
AGENDA 
SAN DIEGUITO RIVER VALLEY REGIONAL OPEN SPACE PARK  

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

10:30 a.m. to 12:15 p.m. 
Friday, October 3, 2014 

Location: San Rafael Parish,  
Pastoral Center, Rooms D&E 

(The Pastoral Center building is located on the south side of the parking lot) 
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 August 1, 2014 Minutes 

Chair’s Report - Introduction of Interim Executive Director, Mark Ochenduszko 

Executive Director’s Report Staff 
Public Comment Public 
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DISCUSSION/ACTION 

1. Committee Reports (oral)
a. Project Review Committee
b. Trails Committee

2. San Dieguito River Park Interpretive Center
a. Design & Location
b. Naming Opportunities

3. Proposed Boardwalk Removal

INFORMATION 

4. Results from Scoping Meeting for W19 Wetland Restoration Project (oral)

5. Citizen Science – Results of Argentine Ant Survey – presentation by
Ranger Leana Bulay 

6. Park Project Status (oral)
a. Ranger Station/Temporary Ranger Station
b. Founders Tribute
c. Pamo Valley Trail
d. Other

7. 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 #2 
October 3, 2014 

TO:  CAC 

FROM: Staff 

SUBJECT: San Dieguito River Park Interpretive Center 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Discuss and Provide Recommendations to JPA Board 

SITUATION: 

At the September 2, 2014 JPA Board meeting, the Board discussed the need for a Capital 
Campaign to raise funds to build the future San Dieguito River Park Interpretive Center.  
A number of issues were identified during the discussion, which were referred to the 
CAC for discussion and advice to the JPA Board. 

A. When the design for the Center was done in 2009, the focus was on the lagoon 
restoration, and the intention was that the story of the lagoon restoration would 
be the primary interpretive message at the Center.  And accordingly, the Center 
was designated the “Lagoon Center”.  Since then a number of people have 
pointed out that there is no other Visitor or Interpretive Center in the San 
Dieguito River Park, and have recommended that the Center should be an 
Interpretive Center for the whole San Dieguito River Park, featuring 
interpretive information about the watershed and all the natural and cultural 
resources of the San Dieguito River Valley.  Among those stories would still be 
the lagoon restoration, which is an important, relevant topic, but would not be 
the only or primary topic presented.  Please discuss whether you agree with this 
shift in emphasis, and if you think the name should be changed to “San Dieguito 
River Park Interpretive Center”. 

B. At the JPA meeting, several members of the public commented that they 
thought that the proposed Center would be too large.  In the discussion, it 
became apparent that there are a number of members on the Board and on the 
CAC who did not know or did not recall the history of the public planning 
process that had been followed in developing the Center designs.  Following a 
3-day, on-site design charette in 2009, the architects came up with a design 
concept that included a proposed layout and location, and interpretive themes 
for exhibits.  Following comments from the CAC, the JPA directed the 
architects to come back with a down-sized version of the plans, which they did.  
Attached are the staff reports from the CAC meeting of October 2, 2009, and 
the JPA meeting of October 16, 2009, which provides this background 
information in more detail.  Consequently, the concept that the Board approved, 
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  Agenda Item #2 
  October 3, 2014 

 
Scheme B, is smaller than what the architects originally proposed, is one level 
(instead of two) and is designed to have a partial earth roof.  However, from the 
comments made at the September 2nd JPA meeting, there was some indication 
of support for a yet smaller building.  The Project Review Committee (PRC) of 
the CAC discussed this at their September 15th meeting.  The PRC was asked 
whether, given the time that has passed, whether they still support the design or 
if they want to review it further.  In summary, they unanimously felt that the 
center is too large but not because of any concern of its physical impact to the 
site, but because they are concerned about long-term sustainability. Here are 
their comments in more detail: 

  
• Should scale down the overall size and number of rooms because they fear the 

JPA could not keep it occupied or it would be too expensive to run and 
maintain.  

