
 
 

AGENDA 
SAN DIEGUITO RIVER VALLEY REGIONAL OPEN SPACE PARK  

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 

10:30 a.m. to 12:15 p.m. 
Friday, July 12, 2013 

 
NEW LOCATION 
San Rafael Parish 

17252 Bernardo Center Drive, Rancho Bernardo 
(north of Rancho Bernardo Drive) 

 
In order to conduct the meetings effectively, the Chair has asked the Citizens 
Advisory Committee appointees to please sit at the front of the room.  
Alternates (who are not sitting in for the regular appointee) and others present 
are invited to sit in the rows behind the committee.  Discussion during the 
meeting will be conducted by the appointees.  Alternates and others are 
welcome to address the committee during the public comment period or if 
recognized by the Chair during the meeting.  Speaker slips are available.  It is 
important that CAC members comply with the Chair's Meeting Procedures and 
maintain decorum and politeness at all times.  A quorum is a simple majority of 
current members.  The Chair cannot start the meeting until a quorum is 
present.  PLEASE ARRIVE BY 10:25 A.M! The CAC may take action on 
any item listed on the Consent or Discussion/Action agenda, but only when a 
quorum is present.  If a quorum is temporarily lost during the meeting, no 
further discussion will take place until the quorum is regained.  If the quorum is 
not regained, the meeting will be adjourned.  Please advise the Chair at the 
beginning of the meeting if you must leave before 12:15 p.m. 
 
NOTICE: Agenda packets are distributed by e-mail only.  If you do not have an 
e-mail address, please contact the office at 858 674-2270 to make alternative 
arrangements. 
 
Roll Call and Introductions Chair 
 Late arrivals should speak to staff to make sure their attendance is noted. 

Approval of February 1, 2013 Minutes 

Chair's Report Chair 

Executive Director’s Report Staff 

Public Comment Public
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DISCUSSION/ACTION 
 

1. Election of Vice-Chair (page 3)

2. Committee Reports  

a. Project Review Committee 

i. Information Report on St. Garabed Church and Via de la Valle 
Widening (page 4)

b. Trails Committee (oral report) 

3. Carmel Valley Planning Area Boundary Expansion (page 16)

4. Trail Cantilever along El Camino Real Bridge (page 17)

INFORMATION 

5. SCE Wetland Restoration Project status since San Onofre Decommission 
Decision (page 19)

6. Water Level in Lake Hodges (page 24)

7. New Member Orientation (oral) 

8. Park Project Status (oral) 

9. Communications An opportunity for any CAC member or the public to bring to 
the CAC's attention a project or activity not reviewed by the Project Review 
Committee in their reports. 

 
Adjournment Chair 
 
If you have any questions, please call Dick Bobertz at (858) 674-2270. 
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Agenda Item 1 
July 12, 2013 

TO:  CAC 
 
FROM: Staff 
 
SUBJECT: Election of Vice-Chair 
 
 
 
Make nominations from the floor and vote on election of CAC Vice-Chair 
 
 
 
Rand Newman resigned as Vice-Chair earlier this year (he remains the CAC 
representative from the San Dieguito River Valley Conservancy).  At today’s meeting, 
the Chair will accept nominations from the floor to fill the vacant Vice-Chair position, 
and an election by secret ballot will take place. 
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Agenda Item 2    
July 12, 2013 

 
TO:  CAC 
 
FROM: Project Review Committee 
 
SUBJECT: Status Report of Projects under review in Coastal Area 
 
 
The Project Review Committee has been reviewing two projects that they anticipate 
bringing to the CAC in the near future for consideration, both of which are located in the 
coastal area of the San Dieguito River Park Focused Planning Area (FPA). Both are still 
under review but environmental documentation in the form of CEQA compliance and 
technical impact studies (such as a biology study) are not yet available. The PRC will 
bring both projects to the CAC for a recommendation during public review periods.   
 
A. St. John Garabed Church  
 
The St. John Garabed Armenian Church (Church) project is proposed on a 13.36-acre site 
on El Camino Real approximately ½ mile east of Interstate 5 across from the San 
Dieguito lagoon wetland restoration project (Attachments 1 and 2). The site is directly 
behind another recently-built church (Formosan) and just north of the Stallions Crossing 
residential development. The project consists of four proposed structures (church 
sanctuary, hall, education building and youth center) on a mesa that overlooks an open 
space corridor connecting Gonzales Canyon to the lagoon. All proposed structures are 28 
to 40 feet high and the sanctuary varies from 50 to 85 feet high. 
 
