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TAC Meeting #4 
Draft Meeting Summary 

Time and Location: 
December 5, 2008, 1:00 pm- 3:00 pm 
Edenvale Branch Library 
101 Branham Ln. East   
San José, CA 95111 
 
Attendance:  

Lisa Killough, Director 
Santa Clara County Parks and Recreation Department 

Jane Mark, Project Manager 
Kimberly Brosseau, Park Planner 
Gina Ellis, Ranger (for Julie Lee, Senior Park Ranger) 
Eric Goodrich, Supervising Park Ranger 
 

Kevin O’Day, Santa Clara County Agriculture Commissioner 
Other TAC Members 

Dave Giordano, Cottle Ranch, Donor’s Representative 
Hans Toensfeldt, Santa Clara County 4-H/ Clover Foundation 
Colleen Haggerty, SCVWD 
Judy Ingols, SCVWD 
Dave Mitchell, City of San Jose Parks Planning   
Mike Kent, Master Gardeners 
Linden Skjeie, City of San Jose Environmental Services Agency, Office of Sustainability 
Aminah Ramezany, UCCE Small Farms Advisor 
 

Isabelle Minn, Project Manager, DC&E 
Consultants 

Patrick Miller, Principal, 2M Associates 
Sibella Kraus, Director, SAGE 
Isby Swick, Project Planner, DC&E  
 
 
A. Introductions 

Patrick Miller, Principal of 2M Associates and subconsultant to the Prime Consultant, DC&E, thanked Technical 
Advisory Committee members for attending the meeting.  Miller explained the Preliminary Draft Preferred Alterna-
tive; the focus of today’s meeting, represents the beginning phase of the final Preferred Alternative and would con-
tinue to morph and be refined based upon input received during the next months.   
 
Patrick Miller led the TAC in a brief round of introductions.  There were 18 participants present, including 14 TAC 
members and four consultant team members. 
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B. Project Status 

Jane Mark, Project Manager for Santa Clara County Parks and Recreation Department (SCCPRD), highlighted three 
updates to the project status since TAC Meeting #3 on October 7: 

♦ SCCPRD and the consultant team are focusing on the relationships between use areas and are working towards 
defining the balance between agricultural land, parkland and land managed by a cooperative partner.  The team 
is also working to ensure consistency between the future park area and the Life Estate. 

♦ SCCPRD has continued to coordinate with the County, Supervisor Don Gage’s office and Kevin O’Day, Santa 
Clara County Deputy Agriculture Commissioner, regarding the interpretation of the Williamson Act Contract.  
A memorandum prepared by Santa Clara County Department of Planning and Development regarding Martial 
Cottle Park Master Plan and Williamson Act Requirements indicates that there is some flexibility in Williamson 
Act requirements for Martial Cottle Park.  Further details will be addressed during phasing discussions.  The 
contract for the County’s parcel will expire in 2017.   

♦ SCCPRD has received input from the County Attorney regarding inclusion of a dog park.  The County Attor-
ney’s interpretation of the grant deed restrictions and dog park classification indicate that it is a stretch to in-
clude the dog park as a passive recreation component.  A dog park would not be in keeping with historic intent 
of Martial Cottle Park.  

♦ Summaries of meetings and input received over the last month are provided in TAC meeting packets.  The 
Community Workshop had 140 participants and focused on the same issues discussed by TAC and the Task 
Force, such as entrances and park uses.  

 
Isabelle Minn, Project Manager for DC&E, provided the following project status update regarding work completed 
by consultants: 

♦ The preliminary review of traffic conditions completed by Hexagon Transportation Consulting, provided in 
TAC meeting packets, confirms preliminarily that there are no fatal flaws with any of the entrance locations.  
All foreseen impacts could be mitigated.  Additional traffic counts were completed last week in order to help 
assess potential impacts. 

