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DISCUSSION 
.

1.
Fiesta Island General Development Plan (Park Precise Plan) will go to City Council if someone opposes.  Donna Frye wants it to go to council. The dog use issue and policy will go to Council regardless. A Site Development permit required by DSD at the City, will need to go to the Planning Commission, but if appealed, will also go to the City Council.

2.
Carolyn Chase / FIDO’s concerns are focused on the proposed road to the Southwest Beach area that will run through the fenced leash free dog area.

3.
Keith mentioned that Stacey LaMedico requested that Keith research how the sand management operation works and potential alternate sand management locations.  This study is a separate study from Fiesta Island GDP.  Her concerns are that Best Management Practices are not being conducted there, that this use is not needed on the island, and is concerned about illegal dumping by public. She is also not supportive of beach grooming in the first place and feels that it is a waste of public money and is environmentally inappropriate. 


Coastal Commission: Population demands grooming of beaches, no new areas are being groomed.  Keith needs to address concerns of Coastal Commission if longevity of the proposed site for sand management is an issue.  He can research from a historical perspective of how sand management has occurred in the bay and how it can best be done in the future. 


Keith’s study will show profiles and sand elevation, grooming activities on the beaches and sand management practices on the island.  Conflict issues to evaluate include:  smell, traffic, equipment, noise and operations.


CC Staff asked if there are any other areas in close proximity to the coast to locate this operation?  Can it be broken down in smaller and more areas?  Keith indicated that there are not too many sites that are conducive to this operation.  It all depends on how far inland the city is willing to go?  If you export sand too far from the coastal area it may be considered sand mining and you may have to pay royalties.  

CC staff also asked, if sand management does stay on the island, is it compatible with the dune structure?  How compatible is it to the adjacent camping area?  What affect does will it have on the adjacent campers and habitat areas close by?  This analysis is in process (including a noise analysis).  Truck noise and smell are both issues to review.

4.
Mike indicated that the city needs a feasibility study for tent camping.  Management and monitoring are issues and concerns.  Is it viable?  Would this be a concession not run by the City?  Deborah stated that the team needs to be creative.  She would like to see it happen. The Coastal Commission staff are very supportive of this use and the policies of the Coastal Act will support it on the island as a high priority to provide access to the general public. Interested to see if it would be successful. Hostel groups may interested in management of this function.


Need to determine if camping is feasible?  Would it incur costs for the City?  If located on the island would there be security issues? Would the island then be open 24/7?  The use of keycards was mentioned as an option.  The function would still need to have staff there for security.  Deborah indicated that the Coastal Commission would not have a problem with it being a concession.

5. Carolyn wants South Shores development to be included in the Fiesta Island Precise Plan to relocate the boat launching facility and beach to this area. Dredging would be needed on South Shores to make this work.  A launch ramp and beach is infeasible on South Shores without dredging and may be too expensive especially considering the landfill materials found on site. City won’t consider for now.

6.
Prepare status report on monies (mitigation money, current budget reading listing steps and investments on items to be done, items generated when Will Griffith was with CCC).  Deborah said she would look into this and share what she finds out with Paul.

7.
Master Plan funding for 2010 was supposed to be a lot higher than what the GDP proposes.  Paul will generate a staff report for Park and Rec. Board on actions taken since the master plan and how they conform with the Coastal Commission permit conditions related to the Master Plan Amendment.
8.
The environmental review considered by DSD is consistent w/ CEQA. If we are in substantial conformance with the Master Plan and LCP, then a whole new EIR will not be required. CCC will back what the City’s stance is on CEQA review for the project.  CCC just wants to ensure it is followed.

9.
CCC staff suggested that the plan be accessible to a broad range of people.  Coastal Commission staff indicated that the GDP needs to be consistent with the approved Master Plan.  Changes can be made but they must make the plan better and more accessible to coastal resources.

10.
Coastal edge – aquatic uses.  Coastal Commission staff indicated that the Dog park is not essential on the waterfront and this use would not be acceptable if it prevents other aquatic uses from being allowed (such as the beaches, non-motorized boat launch, and swimming areas).  If consistent with Master Plan then should be able to propose dog uses as long as the rest of the proposed Master Plan uses are allowed.  If existing dog use prevents other aquatic uses from happening, then this will go against the Coastal Act.

11.
Deborah feels that it is important to accommodate dog users.  At the same time, the beach and ramp designation makes viable the use of other boat and surface watercraft as well as public swimming. Some accommodations are needed for dog users which staff believes that the plan addresses. If the entire area was dedicated to dog use without coastal access facilities (road, parking, ADA paths of travel to the beach areas) then this would be inconsistent with the Master Plan, the LCP and the Coastal Act. 

12.
There are no coastal requirements for roadside parking along a beach.  If we are meeting the demand on the revised plan and feel that can be accomplished w/o a parking lot then this would be considered acceptable – the plan is not bound to a specific number of spaces. The plan needs to show that no one will be turned away from a coastal resource because of parking or the difficulty of accessing the resource including reasonable distance.  The beach as proposed without a parking lot and road, would not be considered accessible at several hundred yards. Consider regional growth and demand – ask  “will there be enough parking?”  Consider roadside parking on road to South Beach.

13.
Centralized regional parkland – can we minimize and replace with natural vegetation?   CCC feels that regional parkland, including turf is not contrary to the Coastal Act but it does not have to be turf.  It is possible to move some of the proposed 100 acre regional parkland to South Shores.  Could make up some of what we take away from Fiesta Island on to South Shores (approximately 20-40 acres).  

14.
Keith suggested that we modify the shape of camping and sand management layouts to make spaces more usable and reduce sand management area.  Reduce connection between camping and sand management area to minimize smell and noise. What shape is best for the sand management area?  Keith and the City will investigate.  Ellen prefers a meandering layout for the camp site.  Avoid it being too squared off.

15.
Paul requested that CCC read page 223 of the Precise Plan and see if there is anything we need to address to be consistent.
Prepared by:  Cheri Blatner / Mike Singleton

All parties are requested to review these meeting minutes and report any discrepancies tO the author prior to the next meeting.

























