
Comments of Johnathan Perisho 
 

The project description of the Hahamongna Multi-Benefit Multi-Use Project is unclear. 

Desired attention requested in these comments concerns (1) the amount and extent of 

grading, (2) recognition of existing high integrity increasingly rare habitat, (3) recognition 

of the significance of preserving existing landscape functions, as well as (4) the overlap and 

coordination with concurrent Los Angeles County sediment management plans. A 

suggestion for an alternative exclusively improving biotic conditions follows. 

 

Please include specific detail for grading scope and extent as well as an assessment of 

impacts. This may not seem important given the apparent assumption that current 

environmental quality is poor. On the contrary, currently the existing cover is already very 

similar to the proposed restoration vegetation cover in the 2003 master plan. Fluvial 

processes are important for this existing high integrity dominant freshwater riparian 

wetland habitat. This includes widely distributed state rare black willow associations and 

globally rare adjacent alluvial fan scrub. This cover is important for a long list of 

increasingly extirpated species and many species of concern. Alternately, patches within 

the project area with weak native cover and dominant invasive species tend to occur on 

disturbed and compacted soils out of clear flow channels. These poor conditions would 

likely be reproduced and exacerbated by grading. Related to this issue, the exotic invasive 

Lepidium latifolium in particular spreads by rhizomes and is known to sprout from pieces 

smaller than 1”; a focus on carful management will be important in mitigating infestations 

in the project area and downstream. 

 

Concerning use of the word “restoration” to describe project objectives, please include a 

technical definition and consider revisions or an assessment of potential to achieve 

objectives. Restoration in ecological terms refers to re-creation or facilitation of 

environmental functions that have been historically present, lost, degraded, or would 

improve upon the biotic integrity of the existing conditions. Significantly altering hydrology 

and fluvial processes key for the functioning of existing high quality habitat cannot be fully 

mitigated, let alone restored, by planting plant material one hopes might grow in 

conditions unassociated with native adaptations.  

 

Over the last decade regional wetland restoration proposals have focused on mimicking 

historic hydrology, which arguable still occurs above Devil’s Gate Dam. These positions are 

supported by the currently impressive environmental quality of the Hahamongna wash 

after extensive disturbance through the mid 1990’s and 2009 station fire. This suggests 

strong regeneration potential and self-maintenance of functioning wetland habitat with 

increasing loss in the region. Accordingly, fluvial alteration will likely create extensive and 

costly management problems that do not currently exist. Mitigation recommendations 

would do well to stress the difficulty, complexity, and ultimately inferior wetland habitat 

artificially created. This warrants habitat destruction offsets much greater than 1 to 1. 

Please include a historic comparison and assessment of recovery as well as study on the 

regional significance of wetland habitat and associated flow regimes. In addition, please 



also include a description of what lands are under consideration for habitat offsets and how 

they will be acquired. 

 

The County of Los Angeles is also reviewing work in the same area. What measures will be 

taken to coordinate and recognize overlap with the Los Angeles County sediment 

management planning? Environmental impacts of noise, traffic, air quality, and water 

quality will be compounded if both projects are operating significant equipment and 

performing significant alterations. Additionally, if extensive alterations are proposed in 

both projects, habitat in the basin may be completely extirpated for indefinite periods. The 

combined impacts require attention. Further, sediment management is a regional concern 

for habitat quality in the Hahamongna behind Devil’s Gate Dam. The project would benefit 

from a strong emphasis on the need for long-term planning to address these ongoing 

concerns for Southern California systems and water resources. 

 

Finally, the Arroyo Seco is nationally recognized by design professionals and the local 

climate that has cultivated places such as the Arroyo Seco Watershed Park formed a strong 

part of my coming to the region. Alternatives would do well to include an option or options 

that only address improving habitat integrity as a nationally recognized cultural, water 

resource, and biologically significant urban nature model. This potential would be both 

fiscally sound in maintenance and community support, as well as profile enhancing for a 

simultaneously historic and progressive Pasadena. 

 

 

Thank you for your attention and consideration, 

 

Johnathan Perisho 


