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3916 Normal Street

San Diego, CA 92103
CITY OF SAN DIEGO - FIESTA ISLAND GDP

COASTAL COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES 

Meeting Date:  January 26, 2007
DISTRIBUTION:
Attendance
City Staff

Paul Jacob
City of S.D. – Park & Rec. Dept.
pjacob@sandiego.gov
yes

Ali Darvishi
City of S.D. – Park & Rec. Dept
ADarvishi@sandiego.gov
yes

Jaimie Fox Rice
Council Office District 2
jfoxrice@sandiego.gov
no
Mary Kempezenski
Council Office District 6
mkempczenski@sandiego.gov
no
Susan Gonzales
City of S.D. – Park & Rec. Dept.
SGonzales@sandiego.gov
no

Consultants

Michael Singleton
KTU+A L.A. & Planning
mike@ktua.com
yes

David Leonard
KTU+A L.A. & Planning
davel@ktua.com
yes

Cheri Blatner
KTU+A L.A. & Planning
cheri@ktua.com
yes

Alison Whitelaw
Platt Whitelaw Architects
awhitelaw@plattwhitelaw.com
no

Larry Thornburgh
Nasland Engineering
larryt@nasland.com
no

Chris Kraft
Bechard & Associates
ckraft@bech.com
no

Donna Steel
RECON
dsteel@recon-us.com
no

Cheri Boucher
RECON
cboucher@recon-us.com
yes

Keith Merkel
Merkel & Associates
kmerkel@merkelinc.com  
yes

Walt Crampton
Terra Costa Consulting Group
wcrampton@terracosta.com
no

Harmon Nelson
Harmen Nelson Design
harmon@harmonnelson.com
no

Marc Mizuta
Kimley-Horn
marc.mizuta@kimley-horn.com
no

Mission Bay Park Committee Members 

Ted Jardine

ahj@afo.net
no

Judy Swink

jswink@adnc.com
no

Don Peterson

DSPLAWOFFICE@cs.com
no

Chris Rink

crink@breb.com
no

Pam Glover


no

Catherine Strohlen


no

Bob Ottilie


no

Rick Bussel


no

Richard Miller


no

Karl Jaedthe


no

Mindy Pellisser


no

Resource Agencies

Ellen Lirley
California Coastal Commission
elirley@coastal.ca.gov
yes

Deborah Lee
California Coastal Commission
dlee@coastal.ca.gov
yes

Libby Lucas
California Division of Fish & Game
elucas@dfg.ca.gov
yes

Debbie Woodward
Reg. Water Quality Control Bd.
dwoodward@waterboards.ca.gov
yes

Deborah Lee
California Coastal Commission
dlee@coastal.ca.gov
yes
NEXT MBPC MEETING:  February 6, 2007 (Santa Clara Recreation Center), 6:00 p.m. 

ITEM

MINUTES






DISCUSSION 
1.
Keith Merkel presented Alternate 4c Concept Plan in regards to the wetlands and natural resources.  Discussed seasonal use of the wetland area @ the north end to enhance and make functional. Proposed seasonal access to this area, which can also vary within those seasons (i.e. open specific days per week for pedestrians/bikes, no cars).

2.
Sand management area - Sand management area is not addressed in the Master Plan. Since it is not detrimental to the environment or the island and there is no other area that can facilitate this process, it shall remain on the island, although, it has been relocated towards the north end of the island and encompasses a smaller area.  No adverse affect to store long term sand resources.  Limits when these resources can be retrieved.

3.
Dave Leonard discussed details of recreation changes:

a.  
More City parkland created in conjunction with fenced off-leash area.  Many dog owners indicated a desire to have turf and picnic areas accessible for dogs.

b. 
Parkland has been reconfigured to be inter-connected, contiguous

c.  
Natural areas are contiguous to promote habitat and hiking.

d.  
Fenced dog area – slightly expanded, fenced turf parkland added allowing dogs, and a fenced beach along the western shore was added which will also allow dogs.

e.
Over the line slightly reduced, but still around 28 acres.

4.  
Sand dunes are shown as a buffer between Stony Point, regional parkland uses and leash free dog areas.  

5.
Discussed Stony Point’s erosion issues and how to address – Keith pointed out where to end rip rap and maintain beach w/o eroding slopes. 

