinfected at least 125 times. A reusable bag may be 

made of recyclable plastic such as high density polyethylene (HDPE), low density polyethylene (LDPE), 

or polypropylene. 

“Single-use carryout bag” is defined as a bag, other than a reusable bag or recycled bag, provided at the 

check stand, cash register, point of sale, or other point of departure for the purpose of transporting food or 

merchandise out of the establishment. Single-use carryout bags do not include bags, a maximum size of 

11 inches by 17 inches, without handles, provided to the customer to (1) transport produce, bulk food or 

meat from a product, bulk food or meat department within a store to the point of sale; (2) hold prescription 

medication dispensed from a pharmacy; or (3) segregate food or merchandise that could damage or 

contaminate other food or merchandise when placed together in a bag. [Ord. 14-015 § 2, 2014]. 

11.98.030 Ban on plastic bags and charge for single-use carryout bags.

(a) No retail establishment shall provide plastic carryout bags to customers at the point of sale, except as

permitted in this chapter.

(b) No city of Pacific Grove contractors, special events promoters, or their vendors, while performing

under contract or permit, shall provide plastic carryout bags to customers at the point of sale.

(c) Single-use paper carryout bags provided to customers shall contain a minimum of 10040 percent post-

consumer recycled paper fiber and must be compostable as defined by the Monterey Regional Waste

Management Districts compostable definition.recyclable in the city of Pacific Grove’s curbside recycling

program. 

(d) Retail establishments shall charge a minimum 10-cent fee for each single-use paper carryout bag

provided to customers at the point of sale. Retail establishments shall keep annual records of paper bag



distribution to be made available to the community and economic development director or designee upon 

request. From time to time, the city may review the annual records of paper bag distribution to ensure the 

effectiveness of these regulations. 

(e) The charge imposed pursuant to this chapter shall not be charged to customers participating in the

California Special Supplemental Food Program for Women, Infants, and Children, the State Department

of Social Services Food Stamp program, or other government-subsidized purchase programs for low-

income residents.

(f) The ban on single-use plastic bags and the charge for single-use paper bags do not apply to plastic or

paper bags used to protect produce or meat, or otherwise used to protect items as they are put into a

carryout bag at checkout. Other examples or exemptions include: paper bags to protect bottles, plastic

bags around ice cream or other wet items, paper bags used to weigh candy, paper pharmacy bags, or

paper bags used to protect greeting cards.

(g) Retail establishments are strongly encouraged to make reusable bags available for sale to customers

at a reasonable price.

(h) Retail establishments shall indicate on the customer transaction receipt the number of paper carryout

bags provided, and the total amount charged. [Ord. 14-015 § 2, 2014].

11.98.040 Implementation.

The city shall make available a copy of this chapter, or a link to this chapter on the city’s website, to every 

new retail establishment that applies for a business license. [Ord. 14-015 § 2, 2014]. 

11.98.050 Enforcement.

(a) Beginning March 1, 202015, violations of this chapter may be enforced in accordance with

Chapters 1.16 and 1.19 PGMC.

(b) The city’s code compliance program shall be responsible for enforcing this chapter and shall have

authority to issue citations for violations.

(c) Anyone violating or failing to comply with any of the requirements of this chapter shall be guilty of an

infraction.

(d) The city attorney may seek legal, injunctive, or any other relief to enforce the provisions of this

chapter.

(e) The remedies and penalties provided in this chapter are cumulative and not exclusive of one another.
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(f) The city may inspect any restaurant, cafe, bakery, food cart, delicatessen, or catering truck vendor’s

premises to verify compliance.

(g) Violation of this chapter will be considered a public nuisance. In addition to any other remedies or

penalties that may be available, any violation described in the preceding paragraphs shall be subject to

abatement by the city, as well as any other remedies that may be permitted by law for public nuisances,

and may be enforced by an injunction issued by the superior court in a civil action, based upon a showing

by the city that said violation exists. [Ord. 14-015 § 2, 2014].

Chapter 11.99 
FOOD PACKAGING 

Section: 

11.99.010    Definitions. 

11.99.020    Prohibited disposable food service ware. 
11.99.030    Required biodegradable, compostable, or recyclable disposable food service ware. 

