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City of Fairview Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee
October 17, 2013 Meeting Minutes
The accuracy of part of the discussion regarding exhibit C has been questioned. The following
is a transcript of the recording of the relevant part of the meeting (minutes 34:16‐
45:05).
Jeffery Arnold (JA)
Lisa Barton Mullins (LBM)
Garth Everhart (GE)
Ray Hansen (RH)
Sarale Hickson (SH)
David Strom (DS)
LBM: Can I ask a question?
GE:
Yes
LMB: Who picked these things? You know this one through five. Who came up with these
ideas and how did you decide in what order?
GE:
I didn’t decide. I pulled these out of the master plan.
DS:
Yes this is…
GE:
These are national standards that the City adopted in the master plan.
LBM: OK, alright
GE:
If you go to this plan right here. There is an Appendix A here (make sure you have the
right plan). But it is something that McKeever/Morris and the city did. And said this is
the road map. So this appendix is really quite useful and I will get you a copy of it. But I
didn’t create it I just lifted the language.
LBM: OK
DS:
So I read the master plan a while back and I am really getting what you are doing here.
You have taken the master plan excerpts and pieces along with what we have observed
and we have learned and have brought the two together and basically said our
recommendations are following what the master plan is doing…
GE:
Exactly
DS:
And we feel the master plan is still relevant
GE:
Yup
DS:
Because what I am seeing is
GE:
The presumption is you have no
DS:
I think this is great
GE:
The operating presumption is, we don’t have the population we thought we were going
to have so we are still within the criteria of this thing or the concept. There are national
standards and we have a park that exists so let’s measure that against those standards
and find out what’s deficient and those are the priority items to bring it up to a level and
that’s what it is. And then…
DS:
I was recognizing as I was going through these I am like… OK
GE:
And so the outcome is exhibit A which is what we arrived at. For that park…
DS:
Yeah this is exactly what we said
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Brian was there. When we were at the meeting down there at that park. That park has
three kind of areas. The east end…
I’ve been there.
Yeah I know but in terms of how we looked at it there is the east end where the power
lines are and then the middle area and then that big area to the left so the idea was the
east end would be the active area because it is more away from the water the middle
area would be the frisbee play catch area the active area and then the part by the lake
would be the passive area picnic tables and things like that. So that’s the genesis of this
capital structure program.
It’s just that all I’ve been hearing about lakeshore is that in surveys that were done a
couple of years ago they don’t want play equipment in there and I have heard that from
several different sources several different times so I am just wondering…
We haven’t…
Yeah no…
No one has shared that with us…
No one has shared that information…
Steve Marker lives there. He lives two homes away and he talked with neighbors and I
went down there a couple of times and just interviewed people for a couple of days just
asking them. And right now it is basically a park where people just walk to and turn
around and just walk to their house.
Oh yeah I believe that.
I think the issue is…
There is nothing there, I agree with that.
I think the issue is that it depends on how it is presented to people because if it is
presented to people that your neighborhood park is now going to become a community
park that raises the whole parking issue and the whole thing with these neighborhood
parks is that they are no intended to have a lot of parking because they are just used by
the neighborhood and so it is kind of..
Yeah right.
So a lot of times it is how it is presented if you go ask someone in that neighborhood as
we did would you guys like to have some playground equipment like they have at Park
Cleone they go we would love to have it and one of the reasons it became important
this year is a there is nothing down there and b the concern with by investing in Park
Cleone that all of a sudden people were going to be driving into that neighborhood to
use the brand new equipment and we know the Park Cleone neighborhood is rabid
about people not coming into their neighborhood because they have you know that was
made very clear to us by staff that there has been an ongoing issue with Park Cleone
about that they don’t want anybody in there. This goes back to one of the five tenants
that if you distribute things equally across the city in neighborhood parks so people
aren’t driving to other neighborhoods.
Right.
So you don’t suddenly make one focal point where the whole city is showing up every
weekend or every day.
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LBM: Well like this park. Exactly. Sarale, did you come up with, I thought I heard you say
earlier about the Lakeshore property that you had some or that you found some…
SH:
I found some documents about why they did it the way that they did it but I haven’t
actually read the documents.
LBM: Oh OK.
SH:
But I found a number of documents on why it was done the way it was.
LBM: Well I know FLOPA was against the playground equipment when they talked with their
group. but I don’t know. I am just trying to catch up.
DS:
No but…
SH:
And I will send out the documents that I have found.
DS:
If you could please that would be great.
SH:
I will email them out tomorrow and I will let you know.
JA:
I will pick them up.
SH:
And Ray too, he doesn’t email either.