The proposed project is under review at the City of San Diego, originally submitted in 
June 2011, and the PRC and JPA staff has spent considerable time reviewing the project 
plans, meeting with the applicant, and visiting the site. Two comment letters have been 
submitted to City staff describing concerns with the project design (Attachments 3 and 
4); however, many of the concerns raised have not been adequately addressed. CEQA has 
not been done yet for this project, but our understanding is an EIR will be prepared. 
Issues related to this project include its potential impacts on the adjacent wildlife 
corridor, development within the City’s MHPA (habitat preserve), and visual impacts to 
the river valley.  
 
The PRC anticipates bringing this project to the CAC for review and recommendation 
later this year. 
 
B. Via de la Valle Widening Plans 
 
As reported at previous meetings, the City is planning to widen Via de la Valle from San 
Andres to just west of El Camino Real from one lane in each direction to two lanes. The 
road was required to be widened as mitigation for development in Black Mountain Ranch 
and the road construction plans have been under review since 2005. Initially, the San 
Dieguito River Park JPA and surrounding community members voiced concerns about 
the proposed design regarding the road width and amount of hardscape as an impact to 
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Agenda Item 2    
July 12, 2013 

 
the river valley. Plans to widen El Camino Real were also met with resistance for the 
same reasons. As a response to those concerns, then council representative Scott Peters 
convened an ad-hoc task force to examine these issues. JPA and Conservancy staff as 
well as members of other community organizations participated on the task force. A 
report was generated in 2007 with recommendations to reduce the proposed width and 
modify the design of the roadway widening projects to address their impacts on the river 
valley.  
 
Revised plans for Via de la Valle were recently obtained by JPA staff. The PRC has 
reviewed the plans and found that the width has been reduced and other design 
modifications have been made to address the concerns raised. The project must still 
undergo CEQA review and requires a Coastal Permit from the California Coastal 
Commission; therefore, the PRC will bring the plans to the CAC for a recommendation 
when a new CEQA document is available. 
 
Based on information available, the roadway width is now proposed at 56 feet compared 
to the 54 feet (both numbers do not include medians) recommended by the task force.  
The plans also include 6-foot wide bike lanes and a 6-foot wide DG path (in lieu of a 
sidewalk) on the south side of the road. The center median width has been reduced from 
what was originally proposed, varying from 4 to 14 feet to allow for turn pockets. The 
widening would stop short of the intersection with El Camino Real.  
 
Attachments: 
 

1. St. John Garabed Church Project Location Map 
2. St. John Garabed elevation renderings 
3. Comment letter 10/26/11 
4. Comment letter 11/13/12 
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November 13, 2012 
 
Mr. John Fisher 
City of San Diego 
Development Services Dept. 
1222 First Avenue, MS501 
San Diego, CA 92101 
 
Subject: Comments on Proposed St. John Garabed Church;  
  Project #240283 
 
Dear John: 
 
After reviewing the proposed plans for this project as recently resubmitted in 
September, it appears that few of the issues expressed in our previous comment letter 
(10/26/11) have been addressed. As previously stated, this project is located in the 
San Dieguito River Park’s FPA on a prominent mesa in the San Dieguito River 
Valley and thus its location and design is of importance to the JPA. While we 
appreciate the project’s representatives presenting to the JPA’s Project Review 
Committee over the past year, they have not addressed our issues and their project 
design has changed only minimally. Therefore, the comments stated in our 10/26/11 
letter still stand. 

In summary, the issues that remain of primary concern to the JPA are: 

• The mass and scale of the project is in direct conflict with the San Dieguito 
River Park Concept Plan and with community planning policies as cited by 
City staff in their project assessments. The project is not solely a church use, 
but additional uses housed in a complex of large structures totaling 51,680 
square feet that is out-of-scale with the surrounding area representing an 
over-intensification of use on the property. 

