
    

 

AGENDA 
 

1.  Opening at 5:30 p.m. – Call to Order and Roll Call 
 

2. Approve Parks and Recreation Committee Meeting Minutes of August 18, 2020 
(Recommend approval)  
Presented by:  Administrative Services Manager Durban 
 

3. Ferrell St. Pathway - Update & Discussion 
Presented by: General Manager Munds 

 
4. Public Comments on Items NOT on this Agenda:  At this time, the public may comment on items not 

on this agenda.  Each commenter is limited to 3 minutes and shall address the Chairperson. 
 

5. Schedule Next Parks and Recreation Committee Meeting – The next meeting will be held on Tuesday, 
October 20, 2020 at 5:30 p.m. unless otherwise noted. 
 

6. Closing Comments by Parks and Recreation Committee Members 
 

7. Adjournment 
  
 

SPECIAL PARKS & RECREATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 
Tuesday, September 22, 2020 at 5:30 p.m. 

Pursuant to Governor Newsom’s Executive Order N-29-20, and State and County Shelter 
at Home orders, Committee Members, staff and public may participate in this meeting via 

teleconference and/or electronically. The LOCSD Boardroom will NOT be open for 
accessing the meeting.  

 
For quick access, go to https://us04web.zoom.us/j/139650283 

(This link will help connect both your browser and telephone to the call) 
OR dial 1 (929) 205-6099 or 1 (301) 715-8592 and enter 139 650 283 

 
All persons desiring to speak during any Public Comment can submit a comment by: 

• Through email at ldurban@losososcsd.org by 12:00pm on 9/22/2020 
• Through the district website www.lososososcsd.org/contact-us by 12:00pm on 9/22/2020 
• Through teleconference by phone at (929) 205-6099 or (301) 715-8592 and enter 139 650 283 
• Through mail by 5:00 PM on the day prior to the Committee meeting sent to LOCSD 
• Through teleconference meeting at https://us04web.zoom.us/j/139650283 
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Los Osos Community Services District 
DRAFT - Minutes of the Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee Meeting 

August 18, 2020 at 5:30 p.m. at the District Office 
 

AGENDA ITEM DISCUSSION FOLLOW-UP 
 

  
 

 
1.   Call to Order, Flag Salute, 

and Roll Call 
Chairperson Fourcroy called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.  
 
Roll Call: 
Alissa Feldman, Committee Member – Arrived at 5:35 p.m. 
William Fitzgerald, Committee Member - Present 
Christina Grimm, Committee Member – Present 
Andrea Lueker, Committee Member – Arrived at 5:33 p.m. 
Shaunna Sullivan, Committee Member – Arrived at 5:35, left at 5:41 p.m. 
Christine Womack, Vice Chairperson – Present 
Matthew Fourcroy, Chairperson – Present 
  
Staff:       
Ron Munds, General Manager 
Laura Durban, Administrative Services Manager 
 

    

2.   Approve Parks and      
Recreation Committee 

Meeting Minutes of                      
April 21, 2020 

 
 
 

Chairperson Fourcroy presented the draft minutes to the Committee for 
approval. 
 
Public Comment – None  
 
Committee Member Fitzgerald moved to approve the meeting minutes 
of April 21, 2020. The motion was seconded by Committee Member 
Feldman and carried with the following vote: 
 
Ayes: Committee Member Fitzgerald, Feldman, Grimm 
Nays:  None 
Abstain:   Committee Member Lueker, Sullivan 
Absent: None 
 

Action:   File Approved 
Minutes. 

3. Ferrell Avenue Pathway 
Discussion 

 
 

General Manager Munds presented the PowerPoint presentation that is 
made available on the website. 
 
The Committee discussed the Ferrell Avenue Pathway discussing the 
difference between the Decomposed Granite versus Asphalt options and 
commenting on aesthetics, durability and repair. 
 
The Committee discussed getting more information to see which path and 
which barrier would be the most durable and long-lasting commenting that 
the Split Rail was the favored option followed by the Wood Posts and lastly 
the Metal Posts with the Metal Cable.  
 
