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H-16 The overview of the inlet maintenance obligations is noted. See Responses to 

Comments H-4 and H-5. No further response is required because the 
comment does not concern the EIR’s environmental analysis.  

 
H-17 As noted in Section 5.3.5, page 5.3-10 of the EIR, additional maintenance after 

construction is anticipated to be concurrent with inlet maintenance performed 
by SCE and would require 2 additional days beyond the SCE maintenance. 
Execution of an MOA between SANDAG, SCE, the JPA, and other appropriate 
parties will be established to address inlet maintenance, funding agreements, 
maintenance roles and responsibilities, and cost-sharing commitments. 

 
H-18 The JPA recognizes SCE’s concern regarding its permit conditions and agrees 

project specific permit requirements must be addressed as the proposed 
project moves forward; however, permit and coordination issues are not 
environmental issues that require CEQA analysis. Through continued 
coordination with SCE and other appropriate parties, the JPA will work with 
SCE to address concerns and arrive upon an agreement suitable for 
stakeholders involved with the lagoon. 

 
H-19 Please see Response to Comment H-4. Modeling has indicated that no 

change in sedimentation is expected to occur at W4/W16 interior wetlands. 
Therefore, increased maintenance at interior wetlands is not anticipated as a 
result of the proposed project. It is not the purpose of the EIR to provide a 
financial analysis of the proposed project as this type of monetary analysis is 
not required by CEQA.  

 
H-20 Responses to this supplemental information are included as Responses to 

Comments H-21 through H-78.  
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H-21 The haul route for trucking sand removed during wetland maintenance to the 

beach is detailed in Section 3.4.2, page 3-26 and shown in Figure 3-10.  
 
H-22 Figure 3-10 of the EIR depicts the material placement sites that would be 

utilized for inlet maintenance activities and as necessary for interior 
maintenance activities. Section 5.3.1, page 5.3-4 and Figure 2-2 of the EIR 
acknowledge both beach placement sites are currently permitted for placement 
as part of the SCE restoration project maintenance process. The proposed 
project would obtain permits for placement of material associated with this 
specific effort. The project team will work with SCE and appropriate regulatory 
agencies to address beach placement permitting concerns. 

 
H-23 Please see Response to Comment G-2. As stated in Table 3-2, a Traffic 

Management Plan would be prepared prior to construction to avoid and 
minimize traffic impacts, as required. Coordination with SCE’s project if 
construction overlap occurs is noted in Table 8-1. The JPA will work with SCE 
to schedule concurrent project activities to minimize cumulative traffic impacts 
from both projects. These measures would serve to reduce both direct and 
cumulative impacts to traffic from project construction, but would not mitigate 
impacts to below a level of significance.  

 
H-24 Please see Response to Comment H-9. Execution of an MOA between 

SANDAG, SCE, the JPA, and other appropriate parties will be established to 
address short-term and long-term responsibilities in the lagoon.  
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H-25 Coordination to ensure SCE restoration project activities are not disrupted or 

delayed will be addressed as part of the MOA discussed above. However, 
such scheduling coordination does not constitute the potential for a significant 
impact that requires analysis under CEQA. 

 
H-26 Figure 3-8 shows staging and access areas of the proposed project and 

identifies a temporary haul route adjacent to the NS14 site. As described in 
PDF-13, construction areas would be staked, limiting construction equipment 
and vehicles to within these limits of disturbance. Given this project design 
feature, the temporary haul route would restrict access to non-authorized 
persons and reduce public safety hazards. After construction, the proposed 
trail extension would be located along the edge of the restoration site and 
would have railing to deter unauthorized access into sensitive areas. 

 
H-27 Figure 3-8 identifies the limits of staging and access for the proposed project. 

Material would be stockpiled within these limits. Section 2.3, page 2-7 
documented SCE areas on DS-36 to be unvegetated, given the best available 
data at the time the Draft EIR was prepared. The EIR also acknowledges 
ongoing soil stabilization efforts occurring at the DS-36 site, and the 
intermittent nature of continued use and disturbance at the site that has 
resulted in some periods of salt bush scrub coverage followed by periods of 
being unvegetated. The site currently remains unvegetated; however, per 
Section 15125 of the CEQA Guidelines, the baseline condition for CEQA 
analysis is generally determined by existing conditions at the time the project 
NOP is published. Thus, comparison of the disposal site at time of construction 
is not a baseline condition that is used in the EIR analysis to determine 
environmental impacts associated with the proposed project. The NOP for the 
proposed project was published on August 27, 2014; thus, descriptions of 
existing conditions generally reflect conditions that existed in the lagoon at that 
time.  