• The proposed MHPA boundary adjustment is excessive since over half of the 
project encroaches into the existing MHPA. The MHPA was designed to 
protect the sensitive nature of this area above the Gonzales Canyon 
floodplain as it flows into the San Dieguito River Valley. The proposed 
boundary adjustment intrudes into the approved open space preserve on the 
adjacent Pardee project and isolates an existing mitigation site on the 
Formosan Church property. The result would create a habitat island next to El 
Camino Real, not the intension of the MSCP. The proposal would 
compromise the MHPA in this area.  

• It appears that the church could be accommodated within the existing MHPA 
boundary without harming the integrity of the MSCP and adjacent wetlands. 
However, as proposed the project is overbuilt for the site. Adjacent recently-
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Mr. Fisher 
Page 2 
 
 

• built or approved projects do comply with the MSCP (Pardee’s Rancho Valley Farms and 
the Formosan Church) and this project should as well.   

• Even with a significant encroachment into the MHPA, the project proposes yet more 
encroachments into the required setbacks. What are the hardships on this property that 
warrant the zoning code deviations? It does not appear that findings for a deviation could 
be made. 

• Again, the proposed project is not limited to a church sanctuary but includes a school, 
hall, and youth center that together represent an intensity of use incompatible with the 
surrounding open space, sensitive adjacent MHPA land, and the goal to protect the San 
Dieguito River Valley. The sanctuary represents only 17% of the total square feet. 

• No mitigation is proposed to offset impacts associated with MHPA encroachment and 
adjacency to a wildlife corridor. This corridor has been recently enhanced by a new 
wildlife culvert to better facilitate wildlife movement under El Camino Real. What 
impacts will this project have on the quality of the wildlife corridor from lights, human 
activity (particularly at night), and noise? 

• Views into the project from surrounding public areas would be significant, dramatically 
changing the open visually appealing landscape of the river valley. The proposed 51,680 
square foot complex of structures would unnecessarily obstruct the views in the river 
valley. The excessive height of these structures (32 to 40 feet) dwarfs the neighboring 
Formosan Church and intrudes into the viewshed. These buildings would be seen from 
several public roads, trails, and a San Dieguito River Park public educational facility to 
be constructed in 2013 across the valley to the northwest of the project site (open air 
trailside classroom). 

• The fact that the existing zone allows a maximum height over 30 feet on this site under 
certain conditions is not the only factor to consider. Policies included in the NCFUA 
plan, coastal plan, San Dieguito River Park Concept Plan, MSCP, and CUP findings hold 
equal weight and must be considered. 

• Combined with the newly constructed Formosan church project and the potential for 
development on the private parcel behind the subject site, cumulative visual impacts 
would add substantial development in the river valley and adjacent to a wildlife corridor. 
The entire east side of El Camino Real will be developed with an intensive collection of 
large buildings and active uses. This would cause cumulatively significant visual and 
biological impacts that must be addressed. 

• As noted in our previous letter, the subject property abuts an approved trail easement on 
the Pardee Rancho Valley Farms site. This trail link from Gonzales Canyon is planned to 
eventually connect to the Coast to Crest Trail. The subject property lies between the 
Pardee trail easement and El Camino Real and must be crossed in order to reach the new 
culvert under El Camino Real (proposed as a trail undercrossing). We understand that the 
applicant is not opposed to a trail on their property but that trail planning and permitting 
is not part of their project. We would like their project to include a possible easement for 
the trail although we realize that permit approvals have not yet been obtained for a trail. 
We would appreciate the opportunity to work with City Parks and Recreation staff on a 
trail easement proposal. 
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We are disappointed that the most of the issues expressed in our previous letter (now over a year 
ago) have yet to be addressed by the applicant’s project. We appreciate City staff’s consideration 
of the JPA’s concerns. 

Sincerely, 

 

Shawna C. Anderson, AICP 
Environmental Planner 
 
Cc: Bernie Turgeon, Development Services 
 Carmel Valley Community Planning Board 
 Marcela Escobar-Eck, Atlantis Group LLC 
 
 

15



Agenda Item 3    
July 12, 2013 

 
TO:  CAC 
 
FROM: Staff 
 
SUBJECT: Carmel Valley Planning Area Expansion 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Discuss and provide recommendation to JPA Board. 
 
