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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

SUMMARY OF CHANGES TO THE DRAFT EIR

Introduction

This section includes text changes to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the San
Diego County General Plan Update, dated July 1, 2009. These modifications resulted from
response to comments received during the Draft EIR public review period as well as staff-
initiated changes.

Revisions herein do not alter the conclusions of the environmental analysis such that new
significant environmental impacts have been identified, nor do they constitute significant new
information. Changes are provided in tracking mode (underline for new text and strike out for
deleted text). Minor text changes, such as typographical errors, were made to the Final EIR as

necessary. However, these minor text changes are not included in this document.

Text Changes and Edits to the Draft EIR

Acronyms and Abbreviations

« On Draft EIR page xv, under list of Acronyms and Abbreviations, the following acronym has

been added:

CTSA

Coordinated Transportation Service Agency

Summary

o Draft EIR pages S-7 through S-20, Table S-1, Summary of Project Impacts, have been

revised as follows:

Table S-1. Summary of Project Impacts

Proposed
Potential Potential General Plan

Direct Cumulative Update Mitigation Impact After
Issue Topic Impact Impact Policies® Measure(s)® Mitigation
2.1 Aesthetics
3. Visual Character or Quality: Potentially | Potentially LU-1.6, LU-2.1, | Aes-3.1 and Significant and
Implementation of the General Plan Significant | Significant LU-2.2, LU-2.4, | Aes-3.2 and the | Unavoidable
Update would allow increased LU-4.1, LU-4.2, | mitigation
development densities to occur in LU-4.3, LU-4.4, | measures
some areas which would result in the LU-11.2, LU- identified for
potential degradation of the existing 12.4, M-10.6, Issue 1: Scenic
visual character or quality of a H-2.1 Vistas
community.
4. Light or Glare: The proposed Potentially | Potentially CO0S-13.1, and | Aes-4.1-and Significant and
General Plan Update would have the | Significant | Significant C0S-13.2, through Aes- Unavoidable
potential to result in increased light C0S-13.3 4.23
and glare within the County that would
adversely affect day or nighttime
views.
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Issue Topic

Potential
Direct
Impact

Potential
Cumulative
Impact

Proposed
General Plan
Update
Policies®

Mitigation
Measure(s)®

Impact After
Mitigation

2.2 Agricultural Resources

2. Land Use Conflicts:
Implementation of the proposed
General Plan Update would ret result
in potential conflicts with agricultural
zoening-or Williamson Act contract
lands.

Potentially
Significant

Less Than
Significant

LU-7.1, COS-
6.3

Agr-2.1

Less Than
Significant

2.5 Cultural Resources

1. Historical Resources:
Implementation of the proposed
General Plan Update would result in
new development that would have the
potential to result in substantial
adverse changes to the significance of
historical resources.

Potentially
Significant

Less Than
Significant

C0S-8.1

Cul-1.1 through
Cul-1.68

Less Than
Significant

2. Archaeological Resources:
Implementation of the proposed
General Plan Update would result in
new development that would have the
potential to cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource, including
the destruction or disturbance of an
archaeological site that contains or
has the potential to contain
information important to history or
prehistory.

Potentially
Significant

Less Than
Significant

COSs-7.1
through COS-
7.4

Cul-1.1, Cul-1.6
Cul-2.1 through
Cul-2.46

Less Than
Significant

2.7 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

5. Public Airports: Generally, land
uses proposed under the General
Plan Update and within the vicinity of
public airports include rural lands,
open space, semi-rural lands, and
federal and State lands. However,
under the General Plan Update, some
public airports, such as Fallbrook
Community Airport, may be located
adjacent to land uses such as village
residential, which would maintain
higher density populations and have
the potential to result in significant
hazards to the public. Although the
proposed project would be required to
comply with the ALUCP, development
within an AIA of a public airport would
have the potential to increase the risk
of people living or working in these
areas to hazards associated with
airport operations.

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant

LU-4.7, M-7.1
S-15.1, S-15.2,
S-15.3

Haz-1.1 through
Haz-1.5

Less Than
Significant
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Proposed
Potential Potential General Plan
Direct Cumulative Update Mitigation Impact After
Issue Topic Impact Impact Policies™ Measure(s)™ Mitigation
8. Wildland Fires: Implementation of | Potentially | Potentially LU-6.10, LU- Haz-4.1 through | Significant and
the proposed General Plan Update Significant | Significant 11.2,S-3.1,S- |Haz-4.45 Unavoidable
would result in land uses that allow 3.2,S-3.3, S-
residential, commercial and industrial 3.4, S-3.6, S-
development in areas that are prone 4.1, COS-18.3
to wildland fires. This is due to the fact
that the majority of the unincorporated
County is located in high or very high
fire hazard severity zones.
Implementation of the General Plan
Update would have the potential to
expose people or structures to a
potentially significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving wildland
fires.
2.13 Public Services
1. Fire Protection Services: Potentially | Less Than LU-1.6, LU-6.4, | Pub-1.1 through | Less Than
Implementation of the proposed Significant | Significant LU-6.10, LU- Pub-1.89 Significant
General Plan Update would result in a 12.3, LU-12.4,
substantial adverse physical impact S-3.4,S-51, S-
associated with the provision of new 5.2,S5-6.1
or physically altered fire protection through S-6.5
facilities.
2.14 Recreation
1. Deterioration of Parks and Potentially | Potentially LU-12.1, LU- Rec-1.1 through | Less Than
Recreational Facilities: The Significant | Significant 12.2, M-12.1 Rec-1.112 Significant
forecasted increase in population in through M-12.8,
the County would result in the M-12.10, H-2.2,
deterioration of parks and recreational C0s-21.1,
facilities. C0S-21.2,
C0S-22.1,
C0S-23.1,
C0S-23.2,
C0sS-24.1,
C0S-24.2
2.15 Transportation and Traffic
2. Adjacent Cities Traffic and LOS Potentially | Potentially LU-5.1, LU- Tra-1.1, Tra-
Standards: Implementation of the Significant | Significant 10.4,1LU-11.8 1.2, Tra-1.3,
proposed General Plan Update would LU-12.2, M-1.1, | Tra-1.4, Tra-
result in 34 roadway segments in M-1.2, M-1.3 1.6%, Tra-1.78,
adjacent cities that would exceed the M-2.1, M-2.2 and Tra-2.1
LOS standard established by the M-2.3, M-3.1
applicable jurisdiction. M-3.2, M-4.2
M-4.3, M-4.6,
M-5.1, M-5.2
M-9.1, M-9.2
3. Rural Road Safety: Potentially | Potentially LU-2.7, LU-6.9, | Tra-1.3, Tra- Significant and
Implementation of the proposed Significant | Significant M-4.3, M-4.4, 1.4, Tra-1.78, Unavoidable
General Plan would result in the M-4.5, M-9.1 and Tra-3.1
adoption of a Mobility Element
network that includes existing
roadways with horizontal and vertical
curves that are sharper than existing
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Proposed
Potential Potential General Plan
Direct Cumulative Update Mitigation Impact After
Issue Topic Impact Impact Policies® Measure(s)(l) Mitigation
standards. Additionally, the proposed
General Plan Update may pose an
increased risk to pedestrians and
bicyclists by increasing and/or
redistributing traffic patterns.
Implementation of the proposed
General Plan Update would also have
the potential to result in hazards from
at-grade rail crossings.
5. Parking Capacity: Implementation | Potentially | Less Than M-8.6, M-9.3, Tra-1.4, Tra- Less Than
of the proposed General Plan Update | Significant | Significant M-9.4, M-10.1 | 1.5, Tra-5.1, Significant
would designate land uses throughout through M-10.4 | Fra-16; Tra-5.2
the unincorporated County that would
require the development of parking
facilities. All future development of
parking facilities associated with these
land uses would be required to follow
existing parking standards and
requirements, such as the County’s
Zoning Ordinance and roadway
standards. However, the land uses
proposed under the General Plan
Update may require modifications to
existing County parking regulations.
6. Alternative Transportation: Potentially | Less Than LU-5.1, LU-5.4, | Fra-1:6; Tra- Less Than
Implementation of the proposed Significant | Significant LU-5.5, LU-9.8, | 5.1, Tra-5.2, Significant
General Plan Update would create LU-11.6, M-3.1, | and Tra-6.1
provisions for alternative modes of M-3.2, M-4.3, through Tra-6.9
transportation, including bike lanes, M-8.1 through
bus stops, trails, and sidewalks. Many M-8.7, M-8.8,
policies proposed in the General Plan M-9.2, M-9.4,
Update would require coordination M-11.1 through
between the County and the agencies M-11.7
responsible for public transportation
planning; however, existing alternative
transportation plans and policies may
require modification to be consistent
with the goals and policies contained
in the General Plan Update.
2.17 Global Climate Change
1. Compliance With AB 32: By the Potentially | Potentially C0S-10.7 CC-1.1 through | Less than
year 2020, GHG emissions are Significant | Significant C0OS-15.1, CC-1.189 Significant
projected to increase to 7.1 MMT CO0sS-15.2, Significantand
CO2e (from 5.3 MMT CO2e in 1990) C0S-15.3, Unavoidable
without incorporation of any GHG- C0Ss-17.1,
reducing policies or mitigation COS-17.5,
measures. This amount represents C0s-18.2,
an increase of 24 percent over 2006 C0S-20.1,
levels, and a 36 percent increase from C0S-20.2,
estimated 1990 levels. C0S-20.4
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Proposed
Potential Potential General Plan
Direct Cumulative Update Mitigation Impact After

Issue Topic Impact Impact Policies® Measure(s)(l) Mitigation
2. Potential Effects of Global Potentially | Potentially The General The mitigation | Less than
Climate Change on the Proposed Significant | Significant Plan Update measures Significant
General Plan Update: Climate policies identified for Significantand
change impacts that would be most identified for Issue 1: Unavoidable
relevant to the unincorporated County, Issue 1: Compliance
and the proposed General Plan Compliance with AB 32
Update, include effects on water with AB 32 would also
supply, wildfires, energy needs, and would also mitigate
impacts to public health. reduce potential | potential effects

effects of global | of global

climate change | climate change

on the on the

proposed proposed

General Plan General Plan

Update Update

o Draft EIR pages S-22 and S-23, Table S-2, Summary of Analysis for Alternatives to the
General Plan Update, have been revised as follows:

Table S-2. Summary of Analysis for Alternatives to the General Plan Update

Referral Map

Alternatives to the Proposed

(Proposed Project) Project
c (O] =
g s |3 | 58 .
=5 2 = = Ey 8
o = S - = o
S2| £ | 3 | g8 22| S
Issue Areas == = T o= w o z
2.8 Hydrology and Water Quality
Groundwater Supplies and Recharge PS ‘ SuU | VA VA v A
2.16 Utilities and Service Systems
New Water or Wastewater Treatment Facilities PS LS AL S VA v A
Adequate Water Supplies PS SuU YA YA v A
2.17 Global Climate Change
Compliance with AB 32 PS SU-LS v v v A
Effects of Global Climate Change on the Proposed PS SU-LS v v v A
Project
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Chapter 1.0, Project Description, Location, and Environmental Setting

On Draft EIR page 1-4, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Environmental Setting:

Table 1-13 provides the environmental baseline for each issue analyzed in this EIR. The
environmental setting for each environmental issue is further explained in the beginning of
each section of Chapter 2.0 and in the corresponding technical reports.

On Draft EIR page 1-8, second paragraph, the following information has been added under
the heading Housing:

In accordance with State law, the Housing Element is updated every five years.

On Draft EIR page 1-10, first paragraph, the following information has been added under the
heading Mobility:

When applicable, the Mobility Element road network has been coordinated with adjacent
cities and Caltrans to ensure consistency when feasible.

On Draft EIR page 1-14, second paragraph, the following information has been added under
the heading Community Plan Updates:

The communities proposing comprehensive updates to their community or subregional
plans are Bonsall CPA, Pine Valley in the Central Mountain Subregional Planning Area,
Borrego Springs in the Desert Subregional Planning Area, Fallborook CPA, Boulevard and
Potrero in the Mountain Empire Subregional Planning Area, the community of Warner
Springs in the North Mountain Subregional Planning Area, Ramona CPA, the communities
of Elfin_Forest/Harmony Grove in the San Diequito CPA, and Spring Valley CPA. In
addition, the communities for which partial community or subregional plan updates were
prepared include: Cuyamaca and Descanso in the Central Mountain Subregional Planning
Area; Crest/Dehesa Subregional Planning Area; Jamul/Dulzura Subregional Planning Area;
Campo/ Lake Morena, Jacumba and Tecate in the Mountain Empire Subregional Planning
Area; the community of Palomar Mountain in the North Mountain Subregional Planning
Area; Rainbow CPA; San Dieguito CPA; and Valle de Oro CPA. The community plans that
are currently being updated are available on the General Plan Update website:
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/

On Draft EIR page 1-26, second paragraph, the following information has been revised
under the heading Pipeline Policies:

The policy developed for new PAAs and specific plans provides that applications submitted
and deemed complete on or before August 6, 2003 Juhy23,-2003 be processed under the
provisions of the current General Plan while applications deemed complete after August 6,
2009 July—23.2003 be subject to the provisions of the General Plan in effect when the
project is approved or disapproved. A simitar corresponding policy was developed for TMs
and TPMs.

San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-6
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On Draft EIR page 1-28, second paragraph, the following information has been added under
the heading Differences with SANDAG Population Model Forecast:

Despite the difference in population forecasts between the County’s model and SANDAG's
model, the higher number provided by SANDAG was incorporated into the environmental
analysis for issues where the most important factor in determining impacts was the future
population humber where—appropriate, such as in the Population and Housing section (see
Chapter 2.12), because the SANDAG forecast represents the more conservative population
forecast.

On Draft EIR page 1-33, third paragraph, the following text has been added under the
heading 2030 San Diego RTP:

The Regional Arterial System provides critical links to the highway network and serves as
alternative _routes to the regional highway network. The RAS is identified in Technical
Appendix 7, Transportation Evaluation Criteria and Rankings, of the 2030 RTP; however,
specific_improvements to this network are not included. Planned improvements to the
Regional Arterial System are identified in the local circulation elements of the cities and the
county. Funding is intended to come from the local jurisdictions; however, as a result of
Proposition 42 and the voter-approved $2.,071 per dwelling unit for regional arterials,
TransNet funds contribute to the construction of these facilities.

On Draft EIR pages 1-52 through 1-55, the following revisions have been made to Table 1-
11, Projects Not Included in the Proposed General Plan Update Land Use Map:

Project Dwelling

No. Project Name Required Approvals Community Units Acres
7 Merriam Mountains (GPA 04-006)" | GPA/SP/TM/REZ N. County Metro 1200 321.16
and Bonsall 2700 2,327.00
45 Passerelle, Campus Park GPA/SPA/REZITM Fallbrook 950-1088 500.00

(SP 03-004)®

46 Meadowood (GPA 04-002) GPA/SP/REZ/TM Fallbrook 1248886 390.00
50 | Campus Park West (GPA 05-003)"" | GPA/SPA/REZ/TM Fallbrook 369-355 116.00
57 Swift (FMP-20903 M Jamul/Bulzura 1 16-42
59 | AveLomaH-(TPM21039) TPM JamulDulzura 4 87.90
96 | Los-RoblesRanch{(TM5526) ™ North-Meuntain 15 646.00
162 | Ruffinidohnsen{TPM20725) TPM Pala/Pauma 5 7311
110 | Oswald{FPM20533) TPM Rainbow 4 4720
128 Highland-Valley-(TPM-21051) FPM Ramona 3 3800
146 | Rebinson{TMP21105) TRPM Valley Center 4 11.00
San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-7
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

« On Draft EIR page 1-56, Table 1-13. Environmental Baselines Used in the DEIR, has been

added to the section:

Table 1-13. Environmental Baselines Used in the DEIR

Environmental Topic/lssue

Baseline

2.1 Aesthetics

Issue 1: Scenic Vistas

Issue 2: Scenic Resources

April 2008, when the NOP for the General

Issue 3: Visual Character or Quality

Issue 4: Light or Glare

Plan Update EIR was published.

2.2 Agricultural Resources

Issue 1: Conversion of Agricultural Resources

Issue 2: Land Use Conflicts

Issue 3: Indirect Conversion of Agricultural Resources

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

2.3 Air Quality

Issue 1: Air Quality Plans

2004, the most recent update of the San
Diego County Regional Air Quality Strateqy
available during EIR preparation.

Issue 2: Air Quality Violations

April 2008, when the NOP for the General

Issue 3: Non-Attainment Criteria Pollutants

Plan Update EIR was published.

Issue 4: Sensitive Receptors

2000, the baseline year for the most recent
estimation of background cancer risk
available from CARB for San Diego County.

Issue 5: Objectionable Odors

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

2.4 Biological Resources

Issue 1: Special Status Species

Issue 2: Riparian Habitats and Other Sensitive Natural Communities

Issue 3: Federally Protected Wetlands

April 2008, the publication date of the

Issue 4: Wildlife Movement Corridors

Issue 5: Local Policies and Ordinances

Issue 6: Habitat Conservation Plans and Natural Community

Conservation Plans

Multiple Species Conservation Program and
the NOP for the General Plan Update EIR.

2.5 Cultural and Paleontological Resources

Issue 1: Historical Resources

September 2008, when the Julian Historic
Survey was completed.

Issue 2: Archaeological Resources

Issue 3: Paleontological Resources

Issue 4: Human Remains

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

San Diego County General Plan Update EIR
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Table 1-13 (Continued)

Environmental Topic/lssue

Baseline

2.6 Geology and Soils

Issue 1: Exposure to Seismic-Related Hazards

Issue 2: Soil Erosion or Topsoil Loss

Issue 3: Soil Stability

Issue 4: Expansive Soils

Issue 5: Waste Water Disposal Systems

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

Issue 6: Unique Geologic Features

2007, when the Natural Resources
Inventory of San Diego County was

completed.

2.7 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Issue 1: Transport, Use and Disposal of Hazardous Materials

Issue 2: Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials

Issue 3: Hazards to Schools

Issue 4: Existing Hazardous Materials Sites

Issue 5: Public Airports

Issue 6: Private Airports

Issue 7: Emergency Response and Evacuation Plans

Issue 8: Wildland Fires

Issue 9: Vectors

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

2.8 Hydrology and Water Quality

Issue 1: Water Quality Standards and Requirements

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

Issue 2: Groundwater Supplies and Recharge

2008, the baseline year for the General Plan
Update Groundwater Study.

Issue 3: Erosion or Siltation

Issue 4: Flooding

Issue 5: Exceed Capacity of Stormwater Systems

Issue 6: Housing within a 100-year Flood Hazard Area

Issue 7: Impeding or Redirecting Flood Flows

Issue 8: Dam Inundation and Flood Hazards

Issue 9: Seiche, Tsunami and Mudflow Hazards

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

2.9 Land Use

Issue 1: Physical Division of an Established Community

Issue 2: Conflicts with Land Use Plans, Policies, and Regulations

Issue 3: Conflicts with Habitat Conservation Plans and Natural
Community Conservation Plans

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

2.10 Mineral Resources

Issue 1: Mineral Resource Availability

April 2008, when the NOP for the General

Issue 2: Mineral Resource Recovery Sites

Plan Update EIR was published.
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Table 1-13 (Continued)

Environmental Topic/lssue

Baseline

2.11 Noise

Issue 1: Excessive Noise Levels

April 2008, when the NOP for the General

Issue 2: Excessive Groundborne Vibration

Plan Update EIR was published.

Issue 3: Permanent Increase in Ambient Noise Levels

March 2008, when the Community Noise
Survey was conducted.

Issue 4: Temporary Increase in Ambient Noise Levels

April 2008, when the NOP for the General

Issue 5: Excessive Noise Exposure from a Public or Private Airport

Plan Update EIR was published.

2.12 Population and Housing

Issue 1: Population Growth

July 2008, when SANDAG released
updated population forecasts for 2030.

Issue 2: Displacement of Housing

Issue 3: Displacement of People

2005, the baseline year for the San Diego
County Population Forecast Model and the
General Plan Update Housing Element.

2.13 Public Services

Issue 1: Fire Protection Services

Issue 2: Police Protection Services

April 2008, when the NOP for the General

Issue 3: School Services

Issue 4: Other Public Services

Plan Update EIR was published.

2.14 Recreation

Issue 1: Deterioration of Parks and Recreational Activities

April 2008, when the NOP for the General

Issue 2: Construction of New Recreational Facilities

Plan Update EIR was published.

2.15 Transportation and Traffic

Issue 1: Unincorporated County Traffic and LOS Standards

Issue 2: Adjacent Cities Traffic and LOS Standards

2007, the baseline year of the traffic model
used for the County of San Diego General
Plan Update Traffic and Circulation
Assessment.

Issue 3: Rural Road Safety

Issue 4: Emergency Access

April 2008, when the NOP for the General

Issue 5: Parking Capacity

Issue 6: Alternative Transportation

Plan Update EIR was published.

2.16 Utilities and Service Systems

Issue 1: Wastewater Treatment Requirements

Issue 2: New Water or Wastewater Treatment Facilities

Issue 3: Sufficient Stormwater Drainage Facilities

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

Issue 4: Adequate Water Supplies

2004, the baseline year for the 2005 Urban
Water Management Plans prepared for the
water districts that serve the County.

Issue 5: Adequate Wastewater Facilities

April 2008, when the NOP for the General
Plan Update EIR was published.

Issue 6: Sufficient Landfill Capacity

2005, when the most recent San Diego
County Integrated Waste Management Plan

was published.

Issue 7: Solid Waste Regulations

April 2008, when the NOP for the General

Issue 8: Energy

Plan Update EIR was published.
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Table 1-13 (Continued)

Environmental Topic/lssue

Baseline

2.17 Global Climate Change

Issue 1: Compliance with AB 32

2006, the baseline year for the regional
GHG inventory published by the University

of San Diego School of Law Energy Policy
Initiative Center.

November 2008, when the San Diego

Issue 2: Potential Effects of Climate Change on the Proposed General | Foundation Regional Focus 2050 Study:

Plan Update Climate Change Related Impacts in the San

Diego Region by 2050 was published.

Section 2.1, Aesthetics

On Draft EIR page 2.1-29, first paragraph, the following regulation has been added under
the heading Local:

County Community Right-of-Way Development Standards

Board Policy J-36, adopted December 1989, provides a procedure by which communities
can deviate from the established County Public Road Standards, and replace or augment
them with standards tailored to their community. The Community Right-of Way
Development Standards provide alternative right-of-way requlatory standards within the road
right-of-way that supersede the County Public Road Standards. The purpose of these
Standards is to ensure that the road right-of-way is designed to better enhance and retain
the character of individual communities while _maintaining the safety of the roadway.
Community Right-of-Way Development Standards have been prepared for the communities
of Borrego Springs, Fallbrook, Julian, and San Diequito.

On Draft EIR page 2.1-30, first paragraph, the following regulation has been added under
the heading Local:

Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) and the County of San Dieqgo Code of
Requlatory Ordinances Sections 86.501-86.509, Biological Mitigation Ordinance

(BMO)

As a major program in the County that addresses land use, trails and its relationship with
County parks, the MSCP, BMO, and supporting regulations help preserve the scenic value
of lands within MSCP boundaries. These documents define_how much native habitat,
wildlife corridors, and linkage areas can be impacted or preserved.

On Draft EIR page 2.1-34, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Proposed General Plan Update Goals and Policies:

The primary focus of the Conservation and Open Space Element is to provide direction to
future growth and development in the County of San Diego with respect to the following: the

conservation, management, and utilization of natural and cultural resources; the protection

San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-11
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« On Draft EIR page 2.1-48, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Valley Center CPA:

It is anticipated that the Valley Center town center, which is divided into northern and
southern “nodes,” will experience a substantial-reformation significant increases in_density
under the General Plan Update.

« On Draft EIR page 2.1-52, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Lighting:

These CPA and Subregions are the Alpine CPA, Bonsall CPA, Central Mountain Subregion,
Crest/Dehesa/Harbison Canyon/Granite Hills CPA, Desert Subregion, Fallbrook CPA,
Jamul/Dulzura CPA, Mountain Empire Subregion, North County Metro Subregion, North
Mountain Subregion, and Valley Center CPA. Of particular note is the Tierra Del Sol
Observation Site within the Subregion of Mountain Empire and more specifically within the
Boulevard planning area. There is an on-going effort to protect the aesthetic and scientific
value of this area from light pollution. As described above in Section 2.1.3.3, Issue 3,
General Plan Update goals and policies would be implemented to maintain community
character, including dark sky communities.

« On Draft EIR page 2.1-53, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Federal, State and Local Regulations and Existing Regulatory Processes:

Sections 6324 and 6326 of the Zoning Ordinance establish limitations on outdoor lighting.
Additionally, Section 1.10 of the County’'s MSCP Subarea Plan requires uses within or
adjacent to MSCP Preserves to be minimized and shielded.

« On Draft EIR page 2.1-57, Policy COS-11.4 has been revised under the heading General
Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-11.4: Collaboration with Agencies and Jurisdictions. Coordinate with
adjacent federal and State agencies, and local jurisdictions, and tribal governments to
protect scenic resources and corridors that extend beyond the County’s land use authority,
but are important to the welfare of County residents.

e On Draft EIR page 2.1-61, Policy LU-1.6 has been revised under the heading General Plan
Update Policies:

Policy LU-1.6:  Village Expansion. Permit new Village Regional Category designated
land uses only where contiguous with an existing or planned Village and where all of the
following criteria are met:

« Potential Village development would be compatible with environmental conditions and
constraints, such as topography and flooding

« Potential Village development would be accommodated by the General Plan road
network

« Public facilities and services can support the expansion without a reduction of services
to other County residents

« The expansion respects—and—enhanees is_consistent with community character, the
scale, and the orderly and contiguous growth of a Village area

San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-12
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« On Draft EIR page 2.1-61, Policy LU-11.2 has been revised under the heading General Plan
Update Policies:

Policy LU-11.2: Compatibility with Community Character. Require that commercial,
office, and industrial development be located, scaled, and designed to respect-and-enhance
be compatible with the unique character of the community.

