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3916 Normal Street

San Diego, CA 92103
CITY OF SAN DIEGO - FIESTA ISLAND GDP – MBPC MEETING - MINUTES 

Meeting Date:  September 11, 2007
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MINUTES






DISCUSSION 
1.
Motion for continuance for the Fiesta Island Precise Plan requested by Carolyn Chase. She is opposed to the sand management location on the island. The area is not being maintained by the City and is full of trash.  Questioned why it can’t be moved to another site.  Would like the City to evaluate the conditions of this use on the site.

An Environmental Attorney supported the continuance.  Wants more time for the users to come up with something more supportable.


Audobon Society Representative feels that there are environmental issues and things that do not work as proposed.

Billy Paul did not receive a copy of the Precise Plan and has not had a chance to review it.  Supported the continuance.

Board voted on the motion – 5 in favor, 8 opposed.  Item to remain on agenda.

Motion for a continuance was denied.

2.
Mike Singleton presented Alternative 4G and summarized the timeline of Fiesta Island, the history of the Master Plan and the General Development Plan (Precise Plan) to date.
3. Comments from the Mission Bay Park Committee:

Richard Miller – Pass

?Jim Green – Questioned if this Precise Plan would trigger a new EIR.  Are there significant biological/cultural resources that have been impacted by proposed plan?  ?Mike stated that if there are no significant impacts that this would be an amendment to the EIR.

Indicated that he was involved in the 1994 Master Plan.  Stated that the dog issue was not addressed at that time because they didn’t want to deal with it then.  He wanted to make sure everyone realized it wasn’t addressed in the master plan because it wasn’t allowed.

Monica Fuentes – Inquired if the existing Eucalyptus trees, located in the sludge processing area, are going to be removed.  She feels they are dangerous as the limbs break and can fall on someone.
She gave her thanks for making the park more accessible to the disabled people.

Bill Bushe – Questioned why a road is bisecting the off leash dog area leading to the multi-use beach to the south.  Mike Singleton explained that the road could either be located along the shoreline edge or in the middle where there is less use.  MP indicates that new road needs to be kept 300 feet from shoreline.  This allows for maximum use along the shoreline, less conflicts w/ vehicles.

Jarl Turner – Wants more information regarding cost and funding.  How much depends on bond money?  Mike indicated that there needs to be an adopted plan first before funding can be acquired.  He said there are state wide programs which the City needs to apply for.  There is sludge process mitigation funds available now.  Need a blueprint and then decide where are the priorities.

Paul Jacob – Once the plan is in place (approved), phasing can be determined.  Make the refinements and then look for funding.  Asked how long we have been in the process already…..Answer: 1-1/2 years.  Could go for 3 years.
What is the projected time line?  If a CEQA review is required, not much less than a six month period.  If a new EIR is required then can take up to 1-1/2 to 2 years.  Need to stay consistent enough with Master Plan to avoid an EIR.

Verified that wading @ Hidden Anchorage is not allowed.

When asked what is percentage of leash free dog areas to total parks area in San Diego,  Paul responded that there are 14 or 15 off leash dog parks but they are very small and crowded.

Don Peterson – Hold comments until later.  Mentioned that he was on the Mission Bay Board @ time of developing the 1994 Master Plan.  Dogs were rarely mentioned at that time.  Point is that consultants examine the uses or needs of today and continue to do so as the uses change with time.

Mike Connors – Impressed.  Feels that the consultants did their job.  Feels that there was a lot of community input that was taken into account.
Jarl Turner – How do you pay for staff to maintain this massive park?  How does it affect needed maintenance throughout San Diego?  Mike Singleton explained that a majority of the island is sustainable.  Regional parkland is minimal.
Jarl thanked the design team for reducing the costs of the project by half but wants to know how it affects future capital projects.  Once authorized, how is the money to be spent?

Stacey Lomedico – Do not have operating costs. No capital either.  This plan made reductions of uses (i.e. restrooms, parkland). ?Didn’t get all that she said….can you help?
Pam Glover – Coastal Area and Park Committee have a “needs” list that is to be reviewed periodically to get grant applications.  There is a twenty year “needs” list.

Judy Swink – Funding for dredging is important.  Much smaller number of funding is available for other elements on island.  There is different criteria for this type of funding.  There are a lot more funding sources that is outlined in the Master Plan which can be prioritized. 

Judy stated that there are other special needs that need to be addressed (i.e. personal water craft, jet ski area)

Greg Peterson –Gave his thanks to the design team.

Separate dredging occurs – potential beach erosion.  Two areas for dredging:  deep water (navigation hazard) and along shoreline (w/ ground based bulldozers, etc).
Can kayak storage be relocated to South Shores?  Personal watercraft vs.high speed vehicles are not compatible.

Why phasing?  Isn’t it cheaper to build all at once?

Will MBPC have a chance to review this after Park & Rec. have made adjustments to the plan?  Paul Jacobs indicated that the team would not go back to MBPC with revisions.

