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By ELAINE HESSER

THE COLD War was one of America’s longest con-
flicts, marked by fears of nuclear destruction and a great 
deal of secrecy. Despite the passage of time, there are 
many stories that remain untold. One unfolded on the se-
rene Big Sur Coast, where the U.S. Navy went hunting for 
nuclear submarines — undercover and underwater.

Since last October, the Central Coast Lighthouse Keep-
ers — the all-volunteer group that cares for Point Sur 
Lighthouse under the auspices of California State Parks 
— have been taking folks on weekend tours of the defunct 
naval station next door. It’s part of the same park, but it’s 
been closed for decades.

Point Sur Lighthouse has also been closed for a year for 
road repairs and is expected to reopen this spring. In the 
meantime, visitors and locals can step back in time to the 

When the battles of the Cold War took to some seriously cold water

See SECRET page 12A

Sailors stationed at the Point Sur Naval Facility had million-dollar 
views of the Pacific Ocean from their living quarters, which now sit 
idle on the land adjacent to the more famous lighthouse.

An abandoned ammunition dump is a reminder of the Cold War, 
when the base was used to spy on Soviet naval activities.
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Railroad plans fence to 
prevent P.G. trail access

This replica seating kiosk off Sinex Avenue in Pacific Grove sits at 
the end of a pathway owned by a railroad company that wants to 
close it to the public.
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n Does public have ‘historic use’?

By KELLY NIX

A PLAN by the Union Pacific Railroad to cut off ac-
cess to an abandoned rail line in Pacific Grove that’s been 
used by the public as a recreational trail for nearly 40 years 
isn’t pleasing the staff of the California Coastal Commis-
sion, which is urging the panel to ax the idea next month.

The railroad company last year applied for a permit to 
install four 6-foot-tall, 50-foot-wide chain-link fences at 
the intersection of Pico, Sinex and Jewell avenues to pre-
vent access to the right of way, which hasn’t been used for 
trains since 1971, but which is part of a popular pedestri-
an trail. The portion of the pathway in question is about a 
half-mile long.

The coastal commission’s staff — citing public access 
concerns — is recommending that the agency deny the 
permit at its Feb. 12 meeting in Long Beach. 

“The proposed project would have the effect of block-
ing all persons from accessing any portion of the right of 

See TRAIL page 21A

rey County Board of Supervisors voted 4-0 Tuesday to ap-
prove the environmental impact report for the $37 million 
Carmel River Free project.

Spearheaded more than a decade ago by the Big Sur 
Land Trust 12 years ago and the Carmel Valley flood con-
trol district, the work would protect homes and businesses 
along Rio Road and in Mission Fields by removing the 
earthen levees on the south side of the Carmel River and 
elevating Highway 1 to allow water to flow beneath it. Be-
sides significantly increasing flood protection on the north 
side of the river, the project will improve habitat for plants 
and animals.

“I am so proud and happy to make this motion,” said 
supervisor Mary Adams, who represents the area, before 
the vote. “Letting nature do flood control — how much 
more elegant could that be?”

County official Carl Holm started off by calling the 
hearing to consider the EIR, “a huge milestone,” while an-
other county official, Melanie Beretti, described the work 
as a “marquee project showing how to combine flood con-
trol and environmental protection.”

Environmentally friendly?
A number of familiar people stepped up to the podium 

and urged supervisors to back the project, including for-
mer Carmel Mayor Ken White, who called the opportunity 
to approve the EIR “a small miracle” and praised those 
who set aside their differences to make it possible. “Com-
promise makes the world go around,” he declared.

Carmel Point resident Lorin Letendre urged supervi-
sors to OK the environmental studies because the flood 
control work would improve the water quality and habi-
tat in the Carmel River Lagoon, where young steelhead 
prepare for their journey out to sea. The president of the 
nonprofit Carmel River Watershed Council, Letendre 
praised Denise Duffy and Associates for the work the firm

Supes back EIR for $37M flood control project
By CHRIS COUNTS

AFTER A parade of speakers urged them to support 
it — and not a single person objected to it — the Monte-

See FLOODS page 20A

Rerig: Sales tax 
increase will be 
money well spent

By MARY SCHLEY

WITH A $25 million budget, the 1-square-mile city 
of 3,800 residents spends the same amount over the course 
of a year as Pacific Grove, which is 6 square miles and 
has a population of 16,000, and Seaside, which is almost 
10 square miles and is oc-
cupied by more than 34,000 
people, city administrator 
Chip Rerig told a group of 
Carmel Chamber of Com-
merce members during an 
annual breakfast Tuesday. 
Rerig and Mayor Dave Pot-
ter presented a “State of the 
City” talk at the chamber’s 
Business Beat Breakfast 
at the Hyatt Carmel High-
lands.

The annual budget has 
grown so large because the 
city provides a high level of 
service to residents, busi-
ness owners and visitors, 
Rerig said, but it’s still not 
quite enough to pay the bills, let alone tackle issues like 
debt and deferred maintenance on streets and in public 
buildings, which he said amounts to $70 million.

“We provide a level of service to the community that is 
incomparable,” he said, and with the additional $3 million 

“It appears likely at this point that we will need to con-
duct additional modeling exercises, possibly with new 
data, to establish a higher degree of certainty about the 
expected effects of Cal Am’s project on nearby aquifers,” 
Luster said in the memo to Ian Crooks, Cal Am vice pres-
ident of engineering.

Luster said the coastal commission is conducting an 
“independent” review to determine whether new hydro-
geologic studies are necessary.

The City of Marina and water activists opposed to Cal 
Am have argued that the desal operation would mean a 
loss of groundwater in the Salinas Valley Basin, exac-
erbate groundwater intrusion and infringe on the wa-

Commission asks Cal am to withdraw desal plan
By KELLY NIX

IN A big blow to California American Water, the pow-
erful state agency that regulates development on the coast 
has asked the utility to withdraw its application for a per-
mit to build a desalination plant near Marina that would 
provide a drought-free water supply to the Monterey Pen-
insula and enable the company to meet a state order to stop 
illegal pumping from the Carmel River. 

In a two-page letter dated Jan. 28, California Coast-
al Commission staffer Tom Luster said the state agency 
needs time to do additional studies, including the project’s 
possible effects on groundwater, and to evaluate new water 
supply and demand projections, before the panel can make 
a decision on the desal plant. See PERMIT page 13A

Chip Rerig

See TAX page 16A