 
It has been reported that the Carmel Valley Planning Board will be considering placing 
the San Dieguito River Valley (East of I-5) under its jurisdiction.  Currently the coastal 
area east of I-5 is not under the jurisdiction of any planning group in the City of San 
Diego.  This situation results from the fact that this area was part of the North City Future 
Urbanizing Area.  It was designated as Subarea II of the NCFUA.  As sections of the 
FUA were transitioned into development, Subarea Plans were prepared for those areas 
and they were assigned to a planning group.  Because a large percentage of the coastal 
area has been acquired by public agencies for public open space, it will not develop as 
part of a large development plan as other subareas did, and consequently has fallen into a 
planning void.  There is no Subarea plan for Subarea II, and no review by an official 
planning group.  However, as we know, that does not mean that development will not 
occur.  Examples of development that has been proposed in this area include the Rancho 
Del Mar project (on the former Hu property) and the St. Garabed Church. The Polo 
Fields and its uses are also affected by this lack of official planning review.  The trail 
cantilever described in Item 4 of today’s agenda is another example.  If the boundaries of 
the Carmel Valley Planning Group are expanded to include Subarea II, it would provide 
official planning oversight to this area that does not presently exist. 
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TO:  CAC 
 
FROM: Staff 
 
SUBJECT: Trail Cantilever at El Camino Real Bridge 
 
 
Discuss and make recommendation to JPA Board 
 
 
 
Background 
 
The City of San Diego plans to replace the El Camino Real Bridge in the near future.  
Alternative alignments have been studied and an EIR is expected to be released this 
summer.  The JPA has proposed that the bridge be constructed with a cantilever on the 
west side of the bridge for hikers, bicyclists and equestrians.  The cantilever would 
connect trails on the south side of the San Dieguito River with the existing Coast to Crest 
Trail on the north side of the river.  The cantilever will be a critical link for several 
existing and proposed trails in the area and without it the El Camino Real bridge will 
remain a barrier for equestrians, families and recreational bicyclists to access the trail 
system:   
 

 The San Dieguito River Park Coast to Crest Trail, which is located on the north 
side of the river, is existing on the west side of El Camino Real (along the State’s 
Horsepark property) and will soon be existing on the east side of El Camino Real 
along the Polo Fields.   

 The El Camino Real Bridge project includes construction of a trail under the 
bridge to connect those two segments.  

 On the south side of the river there are several nearby existing trails – the “Dust 
Devil Nature Trail” on the west side of El Camino Real and the Gonzales Canyon 
Trail on the east side of Old El Camino Real.   

 Several development projects on property between El Camino Real and Old El 
Camino Real are in the permitting stage now that are being required to include 
trails as part of their projects, all designed to connect and lead to the Coast to 
Crest Trail.   

 SANDAG is planning a major wetland restoration project on property west of El 
Camino Real.  That project will include a multi-use trail along the edge of the 
property just west of El Camino Real leading up to the El Camino Real bridge.   

 Development Services staff and Parks staff are working with San Dieguito River 
Park JPA staff to coordinate the planning for all of these trails.  For all of these 
convergent trails to connect and to provide true multi-modal access, it depends on 
a trail cantilever to be constructed as part of the El Camino Real Bridge. 
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City engineering staff has confirmed that the Federal funding source for the El Camino 
Real bridge construction will not pay to include the cantilever because it wasn’t part of 
the original bridge.  Other grant sources of construction funds will be necessary.   
 
JPA staff would like to have City engineering staff incorporate the design of the 
cantilever into the design of the bridge, and then for City engineering staff to seek grant 
funds, such as the SANDAG Active Transportation Grant program, for the construction.  
This action will likely require the support and direction of the Council District office and 
the Mayor’s office.  A resolution to this effect will be on the JPA Board's July 19 agenda 
for consideration. 
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TO:  CAC 
 
FROM: Staff 
 
SUBJECT: SCE Wetland Restoration Project status since San Onofre Decommission 

Decision 

 
After the announcement that the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station would be 
permanently shut down, Executive Director Bobertz asked JPA Attorney Brechtel how 
that would affect SCE’s responsibilities at the Lagoon and the JPA’s agreements with 
SCE. 
 