« On Draft EIR page 2.1-62, mitigation measure Aes-3.2 has been added under the heading
Mitigation Measures:

Aes-3.2 Implement existing and prepare new community right-of-way development
standards, as appropriate, that supplement the County road standards in order to recognize
the unigue constraints and character of different communities.

o On Draft EIR page 2.1-63, Policy COS-13.3 has been added under the heading General
Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-13.3: Collaboration to Retain Night Skies. Coordinate with adjacent federal
and State agencies, local jurisdictions, and tribal governments to retain the quality of night
skies by minimizing light pollution.

« On Draft EIR page 2.1-63, mitigation measure Aes-4.3 has been added under the heading
Mitigation Measures:

Aes-4.3  Participate in regional planning and planning by agencies operating within _or
adjacent to the County to the extent practicable. This includes participation in SANDAG and
other regional planning forums, reviewing and commenting on planning and environmental
documents issued by other agencies, and ongoing collaboration with Native American tribes
and adjacent jurisdictions.

o On Draft EIR page 2.1-65, Table 2.1-2, County Scenic Highway System Priority List, has
been revised as follows:

Table 2.1-2. County Scenic Highway System Priority List

Highway Segment

Second Priority Scenic Routes
SR-76 East Grade Road Interstate 15 east to SR-79

Via de la Valle, E-Eseendide Paseo Delicias, Highway 101 north to Via Rancho Parkway
Del Dios Highway (S-6)
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Section 2.2, Agricultural Resources

On Draft EIR page 2.2-6, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Water:

In exchange for that discount, enrolled farmers agree to take a 30 percent reduction in water
deliveries in a time of drought or supply emergency before municipal and industrial users
have their supplies reduced. However, the IAWP is currently being phased-out and will no
longer be available after January of 2013.

On Draft EIR page 2.2-11, first paragraph, the following heading has been revised under the
heading Local:

County of San Diego Code of Requlatory Ordinances Sections 63.401 and through
63.4027, Agricultural Enterprises and Consumer Information Ordinance

On Draft EIR page 2.2-19, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Farming Program:

The Farming Program would streamline the regulatory environment for farmers, provide
economic—incentives—to-restore—enhance,—orcreate—habitat for-sensitive—species; provide
recommendations for the proposed Purchase of Agricultural Conservation Easements
(PACE) program, and support County pest exclusion and pest detection efforts designed to
minimize the economic damage caused by quarantines and treatment protocols required for
new and exotic pests.

On Draft EIR pages 2.2-25 and 2.2-26, first and last paragraphs, the following text has been
revised under the heading Impact Analysis:

Other indirect effects that would cause the conversion of agricultural resources to non-
agricultural uses include various project features such as: 1) the proposed removal_of non-
contracted Iands from County adopted Agrlcultural Preserves—whteh—weuld—reme%—a—b&me#

; 2) the placement of public trails on
agricultural lands; and 3) the additional competltlon for water from proposed residential,
commercial, industrial uses. The removal of non-contracted lands from Agricultural
Preserves may remove a barrier to growth in the vicinity of existing agricultural operations,
thereby resulting in indirect conversion to non-agricultural uses for some areas. Trails
adjacent to agricultural lands can result in increased trespassing, theft, and potential
disease to crops. For example, trails in avocado orchards can increase exposure to
avocado root rot. Although policies within the County Trails Master Plan and the proposed
General Plan Update specifically require trails to be placed a certain distance and downhill
from orchards to avoid root rot, it is difficult to restrict hikers from veering off established
trails and into agricultural areas. Root rot is easily transmitted to avocados because the
spores of the disease move naturally through the soil and are spread on horse hoofs and on

the shoes of trail users. —PFejeeHeatu;es—sueh—as—mese—wthd—mdweeﬁy—aﬁeeHheAAabMy—et

agneuttut&l—uses—The competltlon over I|m|ted Water resources in the region is an escalatmq
issue that particularly affects farmers. Such water supply constraints may indirectly result in
the conversion of existing agricultural resources to non-agricultural uses. Additional
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analysis regarding water supply in the County is included in Section 2.16.3.4, Issue 4:
Adequate Water Supplies.

« On Draft EIR page 2.2-31, Policies LU-7.1 and COS-6.3 have been revised under the
heading Proposed General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-7.1:  Agricultural Land Development. Protect agricultural lands with lower
density land use designations that will support continued agricultural operations.

Policy COS-6.3: Compatibility with Recreation _and Open Space. Encourage_siting
compatible recreational and open space uses and multi-use trails that are compatible with
agriculture adjacent to the agricultural lands when planning for development adjacent to

aqucultural Iand uses. When—ma&uauy—beqeﬁerakand—eenﬂlety#%—nenagﬂeu#u%lses—a#e

« On Draft EIR page 2.2-32, Policy COS-6.3 has been revised under the heading Proposed
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-6.3: Compatibility with Recreation and Open Space. Encourage siting
compatible recreational and open space uses and multi-use trails that are compatible with
agriculture adjacent to the agricultural lands when planning for development adjacent to
agricultural land uses.

Section 2.3, Air Quality

« On Draft EIR page 2.3-23, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
Summary heading:

While existing County policies and regulations and proposed General Plan Update goals
and policies are intended to minimize impacts associated with airguality—vielations non-
attainment _criteria__pollutants, specific measures that implement these policies and
regulations are proposed to ensure that the intended environmental protections are
achieved. Therefore, the proposed project is concluded to result in a potentially significant
impact associated with air—guality-vielations non-attainment criteria_pollutants and specific
implementation programs are identified as mitigation.

« On Draft EIR page 2.3-25, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
Summary heading:

While existing County policies and regulations and proposed General Plan Update goals
and policies are intended to minimize impacts associated with aiguality-velations sensitive
receptors, specific measures that implement these policies and regulations are proposed to
ensure that the intended environmental protections are achieved. Therefore, the proposed
project is concluded to result in a potentially significant impact associated with air—guality
violations sensitive receptors and specific implementation programs are identified as
mitigation.
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On Draft EIR page 2.3-26, third paragraph, the Woods Valley Ranch Water Reclamation
Facility was added to the list of wastewater treatment plants located in the unincorporated
County.

On Draft EIR page 2.3-34, mitigation measure Air-2.1 has been revised as follows under the
heading Mitigation Measures:

Air-2.1 Provide incentives such as preferential parking for hybrids or alternatively fueled
vehicles such as compressed natural gas (CNG) vehicles or hydrogen- or _electric-powered
vehicles. The County shall also establish programs for priority or free parking on County
streets or in County parking lots for hybrids or alternatively fueled vehicles.

On Draft EIR page 2.3-38, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Issue 3: Non-Attainment Criteria Pollutants:

The proposed General Plan Update policies and mitigation measures, in combination with
compliance with the RAQS and SIP, would reduce direct and cumulative impacts to—air
gquality-vielations-associated with non-attainment criteria pollutants; however, not to a level
below significance.

Section 2.4, Biological Resources

On Draft EIR page 2.4-3, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Coastal Sage Scrub:

The California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica), California towhee (Pipilo
crissalis eremophilus), coastal cactus wren (Campylorhynchus brunneicapillus), rufous-
crowned sparrow (Aimophila ruficeps canescens), and California thrasher are representative
birds of the coastal sage scrub communities.

On Draft EIR page 2.4-5, seventh paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Grasslands:

Both native and non-native grasslands are important for a variety of wildlife including
burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), grasshopper sparrows (Ammodramus savannarum),
horned larks (Eremophila alpestris), meadowlarks (Sturnella spp.), and small mammals that
include the endangered Stephens’ kangaroo rat (Dipodomys stephensi).

On Draft EIR page 2.4-15, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading California Fish and Game (CFG) Code:

The CFG Code also includes protection of birds (3500 et seq.) and the California Native
Plant Protection Act (NPPA) of 1977 (Sections 1900-1913), which directed CDFG to carry
out the Legislature's intent to "preserve, protect and enhance rare and endangered plants in
this State.”

On Draft EIR page 2.4-15, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading California Endangered Species Act (CESA):
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Section 2081 allows CDFG to authorize take prohibited under Section 2080 provided that: 1)
the taking is incidental to an otherwise lawful activity; 2) the taking will be minimized and
fully mitigated; 3) the applicant ensures adequate funding for minimization and mitigation;
and 4) the authorization will not jeopardize the continued existence of the listed species. In
addition, Section 2800 et seq. of the CFG Code addresses Natural Community
Conservation Planning (NCCP).

« On Draft EIR page 2.4-16, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Natural Community Conservation Planning (NCCP) Act of 1991

The NCCP Act is designed to conserve natural communities at the ecosystem scale while
accommodating compatible land uses. CDFG is the principal state agency implementing the
NCCP Program. Section 2800 et seq. of the CFG Code addresses NCCPs and a 2835
permit is issued by CDFG for all NCCPs.

« On Draft EIR page 2.4-20, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Direct Impacts:

As shown in these tables, the areas with the greatest total acreage impact are Desert
Subregion (19,030 492061 acres), Mountain Empire Subregion (15,606 15;617 acres), North
Mountain Subregion (14,390 14,392 acres), Ramona CPA (15,245 15;289 acres), and
Valley Center CPA (14,259 14,264 acres)... The CPAs with the smallest estimated habitat
impacts include County Islands CPA (32 acres), Spring Valley CPA (756 757 acres),
Sweetwater CPA (858 acres), and Valle de Oro CPA (1,199 1,200 acres).

« On Draft EIR page 2.4-20, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Direct Impacts:

Table 2.4-2 provides the total acreage of each habitat/vegetation community impacted. As
shown in this table, a total of approximately 174,638 175,114 acres of habitat types would
be impacted Countywide as a result of the proposed project. The most heavily impacted
vegetation communities would be chaparral (55,058 55;053 acres), Diegan coastal sage
scrub (31,186 acres), non-native grassland (14,005 acres), and Desert Scrub/Sonoran
creosote bush scrub (10,775 acres).

« On Draft EIR page 2.4-22, third bullet, the following text has been revised under the heading
Indirect Impacts:

Edge effects would occur if blocks of habitat were fragmented. New construction and new
roadways would have the potential to fragment habitats. Brush management and trail
construction or use can also result in potentially significant edge effects to special status
plants and wildlife species and/or their supporting habitats.

« On Draft EIR page 2.4-23, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Federal, State and Local Regulations and Existing Regulatory Processes:

The County is allowed a loss of up to 5 percent of its coastal sage scrub habitat if it is
actively developing a comprehensive NCCP for the area. The five percent allowed take
amounted to 2,953.30 acres initially and the County currently has 1,793.49 acres remaining.
The interim take refers to the authorization for removal of coastal sage scrub and/or any
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incidental impacts to target species (such as California gnatcatcher, coastal cactus wren
and orange-throated whiptail) if achieved in accordance with findings set forth in the NCCP
Process Guidelines.

« On Draft EIR page 2.4-24, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Proposed General Plan Update Goals and Policies:

This goal is supported by Policies LU-6.1 through LU-6.4, LU-6.6, and LU-6.7, and M-12.9.
These policies support the protection of critical and sensitive natural resources and the
long-term sustainability of the natural environment, assign low-density or low-intensity land
use designations to areas with sensitive natural resources, support conservation-oriented
project design when appropriate and consistent with the applicable community plan, require
that trails are designed to minimize impacts to sensitive environmental resources, require
that residential subdivisions be planned to conserve open space and natural resources,
require incorporation of natural features into proposed development and avoidance of
sensitive environmental resources, and encourage contiguous open space areas that
protect wildlife habitat and corridors.

« On Draft EIR page 2.4-25, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Direct Impacts:

The General Plan Update would have the potential to impact 10,131 46,321 acres of riparian
habitat. The CPAs and Subregions with the greatest acreage of potential direct impacts are
the Desert Subregion (1,357 4:348 acres), Fallborook CPA (1,176 acres), Mountain Empire
Subregion (885 898 acres), North County Metro Subregion (752 #61-acres), and Ramona
CPA (636 697 acres).

« On Draft EIR page 2.4-28, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Proposed General Plan Update Goals and Policies:

The General Plan Update includes policies in the Conservation and Open Space Element
which would reduce the potential for adverse impacts to sensitive—natdral-communities
federally protected wetlands.

« On Draft EIR pages 2.4-32 and 2.4-33, first and last paragraphs, the following text has been
revised under the heading Impact Analysis:

Additional adopted NCCPs and HCPs are located within the County of San Diego, but apply

to_other aqencv/spemal district actlvmes eever—&mas—th;eugheu{—the—eeem%y—%#e

&pphe&ble—pian—a#e#eqa#ed—by—the—GDFG—and—U%FWS— Two examples of adopted NCCPS
or HCPs in the County are the SDG&E Company Subregional Plan and the Sweetwater

River HCP. Future development in areas where adopted NCCPs and HCPs exist would
comply with the applicable plan, as required by the CDFG or USFWS. The NCCP/HCP Plan
for SDG&E, approved in 1995, encompasses SDG&E's jurisdiction within the entire
unincorporated County west of the Anza-Borrego Desert and applies only to projects
proposed by SDG&E or on SDG&E property rights-of-way and/or easements... ... Future
development under the General Plan Update with the participating jurisdictions would be
required to comply with all applicable NCCPs and HCPs that have been adopted at the time
the development is proposed.
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On Draft EIR page 2.4-35, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the

heading Issue 3: Federally Protected Wetlands:

Adjacent jurisdictions, including incorporated cities, adjacent counties, tribal lands, and
federal and State-managed lands, would be required to comply with applicable federal
andforState regulations such as Section 401 and 404 of the CWA Seetion—1600-6f-the

CaliforniaFish-and- Game Code.

On Draft EIR page 2.4-45, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.4-1, Total

Habitat Impacts by CPA and Subregion:

CPA/Subregion Total Acres Impacted
Alpine CPA Total 5,975 5,981
Bonsall CPA Total 6,503 6,510
Central Mountain Subregion Total 4,640 4,641
Pine Valley Total 1,743 744
County Islands CPA Total 32
Crest/Dehesa Subregion Total 3,999 4,003
Desert Subregion Total 19,030 19,401
Borrego Springs Total 15,182 15;238
Desert Remainder Total 3,848 3,863
Jamul/Dulzura Subregion Total 12,832 12,862
Julian CPA Total 6,125 6;126
Lakeside CPA Total 6,828 6,838
Lake Morena/Campo Total 4,980 4,909
North County Metro Subregion Total 12,947-12.954
North Mountain Subregion Total 14,390 14392
North Mountain Remainder Total 12,519 12,521
Otay Subregion Total 3,861 3,864
Pala/Pauma Subregion Total 9,798 9,812
Ramona CPA Total 15,245 15,289
Spring Valley CPA Total 756 #57
Valle De Oro CPA Total 1,199 1,200
Valley Center CPA Total 14,259 14.264
Countywide Total 174,750 174,969
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On Draft EIR pages 2.4-46 and 2.4-47, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.4-

2, Total Habitat Impacts by CPA and Subregion:

Habitat Impacted

Total Acres Impacted

Chaparral 55,058 55,053
Field/Pasture 8,410 8,510
Engelmann Oak Woodland 3,261 3;250
Freshwater 420 424
Montane Chaparral 414 418
Alkali Seep 340 343
Disturbed Wetland 60 243
Desert Dunes 74 127

On Draft EIR page 2.4-48, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.4-3, Total

Impacts to Riparian Habitat by CPA and Subregion:

CPA/Subregion

Total Acres Impacted

Alpine CPA Total 454 461
Bonsall CPA Total 543 551
Central Mountain Subregion Total 175177
Pine Valley Total 85-87
Crest/Dehesa Subregion Total 526-532
Desert Subregion Total 1,357 1,378
Borrego Springs Total 1,006 1,010
Desert Subregion - Remainder Total 351 368
Jamul/Dulzura Subregion Total 562 593
Julian CPA Total 172173
Lakeside CPA Total 486 497
Mountain Empire Subregion Total 885 898
Boulevard Total 113114
Jacumba Total 408 409
Lake Morena/Campo Total 220 231
North County Metro Subregion Total 752 761
North County Metro Subregion - Remainder Total 539 548
North Mountain Subregion Total 634 637
North Mountain Subregion - Remainder Total 503-506
Otay Subregion Total 5963
Pala/Pauma Subregion Total 396411
Ramona CPA Total 636 697
Valle De Oro CPA Total 112114
Valley Center CPA Total 502 498
Countywide Total 10,131 16321
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On Draft EIR page 2.4-49, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.4-4, Total
Impacts to Riparian Vegetation Communities:

Vegetation Community Impacted Total Acres Impacted
Freshwater 420 424
Alkali Seep 340-343
Disturbed Wetland 60 243
Countywide Total 10,131 16322

Section 2.5, Cultural and Paleontological Resources

On Draft EIR page 2.5-6, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Significant Prehistoric Site:

The C.W. Harris Site Archaeological District is one of the most significant archaeological
sites in the western U.S. and has been placed-enthe NRHPR determined eligible for listing on
the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

On Draft EIR page 2.5-7, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Native American Perspective:

The consultation is typically administered pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 18, described below
in Section 2.5.2, Regulatory Framework. Some anthropologists and archaeologist concur
with the Native American perspective of the continuity of descent from the earliest County
inhabitants, and recognize the possibility that the descendents of the earlier cultures in the
County and the later cultures resulted from the absorption and intermarriage with the earlier

peaoples.

On Draft EIR page 2.5-8, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Historic Resources Surveys:

Additional historic sites have been identified as historic and may be eligible for designation,
but have not yet been listed. ©ne-Three designated historic districts exist in unincorporated
County, the Camp Lockett in Campo, the Mataguay Historic District, and the Glen Abbey
Memorial Park in Bonita.

On Draft EIR page 2.5-9, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Bancroft Rock House:

The Ranch Reek House was given the status of Natienal California Historic Landmark No.
626 in 1958, and since has become a museum displaying artifacts from Spring Valley.

On Draft EIR page 2.5-15, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Human Remains:

Within the unincorporated County, the Ellis Cemetery, Glen Abbey Memorial Park, Fallbrook
Masonic Cemetery, Oddfellows Cemetery, and Ramona Nuevo Memory Gardens Cemetery
are included on the San Diego County Historic Property Listing.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.5-22, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Guidelines for Determination of Significance:

The County of San Diego Ordinance No. 9493, Section V (d) (2) (Types of Historical
Resources and Criteria for Listing in the San Diego County Register of Historical Resources)
states that one of the criteria for historical listing is “historical resources achieving
significance within the past fifty (50) years.” However, the County’s Significance Guidelines
state that “A resource less than fifty (50) years old may be considered if it can be
determined that sufficient time has passed to understand its historical importance.”

« On Draft EIR page 2.5-25, second paragraph, the following text has been added under the
heading Impact Analysis:

Impacts to communities with high concentrations of historic resources, and communities that
have been surveyed for historic resources are at risk for direct and indirect impacts from
development. To minimize impacts to historic resources, each Community Plan will include
in the Conservation Section, a listing of historic buildings and sites that are important and
significant to that community or, in the case of those with historic surveys, a reference to the
survey will be made. All known historic buildings or sites have been flagged so that any
permit activity relating to a property having known significant historic sites will be required to
undergo additional review by an environmental specialist. All discretionary projects will be
subject to a rigorous cultural review with the goal of identifying significant historic sites and
conditioning their preservation.

« On Draft EIR page 2.5-26, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Proposed General Plan Update Goals and Policies:

Policy COS-8.1 supports this goal by encouraging the preservation and/or appropriate
adaptive re-use of historic structures and the preservation of historical landscaping as a
means of protecting important historical resources while respecting the heritage, context,
design, and scale of older structures and neighborhoods. In _addition, mitigation measure
Cul-1-7 would develop procedures to minimize the loss of historic structures through the
Ministerial Permit process.

« On Draft EIR page 2.5-26, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
Summary heading:

While existing County policies and regulations and proposed General Plan Update goals
and policies are intended to protect historical resources, specific measures that implement
these policies and regulations are proposed to ensure that the intended protections are
achieved. The County has a 50-year threshold to review for consideration of mitigation for
projects affecting historic resources to ensure their consistency with CEQA Guidelines and
the requirements of the California Regqister of Historic Resources and the National Register
of Historic Places.

« On Draft EIR page 2.5-29, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Proposed General Plan Update Goals and Policies:

Policy COS-7.3 requires ecuration appropriate treatment and preservation of collected

archaeological resources. at-a-San-Diego-facility-that-meetfederal-standards-
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« On Draft EIR page 2.5-36, Policy COS-8.1 has been revised under the heading Proposed
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-8.1: Preservation and Adaptive Reuse. Encourage the preservation and/or
adaptive reuse of historic sites, structures, and landscapes as a means of protecting
important historic resources as part of the discretionary application process, and encourage
the preservation of historic structures identified during the ministerial application process.

« On Draft EIR page 2.5-36, the following text has been added under the heading Mitigation
Measures:

Mitigation measure Cul-2.6 is also relevant to this issue and is incorporated here by
reference; however, it would not require consultation with the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) and local tribal governments. In addition, the following mitigation
measures would be implemented to reduce impacts to historical resources.

« On Draft EIR page 2.5-37, mitigation measures Cul-1.7 and Cul-1.8 have been added to the
text under the heading Mitigation Measures:

Cul-1.7  Identify potentially historic structures within the County and enter the information
in the Department of Planning and Land Use property database. ldentification will occur by
compiling information from all available sources (e.g., County surveys, Historic Site Board,
information received from SOHO and community planning groups, information from other
jurisdictions, etc.) and shall be updated at least every five years.

Cul-1.8 Revise the Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO) to apply to the demolition or
alteration of identified significant historic structures.

o On Draft EIR page 2.5-37, Policy COS-7.3 has been revised under the heading Proposed
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-7.3: Archaeological Collections. Require the appropriate treatment and

« On Draft EIR page 2.5-38, mitigation measures Cul-2.5 and Cul-2.6 have been added under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Cul-2.5 Protect undiscovered subsurface archaeological resources by requiring grading
monitoring by a qualified archaeologist and a Native American monitor for ground disturbing
activities in the vicinity of known archaeological resources, and also, when feasible, during

initial surveys.

Cul-2.6  Protect significant cultural resources by facilitating the identification and
acquisition of important resources through regional coordination with agencies, and
institutions, such as the South Coast Information Center (SCIC) and consultation with the
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Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and local tribal governments, including SB-

18 review, while maintaining the confidentiality of sensitive cultural information.

On Draft EIR page 2.5-38, Policy COS-7.5 has been revised under the heading Proposed
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-7.5: Treatment of Human Remains. Require human remains be treated with
the utmost dignity and respect and that the disposition and handling of human remains will
be done in consultation with the Most Likely Descendant (MLD) and under the requirements

of Federal, State and County Requlations.

On Draft EIR page 2.5-42, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.5-2,
Significant Historical Sites:

Designation®

Resource Name

CPA/Subregional
Planning Area

o - |
HPL #2008-004 Lindo Lake Boat House Lakeside

HLP # 2009-004 Sharp Estate Pine Valley
HLP # 2009-001 Osuna Adobe San Dieguito
HLP # 2009-005 Angel/McCutcheon House San Dieguito

HPL #020 Mataguay Historic District Santa Ysabel
HPL #2008-003 James Hubbell Complex Santa Ysabel
HLP #018 Thing Brothers Store (destroyed by 2007 | Tecate
fires)
NRHP #66000227, NHL. CHL #626, HPL #004 | Bancroft Ranch House Spring Valley
HPL #003 Mt. Helix Nature Center Valle de Oro
HPL #2002-008 Reynolds/Warren House Valle de Oro
HPL #2003-001 Holmgren House Valle de Oro
HPL #2003-002 T.W. Lillie Residence Valle de Oro
HPL #2004-002 William Gross House Valle de Oro
HPL #2005-004 Bartlett House Valle de Oro
HPL #2005-007 Hare House Valle de Oro
HPL #2005-008 Glenn E. Murdock House Valle de Oro
HPL #2005-009 Marie Schumann-Heink & Hubert Gut Valle de Oro
Residence
HPL #2006-007 C.W. Cadman Residence Valle de Oro
HPL #2007-003 Hindman Residence Valle de Oro
HPL #2007-006 Arthur & Lillian Gaynes House Valle de Oro
HPL #2007-007 R. King Kauffman House Valle de Oro
HPL #2008-002 Lee Packard/Ralph L. Frank House Valle de Oro
HPL #2009-002 Cornelius Residence Valle de Oro
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Section 2.6, Geology and Soils

« No changes were made to this section of the EIR.

Section 2.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-12, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading McClellan-Palomar Airport:

McClellan-Palomar Airport primarily serves general aviation users, but also serves corporate
aircraft;, One commercial airline serves this airport, with Los Angeles as the sole service
destination. Historically, Las Vegas, Laughlin, and Phoenix have been other destinations

served by commermal carriers from McCIeIIan Palomar Alrport &nd—Me—FegHJ&Fly—seheelﬁled

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-13, fourth paragraph, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Public Airport Hazard Prevention:

Table 2.7-6 describes the characteristics of the different Aircraft Safety Zones. and-TFable
. e o | il : : blic ai '

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-14, second paragraph, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Military Airports Hazard Prevention:

In addition, military airports designate two APZs (APZ-1 and APZ-2), which extend beyond
the Clear Zone. Land-Use-Compatibiliy-forthese APZs-is-listed-inTable 2.7-8-

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-40, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Impact Analysis:

Figure 2.7-43 identifies the location of airports throughout the County.

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-40, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Impact Analysis:

Each of these airports have adopted ALUCPs that guide nearby property owners and local
jurisdictions in determining what types of proposed new land uses are appropriate around
airports. Brown Field Municipal Airport, located within and operated by the City of San
Diego, also has an existing ALUCP whose compatibility requirements affect lands within
County jurisdiction.

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-40, second paragraph, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Impact Analysis:

However, each ALUCP is unique to the airport it serves. Fable-2.7-7provides-an-example-of
blic.ai : il . .

San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-25
October 2010



Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-40, fifth paragraph, the following policy has been added under the
heading Proposed General Plan Update Goals and Policies:

Goal LU-4 is coordination with the plans and activities of other agencies that relate to issues
such as land use, community character, transportation, energy, other infrastructure, public
safety, and resource conservation and management in the unincorporated County and the
region. Policy LU-4.7 would coordinate with the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) and
support _review of Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans for development within Airport
Influence Areas.