 
H-28 Temporary trail closures during proposed project construction are addressed in 

the EIR, Section 5.14.3, page 5.14-8. As stated in Section 5.1.3, page 5.1-18 
of the EIR, lagoon restoration activities would not result in major temporary or 
permanent loss of recreational use areas due to the availability of alternative 
trails and public access throughout construction. Thus, the impact would be 
less than significant under CEQA (Criterion E).  
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H-29 It is anticipated that permits issued for overlapping areas would be amended or 

superseded by those issued for the proposed project (e.g., disposal site). 
Execution of an MOA between SCE, SANDAG, the JPA, and other appropriate 
parties will be established to address the proposed project’s specific roles and 
responsibilities.  

 
H-30 Text has been revised in Section 5.2.1, page 5.2-6 to include the details of 

fiber rolls and hydromulch as provided in the comment. 
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H-31 Please see Responses to Comments B-7 and H-14. While the CEQA analysis 

does not find a significant impact regarding overall wetland loss, especially in 
light of the substantial gain in overall wetland acreage post-restoration, the 
JPA does recognize that the potential slight decrease of wetland habitat acres 
within the SCE restoration area represents a permitting concern for SCE as 
noted in the comment. The JPA recognizes SCE’s concern regarding its permit 
conditions and agrees project specific permit requirements must be addressed 
as the proposed project moves forward; however, permit conditions are not an 
environmental issue that requires CEQA analysis. 

 
H-32 Please see Responses to Comments B-19 and F-9. Physical flooding and 

scour erosion are not expected to cause damage or impacts given project 
implementation. Hydraulic modeling conducted for the proposed project was 
developed by the Corps specifically for this project. Input throughout the 
modeling process occurred at various points. Please see Response to 
Comment H-13 regarding peer review. 

 
H-33 Please see Responses to Comments B-8 and H-10.  
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H-34 Please see Responses to Comments B-19, F-9, and H-4.  
 
H-35 The proposed project would not raise the base flood level. As stated in Section 

5.2.3, page 5.2-10, the proposed project would slightly lower the 100-year 
flood elevation over existing conditions. The modeling analysis is further 
documented in Attachment B to Appendix D, page 214. 

 
H-36 The JPA recognizes SCE’s concern regarding coordination of maintenance 

activities and agrees this concern must be addressed as the proposed project 
moves forward. Please see Response to Comment H-35.  

 
H-37 Please see Responses to Comments B-9 and H-10.  
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H-38 Section 8.3.14, page 8-18 notes the proposed project would alter water flows 

through San Dieguito Lagoon due to changed hydrology of channels and 
inlets, but found that the altered water flow would not create a significant 
impact to safety. The model results indicate that the peak tidal velocity would 
increase about 10% at the Camino Del Mar bridge section, but the flow energy 
quickly dissipates after passing the narrow sections. The peak flood and ebb 
velocity distributions and patterns between the existing and proposed project 
conditions are compared and included in Attachment A of Appendix D on 
pages 27 through 29. The velocity distribution patterns are very similar and 
beach users will not perceive a difference. Also, the duration of the high 
velocity is very short, on the order of approximately an hour. Adding to the 
natural environmental variability of inlet conditions would be the variation of an 
individual’s age, stature, health, and sanity to attempt crossing the inlet. 
Persons traversing the tidal inlet channel typically do that along the beach at 
low tide while water levels are low and the inlet is shallow. This occurs during 
the lower end of the low tide when flow velocities have decreased substantially 
below the peak. This project will not perceptibly change the conditions under 
which persons cross the inlet during dry weather (tidal) conditions. 

 
H-39 Please see Response to Comment F-9.  
 
H-40 Culverts under the berms to equalize the water surface elevations were 

considered but rejected as not feasible or necessary for the following reasons: 

• the long distance between the salt marsh berm and river thalweg 

• shifting of the river thalweg west of the utility corridor 

• two-dimensional modeling showed water surface elevation level (WSEL) in 
river for the project without culverts stayed at or below existing WSEL 
without project 
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H-41 The requirement to prepare a project SWPPP is stated in Section 5.4.1, page 

5.4-1. Language has been revised in Section 5.2.3, page 5.2-9 to add 
clarification. 

 
H-42 An amendment to SCE’s SWPPP would need to be addressed separately with 

the issuing agency. As previously stated, an MOA will be established between 
SCE, the JPA, and other appropriate parties to address maintenance roles and 
responsibilities and cost-sharing commitments. 
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