• Concern over the lack of a sustained budget to staff, operate and maintain the 
center.  Even though the plans are to raise an endowment for staff/operations 
as part of the capital campaign, the PRC wasn’t confident that an endowment 
would actually happen or that it would be enough. 

• Concern about the demand for a large visitors center and whether visitation 
would be enough to justify the size/cost/upkeep. Used San Elijo as example 
because some felt that it is often empty of visitors.  

• It was suggested it should be a more “passive” experience and more limited in 
scope; wait to see how use of the ranger station and amphitheater evolves. 
Cited Buena Vista lagoon visitors center as an example of a smaller and 
simpler facility. 

• Don’t want private parties/events (such as weddings) to be the driver and 
concern over the need to generate revenue to run the facility. 

• Wanted to know if it could be built in phases (to start smaller and add on only 
if needed). 

• They did think there is demand for community meeting spaces but questioned 
the amount proposed (and felt that the new ranger station would already fill 
some of that need). 

• They agreed that the focus of interpretation should be on the entire SDRP and 
watershed, not just the lagoon. 

 
Please review the issues listed above, and then discuss the following questions: 

1. Do you think the proposed Center is too large for the site, and if so, why? 
2. If there were a sufficient Endowment to run the Center raised concurrently with 

the Construction funding, would you still feel that the Center is too large? 
3. Do you feel that an active emphasis on science and education (which is the 

purpose of the lab space, teaching lab and classroom space) is appropriate for the 
Center, and is more desirable than Exhibit space? 

4. Would another location in the vicinity of the lagoon be a preferable location for 
an Interpretive Center of this size? 
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  Agenda Item #2 
  October 3, 2014 

 
C. Naming Opportunities.   
 
Because there are no grant programs on the horizon that would fund Nature Education 
Facilities, it is necessary to look in other directions for funding for the Center.  The San 
Dieguito River Valley Conservancy is contemplating launching a Capital Campaign to 
raise funding for the construction of the Center as well as an endowment that would 
generate funds to pay for staff and operation costs for the Center.  While the Business 
Plan that was written in 2009 identified revenue-generating ideas for the Center sufficient 
to cover a minimally staffed operation, JPA staff does not recommend moving forward 
on such a speculative basis.  Persons with experience in this field have advised that it is 
important to have sufficient funding to run the Center and not rely that additional funding 
will become available when it is needed.  That is the reason for including a non-wasting 
endowment in the Capital Campaign – to earn annual income from the invested funds that 
can be depended on year after year to pay for a Center Director and another staff person, 
plus programming, operating and maintenance expenses.  The combined amount that 
would have to be raised is $12,400,000 (includes $7,200,000 for construction, $750,000 
for exhibits/furnishings, and $4,500,000 for the endowment).  Even if a smaller Center 
were constructed, the desired endowment amount would remain at $4,500,000.  That 
amount would generate $225,000 annually.   

The Capital Campaign would seek donations from foundations, corporations and private 
donors with missions compatible with the San Dieguito River Park’s mission.  It is likely 
that most, if not all, donors of sizable donations would wish to receive recognition in the 
form of a Naming Opportunity.  The JPA Board discussed what value should be assigned 
to each Naming Opportunity and how long should a Naming Opportunity last for (i.e., 10 
years, 20 years) before it becomes available for re-use.   

Attachment 3 is text that would be developed into the Capital Campaign brochure.  It 
contains a Table that lists proposed Naming Opportunities, ranging from $125,000 to 
have the donor’s name on a particular room or space in the Center to $5 million to have 
the donor’s name as part of the name of the entire Center.  As currently written, if 
someone purchased a Naming Opportunity, they have the right to have their name on the 
facility for ten years.  After that time, the Naming Opportunity for that room, or the 
overall facility would become available for re-use (i.e, could be re-sold).  When the JPA 
Board discussed this issue, some Board members suggested that if one donor were to 
provide the entire desired amount to build and endow the Center, then the name should be 
in perpetuity, but otherwise, if they contribute smaller amounts that would pay for rooms 
or wings, then it was appropriate to have a limited time set for those.  Some Board 
members also felt that the proposed amounts for Naming Opportunities were too low. 