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-41, fourth paragraph, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Impact Analysis:

Only USMC Camp Pendleton is located completely within the unincorporated area of the
County, although a portion of the MCAS Miramar influence area is located within the

unincorporated County area near I-15 and Pomerado Road. Land-Use-Cempatibility—of
Military-ARPZ zones-are-shown-in-Table 2.7-8-

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-45, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Proposed General Plan Update Goals and Policies:

Pollcy M 3. 3 Would require new development to prowde multiple access/egress routes. l-f

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-47, second paragraph, the following text has been added under the
heading Proposed General Plan Update Goals and Policies:

Goal COS-18 aims to provide alternate energy systems while minimizing environmental
impacts. Policy C0OS-18.3 supports this goal by requiring alternative _energy system
operators to properly design and maintain these systems to minimize adverse impacts to the
environment.

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-55, Policies LU-4.7 and M-7.1 have been added under the heading
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-4.7: Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans (ALUCP). Coordinate with the
Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) and support review of Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plans (ALUCP) for development within Airport Influence Areas.

Policy M-7.1: Meeting Airport Needs. Operate and improve airport facilities to_meet air
transportation needs in _a manner_that adequately considers impacts to environmental
resources and surrounding communities and to ensure consistency with Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plans.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.7-55, Policy S-15.3 has been revised as follows under the heading
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy S-15.3:Hazardous Obstructions within Airport Approach and Departure. Restrict
development of potentially hazardous obstructions or other hazards to flight located within
airport approach and departure areas or known flight patterns and discourage uses that may
impact airport operations or do not meet Federal or State aviation standards. Specific
concerns include heights of structures near airports and activities which can cause
electronic or visual impairments to air navigation or which attract large numbers of birds
(such as landfills, wetlands, water features, and cereal grain fields).

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-55, mitigation measure Haz-1.3 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Haz-1.3 Review the AICUZ when reviewing new development projects within the
influence study area. Ensure that such development projects are consistent with the land
use compatibility and safety policies therein.

e« On Draft EIR page 2.7-58, Policies LU-6.10 and LU-11.2 have been revised as follows
under the heading, General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-6.10: Protection from Wildfires and Unmitigable Hazards. Assign land uses
and densities in a manner that minimizes development in extreme, very high and high
hazard fire areas or other unmitigable hazardous areas.

Policy LU-212 10.2: Development—Environmental Resource Relationship. Require
development in Semi-Rural and Rural areas to respect and conserve the unique natural

features and rural character and avoid sensrtlve or_intact envrronmental resources and
hazard areas. G A :

e On Draft EIR page 2.7-59, Policy S-4.1 has been revised and Policy COS-18.3 has been
added under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy S-4.1: Fuel Management Programs. Support programs consistent with State law
that require fuel management/modification within established defensible space boundaries
and when strategic fuel modification is necessary outside of defensible space, balance fuel
management needs to protect structures with the preservation of native vegetation and
sensitive habitats.

Policy COS-18.3: Alternate Energy Systems Impacts. Require alternative energy system
operators to properly design and maintain these systems to minimize adverse impacts to the
environment.

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-68, Table 2.7-7, Public Airport Safety Zone Compatibility
Requirements, has been deleted from the EIR.

« On Draft EIR page 2.7-68, Table 2.7-8, Land Use Compatibility in Accident Potential Zones,
has been deleted from the EIR.
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On Draft EIR page 2.7-69, the following revisions were made to the title and source of Table
2.7-9, Existing Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) Fire Threat in Acreage:

Table 2.7-9. Existing Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) Fire Threat in Acreage

(Time period: 1/1/2004 to 12/31/2004)
Source: BREYU-GIS-2008 CalFIRE 2003

Section 2.8, Hydrology and Water Quality

On Draft EIR page 2.8-5, fifth paragraph, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Barona Indian Reservation (Ramona CPA):

On Draft EIR page 2.8-20, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Nitrates:

Potable water, whether from local or imported supplies, does not contain significant amounts
of nitrates. Nitrate impacts in the County are most common from small lots and/or areas of
shallow groundwater on septic systems, excess nitrate used in agricultural applications, and
feed lots. ...The nitrate impacts can largely be attributed to agricultural uses and/or imported
water being brought into these basins_causing septic system failures.

On Draft EIR page 2.8-33, third paragraph, the following text has been added under the
heading Groundwater Quality:

In addition, the proposed General Plan Update would allow for the development of small lots
on septic systems and agricultural operations, which have the potential to contribute nitrate
in quantities that degrade water quality and contribute to the continual degradation of
existing water quality impacted areas. For some future projects, mitigation could be
implemented by providing a water treatment system that reduces impacts to below the MCL.
To ensure proper water treatment in accordance with the California Safe Drinking Water Act,
the County requires discretionary permits which require treatment to form or merge with a
water system regulated by the County Department of Environmental Health (up to 200
service _connections) or the State Department of Public Health (greater than 200 service
connections). For smaller projects, the ongoing costs of a requlated water system may
prove economically infeasible and for projects with less than five service connections, there
is no feasible regulated water system category available. In some cases, such as aquifers
contaminated with gasoline from a leaking underground fuel tank, the County may not
approve projects reliant on groundwater in such areas. Therefore, it is likely there will be
specific cases where water guality impacts would be significant and unmitigable.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.8-38, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading 50 Percent Reduction in Groundwater in Storage:

The County General Plan Update Groundwater Study identified 46 11 groundwater basins
as potentially experiencing substantial groundwater in storage depletion from build-out of the
proposed General Plan Update. These include the Ballena Basin, Barona Basin, Engineer
Springs Basin, Guatay Basin, Las Lomas Muertas Basin, Lee Basin, Lyon Basin, Morena
South Basin, Pine South Basin, San Felipe South Basin, and Spencer Basin... ... Therefore,
this would be considered a potentially significant impact. However, it is important to
understand that due to the sheer size and complexity of the 1,885 square mile study area,
the long-term groundwater availability results (being based on a limited amount of readily
available information) are subject to substantial error and uncertainty. Therefore, a
conservative approach was mandatory in the study to bias any potential errors towards
overestimation of potential impacts. It should further be understood that due to the nature of
fractured rock aquifers, impacts to these basins would likely be limited to localized areas of
higher groundwater use and do not necessarily extend basin-wide into areas with
adequately spaced groundwater users. As discussed below, large quantity/clustered
groundwater users identified within these 11 basins are areas where localized groundwater
impacts are _most likely to occur. Site-specific _groundwater investigations would be
necessary for future groundwater-dependent projects in these potentially impacted basins to
provide specific details of the significance of groundwater impacts that cannot be provided at
the screening level scale in which the study was conducted.

« On Draft EIR page 2.8-39, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Large Quantity/Clustered Groundwater Users:

Areas identified as potentially experiencing localized groundwater impacts include parcels
smaller than four acres and |rr|gated agrlcultural Iands and—the—Ba#ena—HDrd}an—ResewaHen—

« On Draft EIR page 2.8-49, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised as follows
under the heading Impact Analysis:

Impacts resulting from flooding include the loss of life and/or property; health and safety
hazards; disruption of commerce, water, power, and telecommunications services; loss of
agricultural lands; and infrastructure damage. and-flood-relief:

« On Draft EIR page 2.8-63, Policy LU-14.4 has been revised as follows under the heading
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-14.4: Sewer Facilities. Prohibit sewer facilities that would induce unplanned
growth. Require sewer systems to be planned, developed, and sized to serve the land use
pattern and densities depicted on the Land Use Map. Sewer systems and services shall not
be extended beyond either Village boundaries {or extant Urban Limit Lines}, whichever is
more restrictive, except:

« wWhen necessary for public health, safety, or welfare;
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+ When within existing sewer district boundaries; or
« Where specifically allowed in the Community Plan.

« On Draft EIR page 2.8-63, Policy COS-4.3 has been revised as follows under the heading
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-4.3: Stormwater Filtration. Maximize stormwater filtration and/or infiltration in
areas that are not subject to high groundwater by maximizing the natural drainage patterns
and the retention of natural vegetation and other pervious surfaces. This policy shall not
apply in areas with high groundwater, where raising the water table could cause septic
system failures, andior moisture damage to building slabs, and/or other problems.

« On Draft EIR page 2.8-64, Policy COS-5.5 has been revised as follows under the heading
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-5.5: Impacts of Development to Water Quality. Require development
projects to avoid impacts to the water quality in local reservoirs, groundwater resources, and
recharge areas, watersheds, and other local water sources.

« On Draft EIR page 2.8-66, third bullet, the following text has been added and revised under
the heading Infeasible Mitigation Measures:

Implement a Countywide moratorium on building permits and development applications in
any areas of the County that would have the potential to adversely impact groundwater
supplies and recharge. This would effectively result in ho new impacts to groundwater
supplies and recharge within the unincorporated County. However, due to the size and
complexity of the groundwater dependent portion of the County, it is not possible to
specifically identify at a parcel by parcel scale where significant impacts to groundwater
resources would occur. Site-specific groundwater investigations are necessary to provide
details of impacts that cannot be provided at the scale in which the General Plan Update
Groundwater Study was conducted. Therefore, there is not enough technical evidence in
which to impose a moratorium. Hewever-Additionally, this measure would impede the
County’s ability to implement the General Plan Update because it would prohibit future
development in areas identified for increased growth in the General Plan Update.

« On Draft EIR page 2.8-67, Policy LU-8.2 has been revised as follows under the heading
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-8.2:  Groundwater Resources. Require development to identify adequate
groundwater resources in groundwater dependent areas, as follows:

« In areas dependent on currently identified groundwater overdrafted basins, prohibit new
development from exacerbating overdraft conditions. Encourage programs to alleviate
overdraft conditions in Borrego Valley.

« In areas without current overdraft groundwater conditions, prehibit evaluate new
groundwater-dependent development to assure a sustainable long-term supply of
groundwater is available that will not adversely impact existing groundwater users.
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On Draft EIR page 2.8-67, Policy COS-4.1 has been revised as follows under the heading
General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-4.1: Water Conservation. Require development to Rreduce the waste of
potable water through use of efficient technologies and conservation efforts that minimize
the County’s dependence on imported water and conserve groundwater resources.

On Draft EIR page 2.8-71, Policies S-9.4 and S-9.5 have been revised as follows under the
heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy S-9.4: Development in Villages. Allow new uses and development within the
floodplain fringe (land within the floodplain outside of the floodway) only when environmental
impacts and hazards are mitigated. This policy does not apply to floodplains with unmapped
floodways. Require land available outside the floodplain to be fully utilized before locating
development within a floodplain. Development within a floodplain may be denied if it will
cause significant adverse environmental impacts or_is _prohibited in the community plan.
Channelization of floodplains is allowed within villages only when specifically addressed in
community plans.

Policy S-9.5: Development in the Floodplain Fringe. Prohibit development in the
floodplain fringe when located on Semi-Rural and Rural Lands to maintain the capacity of
the floodplain. For parcels located entirely within a floodplain or without sufficient space for a
building pad outside the floodplain, development is limited to a single family home on an
existing lot or those uses that do not compromise the environmental attributes of the

roodealn or requwe further channellzatlon lhs—pd@y—shal#net—apply—whaq—tmet—us—enmely

On Draft EIR page 2.8-76, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.8-1, Water
Bodies Identified as Impaired under the Clean Water Act:

Watershed Management Area Water Body Name Pollutant/Stressor

Ammonia as Nitrogen, Nutrients,
Phosphorus

Lake San Marcos

Carlshad WMA -
DDE, Phosphorus, Sediment

Toxicity

San Marcos Creek

On Draft EIR page 2.8-83, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.8-6,
Groundwater Basins Experiencing Significant Impacts in Storage:

Estimated Minimum Groundwater in Storage (Worst Month in a 34-Year Period Analyzed)
Existing General Plan Update at Buildout
Groundwater Basin (percent) (percent)
Pine South 63 37
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Section 2.9, Land Use

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-5, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Crest/Dehesa/Harbison Canyon/Granite Hills Subregion:

The City of El Cajon and the Valle de Oro CPA are located to the west, the Jamul/Dulzura
CPA is located to the south, the Alpine CPA is located to the east, and the Lakeside CPA is
located to the north. lr-additien—a Approximately 660 818 acres in the southeast portion of
the Subregion are under the ownership of the Sycuan Indian Reservation, either as part of
the Reservation or held in trust by the Tribe. Sycuan also owns an additional 2,037 acres of
fee land that it is seeking to have taken into trust.

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-10, seventh paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Lakeside CPA:

The reservation has built a large casino, hotel, and golf course. The resulting demand for
water has depleted reserves in its on-reservation basin. Approximately 20 nearby shared
with-local-residents along Old Barona Road reported their wells going dry a few years after
watering began for the golf course. It should be noted that there is no data available to
definitively determine whether the dry wells were impacted by high water demand at the
reservation. The lack of recharge from drought conditions, clustered wells on small
residential parcels, and low storage capacity of the aquifer are other potential causal factors
to be considered with regard to the depleted wells along Old Barona Road. The primary
access route to the reservation is from Wildcat Canyon Road.

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-13, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading North Mountain Subregion:

Other distinctive neighborhoods include Ranchita, Palomar Mountain, Mesa Grande, San
Felipe, Sunshine Summit, and Oak Grove. Each has a very small, isolated area of rural
commercial uses to serve the needs of local residents. Because of the isolated, rural
character of the area, the General Plan Update does not propose additional commercial

development in_the Subregionfurther—commercialand—industrial—development—is—not
anticipated.

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-19, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Sweetwater CPA:

Much of the Sweetwater River floodplain is preserved for County parkland. Since 2004
shoreline fishing has been allowed on a limited basis on the south side of the Sweetwater
Reservoir, along the CPA’s northern boundary. The Sweetwater Reservoir Riding and
Hiking Trail, operated through an easement granted to the County of San Diego, also runs

along the south side of the reservoir. —although-the-Sweetwater Reservoir{along-the CRA's
northern-berder-isnot-openforpublic-use:
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« On Draft EIR page 2.9-20, sixth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Spheres of Influence:

Territory must first be located within a city’s or district's SOI in order to be annexed.
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 56425(qg), SOI are required to be reviewed
and updated, as necessary, every five years; however, they may also be periodically
amended.

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-21, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Spheres within San Diego County:

There are several designations associated with SOI.

A n-expanded-larger-than-agency SOHimplies-that-the city-or district-will—at-some-time;
expand-itsphysical sphere indicates territory outside of the current jurisdictional boundaryies

and that is projected to receive services from the subject agency within the next 10-15
years;

A zero SOLingi | : lissoluti £ ¢ . listrict_is_eit . |

desired—sphere is a transitional designation that indicates the subject agency’s services will
ultimately be provided by another agency;

A status—que-SOl-coterminous sphere indicates that the—city-or-district-does—not-want-or
cannot-provide-there is no anticipated need for the subject agency’s services outside of its

existing boundaries, or there is insufficient information to support inclusion of the—eurrent
service areas outside ——SOl-of-this—nature—district the agency’s boundaries anrd-SO!
boundaries-are-coterminous at the time of the sphere establishment or update;

If more than one agency appears equally gualified to serve an area, and if fiscal
considerations and community input do not clearly favor a specific agency, an overlapping
sphere may be designated; and

If territory within an agency’s service area does not need all of the services of the subject
agency, a service-specific sphere may be designated.

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-22, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO):

California Government Code Section 56000 (et seq.), titled the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg
Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000, provides LAFCO with its powers, procedures
and functions. This law gives LAFCO power to “approve or, disapprove with or without
amendment, wholly, partially or conditionally” proposals concerning the formation of cities
and special districts, and other changes in jurisdiction or organization of local governmental
agencies. LAFCO regulates local agency boundary changes including annexation and
detachment of territory, incorporation of cities, formation of special districts, and
consolidation, merger, and dissolution of districts. LAFCO is also charged with developing
and updating SOI for each city and special district within the County.

A—new—LAFCO—regulation—was—established—by—tThe Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local

Government Reorganization Act of 2000 discourages urban sprawl and to encourage
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orderly and efficient provision of services, such as water, sewer, and fire protection. As a
result, San Diego LAFCO, a State-mandated agency with countywide regulatory authority,
independent of county government, completed the North County Inland Municipal Service
Review (MSR) and SOl Update Study in September 2003 (LAFCO 2003). This study
analyzes the proposed and recommended spheres for the affected local agencies, identifies
the relevant service review determinations, and focuses on the expansion of the Escondido
SOl to the southeast, retention of Escondido’s SOI in the west and north, and updates to the
Valley Center Municipal Water District and Rincon del Diablo Municipal Water District SOI.

Other MSR and SOl Updates completed since 2003 include:

« Borrego Valley — contains a review of the provision of municipal services and the status
of adopted spheres of influence of the local governmental agencies in the Borrego Valley
study area

« County Sanitation Districts — assesses the adequacy of public services in a specific
geographic region

e« Southern San Diego County Water and Sewer Service — evaluates the status of the
region’s current water and sewer service systems and assesses the region’s potential to
efficiently meet future demands

« Agencies Providing Floodwater and Sewage Control, Waterworks Construction, and
Groundwater Management, Protection, and Exploration in the Tijuana Watershed

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-23, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Regional Comprehensive Plan (RCP):

The RCP, prepared by SANDAG, is the strategic planning framework for the San Diego
region. The plan takes into account build out of the existing general plans prepared for the
unincorporated—County—and—each of the incorporated cities, along with the most recent
information from the County’s General Plan Update for the unincorporated area (available at
the time of the RCP’s preparation), and forecasts future population and number of housing
units for the entire County.

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-33, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Sphere of Influence (SOI):

The Poway SOI extends into the Ramona CPA to the east and southeast of the City. The
SOl of Carlsbad, Lemon Grove, Oceanside, San Diego, Santee, and Solana Beach do not
extend beyond the City boundaries; therefore, no SOI land uses are proposed in the
unincorporated County for these cities. Lemen-Grove-did-not-establish-land-usesforits SO}

which-extends-into-the-Spring-Maley- CPA-

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-33, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Sphere of Influence (SOI):

As shown on Figure 2.9-4, there are 1221 disparate areas in the Escondido SOI, most of
which are proposed for higher density or intensity under the General Plan Update (see
Table 2.9-6).
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« On Draft EIR page 2.9-34, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Specific Plans:

The proposed General Plan Update includes a specific plan land use designation that only
applies to areas that have specific plans inplace that have either already been approved or

implemented.

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-37, General Plan Policy LU-1.6 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-1.6:  Village Expansion. Permit new Village Regional Category designated
land uses only where contiguous with an existing or planned Village and where all of the
following criteria are met:

o Potential Village development would be compatible with environmental conditions and
constraints, such as topography and flooding

o Potential Village development would be accommodated by the General Plan road
network

o Public facilities and services can support the expansion without a reduction of services
to other County residents

e The expansion respeets—and—enhanees is consistent with community character, the
scale, and the orderly and contiguous growth of a Village area

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-38, General Plan Policy LU-11.2 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-11.2: Compatibility with Community Character. Require that commercial,
office, and industrial development be located, scaled, and designed to be compatible with

respect-and-enhance-the unique character of the community.

« On Draft EIR page 2.9-47, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.9-6, Proposed
Sphere of Influence (SOI) Land Use Differences:

CPA/Subregion General Plan Update
City within SOI Area Name™ City Designation Designation

El11 1 du/1,2,4,20 dufac | 2 du/ac
) North County Metro - -
Escondido E12 1 du/4,8,20 ac High Impact Industrial

Valley Center E132 Specific Plan 1 du/4,8,16 ac and 1 du/20 ac

« Draft EIR Figure 2.9-2, Countywide Spheres of Influence, has been revised to show the City
of Escondido’ sphere of influence.
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Section 2.10, Mineral Resources

« On Draft EIR page 2.10-20, General Plan Policy COS-10.1 has been revised as follows
under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-10.1: Siting of Development. Encourage the conservation (i.e., protection
from incompatible land uses) of areas that-designated as having substantial potential for
mineral extraction. Discourage development that would substantially preclude the future
development of mining facilities in these areas. Design development or uses to minimize the
potential conflict with existing or potential future mining facilities. For purposes of this policy,
incompatible land uses are defined by SMARA Section 3675.

o On Draft EIR page 2.10-21, General Plan Policy COS-10.2 has been revised as follows
under the heading General Plan Update Palicies:

Policy COS-10.2: Protection of State-Classified or Designated Lands. Discourage
development or the establishment of other incompatible land uses on or adjacent to areas
classified or designated by the State of California as having important mineral resources
(MRZ-2), as well as potential mineral lands identified by other government agencies. The
potential for the extraction of substantial mineral resources from lands classified by the State
of California as areas that contain mineral resources (MRZ-3) shall be considered by the
County in making land use decisions.

e On Draft EIR pages 2.10-21 and 2.10-22, Mitigation Measure Min-1.2 has been revised as
follows under the heading Mitigation Measures:

Min-1.2 Revise and update the County ordinances to designate areas of known
importance for mineral resources as follows:

« Update the Zoning Ordinance with the addition of a Mining Compatibility Designator or
Overlay that identifies parcels with a high potential for mineral resources. The purpose
is to take into account the potential mineral resources, not to preclude the potential
m|n|ng use plaee—tmﬂ+5e—%s#reﬂens—en—areas—m—#wre+m%y—e#e&r&etwe+%s—te

jons. In addition, specify that

notlflcatlon of potentlal m|n|ng use is prowded to aII parcels within a 1,500 foot radius of
parcels with a Mining Compatibility Designator/Overlay.

« Revise the Zoning Ordinance to facilitate recycling of salvaged concrete, asphalt, and
rock-by-alewing-this-activity-to-oceur-by+ight at permitted mining facilities.

« Revise the Zoning Ordinance and Grading Ordinance to authorize surface mining
operations with a Surface Mining Permit rather than a MUP. Incorporate findings of
approval that reflect Mineral Compatibility Designator, SMARA Sections 2762 and 2763,
and the inherent nature of surface mining operations. Parcels with a high potential for
mineral resources could include those areas designated as MRZ-2 or other areas
identified as containing mineral resources that are located where a sufficient buffer is
available so that extraction activities are feasible.
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Section 2.11, Noise

« On Draft EIR page 2.11-7, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Industrial, Commercial, Extractive and Agricultural Sources:

It is estimated that of the County’s approximately 2.7 million acres of land, 308,991 366,500
acres are in active agricultural use (AWM 2008). (PPLU-2007b)-

« On Draft EIR page 2.11-7, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Temporary and/or Nuisance Noise:

Intermittent or temporary neighborhood noise from amplified music, public address systems,
barking dogs, landscape maintenance, stand-by power generators, motorized recreation,
and construction activities are disturbing to residents but are difficult to attenuate and
control.

« On Draft EIR page 2.11-11, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under
the heading California Airport Land use Planning Handbook:

The California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook provides guidance for the assessment
of noise compatibility of land uses near airports. Guidance is based on existing federal and
State regulations and policies. The handbook states that 65 dBA is the basic limit of
acceptable noise exposure for residential and other noise sensitive land uses and
recommends an annual CNEL standard of 60 dBA to be used for new residential
development; however, this standard has been set with respect to relatively noisy urban
areas and weudld may be too high of a noise level to be appropriate as a standard for land
use compatibility planning. The level of noise deemed acceptable in one community is not
necessarily the same in another. A noise level above 60 dBA CNEL may be considered
incompatible with some residential uses. According to the handbook, noise compatibility
standards typically place primary emphasis on residential areas because residential
development is one of the most noise sensitive land uses and usually covers the greatest
proportion of urban land. Three CNELs are commonly used as the limit for acceptable
residential noise exposure: CNEL 65 dBA, 60 dBA, or 55 dBA. The conditions in which each
CNEL would be the suggested noise standard are listed in Table 2.11-7. The handbook
also includes normalization factors as a method for adjusting aircraft noise levels used for
determining and predicting community reactions. These factors are listed in Table 2.11-8.
Because the acceptable residential noise level standard may vary between communities,
noise compatibility issues are addressed in the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans
(ALUCPs) prepared for individual airports. Fhe-handbeekrecommends—and-annual-CNEL
ala A of 60 N NQA\A a

« On Draft EIR page 2.11-20, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Construction:

As shown in Table 2.11-15, construction typically results in ground-borne vibration in that
ranges from 0.003 to 0.01 in/sec RMS at a distance of 50 feet from the source. With respect
to Table 2.11-14, it is more likely that heavy equipment operations may produce vibration
impact levels exceeding the threshold of Category 1 land uses than the higher thresholds of
Categories 2 and 3 land uses and because of separation distance, event frequency, and
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other site-specific conditions. Category 1 land uses include research and manufacturing
faC|I|t|es for products W|th high tolerances required in thelr deS|qn and fabrication. Fhese

and%—as—detnmd—m—?&ble—%.—l-&# For |solated and mfrequent events such as blastlng
impacts have the potential to result in a PPV that exceeds 1.0 in/sec RMS, which would
exceed groundborne vibration standards for all three land use categories.

« On Draft EIR page 2.11-26, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Industrial, Agricultural, or other Noise-Generating Uses:

As-shewn-in—Table 2.11-5tThe short-term community noise survey measured a noise level
of 66 dBA Leq at approximately 60 feet from the centerline of an access road to Sycuan
Casino (Dehesa Road); however, it is recognized that casino traffic is not the only traffic

using this road.

« On Draft EIR page 2.11-30, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under
the heading Nuisance Noise:

Continuing enforcement of the County Noise Ordinance would reduce potential nuisance
noise impacts in all areas of the unincorporated County to the extent feasible. The County
updated its noise requlations in 2008 and shall endeavor in the future to maintain the same
high levels of compliance by public outreach, education, and continued enforcement
activities. As society changes, so will the County’s response to the public concern about
noise and its effects upon County residents.

e« On Draft EIR pages 2.11-37 and 2.11-41, General Plan Policy LU-2.7 has been revised
under the heading General Plan Update Palicies:

Policy LU-2.7:  Mitigation of Development Impacts. Require measures that minimize
significant impacts to surrounding areas from uses or operations that cause excessive
noise, vibration, dust, odor, aesthetic impairment and/or are detrimental to human health
and safety.

« On Draft EIR page 2.11-44, mitigation measure Noi-5.1 has been revised under the heading
Mitigation Measures:

Noi-5.1 Use the applicable Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan’s (ALUCP) as
guidance/reference during development review of projects that are planned within an Airport

Influence Area (AlA). Any projects that are—feund-incompatible-with-the-AirportLand-Use

Compatibility-Plan-neise-eriteria—shoeuld-within the AIA shall be submitted to the San Diego
County Regional Airport Authority (SDCRAA) for review. ed-by-the SDCAA.