He responded, “The 1991 MOA provides that SCE's maintenance obligations shall "be 
for a minimum of twenty (20) years, or the operating life of the San Onofre Nuclear 
Generating Station Units 2 and 3, whichever is longer."  The actual permit language 
defines the operating life to include "the decommissioning period to the extent there are 
continuing discharges."  It appears the operating life of units 2 and 3 is almost 30 years, 
based upon Coastal Commission reports that state they began operating in 1983 and 1984 
respectively.  See Attached information sheet.  Among questions that may be subject to 
debate are i) when the SCE maintenance period started, and ii) when Units 2 and 3 
became, or will become non-operational and decommissioned.  My initial opinion is that 
SCE's maintenance obligation started in September 2011 when major construction of the 
wetland restoration project was completed at the inlet opening.  At this point, I have no 
idea if Units 2 and 3 are continuing to discharge such that they would not be considered 
decommissioned.  If we assume for the sake of argument that the units were 
decommissioned this year, then SCE's maintenance obligation would extend to 2040 
[2011 + 29 years = 2040].” 
 
Attachment: 
SONGS Permit Background 
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[Songs Units 2 and 3 have been in operation since 1983 and 1984, respectively and shut down in 

January 2012 = 29 and 28 years respectively]  [SONGS was supposed to operate until 2022]  

[Construction of the wetland restoration project at San Dieguito commenced in August 2006 and 

was completed on September 29, 2011, with the completion of the inlet opening. ]  

[2011 + 29 years = 2040] 

 

Original SONGS Permit 

 

Condition A (Wetland Mitigation), Section 3.0 (Wetland Monitoring, Management and 

Remediation) of the CCC coastal development permit (CDP 6-81-330-A; Formerly 183-73) for 

SONGS reads as follows: 

 

3.0  WETLAND MONITORING, MANAGEMENT AND REMEDIATION 

 

Monitoring, monitoring, management (including maintenance) and remediation  shall be 

conducted over the “full operating life” of SONGS Units 2 & 3. “Full operating life” as 

defined in this permit includes past and future years of operation of SONGS Units 2 and 

3 including the the decommissioning period to the extent there are continuing discharges. 

The number of past operating years at the time the wetland is ultimately constructed, 

shall be added to the number of future operating years and decommission period, to 

determine the length of the monitoring, management and remediation requirement. 

 

Restoration Plan Permit 

Condition 10 (CDP 6-04-88) reads as follows: 

 10.  Maintenance and Management.  Maintenance and management of the restoration 

project components, excluding the five Least Tern Nesting sites, shall be the responsibility of 

SCE for a period of time equivalent to the full operating life of SONGS Units 2 and 3, as  defined 

in Section 3 of Condition A of CDP #6-81-330-A), after which time SCE shall transfer 

maintenance and management responsibilities to the JPA in accordance with the 1991 

Memorandum of Agreement between SCE and JPA as amended August 1, 2005, except for 

maintenance of beach access, which shall remain SCE’s responsibility.  SCE may contract with 

JPA or another third party (e.g. San Diego County Parks and Recreation Department) to 

perform SCE’s maintenance and management responsibilities prior to transfer to the JPA.    

Maintenance and management shall be performed as follows: 

a. Both wetland and upland areas of the restoration shall be maintained to control 

invasive plants and to assure that native plants become established.  

b. Inlet maintenance shall be performed in accordance with and as determined through 

the document titled Restored San Dieguito Lagoon Inlet Channel Initial and Periodic 

Dredging, dated December 10, 2004, and in accordance with Special Condition #23.  
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c. River berms and slope protective works shall be inspected annually between August 

and November and after major storm events (greater than the 10 year flood with flows 

overtopping Lake Hodges Dam). After magnitude 5.5 or greater seismic events originating 

within a 20-mile radius of the project site, inspections shall be made by a hydrologist, 

restoration specialist and geotechnical engineer, and the results of their determination of 

any adverse effect shall be provided in writing to the Executive Director. If after 

inspection, it is apparent repair or maintenance is necessary, the applicants shall contact 

the Commission office to determine whether permits are necessary.  

d. The weir located between the Villages Parcel (DS32) and the Horse Park property 

shall be inspected annually between August and November and after major storm events 