These types of issues have been discussed elsewhere.  Please see the following 
attachments: a)  “Port Offers Naming Rights to Terminal – For a Price”, September 2008; 
b) “SDSU Nears Theater Naming-Rights Deal”, November 2013; c) “Concert Site Gets 
New Top Sponsor”, April 2008; d) “SDSU’s Cox Arena to be called ‘Viejas’,” March 
2009.  Note that in all of these cases, the sponsor agreement is for a limited time period. 
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  Agenda Item #2 
  October 3, 2014 

 
Please discuss 1) whether you think the Naming Opportunity amounts are appropriate, 
and/or suggest other amounts; and 2) should there be an expiration to a Naming Opportunity 
or should it be in perpetuity?  Does it make a difference whether the donor or sponsor is a 
corporation (as each of the ones listed in Attachment 4 is), or if it is a family or foundation? 
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Susan Carter, Deputy Director 
 
Attachments: 
 

1. CAC Staff Report, October 2, 2009 
2. JPA Staff Report, October 16, 2009 
3. Text of Naming Opportunities Brochure 
4. News Clippings about Local Naming Rights Agreements 
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Agenda Item 4 
October 2, 2009 

TO:  CAC 

FROM: Staff 

SUBJECT: San Dieguito Lagoon Center Revised Version   

RECOMMENDATION: 

Discuss and Provide Recommendation to JPA Board 

SUMMARY: 

At your last meeting, there was a presentation on the architect’s concept designs for the San 
Dieguito Lagoon Center, followed by extensive discussion.  All of your comments, along 
with the comments made by the general public (posted on the blog) were conveyed to the 
architect team.  The team worked on revising the concepts in response.  The revised scheme 
was presented to the Design Advisory Committee (DAC) at a meeting this week.  The Design 
Advisory Committee, chaired by Tom Golich, was put together by the San Dieguito River 
Valley Conservancy to provide expertise in several areas, including science, education, 
architecture and operational experience in running a nature center.  In addition, Ann Gardner 
with the Friends of the San Dieguito River Valley and Dawn Rawls with the San Dieguito 
Lagoon Committee are on the DAC.  The DAC has met three times to provide advice to the 
Architect Team.   

In general, a number of the comments repeated that the original design was too big, had too 
much hardscape, would require extra staffing due to inefficient flow, had too much space 
devoted to specialized uses, and had too harsh and modern a look for the site.  Comments 
were also made about the size of the community/class room and the look of the solar 
chimney and whether a science research lab was necessary.   

Please see the attached sketches of the revised design (Scheme B) and amphitheater.  We 
hope to have more refined drawings by the time of today’s meeting. 

Scheme B is much smaller than the original design (Scheme A) shown to the CAC last 
month.  Scheme A was 7475 square feet.  Scheme B is 5,260 square feet.  Scheme B is one-
story instead of two-story, and it has one viewing deck instead of two.  The dedicated 
classroom was eliminated but there is a still a large multipurpose room that can be divided 
into two spaces as needed.  A small teaching lab replaced the dedicated classroom.  The 
science research lab was also retained because it will be used for ongoing scientific 
monitoring of the wetland restoration area.  Emphasis on education and scientific research is 
consistent with the funding guidelines for the upcoming Proposition 84 Nature Education 
Facilities grant program.   

ATTACHMENT 1
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Agenda Item 4 
October 2, 2009 

To address the complaint that the design was too harsh, the new design integrates the center 
into the site in a more organic manner than Scheme A, utilizing a living roof over more of the 
built areas, and following the contour of the land more closely.  The living roof design has 
the advantage of improved temperature regulation; however, it is more expensive to build 
than a facility without a living roof. 

The solar (or cooling) chimney has not changed.  The purpose of the solar chimney is to 
enable warm air to be drawn up and released from the building. It promotes ventilation and 
airflow. This is one of the many “green” or sustainable features that the Center will have.  If 
it were made smaller it would not function as designed.  In addition, another purpose of the 
solar chimney is to provide a recognizable design feature that can be identified with the 
Center.   