« On Draft EIR page 2.11-49, the following deletions have been made to Table 2.11-5,
Summary of Community Noise Levels:

Major Noise Sources Noise Level (Leq)™
Casine 66-dBA
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On Draft EIR page 2.11-52, the following footnote has been added to Table 2.11-9, Noise
Compatibility Guidelines:

Table 2.11-9. Noise Compatibility Guidelines?
Denotes facilities used for part of the day; therefore, an hourly standard would be used
rather than CNEL

@ For projects located within an Airport Influence Area of an adopted Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP), additional Noise Compatibility Criteria restrictions may
apply as specified in the ALUCP.

On Draft EIR page 2.11-53, the following footnote has been added to Table 2.11-10, Noise
Standards:

Note: Exterior Noise Level compatibility quidelines for Land Use Cateqories A-H are
identified in Table 2.11-9, Noise Compatibility Guidelines.

Section 2.12, Population and Housing

On Draft EIR page 2.12-11, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading State Housing Element Law:

Provide sites with appropriate zoning and development standards and with services and
facilities to accommodate the jurisdiction’s Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) for
each income level. The RHNA is the only population and/or housing requirement that
applies to the General Plan Update. The County’s RHNA is 12,358 residential units for the
2005 — 2010 Housing Element Cycle.

Section 2.13, Public Services

On Draft EIR page 2.13-3, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Ramona Municipal Water District:

The Fire Department is managed by the RMWD. RMWD has a year-to-year contract with
CAL FIRE to operate the RMWD flre department under the dlrectlon of the RMWD General

services: RMWD operates out of three statlons and provides EMT/ paramedlc level service.

On Draft EIR page 2.13-9, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Police Protection:

SDSD is the fourth largest Sheriff's Department in the U.S. It has a service area of
approximately 4,200-3;360 square miles and serves a population of over 870,000 people.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.13-10, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Command Areas:

The SDSD Law Enforcement Operations Command Areas have further been divided into
beat districts areas which serve the unincorporated County. Table 2.13-6, identifies the
existing population served by each beat area district.

« On Draft EIR page 2.13-10, sixth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Response Times:

Response times standards are used as guidelines to establish measure adequate levels of
service.

« On Draft EIR page 2.13-18, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Impact Analysis:

SDSD staffing goals and facility plans are based upon population. Generally, SDSD has a
goal of providing one patrol position per 10,000 residentsi-officerper1.000-persons.

« On Draft EIR pages 2.13-18 and 2.13-19, last and first paragraphs, the following text has
been deleted under the heading Impact Analysis:

e On Draft EIR pages 2.13-28, 2.13-31, 2.13-32 and 2.13-33, General Plan Policy LU-1.6 has
been revised as follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-1.6:  Village Expansion. Permit new Village Regional Category designated
land uses only where contiguous with an existing or planned Village and where all of the
following criteria are met:

« Potential Village development would be compatible with environmental conditions and
constraints, such as topography and flooding;

« Potential Village development would be accommodated by the General Plan road
network;

« Public facilities and services can support the expansion without a reduction of services
to other County residents; and

« The expansion respects—and—enhaneces is_consistent with community character, the
scale, and the orderly and contiguous growth of a Village area.

« On Draft EIR page 2.13-28, General Plan Policy LU-6.10 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-6.10: Protection from Wildfires and Unmitigable Hazards. Assign land uses
and densities in a manner that minimizes development in extreme, very high and high
hazard fire areas or other unmitigable hazardous areas.
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On Draft EIR pages 2.13-29 2.13-31, 2.13-32 and 2.13-34, General Plan Policy LU-12.3 has
been revised as follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-12.3: Infrastructure and Services Compatibility. Provide public facilities and
services that are sensitive to the environment with characteristics of the unincorporated
communities. Encourage the collocation of infrastructure facilities, where appropriate.

On Draft EIR page 2.13-30, mitigation measure Pub-1.9 has been added under the heading
Mitigation Measures:

Pub-1.9 Implement procedures to ensure new development projects fund their fair share
toward fire services facilities including the development of a long-term financing mechanism,
such as an impact fee program or community facilities development, as appropriate. Large
development projects are required to provide their fair share contribution to fire services
either by providing additional funds and/or development of infrastructure.

On Draft EIR pages 2.13-32 and 2.13-34, General Plan Policy LU-9.7 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-9.7:  Town Center Planning and Design. Plan and guide the development of
Town Centers and transportation nodes as the major focal point and activity node for Village
areas. Utilize design guidelines to respect-and-enhanece be compatible with the unique
character of a community. Roadways, streetscapes, building facades, landscaping, and
signage within the town center should be pedestrian oriented. Wherever possible, locate
public facilities, such as schools, libraries, community centers, and parks in Town Centers
and Villages.

On Draft EIR page 2.13-33, General Plan Policy LU-9.4 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-9.4:  Infrastructure Serving Villages and Community Cores. Prioritize
infrastructure improvements and the provision of public facilities for Villages and community
cores and-sized for the intensity of development allowed by the Land Use Map.

On Draft EIR pages 2.13-34 and 2.13-35, subsections 2.13.4.x have been renumbered to
2.13.7.x.

On Draft EIR page 2.13-38, the following revisions were made to Table 2.13-2, Fire
Protection Agencies Existing and Future (Proposed Project Build-out) Housing and
Population Forecast:

Existing
Housing Existing Proposed Housing | Population
Fire Protection Units Population Housing Proposed Growth Growth
Agencies (2004) (2004) Units Population (percent) (percent)
17. Ramona ++768 21,947 13,052 36:759
MWD 16.502 50.656 22.446 68.897 68-36 6+36

Draft EIR Figure 2.13-3, Law Enforcement Facilities and Command Areas, has been revised
to show the correct Northern, Rural and Southern Command Areas.
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Section 2.14, Recreation

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-5, first paragraph, the following text has been added under the
heading Tribal Lands Palicies:

Recreational Amenities By Other Entities (Non-County)

In_addition to the County, there are numerous agencies that provide park and recreation
facilities that are open to the public. These may include school districts, community service
districts, park and recreation districts, as well as non-profit agencies. In many instances, the
County provides funding to these agencies for the construction of recreation facilities. In
exchange for receiving the funding, the agency agrees to operate and maintain the facility
as_a public recreation amenity. Such agreements have facilitated the construction of
recreation facilities in locations where the County would not otherwise be able to construct
facilities due to a lack of operation and maintenance funding.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-8, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading California State Government Code 66477 (The Quimby Act):

The County implemented the Quimby Act by adopting the PLDO. Revenues generated
through the Quimby Act cannot be used for the operation and maintenance of park facilities.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-8, seventh paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972:

The Landscaping and Lighting Act enables cities, counties, and special districts to acquire
land for parks, recreation, and open space. hr-addition—-aA local government may also use
the assessments to pay for improvements and maintenance to these areas. In addition to
local government agencies (i.e., counties and cities), park and recreation facilities may be
provided by other public agencies, such as community service districts, park and recreation
districts, water districts, etc. If so empowered, such an agency may acquire, develop, and
operate recreation facilities for the general public.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-10, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under
the heading County of San Diego Trails Program (CTP):

The components of the CTP include a Community Trails Master Plan (CTMP) and Regional
Trails Plan as described below.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-11, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Regional Trails Plan:

The Regional Trails Plan identifies County-approved general alignment corridors of regional
trails in the County.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-11, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP):

The MSCP is important to recreation because it conserves San Diego’s natural areas and
guality of life and supports compatible recreation uses within the preserve areas while
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accommodating future growth by streamlining building regulations. MSCP_documents
requlate uses where sensitive biological resources occur. For example, Section 1.9 of the
Subarea Plan addresses recreational uses within MSCP preserves.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-16, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under
the heading Impact Analysis:

portion-of-the-unincerporated-County-where-sSubstantial increases in population growth are

not planned in the eastern portion of the unincorporated County.

e On Draft EIR page 2.14-22, General Plan Policy LU-12.2 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-12.2: Maintenance of Adequate Services. Require development to mitigate
significant impacts to existing service levels of public facilities or services for existing
residents and businesses. Provide improvements for Mobility Element roads in accordance
with the Mobility Element Network Appendix matrices, which may result in ultimate build-out
conditions that achieve an improved a-higher LOS but do not achieve a LOS of D or better.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-23, General Plan Policy LU-12.1 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-12.1:  County Trails System. Implement a County Trails Program by
developing the designated prepesed trail and pathway alignments and implementing goals
and policies identified in the Community Trails Master Plan.

e« On Draft EIR page 2.14-23, General Plan Policy M-12.4 has been deleted under the
heading General Plan Update Policies.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-23, General Plan Policy M-12.2 has been deleted under the
heading General Plan Update Policies.

« On Draft EIR pages 2.14-23 and 2.14-26, General Plan Policy M-12.10 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-12.10: Recreational and Educational Resources. Design trail routes that meet
a public need and highlight the County’s biological, recreational and educational resources,
including natural, scenic, cultural, and historic resources.

o On Draft EIR pages 2.14-24 and 2.14-27, General Plan Policy COS-23.1 has been revised
as follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-23.1: Public Access. Provide public access to natural and cultural (where
allowed) resources through effective planning that conserves the County’s native wildlife,
and-enhances and restores a continuous network of connected natural habitat and protects
water resources.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.14-24, mitigation measure Rec-1.3 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Rec-1.3 Prepare a desrgn manual to provrde concepts for park and recreation facility
components.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-25, mitigation measure Rec-1.6 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Rec-1.6  Acquire trail routes across private lands through direct purchase, easements, and

dedication, or by other means from a willing property owner/seller. Bevelop-and-inrcentive
program-to-e-Encourage the voluntary dedication of easements and/or gifts of land for trails

through private- owned Iands mcludmg agrlcultural and grazmg Iands Alse—develep

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-25, mitigation measure Rec-1.7 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Rec-1.7 Prioritize the acquisition and development of trail segments in a manner to
provide maximum environmental and public benefit given available public and private
resources and the population served. As part of this effort, also maintain a database of
information on the locations, status of easements, classifications, forms of access,
management activities and land ownership relative to trail facilities.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-25, mitigation measure Rec-1.10 has been deleted under the
heading Mitigation Measures. Mitigation measures Rec-1.11 and Rec-1.12 were
renumbered as Rec-1.10 and Rec-1.12, respectively.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-25, mitigation measure Rec-1.12 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Rec-1.112 Prioritize open space acquisition needs through coordination with government
agencies and private organizations. Once prioritized, acquire open space lands through
negotiation with private land owners and through MSCP regulatory requirements. The
operation and management of such acquisitions will continue to be implemented achieved
by preparing, implementing, and updating Resource Management Plans and MSCP Area
Specific Management Directives (ASMDSs) for each open space area.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-26, General Plan Policy LU-9.7 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-9.7:  Town Center Planning and Design. Plan and guide the development of
Town Centers and transportation nodes as the major focal point and activity node for Village
areas. Utilize design guidelines to respect-and-enhanece be compatible with the unique
character of a community. Roadways, streetscapes, building facades, landscaping, and
signage within the town center should be pedestrian oriented. Wherever possible, locate
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public facilities, such as schools, libraries, community centers, and parks in Town Centers
and Villages.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-26, General Plan Policy M-12.9 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-12.9:  Environmental and Agricultural Resources. Site and design specific
trail segments to minimize impacts to sensitive environmental resources, ecological
systems, and agricultural lands. Within the MSCP preserves, conform siting and use of trails
to County MSCP Subarea Plans and wildlife agency approved MSCP management plans.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-26, General Plan Policy COS-21.3 has been revised as follows
under the heading General Plan Update Paolicies:

Policy COS-21.3: Park Design. Design parks that reflect community character and identity,
incorporate local natural and cultural landscapes and features, and consider the surrounding
land uses and urban form and cultural and historic resources.

« On Draft EIR page 2.14-27, mitigation measure Rec-2.3 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Rec-2.3 Amend the Subdivision Ordinance to require new residential development to be
integrated with existing neighborhoods by providing connected and continuous road,
environmentally-sensitive pathway/trail and recreation/open space networks. Also add new
conservation-oriented design guidelines for rural lands projects as part of this amendment.
These measures will assist in the planning for recreational facilities as new development is
proposed while minimizing impacts to sensitive resources and community character.

« On Draft EIR pages 2.14-29 and 2.14-30, the following revisions have been made to Table
2.14-1, Existing Local Parks and Recreational Facilities:

Park/Facility Name Location Park Operator Acreage
Lonnie Brewer Rancho San Diego Spring-Valley | County DPR 5
Valley Center Community | Valley Center Valley Center Parks & 14
Park Recreation District County
BPR
Ramona Wellfield Park Ramona Ramona Municipal Water 146
District County-BDPR
Avacado-Elementary Valle-de-Oro Cajon-Valley-Union-School 5
School-Park District
Borrego-Springs Borrego-Springs County DPR 32
Del-Pargue Spring-Valley CountyDPR 10
Lamar-Street-Park Spring-Valley County-BPR 9
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On Draft EIR page 2.14-31, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.14-2,
Regional Parks:

Park/Facility Name Location Park Operator Acreage Camping
Heritage Park (Old Town) San Diego Private entity No
LakeJennings Lakeside County DPR 468 Yes
Otay Valley Regional Park® | San Diego County DPR, 512 No
City of San Diego, and
City of Chula Vista
Quail Botanical Gardens Encinitas Quiail Botanical Gardens, 29 No
Inc. Ceunty BPR

On Draft EIR page 2.14-32, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.14-3,
County-Owned Preserves:

Open Space Preserve Location Acreage
Goodan-Ranch Poway 321
Hollenbeck-Canyen Lawrence and Barbara Daley Preserve Jamul 598
Mount Gower Open-Space Preserve Ramona 1,592
Ramona Grasslands-and-Santa-Maria-Creek Preserve Ramona 460
Sycamore Canyon / Goodan Ranch Poway 1,865 2,186
Total 26,487 22,056

Note: These parks may contain trails, restroom facilities, and other amenities as secondary functions. Data has
been rounded to nearest whole number.
Source: DPLU 2007b

Section 2.15, Transportation and Traffic

On Draft EIR page 2.15-4, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Existing Roadway Network Performance:

The majority of LOS F roadway segments are located in the northwestern and southwestern
communities, while practically no LOS E E roadway segments occur in the eastern
communities.

On Draft EIR page 2.15-8, fourth paragraph, the following text has been added under the
heading Rail Service:

Freight Rail Service

A freight line, the San Diego & Arizona Eastern Railway's Desert Line, is the primary rail line
that traverses the unincorporated County. EXxisting rail lines, such as the Desert Line, may
be underutilized at their current capacities. For these lines to remain economically feasible
for continued operation, their usage should be maximized to provide an alternative to trucks,
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especially on SR-94, whenever feasible. In addition, BNSF is the operator of a freight line
that runs from Oceanside to Escondido.

Passenger Rail Service
Passenger rail service includes both long distance passengers and regional (Southern
California) commuter services as described below.

Commuter Rail Service
In San Diego County commuter rail services are provided by NCTD and MTS, as described
below.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-8, sixth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Sprinter:

NCTD operates the SPRINTER Light Rail system en-the-San-Diego-Los-Angeles-San-Luis
Obispe-Cerridor-between Oceanside and Escondido on a rail line that runs approximately

parallel to SR-78.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-10, fourth paragraph, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Rural Road Safety:

In many instances, these roads have segments with horizontal and vertical curves that are

sharper than allowed by exrstlng standards Appremmately—?é—pereent—ef—dnyers—myehed—m

they—are—dnwng—Therefore ruraI road safety is a concern for the County

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-15, third paragraph, the following regulation has been added under
the heading Local:

County Community Right-of-Way Development Standards

Board Policy J-36, adopted December 1989, provides a procedure by which communities
can deviate from the established County Public Road Standards, and replace or augment
them with standards tailored to their community. The Community Right-of Way
Development Standards provide alternative right-of-way regulatory standards within the road
right-of-way that supersede the County Public Road Standards. The purpose of these
Standards is to ensure that the road right-of-way is designed to better enhance and retain
the character of individual communities while _maintaining the safety of the roadway.
Community Right-of-Way Development Standards have been prepared for the communities
of Borrego Springs, Fallbrook, Julian, and San Dieguito.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-16, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading 2030 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP):

Changes in anticipated cost and revenue have resulted in an update of the 2030 RTP that
was approved by the SANDAG Board of Directors in 2006. The 2030 RTP, also known as
MOBHIY 2030 RTP: Pathways for the Future, was adopted in November 2007 and serves
as a blueprint to address the mobility challenges created by the San Diego region’s growing
population and employment. It incorporated a new regional growth forecast and contains an
integrated set of public policies, strategies, and investments to maintain, manage, and
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improve the transportatlon system in the reg|on Fhe 2030 RTPwasapproved-on-March

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-16, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Congestion Management Plan (CMP):

State Proposition 111, passed by voters in 1990, established a requirement that urbanized
areas prepare and regularly update a CMP, which is a part of SANDAG’s RTP. The purpose
of the CMP is to monitor the performance of the region’s transportation system, develop
programs to address near-term and long-term congestion, and better integrate

transportatlon and Iand use plannlng SANDAG—as—the—de&gna{ed—Gengesnen—Menagemem

QMP— The San Dleqo remon has elected to be exempt from the State CMP and, as a result,
the County Board of Supervisors adopted a resolution electing to be exempt from the State
CMP. Existing CMP monitoring, threshold levels, guidelines and mitigation strategies will be
incorporated into other SANDAG plans and/or programs as a result.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-19, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Projected Vehicle Miles of Travel (VMT):

Typically more dispersed and segregated land uses result in greater VMT. VMT data used
to evaluate existing conditions and the proposed project was based upon information
provided by SANDAG that was derived from the GP Update traffic forecast model. Table
2.15-7 identifies daily VMT for the proposed General Plan Update. Any analysis of this data
also needs to consider the associated population, which directly impacts the number of
vehicles and vehicle trips. When compared to the existing VMT of 15,922,149, the proposed

project would result in 9,448,742 additional VMT, which is approximately a 60 percent
increase in VMT as compared to the eX|st|ng condltlon unele#mplemem%en—ef—the

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-22, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under
the heading Regional Roadway Facilities:

In_addition to other performance measures, impacts were evaluated based upon a
comparison of peak period freeway congestion, the percent of work/education trips
accessible in 30 minutes, and the percent of non-work trips accessible within 15 minutes.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.15-23, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Federal, State and Local Regulations and Existing Regulatory Processes:

Other regional transportation plans that the proposed General Plan Update would be
required to follow include the 2006 RTIP, a prioritized program designed to implement the
region’s overall strategy for providing mobility and improving the efficiency and safety of
efforts to attain federal and State air quality standards for the region, and the plans and/or
programs developed by SANDAG to incorporate the monitoring, threshold levels, guidelines
and mitigation strategies that address requirements of State Proposition 111. To monitor the
performance of the region’s transportation system, develop programs to address near term
and long term congestion, and better integrate transportation and land use planning.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-26, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Methodology of Adjacent Cities Traffic Assessment:

The Cities of Carlsbad, Del Mar, El Cajon, Encinitas, La Mesa, Lemon Grove, National City,
Oceanside, Poway, San-Diege; San Marcos, Santee, Solana Beach and Vista utilize the
SANTEC/ITE Guidelines for Traffic Impact Studies (TIS) in the San Diego Region (Amended
February 2004) as the basis for defining project impacts. These thresholds are generally
based upon an acceptable increase in the V/C ratio for roadway segments. Table 2.15-23
summarizes the impact significance thresholds as identified by the SANTEC/ITE Guidelines.
The following three twe jurisdictions have modified requirements from those stated in Table
2.15-23.

The City of San Diego considers D to be the acceptable LOS for freeways, roadways and
intersections, except in undeveloped locations where LOS C is considered to be acceptable.
The City of San Diego uses the same thresholds identified in Table 2.15-23, SANTEC/ITE
Measures of Significant Project Traffic Impacts, for projects resulting in LOS E. However,
the City of San Diego applies the following thresholds for projects resulting in LOS F: 1)
freeways are allowed up to a 0.005 change in V/C or 0.5 mph; 2) roadways are allowed up
to @ 0.01 change in V/C or 0.5 mph; 3) intersections are allowed a 1.0 second delay; and 4)
ramp meters are allowed a 1.0 second delay.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-33, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Impact Analysis:

To the extent feasible, significant environmental impacts occurring from construction of new
roadway segments under the General Plan Update would be mitigated to below a level of
significance. However, some environmental impacts associated with the construction of
roadway facilities may be significant and unavoidable, such as impacts associated with
noise, hydrology/water quality, and biology. Franspertation—hazards—such—as—impaired
emergeney—access—These impacts are discussed in_detail in_other sections of this EIR.
Therefore, this would be considered a potentially significant impact and mitigation would be
required.

e On Draft EIR pages 2.15-44 and 2.15-50, General Plan Policy LU-12.2 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-12.2: Maintenance of Adequate Services. Require development to mitigate
significant impacts to existing service levels of public facilities or services for existing
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residents and businesses. Provide improvements for Mobility Element roads in accordance
with the Mobility Element Network Appendix matrices, which may result in ultimate build-out
conditions that achieve an improved a-higher LOS but do not achieve a LOS of D or better.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-45, General Plan Policy M-2 has been revised as follows under the
heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-2.1: Level of Service Criteria. Require development projects to provide
associated road improvements necessary to achieve a level of service of “D” or higher on all
Mobility Element roads except for those where a failing level of service has been accepted
by the County pursuant to the criteria specifically identified Appendix+ in the accompanying
text box (Criteria for Accepting a Road Classification with Level of Service E/F). When
development is proposed on roads where a failing level of service has been accepted,
require feasible mitigation in the form of road improvements or a fair share contribution to a
road improvement program, consistent with the Mobility Element road network.

o On Draft EIR pages 2.15-45 and 2.15-53, General Plan Policy M-3.1 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-3.1: Public Road Rights-of-Way. Require development to dedicate right-of-way
for public roads and other transportation routes identified in the Mobility Element roadway
network (see Mobility Element Network Appendix), Community Plans, or Road Master
Plans. Require the provision of sufficient right-of-way width, as specified in the County
Public Road Standards and Community Trails Master Plan, to adequately accommodate all
users, including transit riders, pedestrians, bicyclists, and equestrians.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-46, mitigation measures Tra-1.5 and Tra-1.6 have been deleted
from the text under the heading Mitigation Measures. Mitigation measures Tra-1.7 was
renumbered as Tra-1.5.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-47, mitigation measure Tra-1.7 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Tra-1.5¢ Implement the Congestion Management Strategies identified in the Regional
Transportation Plan SANBAG-CMP and require large projects to mitigate impacts to the

CMP-retwork-neluding State highways and freeways.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-47, mitigation measure Tra-1.6 has been added under the heading
Mitigation Measures:

Tra-1.6 Develop project review procedures to require large commercial and office
development to use Transportation Demand Management Programs to reduce single-
occupant vehicle traffic generation and to prepare and forward annual reports to the County
on the effectiveness of the program.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-48, mitigation measure Tra-2.1 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Tra-2.1  Establish coordination efforts with other jurisdictions when development projects
will result in a significant impact on city roads. When available, use the applicable
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jurisdiction’s significance thresholds and recommended mitigation measures to evaluate and
alleviate mitigate impacts.

« On Draft EIR pages 2.15-49 and 2.15-50, General Plan Policy LU-2.7 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-2.7:  Mitigation of Development Impacts. Require measures that minimize
significant impacts to surrounding areas from uses or operations that cause excessive
noise, vibrations, dust, odor, aesthetic impairment and/or are detrimental to human health
and safety.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-51, mitigation measure Tra-4.1 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Tra-4.1 Update Community Plans to identify local public road and fire—access—road
community emergency evacuation route networks and pedestrian routes as appropriate.

« On Draft EIR pages 2.15-51 and 2.15-54, General Plan Policy M-8.6 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-8.6: Park and Ride Facilities. Coordinate with SANDAG, Caltrans, and tribal
governments to study transit connectivity and address improving regional opportunities for
park-and-ride facilities and transit service to gaming facilities and surrounding rural areas to
reduce congestion on rural roads.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-52, mitigation measure Tra-5.3 has been added under the heading
Mitigation Measures:

Tra-5.3 Revise the Public Road Standards to include standards for the provision of
parallel and diagonal on-street parking, according to Regional Category.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-53, General Plan Policy M-8.1 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-8.1: Maximize Transit Service for—Fransit—Dependent—Populations
Opportunities. Coordinate with SANDAG, the CTSA, NCTD, and MTS to provide capital

facilities and funding, where appropriate, to:

« Maximize opportunities for transit services in unincorporated communities

« Maximize the speed and efficiency of transit service through the development of transit
priority treatments such as transit signal priority, transit queue jump lanes, and dedicated
transit only lanes

« Provide for transit-dependent segments of the population, such as the disabled, seniors,
low income, and children, where possible

« Reserve adequate rights-of-way to accommodate existing and planned transit facilities
including bus stops
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« On Draft EIR page 2.15-54, General Plan Policy M-8.2 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-8.2: Transit Service to Key Community Facilities and Services. Locate key
county facilities, healthcare services, educational institutions, and other civic facilities so that
they are accessible by transit in areas where transit is available. Require those facilities to
be designed so that they are easily accessible by transit.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-54, General Plan Policies M-8.6 and M-8.7 have been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-8.6: Park and Ride Facilities. Coordinate with SANDAG, Caltrans, and tribal
governments to study transit connectivity and address improving regional opportunities for
park-and-ride facilities and transit service to gaming facilities and surrounding rural areas to
reduce congestion on rural roads.

Policy M-8.7: Inter-Regional Travel Modes. Coordinate with SANDAG, Caltrans, and the
California High-Speed Rail Authority, where appropriate, to identify alternative methods for
inter-regional travel to serve the unincorporated County residents.

