Committee Member Everhart referenced the discussion regarding the proposed work plan and
Council’s belief that there was no Lakeshore or Pelfrey park plan, yet a subsequent document only
listed Pelfrey Park. He suggested Chair Marker write a letter to Council identifying the steps that
have been taken and the proposed next step for public outreach and input. Vice Chair Grattan noted
in the July 2, 2014 City Council minutes, Director Berry presented the original Lakeshore master
plan, reviewed PRAC’s finding and recommendations, and the differences between. So Council is
aware there is a master plan. In the same minutes, Council President Barton Mullins proposed
PRAC review the recommendations and include their recommendations for Council consideration.
“Is there something you will present?” Council President Barton Mullins replied the master plan was
the formal plan recognized by the city. Instead of just moving forward in adopting what had already
been done, I wanted PRAC to have an opportunity to review it (revise, add or take away).
Vice Chair Grattan commented the differences outlined in Exhibit A, as referred to in the July 2,
2014 Council minutes, were not available on-line. Development Analyst Hickson stated she would
provide the exhibit and summarized her recollection of the meeting. Director Berry presented the
work that was done to apply for a Nature and Neighborhood grant, which included the original
master plan and items PRAC included in the proposed master plan. Once Park Cleone was further
along, the process, similar to Cleone, would begin for Lakeshore i.e. survey, public meetings, design,
etc.
Committee Member Everhart clarified Council chose to rely on the original master plan, not the
plan recommended to them in October 2013. Vice Chair Grattan remarked he was not at the
meeting and the July 2, 2014 Council minutes do not reference October 2013, just the current
Lakeshore Park master plan and PRAC’s findings and recommendations.
Committee Member Everhart commented when PRAC began the Lakeshore plan review in July
2013, they worked from the 2001 master plan and completed a matrix of what is and isn’t
appropriate for a neighborhood park. The Park Recreation master plan identified items envisioned
back in 2001, 2002. The Lakeshore plan PRAC proposed is in concept with these plans. Either
Council doesn’t value the update work PRAC did, or they are not aware. Haven’t read the report
they were provided and tied the information back to the original criteria set in 2000 when an expert
was hired to establish criteria for parks. Not sure when this park will be dealt with.
Chair Marker referred the time line provided by Committee Member Everhart. On July 18, 2013
PRAC inspected Lakeshore Park and prepared a drift of improvements. PRAC agreed to put
Lakeshore on a priority list for a future agenda list. Chair Marker noted he is at a loss as to where
this all went. Committee Member Everhart commented it has been almost a year since adopting the
capital improvement list and there is still question as to what to do.
Committee Member Kaufman commented, as a member of the Parks Committee in 2001, the goal
was to create a small craft launch and educational opportunities for school children, which included
access for a school bus. He supports change so long as the change meets the needs of today’s
neighborhoods.
Committee Member Everhart remarked the 2001 master plan identified Lakeshore as a
neighborhood park with activities. Projects were to be completed when funding was available.
There is no mystery as to what the park was meant to be. Not sure if the neighborhoods have
changed that much. When I drive through, there are always kids playing basketball in the streets.
Lakeshore is a beautiful lake front park. Politics aside, don’t understand the hesitancy in moving this
PRAC Minutes, August 28, 2014 Page 4 of 7