In addition to the Center itself, the site plan proposes reconfiguring the 31-acre manufactured 
disposal site to recreate the landforms on the hillside above Via de la Valle, including some 
hills with chaparral and coastal sage scrub and meadows, with meandering trails and outlook 
points.  An amphitheater would be located to the east of the Center, again between the upper 
trail and lower trail. 

The DAC voted unanimously in favor of Scheme B as presented.   

If the JPA Board takes action on the proposed concept designs, these designs will be the 
basis for grant applications and fundraising.   
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Agenda Item 4 
October 2, 2009 

San Dieguito Lagoon Nature Center 
Roesling Nakamura Terada Architects - Spurlock Poirier Landscape Architects  - Acorn Group, Inc.

Floor Plan Alternatives

Version B

Upper Level Plan

Indoor Area 5,260 SF
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Agenda Item 4 
October 2, 2009 

San Dieguito Lagoon Nature Center 
Roesling Nakamura Terada Architects - Spurlock Poirier Landscape Architects  - Acorn Group, Inc.

Floor Plan Alternatives

Version B

Lower Level Plan
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Agenda Item 4 
October 2, 2009 

San Dieguito Lagoon Nature Center 
Roesling Nakamura Terada Architects - Spurlock Poirier Landscape Architects  - Acorn Group, Inc.

Floor Plan Alternatives

Version B

Section A – Admin Wing
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Agenda Item 4 
October 2, 2009 

San Dieguito Lagoon Nature Center 
Roesling Nakamura Terada Architects - Spurlock Poirier Landscape Architects  - Acorn Group, Inc.

Floor Plan Alternatives

Version B

Section B – Exhibit Space
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Agenda Item 4 
October 2, 2009 

San Dieguito Lagoon Nature Center 
Roesling Nakamura Terada Architects - Spurlock Poirier Landscape Architects  - Acorn Group, Inc.

Floor Plan Alternatives

Version B

Section C:   Community/ Education WingSection C ‐ Community Education Wing
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Agenda Item 4 
October 2, 2009 

San Dieguito Lagoon Nature Center 
Roesling Nakamura Terada Architects - Spurlock Poirier Landscape Architects  - Acorn Group, Inc.

Amphitheatre Location
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Agenda Item 4 
October 16, 2009 

TO:  JPA 

FROM: Staff 

SUBJECT: San Dieguito Lagoon Center Revised Version   

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that your Board approve the revised concept designs (Scheme B) for the San 
Dieguito Lagoon Center as presented today, direct architect team to prepare detailed cost 
estimates, direct staff to continue preparation of a Business Plan for ongoing operational and 
programming costs, and direct staff to pursue grants and other funding opportunities for the 
proposed Center.  

SUMMARY: 

At today’s meeting, the architect team will present a revised concept design for your review and 
approval.  As reported last month, the architect team (Roesling Nakamura & Terada Architects 
and Spurlock Poirier Landscape Architects) has met with numerous stakeholder groups to 
receive input, held a 3 day design open house, and made multiple presentations to various 
groups, including the CAC.  The designs were uploaded to our website and visitors were 
encouraged to send comments via a blog set up just for that purpose.  Many comments were 
received, and the architect team worked on revising the concepts in response.  The revised 
scheme was presented to the Design Advisory Committee (DAC) at a meeting this week.  The 
Design Advisory Committee, chaired by Tom Golich, was put together by the San Dieguito 
River Valley Conservancy to provide expertise in several areas, including science, education, 
architecture and operational experience in running a nature center.  In addition, Ann Gardner 
with the Friends of the San Dieguito River Valley and Dawn Rawls with the San Dieguito 
Lagoon Committee are on the DAC.  The DAC has met three times to provide advice to the 
Architect Team.   

