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College Area Community Council 
P.O. Box 15723 San Diego, CA  92175-5723 

E-mail:  info@cacc-sd.org   Web: http://www.cacc-sd.org 
 

EXECUTIVE BOARD MINUTES – SPECIAL MEETING 
College-Rolando Library Community Room 

November 5, 2007 • 7:30pm 
Present: 
Doug Case 
Sally Ellis 
Rosary Nepi  
John Mullen  

Dan Cornthwaite 
Jeremy Ehrlich 
Tyler Sherer 
Sidney Jones 

Jan Riley 
Steven Barlow 
Ann Cottrell 

Absent: 
Judi Hopps (excused)  
Mike Matthews 
Jim Boggus (excused) 

Charles Maze  
Tom Phelps (excused) 
Harold Webber 

Doug Knutson-Keller 
Martin Montesano (excused) 
Rob Nelson (excused)

 
I. CALL TO ORDER  

Doug Case called the special meeting to order at 7:40pm.  The agenda for today’s meeting is 
limited to review and approval of comments representing the community’s perspectives on the 
final Environmental Impact Report for the proposed SDSU Master Plan Revision.   
 
Doug also reviewed his earlier email communication regarding two minor provisions 
inadvertently omitted from the recent Bylaw revisions approved by the Executive Board at our 
October meeting.  It was the consensus of the board members present to authorize inclusion of 
the omitted provisions, without objection. 

  
II. PUBLIC COMMENT 

1. Rhea Kuhlman expressed her concerns with several aspects of the proposed EIR for 
SDSU’s Master Plan Revision in particular the absence of a completed housing survey of 
SDSU students that supports the University’s assertions that the increased provisions for 
additional on-campus housing are sufficient.  Ms. Kuhlman recommends that the CACC 
Executive Board vote to urge the CSU Board of Trustees to not certify the EIR at the 
present time until additional studies can be completed. 

2. Tim Coineau representing Rolando Village Action Committee requested CACC support 
and assistance for his group’s efforts to oppose the proposed redevelopment project known 
as “Centre Point” that would add an estimated 500 student housing units to the local area 
on the site of the former Albertson’s shopping center.  Mr. Coineau characterized the 
proposed project as a “mega mini-dorm” and indicated that petitions in opposition to the 
project are being circulated in the local community. 

   
III. RESPONSE TO FINAL EIR FOR SDSU MASTER PLAN REVISION 

Doug distributed copies of correspondence received from Lauren Cooper, Director of Facilities 
Planning, Design and Construction for SDSU with the University’s responses to CACC 
comments to the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Campus Master Plan Revision.  
The board has the opportunity to develop a response to the University’s answers to our 
comments and to present them at the CSU Board of Trustees’ Committee on Buildings and 
Grounds that will consider the overall proposal, EIR and responses at a meeting scheduled for 
Wednesday, November 14th at 8:30 a.m. at the CSU headquarters in Long Beach. 
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Following input from the community, campus representatives and consultants and a question 
and answer period for the audience and board members, the discussion moved to consideration 
of specific recommendations for CACC’s response to the Final EIR. 
 
1. It was moved (Nepi) and seconded that CACC oppose certification of the EIR at this time.  

Motion failed, 5-5-1 (Nepi, Barlow, Cottrell, Riley and Ellis in favor; Cornthwaite, 
Sherer, Ehrlich, Jones and Mullen opposed; Case abstained) 
  

2. It was moved (Sherer) and seconded to draft a letter to the CSU Trustees expressing 
concerns with the proposed project but without taking a position for or against certification 
of the Final EIR.   
 
After discussion of the motion, it was moved (Sherer) and seconded to withdraw the 
previous motion.  Motion carried without objection (Case abstained) 

 
3. It was moved (Mullen) and seconded to recommend certification of the Final EIR with 

reservations to be enumerated in a letter to the CSU Trustees. Motion failed, 5-5-1 
(Sherer, Ehrlich, Cornthwaite, Mullen and Jones in favor; Ellis, Cottrell, Barlow, 
Nepi and Riley opposed; Case abstained) 

  
4. It was moved (Cottrell) and seconded to recommend that a communication to the CSU 

Trustees be drafted stating that the CACC cannot reach consensus regarding certification of 
the Final EIR for reasons to be enumerated, but that the CACC supports the project in 
principle. Motion carried, 8-2-1 (Nepi and Mullen opposed; Case abstained) 

 

Doug then proceeded to lead the board’s discussion and consensus of specific concerns with the 
Final EIR that should be included in the letter: 
 
1. The CACC is concerned that there is no guarantee that the State Legislature and the City 

will allocate sufficient funds for their fair share of necessary mitigation measures for the 
project’s impacts and it is therefore possible, if the Trustees approve the plan, that the 
project could move forward without necessary mitigations. 

 
2. The CACC is committed to actively lobbying the San Diego City Council and the State 

Legislature to allocate sufficient funding for their fair share of necessary mitigation 
measures for the project. 

 
3. SDSU’s calculations for the state’s fair share are unrealistically low.  In the face of board 

member opposition to including this as a concern, a vote was taken.  The board voted 6-3-
2 to include this topic as a concern (Sherer, Ehrlich and Cornthwaite opposed; Riley 
and Case abstained) 

 
4. CSU should continue to look at long-range prospects for a new campus in the South Bay to 

accommodate increased enrollment demands.  In the face of board member opposition to 
including this as a concern, a vote was taken.  The board voted 6-5-0 (Case voting “aye” 
to break the tie) to include this topic as a concern (Sherer, Ehrlich, Cornthwaite, 
Mullen and Barlow opposed) 
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5. Unless the State Legislature agrees to fully-fund the CSU’s fair share of necessary 

mitigation measures, the “5,000 FTES Alternative” should be selected by the CSU 
Trustees. In the face of board member opposition to including this as a concern, a vote was 
taken.  The board voted 5-4-2 to include this topic as a concern (Sherer, Ehrlich, 
Cornthwaite and Mullen opposed; Jones and Case abstained) 

 
Doug will draft a letter incorporating the approved topics and actions of the Executive Board.  
He asked for volunteers who are willing to travel to Long Beach on November 14th to represent 
the CACC’s views before the CSU Trustee Committee on Buildings and Grounds.  Ann 
Cottrell and Sally Ellis volunteered. It was moved (Nepi) and seconded to approve Ann Cottrell 
and Sally Ellis as CACC representatives at the November 14th meeting. Motion carried, 10-0-
1 (Case abstained) 

 
IV. ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved (Jones) and seconded to adjourn the meeting (9:15pm). 
 
Minutes respectfully submitted by Dan Cornthwaite (for Charles Maze), CACC Secretary 