Public Comment – Julie Tacker commented on concerns about the cost of 
the project and that the Committee should go with the least expensive cost 
as the cost to Wallace Group was more than expected; voiced support for 
the Metal Fence option like used at the Elfin Forrest and commented that 
the Split Rail Fence may be able to only have 2 rails and be a lower height.  
 
Linde Owen voiced support for Decomposed Granite for the Pathway and 
Wood Post for the fencing; commented that the Wood Post could be treated 
and the rope could be added later if necessary; on the path between the 
Water Yard fence and planting something to cover the fence.  
 
The Committee directed staff to get more information on the difference 
between Decomposed Granite and Asphalt over time including estimate 
of cost of repairs to decide which is the better price long term; on if the 
Split Rail Fence option, for the barrier, could be treated to protect it from 
termites, other insects and rot.  
  

 

4. Public Comment on Items 
NOT on the Agenda 

 
 

Linde Owen inquired if there is new details about the Dog Park; commented 
that the County has accepted some extensions and that they may grant an 
extension on the pathway project if the District gets into a pinch; on more 
tree planting in the District and to beautify the Ferrell Avenue Pathway. 
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AGENDA ITEM DISCUSSION FOLLOW-UP 
 

  

 
 
 

4. Public Comment on Items 
NOT on the Agenda 

(continued) 

Chairperson Fourcroy responded that currently the District is in a standstill 
on the Dog Park and that the District is waiting to reengage and get more 
public involvement.  
 
General Manager Munds responded that the Habitat Conservation Plan is 
at the County and that is a key piece that needs to be approved before the 
District can move forward.  
 

5.  Schedule Next Parks and 
Recreation Committee 

Meeting 

The next Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee meeting is scheduled 
to be held on October 21, 2020 at 5:30 p.m. reserving the right to have a 
meeting on September 15, 2020 if there are updates that need to be 
discussed with the committee, or unless otherwise noticed. 
 

 

6.  Closing Comments by 
Parks and Recreation 
Committee Members 

None  

7. Adjournment The meeting adjourned at 6:11 p.m.  
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September 22, 2020 
 
TO:  PRAC Members 
 
FROM: Ron Munds, General Manager    
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item 3 – 09/22/2020 PRAC Meeting   
  Ferrell Avenue Pathway Project  
 
DESCRIPTION 
 
This report provides a summary of the progress made to date on the Ferrell 
Avenue Pathway Project including design and estimated costs. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Motion: I move that the Committee recommends that the Board of 
Directors approve the Ferrell Avenue Pathway Project as designed and 
move forward with soliciting bids for construction. 
 
Discussion 
 
The Ferrell Pathway Project has been under consideration by the Parks and 
Recreation Committee (PRAC) for about a year. As part of the District’s budgeting 
process for Fiscal Year 2020-21, the Board of Directors allocated additional funds 
from the Zone A property tax revenues to the Parks and Recreation budget. With 
the additional money and Board approval, staff engaged the Wallace Group to 
develop a pathway design, cost estimates and construction documents for the 
project.  
 
Pathway Material 
At the August PRAC meeting, the Committee discussed the different types of 
materials that could be used to construct the pathway. The options for the type of 
material to be used was narrowed down to decomposed granite (DG) and asphalt. 
The Committee determined that the criteria for the final selection of the material 
should be based on: 
 
1. Durability over time 
2. Long term maintenance requirements including cost for any future repairs 
 
Given this direction, Wallace Group and staff researched the issues of durability 
and maintenance of both materials. Based on the information provided by a local 
general engineering company, the City of Grover Beach (summary attached) and 
internet research on installation costs and maintenance requirements (summary 
attached), staff would recommend using asphalt as the preferred pathway 
material.  
 