In general, a number of the comments repeated that the original design was too big, had too 
much hardscape, would require extra staffing due to inefficient flow, had too much space 
devoted to specialized uses, and had too harsh and modern a look for the site.  Comments were 
also made about the size of the community/class room and the look of the solar chimney and 
whether a science research lab was necessary.   

The revised design (Scheme B) is much smaller than the original design (Scheme A) shown to 
your Board last month.  Scheme A was 7475 square feet.  Scheme B is 6,000 square feet.  
Scheme B is one-story instead of two-story, and it has one viewing deck instead of two.  The 
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Agenda Item 4 
October 16, 2009 

dedicated classroom was eliminated but there is a still a large multipurpose room that can be 
divided into two spaces as needed.  The archive room was folded into the conference room.  A 
small teaching lab replaced the dedicated classroom.  The science research lab was also retained 
because it will be used for ongoing scientific monitoring of the wetland restoration area and for 
marine wildlife conservation research.  Emphasis on education and scientific research is 
consistent with the funding guidelines for the upcoming Proposition 84 Nature Education 
Facilities grant program.   

To address the complaint that the design was too harsh, the new design integrates the center into 
the site in a more organic manner than Scheme A, utilizing a living roof over more of the built 
areas, and following the contour of the land more closely.  The living roof design has the 
advantage of improved temperature regulation; however, it is more expensive to build than a 
facility without a living roof. 

The solar (or cooling) chimney has not changed, but it is lowered into the center by about 8 feet, 
reducing the overall height.  The purpose of the solar chimney is to enable warm air to be drawn 
up and released from the building. It promotes ventilation and airflow. This is one of the many 
“green” or sustainable features that the Center will have.  Another purpose of the solar chimney 
is to provide a recognizable design feature that can be identified with the Center.   

The Design Advisory Committee described above voted unanimously in favor of Scheme B as 
presented.  At today’s meeting, Tom Golich, the Chair of the Design Advisory Committee, will 
be present to describe the Committee and explain their recommendation. 

CAC RECOMMENDATION 

At their October 2nd meeting, the CAC discussed the revised Scheme B, and voted 16-2 in favor 
of recommending that your Board approve Scheme B.  They proposed that there should be some 
kind of landscaping feature that would soften the look of the courtyard. 

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATION 

Part of the Architect Team’s scope of work on their existing contract is to prepare a cost estimate 
of the selected design.  An engineering firm that specializes in construction cost estimates will 
prepare the cost estimate for the design that your Board approves.  JPA staff is also working with 
a consulting firm to identify operational costs (staffing needs, programming, maintenance) and 
realistic ongoing revenue sources. A marketing analysis will be performed.  Some of the 
potential revenue sources that will be evaluated to determine how much income they can 
realistically generate are donations at the door, book store proceeds, rental concessions, fees 
associated with student field trips, and proceeds from special events such as lecture series.  This 
information will form the basis of the Business Plan.  

State Parks Department, which is administering the Proposition 84 Nature Education Facilities 
grant program, held a hearing recently on the proposed grant guidelines.  The tentative grant 
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deadline is April 1st.  As currently proposed, applications will be divided into tiers.  There will 
be $40 million available statewide for projects in the highest tier, which will be from $3-$5 
million. Based on the criteria, which strongly favor nature education, marine wildlife 
conservation research, visitor outreach, public access, sustainability, and project readiness, staff 
believes the San Dieguito Lagoon Center grant application will be very competitive.  However, 
even if completely successful, the maximum grant would not be enough to build the complete 
Center as proposed.  Your Board may desire to initiate a capital fundraising campaign to raise 
the remainder or seek matching funds from potential corporate sponsors.  Alternatively, phasing 
of the Center construction will be indicated.  Information resulting from the cost estimate and 
Business Plan development will be brought back to your Board when it is available. 

ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS 

1. Approve the revised concept designs (Scheme B).

2. Approve an alternative concept design.

3. Do not approve a design and give staff other direction.

RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends that your Board approve the revised concept designs (Scheme B) for the San 
Dieguito Lagoon Center as presented today, direct architect team to prepare detailed cost 
estimates, direct staff to continue preparation of a Business Plan for ongoing operational and 
programming costs, and direct staff to pursue grants and other funding opportunities for the 
proposed Center.  