11.99.040    Exemptions. 

11.99.050    Enforcement. 

11.99.060    Penalties. 

11.99.010 Definitions.

Unless otherwise expressly stated, whenever used in this chapter the following terms shall have the 

meanings set forth below: 

“Affordable” means that a biodegradable, compostable or recyclable product may cost up to 15 percent 

more than the purchase cost of the nonbiodegradable, noncompostable or nonrecyclable alternative(s). 

 “ASTM standard” means meeting the standards of the American Society for Testing and Materials 

(ASTM) International Standards D6400 or D6868 for biodegradable and compostable plastics, as those 

standards may be amended. 

 “Biodegradable” means the ability of organic matter to break down from a complex to a more simple form 

through the action of bacteria or to undergo this process. 

“City contractor” means any person or entity that has a contract with the city for work or improvement to 

be performed, for a franchise, concession, for grant moneys, goods and services, or supplies to be 

purchased at the expense of the city. 

Comment [MS1]: This entire paragraph needs to 
be updated. 

Comment [MS2]: Again removed entirely of 
updated substantially.  
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“City facility” means any building, structure, park, open space, or vehicle owned and operated by the city, 

its agents, and departments.. 

“Compostable” means all the materials in the product or package will break down, or otherwise become 

part of usable compost (e.g., soil-conditioning material, mulch), in 1 month.a safe and timely 

manner. Compostable disposable food service ware must meet ASTM and the Monterey Regional 

Waste Management Districts standards for compostability and any bioplastic or plastic-like product must 

be clearly labeled, preferably with a color symbol, to allow proper identification such that the collector and 

processor can easily distinguish the ASTM standard compostable material plastic from non-ASTM 

standard compostable materialsplastic. 

“Disposable food service ware” means single-use disposable products used in the restaurant, vendor, 

food acrt, or food truck, and food service industry for serving or transporting prepared ready-to-consume 

food or beverages. This includes but is not limited to plates, straws, cups, lids, or utensils bowls, trays and 

hinged or lidded containers. This does not include single-use disposable items such as straws, cups lids, 

or utensils, nor does it include single-use disposable packaging for unprepared foods. 

“Food provider” means any vendor located or providing food within the city which provides prepared food 

for public consumption on or off its premises and includes without limitation any store, shop, sales outlet, 

restaurant, grocery store, super market, delicatessen, catering truck, food cart, special events vendor, or 

vehicle, or any other person who provides prepared food; and any organization, group or individual which 

regularly provides food as a part of its services. 

“Person” means an individual, business, event promoter, trust, firm, joint stock company, corporation, 

nonprofit, including a government corporation, partnership, or association. 

“Polystyrene foam” means and includes expanded polystyrene which is a thermoplastic petrochemical 

material utilizing a styrene monomer and processed by any number of techniques including, but not 

limited to, fusion of polymer spheres (expandable bead polystyrene), injection molding, form molding, and 

extrusion-blow molding (extruded foam polystyrene). The term “polystyrene” also includes clear or solid 

polystyrene which is known as “oriented polystyrene.” 

“Prepared food” means food or beverage prepared for consumption on the food provider’s premises, or 

elsewhere using any cooking or food preparation technique. This does not include any raw uncooked 

meat, fish or eggs unless provided for consumption without further food preparation. 



“Recyclable” means any material that is accepted by the city recycling program, including, but not limited 

to, paper, glass, aluminum, cardboard and plastic bottles, jars and tubs. Recyclable plastics comprise 

those plastics coded with the recycling symbols Nos. 1 through 5. 

“Retail food establishment” shall include, but not limited to, any place where food is prepared to include 

any fixed or mobile restaurant, food truck or food cart, drive-in, coffee shop, public food market, produce 

stand, special event vendor, or similar place which food or drink is prepared for sale or for service on the 

premises or elsewhere. 

“Special events promoter” means an applicant for any special events permit issued by the city or any city 

employee(s) responsible for any city-organized special event. [Ord. 08-010 § 4, 2008]. 

11.99.020 Prohibited disposable food service ware.

(a) Food providers within the city may not provide prepared food in any disposable food service ware that

contains polystyrene foam or is not compostable.

