
From: Cheryl 
To: Haley Dodson; John F. Weigold IV
Subject: Fwd: Nov 30 Board Meeting
Date: Monday, November 29, 2021 10:17:44 AM

Begin forwarded message:

From: Cheryl McDowell 
Subject: Nov 30 Board Meeting
Date: November 29, 2021 at 10:15:59 AM PST
To: Ossana Terterian <oterterian@cambriacsd.org>

Good   Morning  please  read  my comments

Based  on   being a  frequent visitor  of   the  doggie  park  I  have observed   the 
following:   

NO  one  uses  the  portable  toilet  which  is  in place  near  the  handicap 
parking. 
Nor   have I seen any  directors  been  present or  GM/staff   to  observe   what
goes on there.

A  Yes  vote   to  move  forward   to  spend ratepayers   money  on a worthless
project  will  only  provoke  this  community 
the  area   is  too   remote   and  your  inviting  crime.  

I  ask  this  board  to  nix  this  idea  and  not apply  for  Parks  & Water Bond Act
of 2018 (Proposition 68)

funding for new restrooms on the east section of the Fiscalini Ranch Preserve.   

Cheryl McDowell
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From: John F. Weigold IV
To: Haley Dodson
Subject: FW: Restroom on Fiscalini Ranch Preserve
Date: Monday, November 29, 2021 3:31:23 PM
Attachments: image001.png

And another…
 

 

From: Elizabeth Bettenhausen  
Sent: Monday, November 29, 2021 9:18 AM
To: Cindy Steidel ; Donn Howell ; Harry Farmer

; ; Tom Gray 
Cc: John F. Weigold IV <jweigold@cambriacsd.org>; Pamela Duffield <pduffield@cambriacsd.org>;
Ray Dienzo <RDienzo@cambriacsd.org>; Kathe Tanner <ktanner@thetribunenews.com>; Steve
Kniffen ; Kitty Connolly ; Ossana Terterian
<oterterian@cambriacsd.org>
Subject: Restroom on Fiscalini Ranch Preserve
 

Re: 30 Nov. 2021 Agenda 3.A. Discussion and Consideration of Using
Proposition 68 Per Capita Program Funding for the
East Ranch Restroom Project

"In conclusion, staff recommends that the Board discuss and consider
the issues, limitations, and 
constraints in its deliberations on the use of Prop 68 Per Capita
Program funding for the East 
Ranch Restroom Project" (Agenda, p. 3)
 

Dear CCCD Board of Directors:
 

My comments are here. Please include them in the Minutes of this meeting.

1. Error in Discussion in Agenda and actual PROS action
There was no meeting of PROS on October 7, contrary to what the Staff
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Discussion claims on p. 3 of the 11/30/2021 Agenda.
 

The Minutes of the PROS meeting on August 4, 2021,  state:
"B. Review of Plans by Civil Design for the East Ranch Restroom
Project
A motion was made by Commissioner Bahringer that we like option 3,
that we gather all the extra cost estimates, that we
eliminate the dog washing and keep the door and extra room for
storage in option 3. It was seconded by Commissioner 
Johansson and passed unanimously."

 

2. Nothing in the Minutes of the meeting of the CCSD Board of Directors on
10/14/21 binds the actions of the Board of Directors today, 30 November
2021.

"B. Discussion and Consideration of East Ranch Restroom Design and
Presentation 
...
"President Steidel suggested two motions. The first was to accept the
report from Mr. Soto and then to direct staff to notify San Luis Obispo
County that 
CCSD is in compliance with the requirements that they had for the
grant received for the design of the bathroom.
Director Dean seconded the motion. 
Motion Passed Unanimously Ayes – 5 (Steidel, Howell, Farmer, Dean,
Gray) Nays– 0 Absent – 0 

"President Steidel made a second motion to direct staff to begin
investigation regarding resources for moving the design forward and
provide possible 
options for timing to return to the Board no later than the second
meeting in November with their findings. 
Vice President Howell seconded the motion. 
Motion Passed Unanimously Ayes – 5 (Steidel, Howell, Farmer, Dean,
Gray) Nays– 0 Absent – 0"

 

3. Given the financial situation of CCSD that was described and discussed
at your special meeting on 20 Nov. 2021 regarding the Skatepark Project
and Prop. 68, I recommend this motion for your consideration and
action today:

The CCSD will not apply for Parks and Water Bond Act of 2018



(Proposition 68) funding for new restrooms on the east section of
Fiscalini Ranch Preserve.