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-55, General Plan Policy M-11.4 has been revised as follows under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy M-11.4:  Pedestrian and Bicycle Network Connectivity. Require development in
Villages and Rural Villages to provide comprehensive internal pedestrian and bicycle
networks that connect to existing or planned adjacent communlty and countyW|de networks

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-56, mitigation measure Tra-6.7 has been revised as follows under
the heading Mitigation Measures:

Tra-6.7 Implement and revise the County Bicycle Transportation Plan every five years, or
as necessary, to identify a long range County bicycle network and qualify for State or other
funding sources. Coordinate revisions to the County Bicycle Transportation Plan with the
County Trails Program.

o On Draft EIR page 2.15-72, the following revisions were made to Table 2.15-16, EXxisting
Conditions Roadway LOS by Jurisdiction:

Capacity
Roadway Segment Cross-Section (LOS E) ADT LOS
San Diego
Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr to SR-905 | 2-lane Collector 10,000 9,000 6,600 C
. . La Media Rd to SR-905-125 6-lane Major Arterial 50,000 10,900 A
Siempre Viva Rd - - " -
SR-905 425 to Enrico Fermi Dr | 4-lane Major Arterial 40,000 19,400 BA

General Notes:

Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
CLTL = Continuous left-turn lane.

Note 1: The segment of Siempre Viva Road between La Media Rd and Avenida Costa Brava/Melksee Street is
not currently constructed to a 6-lane major arterial, and would have a LOS E capacity of 22,500 ADT,
resulting in an acceptable LOS B along this segment.

Source: Wilson and Company 2009a
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« On Draft EIR page 2.15-73, the following revisions were made to Table 2.15-17,
Interregional/lnternational Crossings in the Unincorporated County:

consideration)

ADTs (000)™" Percent
CPA or Increase
Crossing Roadway Subregion 2000 2030 (2000-2030)
Jacumba (under N/A Mountain Empire N/A 1 or 66 N/A

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-91, the following revisions were made to Table 2.15-24, Significant
Traffic Impacts to Adjacent Cities Resulting from the Proposed Project:

Existing General Plan Update
Roadway | Segment | ADT vic | Los ADT | wvic | Los | Ainvic
San Diego
Siempre SR-125 to
lemp Enrico 19,400 0.39 AB 59,300 1.19 F 0.80
Viva Road :
Fermi Dr

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-95, the following revisions were made to Table 2.15-27, Cumulative
Significant Traffic Impacts Existing Conditions vs. Existing General Plans:

Existing General Plan Update
Roadway | Segment | ADT vic | Los ADT | vic LOS | AinviC
San Diego
SR-905
Siempre 125 to 19,400 0.39 AB 50,700 1.01 F 0.62
Viva Rd Enrico
Fermi Dr

« On Draft EIR page 2.15-96, the following revisions were made to Table 2.15-28, Criteria for
Accepting LOS E/F Roads:

; . ~riteri . ot
Se slt_uete Cests | Within-establisned-or planned-town B? pass-Foads “Iﬁe' Ieasbe_
| center | i e 1
Patterns LoS Operational-improvements
. . fications. wh teasibl
Haproveme ts-would equireremovinga
Sig .Iea A be. otexisting
Senstrustio gl osts | Gennesis-ajorinieregio al_ €0 'dg. s Regio wide solutions-to-housing-and
o des al_te ate foutes-to-interregiona tathc-problems .
||palet_s €o dgs""“a.'gkgg . I pe_ueletstelisadegea
Hprove Ile' Hsto |e|eﬂase eapﬁraeﬁty i
Bevelopment ; ) A i Wide ”g. W-alongroutes-that paralie
terregio alcorrdors-and-still produce ' 1|5 and-iheeded-to-minimizeimpasts
ailing-LOS .
Hnprovements ".“eud ave-substantia
Pacts-on enviFoRmentar resouices
LOS
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9 ? a-S1o ts’eg entorthe ead_a s Qpeﬁ_aue al_ provements
Established-Land ROW
Development Operationalimprovements
- —— ﬁ
Senstrustio QI osts || epese_d HgAMERLo "’de.' "9 would |
i |paetsg’| I.ea HHe ab ta’t SC ' Iassificati .
HApacts o ; . oo
orsig Ile.antaena.eeegea sites capaciy-within-the ROW
Located ra ea-witl steepslopes-that Operationalimprovements
would require excessive grad g
improvemants-wou dsu_b_s_ taRtiaty ’
|paet|_ aje’ pu.b ciae te_s(e_se_ VOIS
acecept-alowerLOS

Identified below are the applicable situations, and potential improvement options, for accepting a road classification
where a Level of Service E / F is forecast. The instances described below specify when the adverse impacts of
adding travel lanes do not justify the resulting benefit of increased traffic capacity. In addition, adding capacity to
roads can be growth inducing in areas where additional growth is currently not planned, which is not consistent with
County Global Climate Change strategies.

Marginal When This Would Apply—Marginal deficiencies are characterized when only a short
Deficiencies segment of a road is forecast to operate at LOS E or F, or the forecasted traffic volumes are

only slightly higher than the LOS D threshold. Classifying the road with a designation that
would add travel lanes for the entire road would be excessive and could adversely impact
community character and / or impede bicycle and pedestrian circulation. Also, in some
instances, although underutilized alternate routes exist that could accommodate the excess
traffic, they were not included in the traffic forecast model.

Potential Improvement Options—Rather than increase the number of travel lanes for the
entire road segment to achieve a better LOS, it is more prudent to apply operational
improvements only on the portion of the road operating at LOS E and F. This may require
specifying a road classification “With Improvement Options” to retain sufficient right-of-way to
construct any necessary operational improvements.

Town Center When This Would Apply—This situation would apply when the right-of-way required to add
Impacts travel lanes would adversely impact established land development patterns and / or impede

bicycle and pedestrian circulation. The Community Development Model (see the General
Plan’s Guiding Principle #2) concept strives to establish a land development pattern with
compact villages and town centers surrounded by areas of low and very low density
development. The construction of large multi-lane roads would divide an established town
center, even though the intent of the road would be to connect areas within the community or
improve access to areas within or surrounding the community.

Potential Improvement Options—Traffic congestion impacts can be mitigated without
adding travel lanes by establishing alternate parallel routes that would distribute the traffic
volumes, such as a network of local public roads. Other means of mitigating traffic congestion
impacts other than increasing the number of traffic lanes include promoting the use of
alternate modes of travel in town centers to reduce single-occupant vehicle trips or
maximizing the efficiency of a roadway with operational improvements, such as intersection

improvements.

Regional When This Would Apply—Regional connectivity issues would apply when congestion on
Connectivity State freeways and highways causes regional travelers to use County roads, resulting in

congestion on the County road network. Rather than widening County roads to accommodate
this traffic, the deficiencies in the regional road network should be addressed.

Potential Improvement Options—Coordinate with SANDAG to identify the necessary
improvements to the regional transportation network and to support appropriate priority in the
Regional Transportation Plan to improve these congested freeways and highways, rather than
contributing to increased congestion on County roads.
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Impacts to When This Would Apply—This situation would occur when adding travels lanes to a road
Environmental and | that would adversely impact environmental and cultural resources such as significant habitat,
Cultural Resources | wetlands, MSCP preserves, wildlife movement, historic landmarks, stands of mature trees, or
archaeological sites. This situation would also occur in areas with steep slopes where
widening roads would require massive grading, which would result in adverse environmental
impacts and other degradation of the physical environment.

Potential Improvement Options—Provide improvement options, such as passing lanes, to
areas without significant environmental or cultural constraints. This may require specifying a
road classification “With Improvement Options” to retain sufficient right-of-way to construct
any necessary operational improvements.

Source: County DPLU 2009

Section 2.16, Utilities and Service Systems

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-2, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading MWD, SDCWA and SDCWA Member Water Districts:

In 2008, MWD provided approximately 71 percent of the total water supply for the entire San
Diego County, including incorporated areas.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-2, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Planning for Future Water Supply:

Single year, normal year and multiple dry water year 2005 UWMP supply and demand
assessments for MWD, SDCWA and SDCWA member districts are included in Appendix-H J
of this EIR.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-3, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Planning for Future Water Supply:

In the 2005 UWMPs, MWD, SDCWA and all 15 SDCWA member agencies that serve the
unincorporated County determined that adequate water supplies would be available to serve
existing service areas under normal water year, single dry water year and multiple dry water
year conditions through the year 2030, if Water Authority and member agency supplies are
developed as planned, along with implementation of MWD's IRP.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-3, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Imported Water Supply Issues:

Factors such as cutbacks in water importation supplies from MWD and SDCWA and-the
Statewide—drought—were not accounted for in the 2005 UWMP supply and demand
projections.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-3, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Imported Water Supply Issues:

As a result, local water agencies have had to rely on contingency and emergency sources of
water, including local groundwater and storage supplies, as well as voluntary and mandatory
restrictions, to lessen direct impacts on water availability for their customers.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.16-4, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Metropolitan Water District (MWD):

MWD'’s long-term strategy for a sustainable water supply is outlined in its IRP (2004), which
is currently belng updated Ihe%tate—has—nmﬂa%ed%ndmg—ef—wa%e#pre}eets—as—a—ma%e#

PARMPY. Th|s plan requires that an agency develop a water management plan for
incorporation in a regional process to integrate its plan with other agencies having
responsibilities for water management.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-5, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA):

Because of the County’s semi-arid climate and limited local water supplies, SDCWA
provides up to 90 percent of the water used in the San Diego region imperting-frem by way
of imported water from MWD, a transfer agreement with Imperial Irrigation District (IID) and
agreements for the lining of the All American and Coachella Canals, via the Quantification

Settlement Agreement of October 2003. A-single-suppher—MAWD

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-5, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA):

The 2002 2004 Regional Water Facilities Master Plan, planned to be updated in 2009 2012,
analyzes future water demands and different ways to meet those demands.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-5, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA):

In addition to the 2004 Regional Water Facilities Master Plan, the SDCWA, County of San
Diego _and City of San Diego collaboratively maintain_an Integrated Regional Water
Management Plan (IRWMP) for the San Diego region. The Final San Diego IRWMP,
adopted in 2007, reflects a comprehensive approach to water resources planning that
integrates ongoing local planning efforts in order to maximize regional water management
benefits and resolve any existing or potential conflicts. The San Diego IRWMP identifies
programs and projects that best achieve the region’s goals to optimize water supply
reliability, and protect and enhance water quality, while providing stewardship of natural
resources. The 2007 San Diego IRWMP includes a description of the region and
participants, regional objectives and priorities, water management _strateqgies,
implementation, impacts and benefits, data management, financing, stakeholder
involvement, relationship to local planning, and State and federal coordination. IRWM
planning was derived from California Proposition 50, approved by the voters in 2002, which
set aside $380 million for IRWMP-related grants (SDIRWM 2010).

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-6, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA):

The SDCWA's most recent planning documents, the 2005 Urban Water Management Plan
and 2006-2007 Annual Report, concluded that water supplies would be sufficient through
2030, if Water Authority and member agency supplies are developed as planned, along with
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the implementation of MWD’s IRP. However, with the majority of its supplies coming from
MWD, the SDCWA has also been affected by the federal court decision regarding the Delta
smelt and the Statewide drought.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-8, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Ramona Municipal Water District (Ramona MWD):

The Ramona MWD provides water service to approximately 57 percent of the Ramona CPA.
Ramona MWD covers 45,796 acres and has approximately 9,477 connections. Ramona
MWD operates 272 250 miles of pipeline, 13 water pump lift stations, and the Lake Ramona
Reservoir, which has a storage capacity of 12000 13,400 AF. RMWD also has one
treatment facility, the John C. Bargar Water Treatment Plant. This plant has a treatment
capacity of 5.3 mgd; however, the plant is currently not in operation and although rated at
5.3 mad, has been unable to operate above 3.0 mgd as a result of recent changes in
drinking water standards. The average daily consumption for Ramona MWD is 10.86 mgd.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-9, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Sweetwater Authority/South Bay Irrigation District:

The SA/SB provides water service to National City, the northern part of Bonita, and the
western portion of Chula Vista. SA/SB serves approximately 32,560 33:785 connections
over a service area of 20,480 acres. Depending upon the amount of rainfall received, as
much as Appreximately-45 70 percent of the water supply is obtained from the SDCWA and
while—the remaining—55-as _little_as 30 percent is obtained from local sources. SA/SB
operates 390 388 miles of pipelines, 23 pump stations, 19 groundwater production wells,
the Perdue Water Treatment Plant Faeility (30 mgd capacity), the Demin—Treatment
Reynolds Groundwater Desalination Facility (4 mgd capacity), Sweetwater Reservoir
(28,079 AF capacity), and Loveland Reservoir (25,387 AF capacity). SA/SB provides 88
percent of its water service to residential land uses, 180 percent to commercial land uses,
twe nine percent to government land uses, two percent to beth industrial land uses, and less
than_one percent to agricultural land uses. Average daily consumption for SA/SB is 19.5
225 mgd.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-15, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Indian Reservations:

There is also an existing proposal to annex the Sycuan Casino into the HADB OWD. All
other Sycuan trust lands and lands owned by the Sycuan Band in fee are within the
boundaries of either the PDMWD or the OWD.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-23, second paragraph, fourth paragraph, the following text has been
revised under the heading Ramona Municipal Water District (Ramona MWD):

The Ramona MWD is an-independent-sanitation-distriet authorized to provide operate two

sewer service to-twe areas: 1) San Diego Country Estates, which utilizes the San Vicente
Wastewater Treatment Plant; and 2) the Ramona Town Center area, which utilizes the
Santa Maria Wastewater Treatment Plant. Ramona MWD provides wastewater service over
an area of 9,708 acres. It operates 78 100 miles of sewer pipelines, six five pump lift
stations and conveys wastewater locally to the Santa Maria and San Vicente Wastewater

Treatment Facilities. Fhe-pass-through-capacity for-eachfacility-is-1-75-mgd-with-an-average
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flew-of1-45-mgd- The rated plant capacity for Santa Maria is 1.00 mgd and for San Vicente
is 0.80 mgd. The annual moving average flow rate is 0.81 mgd for Santa Maria and 0.61 for
San Vicente. However, the Santa Maria Wastewater Treatment Plant exceeded its rated
capacity on several occasions during the last ten years and in 2005 experienced 30-day
moving average flow of 1.14 mgd. These facilities also have a water reclamation capacity of
0.35 mgd and an average flow of reclaimed water at 0.33 mgd. Effluent is used for golf
course irrigation. Information regarding Ramona MWD water service is discussed in Section
2.16.1.1, Potable Water Supply and Distribution.

« On Draft EIR pages 2.16-23 and 2.16-24, last and first paragraphs, the following text has
been revised under the heading Valley Center Municipal Water District (VCMWD):

The majority of VCMWD service area is served by individual septic systems. VCMWD is an
independent district that provides wastewater service evera-service-area to a small portion
of its 62,100 acres service area. VCMWD also provides water service, as discussed in
Section 2.16.1.1, Potable Water Supply and Distribution. The VCMWD service area includes
the following: 1) the I-15 corridor area, including Hidden Meadows, the Lawrence Welk
Specific Plan Area and Castle Creek Country Club, which is served by the Lower Moosa

Canyon Water Reclamation Facilities (WRF); and 2)-the-Skyine-Raneh-Country-Club-and-a
mobile-hemepark-onParadise-Mountain,—and-2)the Woods Valley Ranch subdivision which

is served by the Woods Valley Ranch WRF VCMWD operates these two water reclamatlon
facilities. Lew

Water Reclamation-Facility- The Lower Moosa Facrllty has a capacrty of 0.5 mgd and an
average flow of 0.35 mgd. The Woods Valley Skylinre Ranch Facility has a capacity of
50,000 70,000 gpd and an average flow of 45,000 35,000 gpd.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-25, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Transfer Stations:

Solid waste not dumped directly in a landfill is deposited temporarily in several privately
operated transfer stations er—rural-bin—sites located throughout the County. Nine Seven
transfer stations in the County assist with solid waste disposal services. Table 2.16-6
identifies these stations, their operators and permitted annual throughput. The region’s
transfer stations play a vital role in accommodating throughput to landfills, serving as
collection and separation points of solid waste and recyclables. Transfer stations help
reduce traffic congestion and provide the flexibility to haul waste to distant landfills or
processing plants outside of the San Diego region. The network currently handles
approximately 60 percent of the region’s solid waste and services. The network has a
permitted throughput of approximately three million tons per year, and currently utilizes

about two million tons per year, or 67 percent of network capacrty Ihe—rural—bm—srte—sy#stem

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-46, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Urban Water Management Plans:

In the 2005 UWMPs, MWD, SDCWA and all 15 SDCWA member agencies that serve the
unincorporated County determined that adequate water supplies would be available to serve
existing service areas under normal water year, single dry water year and multiple dry water
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year conditions through the year 2030, if Water Authority and member agency supplies are
developed as planned, along with the implementation of MWD’s IRP.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-47, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Urban Water Management Plans:

Many of the State’s major reservoirs have been drawn down to very low water levels as a
result. The 2005 UWMPs’ supply and demand projections accounted for multiple dry water
year drought conditions, but did not account for the current regulatory restrictions on
pumprnq from the State Water Pr0|ect G#eumstanees—sueh—as—these—have—resutted—m

Aprrl 2009 the SDCWA in response to reduced water supplles caused by regulatory
restrictions on water deliveries from Northern California, lingering drought, and cutbacks
from MWD, approved cutting water deliveries to its member water agencies by 8 percent
(effective July 1, 2009).

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-48, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Future Water Supply:

However, as discussed above, unexpected climatic and legal factors and the regulatory
constraints (i.e., cutbacks) on pumping of MWD water supplies from the State Water Project
have increased the uncertainty that projects included in MWD planning documents will be
able to adequately serve future demand.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-49, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Alternative Water Supplies:

For these reasons, it is unlikely this alternative would be feasibly implemented by SDCWA.
Hewever; SDCWA and other local and regional water agencies are is currently implementing
increased short-term and long-term water conservation measures to overcome water
shortage obstacles and increase water supplies. For example, SDCWA has implemented a
number of short-term conservation strategies, which include limiting irrigation of landscaping
to certain days; prohibiting the washing down of paved surfaces; regulating individual car
washing procedures; requiring the use of recycled or non-potable water during construction;
prohibiting the use of ornamental fountains that do not utilize recycled water; and regulating
restaurant and hotel operations.

Long-term water _conservation strategies occur _on both local and regional levels and are
outlined in respective UWMPs, IRPs, Drought Management Plans and Regional IRWMPs.
Additionally, in 2008, Governor Schwarzenegger created a new State water conservation
goal to achieve a 20 percent reduction in per capita water use statewide by 2020. To
achieve this goal, the Governor created a “20 x 2020 Agency Team on Water Conservation”
with the focus of developing a Water Conservation Plan to achieve this water conservation
goal. Several agencies will help the 20 x 2020 Agency Team on Water Conservation create
the Water Conservation Plan, including: the DWR, the SWRCB, the California_Energy
Commission, the Department of Public Health, the California Public Utilities Commission, the
Bureau of Reclamation, and the California Water Conservation Council. In addition to the
creation of a Water Conservation Plan, the Governor _has identified the following existing
long-term water conservation tools that water users and water agencies may use to achieve
the 20 percent reduction in per capita water use statewide by 2020 (SWRCB 2010):
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The California Water Plan. The latest update published in 2005 provides a strategic plan
for water management, laying the foundation for water conservation and other resource
management activities.

Bond funding. There is grant funding (Proposition 50 and Proposition 84) available to help
agencies and regions plan and implement water management programs.

Access to funds. A new law enacted in 2007, Assembly Bill (AB) 1420, requires most water
agencies to implement a series of water conservation measures in order to be eligible for
water management grant funds.

Efficiency standards. Showerheads, faucets, toilets, and clothes washers are all more
water-efficient because California has led the nation in establishing strong standards. New
laws will require_even more efficient toilets in the future, new standards for irrigation
controllers are planned, and other new building and appliance standards are possible in the
future.

New programs and tools. The California DWR is working on programs that will help
communities and customers conserve water. A Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance
was developed in 2009 that local governments can adopt as their own. Landscape
conservation offers more potential savings than any other single conservation measure.
Also, DWR is upgrading the California Irrigation Management Information System, a network
of automated weather stations around the State that measure how much water landscapes
or_crops need. System upgrades will enable the system to communicate with a new
generation of automated irrigation controllers.

Collaboration. Hundreds of water agencies, environmental organizations, and others work
together under the banner of the California Urban Water Conservation Council (CUWCQ).
Since 1991, this organization has set voluntary standards for conservation programs.
CUWCC's approach and standards ensure that California conservation programs are cost-
effective and achieve the required savings.

Requlatory protection. The SWRCB is entrusted with the responsibility to ensure beneficial
use of water in California and prevent waste and unreasonable use.

Although there are many long-term water conservation programs and plans that currently
exist, it is likely new programs and approaches would be developed (outside of the 20 x
2020 Agency Team Water Conservation Plan) to meet the Governor's target and help
ensure water supply reliability. For example, the California Public Utilities Commission is
conducting several water conservation/efficiency pilots to determine associated energy
savings pairing water and enerqy utilities’ programs. The option of curtailing development
(i.e., no project alternative) in the unincorporated County in locations where sufficient water
is potentially not available at build-out would be the responsibility of the County, which has
the land use authority to approve or deny proposed development projects.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-51, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under
the heading Future Water Supply:

The complete study is provided in Appendix €D, County of San Diego General Plan Update
Groundwater Study.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.16-53, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Summary:

Although multiple planning documents exist to ensure a reliable water supply is available for
future growth within the County, issues such as cutbacks in imported water due to regulatory

restrictions on pumping from the State Water Project ard-unprecedented—drought—years

were unaccounted for in these documents.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-55, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Impact Analysis:

Wastewater districts that would serve the largest populations and inereases number of
housing units under implementation of the General Plan Update include OWD (79,539
housing units and 236,309 persons); PDMWD (74,422 housing units and 211,348 persons);
SVSD (28,199 housing units and 86,999 persons); and Ramona MWD (14,174 27273
housing units and 43,510 83;749-persons).

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-55, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Impact Analysis:

As discussed in Section 2.16.1.2, the following wastewater districts have a greater number
of allocated EDUs than available EDUSs, indicating insufficient facilities to service the
community at build out: ASD; Lakeside Sanitation District, PDMWD, Ramona MWD, SVSD,
WGSMD, BWD, BSD, CWSMD, FPUD, and JSD.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-58, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under
the heading Impact Analysis:

The recently approved Master Plan for the approval ef-the-tentativelyreserved-expansion-for
the—Sycamore Ganyen Landfill would also add 116.6 million tons to the capacity in the

County.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-65, second paragraph, the text has been revised as follows under
the heading Issue 8: Energy:

As discussed above, prior to mitigation, the proposed project has the potential to increase
energy demand and require the construction or expansion of energy facilities, which would
result in potentially significant direct environmental impacts. FhereforetThe proposed
project, in combination with the identified cumulative projects, would also have the potential
to contribute to result-in a significant cumulative impact. Therefore, the proposed project’s
contribution would be cumulatively considerable.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-66, General Plan Update Policy LU-9.4 has been revised as follows
under the heading General Plan Update Palicies:

Policy LU-9.4:  Infrastructure Serving Villages and Community Cores. Prioritize
infrastructure improvements and the provision of public facilities for Villages and community
cores and-sized for the intensity of development allowed by the Land Use Map.
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e On Draft EIR pages 2.16-66 and 2.16-73, General Plan Update Policy LU-12.2 has been
revised as follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-12.2: Maintenance of Adequate Services. Require development to mitigate
significant impacts to existing service levels of public facilities or services for existing
residents and businesses. Provide improvements for Mobility Element roads in accordance
with the Mobility Element Network Appendix matrices, which may result in ultimate build-out
conditions that achieve a-higher an improved LOS but do not achieve a LOS of D or better.

e« On Draft EIR page 2.16-66, General Plan Update Policy LU-14.4 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-14.4: Sewer Facilities. Prohibit sewer facilities that would induce unplanned
growth. Require sewer systems to be planned, developed, and sized to serve the land use
pattern and densities depicted on the Land Use Map. Sewer systems and services shall not
be extended beyond either Village boundaries or extant Urban Limit Lines, whichever is
more restrictive, except:

o When necessary for public health, safety, or welfare;
« When within existing sewer district boundaries; or
¢ Where specifically allowed in the Community Plan.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-67, General Plan Update Policy H-1.3 has been revised as follows
under the heading General Plan Update Palicies:

Policy H-1.3: Housing near Public Services. Encourage-the-development-of Maximize

housing in areas served by transportation networks, within close proximity to job centers,
and where public services and infrastructure are available.

« On Draft EIR pages 2.16-68 and 2.16-70, General Plan Update Policy COS-4.3 has been
revised as follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-4.3: Stormwater Filtration. Maximize stormwater filtration and/or infiltration in
areas that are not subject to high groundwater by maximizing the natural drainage patterns
and the retention of natural vegetation and other pervious surfaces. This policy shall not
apply in areas with high groundwater, where raising the water table could cause septic
system failures, andfer moisture damage to building slabs, and/or other problems.

e« On Draft EIR pages 2.16-69 and 2.16-70, General Plan Update Policy LU-8.2 has been
revised as follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy LU-8.2:  Groundwater Resources. Require development to identify adequate
groundwater resources in groundwater dependent areas, as follows:

« In areas dependent on currently identified groundwater overdrafted basins, prohibit new
development from exacerbating overdraft conditions. Encourage programs to alleviate
overdraft conditions in Borrego Valley.

« In areas without current overdraft groundwater conditions, prehibit evaluate new
groundwater-dependent development to assure a sustainable long-term supply of
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groundwater is available that will not adversely impact existing groundwater users.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-70, General Plan Update Policy COS-4.1 has been revised as
follows under the heading, General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-4.1: Water Conservation. Require development to reduce the waste of
potable water through use of efficient technologies and conservation efforts that minimize
the County’s dependence on imported water and conserve groundwater resources.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-70, General Plan Update Policy COS-5.5 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-5.5: Impacts of Development to Water Quality. Require development
projects to avoid impacts to the water quality in local reservoirs, groundwater resources, and
recharge areas, watersheds, and other local water sources.