(greater than the 10 year flood with flows overtopping Lake Hodges Dam) to identify any 

structural damage. If after inspection, it is apparent repair or maintenance is necessary, 

the applicants should contact the Commission office to determine whether permits are 

necessary. Sediment and debris shall be removed from the weir and culverts located in the 

river berms annually between August and November and after major storm events (greater 

than the 10 year flood with flows overtopping Lake Hodges Dam). Biofouling organisms 

(e.g., mussels) shall be removed from the weirs and culverts as needed.  

e. Active Freshwater runoff treatment ponds 1 and 2 (Northside) shall be maintained by 

the JPA for water quality treatment purposes by removing vegetation and accumulated 

sediment no more frequently than annually, but at a minimum of once every three years. 

Invasive plant material shall be removed annually. No plant material other than invasive 

species may be removed from the outside or tops of any banks around the ponds. No tree 

species may be removed unless they are non-native species. Material shall only be removed 

by hand or by a back-hoe that will reach from the trail surface through the vegetation 

openings left along the trail edge.  

f. Passive Freshwater runoff treatment ponds 3 and 4 (Southside) shall be monitored and 

inspected annually to identify the sustainability and viability of all planted native species. 

Corrective action shall be conducted within 3 months of this inspection period. Corrective 

action includes the infill planting of approved species and removal of all non-native or 

invasive species.  

g. The maintenance of the Freshwater runoff treatment ponds and achievement of success 

criteria shall be substantially consistent with the document titled M41 Parcel – Treatment 

Marsh Descriptions submitted 2/11/04 and as revised in accordance with Special 

Conditions #5 and #8.  

h. Public access and education components of the restoration project, except for the 

improved beach access, shall be maintained and managed in accordance with Section 

4.6.2.4 Public Access and Park Facility Management Plan in the FRP.  

i. The existing beach access trail south of the inlet shall be maintained by SCE in its 

current condition, at a minimum. The access ramp north of the inlet shall be maintained to 

provide ADA accessible public access from Camino del Mar to the beach at all times.  
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SONGS PERMIT BACKGROUND  

In 1974, the California Coastal Zone Conservation Commission issued a permit (No. 6-81-330- 

A, formerly 183-73) to Southern California Edison Company for Units 2 and 3 of the San Onofre 

Nuclear Generating Station (SONGS). A condition of the permit required study of the impacts of 

the operation of Units 2 and 3 on the marine environment offshore from San Onofre, and 

mitigation of any adverse impacts.  

As a result of the impact studies, in 1991 the Coastal Commission added new conditions to 

mitigate the adverse impacts of the power plant on the marine environment which require the 

permittee to: (1) create or substantially restore at least 150 acres of southern California wetlands 

(Condition A).  

The 1991 conditions also require SCE to provide the funds necessary for Commission contract 

scientific staff technical oversight and independent monitoring of the mitigation projects 

(Condition D). Monitoring, management, and remediation, if needed, are required to be 

conducted over the “full operating life” of SONGS, defined as past and future years of operation 

of SONGS Units 2 and 3, including the decommissioning period to the extent that there are 

continuing discharges.  

After extensive review of new kelp impact studies, in April 1997 the Commission approved 

amended conditions which: (1) reaffirm the Commission’s prior decision that San Dieguito is the 

site that best meets the permit’s standards and objectives for wetland restoration, (2) allow up to 

35 acres credit for enhancement of wetland habitat at San Dieguito Lagoon by keeping the river 

mouth permanently open, and (3) revise the kelp mitigation requirements in Condition C.  

The Commission also found in April 1997 that there is continuing importance for the 

independent monitoring and technical oversight required in Condition D to ensure full mitigation 

under the permit.  

Wetland Restoration Planning and Environmental Review  

In June 1992, following an evaluation of eight sites, the Commission approved SCE’s selected 

restoration site, the San Dieguito River Valley. In April 1997, the Commission reaffirmed its 

prior decision that San Dieguito River Valley is the restoration site that meets the minimum 

standards and best meets the objectives set forth in Condition A.  

In November 1997, the Commission approved SCE’s preliminary wetland restoration plan as 

largely conforming with the minimum standards and objectives stated in the permit. The 

CEQA/NEPA environmental review incorporated the mitigation project into the overall San 

Dieguito River Valley Regional Open Space Park project.  