Respectfully submitted, 

Susan Carter 
Deputy Director 

Attachment: 
1. Site Plan
2. Revised Scheme B Floor Plan (lower)
3. Revised Scheme B Floor Plan (upper)
4. Site Section - through Admin Wing
5. Site Section - through Multi-purpose room
6. Site grading
7. Amphitheatre Design
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PROPOSED	  NAMING	  OPPORTUNITY	  AMOUNTS	  
	  
Naming Opportunity Donation Amount 
Conference Room $125,000 
Book Store $125,000 
Exhibit Space $2 million 
Exhibits $1 million 
Marine Wildlife Conservation Research 
Lab 

$2 million 

Teaching Lab $2 million 
Multi-Purpose Space #1 $500,000 
Multi-Purpose Space #2 $500,000 
Audio-Visual Room $150,000 
Courtyard $1.5 million 
Upper Viewing Deck $1 million 
Overall Center $5 million 
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Agenda Item #3 
October 3, 2014 

TO:  CAC 

FROM: Staff 

SUBJECT: Proposed Boardwalk Removal 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Discuss and Provide Recommendation to JPA Board 

At your June 6th meeting, it was reported that the JPA had received a letter from the 
California Coastal Commission that suggested that retention of the Boardwalk would be 
considered by the Coastal Commission upon submittal of an application to amend the 
existing coastal development permit for the Coast to Crest Trail.  The CAC voted 
unanimously to recommend to the JPA Board to submit the amendment application.  The 
JPA took that action at their June 20th meeting.  The Coastal Commission responded 
with a request for substantial information that would be used to evaluate alternatives, 
including an alternative SOL restoration plan with the boardwalk removed.  See 
Attachment 1.  The JPA took action at their September 2nd meeting to respond, noting 
that the 22nd DAA had already submitted a conceptual plan that removed the boardwalk,  
and directly requesting that the Coastal Commissioners address this item at a public 
meeting in San Diego, which will be March 11-13, and inviting the Commissioners on a 
tour of the boardwalk at that time.  See Attachment 2.  

Subsequently, JPA staff has heard that the Coastal Commission is considering docketing 
this item for discussion before the Commissioners at their January 7-9 meeting at a “south 
coast” location (but not San Diego).  A letter to this effect has not yet been received.  
While it is encouraging progress for this item to be scheduled to be addressed in a public 
meeting, as the JPA has repeatedly requested, it will be difficult for the boardwalk’s 
supporters to attend a meeting that is not in San Diego.  And, obviously it means that the 
Commissioners would not have an opportunity to tour the site. 
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Agenda Item #5 
October 3, 2014 

TO: CAC 

FROM: Staff 

SUBJECT: Citizens Science  - Argentine Ant Survey 

RECOMMENDATION: 

No Action.  For Information Only 

At your last meeting, on August 1st, Jess Norton, Conservation Manager for the San Dieguito 
River Valley Conservancy, gave a presentation about the grant that the Conservancy and the JPA 
had received from the San Diego Foundation to carry out a citizens science based program in the 
San Dieguito River Park. 

She explained that the goal of the San Dieguito Citizen Science Monitoring Program is to create 
a sustainable, cost-effective, scientifically-valid monitoring protocol specifically for the San 
Dieguito River Park that can be carried out by volunteer citizen scientists. The program will 
gather critical data to inform land management, restoration, land purchases and trail building 
decisions while encouraging community involvement and engagement. The program is designed 
to align with existing regional plans and monitoring protocols in order to provide useful data that 
is consistent between local jurisdictions and agencies.  

At that meeting, Jess informed the CAC that the first Citizens Science event in the Park, an 
Argentine Ant Survey, was scheduled for the following day.  At today’s meeting, Leana Bulay, 
Interpretive Ranger, will describe the process and results of the survey and what the next steps in 
the program are.   
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