 
C. Review of TAC, Task Force and Community Input 

Miller provided an overview of TAC, Task Force and Community Input using a PowerPoint presentation.  Meeting 
summaries were also provided in TAC member packets.   
♦ The same concerns were emphasized at all meetings. 
♦ The workshop approach was generally seen as successful. 
♦ Workshop participants voted on Chynoweth Avenue as the best entrance by an insignificant margin.  Most par-

ticipants did not live off of Chynoweth Avenue.  Workshop participants also favored the linear, meandering 
feeling of Alternative A and emphasized the importance of visibility of agriculture, “invitability” of the park, 
and importance of the historic them.  Overall, there was very strong support for the park.   

 
 
D. Overview of Preliminary Draft Preferred Master Plan Alternative 

Minn provided an overview of the alternative, highlighting the following: 
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♦ The Preliminary Draft Preferred Alternative takes into account input received from SCCPRD, the Project 
Team, TAC, Task Force and the public.  

♦ Entrance on Branham.  Marketing, including the expanded produce stand and farm café, would function best 
at this location.  Users of these elements may not necessarily be park users.  

♦ Focus on Historic Agriculture and the Agricultural Experience.  Iconic production agriculture planned 
for intersection of Branham Lane and Snell Avenue to increase agricultural visibility and characterize entrance 
experience. This agricultural area could potentially be connected to the marketing programs.  Additionally, the 
historic East-West farm road is accentuated by an allee and pedestrian corridor. 

♦ Overflow Parking.  The potential to create a dual-use agriculture and overflow parking area are being ex-
plored.  There is County and public support for a grove or grove-like overflow parking area.    

♦ Pavilion with Community Kitchen.  The pavilion is shown as a separate facility from the Visitor Center 
Complex and could be used for County, community or private (rental) events.  

♦ Main Road.  There would be limited access beyond the main parking areas, and therefore a less intensive road 
is envisioned for the majority of the park area.  The linear form of the road was favored by the public. 

♦ Seasonal Wetland.  The technical evaluation led to the inclusion of a wetland/detention feature instead of a 
lake.  There is potential to collaborate with SCVWD on this area.  This area would include picnic areas, the na-
tive plant nursery and potentially a rentable facility for educational programming and events.  

♦ Youth Agriculture and Demonstration Gardens.  These areas would be managed by a cooperative partner.  
Equestrian uses would be limited to the youth agriculture program (and potentially production/historic farm 
areas). 

♦ Perimeter Trail.  Support was received for a divided perimeter trail along Branham Lane and Snell Avenue.   

♦ Westside Buffer.  The proposed buffer and trail considers input received from neighbors.  The consultants are 
aware that the Donor’s Vision included a berm as part of the perimeter buffer and will explore this level of de-
tail as the plan develops.  

♦ Community Gardens.  These gardens are shown at the location as they were in Alternatives B and C, accord-
ing to direction from SCCPRD. 

 
E. Discussion of Preliminary Draft Preferred Master Plan Alternative 

Miller invited TAC members to ask questions and provide input prior to the discussion of specific items.  Following 
is a summary of issues discussed at this time: 

♦ A TAC member questioned the lack of parking for the wetland area, given that the area could be a popular site 
to visit.  The consultants explained that the area would include parking, but at this time that level of detail is 
not shown.  Vehicular access to this area could be limited to educational groups, ADA access and other special 
groups.  Gina Ellis, SSCPRD Ranger, questioned the number of group sites planned for this area.  This will al-
so be determined in later phases of design development.  

♦ Hans Toensfeldt, 4-H Clover Foundation, recommended that the youth agriculture area be sited immediately west of the 
Demonstration Gardens.  In addition, this would enable use of the community garden entrance to be used by 
youth agriculture participants in the event of an after-hours emergency (such as a sick animal).  Animals could 
be located at the upper portion of this area in order to increase the distance from the Chynoweth community 
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and allow a visual connection between the park and the animals.  Dave Giordano, Donor’s Representative, in-
formed that the sound and noise of the horses kept at the Life Estate did not travel far.  

♦ TAC members clarified that both 4H and Master Gardeners are programs within UCCE. 

♦ Lisa Killough stated that a focused discussion with potential partners, including UCCE programs, would be coordinated after the 
next public workshop.  

