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HSS Public Comment for September 10, 2026 PACS Meeting

From Mat Garcia <mat.garcia@live.com>
Date Thu 9/10/2026 11:16 AM
To PACS Comments <PACSComments@costamesaca.gov>
Cc CITY COUNCIL <CITYCOUNCIL@costamesaca.gov>; Dan Vozenilek <dvozenilek@1hss.org>; GALLARDO DALY,

CECILIA <CECILIA.GALLARDODALY@costamesaca.gov>; GRUNER, BRIAN
<BRIAN.GRUNER@costamesaca.gov>; DALTON, KELLY M. <KELLY.DALTON@costamesaca.gov>

Dear Chair Brown, Vice Chair Wright, and Commissioners,

Harbor Soaring Society is resubmitting the August 13 public comment below and renewing our
request for public written responses. Please distribute this supplemental submission and the
original comment to all commissioners.

We also respectfully ask the Commission to request a public written explanation, prepared or
reviewed by the City Attorney’s Office, addressing how Measure AA applies to the proposed
east-side flying-field facilities. Specifically:

1. Would constructing the proposed facilities, including a new runway partially surfaced with
decomposed granite, pilot and pit areas, a storage container, an information kiosk, and a
new barrier, constitute a “significant change” requiring voter approval? Please explain how
the definitions and exceptions in Municipal Code §§12-87 through 12-90 apply to each
component.

2. If the City considers the relocation exempt as maintenance, restoration, preservation, or
another permitted purpose, please identify the applicable exception and explain its
application to constructing facilities at a different location.

3. The City’s September 21, 2021 staff report stated, “Any changes to the infrastructure at
FVP would require a ballot measure per Measure AA.” That report also noted City Attorney
review and approval. How does the City reconcile that statement with its interpretation of
the current relocation proposal?

4. Does the City distinguish between adopting the Master Plan and authorizing construction
of the relocation facilities? If voter approval would be required at a later stage, please
explain the approval sequence and when the public would receive that information.

We are requesting a public explanation of the City’s legal position, not disclosure of confidential
attorney-client communications. Please identify who will coordinate the responses and the
anticipated response date. If further discussion requires a future agenda item, we ask that the
Commission consider requesting a report back through the appropriate process.

Thank you,

Mat Garcia
HSS President and Costa Mesa resident



From: Mat Garcia <mat.garcia@live.com>
Date: Thursday, August 13, 2026 at 11:29 AM
To: CITY CLERK <cityclerk@costamesaca.gov>; Kelly.Brown@costamesaca.gov
<Kelly.Brown@costamesaca.gov>; Shayanne.wright@costamesaca.gov
<shayanne.wright@costamesaca.gov>
Cc: citycouncil@costamesaca.gov <citycouncil@costamesaca.gov>;
CECILIA.GALLARDODALY@costamesaca.gov <cecilia.gallardodaly@costamesaca.gov>; Brian
Gruner <brian.gruner@costamesaca.gov>; DALTON, KELLY M. <kelly.dalton@costamesaca.gov>
Subject: Public Comment for 13-Aug-2026 PACS Meeting

Dear City Clerk, Chair Brown, and Vice Chair Wright,

I apologize I cannot attend in person tonight. I have a family obligation that I am attending. Please share
my public comment with the rest of the PACS commissioners. 

Thank you,
Mat

Dear, Chair Brown, Vice Chair Wright, and Commissioners. My name is Mat Garcia and I am the 2026 HSS
president and a resident of Costa Mesa. 

The public and our representatives deserve timely and complete information about decisions shaping a
public park.

My first question concerns a report prepared by Hamilton Biological, dated May 13, 2025, (last year)
titled “CEQA Analysis, HSS Flying Field Relocation Project.” HSS was not aware of this project, we did not
speak with its authors, and we were not asked to participate. 

The report evaluated in detail a specific east side location and described a 300-foot runway, pilot areas,
storage, power, access, and new barriers.

The report existed months before the draft Master Plan was released, but it was not included in
materials provided to the Fairview Park Steering Committee, the Parks Commission, or the City Council
before their 2025 meetings. It was not released to HSS or the public either.

The City later acknowledged that the study itself “was not released,” while saying its findings had been
discussed. If so, where and when? What public materials included its location, maps, assumptions, and
recommendations? Why were the Parks Commission and City Council asked to make recommendations
without the document?

In July 2026, just last month, the City recirculated its environmental review to add this report and
relocation site details. If the report was important enough for recirculation, why was it not shown to
decision makers and the public in 2025?

My second question is: Why does staff continue to call the proposed draft master plan an “update?”  It
does not simply add information to the 2008 Master Plan. It changes the plan’s structure, priorities,
public access, trails, and longstanding recreational uses. It appears to be a complete rewrite.



Measure AA specifically defines the Fairview Park Master Plan as the November 2008 Master Plan. Does
calling this document an “update” affect how staff believes Measure AA applies? 

I respectfully ask the Commission to request staff to promptly answer these questions and provide the
answers to the public. 

Thank you,
Mat Garcia
HSS President and Costa Mesa resident
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