6.
Can one access the view point at Stony Point during breeding season?  Concern that people would disturb the birds during breeding season.  Discussed how this view point can be fenced off and gated during the breeding season.

7.
Discussed locating fence on the sand side of road @ the west end of the island, to separate off leash parkland and beaches.  What beach area is left for passage?  There would be openings along the fence for access w/ or w/o dogs.

8.
Mike Singleton indicated that the fences will not run into the water as they are a hazard to boats.  The fence will stop short of the waterline to indicate the boundary where dogs shouldn’t go beyond.  City feels that perception is more important than physical barriers and that dogs can be controlled by voice control.  They prefer not to have fences and demarcate boundaries with a series of low wooden bollards or post and cable rails instead.

9.
Libby suggested consideration of adding a bridge to connect the off leash parkland and the beach to avoid crossing the road.  She would like to see connectivity between and across road.  Mike Singleton noted that generally separation in grade prevents use of pedestrian crossings.  Pedestrians are more likely to enter into an unsafe situation at grade than to use bridges. Also, the intended level of vehicular activity is low and the sight lines are very open.

10.
Paul stated that FIDO, Humane Society and Veterinarians requested that the main traffic loop bypass and not intersect the dog off-leash area.  They requested to minimize vehicular traffic in that area and those people that want to enter this area would need to make a right hand turn.  This also helps minimize the driving distance for people looping the island and is better for outriggers and large trailers as they will only have one-way traffic.  The traffic is estimated to reduce from approximately 100% down to 25%.  A narrow road with fencing on both sides will act as a traffic calming device.

11.
Drainage will be captured internally.  No drainage into the bay. Keith suggested that these drainage swales be used to capture and distribute runoff into wetland areas to sustain wetland watersheds.

12.
Special events such as Thunderboats and Over the Line can use portions of off leash parkland for overflow parking as indicated in the Master Plan.  Concerns regarding parking on turf were expressed.  Will turf hold up?  Needs to be durable, but creep must be controlled.  Mike indicated that aeration would be necessary and fees collected from special event permits could pay for the annual maintenance.

13.
Don’t want to over park or under park the island.  The Master Plan’s intent, according to Park and Recreation, was to control the number of island users by limiting the number of parking spaces on the island. It was noted that the concept plan has less parking lots proposed than the Master Plan to allow for more shoreline parking.  People like to pull off to the side of the road to picnic, etc.  

14.
Bioswales/wetlands:  Existing wetlands – take non tidal mitigation areas that do not currently function as a wetland and create tidal wetlands.  Existing wetlands are not a part of bioswales.  The resource agencies asked if we could go through the history of all wetland mitigation requirements currently on Fiesta Island and document the successes and the failures.  Better to pick up as much water run off as possible, treat it, then release into other wetland areas.  With the addition of turf on the island there is the need for greater water application, which increases the amount of run off.

15.
Two potential buildings:  Storage building near southern swimming beach (full building w/ individual storage to be open to the public) and a ranger building @ north end of campground.  Concession stand in the over the line area was dropped as they do not want it.  Public restrooms are proposed throughout the island. A specific design has not yet been agreed upon, but it is known that outdoor showers are likely at the swimming beach and the campground.   

16.
Regional park land was reduced due to the lack of public support shown at the public workshop and input provided through the website. How are we meeting regional parkland acreage?  Need to anticipate when the project would be implemented to determine how much parkland is required based on projected population for that year. Using the 1991 Master Plan as a starting point and projecting population increases, KTU+A has determined that there is a need for 65 acres by the year 2010.

17.
South Shores may be the next large area of Mission bay to be developed as parkland.  It can accommodate the acreage needed for population growth in foreseeable future, which may not be built on Fiesta Island.  Excavating this area for wetlands as noted in the Master Plan is not conducive with the landfill beneath the soil. So regional parkland would be a better use at South Shores than on Fiesta Island.

18.
Coastal Commission is addressing habitat concerns.
19.
Limit use of pesticides.  Add language to plan addressing use of herbicides and pesticides in turf areas.