(b) Disposable food service ware that contains any material other than compostable or polystyrene foam

is prohibited from use in all city facilities.

(c) City contractors in the performance of city contracts and special events promoters may not provide

prepared food in disposable food service ware that contains polystyrene foam, or plastics.

(d) It shall be a policy goal of the city that business establishments located outside the city shall not

package any nonfood product in any package which utilizes polystyrene foam, both block polystyrene or

packaging peanuts, or purchase, obtain, keep, distribute or sell for home or personal use, or give, or

otherwise provide to customers any packaging which utilizes polystyrene foam. The city shall promote

and encourage, on a voluntary basis, the elimination of all single use plastics, and polystyrene foam

packaging. [Ord. 08-010 § 5, 2008].

11.99.030 Required biodegradable, compostable, or recyclable disposable food service ware.

(a) All food providers within the city utilizing disposable food service ware shall use

biodegradable, compostable or recyclable products., This includes but is not limited to plates, napkins,

straws, cups, lids, or utensils bowls, trays and hinged or lidded containers unless there is no affordable

alternative available as determined by the designated official (see term “affordable” defined in

PGMC 11.99.010) and an exemption has been granted in accord with PGMC 11.99.040. 



(b) Food providers are encourage to may charge a “take-out fee” to cover the difference in if any

additional costs are incurred.

(c) All city facilities utilizing disposable food service ware shall use products that are

biodegradable, compostable or recyclable..

(d) City contractors and special events promoters utilizing disposable food service ware shall use

biodegradable, compostable, or recyclable products while performing under a city contract or permit.

[Ord. 08-010 § 6, 2008].

11.99.040 Exemptions.

(a) No exemption shall allow for the use of recyclable, or polystyrene foam disposable food service ware.

(b) The city manager, or his or her designee, may exempt a food provider from the requirement set forth

in PGMC 11.99.030, Required biodegradable, compostable, or recyclable disposable food service ware,

for a period not to exceed 12 months per request upon the food provider showing, in writing, that this

chapter creates an undue hardship or practical difficulty not generally applicable to other persons in

similar circumstances. The city manager shall confirm the decision to grant or deny each exemption in

writing; the city manager’s decision shall be final.

(c) Each exemption request shall set forth all information necessary for the city manager to make a

decision, including but not limited to documentation showing factual support for the claimed exemption.

The city manager may require additional information.

(d) The city manager may approve an exemption request in whole or in part, with or without conditions.

(e) Foods prepared or packaged outside the city and sold inside the city are exempt from the provisions

of this chapter. Purveyors of food prepared or packaged outside the city are encouraged to follow the

provisions of this chapter as it is a policy goal of this city to eliminate the use of single use plastics and

polystyrene foam for packaging unprepared food.

(f) Polystyrene foam coolers and ice chests that are intended for reuse are exempt from the provisions of

this chapter. [Ord. 08-010 § 7, 2008].

11.99.050 Enforcement.

(a) Violations of this chapter may be enforced in accordance with Chapters 1.16 and 1.19 PGMC. The city

manager, or his or her designee, shall be responsible for enforcing this chapter and shall have authority

to issue citations for violations.
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(b) The city officer is authorized to establish regulations or administrative procedures to obtain

compliance with this chapter.

(c) Anyone violating or failing to comply with any of the requirements of this chapter shall be guilty of an

infraction.

(d) The city attorney may seek legal, injunctive, or any other relief to enforce the provisions of this

chapter.

(e) The remedies and penalties provided in this chapter are cumulative and not exclusive of one another.

(f) The city in accordance with applicable law, may inspect any vendor or food provider’s premises to

verify compliance.

(g) Food vendors shall state that they are in compliance with this chapter on their annual business license

renewal forms. [Ord. 08-010 § 8, 2008].

11.99.060 Penalties.

Violations of this chapter shall be enforced as follows: 

(a) For the first violation, city manager shall issue a written warning to the food provider specifying that a

violation of this chapter has occurred and which further notified the food provider of the appropriate

penalties to be assessed in the event of future violations. The food provider will have 30 days to comply.

