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NEXT MEETING:

ITEM ACTION

To be determined

MINUTES

Info

General Discussion

PROJECT ISSUES:

Mike reviewed the history of this project with a focus on the last year of work. He
discussed the various user groups meetings that took place over the past year. The
concepts developed for these interests were on a different but parallel track with the SW
corner leash free area. A few meetings were held with the paddling groups to obtain input
on the various site locations for alternative paddling activities. The work on the southwest
corner did not start until December, with the January meeting held with the natural
resource conservation groups. Input was needed on the Stony Point area, prior to
showing the plans to FIDO. The project team was not bypassing FIDO, other parallel
efforts were moving along with the leash free SW corner at the same time. Several
Concept Plans were developed during the December to January timeframe. However,
these concepts were not shown to any other group. The first showing of these concepts
was at the Natural Resource meeting on January 29", which Carolyn attended. Mike had
emphasized at this meeting, that KTU+A intended to brief FIDO about the alternative
concepts once the Stony Point area was resolved.

Mike explained the reasons for the slow project progress. Some of the delay has been a
result of the lack of clarity from the California Coastal Commission (first six months of the
one year effort) as well as from contractual issues (first 3 months since Council approval
to move forward) and the need to initiate additional technical studies to supplement the
1995 EIR. The last five-month delay was a result of staff review, special meetings and
other topics and concerns brought up by FIDO.

Mike indicated that Concept 4h was the last iteration that was approved by the Mission
Bay Park Committee and the Design Review Board had approved a version 4i. He also



Specific Input

explained that since there have been significant changes to the approved plan, the
project will have to go back to the Mission Bay Park Committee for approval. It was also
discussed that while the concerns of FIDO needed to be addressed it was also prudent
for the team to touch base with other groups to see how their specific concerns could be
better addressed. A variety of groups, including FIDO, were to be approached and their
input sought before Alternative 4i would be revised and presented back to the Mission
Bay Park Committee as Alternative 5.

Mike then went through a presentation of 4 alternative roadway/parking/access concepts
for the SW corner. (Please note that the Alternatives 5a, 5b, 5¢ and 5d were later
changed prior to the MBPC presentation, the current alternative 5a was the same as the
previous 5a, the current 5b is modified slightly from the 5b discussed here and 5¢ and 5d
were dropped and replaced with a 5c that has full beach access). Alt. 5a is a modification
of 4i, with the roadway pushed further to the east, the size of the parking lot was reduced,
and the beach and park flipped from the west side of the south shore to the east side.
Alternative 5b moved the parking lot back to the north, creating a distance of 648! to walk
from the center of the parking lot to the center of the public park. Alternative 5¢c moved
the parking lot further to the north, creating a distance of 992! walk. Finally, Alternative 5d
moved the parking lot even further north than the other alternatives, making it 1,337 feet
from center of the parking lot to the center of the park.

Alternatives 5¢ and 5d were considered to have excessive distance from the project
team!s perspective. Alternatives 5a and 5b were considered to break up the leash free
connected space too severely from FIDO's perspective. Mike then went through and
reviewed issues with the latest MW Steele plan that had the parking 1/3 of a mile from the
beach and park areas. Also, the location of the parking lot was actually shown on the
beach and the berm, making this alternative location infeasible. Mike showed a revised
version of the MW Steele plan with the parking lot moved westward. This plan, however,
was still not acceptable to the project team because of the great distance the parking lot
and drop off point was from the end destinations of the beach, launch ramp, pier and
park. Carolyn strongly disagreed that this distance from the parking lots to the active
destination was too far.

Carolyn Chase b Quoted the off leash areas in the 1972 ordinance.

Carolyn said, that the presentation was flawed since leash free dog use has been a
part of Fiesta Island from the beginning and she wants the public to know this. The
SW corner has been used for leash free use back to the mid 90!s after the sludge
ponds were removed and back to the 1970s on other portions of the island when the
ordinance prohibited dog use on other beaches except for Dog Beach and Fiesta
Island. She wants the presentation to be rephrased and dogs to be integral part of
the part of the Island history. Though the master plan may not have identified these
uses, it should not be stated that the dog interests are starting from 0 acres of
approved areas. Mike b The presentation language will be changed to reflect
FIDO!s concerns.

FIDO B Would like to have beach walking and water use by dogs considered as an
aquatic activity. Mike-Though the team acknowledges the valid use of dog
walking and beach edge use and recognizes its long  -standing use on the
island, it should not be misconstrued with the definition of aquatic uses

defined by the Coastal Act and other generally accepted definitions. These

uses are recreational activities that ~ only occur on water and cannot happen
without the presence of water. The team will continue to support leash free dog
use at the waters edge and the use of water for some dog swimming and pier
jumping activities



4. Carolyn b Slide showing the 90 acres leash free area, with the overlays of Sea World
and Petco Park, should be taken out of presentation. Mike - agreed with dropping
these from the presentation

5. Carolyn- Slide showing comparison of Fiesta Island with other major dog leash free
areas in the country should not be shown in the presentation because it shows a bias
against the requested park size for the leash free area. Since the research on this
topic is not comprehensive, then showing a small portion of the dog parks and
stressing how much larger Fiesta will be than others in the country, is not that
relevant and too biased. Mike - agreed with dropping these slides from the
presentation .

6. Scott B The hours for park dog use are determined by the City Council. This plan can
recommend some hourly restrictions, but they should be consistent with other areas
and the decision should be made by the City Council to adapt their Council Policies.

7. Mike B Mike showed several animations of trail and roadway use from several user
type perspectives. He described the many different users and uses for the SW
Corner area and its proposed park, ramp and beach. Uses included Triathlon
groups, Paddling Groups, Dog uses, Horse users. He also pointed out the number
and distribution of pathways (walks, strolls and runs) proposed in the leash free SW
corner as well as throughout the rest of the island.

8. Mike- Mike showed various maps and tables showing the allowance of dog leash free
uses throughout the island.

9. Carolyn B Shore line access is a major issue for FIDO. FIDO wants to keep as much
shoreline access (with no fences or gates) as possible.

10. All- It was agreed that a series of other alternatives would be prepared in the next few
days with at least one new alternative that shows the fencing removed from the
beach areas and that these beach areas be allowed to be leash free at all times,
thereby making a continuous loop around the SW corner. This should be a
modification of Alt. 5a. Also, refinements to Alt. 5b that shows more detail on a cut
through that would remain leash free at all times, except for when special drop-offs
were required was also needed. A fencing and gate plan would be devised to show
better how this could work. FIDO would then weigh in on these two revised
alternatives with their board members.

Prepared by: Mike Singleton and Tim Henderson

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