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-73, General Plan Update Policy COS-17.1 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

Policy COS-17.1: Reduction of Solid Waste Materials. Reduce greenhouse gas
emissions and future landfill capacity needs through reduction, reuse, or recycling of all
types of solid waste that is generated. Divert solid waste from Iandfllls in compllance W|th—the

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-78, second paragraph, the text has been revised as follows under
the heading Issue 8: Energy:

The development of future land uses as designated in the proposed General Plan Update
would require energy facilities to be constructed or expanded, which would have the
potential to result in significant environmental effects. Therefore, the proposed project
would result in a potentially significant direct impact. Additionally, the proposed project
would result in a potentially eumulatively-considerable-contribution-te-significant cumulative
impact. However, implementation of the proposed General Plan Update policies and
mitigation measures, in addition to the California Energy Efficiency Standards for residential
and non-residential buildings would reduce direct impacts related to the need for the
expansion or construction of energy facilities to a level below significance. Additionally, with
implementation of the proposed General Plan Update policies and mitigation measures, the

proposed prOJects cumulatlve contrlbutlon Would be reduced to a Iess than S|qn|f|cant Ievel

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-79, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.16-1,
SDCWA Member Water Districts Existing and Future Housing and Population:
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Housing Housing Units — | Population | Growth in Growth in
SDCWA Member Water Units | Population (Proposed (Proposed Housing Population
Districts (2004) (2004) Project) Project) (percent) (percent)
Helix Water District 28,075 83,033 31,097 91,954 11 11
Olivenhain Municipal 5,273 13,646 6,005 15,541 14 14
Water District 5,982 15,482 6,949 17.984 16 16
Otay Water District 20,783 62,687 23,267 70,187 12 12
Padre Dam Municipal 22,270 63,562 28,407 80,755 28 27
Water District 57,046 162,729 #4422 211,348 30 30
Rainbow Municipal Water 7,106 20,083 11,803 33,265 66 66
District 7,768 21,947 13,052 36,759 68 67
Ramona Municipal Water 8,337 25,592 14,174 43,510 41 41
District 16,502 50,656 24273 83,719 85 85
Rincon del Diablo 4,199 12,596 8,403 25,250 100 100
Municipal Water District 9.887 29,691 18,915 56,884 91 92
Vallecitos Water District 3,731 11,083 5,648 16,660 51 50
Yuima Municipal Water 719 2,150 2,037 6,090 183 183
District 907 2710 2:351 7027 159 159

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-80, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.16-2,
Groundwater Dependent Water Districts Existing and Future Housing and Population:

Housing
Housing Units Population | Growth in | Growth in
Groundwater Dependant Units | Population | (Proposed | (Proposed | Housing | Population
Districts (2004) (2004) Project) Project) (percent) | (percent)
Borrego Water District 989 1,526 8,624 13,308 772 772

« On Draft EIR page 2.16-81, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.16-4,
Wastewater Districts Existing and Future Housing and Population:

Housing
Housing Units Population | Growth in | Growth in
Units Population | (Proposed | (Proposed | Housing | Population
Wastewater Districts (2004) (2004) Project) Project) (percent) | (percent)
Padre Dam Municipal Water 22,270 63,562 28,407 80,755 28 27
District 57,046 162,729 74:422 211,348 -30 30
Borrego Water District 989 1,526 8,624 13,308 772 772
Olivenhain Municipal Water 5,273 13,646 6,005 15,541 14 14
District 5,982 5482 949 7984 16 16
Ramona Municipal Water 8,337 25,592 14,174 43,510 41 41
District 16,502 50,656 24273 83,719 65 65
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On Draft EIR page 2.16-82, the following deletions have been made to Table 2.16-6, Solid
Waste Transfer Stations Serving Unincorporated San Diego County:

] Permitted Annual
Transfer Stations Operator Throughput (tons)
Campo Allied Waste Industries 5

Vieias Allied Waste Industries 5616

On Draft EIR page 2.16-84, the following revisions have been made to Table 2.16-8, Power
Plants Located in San Diego County (as of 2006):

Name | Peak (MWSs) | Owner
Qualifying Facility/Cogeneration/Renewables

Landfill Gas (Otay) 7.4 Covanta
Landfill Gas (Sycamore) 35 Fortistar

Section 2.17, Global Climate Change

On Draft EIR page 2.17-1, the Global Climate Change Summary of Impacts Table has been
revised as follows:

Issue Project Cumulative Impact After

Number Issue Topic Project Direct Impact Impact Mitigation
1 Compliance with AB 32 Potentially Significant S'gn'f.'caf?‘ Cumulative Unavoidable Less

Contribution T
than Significant
Potential Effects of Global A

2 Climate Change on the Potentially Significant Slgnlf_lcar)t Cumulative ISI ghHe elu tla lLEiess
Proposed General Plan Contribution T ===

Update than Significant

On Draft EIR page 2.17-12, sixth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Guidelines for Determination of Significance:

In order for the proposed General Plan Update to not conflict with the goals and strategies of
AB 32, the Plan County needs to reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. As a
result, achievement of 1990 emission levels by 2020 has been selected as the significance
threshold for this project.

On Draft EIR page 2.17-13, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Impact Analysis:

Although the horizon year for the General Plan Update is2030 may be as far out as 2050
based on the draft SANDAG 2050 forecasts adopted in 2010, AB 32 requirements indicate
the year 2020 as the limit by which GHG emissions need to be reduced to 1990 levels.
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On Draft EIR page 2.17-23, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Climate.

Experts generally conclude that rainfall will continue to vary widely from year to year, leaving
San Diego County highly vulnerable to drought. The changes in climate would have the
potential to impact future development under the General Plan Update because the majority
of the unincorporated County is located inland, where more extreme temperature increases
are _expected. Therefore, the unincorporated County would be vulnerable to potential
drought, wildfires, and public health risks resulting from changes in climate in the County, as
described below.

On Draft EIR page 2.17-24, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Sea Level:

Wetlands and estuaries could be devastated, leaving beaches exposed to more pollutants
that endanger human and marine life. While most of the unincorporated County is located
inland and would not be directly impacted by sea level rise, future development under the
General Plan Update in the San Diequito CPA would have the potential to be at risk for
flooding because of its proximity to the coast. The coastal area of the Pendleton/De Luz
CPA would also be at risk for flooding associated with sea level rise; however, this area is
within the jurisdiction of USMC Camp Pendleton, not the County of San Diego.

On Draft EIR page 2.17-24, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Water Supply:

Even with plans in place to conserve, recycle, and augment our available water, it is
estimated San Diego County could face an 18 percent shortfall in water supply by 2050
(San Diego Foundation 2008). As discussed in Section 2.16.3.4, Issue 4: Adequate Water
Supplies, due to uncertainties surrounding the implementation of future water supply
projects, water supplies may be inadequate to serve the build out of the proposed General
Plan Update. Additional reductions in water supply as a result of climate change would
further impact the availability of water to support future development under the General Plan

Update.

On Draft EIR page 2.17-24, third paragraph, the following text has been added under the
heading Water Supply:

Water Quality

Increased temperatures and changes in precipitation patterns can also affect the quality of
water supplies (EPA 2009a). For example, changes in runoff patterns can result in additional
pollution and sedimentation in surface waters; and changes in evaporation rates or sea level
rise can increase salinity within freshwater bodies and within groundwater basins.

As discussed in_ Section 2.8.1.4, Water Quality, increased pollutants can lead to
contaminated drinking water for humans and animals, potentially leading to adverse public
health issues. Moreover, excessive sedimentation can adversely affect aquatic organisms,
hinder photosynthesis, and disrupt lifecycle and behavioral activities of wildlife.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.17-25, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Wildfires:

A simultaneous occurrence of all of these factors will increase the likelihood of more
devastating firestorms similar to those that destroyed many homes and lives in the
unincorporated County during 2003 and 2007. As discussed in Section 2.7.3.8, Issue 8:
Wildland Fires, the vast majority of the unincorporated County is already ranked as having a
high or very high fire hazard risk. Future development under the General Plan Update would
increase the population in the unincorporated County, which would result in greater wildland
fire risks to people and structures. Climate change has the potential to increase the already
high fire hazard risk to future development projects occurring under the General Plan

Update.

« On Draft EIR page 2.17-25, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under
the heading Ecosystems:

Top predators like coyotes may be lost if habitat patches become too small or isolated, and
that can lead to an increase in smaller predators that prey on native songbirds. As
discussed in Section 2.4.3.1, Issue 1: Special Status Plant and Wildlife Species, future
development under the General Plan Update would have the potential to impact plant and
wildlife species in the County through direct removal of habitat or indirectly through impacts
such as water quality, fugitive dust emissions, and introduction of non-native species.
Climate change would increase the severity of impacts to biological resources that would
occur from future development under the General Plan Update.

« On Draft EIR page 2.17-25, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Public Health:

Wildfire smoke contains numerous toxic and hazardous pollutants that are dangerous to
breathe and can worsen lung disease and other respiratory conditions. As discussed
above, the project area is already at risk for wildfire and climate change would potentially
increase the risk. Therefore, future development proposed under the General Plan Update
would be exposed to air pollution and associated health risks as a result of increased
wildfires. Additionally, future development proposed under the General Plan Update would
be exposed to a regional increase in ozone air pollution levels and associated health
impacts as a result of climate change.

« On Draft EIR page 2.17-25, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Public Health:

Warmer temperatures year-round could lead to growing mosquito populations, increasing
the occurrence of West Nile Virus in the San Diego region. Hot weather could also bring
tropical diseases such as malaria and dengue fever to the region for the first time. In coastal
waters, conditions are likely to favor more frequent “red tides” or harmful algal blooms, which
can harbor toxic bacteria and other diseases. In 2050, with an aging population and more
residents living in areas with extreme-heat conditions and poor air quality, the San Diego
region will face intensified public health concerns. As discussed above, inland areas of the
County are expected to experience greater increases in temperate than coastal areas. The
majority of the unincorporated County is located in inland areas; therefore, future
development under the General Plan Update would potentially be exposed to increased
health risks from increased temperature due to climate change.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.17-26, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Energy Needs:

Hotter summers and more frequent, longer and intense heat waves will increase peak
demand for electricity, which could result in blackouts and power outages without adequate
planning. As discussed in Section 2.16.3.8, Issue 8: Energy, the construction or expansion
of enerqgy facilities would be required to support future development under the General Plan
Update. Additionally, the majority of the unincorporated County is located inland, where
temperature increases are expected to be the greatest. Climate change would increase the
need for new or expanded enerqgy facilities in the County to provide summer cooling for
future development projects proposed under the General Plan Update. It would also
increase the potential for future development under the General Plan Update to be subject
to blackouts and power outages.

« On Draft EIR page 2.17-27, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Issue 1: Compliance with AB 32:

However, as detailed in the State’s Scoping Plan, in order to achieve AB 32 levels, action
will be required at all levels of government. Several federal and State programs will have a
significant role in reducing pregrams emissions. Many of these programs are already
underway; however, some are in their infancy and full implementation has not yet been
realized and others are merely anticipated. While the State’s commitment to AB 32 provides
some assurances that these efforts will come to complete fruition, they are beyond the
authority of the County. Without them, a greater burden would be placed on the County will
not-be-able in order to independently achieve the AB 32 targets. Nevertheless, the County
has committed to achieving the 1990 emission levels by 2020 in the proposed General Plan
Update. This commitment is supported by numerous General Plan Update policies and
mitigation measures listed below. Therefore, impacts related to GHG emissions and
compliance with AB 32 would be reduced to a less than significant level. are-considered

significant-and-unaveidable-

« On Draft EIR page 2.17-27, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading General Plan Update Policies:

Implementation of the following General Plan Update policies, in combination with those
listed in Table I-1 of the proposed General Plan Update, and mitigation measures listed
below would reduce proposed project impacts related to compliance with AB 32:-but-net to

below a significant level efsignificance.

« On Draft EIR page 2.17-27, General Plan Update Policy COS-10.7 has been added under
the heading General Plan Update Policies:

COS-10.7: Recycling of Debris. Encourage the installation and operation of construction
and demolition (C&D) debris recycling facilities as an accessory use at permitted (or
otherwise authorized) mining facilities to increase the supply of available mineral resources.
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« On Draft EIR page 2.17-28, General Plan Update Policy COS-17.1 has been revised as
follows under the heading General Plan Update Policies:

COS-17.1: Reduction of Solid Waste Materials. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and
future landfill capacity needs through reduction, reuse, or recycling of all types of solid waste
that is generated Divert solid waste from Iandfllls in compllance W|th the—Gah#emra

o On Draft EIR page 2.17-32, mitigation measure CC-1.19 has been added under the heading
Mitigation Measures:

CC-1.19 Revise the Zoning Ordinance to facilitate recycling salvaged concrete, asphalt,
and rock.

« On Draft EIR page 2.17-32, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Issue 2: Effects of Global Climate Change on the General Plan Update.

The proposed General Plan Update policies and corresponding mitigation measures
identified above in Section 2.17.6.1, Issue 1: Compliance with AB 32, in combination with
applicable regulations including the CAA, Lieberman-Warner Climate Security Act, CARB
standards, Title 24 standards, Executive Order S-3-05, AB 32, Executive Order S-01-07, SB
97, SB 1368, SB 1078, APCD standards and existing County programs and policies, would
mltlgate dlrect and cumulatlve |mpacts to development from adverse effects of climate

Add|t|onal relevant proposed General Plan Update poI|C|es and correspondlnq mlthatlon

measures that would address impacts from climate change on the General Plan Update are
identified in the respective issue sections in this EIR. Because climate change is a global
issue, the efforts made by the County and even the State to reduce GHG emissions will not
avoid the consequences of excessive GHG emissions throughout the world. However, with
AB 32, the State of California has committed to addressing its share of the issue and with
the General Plan Update, the County would be committing to their share as well.
Additionally, the policies and mitigation measures proposed with the General Plan Update
enable the County to readily respond to adverse conseqguences from global climate change.
Therefore, the impacts related to affects of climate change on the General Plan Update
would be reduced to a less than significant level.

« On Draft EIR page 2.17-32, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Issue 1: Compliance with AB 32:

Therefore, the proposed project would result in a potentially significant impact related to
compliance with AB 32. Additionally, the proposed project would result in a potentially
significant cumulative impact. The proposed General Plan Update policies and mitigation
measures would reduce direct and cumulative impacts related to compliance with AB 32 and
would mlthate these |mpacts to a level below S|qn|f|cant Hewever—as—detaued—m—theé}tate—s
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« On Draft EIR page 2.17-33, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Issue 2: Effects of Global Climate Change on the General Plan Update:

The proposed General Plan policies and mitigation measures discussed above, in addition
to compliance with applicable regulations such as the CAA, Lieberman-Warner Climate
Security Act, CARB standards, Title 24 standards, Executive Order S-3-05, AB 32,
Executive Order S-01-07, SB 97, SB 1368, SB 1078, APCD standards and existing County
programs and policies, would mitigate the potential direct and cumulative impacts of global

cllmate change to a IeveI below S|qn|f|cant However—as—with—lssue—1,—addressing-the

Chapter 3.0, Other CEQA Considerations

« On Draft EIR page 3-8, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes:

The proposed project would also result in significant unavoidable effects related to air

emissions ireluding—emissions—of-greenhouse-gases (see Section 2.3, Air Quality Section
217 Climate Change).

« On Draft EIR page 3-16, all paragraphs, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Global Climate Change:
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Chapter 4.0, Project Alternatives

On Draft EIR page 4-4, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Backcountry Development Alternative:

Additionally, allowing for higher intensity growth in the backcountry does not meet five of the
ten project objectives because it would: 1) produce additional burdens on infrastructure
capacities since infrastructure is less available in the backcountry; 2) increase public costs
by not concentrating development within the San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA)
boundary; 3) not help retain land for agriculture and-sensitivereseurces grazing; 4) not
locate growth near infrastructure, services, and jobs; and 5) not accurately reflect the actual
development capacity of the land.

On Draft EIR page 4-8, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Hybrid Map Alternative Description and Setting:

The Hybrid Alternative would support build-out of 68,224 residential dwelling units, or 3,000
less than the proposed project (see Table 4-7).

On Draft EIR page 4-13, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Special Status Plant and Wildlife Species:

Fhis As shown in Table 4-8, this alternative would result in an estimated 157,139 acres of
direct impacts to habitats that would have the potential to support special status plant and
wildlife species, compared to 174,638 175,244 acres under the proposed project (DPLU GIS
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2008). The most substantial reductions in_direct impacts to habitat would occur_for
chaparral (5,981 acres), coastal sage scrub (2,348 acres), red shank chaparral (1,610
acres), Engelmann oak woodland (1,263 acres), and coast live oak woodland (1,178 acres).
Additionally, this alternative would result in fewer indirect impacts to special status species
because it would accommodate fewer commercial, industrial, and high density residential
land uses, which are associated with intensive nighttime lighting and noise, both of which
can adversely affect wildlife species.

« On Draft EIR page 4-21, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Groundwater Supplies and Recharge:

When compared to the proposed project, the Hybrid Map would reduce total housing within
outside the SDCWA serwce area by 4—484_—2 217 dweIIrng units (see Table 4-6). - and-would
, v— Therefore, the Hybrid
Map WouId result ina greater Iesser |mpact to groundwater leeeause—it—weutd—aeeemmedate

greater as compared to the proposed prolect Impacts would be consrdered srgnlfrcant and

the mitigation identified in Chapter 7.0 would be required.

« On Draft EIR page 4-33, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Wastewater Treatment Requirements:

The Hybrid Map Alternative would accommodate a lower population in the SDCWA
boundary than the proposed project (47481 1,102 fewer residential units) and would result in
a reduced demand for wastewater treatment services within the SDCWA. This alternative
would also result in an decreased inrereased demand for wastewater treatments services in
areas dependent on septic systems ratherthan—existing—wastewater—treatmentfacilities
(265—-=additional 2,217 fewer residential units). Heowever-Therefore, overall demand for
wastewater treatment would decrease under this aIternatlve beeause—rt—weutd—have—&@@@
and impacts would be

Iessened

« On Draft EIR page 4-33, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading New Water and Wastewater Facilities:

As shown in Table 4-6, when compared to the proposed project, the Hybrid Map Alternative
wouId reduce total housrng W|th|n the SDCWA service area by 4—,484: 1,102 102 dwelllng unlts

eempared—te—tm\—prepesed—prejeet—Therefore overaII |mpacts reIated to Water and

wastewater treatment facilities would decrease under this alternative because demand
would be lower than for the proposed project.

« On Draft EIR page 4-34, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Adequate Water Supplies:

As shown in Table 4-6, when compared to the proposed project, the Hybrid Map Alternative
would reduce housing densities within the service area of the SDCWA by 1,102 4481
dwelling units, and would further result in 2,218 less units outside the SDCWA. Therefore,
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this alternative would result in a lesser concentration of housing units occurring in areas that
import water or a—greatepnumbepef—heegng—umts—to—eeel%m—areas—that—are are groundwater
dependent. : wa
oceur—Therefore-As such such |mpacts Would be greater—lessened as compared to the proposed
project. Impacts would still be considered significant and the mitigation identified in Chapter
7.0 would be required. It is unlikely that impacts would be reduced to below a level of
significance; thus, the impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

« On Draft EIR page 4-34, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Adequate Wastewater Facilities:

As shown in Table 4-6, when compared to the proposed project, the Hybrid Map Alternative
would reduce housing within the SDCWA member agency service area by 4481 1,102
dwelling units. Therefore, impacts related to adequate wastewater facilities would be
reduced under this alternative because demand for wastewater facilities within the SDCWA
boundary would be lessened. This alternative would inerease also decrease impacts to
wastewater service providers outside of the SDCWA boundaries and impacts to areas
dependent on septic systems because this alternative proposes 1165 2,217 additional

fewer reS|dent|aI units outside the SDCWA boundary However—the—Hybnd—Map—Atternatwe

« On Draft EIR page 4-35, fourth paragraph, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Compliance with AB 32:

Therefore, impacts would be lessened as compared to the proposed project. However,
impacts would still be considered significant and the mitigation identified in Chapter 7.0

Would be requwed t—is—unlikely that-impacts—would-be reducedto-below—alevel of

« On Draft EIR page 4-36, first paragraph, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Adverse Climate Change Impacts:

Therefore, impacts would be lessened as compared to the proposed project. However,
impacts would still be considered significant and the mitigation identified in Chapter 7.0

wouId be requwed H—is—unlikely that-impacts—would—be reduced-to—below—alevel of

e« On Draft EIR page 4-36, second paragraph the foIIowmg text has been revised under the
heading Fulfillment of Project Objectives:

For one of the 10 objectives, 1) support reasonable share of projected regional growth, the

proposed project is considered to better fulfill this objective Hybrid-Map-Alternative-would-not
be—considered—to—fully —meet—the —objective—because the Hybrid Alternative would

accommodate a smaller population than the proposed project. For seven nine of the 10
objectives, the Hybrid Map Alternative would be considered to better fulfill the objectives.
This alternative would reduce land consumption and promote sustainability (objective 2)
because less development is proposed under this alternative; reinforce the vitality, local
economy, and character of communities (objective 3) because reduced development would
result in fewer potential impacts to community character; protect natural resources and
habitats of ecological importance (objective 4) because potential impacts to biological
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resources are reduced under this alternative; account for physical constraints and natural
hazards of the land (objective 5) because this alternative proposes lower density
development in some areas such as Valley Center to reflect environmental constraints;
provide and support multi-modal transportation network (objective 6) because less dwelling
units would be constructed in the auto-dependent areas of the unincorporated County;
sustainable communities/reduced greenhouse gas emissions (objective 7) because potential
GHG emissions from vehicles would be reduced under this alternative; preserve agriculture
(objective 8) because this alternative would result in reduced potential impacts related to
direct and indirect conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use; ard minimize public costs
of infrastructure and services (objective 9) because less infrastructure and services would
be required under this alternative due to reduced development;_and recognize community

and stakeholder mterests (ob|ect|ve 10) FGFFWG—G#—FHG—]:Q—GQ}GGENQS—@)—BFO\AGG—&HQ—SHPBO#

« On Draft EIR pages 4-36 and 4-37, last and first paragraphs, the following text has been
revised under the heading Draft Land Use Map Alternative Description and Setting:

The Draft Land Use Map Alternative would support build-out of 67,803 residential dwelling
units, or 3,700 less units than the proposed project (see Table 4-7).

« On Draft EIR page 4-39, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Biological Resources:

Impacts to special status plant and wildlife species, riparian habitat and other sensitive
natural communities, federally protected wetlands, wildlife movement corridors and nursery
sites, local policies and ordinances, and HCPs and NCCPs would be similar to those
discussed for the Hybrid Map Alternative but to a lesser degree because of the overall
decrease in development. As shown in Table 4-8 Fercomparison-purposes, the Draft Land
Use Map Alternative would impact approximately 22,858 23,364 fewer acres of sensitive
natural habitats potentially supporting special status plant and wildlife species, 833 1,016
fewer acres of riparian habitat, and 121 fewer total acres of federally protected wetlands
than the proposed project. Impacts to wildlife corridors and nursery sites would be reduced
as compared to the proposed project because this alternative would impact fewer acres of
sensitive natural habitat that would potentially contain wildlife corridors and nursery sites. In
addition, based on a comparative impact report prepared by the Conservation Biology
Institute (CBI 2005), indirect impacts to habitat would be substantially reduced under the
Draft Land Use Map Alternative when compared to the proposed project.

« On Draft EIR page 4-41, fourth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Hydrology and Water Quality:

When compared to the proposed project, the Draft Land Use Map would reduce total
housing within the SDCWA service area by 4,777 1,004 dwelling units (see Table 4-6) and
would irerease also decrease development outside of the SDCWA boundary by 3165 2,736
residential units. Therefore, the Draft Land Use Map would result in a greater lesser impact
to groundwater because it would mere result in_less growth in groundwater dependent
areas.

San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-74
October 2010



Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

« On Draft EIR page 4-45, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Utilities and Service Systems:

The Draft Land Use Map Alternative would accommodate a lower population than the
proposed project within the SDCWA boundary (47 1,004 fewer residential units) and
would accommodate 1;040-additional 2,736 fewer residential units outside of the SDCWA
boundary. Hewever Therefore, overall impacts related to wastewater treatment requirements
and adequate wastewater faC|I|t|es Would decrease under this aIternat|ve because—it

impacts would be Iessened as compared to the proposed project.

« On Draft EIR pages 4-45 and 4-46, last and first paragraphs, the following text has been
deleted under the heading Climate Change:

However, impacts would still be considered significant and the mitigation identified in

Chapter 7. O would be requrred lt—rs—entﬂee%hat—rmpaetsweatd—be—redueed—te—betew—a—tevet

« On Draft EIR page 4-46, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Fulfillment of Project Objectives:

For one of the 10 objectives, 1) support reasonable share of projected regional population
growth the proposed project is consrdered to better fulfill thrs ob|ect|ve the-Draft-Land-Use
v ve-because the Draft Land

pubhc—eests—ef—rn#astrueture—and—semees— For nrne of the ten ob|ect|ves the Draft Land Use

Map Alternative would be considered to better fulfill the objectives. This alternative would
reduce land consumption and promote sustainability (objective 2) because less
development is proposed under this alternative; reinforce the vitality, local economy, and
character of communities (objective 3) because reduced development would result in fewer
potential impacts to community character; protect natural resources and habitats of
ecological importance (objective 4) because potential impacts to biological resources would
be reduced under this alternative; account for physical constraints and natural hazards of
the land (objective 5) because this alternative proposes lower density development in some
areas such as Valley Center to reflect environmental constraints; provide and support multi-
modal transportation network (objective 6) because less dwelling units would be constructed
in_the auto-dependent areas of the unincorporated County; support sustainable
communities/reduced greenhouse gas emissions (objective 7) because potential GHG
emissions from vehicles would be reduced under this alternative; preserve agriculture
(objective 8) because this alternative would result in reduced potential impacts related direct
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and indirect conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use; minimize public costs of
infrastructure and services (objective 9) because less infrastructure and services would be
required under this alternative due to reduced development; and recognize community and
stakeholder interests (objective 10).

« On Draft EIR page 4-46, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Environmentally Superior Map Alternative Description and Setting:

The Environmentally Superior Map Alternative would support build-out of 56,839 residential
dwelling units, or 14,700 less units than the proposed project (see Table 4-7).