 

Thank you for your consideration of my recommendation.
 

Elizabeth Bettenhausen, B.A, Ph.D.
full time resident of Cambria since March 2002
elizabethbettenhausen@gmail.com
 

Dear
Surfgrass and Mastocarpus
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From: John F. Weigold IV
To: Haley Dodson
Subject: FW: Public comment
Date: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 9:06:46 AM
Importance: High

Additional public comment to read...

-----Original Message-----
From: James Bahringer 
Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 8:59 AM
To: Ossana Terterian <oterterian@cambriacsd.org>
Cc: John F. Weigold IV <jweigold@cambriacsd.org>
Subject: Public comment
Importance: High

For public comment on Prop 68 funds:

Please apply general funds to complete the Bathroom project on the East Ranch.
The bathroom is essential for additional development.
The Prop 68 funds will effectively provide a discount on the much needed project  supporting the many uses of the
area.
Persons of all ages will benefit.
Parking is sufficient and further use and activity will increase the visibility of the park.
Regards,
Jim Bahringer
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From: John F. Weigold IV
To: Haley Dodson
Subject: FW: Opposition to grant money for east ranch bathroom
Date: Monday, November 29, 2021 3:31:06 PM
Attachments: SR3 Permit 2014.pdf

image001.png

This would seem to be another letter to the Board for tomorrow’s meeting.
 
 

 

From: mahala burton  
Sent: Monday, November 29, 2021 8:13 AM
To: John F. Weigold IV <jweigold@cambriacsd.org>
Subject: Opposition to grant money for east ranch bathroom
 
CCSD Board and General Manager ,
 
I am opposed to the use of CCSD reserve monies to fund a bathroom on the east ranch. I have
 included a well report explaining why Santa Rosa Creek well #1 should not be used by a bathroom
even though you are currently considering it non potable water . Well #1 could be activated in the
 future and necessary as part of our potable water supply.
 
The ranch EIR does not allow potable water to be used for a bathroom.
 
Furthermore   why do we need a bathroom? Who  will it serve? It seems the east ranch community
park is only a dog park with no plans for a skate park or soccer fields or anything else. There are
complaints the road in and out is rutted and the parking lot in disrepair. 
 
A use for reserve funds could be to bring the Leimert tank current on all maintenance and paint it
and make the upgrades in the CIP list .
 
It seems we are not following the strategic plan where it states about everything the CCSD  is
responsible for is under funded. 
 
Regards,
 
Mahala Burton
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From: Christine 
To: BoardComment
Subject: Public Comment
Date: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 9:34:22 AM

Hi, Haley --

Please include in written comments. Thanks.

Item 3A
Thank you for this change in taking public comment, to allow the public to hear the item 
under discussion before commenting. The limitations previously imposed resulted in the 
public commenting on subjects that, in presentation of the item and board discussion, were 
no longer relevant.

I ask for an explanation as to why this meeting was called. As a procedural matter, the 
subject of finances should go to the Finance Committee. Why is the board circumventing its 
own process? Clearly, the board is taking action that will commit the district to funding, 
pending the later official action 

Why does this require a second Special Meeting this month? The subject of Prop 68 
funding has already been the subject of one Special Meeting. Why was this not discussed 
at a regular meeting? Calling a Special Meeting, after a major four-day holiday weekend, 
and opposite an important county meeting, suggests that board members would prefer to 
discuss this subject at a time when fewer of their critics will attend. Scheduling an important 
financial meeting for a time when few Cambrians will notice that their money is being 
misspent again is a favorite strategy of earlier boards. I hoped for better from the members 
of this board, but despite campaign promises of fiscal responsibility, you have all -- with the 
exception of Harry Farmer, Cambria’s champion, and thank him for me for pointing out that 
although today’s action does not make  budget adjustment, but nevertheless commits the 
district to funding -- shown that you are pursuing some other agenda than the well-being of 
Cambria. 

At the last meeting, the board decided that the threat of financial costs, after inflation by the 
staff, was too high to allow the district to apply for funds to build the skatepark, something 
that the community wants. To call a special meeting to discuss applying for funds to build 
the restrooms, which are, at over $350,000, seriously overpriced, and which few in the 
community have any interest in, is absurd. If you take any action on the restrooms, get a 
second opinion on that cost. 
 
A local religious leader, Father Stetz, reminded you of your moral and spiritual obligation to 
Cambria’s young people.Take this opportunity to direct staff to apply for funds to construct 
the skatepark. 



-- 
Christine Heinrichs
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