(b) The following penalties shall apply for subsequent violations of this chapter:

(1) A citation imposing a fine in the sum of $2100.00 for the first violation that occurs more than 30

days after the warning issued pursuant to subsection (a) of this section. In lieu of payment of the

fine, the person cited may submit receipts to the city manager that demonstrate the purchase,

following the service of the citation, of at least $2100.00 worth of biodegradable, compostable, or

recyclable products appropriate as an alternative disposable food service ware for the items, which

led to the violation. Upon such proof the city manager may dismiss the citation.

(2) A fine in the sum of $4200.00 for a violation that occurs after issuance of the citation referenced

in subsection (b)(1) of this section, and that is more than 60 days after the warning issued pursuant

to subsection (a) of this section.



(3) A fine in the sum of $9500.00 for the third and each subsequent violation which occurs after

issuance of the citation referenced in subsection (b)(1) of this section, and that is more than 90

days after the warning issued pursuant to subsection (a) of this section.

(c) Food providers who violate this chapter in connection with commercial or noncommercial special

events, as that term is defined by PGMC 11.99.010, shall be issued a citation imposing fines as follows:

(1) A fine of $200.00 for each event of one to 50200 persons;

(2) A fine of $8400.00 for each event of more than 50200 but less than 400 persons;

(3) A fine of $1600600.00 for each event of more than 400 but less than 600 persons;

(4) A fine of $1,400000 for each event of more than 600 persons. [Ord. 09-005 § 19, 2009; Ord. 08-

010 § 9, 2008].
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CITY OF PACIFIC GROVE 
Public Works Department 

Mitigation Measures for the Safeguard of 
Black Oystercatcher Nests  

June 27, 2018 

Policy: 

The City of Pacific Grove intends to assist with the California Black Oystercatcher, (BLOY) 
Project for up to (3-4) areas located along the Pacific Grove coastline.  The City will provide 
selective nonstructural measures in coordination with Central Coast Black Oystercatcher group. 
No other materials or devices are to be utilized, i.e., rope, cation tape, etc.   

• Approved educational signs, quantity of 6-8 total (Attachment 1)
• Traffic-A-Frames, quantity 3-5 total  (Attachment 2)

No action will be taken for sporadic BLOY presence at all identified BLOY locations outside of 
the May through July critical nesting time frame.   

If Black Oystercatchers begin to nest on rocky outcroppings, where human effect may be 
detrimental to the BLOY, during the protection period, the city will agree to the temporarily 
posting of educational signs and may provide other non-structural materials to assist with nest 
protection to the BLOY project group liaison.   

Action Plan: 

1. BLOY group to notify the City of the plan and actions that will be taken to protect
a BLOY nest.

2. Designate "first responders", who may be city employees. They will be trained as
to methods that can be used to post public notices.

3. In the event of verified nests, first response will be to take direct action to deter
negative human affect for the critical nesting time frame.

4. Any and all monitoring, reports, etc. will be at the sole discretion of the BLOY
project group.

BLOYs which hatch on city property at a protected outcropping 

Attachment 3 



1. In the event of a birth(s) at a previously protected city outcropping the determent
activities shall change to protection for the fledgling period in conjunction with the
May through July period.

2. Protection of BLOY with chicks could include:

a. The above mentioned educational signage, and traffic-a-frames to help
educate the public.

b. Enlistment of BLOY volunteers where necessary.
c. Use of various other interested group docents to explain the nesting

viewing sites and the nature of the mothers and their chicks.



DO NOT ENTER 
IMPORTANT NESTING AREA 

TEMPORARY POSTING 

Trespassers Are Subject to Penalties Under State Law 

Help Save our coastal Birds. Disturbance by people, pets or vehicles can result in nest 
abandonment and death of young birds. 

Attachment 3 



 

 

Draft report to the Beautification and Natural Resources Commission 
 from the George Washington Park Subcommittee 

Feb. 19, 2019 
  
The City Council in April 2018 asked the city’s Beautification and Natural Resources 
Commission and the Recreation Board to recommend a course of action for the 
renovation of George Washington Park. A former council member had proposed making 
the park more “user friendly” by clearing and renovating it as neighbors suggested. 
 