Following the review period on the January 2000 Draft EIR/EIS, the JPA certified the Final 

EIR/EIS on September 15, 2000, after public hearing.  

Following the conclusion of the litigation, the USFWS issued its final Record of Decision on the 

Final EIR/EIS on November 28, 2003.  

On October 12, 2005, the Commission approved the Final Restoration Plan and CDP #6-04-88, 

as conditioned, for the San Dieguito Wetland Restoration Project.  
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Following the Commission’s approval of CDP #6-04-88, SCE and JPA began preparing the final 

plans in compliance with the special conditions in CDP #6-04-88 that must be met prior to 

issuance of the permit, prior to commencement of construction, during construction, at the 

completion of construction, and on an on-going basis.  

Construction of the wetland restoration project at San Dieguito commenced in August 2006 and 

was completed on September 29, 2011, with the completion of the inlet opening.  

A Draft Monitoring Plan for the SONGS Wetland Mitigation Program was reviewed by State 

and Federal agencies and SCE in May 2005. A revised Monitoring Plan was part of the coastal 

development permit (No. 6-04-88) for the wetland restoration project considered and approved 

by the Commission on October 12, 2005. The Monitoring Plan has subsequently been updated in 

June and October 2011.  

 

 

COMMISSION OVERSIGHT AND INDEPENDENT MONITORING  

Condition D of the permit establishes the administrative structure to fund the independent moni-

toring and technical oversight of the mitigation projects. It specifically: (1) enables the 

Commission to retain contract scientists and technical staff to assist the Commission in carrying 

out its oversight and monitoring functions, (2) provides for a scientific advisory panel to advise 

the Commission on the design, implementation, monitoring, and remediation of the mitigation 

projects, (3) assigns financial responsibility for the Commission’s oversight and monitoring 

functions to the permittee and sets forth associated administrative guidelines, and (4) provides 

for periodic public review of the performance of the mitigation projects.  

Condition D requires SCE to fund the Commission’s oversight of the mitigation and independent 

monitoring functions identified in and required by Conditions A through C. The permittee is 

required to provide “reasonable and necessary costs” for the Commission to retain personnel 

with appropriate scientific or technical training and skills, as well as reasonable funding for 

necessary support personnel, equipment, overhead, consultants, the retention of contractors 

needed to conduct identified studies, and to defray the costs of members of any scientific 

advisory panel convened by the Executive Director to provide advice on the design, 

implementation, monitoring and remediation of the mitigation projects.  
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TO:  CAC 
 
FROM: Staff 
 
SUBJECT: Update on Water Level in Lake Hodges 
 
 
 
Gina Molise (public outreach at the SD County Water Authority) has explained that the 
situation regarding the Hodges current low lake level is driven by legal agreements 
between CWA and the City of San Diego (which owns and operates several of the 
reservoirs in San Diego including Hodges) worked out years ago when the emergency 
storage project was first developed.  
 
The low lake level at Hodges is due primarily to two factors: the low rainfall we had this 
past winter that did not fill up the lake (the lake's topography and shape is such that it fills 
and lowers very quickly), and agreements that state that CWA cannot use Hodges for 
emergency storage until the San Vicente dam project is completed (2014). The SV dam is 
being raised (heightened) to allow greater emergency storage at San Vicente (also owned 
by City of San Diego). While that project is being constructed, the CWA does not have 
"emergency water storage rights" at Hodges. The pipeline and pump between Olivenhain 
and Hodges is complete and operating but water is only being transferred at a minimal 
rate just to keep the pumps working and the electricity generating (SDG&E has a new 
station there) until the San Vicente Dam project is done.  
 
Ms. Molise did not know why the agreement doesn't allow Hodges to be full while San 
Vicente is low during the dam construction project.  This provision seems counter-
productive considering the whole point is to store water (i.e, currently both reservoirs are 
at low level). She said she would inquire and get back to JPA staff.  If we have new 
information it will be reported at today’s meeting.  She explained that CWA and the City 
are discussing changing the operating details regarding emergency storage so there may 
be more changes to come later this year. 
 
 
 

24