GE:
I guess they key is always how the question is asked. I mean we talked to some people
who have portable basketball courts in their street and they would love to have those
portable basketball courts gone and that was one of the things we didn’t put in our list
but we talked about for in the future is can we fit a half‐court basketball court down
there because there is so many kids down there and right now they have got all these
little things that people complain about because they are out in the street and they
have to drive around them and things like that so. Right now there is just nothing there
and so it is just a desert. And there’s about 400 homes down there that have been built
since 2001and so it is a good population base.
LBM: Yeah.
DS:
I like this. I like this a lot. It is really good work.
GE:
Thank you. I don’t…
DS:
Huh?
GE:
I don’t want to do it again!
DS:
Well I do like how it brings the master plan and the relevancy of the… Because we had a
lot of discussions on it. Basically, this is our journey and how we got to where we got
and to the final pieces.
GE:
OK.
DS:
I am OK to adopt this. Do you want to do this? To adopt this template as we move
forward with each park to go through? I mean this makes sense.
GE:
I like it but I wrote it!
DS:
Well yeah but…
GE:
So I don’t feel like I should make a motion here.
JA:
A motion to what, adopt it?
DS:
Yeah I am OK with that. And we will do this for each one and this can then connect to
the master plan and do we want to update the master plan then with this or make this
an appendix to it? Saying here’s what…
GE
What we proposed… What we proposed to the council, and I don’t think they have had
a chance to deliberate on it, is that we would do park by park a recommendation and
the city council could go yes or no on each one or they could wait until they are all
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together. But our role was just to go through the updates and provide… I mean ours is
just a recommendation, and so when we do that it is up to the council to do whatever
they are going to do.
DS:
So we would just put forward as a bundle…
GE:
Yep. Yep. Yep.
DS:
The recommendation…and we would follow this format on each park going forward.
GE:
Or we could bundle. When we are done…
DS:
Nah.
GE:
…with the neighborhood parks we could bundle the lakeshore um neighborhood parks
together and then we have to choose which parks we are going to next; the community
parks or the open space ones and you could do them in blocks. That might be more
appropriate because then you could say this is kind of where we are in neighborhood
parks. That way they are not seeing something every two or three months it’s like every
six months they see a package.
DS:
I am good with that. So you made the motion?
JA:
Yes.
DS:
I can second the motion right? I second the motion. We are voting to adopt this format
for moving parks forward one at a time.
RH:
Again, I am not certain who is responsible to make a master plan.
DS:
Well we are responsible to make updates to the master plan.
RH:
Are we?
DS:
Uh Huh.
LBM: If the city council decides to go ahead and do a master plan you are looking at a very
lengthy period. You are looking at probably $50,000 because we would again have to
hire an engineering firm to go about that. This individual park by park by park way if
you decided to go about it that way and make recommendations to the city council even
putting that together could not be a master plan.
??:
Right
LBM: Because the master plan would need to incorporate more than what this is. You know…
RH:
What I have done this is a different subject now, but I have sat helping the engineer
working on a master plan…
LBM: Who’s…
RH:
..when the engineer is selected.
DS:
Right, but…but…but…what she is saying is we have no ability to do a new master plan…
RH:
I understand that.
GE:
This is not a master plan this is a park this is a park plan update.
DS:
…this is a park plan update. And it is explaining how we are following and leveraging the
master plan and we are making recommendations that might be different than the
master plan.
RH:
I understand.
DS:
So what we are voting on is do we want to adopt this method of dealing with updates to
the parks.
RH:
Uh Huh.
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GE:

Well actually what we are voting on is if we want to adopt this plan update because we
have already recommended to council…
DS:
Yes the recommendations are the same thing…
GE:
Yep.
DS:
We have already done that piece but from now on we will follow this format which links
all of it together as a package. Probably makes more sense to the council when they
would get something like this.
LBM: I think the council was just really clear last night that they wanted Park Cleone finished
first and then on to as we discussed…
DS:
But this doesn’t even…
LBM: …benches and stuff like that
DS:
This doesn’t even address that right?
LBM: No…no…
DS:
This is following this format for this park.
RH:
I agree with that.
DS:
You agree with that? So all in favor say “Aye”.
JA:
Aye.
GE:
Aye.
DS:
Aye.
RH:
Aye.
DS:
That’s great. I like this. This is…This was a lot of work.
SH:
Just so I am clear.
DS:
Um Hum
SH:
The motion was that that document be adopted as the park plan update for Park..
GE:
Lakeshore
SH:
Lakeshore Park. OK.
DS:
And then we will follow the same format for Park Cleone. That it?
GE:
Yeah.
DS:
OK.
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