20.
Discussed the need for showers close to the beach @ the SW end of the island and the campground (2 locations).  Also discussed possibility of outdoor showers for rinsing off.  Water needs to go to sewer. 

21.
Libby requested a hose bypass to rinse off the dogs as well as accommodating dogs at the drinking fountains.

22.
Equestrian uses and concerns – Contamination is an issue.  Are there studies for adverse affects of horse urine?  Regional Water Quality Control Board might be able to answer that.

23.
Concept plan indicates that there is no wading or off shore water use in the water ski cove.  The group was not favorable to this solution.  By doing this, the Water Ski clubs are making this cove exclusive for their activities.  Paul questioned the existing permit language. He will research this. There is no sign posting at this time.  If boats are not visible in the area then why can’t this area be used as a swim area?  Libby favored the use of buoys as well as posting signs in the cove.  Keith felt that the edge of the island drops off rather abruptly not too far from shoreline therefore hindering users going too far into the water.  He felt that buoys would work in this case.  Paul will speak with rangers to see if there have been any incidents or reports of accidents with boats and swimmers.  Preference is to increase shoreline swimming and wading for dogs as much as possible.

24.
New entrance road onto the island – How does the entry road build out without shutting down the island?  Structural engineers worked it so can build one half of the road and then follow with the other half.  Mike indicated that borings show sand, no rock.


25.
Primitive campground is smaller.  As to not limit the activities of the campground to night time it will function as a picnic area during the day.

26.
Restoration area – would like birds to return.  Commissioners that are avid bird watchers don’t want to increase or exasperate potential for disturbing their existence. 

27.
Is there a concern for the use of trees on the island?  Visual concern.  Depends on the line of sight or how planted.  Libby feels it’s best not to have trees.  Keith feels that there aren’t any problems having trees on the island as they are already there on the youth campground portion of the island.  If trees are to be added, then need to keep a similar distance as those found in the campground in relation to the north end Least Tern site.  Need to create shade with trees.  Restrict trees at south end – keep natural.  Mimic coastal habitat (i.e. Torrey Pine for Coastal bluffs, Sycamore trees in riparian areas).  Keep trees away from shoreline.

28.
Lighting on the island - Mike mentioned that the island would be dark, although there will be security lighting at buildings.

29.
Libby is not familiar with the Master Plan and has asked that the team put together a chronological assessment of the wetland areas (what is needed, what has failed).  What jurisdiction does Fish and Game have for the Least Tern areas of Stony Point and the north end of the island?

30.
Bioswales will need to be sized sufficiently to accommodate capacity of heavy rains.  Need to control inside edge of road so vehicles don’t drive off roads and run through the bioswales containing water.

31.
Total impervious surfaces- request for calcs.  Use impervious concrete to catch water to percolate and reduce run off. 

32.
One of the next steps is the phasing plan and costs.

33.
Permits:  D.S.D. – site development permit only.  Pull separate construction permits later but the site development permit takes care of all discretionary actions.  

ACTION ITEMS:

1-26.1
KTU+A/City 
Coordinate next public workshop (late February, early March).  
1-26.2 City
Paul to research Water Ski clubs permit for water ski area. Paul will speak with rangers to see if there have been any incidents or reports of accidents with boats and swimmers
1-26.3
Merkel/Recon
Chronological assessment of wetland areas and previous mitigation efforts.

1-26.4
KTU+A

Refine Alternative 4c in more detail, once approved by MBPC.

1-26.5
KTU+A

Address access to dunes at Stony Point, limit seasonally.

1-26.6 Merkel/Recon
Look at tree perching issues and determine buffers and distance needed between trees in the area and sensitive wildlife habitats.

1-26.7
Reg. WQB
Regional Board to research water quality issues related to equestrian use on the island and pass on to KTU+A.

1-26.8  KTU+A 
Produce a summary of the proposed changes to the master plan and contrast with master plan goals, indicating consistencies. Submit to Coastal Commission for their review in determining if a master plan amendment / local coastal program amendment will be needed or if the GDP is consistent enough with the master plan to avoid the need for an amendment and new CEQA document.

Prepared by:  Cheri Blatner / Dave Leonard / Mike Singleton

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

