Karl Jaedkte – Good job.  Stated that funding is always an issue.
Rick Bussell – Hold comments until later

Richard Miller – What kind of heavy equipment is needed for the sand management area?  How many vehicles and how often do they need to enter the island?  Can this area be relocated elsewhere?  Will there be an increase in traffic?  Paul stated that the truck traffic is seasonal – highs and lows as sand is moved back and forth from the beaches.  The trucks are scheduled in the mornings so not operating during peak hours.
If the proposed road that runs through the off leash dog area to the south of the island was removed, how long would it take a family of four and all their belongings to get to the beach from the nearest parking area?  Mike Singleton said it would be approx. 900 yards (length of a football field).
4.  
Comments from Community Members:
Speaker 1:  Debra Medan (representing FIDO) – Powerpoint presentation for the dog owners.  Would like to see simultaneous development of South Shores along with Fiesta Island.
Speaker 2:  Les Hopper – Powerpoint presentation for the paddling community.  Shared the popularity of paddling and the need for an area on the island for their watercraft.  The proposed multi-use area @ the south end of the island is preferred as it is closest to the ocean inlet but they would be grateful to maintain any spot of the island.
Speaker 3:  Florence Sloan – Sporting Clubs (sporting dog users).  Requests to not approve Alternate 4G.  Does not want to curtail recreation access at all.  Feels that large turf areas used for picnicking and parties should also be designed for dog use as well.  Address by time management – manage perceived conflicts.  Misleading information for off leash dog use (refer to page 20 of Precise Plan).  Map indicates……….? 257 acres of habitat/sand court and beach used for dog use.  Exclusive dog use accessible for other uses……..dog training areas.,,,,,,,can you help on this also?
Speaker 4:  Sarah Hayes – Continuous dog park area is too large.  Dogs do not use the whole thing.  She can get around the island easily as she uses the interior portion of the island one or two times a week.  Do not break up space!!!!!
Speaker 5:  Jim w/ the Audobon Society – MBPC should be able to review the plans again once it goes through the EIR process.  Preserve natural habitat, reduce grass, move sand management area.  Wildlife is affected by the dogs.

Speaker 6:  Harriet King – Magazine publisher in San Diego.  She has the most inquiries for information from the public on where to take their dogs in the City?  San Diego is considered #1 in the country for dog users.
Speaker 7:  Pauline White –Good canine citizens.  Supports off leash harmony and users.  Doesn’t feel that there are conflicts on the island.  Users and dogs are compatible throughout island.
Speaker 8:  Gordan “Gordo” Farm – Has lived in S.D. since 1958.  Raised w/ dogs, athletic.  Paddling is his sport.  Mission Bay is San Diego’s #1 spot for boats.  Very much needs to support.

Speaker 9:  Mrs. Henderson – ‘Monday Night Riders’ @ Fiesta Island along with their dogs.  Horses get along fine w/ dogs and children throughout island.  Believes all can share space as it exists now.

Speaker 10:  Judy Hamiliton – Bicycle Club – includes 300 members.  Primary concern is if you introduce more vehicles, there is a conflict with existing use of island by cyclists.  Feels this can be an attainable plan if all users are brought together to work together.  Surprised to seek grants with so much opposition.

Speaker 11:  Carolyn Chase – would like to see a small growth alternative (increase people, no cars, less conflicts w/ people and cars).  Litter is an outrage on the island.  Request alternative for sand management use.  Would like to see permeable pavers in parking lots and feels the primitive campsite is infeasible.
5.
Questions/comments to new items (Committee Members):
a.
Pam Glover – No comment
b.  Richard Miller – Concerned about sand management on island – current one is a dump.
c. Billy Paul – Concerned about the publics input in regards to the proposed road running through the off leash dog area leading toward the multi-use area @ south end of island.  Does not feel he can support the plan with so many people opposed to it.  Stated that the meeting started at 6:00 p.m. and public comment was not heard until 9:00 p.m.  Feels this is inadequate time to give public input.  Most people were gone at this point.  He proposed a motion to continue this meeting to review this area. 
d. Jim Green – Thank you to the design team
e. Monica Fuentes – No Comment

f. Bill Bushe – Can’t vote until road is reconfigured in dog off leash area @ SW end of island.

Bill gave his thanks to Mike and Paul, stating that this is quite a task.

Cost and fiscal aspect concerns.  Inclined to vote against instead of for because of reservations.  Likes where the design is going but feels it still needs more work.

g. Don Peterson – Reservations of the road.  Why can’t the boat storage bymoved to South Shore.  Would like to see more work done.

h. Mike Duckor – Feels that the public has been heard. Their input has been presented over and over.  Limiting their time did not mean not listening to them.

i. Judy Swink – She feels this plan is ready to move forward.  Doesn’t mean this is cast in concrete.  Park and Rec. Board will have their comments that will need to be addressed.  Agrees with more shared use in SW portion of island and the need for vehicular access to this multi use area.  
Is concerned with the amount of trash in the sand management area.  Feels that it’s been accumulated by the users.  Will have staff evaluate where it’s coming from.

j. Karl Jaedtke – Lot of issues brought up.  Public discussion for 1-1/2 years.  Have to think of other users down the road.  Good plan to move forward to next level.

k. Rick Bussell – In regards to the controversial road proposed through the off leash dog area, Rick feels that there is a need to provide for ADA access to the multi use area @ the SW portion of the island.  It’s not just for dog owners.  Need to account for those not represented (other user groups like those that are afraid of dogs and won’t go to the island because of them).  There has got to be a middle ground.

6.
Voting:  Motion was made to approve plan. Someone seconded the motion.

Approved: 9 total,  Opposed: 5 total

Plan approved

Board requested that Design Team come back to the MBPC once approved by the Park & Rec Board for update to changes.

ACTION ITEMS
2-6.1
KTU+A 
Proceed with plan refinement 
2-6.2
KTU+A

Presentation to the Design Review Board
2-6.3
KTU+A

Presentation to the Park and Rec Board
2-6.4
KTU+A

Planning Commission?
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.

























