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MINUTES







DISCUSSED ITEMS

1.
Mike Singleton presented an overview of Fiesta Island General Development Plan.  This presentation discussed the driving factors of the project, history of the island, analysis, proposed concepts, summary of public input thus far, and what the committee and the general public can do to provide direction in this process.  He then opened the floor to questions and comments.

2.
Question: Why not bridge the entry road area, wouldn’t it improve water quality? If not open, why not pump the bad water from the north side to the south side where it can be flushed out of the bay faster? 


Response: Mike explained how the one-way flow from south to north would help to move the low water quality problems northward around the point and out into Fiesta Bay. Pumping to the south would pull the low water quality back to the entry road and would decrease the water quality of the South Pacific Passage Way. It would also require energy for pumping.

3.
Question: Where are the restrooms going to be? 


Response: They are the small black squares on the alternative plans

4.
Question: Will the primitive and youth campground be separated? 


Response: Yes, they will. Being located next to each other, may have its benefits.

5.
Question: How can we look at this plan development with a longer term vision, such as 50 years. Why not make the Island into 3-4 separate islands? Why not look at lease potential for hotels and other more intensive recreational uses? We only have one Mission Bay Park, why shouldn’t it be maximized? Have we looked at security issues? 


Response: Mike explained the benefits for water quality of some water connections. There may be some benefits for water quality with multiple islands. However, the looped roadway around the island, is the most heavily used part of the island. If it were broken up into 4 islands, this would not accommodate this use better but it would cost a lot. The master plan and the Mission Bay Park Committee and the Council offices do not want any new leases on the island. Security issues are always improved if more users are accommodated throughout the day, evening and night. There is a possibility that we might recommend an office and supply room for the Mission Bay Park Rangers.

6.
Question: Mission Bay was constructed around the large boat basin (Fiesta Bay). We need to be aware of the speed restrictions for different boat uses. Kayakers often launch into the northern end of the island, but this conflicts with the higher speeds around the north end. We need to look at water uses in more detail.

7.
Question: Why not keep the island more rustic and more like it is? Being able to drive off the asphalt is good. Why make the northern end for native plants and habitats and not more for people? There are so few areas in San Diego that can offer this type of experience. We don’t need more parking lots.


Response: The design team is looking for a balance. Protect the existing unique uses while accommodating new uses and enhanced habitats.

8.
Question: The issue of leash free was not taken into account in the master plan. A leash free area behind a fence will be needed, however, some uses may not be compatible with leash free. Most uses, however are. Why not have the proposed beach area across from Seaworld be leash free? Why not have the primitive camping leash free? Why is picnicking considered to be incompatible with a leash free area? 


Response: Whether a lease free area is compatible with an intended use greatly depends on the control that a person has on their dog. In most cases, dogs are in control by their owners. However, you need to consider the smaller percent that are not in control. Dogs running loose in a picnic area, a play area, on a public beach or in a campground, may not be considered by many of these users to be compatible. There needs to be four levels of dog use on the island. Leash free behind a fence where this is the primary use. Leash free without a fence where dog owners may or may not have control of their dogs, but the other uses in the area would not suffer from this lack of control. The third area should be tightly controlled with full control of off-leash or on-leash dog use. Uses in these areas can not be negatively affected by dogs not under full control. Finally, some areas must restrict access by dogs. This would include all of the more environmentally sensitive areas. 

Prepared by:  David Leonard
All parties are requested to review these meeting minutes and report any discrepancies tO the author prior to the next meeting.

