The periodic maintenance requirements are similar with both materials but DG is 
prone to weed growth, erosion and issues with gopher damage which drives up 
the annual cost of maintenance. Both surfaces do require similar recurring sealing 
to maintain the integrity of the material. The cost difference is relatively minor with 
upfront cost of asphalt being $2,000 to $3,000 more. 
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Sensitive Habitat Barrier 
Also at the August PRAC meeting, the Committee discussed the kind of barrier to be used to protect the 
sensitive habitat area. Examples of fencing were provided by Wallace Group and the Committee 
consensus was to use a wood split rail fence, two rails high. Research indicates that while a wood split 
rail fence can last 15 or more years, they do require at least twice a year inspection and immediate repair 
of any issues to ensure longevity. The most recommended type of woods are either treated lumber or 
Cedar. 
 
Financial Impact 
Base on the design elements chosen, the following table summarizes the cost of the project: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Recommended Project Estimated Budget 
Item Estimated Cost 

Demolition, grading, aggregate base $10,000 
Path: Asphalt $15,000 
Fence: Split rail fence $2,900 
Signage, bollards, under-pavement pipe sleeve  $4,000 
Construction management $5,000 
Permits $1,000 

TOTAL $37,900 













 
 

 

Cost Comparison 
 

Ferrell Ave. Footpath 

 
Los Osos Community Services District 

 
Job #:       0384-0122 
  
Date: September 8, 2020  
 
 

Path Surface Considerations/Research: 
 
 
       
   
   
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Asphalt Surface: 
 
 
       
   
   

 
 

Decomposed Granite Surface:      
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
Engineer/Professional: Ann Sever, PLA 

$14,000 to 15,000 for the asphalt material, delivery, placement, and compaction. 
 
Estimated price does not include sub-base prep and class 2 base material, delivery, 
placement, or compaction. 

$12,000 to $13,000 for the DG and stabilizer material, delivery, mixing, placement, and 
compaction. 
 
Estimated price does not include sub-base prep and class 2 base material, delivery, 
placement, or compaction. 

1. Grover Beach put in Decomposed Granite (DG) paths the Spring of 2020. They 
mixed concrete into the dry DG to stabilize it. Even with the concrete; gophers and 
weeds have been a problem already. Grover Beach installed the DG because it was 
less expensive than concrete sidewalks and they only wanted temporary walkways. 
 
2. The subgrade treatment would be the same for DG or asphalt. 
 
3. The Class 2 base amount and treatment would be the same for DG or asphalt. 
 
4. Liquid polymer treatment for DG is difficult to get deep into the product to make it as 
stable as asphalt. 
 
5. Asphalt will be more stable than DG in the long term. It will need sealing about once 
every 5 years. 
 
6. DG should be resealed about once every five years and patched as needed. 



Comments from City of Grover Beach regarding Pathway Material 
 

1. Did you consider making the paths concrete or asphalt? If so, why did you choose DG? This was 
an economic decision.  Our development code requires properties to develop their frontages 
based on meeting certain thresholds but there are many gaps between developed 
frontages.  We were doing street improvements and one of our Council goals was to improve 
walking conditions on streets we rehab.  We didn’t want to use our bond funds for this purpose 
but we did want to get a walkway in place as a temporary measure.  To be clear, we see this as a 
temporary measure even though I am guessing it will persist for many years. 

2. Do you have data regarding the long term maintenance costs of DG vs. asphalt?  No, not 
really.  The decision was based on initial cost and the temporary nature of the 
install.  Maintenance is an issue, especially weeds and gophers.  Of course the cost depends on 
how well you intend to maintain.  We installed in spring and already have weed and gopher 
issues. 

3. What type of DG did you install, stabilized or un‐stabilized, and why?  Stabilized.  Non stabilized 
doesn’t last and ends up scattered everywhere.  As a side note, in past installations near 
landscape areas the DG destroyed nearby pop up sprinklers. 

4. If you used stabilized, what type of binder did you use, pre‐mixed polymer or spray on resin? 
Neither. We used concrete mixed in with the DG.  Easier to blend and easy for the crew to 
repair.  The polymers are nice and I spec’d projects in both Pismo and AG that use the 
polymers.  They don’t really hold up much better in my opinion and the contractors seem to 
only want to treat the top 1” which just breaks away. 
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