« On Draft EIR page 4-48, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Agricultural Resources:

It is unlikely that impacts would be reduced to below a level of significance; thus, the
impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. Similar to the proposed project,
implementation of the proposed Environmentally Superior Map Alternative would remove the
agricultural preserve designator from any lands not currently under Williamson Act Contract.
The removal of the agricultural preserve designator would potentially result in a conflict with
existing Williamson Act Contracts or the provisions of the Williamson Act. This is because
the Environmentally Superior Map would remove non-contracted lands from County-adopted
Agricultural Preserves and would also remove the “A” designator from these lands. By
removing lands from a preserve at the boundary of a Contract area, new incompatible land
uses could be developed adjacent to existing agricultural resources. Similar to the proposed
project, this would be considered a potentially significant land use conflict to Williamson Act
Contract lands. Implementation of the proposed Environmentally Superior Map Alternative
would also potentially result in a conflict with existing Williamson Act Contracts or with
existing agricultural zoning.

« On Draft EIR page 4-48, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Biological Resources:

For—compariser—purpoeses As shown in Table 4-8, the Environmentally Superior Map
Alternative would impact approximately 51,094 51592 fewer acres of sensitive natural

habitats potentially supporting special status plant and wildlife species, 2,522 2702 fewer
acres of riparian habitat, and 404 fewer total acres of federally protected wetlands than the
proposed project.

« On Draft EIR page 4-49, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Cultural Resources:

However, impacts would still be considered significant and the mitigation identified in
Chapter 7.0 would be required to reduce the impacts to a level of less than significant.

« On Draft EIR page 4-50, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Hydrology and Water Quality:

When compared to the proposed project, the Environmentally Superior Map Alternative
would reduce total housing within the SDCWA service area by 8,946 7,182 dwelling units
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(see Table 4-6) and decrease development outside the SDCWA boundary by 5755 7,531
dwelling units.

« On Draft EIR page 4-53, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Recreation:

However, impacts would still be considered significant and the mitigation identified in
Chapter 7.0 would be required to reduce the impacts to a level of less than significant.

« On Draft EIR page 4-54, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Transportation and Traffic:

It is unlikely that the application of mitigation measures would reduce impacts would-be
reduced-to below a level of significance; thus, traffic impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable.

« On Draft EIR page 4-54, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Utilities and Service Systems:

The Environmentally Superior Map Alternative would accommodate a lower population than
the proposed project within the SDCWA boundary (8;946 7,182 fewer residential units) and
outside of the SDCWA boundary (5:#55 7,531 fewer residential units).

« On Draft EIR page 4-55, second paragraph, the following text has been deleted under the
heading Global Climate Change:

However, impacts would still be considered significant and the mitigation identified in

Chapter 7. O Would be reqwred H—is—ummely—that—mqpaetswewd—be—re%reed—te—belew—a—level

« On Draft EIR page 4-55, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Fulfillment of Project Objectives:

As with the proposed project, the Environmentally Superior Map Alternative would meet all
of the objectives identified for the proposed project with varying levels of fulfilment. For
objectives 1 (support a reasonable share of projected regional population growth); 3 ard-10
(reinforce the vitality, local economy, and character of communities); and 10 (recognize
community and stakeholder interests), the Environmentally Superior Map Alternative would
be considered in less fulfillment of the objectives because this alternative proposes a
smaller population than the proposed project and because this alternative does not reflect
community and stakeholder interests to the extent of the proposed project. For seven of the
10 objectives, the Environmentally Superior Map Alternative would be considered to better
fulfill the objectives. Fertheremaining-eight objectives—This alternative would reduce land
consumption_and promote sustainability (objective 2) and protect natural resources and
habitats of ecological importance (objective 4) because potential impacts to biological
resources would be reduced under this alternative; account for physical constraints and
natural hazards of the land (objective 5) because this alternative proposes lower density
development in_some _areas such as Valley Center to reflect environmental constraints;
provide and support multi-modal transportation network (objective 6) because less dwelling
units would be constructed in_the auto-dependent areas of the unincorporated County;
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promote sustainable communities/reduced greenhouse gas emissions (objective 7) because
potential GHG emissions from vehicles would be reduced under this alternative; preserve
agriculture (objective 8) because this alternative would result in reduced potential impacts
related direct and indirect conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use; and minimize
public costs of infrastructure and services (objective 9) because less infrastructure and

serwces would be requwed under this alternative due to reduced development lhese

« On Draft EIR page 4-58, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Biological Resources:

Additionally, the development capacity of the existing General Plan is greater (119,033
additional future dwelling units) than the proposed General Plan Update (71,540 additional
future dwelling units) (see Table 4-7).

« On Draft EIR page 4-56, first paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading No Project Alternative Description and Setting:

Additionally, the development capacity of the existing General Plan is greater (112,167
119,033 additional future dwelling units) than the proposed General Plan Update (71,540
additional future dwelling units) (see Table 4-7). Many more of these future dwelling units
would be built in the eastern areas of the County under the No Project Alternative as
compared to the proposed project. Therefore, the No Project Alternative generally allows
higher densities in areas outside of the SDCWA boundary as compared to the proposed
project.

« On Draft EIR page 4-56, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading No Project Alternative Description and Setting:

As shown in Table 4-1, when compared to the proposed project, the No Project Alternative
would represent a decrease in the acreages of the following land uses Countywide: village
residential (-3,371 acres); rural lands (-463,235); commercial (-423 acres); industrial (-680
acres); village core mixed use (-50 acres); State and federal lands (-245,378 109,594 acres)
and tribal lands (-6,499 acres).

« On Draft EIR page 4-58, second paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Biological Resources:

Compared to the proposed project, the No Project Alternative would result in greater
impacts to sensitive natural habitats potentially supporting special status plant and wildlife
species, riparian habitat, federally protected wetlands, and wildlife corridors and nursery
sites because this alternative proposes overall greater density development. Table 4-8
shows estimated habitat impacts for the No Project Alternative in comparison to the other

project alternatives. Higher density developments such-a-villageresidential-of commercial
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land—uses result in greater direct impacts to biological resources than lower density
development sueh-as-ruralland because more vegetation would be removed or disturbed.

« On Draft EIR page 4-58, third paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Cultural Resources:

On_a particular_site, H-high intensity development would have a higher potential to impact
the significance of cultural resources on that site because it would require more ground-
disturbing construction activities than lower intensity development.

« On Draft EIR page 4-59, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Hydrology and Water Quality:

The No Project Alternative would also result in greater demand and dependence on
groundwater supplies because it would accommodate 53232 34,102 additional residential
units outside of the SDCWA boundary.

« On Draft EIR page 4-62, fifth paragraph, the following text has been revised under the
heading Utilities and Service Systems:

In many cases, the No Project Alternative does not reflect the actual development capacity
of the unincorporated County when the availability of infrastructure is taken into account.

The No Prolect AIternatlve would accommodate a—tewe#pem*laﬂon—than—the—p#epesed

-- \AJ a aYa N

SDCWA boundary (see Table 4-6).

« On Draft EIR page 4-63, fourth paragraph, subsection humbering has been corrected from
4.4.2.18t04.5.2.18.
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« On Draft EIR pages 4-76 through 4-78 , the following revisions have been made to Table 4-
3, Comparison of Alternatives — Environmental Impacts:

Table 4-3. Comparison of Alternatives — Environmental Impacts

Referral Map
(Proposed Project) | Alternatives to the Proposed Project
c () =
©
g . 8| i
c =) © © 2= °©
=9 = > S Es o,
3 = jS) - o= 2
£2 £ S Ea s 8 o
§ § ; > o CEG [==] o
Issue Areas T Q o z
2.8 Hydrology and Water Quality
Groundwater Supplies and Recharge | PS ‘ SuU ‘ VA VA v A
2.16 Utilities and Service Systems
New Water or Wastewater Treatment Facilities PS LS VA ALS v A
Adequate Water Supplies PS SuU YA YA v A
2.17 Global Climate Change
Compliance with AB 32 PS SULS v v v A
Effects of Global Climate Change on the Proposed PS SULS v v v A
Project

« On Draft EIR page 4-81, Table 4-6, Comparison of Alternatives - Projected Housing within
the San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA) Service Area, was deleted and replaced
with the following table:

Table 4-6. Comparison of Alternatives — Projected Housing within
the San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA) Service Area”

Environmentally
Proposed Hybrid Map Draft Land Use Superior Map No Project
Project Alternative Map Alternative Alternative Alternative
Units Inside SDCWA 54,742 53,640 53,738 47,560 55,634
Units Outside SDCWA 23,664 21,447 20,928 16,133 57,766
Total 78,406 75,087 74,666 63,693 113,400

M Note: For the purpose of this analysis, the SDCWA service area is considered to include unincorporated areas that import

water supplies from SDCWA.

Source: DPLU GIS 2008
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« On Draft EIR page 4-81, Table 4-7. Comparison of Alternatives — Future Housing Units by
CPA and Subregion, has been added to the section:

Table 4-7. Comparison of Alternatives — Future Housing Units by CPA and Subregion

Proposed Environmentally No Project
Project Hybrid Map Draft Land Use Superior Map Alternative (Existing
CPA/Subregion (Referral Map) Alternative Map Alternative Alternative General Plan)
Alpine 3.626 3,583 3,589 2,783 2,665
Bonsall 2,080 1971 1,840 1,696 2.872
Central Mountain 742 713 709 613 1,878
County Islands 123 174 174 174 1
Crest-Dehesa 541 517 511 411 1,236
Desert 9.237 8,751 8,244 6.776 22,432
Fallbrook 5.546 5,800 6.726 4,745 6.268
Jamul-Dulzura 2,544 2,297 2,294 1,781 5,569
Julian 614 483 441 406 1,510
Lakeside 3.880 3,880 3,880 3,486 5,592
Mountain Empire 3,416 3,426 3,424 2,091 12,101
North County Metro 13,190 12,345 12,182 11,525 8,617
North Mountain 2,421 1,530 1,428 1,320 7,197
Otay 2,243 2,243 2,243 2,243 2371
Pala-Pauma 2,395 1,940 1,816 1,521 5.743
Pendelton De Luz 366 366 366 193 1,852
Rainbow 616 615 612 548 1514
Ramona 6,208 6,321 6,235 6,066 9,396
San Dieguito 1,734 1,496 1,486 1,442 2427
Spring Valley 1441 1452 1452 1452 1,229
Sweet Water 756 756 756 756 1,619
Valle De Oro 758 758 758 751 770
Valley Center 7.064 6,807 6,636 4,062 7,309
Countywide Total 71,540 68,224 67,803 56,839 112,167
Note: Data has been rounded to nearest whole humber.
Source: DPLU GIS 2008
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« On Draft EIR page 4-81, Table 4-8. Comparison of Alternatives — Habitat Impacts, has been

added to the section:

Table 4-8. Comparison of Alternatives — Habitat Impacts

No Project
Proposed Draft Land | Environmentally Alternative
Project Hybrid Map Use Map Superior Map (Existing
Habitat Impacted (Referral Map) | Alternative Alternative Alternative General Plan)
Acacia Scrub 142 125 123 106 940
Alkali Marsh 47 48 47 47 369
Alkali Meadows and Seeps 3 2 1 1 56
Alkali Playa Community 185 162 162 163 482
Alkali Seep 340 340 338 176 749
Alluvial Fan Scrub 77 69 61 41 342
Black Oak Forest 70 56 56 34 253
Black Oak Woodland 548 474 474 416 809
Chaparral 55,058 49,077 47,546 36,176 160,499
Coast Live Oak Forest 206 111 100 78 484
Coast Live Oak Woodland 9,601 8,423 8,230 6,390 21,991
Coast Range, Klamath and
Peninsular Coniferous Forest 2 1 1 1 2
ﬁal Sage-Chaparral 2.864 2,745 2,675 2135 1736
Coastal Scrub 22 22 22 22 33
Colorado Desert Wash Scrub 212 205 204 108 439
Desert Dry Wash Woodland 259 296 213 151 1,008
Desert Dunes 74 57 55 50 330
Desert Saltbush Scrub 3,030 2912 2,736 2,207 6,653
Desert Sink Scrub 126 106 106 83 709
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 31,186 28,838 28,463 25,287 88,99
Disturbed Wetland 60 61 60 56 220
Dry Montane Meadows 29 17 17 15 103
Encelia Scrub 503 411 338 241 3,139
Engelmann Oak Woodland 3,261 1,998 1,669 1,401 10,49
Estuarine 1 1 1 1 4
Field/Pasture 8,406 8,212 7,813 6,754 14,67
Flat-topped Buckwheat 711 663 625 470 2,946
écr)ggélllgmountam Perennial 1,443 1,065 1,000 516 1731
Freshwater 420 402 397 352 5,466
Freshwater Marsh 120 117 116 101 750
Freshwater Seep 152 152 150 110 595
Great Basin Scrub 433 375 380 245 1,955
Interior Live Oak Chaparral 18 11 7 7 77
Jeffrey Pine Forest 104 103 103 98 257
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No Project
Proposed Draft Land | Environmentally Alternative
Project Hybrid Map Use Map Superior Map (Existing

Habitat Impacted (Referral Map) | Alternative Alternative Alternative General Plan)

% Montane Coniferous 5293 4721 4,506 4134 8.293
Mafic Chaparral 141 142 138 118 437
Marine 0 0 0 0 43
Maritime Succulent Scrub 6 6 6 6 6
Meadow and Seep 46 38 36 36 332
Mesquite Bosque 613 484 468 334 2,369
Mixed Evergreen Forest 610 432 432 334 2,229
Mixed Oak Woodland 1,389 958 915 731 5,508
Mojavean Desert Scrub 128 118 118 92 336
Montane Chaparral 414 239 219 207 2,467
Montane Meadow 30 25 23 23 171
Mule Fat Scrub 170 151 150 130 598
Native Grassland 4,233 4,004 3,930 3,472 36,913
Non-Native Grassland 14,005 13,336 13,084 11,643 34,686
m|  ws|  m m|
Oak Woodland 15 15 15 15 194
Open Water 11 11 11 8 1,496
Pasture 4 4 4 4 4
\I;’\;eon(;gls;rl]?jrsPlnon and Juniper 161 139 127 118 2,317
Red Shank Chapatrral 4,325 2,715 2,652 2,048 16,998
Eg)g{:ln and Bottomland 3 3 3 3 3
Riparian Forests 13 13 13 13 16
Riparian Woodlands 22 20 19 17 180
Riversidian Sage Scrub 16 8 8 8 76
Scrub Oak Chaparral 186 134 134 120 1,262
Semi-Desert Chaparral 1,952 1,805 1,741 1,324 22,603
gg;r:j’bra” Creosote Bush 10,775 10,236 9,239 6.938 25,932
Sonoran Desert Mixed Scrub 2,287 2,129 2,020 1,339 9,673
Sonoran Wash Scrub 119 110 96 65 633
giou;:z;n S)rrrgsvto Willow 5 5 4 4 141
Riparian Forest 3,085 2,908 2874 2.361 6.564
g?u;nZLnF((:)(r)ggthOOd-Wl”OW 1,206 1,149 1133 1,010 4334
Southern Foredunes 0 0 0 0 259
%i(:;ern Interior Cypress 17 17 17 1 01
Southern Maritime Chaparral 337 334 334 334 349

San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-83

October 2010




Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

No Project
Proposed Draft Land Environmentally Alternative
Project Hybrid Map Use Map Superior Map (Existing
Habitat Impacted (Referral Map) | Alternative Alternative Alternative General Plan)
Southern Riparian Forest 337 317 306 179 1,163
Southern Riparian Scrub 965 925 910 766 3,025
Sputh_ern Sycamore-alder 505 577 574 483 2 459
Riparian Woodland =
Southern Willow Scrub 396 386 383 348 5,241
Stabilized Alkaline Dunes 2 2 2 1 8
Tamarisk Scrub 29 29 29 29 95
Undifferentiated Woodland 150 82 63 57 286
Upper Sonoran Ceanothus 200 200 200 141 3042
Chaparral _
Upper Sonoran Subshrub 102 101 101 65 3618
Scrub I
Vernal Pool 12 12 12 12 225
Wet Montane Meadow 194 130 128 122 3,436
White Alder Riparian Forest 34 32 31 31 85
Total Impacts 174,638 157,139 151,780 123,544 572,879

Note: Data has been rounded to nearest whole number.

Source: DPLU GIS 2008

Chapter 5.0, References

« On Draft EIR page 5-2, the following reference has been added:

Beddow, Donna (Beddow 2004). Criteria for Determining the Significance of Cultural

Resources for San Diego County. San Diego State University, San Diego, CA: 2004.

« On Draft EIR page 5-4, the following reference has been added:

California Environmental Protection Agency, State Water Resources Control Board

(SWRCB 2010). 20x2020 Agency Team on Water Conservation. Accessed on January 27,

2010. Online URL: http://www.swrcb.ca.qgov/water issues/hot topics/20x2020/index.shtml

« On Draft EIR page 5-5, the following reference has been revised:

Conservation Biology Institute (CBI 2005). Analysis of General Plan-2020 San Diego
County. Prepared for Endangered Habitats League. December 2005. Online URL.:
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/docs/drafteir/cbi_report.pdf

« On Draft EIR page 5-12, the following reference has been added:

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA 2009a) United States. Climate Change: Health and

Environmental Effects — Water Quality. Last updated September 8, 2009. Online URL:

http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/effects/water/quality.html
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« On Draft EIR page 5-15, the following reference has been revised:

Metropolitan Transit System (MTS 2008). San Diego Trolley, Inc. Fact Sheet. Dated
January 2008. Accessed May 15, 2008. Online URL:
http://www.sdmts.com/Trolley/documents/SDTrolleylnc08.pdf Service-information-

« On Draft EIR page 5-17, the following reference has been revised:

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG 2007). 2030 San Diego Regional
Transportation Plan: Pathways for the Future. November 2007. Online URL:
http://www.sandag.org/index.asp?projectid=292&fuseaction=projects.detail
whrsssopdaecom

« On Draft EIR page 5-18, the following reference has been added to the section:

San Diego Integrated Regional Water Management (SDIRWM 2010). Final Integrated
Regional Water Management Plan. Accessed January 27, 2010. Online URL:
http://www.rmcwater.com/clients/sdirwmp/plan.html

Chapter 6.0, Preparers and Persons Contacted
« On Draft EIR page 6-1, the following preparers have been added:
Cultural Resources

Dennis Gallegos, Statistical Research, Inc. Contributing Author
Donna Beddow, AICP, RPA Contributing Author

« On Draft EIR page 6-2, the following reviewer has been added:

Donna Beddow, AICP, RPA Land Use Environmental Planner

Chapter 7.0, Proposed General Plan Update Policies and Mitigation
Measures

« On Draft EIR page 7-2, General Plan Update Policy COS-11.4 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 1: Scenic Vistas:

Policy COS-11.4: Collaboration with Agencies and Jurisdictions. Coordinate with
adjacent federal and State agencies, and local jurisdictions, and tribal governments to
protect scenic resources and corridors that extend beyond the County’s land use authority,
but are important to the welfare of County residents.
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e On Draft EIR pages 7-3, 7-21, 7-28, 7-29, 7-30 and 7-31, General Plan Update Policy LU-
1.6 has been revised as follows:

Policy LU-1.6:  Village Expansion. Permit new Village Regional Category designated
land uses only where contiguous with an existing or planned Village and where all of the
following criteria are met:

« Potential Village development would be compatible with environmental conditions and
constraints, such as topography and flooding;

« Potential Village development would be accommodated by the General Plan road
network;

« Public facilities and services can support the expansion without a reduction of services
to other County residents; and

« The expansion respects—and—enhaneces is_consistent with community character, the
scale, and the orderly and contiguous growth of a Village area

o On Draft EIR pages 7-4, 7-13 and 7-22, General Plan Update Policy LU-11.2 has been
revised as follows:

Policy LU-11.2: Compatibility with Community Character. Require that commercial,
office, and industrial development be located, scaled, and designed to be compatible with

respect-and-enhanee the unique character of the community.

« On Draft EIR page 7-4, General Plan Update Policy COS-13.3 was added under the
heading Issue 4: Light or Glare:

Policy COS-13.3: Collaboration to Retain Night Skies. Coordinate with adjacent federal
and State agencies, local jurisdictions, and tribal governments to retain the quality of night
skies by minimizing light pollution.

« On Draft EIR page 7-5, General Plan Update Policy COS-6.3 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 2: Direct Conversion of Agricultural Resources:

Policy COS-6.3: Compatibility with Recreation and Open Space. Encourage siting
compatible recreational and open space uses and multi-use trails that are compatible with
agriculture adjacent to the agricultural lands when planning for development adjacent to
agricultural land uses.

« On Draft EIR page 7-10, General Plan Update Policy COS-7.3 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 2: Archaeological Resources:

Policy COS-7.3: Archaeological Collections. Require the appropriate treatment and
preservation of archaeological collections in_a culturally appropriate_manner.-Reguire—all
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« On Draft EIR page 7-11, General Plan Update Policy COS-7.5 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 4: Human Remains:

Policy COS-7.5: Treatment of Human Remains. Require human remains be treated with
the utmost dignity and respect and that the disposition and handling of human remains will
be done in consultation with the Most Likely Descendant (MLD) and under the requirements
of Federal, State and County Reqgulations.

e On Draft EIR page 7-12, General Plan Update Policies LU-4.7 and M-7.1 have been added
under the heading Issue 5: Public Airports:

Policy LU-4.7:  Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans (ALUCP). Coordinate with the
Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) and support review of Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plans (ALUCP) for development within Airport Influence Areas.

Policy M-7.1: Meeting Airport Needs. Operate and improve airport facilities to_meet air
transportation needs in _a manner_that adequately considers impacts to environmental
resources and surrounding communities and to ensure consistency with Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plans.

« On Draft EIR page 7-12, General Plan Update Policy S-15.3 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 5: Public Airports:

Policy S-15.3:Hazardous Obstructions within Airport Approach and Departure. Restrict
development of potentially hazardous obstructions or other hazards to flight located within
airport approach and departure areas or known flight patterns and discourage uses that may
impact airport operations or do not meet Federal or State aviation standards. Specific
concerns include heights of structures near airports and activities which can cause
electronic or visual impairments to air navigation or which attract large numbers of birds
(such as landfills, wetlands, water features, and cereal grain fields).

« On Draft EIR pages 7-13 and 7-28, General Plan Update Policy LU-6.10 has been revised
as follows:

Policy LU-6.10: Protection from Wildfires and Unmitigable Hazards. Assign land uses
and densities in a manner that minimizes development in extreme, very high and high
hazard fire areas or other unmitigable hazardous areas.

« On Draft EIR page 7-14, General Plan Update Policy S-4.1 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 8: Wildland Fires:

Policy S-4.1: Fuel Management Programs. Support programs consistent with state law
that require fuel management/modification within established defensible space boundaries
and when strategic fuel modification is necessary outside of defensible space, balance fuel
management needs to_protect structures with the preservation of native vegetation and
sensitive habitats.
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« On Draft EIR page 7-14, General Plan Update Policy COS-18.3 has been added under the
heading Issue 8: Wildland Fires:

Policy COS-18.3: Alternative Enerqy Systems Impacts. Require alternative enerqgy
system operators to properly design and maintain these systems to minimize adverse
impacts to the environment.

« On Draft EIR pages 7-14 and 7-43, General Plan Update Policy LU-14.4 has been revised
as follows:

Policy LU-14.4: Sewer Facilities. Prohibit sewer facilities that would induce unplanned
growth. Require sewer systems to be planned, developed, and sized to serve the land use
pattern and densities depicted on the Land Use Map. Sewer systems and services shall not
be extended beyond either Village boundaries or {extant Urban Limit Lines}, whichever is
more restrictive, except:

o Wwhen necessary for public health, safety, or welfare;
o When within existing sewer district boundaries; or
o Where specifically allowed in the Community Plan.

e On Draft EIR pages 7-15, 7-16, 7-17, and 7-44, General Plan Update Policy COS-4.3 has
been revised as follows:

Policy COS-4.3: Stormwater Filtration. Maximize stormwater filtration and/or infiltration in
areas that are not subject to high groundwater by maximizing the natural drainage patterns
and the retention of natural vegetation and other pervious surfaces. This policy shall not
apply in areas with high groundwater, where raising the water table could cause septic
system failures, andior moisture damage to building slabs, and/or other problems.

« On Draft EIR pages 7-15 and 7-45, General Plan Update Policy COS-5.5 has been revised
as follows:

Policy COS-5.5: Impacts of Development to Water Quality. Require development
projects to avoid impacts to the water quality in local reservoirs, groundwater resources, and
recharge areas, watersheds, and other local water sources.

« On Draft EIR pages 7-15 and 7-44, General Plan Update Policy LU-8.2 has been revised as
follows:

Policy LU-8.2:  Groundwater Resources. Require development to identify adequate
groundwater resources in groundwater dependent areas, as follows:

« In areas dependent on currently identified groundwater overdrafted basins, prohibit new
development from exacerbating overdraft conditions. Encourage programs to alleviate
overdraft conditions in Borrego Valley.

« In areas without current overdraft groundwater conditions, prehibit evaluate new
groundwater-dependent development to assure a sustainable long-term supply of
groundwater is available that will not adversely impact existing groundwater users.

I iraf it ﬁ bl
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« On Draft EIR pages 7-16 and 7-44, General Plan Update Policy COS-4.1 has been revised
as follows:

Policy COS-4.1: Water Conservation. Require development to reduce the waste of
potable water through use of efficient technologies and conservation efforts that minimize
the County’s dependence on imported water and conserve groundwater resources.

« On Draft EIR page 7-19, General Plan Update Policy S-9.4 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 6: Housing within a 100-year Flood Hazard Area:

Policy S-9.4: Development in Villages. Allow new uses and development within the
floodplain fringe (land within the floodplain outside of the floodway) only when environmental
impacts and hazards are mitigated. This policy does not apply to floodplains with unmapped
floodways. Require land available outside the floodplain to be fully utilized before locating
development within a floodplain. Development within a floodplain may be denied if it will
cause significant adverse environmental impacts or_is _prohibited in the community plan.
Channelization of floodplains is allowed within villages only when specifically addressed in
community plans.