The Recreation Board already had a subcommittee looking at changes that might be 
made in the 4.3-acre recreational area of the park along Sinex Avenue (Zone 1 in a 
schematic map used in the park’s master plan, Photo 1). The BNRC formed a 
subcommittee and we talked with the Recreation Board and its subcommittee and 
decided the playgrounds and picnic areas in the recreational area should be left to them 
while we concentrate on the parts of the park reserved for natural resources (Zones 2, 3 
and 4, generally along Alder Street and Melrose Avenue to Short Street. Photo 1).  
 
The natural area includes 80% of the park - 15.7 acres – that has been treated 
separately since the city bought the 20-acre woodlands from the Del Monte Properties 
Co. in 1925. The BNRC subcommittee has some concerns about Zone 1 too, 
particularly trees and some of the usage changes suggested publicly, and we will detail 
those later in this report. Here is a summary of our work to this point and 
recommendations we hope the BNRC will approve and pass along to the City Council.   
 

The Review 
 
The BNRC subcommittee reviewed the George Washington Park Master Plan the 
council adopted Sept. 6, 2000, after 12 years of studies, reviews, planning and public 
hearings. That was a park-wide plan that called for massive weeding, replanting and 
trail definition. But it required money and lots of volunteers, neither of which emerged so 
the plan was soon sent to the basement storage room and ignored for years.  
 
We don’t want to repeat that. So instead of new studies and a big plan, we propose 
smaller projects in specific sections that might be manageable, requiring less money 
and fewer volunteers. If such projects continue year after year, they should have 
cumulative results in time that would achieve more of what the city wants. Annual 
reviews would encourage progress, add details and provide opportunities for necessary 
adjustments.     
 
Our subcommittee conducted several walk-throughs of the park by ourselves and 
variously with the Rec Board subcommittee, the city arborist, Public Works grounds 
supervisor, and a Monterey Audubon member who leads bird tours and surveys in 
Washington Park.  
 

 
 



 

 

The Surprise 
 
We were pleasantly surprised to find that Washington Park is still healthier that 
some people may think. We saw native plants (Photo 2) that have survived while 
much of the ground cover has become invasive rattlesnake grass (Briza maxima) 
(Photo 3). We found native pines reseeding (Photo 4) the forest floor with sprouts in 
some places not yet trampled too much. We saw 81  birds of 22 different species – 
from hawks to chicadees -- during an afternoon walk in the park (Photo 5). We saw 
deer with fawns, something that hadn’t been reported in Washington Park the past few 
years. And we saw more prime wildlife habitat than we expected, maybe a fourth of 
the total park.  
 
We also noticed that the main trails (Photo 6) Public Works widened and clarified with 
wood chips a few years ago have cut down on the number of unwanted paths made by 
single wanderers who roam through the grass and brush, trampling new growth and 
compacting the soil.  
 
And we met a couple of neighbors who regularly carry in water for small trees in the 
park, and another couple who go through the park with trash bags and grabbers to pick 
up what others have left behind.  
 
Many of the older trees have fallen or been blown down by storm winds, pine pitch 
canker and drought, which are still survival threats, and several coast live oaks don’t 
look healthy. But the park still has the appearance of a natural woodlands. It is the 
appearance of an aging woodlands in decline, but it still displays the natural beauty of 
trees in various stages of life (from sprouts to decaying logs) and houses some of the 
wildlife that depend on the woods. 
 
Some people have described the park appearance as derelict and neglected, calling for 
for log removal and mowing to clean it up. But the BNRC subcommittee strongly 
disagrees with that characterization and suggestion. We certainly recommend more 
control of human misuses and invasive grasses, and propose much more restoration 
work.  
 
We would generally like to change the concepts of “renovation” to those of 
“preservation.” If the City Council is required to amend the Master Plan or take any 
formal action, we would recommend changing the official name of the park to 
“George Washington Park and Nature Preserve” in order to make clear that the bulk 
of this park is intended to preserve natural resources that once filled the city, not be 
maintained as a recreational playground. George Washington Park is now the least 
manipulated of the natural areas left in Pacific Grove and takes up less than one-tenth 
of 1% of the city’s land mass. Surely that’s not too much to try to preserve for future 
generations to see.  
 

