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ITEM ACTION

Attendance
Misson Bay Paddling Group Les.Hopper@tylin.com yes
Misson Bay Paddling Group adair@sandiego.edu yes
KTU+A mike @ktua.com no
KTU+A davel@ktua.com yes

To be determined

MINUTES

Info

PROJECT ISSUES:

General Discussi on

David went through some of the history of the project. He explained the delays
resulting from concerns from FIDO and the new requirement to develop another
project alternative. He also explained that since the project will have to go back
before the Mission Bay Park Committee, and since one specific group has
required more special attention, to be equitable, the team is responsible for
allowing other special interest groups to have input as well. A variety of groups
will be approached and their input sought before Alternative 4i will be finalized
and presented back to the Mission Bay Park Committee.

David also explained that FIDO had developed a matrix to assess whether Fiesta
Island was suitable for the Mission Bay Paddling Group. Terms associated with
the development of anther plan alternative include the provision for KTU+A to
modify the matrix and it!s findings in order to provide a fair assessment. In order
to fairly assess the situation the paddling group must provide feedback upon the
criteria utilized and then provide their input in the findings.

The paddling group in general was frustrated as to why FIDO was performing
such an assessment. Frustration ranged from why FIDO was assessing another
groups needs, to why the paddling group was targeted when a public beach with
nearly all the same amenities will be included in the final alternative.

General disappointment was expressed the prior Alternative OHO was modified.
The alternative provided what the Mission Bay Paddling Group requires.
Frustration was displayed that another interest group is driving the plan away
from the needs of other interest groups and general public users.



Specific Input

11-11.01 No other options besides Fiesta Island have redevelopment plans. These have
all been pursued to no avail.
11-11.02 Would any of these other sites be preferred if they were available? No. Most of

these sites have at least one significant flaw. The Fiesta Island plan has the
potential to meet most of the paddlers needs, and involve them in the planning of
adequate site improvements.

11-11.03 Matrix Criteria: Beach access should be 50! or direct access due to the size and
weight of craft.

11-11.04 Matrix Criteria: Need 300! of beach storage to support 30 boats with no stacking
and proper circulation.

11-11.05 Matrix Criteria: At least 120 parking spaces must be available for the paddling
groups plus additional parking for the general public.

11-11.06 Matrix Criteria: The most direct paddle route to the ocean would require a 15
minute (1 mile) distance traveled.

11-11.07 Matrix Criteria: Regional Access to the Interstate should be within 10 minutes to

minimize local traffic both for users needs as well as to conform with the Mission
Bay Master Plan intent of removing Regional Traffic from local roads accessing
the Bay. Concern was also expressed over the access to Seaworld Drive from
South Shores since it is too close. The Mission Bay Paddling Group feels that
this site is particularly vulnerable to this type of security risk.

11-11.08 Matrix Criteria: Safety for paddlers is of the highest concern and several factors
are involved. The first is that a 5 mph wake should be maintained in the paddle
route to the ocean. The second is for safety of the paddlers during launch, too
much activity near the launch site can be dangerous.
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