♦ Consultants confirmed that a tour route for horse-drawn carriages, elephant trains and/or other vehicles is 
compatible with the design.  

♦ Colleen Haggerty, SCVWD suggested that the number of bridges in the wetland area be minimized.  In addi-
tion, she informed the TAC that SCVRWD would need access on both sides of the channel.  This may require additional 
easements, especially given the likelihood that access would be necessary around the wetland area.   

♦ O’Day expressed concern that the agricultural marketing area was not adequate in size to accommodate a far-
mers market. Would need more area for parking. It was recommended that uses within the agricultural marketing area be labeled 
and that the acreage shown as dedicated to this use be expanded.  Parking for this area would be limited to short-term 
parking.  

♦ The entry station is located deep into the park in order to allow for ample stacking during events.  
 

♦ A focused discussion with potential partners, including UCCE programs will be coordinated by SCCPRD after the next public 
workshop.  

Action Items 

♦ Consultants will specify uses within the agricultural marketing area and will increase the acreage dedicated to this use to ensure that 
farmers markets and parking can be accommodated.  

 

♦ The number of bridges in the wetland area should be minimized.  SCVRWD may need additional easements in this area.   

Potential Action Items 

♦ Relocate the youth agriculture area immediately west of the Demonstration Gardens. 
 
 
F. Discussion Items from the Agenda 

Patrick Miller facilitated a discussion of the specific action items listed on the agenda.  The consultant team identi-
fied these items as needing consensus.  
 
1. Location of Entrance 
As no comment was made to object the location of the park entrance on Branham Lane, a TAC consensus that this 
location is appropriate is assumed.  
  
2. Agricultural Management 
The proposed agricultural management system would involve one entity (Master Lessor) leasing all of the produc-
tion agriculture land from the County.  This entity could then sublet various parcel sizes to farmers.  This system is 
intended to encourage diversity and flexibility while simplifying the contracts for both farmers and the County.  
Discussion points and clarifications regarding this management system are summarized below.  
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♦ The Master Lessor and farmers would have on-site marketing access, which would make the lease agreements 
more desirable.  However, on-site marketing facilities and on-site/off-site marketing coordination could poten-
tially be run by a different entity.    Need to regulate what farmers are growing so you don’t have one crop. 

♦ The farmland will time to come to fruition; diversity may build over time. 

♦ A cooperative model, similar to historical farm cooperatives, could encourage crop diversity and resource shar-
ing. 

♦ Animal presence as part of farm rotation 

♦ Agricultural research requires a controlled environment that limits public access, although all park uses will 
have some public component.  Martial Cottle Park is probably not conducive to animal research.  A TAC 
member expressed interest in agriculture and energy production research, which would be consistent with 
Green Visions 2020 plan.   

♦ Compost systems and apiaries should be included in the concept. 

♦ Symbiotic relationship with animals, crops, bees, animals raised for food, etc. 

♦ Suggestion to incorporate bat boxes and owl boxes on site. 

♦ There is potential to manage parkland using animals (such as goats or sheep for mowing purposes).   

♦ Concern was voiced regarding how the Master Lessor’s profit motive could effect the agricultural diversity and 
interpretive opportunities.  O’Day proposed the Cal Poly model, in which the school decides what is grown 
where, where to sell crops, as a possible approach.  Lease agreements will need to be written so as to encourage 
park goals. May have disagreements with lessor – economically viable crops 

♦ Lisa Killough noted that SCCPRD has parks at its heart at this time, and that they will be relying on partners 
for a lot of the park elements.  An interpretive group would be a huge partner for the park.  SCCPRD is look-
ing to keep relationships as simple and as few as possible.  

♦ State Parks currently runs a similar program with a Master Lessor type arrangement.  

♦ Patrick Miller proposed that the Master Lessor be referred to as a Master Partner to minimize confusion.  
 