 
 



 

 

 
Our Recommendations 

 
This is what the BNRC subcommittee recommends for Washington Park, in this order: 
 
 1 - Some of the thickets and brush scattered through the park is such prime 
wildlife habitat (Photo 7) that it should be left alone as much as possible. That’s 
what supports much of the bird life that has made the area popular, provides nesting 
area for deer and other mammals, and adds to the overall natural beauty and intrigue of 
the woodlands.  We haven’t precisely mapped it, but it could cover at least a fourth of 
Zones 2, 3 and 4. (Excessive trimming with weed-eaters and chain saws a few years 
ago resulted in a notable loss of birds, deer and wildlife for the next year or two. That’s 
contrary to what should be done in a nature preserve.)     
  
 2 – The city is interested in trying goats in Washington Park to clear the 
ground and our BNRC subcommittee is intrigued with the idea. But since we know of 
no cases where goats have been used in a nature preserve, we recommend limiting 
this to a test area at first so we can see how grazing impacts a preserve.  
 
` Still, the concept can get complicated. The city arborist has suggested trying 
goats about April, when the invasive rattlesnake grass is fully grown but not yet seeding. 
That makes sense. But birders warn resident birds are nesting on the ground in spring 
and summer, generally between March 1 and July 31, so they recommend waiting until 
August to remove ground cover. The subcommittee thinks there is one section of the 
park, a 3 to 4-acre section in the southwestern corner, which might accommodate both 
concerns. It has sparse vegetation and very little wildlife habitat, newly planted trees 
already protected by wire fencing, and it includes the old monarch butterfly site that has 
been lifeless for years while butterfly experts have talked about restoring it. That might 
be a good place to experiment with goats to see what they eat and what they leave 
behind. Other areas of the park in similar condition are smaller.  
 
 We can walk the area or stake out the lines we envision. We recommend leaving 
a green buffer between the baseball field and the nature preserve so bare ground won’t 
attract wandering feet that could trample the soil and prevent revegetation. From such 
buffer on the southern end, the western side of the grazing line would run up Melrose 
Avenue to a point across from 520 Melrose, then turn east (along someone’s foot path) 
towards Spruce Street. About 80 feet inside the park, there is a well-defined, north-
south foot trail that could serve as part of the eastern border.  We would turn south on 
that trail, go down about 80 feet (to protect good habitat and some young trees), then 
extend the grazing map east to the main north-south trail, the one covered with wood 
chips, and turn it south to the green buffer zone.   
 
 3 – If goats are used, we recommend planting new native plants on the cleared 
ground before the ground is trampled and compacted. Perhaps the city’s volunteer 
coordinator could organize a group of gardeners for that and work out the details, or 
designate a volunteer to do so. Since the park has no running water, the volunteers 



 

 

would have to be willing to carry in the water needed to get the new native plants 
established. This might also be a first step in updating the last park-wide vegetation 
study, which was done in 1992 as part of the work for the Master Plan. 
 
 On a recent walk, we observed Douglas Iris, seaside painted cup, coast morning 
glory, lace lichen, ceanothus (California lilac), California blackberry, poison oak, dune 
buckwheat, wild cucumber, wood mint and California buttercup growing in the park.  
 
 If there is enough interest from gardeners, civic groups or other volunteers, 
perhaps natives could be planted after every clearing, or in small areas where hand-
pulling is feasible.  
 
 4 – We also recommend planting large numbers of Monterey pine trees late 
in the fall or early winter, shortly before normal rains. We have tentatively identified a 
section in the northwestern corner of Pine and Melrose for the first planting this year. It’s 
an area that has lost many of the older pines in recent years. Public Works has a water 
tank that could be set up temporarily so volunteers could water the new trees regularly 
for a year or two. The number of trees planted could depend on the length of the hose 
from that tank. Perhaps a civic group would help plant. The trees could be purchased 
from a native plant nursery or started from pine cones collected in the park.   
 
A recent history of tree planting in Washington Park: In the early 1990s, EcoCorps volunteers gathered pine cones in the park, 
extracted the seeds and germinated them in backyard greenhouses. They subsequently planted about 750 native pines in 
Washington Park. Unfortunately, pine pitch canker swept into the area soon afterwards destroyed many of them. An informal survey 
20 years later found about 10% of the EcoCorps plantings survived.  
 In 2007, after Washington Park trees were called to City Council attention, the city had an Arbor Day event and about 150 
adults and children planted 200 pine seedlings bought from a native plant nursery. But no one organized follow-up watering so 
almost all of those new plants failed.  
 From 2009-2013, neighbors planted 300 to 350 pine seedlings both started from seeds and purchased from native plant 
nurseries. They were watered more regularly by water carried into the park but they’ve had to deal with realities such as droughts, 
diseases, people and dogs trampling them, bigger trees and limbs falling on them, deer cutting them while sharpening horns,, and 
vandals. Only about 10% of them survive today. 
 
 5 – We recommend routine trimming, cleaning and improvements concentrate 
on and along established trails to minimize the individual wandering that disrupts the 
natural environment and compacts soil so it can’t reseed. Wood chips have proven 
effective for defining trails and we recommend the city continue to use them even more 
so. The city has also placed logs (rearranged downed trees) to help define main trails 
and restrict poorly advised walking paths and we recommend that practice continue.  
 
 6 - Poison oak, which is a native plant some birds actually require, is also 
proving effective in helping keep people and dogs on the designated trails. We 
recommend the city trim it only along and near the designated trails if needed and 
otherwise leave it alone to serve as natural “fencing.” At Point Lobos, state parks 
officials actually transfer poison oak to areas where people shouldn’t be.  
 
 7 - We recommend annual reviews to track the progress and consider changes 
or redirection, possibly by the BNRC. We also strongly recommend repeating Nos. 3 
and 4 above at least annually in different sections of the park for at least 10 years. That 
should get the restoration started.  



 

 

 
Related Issues 

 
Some residents have recently expressed concerns about wildfire potential in Pacific 
Grove, including Washington Park. We are not fire experts, but we wonder if those 
concerns took into account the ongoing fire prevention measures the city takes in the 
wooded park. For example, dead or dangerous trees along the perimeters have been 
cut down routinely to keep them from falling on passing people, cars, power lines along 
the street or nearby houses. Wide strips are mown around the sides of the park each 
year that would provide a fire break. And Calfire crews have gone through the park 
twice in the past five years with chain saws and weed eaters to cut ground cover and 
trees to reduce fuel. (The most recent cutting was more severe than previous ones and 
removed much of the wildlife habitat that had supported ground-nesting song birds and 
assorted wildlife for decades. The park was notably quieter and nearly deerless for 
more than a year after the natural thickets were cut back. That’s certainly not the kind of 
extreme cutting and clearing the BNRC subcommittee would recommend if this is 
supposed to be a nature preserve. It’s hard to imagine the green thickets could be 
considered a major fire hazard.)   
 
About a fourth of Washington’s Park natural area is prime wildlife habitat, while 
smaller thickets are scattered throughout the park. They are utilized regularly by birds 
and other wildlife. They complicate methods of clearing the invasive grasses but can be 
fenced or flagged if necessary. 
 
As an example, here is a list of birds Rita Carratello observed on an afternoon walk through the park: 1 red-shouldered hawk, 1 
Western gull, 1 Eurasian collared-dove, 2 Anna’s hummingbirds, 15 acorn woodpeckers, 2 hairy woodpeckers, 1 black phoebe, 1 
Hutton’s vireo, 2 American crows, 4 violet-green swallows, 4 chestnut-backed chickadees, 2 oak titmouses, 10 bushtits, 12 pygmy 
nuthatches, 4 brown creepers, 2 Bewick’s wrens, 8 European starlings, 10 dark-eyed juncos, 2 song sparrows, 1 California towhee, 
2 spotted towhees, 4 house finches.  
 