3. Equestrian Program 
In the Preliminary Draft Preferred Master Plan Alternative, the equestrian program is limited to the youth agricul-
ture program.  This does not preclude farmers from using work horses.  TAC members generally understood that 
there was not adequate demand for the large day-use equestrian facility and short equestrian trail proposed by the 
Donor’s Vision, especially since riders would prefer to use trails that connected to a greater system.  However, there 
is a need for an arena for riding events. A TAC member proposed that the fenced 4H arena in Fairfax be relocated 
to Martial Cottle Park, where it could likely be rented 40 weekends per year for horse shows, dog agility shows and 
other events.  Lisa Killough stated that certain kinds of dog activities, such as sheep dog trials, may be appropriate.   
Miller explained that, as shown, the preferred alternative does not exclude any special events.  Dave Giordano, Do-
nor’s Representative, stated that there are currently stock horses on the Life Estate.  There was general agreement amongst 
TAC members that the intent for horse programming be better captured by the terms “working /stock horse” and “animal husbandry” 
than the term “equestrian.” 
 
4. Water Feature 
The water feature is shown as a wetland in the Preliminary Preferred Draft Master Plan.  During the TAC member 
discussion regarding this feature, it was determined that it was unlikely that the area could serve as mitigation for the 
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Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).  However, SCCPRD will contribute greatly to the HCP.  There was general sup-
port for the inclusion of a wetland feature and interest in the potential for habitat provision and for flood control.  
 
The location of the native plant nursery in proximity to the wetland feature was discussed as potentially disadvanta-
geous.  The potentially industrial character of the nursery may not compliment the wetland feature.  The consultants 
offered that the intent was to provide visual access to multiple uses and allow for interpretation.  Not proposed as a 
retail nursery. 
 
5. Community Garden Entrance 
Miller summarized the previous discussions relating to the Community Garden entrance, noting that the entrance 
would be used as an emergency/event exit and that it may also be advantageous for UCCE programs to have access 
through this entrance.  There were no additional TAC comments or questions on this issue. 
 
6. Dog Park   
Based on the project update provided by Jane Mark earlier in the evening regarding dog parks, Miller summarized 
that dogs would be allowed on-leash in the park but that there would not be an off-leash area.  SCCPRD and the 
consultants will ensure that State Park regulations regarding dogs-on-leash are adhered to. 
 

♦ Consider compost systems, apiaries and the potential to manage parkland using animals. 

New Action Items 

♦ The Master Lessor could  be referred to as a Master Partner to minimize confusion  (Potential action item). 

♦ Martial Cottle horse activities are to be referred to as “working horse/stock horse” or “animal husbandry” programs.  

♦ SCCPRD and the consultants will ensure that State Park regulations regarding dogs-on-leash are adhered to. 
 
 
G. Conclusions and Next Steps 

Patrick Miller concluded the meeting with an overview of the next steps in the planning process.  One additional 
Task Force meeting has been added to the meeting schedule in order to allow the Task Force to hear public input 
prior to coming to consensus on the plan.  SCCPRD and the consultants will also be conducting a meeting with 
agricultural experts/interests. 
 
Upcoming project meetings are as follows: 
♦ December 10, 2008: Task Force #5 
♦ January 8, 2009: Community Workshop #3 
♦ January 20, 2009: Task Force #6  

  

♦ A focused discussion with potential partners, including UCCE programs will be coordinated by SCCPRD after the next public 
workshop.  

Summary of TAC Meeting #4 Action Items 

♦ Consultants will specify uses within the agricultural marketing area and will increase the acreage dedicated to this use to ensure that 
farmers markets and parking can be accommodated.  

♦ Consider compost systems, apiaries and the potential to manage parkland using animals. 
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♦ Martial Cottle horse activities are to be referred to as “working horse/stock horse” or “animal husbandry” programs.  

♦ SCCPRD and the consultants will ensure that State Park regulations regarding dogs-on-leash are adhered to. 

 

♦ The number of bridges in the wetland area should be minimized.  SCVWD may need additional easements in this area.   

Summary of TAC Meeting #4 Potential Action Items 

♦ Relocate the youth agriculture area immediately west of the Demonstration Gardens. 

♦ The Master Lessor could be referred to as a Master Partner to minimize confusion.  
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