Not all dead trees are hazardous, maybe especially those inside a nature preserve 
that aren’t likely to fall on people in the park. It’s hard to imagine why those trees 
shouldn’t be left to fall on their own, whenever they will, so woodpeckers can drill holes 
in them. The woodpeckers fill the holes with acorns that later feed them and complex 
communities within the ecosystem (Photo 8). Tall snags left behind when trees are 
removed (as encouraged by the city tree ordinance) are for the same thing. (When there 
are no dead or dying trees around, no snags or wooden utility poles, woodpeckers 
sometimes drill their holes in the eaves of nearby houses.)   
 
Once trees fall or are blown down by winds, they should be left on the ground as much 
as possible. They will decay in time and enrich the soil for future generations of trees. 
A walk through the park will show trees that have fallen over the years in a variety of 
stages of returning to soil, a nature lesson in itself.  
 
There also are some recently sprouted or planted Monterey pines in the park that 
should be left alone (other than watering, if necessary) so they have a chance to grow 
into the majestic pines the Monterey Peninsula is famous for.    
 



 

 

In other words, we recommend preserving the nature in the park as best we can 
while trying to restore trees and native plants that were once there.   

 
Zone One 

 
The city’s Recreation Board is the proper group to make recommendations for the 4.3-
acre portion of Washington Park used as a recreation and picnic area. But the BNRC 
subcommittee has looked at a couple of the proposals made before this review started 
and would like to weigh in.  

Youth baseball supporters proposed enlarging the Little League field that was build 
about 1970 to accommodate older players in Pony baseball. They said such a facility 
might attract games from around the region and generate fees for the city. The numbers 
we heard would move the existing ballfield perimeters into the park by 29 to 38 feet. We 
believe that would require removing 21 to 27 trees (Photo 9), many of them healthy 
oaks. (It would also require moving retaining walls and reconfiguring the major picnic 
area.) Our subcommittee thinks it would be unreasonable to remove so many healthy 
trees in a woodlands park when there is an existing Pony baseball field just 2 blocks 
away at 17 Mile Drive and Short Street. It is our view that the city needs to preserve as 
many trees as possible and pick up the replanting schedule that was promised in 2012 
as mitigation for the revised tree ordinance.  

Besides the tree issue, the idea of enlarging the baseball field to collect new fees might 
be considered “commercial development.” If so, the proposal conflicts with the 
provisions in a 1948 initiative and might need to go to the voters for approval.  

There was also a proposal for a bicycle jump area that we didn’t fully understand. 
Regardless, it seems contrary to the 2000 master plan that recommended banning 
bikes from the park. The tires can cause trail damage that fosters soil erosion, 
according to the master plan. We would be more than willing to change that 
recommendation to allow bikes to be used as transportation to the recreational area, as 
many are in reality. But we wouldn’t recommend any destination uses once there or 
allowing them on the trails.   

We would recommend continuing the ban on bikes in the nature preserve portion of the 
park because bikes and bike riders have indeed caused trail damage there. There is no 
signage or enforcement to date, and  we worry that riders attracted to a bicycle jump 
area might not stay within intended boundaries. Obviously we are concerned about 
finding ways to preserve and restore Washington Park, not damage it further.  

 
,--BNRC George Washington Park Subcommittee  
Thom Akeman, Lindsay Jacob, Claudia Vierneisel 



Photo 1: George 
Washington Park, 
Master Plan –
showing zones

Photo 2: Native 
plants.
• Stick Monkey 
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Sample list of native plant 
species observed in 
winter months. More are 
present during non-
dormant seasons.: 

• Douglas Iris
• Seaside Painted Cup
• Coast Morning Glory
• Lace Lichen
• Ceanothus
• California BlackBerry
• Poison Oak
• Dune Buckwheat
• Wild Cucumber
• Wood Mint
• California Buttercup



Photo 3: Invasive grass

Photo 4: Naturally sprouting 
pines



Photo: 5 Wildlife 
in George 
Washington Park

Photo: 4 Planted seedling

Photo 4: Planted Pine 
and young pine off of the main trial. 
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Well defined 
trails with wood 
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throughout the 
Park



Photo 7: Thickets/natural habitat for 
wildlife

Photo 8: Fallen tree snag with 
acorns. Woodpeckers and wildlife 
snag trees are valuable. 



Photo 9: Potential tree removal with 
possible ball field expansion. 
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