« On Draft EIR pages 7-19 and 7-20, General Plan Update Policy S-9.5 has been revised as
follows:

Policy S-9.5: Development in the Floodplain Fringe. Prohibit development in the
floodplain fringe when located on Semi-Rural and Rural Lands to maintain the capacity of
the floodplain, unless specifically allowed in a community plan. For parcels located entirely
within_a floodplain or without sufficient space for a building pad outside the floodplain,

development is limited to a single family home on an existing lot or those uses that do not

« On Draft EIR page 7-23, General Plan Update Policy COS-10.1 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 1: Mineral Resource Availability:

Policy COS-10.1: Siting of Development. Encourage the conservation (i.e., protection
from incompatible land uses) of areas that designated as having substantial potential for
mineral extraction. Discourage development that would substantially preclude the future
development of mining facilities in these areas. Design development or uses to minimize the
potential conflict with existing or potential future mining facilities. For purposes of this policy,
incompatible land uses are defined by SMARA Section 3675.
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« On Draft EIR page 7-23, General Plan Update Policy COS-10.2 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 1: Mineral Resource Availability:

Policy COS-10.2: Protection of State-Classified or Designated Lands. Discourage
development or the establishment of other incompatible land uses on or adjacent to areas
classified or designated by the State of California as having important mineral resources
(MRZ-2), as well as potential mineral lands identified by other government agencies. The
potential for the extraction of substantial mineral resources from lands classified by the State
of California as areas that contain mineral resources (MRZ-3) shall be considered by the
County in making land use decisions.

e« On Draft EIR pages 7-24, 7-26, 7-37, and 7-38, General Plan Update Policy LU-2.7 has
been revised as follows:

Policy LU-2.7:  Mitigation of Development Impacts. Require measures that minimize
significant impacts to surrounding areas from uses or operations that cause excessive
noise, vibrations, dust, odor, aesthetic impairment and/or are detrimental to human health
and safety.

« On Draft EIR page 7-25, General Plan Update Policy N-4.8 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 1: Excessive Noise Levels:

Policy N-4.8: Train Horn Noise. Establish train horn “quiet zones” with new rail
projects consistent with federal regulations, where applicable. Promote community programs
for existing at-grade crossings by working with rail operators.

« On Draft EIR page 7-27, General Plan Update Policy LU-4.9 was added under the heading
Issues 5 and 6: Excessive Noise Exposure from a Public or Private Airport:

Policy LU-4.9:  Airport Compatibility. Assure the noise compatibility of any
development projects that may be affected by noise from public or private airports and
helipads during project review by coordinating, as appropriate, with appropriate _agencies
such as the San Diego County Regional Airport Authority (SDCRAA) and the Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA).

« On Draft EIR pages 7-29, 7-30, 7-32, General Plan Update Policy LU-12.3 has been revised
as follows:

Policy LU-12.3: Infrastructure and Services Compatibility. Provide public facilities and
services that are sensitive to the environment with characteristics of the unincorporated
communities. Encourage the collocation of infrastructure facilities, where appropriate.

o On Draft EIR pages 7-30, 7-31 and 7-34, General Plan Update Policy LU-9.7 has been
revised as follows:

Policy LU-9.7:  Town Center Planning and Design. Plan and guide the development of
Town Centers and transportation nodes as the major focal point and activity node for Village
areas. Utilize design guidelines to respect-and-enhanece be compatible with the unique
character of a community. Roadways, streetscapes, building facades, landscaping, and
signage within the town center should be pedestrian oriented. Wherever possible, locate
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public facilities, such as schools, libraries, community centers, and parks in Town Centers
and Villages.

« On Draft EIR page 7-31, General Plan Update Policy LU-17.2 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 3: School Services:

Policy LU-17.2: Compatibility of Schools with Adjoining Uses. Encourage school
districts to minimize conflicts between schools and adjacent develepment land uses through
appropriate siting and adequate mitigation, addressing such issues as student drop-off/pick
up locations, parking access, and security.

« On Draft EIR pages 7-31 and 7-42, General Plan Update Policy LU-9.4 has been revised as
follows:

Policy LU-9.4:  Infrastructure Serving Villages and Community Cores. Prioritize
infrastructure improvements and the provision of public facilities for Villages and community
cores and-sized for the intensity of development allowed by the Land Use Map.

e On Draft EIR pages 7-32, 7-35, 7-38, 7-42 and 7-45, General Plan Update Policy LU-12.2
has been revised as follows:

Policy LU-12.2: Maintenance of Adequate Services. Require development to mitigate
significant impacts to existing service levels of public facilities or services for existing
residents and businesses. Provide improvements for Mobility Element roads in accordance
with the Mobility Element Network Appendix matrices, which may result in ultimate build-out
conditions that achieve an improved a-higher LOS but do not achieve a LOS of D or better.

« On Draft EIR page 7-32, General Plan Update Policy M-12.1 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 1: Deterioration of Parks and Recreational Facilities:

Policy M-12.1:  County Trails System. Implement a County Trails Program by
developing the proepesed designated trail and pathway alignments and implementing goals
and policies identified in the Community Trails Master Plan.

« On Draft EIR pages 7-33 and 7-34, General Plan Update Policy M-12.10 has been revised
as follows:

Policy M-12.10: Recreational and Educational Resources. Design trail routes that meet
a public need and highlight the County’s biological, recreational and educational resources,
including natural, scenic, cultural, and historic resources.

« On Draft EIR pages 7-33 and 7-35, General Plan Update Policy COS-23.1 has been revised
as follows:

Policy COS-23.1: Public Access. Provide public access to natural and cultural (where
allowed) resources through effective planning that conserves the County’s native wildlife,
enhances and restores a continuous network of connected natural habitat and protects
water resources.
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« On Draft EIR page 7-34, General Plan Update Policy M-12.9 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 2: Construction of New Recreational Facilities:

Policy M-12.9:  Environmental and Agricultural Resources. Site and design specific
trail segments to minimize impacts to sensitive environmental resources, ecological
systems, and agricultural lands. Within the MSCP preserves, conform siting and use of trails
to County MSCP Subarea Plans and wildlife agency approved MSCP management plans.

« On Draft EIR page 7-35, General Plan Update Policy COS-21.3 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 2: Construction of New Recreational Facilities:

Policy COS-21.3: Park Design. Design parks that reflect community character and identity,
incorporate local natural and cultural landscapes and features, and consider the surrounding
land uses and urban form and cultural and historic resources.

« On Draft EIR page 7-36, General Plan Update Policy M-2.1 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 1: Unincorporated County Traffic and Level of Service Standards:

Policy M-2.1: Level of Service Criteria. Require development projects to provide
associated road improvements necessary to achieve a level of service of “D” or higher on all
Mobility Element roads except for those where a failing level of service has been accepted
by the County pursuant to the criteria specifically identified in the accompanying text box
(Criteria for Accepting a Road Classification with Level of Service E/F). When development
is proposed on roads where a failing level of service has been accepted, require feasible
mitigation in the form of road improvements or a fair share contribution to a road
improvement program, consistent with the Mobility Element road network.

o On Draft EIR pages 7-36 and 7-40, General Plan Update Policy M-3.1 has been revised as
follows:

Policy M-3.1: Public Road Rights-of-Way. Require development to dedicate right-of-way
for public roads and other transportation routes identified in the Mobility Element roadway
network (see Mobility Element Network Appendix), Community Plans, or Road Master
Plans. Require the provision of sufficient right-of-way width, as specified in the County
Public Road Standards and Community Trails Master Plan, to adequately accommodate all
users, including transit riders, pedestrians, bicyclists, and equestrians.

« On Draft EIR pages 7-39 and 7-41, General Plan Update Policy M-8.6 has been revised as
follows:

Policy M-8.6: Park and Ride Facilities. Coordinate with SANDAG, Caltrans, and tribal
governments to study transit connectivity and address improving regional opportunities for
park-and-ride facilities and transit service to gaming facilities and surrounding rural areas to
reduce congestion on rural roads.
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« On Draft EIR page 7-40, General Plan Update Policy M-8.1 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 6: Alternative Transportation:

Policy M-8.1: Maximize Transit Service fer—Fransit—Dependent—Populations
Opportunities. Coordinate with SANDAG, the CTSA, NCTD, and MTS to provide capital
facilities and funding, where appropriate, to:

« Maximize opportunities for transit services in unincorporated communities

« Maximize the speed and efficiency of transit service through the development of transit
priority treatments such as transit signal priority, transit queue jump lanes, and dedicated
transit only lanes

« Provide for transit-dependent segments of the population, such as the disabled, seniors,
low income, and children, where possible

« Reserve adequate rights-of-way to accommodate existing and planned transit facilities
including bus stops

« On Draft EIR page 7-41, General Plan Update Policy M-8.2 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 6: Alternative Transportation:

Policy M-8.2: Transit Service to Key Community Facilities and Services. Locate key
county facilities, healthcare services, educational institutions, and other civic facilities so that
they are accessible by transit in areas where transit is available. Require those facilities to
be designed so that they are easily accessible by transit, whenever possible.

« On Draft EIR page 7-41, General Plan Update Policy M-8.7 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 6: Alternative Transportation:

Policy M-8.7: Inter-Regional Travel Modes. Coordinate with SANDAG, Caltrans, and the
California High-Speed Rail Authority, where appropriate, to identify alternative methods for
inter-regional travel to serve the unincorporated County residents.

e On Draft EIR page 7-42, General Plan Update Policy M-11.4 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 6: Alternative Transportation:

Policy M-11.4:  Pedestrian and Bicycle Network Connectivity. Require development in
Villages and Rural Villages to provide comprehensive internal pedestrian and bicycle
networks that connect to existing or planned adjacent community and countywide networks.

« On Draft EIR page 7-43, General Plan Update Policy H-1.3 has been revised as follows
under the heading Issue 2: New Water and Wastewater Facilities:

Policy H-1.3: Housing near Public Services. Encourage—the—development—of Maximize

housing in areas served by transportation networks, within close proximity to job centers,
and where public services and infrastructure are available.
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« On Draft EIR pages 7-45 and 7-47, General Plan Update Policy COS-17.1 has been revised
as follows:

Policy COS-17.1: Reduction of Solid Waste Materials. Reduce greenhouse gas
emissions and future landfill capacity needs through reduction, reuse, or recycling of all
types of solid waste that is generated. Divert solid waste from landfills in compllance W|th
State Iaw A ;

« On Draft EIR page 7-47, General Plan Update Policy COS-10.7 was added under the
heading Issue 1: Compliance with AB 32:

C0OS-10.7: Recycling of Debris. Encourage the installation and operation of construction
and demolition (C&D) debris recycling facilities as an accessory use at permitted (or
otherwise authorized) mining facilities to increase the supply of available mineral resources.

« On Draft EIR page 7-50, mitigation measure Aes-3.2 was added under the heading Issue 3:
Visual Character or Quality:

Aes-3.2 Implement existing and prepare new community right-of-way development
standards, as appropriate, that supplement the County road standards in order to recognize
the unigue constraints and character of different communities.

« On Draft EIR page 7-50, mitigation measure Aes-4.3 was added to under the heading Issue
4: Light or Glare:

Aes-4.3  Participate in regional planning and planning by agencies operating within _or
adjacent to the County to the extent practicable. This includes participation in SANDAG and
other regional planning forums, reviewing and commenting on planning and environmental
documents issued by other agencies, and ongoing collaboration with Native American tribes
and adjacent jurisdictions.

« On Draft EIR page 7-56, mitigation measure Cul-1.7 was added under the heading Issue 1:
Historical Resources:

Cul-1.7  Identify potentially historic structures within the County and enter the information
in the Department of Planning and Land Use property database. ldentification will occur by
compiling information from all available sources (e.qg., County surveys, Historic Site Board,
information received from SOHO and community planning groups, information from other
jurisdictions, etc.) and shall be updated at least every five years.

« On Draft EIR page 7-56, mitigation measure Cul-1.8 was added under the heading Issue 1:
Historical Resources:

Cul-1.8 Revise the Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO) to apply to the demolition or
alteration of identified significant historic structures.
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On Draft EIR page 7-57, mitigation measure Cul-2.5 was added under the heading Issue 2:
Archaeological Resources:

Cul-2.5 Protect undiscovered subsurface archaeological resources by requiring grading
monitoring by a qualified archaeologist and a Native American monitor for all ground
disturbing activities, and also, when feasible, during initial surveys.

On Draft EIR page 7-57, mitigation measure Cul-2.6 was added under the heading Issue 2:
Archaeological Resources:

Cul-2.6  Protect significant cultural resources by facilitating the identification and
acquisition of important resources through regional coordination with agencies, and
institutions, such as the South Coast Information Center (SCIC) and consultation with the
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and local tribal governments, including SB-
18 review, while maintaining the confidentiality of sensitive cultural information.

On Draft EIR page 7-58, mitigation measure Haz-1.3 has been revised as follows under the
heading, Issue 5: Public Airports:

Haz-1.3 Review the AICUZ when reviewing new development projects within the
influence study area. Ensure that such development projects are consistent with the land
use compatibility and safety policies therein.

On Draft EIR page 7-64, mitigation measure Min-1.2 has been revised as follows under the
heading Issue 1: Mineral Resource Availability:

Min-1.2 Revise and update the County ordinances to designate areas of known importance
for mineral resources as follows:

« Update the Zoning Ordinance with the addition of a Mining Compatibility Designator or
Overlay that identifies parcels with a high potential for mineral resources. The purpose
is to take into account the potential mineral resources not to preclude the potential
mlnlng use plaee—l&nd—use—mstneﬂens—en—amas—m%eqﬁemny—e#ex#aemﬁ—useﬁe

- In addition, specify that

notlflcatlon of potentlal mlnlng use is prowded to aII parcels within a 1,500 foot radius of

parcels with a Mining Compatibility Designator/Overlay.

« Revise the Zoning Ordinance to facilitate recycling of salvaged concrete, asphalt, and
rock by allowing this activity to occur by right at permitted mining facilities.

« Revise the Zoning Ordinance and Grading Ordinance to authorize surface mining
operations with a Surface Mining Permit rather than a MUP. Incorporate findings of
approval that reflect Mineral Compatibility Designator, SMARA Sections 2762 and 2763,
and the inherent nature of surface mining operations. Parcels with a high potential for
mineral resources could include those areas designated as MRZ-2 or other areas
identified as containing mineral resources that are located where a sufficient buffer is
available so that extraction activities are feasible.

San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-95
October 2010



Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

« On Draft EIR page 7-67, mitigation measure Noi-5.1 has been revised as follows under the
heading Issues 5 and 6: Excessive Noise Exposure from a Public or Private Airport:

Noi-5.1 Use the applicable Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan’s (ALUCP) as
guidance/reference during development review of projects that are planned within an Airport
Influence Area (AIA). Any projects that are within the AIA shall be submitted to the San
Diego County Regional Airport Authority (SDCRAA) for review.-Feund-incompatible-with-the
Airportand-Use-Compatibilibynoise-criteria-should

« On Draft EIR page 7-69, mitigation measure Pub-1.9 was added under the heading Issue 1:
Fire Protection Services:

Pub-1.9 Implement procedures to ensure new large development projects fund their fair
share toward fire services facilities and explore, and if feasible, establish an impact fee
program or Mello-Roos District for all new development to fund their fair share contribution
toward fire service facilities. Large development projects are required to provide their fair
share contribution to fire services either by providing additional funds and/or development of
infrastructure.

« On Draft EIR page 7-70, mitigation measure Rec-1.6 has been revised as follows under the
heading Issue 1: Deterioration of Parks and Recreational Facilities:

Rec-1.6  Acquire trail routes across private lands through direct purchase, easements, and
dedication, or by other means from a willing property owner/seller. Bevelop—an-incentive
program-to-e-Encourage the voluntary dedication of easements and/or gifts of land for trails
through prlvately owned Iands mcludmg agrlcultural and grazmg Iands AJse—develep

« On Draft EIR page 7-70, mitigation measure Rec-1.7 has been revised as follows under the
heading Issue 1: Deterioration of Parks and Recreational Facilities:

Rec-1.7 Prioritize the acquisition and development of trail segments in a manner to
provide maximum environmental and public benefit given available public and private
resources and the population served. As part of this effort, also maintain a database of
information on the locations, status of easements, classifications, forms of access,
management activities and land ownership relative to trail facilities.

« On Draft EIR page 7-71, mitigation measure Rec-1.10 was deleted under the heading Issue
1. Deterioration of Parks and Recreational Facilities. Mitigation measures Rec-1.11 and
Rec-1.12 were renumbered as Rec-1.10 and Rec-1.11, respectively.

« On Draft EIR page 7-71, text related to the following mitigation measure has been revised
under the heading Issue 1: Deterioration of Parks and Recreational Facilities:

Rec-1.112 Prioritize open space acquisition needs through coordination with government
agencies and private organizations. Once prioritized, acquire open space lands through
negotiation with private land owners and through MSCP regulatory requirements. The
operation and management of such acquisitions will continue to be implemented achieved
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by preparing, implementing, and updating Resource Management Plans and MSCP Area
Specific Management Directives (ASMDs) for each open space area.

On Draft EIR page 7-71, mitigation measure Rec-2.3 has been revised as follows under the
heading Issue 2: Construction of New Recreational Facilities:

Rec-2.3 Amend the Subdivision Ordinance to require new residential development to be
integrated with existing neighborhoods by providing connected and continuous road,
environmentally-sensitive pathway/trail and recreation/open space networks. Also add new
conservation-oriented design guidelines for rural lands projects as part of this amendment.
These measures will assist in the planning for recreational facilities as new development is
proposed while minimizing impacts to sensitive resources and community character.

On Draft EIR page 7-72, mitigation measures Tra-1.5 and Tra-1.6 were deleted under the
heading Issue 1: Unincorporated County Traffic and Level of Service Standards.

On Draft EIR page 7-73, mitigation measures Tra-1.7 and Tra-1.8 were renumbered as Tra-
1.5 and Tra-1.7, respectively and a new mitigation measure Tra-1.6 was added under the
heading Issue 1: Unincorporated County Traffic and Level of Service Standards:

Tra-1.5¢ Implement the Congestion Management Strategies identified in the Regional
Transportation Plan SANBAG-CMP and require large projects to mitigate impacts to the

CMP-retworlk-neluding State highways and freeways.

Tra-1.6 Develop project review procedures to require large commercial and office
development to use Transportation Demand Management Programs to reduce single-
occupant vehicle traffic generation and to prepare and forward annual reports to the County
on the effectiveness of the program.

Tra-1.78 Implement the San Diego County TIF Ordinance, which defrays the costs of
constructing planned transportation facilities necessary to accommodate increased traffic
generated by future development.

On Draft EIR page 7-74, mitigation measure Tra-5.3 was added under the heading Issue 5:
Parking Capacity:

Tra-5.3 Revise the Public Road Standards to include standards for the provision of
parallel and diagonal on-street parking, according to Regional Category.

Appendix A, NOP, Comments Received on the NOP, and Materials
from the Scoping Meeting

No revisions were made to this appendix.

Appendix B, Air Quality Technical Report

No revisions were made to this appendix.
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Appendix C, Biological Resources Tables

« In Appendix C of the Draft EIR, pages C-13 through C-34, a new data column (Total Existing
Habitat Acreage) was added to Table C-3, Impacts to Vegetation Communities by CPA and
Subregion. The data listed under the Total Acres Impacted column has also been rounded
from three decimal places to two decimal places; however, this change is not shown in
tracking mode in the table below.

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Chaparral 4,078.53 39,324.19
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 530.97 3,5650.15
Native Grassland 427.26 662.64
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 405.42 1,473.03
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 143.70 2,343.97
Black Oak Woodland 128.50 918.19
Engelmann Oak Woodland 103.48 1,438.58
Coast Live Oak Woodland 64.27 826.49
Mafic Chaparral 18.34 1,349.42
Field/Pasture 14.39 39.52
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 12.51 228.29
Freshwater 9.50 719.34
Alpine CPA Southern Riparian Forest 9.21 351.38
Non-Native Grassland 6.65 831.40
Disturbed Wetland 5.99 379.96
Southern Riparian Scrub 5.03 45.50
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 4.84 6.45
Southern Willow Scrub 4.39 35.17
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 4.20 73.79
Riparian Woodlands 3.86 122.14
Freshwater Marsh 0.12 0.97
l;l:i)rr]]é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 0.09 121.48
Mule Fat Scrub 0.01 4.53
Open Water 0.01 399.78
Alpine CPA Total 5,981.27 55,246.36
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 2,106.07 3,016.71
Chaparral 1,762.07 2,945.30
Non-Native Grassland 1,526.80 1,948.43
Field/Pasture 271.33 663.27
Bonsall CPA Coast Live Oak Woodland 243.20 395.70
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 160.25 600.22
Southern Willow Scrub 89.56 141.32
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 79.17 113.43
Southern Riparian Scrub 68.26 94.21
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 52.18 63.59
Mule Fat Scrub 44.85 231.89
Freshwater 29.03 59.51
Native Grassland 28.45 35.21
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 13.48 17.68
Riparian Forests 12.36 12.36
Bonsall CPA
Continued Nqn-Vegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 774 49.24
Fringe B
Disturbed Wetland 6.84 0
Mafic Chaparral 5.01 6.68
Oak Woodland 2.05 2.05
Tamarisk Scrub 0.82 7.73
Freshwater Seep 0.07 0.01
Bonsall CPA Total 6,509.58 10,404.54
Lower Montane Coniferous Forest 816.70 7,385.20
Chaparral 137.13 15,755.29
Englemann Oak Woodland 90.38 1,833.72
Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 40.18 942.69
Montane Chaparral 32.53 1,949.47
Jeffrey Pine Forest 21.41 4,681.27
Scrub Oak Chaparral 17.02 304.57
Native Grassland 16.26 244.71
Coast Live Oak Woodland 14.31 1,371.99
Montane Meadow 13.80 677.40
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 7.72 416.70
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 6.55 296.64
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 4.88 651.71
Central Mountain | gjack Oak Forest 4.61 92.04
Subregion - -
Cuyamaca Mafic Chaparral 4.40 1,586.92
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 2.45 218.86
Southern Riparian Forest 1.81 383.38
Mixed Evergreen Forest 1.70 351.14
Freshwater Seep 1.58 268.68
Mixed Oak Woodland* 1.48 126.44
Coast Live Oak Forest 1.36 37.38
Freshwater 1.05 17.61
Southern Riparian Scrub 0.82 26.22
Open Water 0.76 93.46
Freshwater Marsh 0.56 70.38
Non-Native Grassland 0.24 132.88
Black Oak Woodland 0.14 121.37
Great Basin Scrub 0.02 58.95
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Central Mountain | White Alder Riparian Forest 0.01 0.09
Subregion — Dry Montane Meadows 0.01 1,056.98
Cuyamaca
Continued Cuyamaca Total 1,241.86 41,154.14
Chaparral 603.39 14,558.57
Coast Live Oak Woodland 371.99 2,097.36
Englemann Oak Woodland 49.10 472.67
Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 25.48 280.61
Southern Riparian Scrub 20.75 135.58
Non-Native Grassland 20.56 98.11
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 15.59 390.04
Freshwater Seep 10.88 55.64
| Mafic Chaparral 5.38 598.14
(SZSE:;zin(I;/InOEmtam Undifferentiated Open Woodland* 4.85 135.47
Descanso Native Grassland 4.08 75.76
Freshwater 1.22 12.32
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 1.21 90.56
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 1.14 83.49
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 0.68 50.39
White Alder Riparian Forest 0.63 8.12
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 0.53 5.21
Montane Chaparral 0.48 79.39
Southern Riparian Forest 0.22 55.24
Jeffrey Pine Forest 0.14 227.76
Descanso Total 1,138.29 19,540.40
Chaparral 811.50 46,840.81
Lower Montane Coniferous Forest 220.79 488.70
Coast Live Oak Woodland 176.60 3.876.51
Great Basin Scrub 82.41 787.99
Jeffrey Pine Forest 75.33 8,472.22
Mafic Chaparral 75.04 8,383.10
Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 55.22 1,016.26
Central Mountain Flat-topped Buckwheat* 35.34 2,571.67
Subregion - Pine | Englemann Oak Woodland 27.19 584.52
Valley Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 26.03 962.13
Freshwater Seep 23.60 442.64
Red Shank Chaparral 23.13 1,512.72
Native Grassland 21.68 478.32
Black Oak Forest 19.88 957.06
Southern Riparian Scrub 13.46 143.29
Non-Native Grassland 11.67 256.85
Freshwater 8.68 81.07
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Montane Chaparral 8.34 6,236.52
Wet Montane Meadow 7.58 806.63
Montane Meadow 3.28 109.63
Southern Riparian Forest 3.15 61.77
Semi-Desert Chaparral 2.73 1,345.76
Interior Live Oak Chaparral 2.48 573.17
Central Mountain Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 2.05 187.80
Subregion - Coast Live Oak Forest 1.77 49.05
Pine Valley Oak Woodland 1.06 5.90
Continued Er(i)rr:;éegetamd Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 0.93 14.85
Undifferentiated Open Woodland* 0.92 40.91
Scrub Oak Chaparral 0.66 533.50
Disturbed Wetland 0.55 0
Mixed Oak Woodland* 0.39 2,123.38
Freshwater Marsh 0.23 1.30
Pine Valley Total 1,743.68 89,946.03
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 188.12 11,496.84
Chaparral 153.11 21,994.15
Englemann Oak Woodland 53.20 2,429.52
Coast Live Oak Woodland 51.71 2,128.93
Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 15.83 133.92
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 13.76 2,727.49
Black Oak Woodland 12.86 522.12
Wet Montane Meadow 7.80 64.40
Undifferentiated Open Woodland* 7.05 228.59
Central Mountain | Non-Native Grassland 4.69 351.28
Subregion - - —
Remainder Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 3.07 754.57
Field/Pasture 1.94 18.78
Freshwater 1.23 315.11
Native Grassland 1.18 78.41
Mixed Oak Woodland* 0.85 263.79
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 0.51 223.26
Southern Riparian Forest 0.24 842.15
Freshwater Seep 0.04 5.68
Central Mountain Remainder 517.19 44,578.99
Central Mountain Subregion Total 4,641.014 195,219.56
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 20.55 26.14
Chaparral 6.89 23.32
gg‘i\my Islands Freshwater Marsh 3.99 3.99
Southern Riparian Scrub 0.24 0.25
County Islands CPA Total 31.67 53.70
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 2,063.90 7,504.93
Chaparral 1,195.75 5,986.54
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 310.95 639.93
l;l:i)rr]]é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 149 96 156.16
Native Grassland 115.42 337.30
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 55.53 695.56
Crest/Dehesa Black Oak Woodland 37.34 174.09
Subregion Southern Riparian Scrub 28.52 29.10
Freshwater 24.88 24.92
Southern Riparian Forest 12.82 14.40
Disturbed Wetland 4,57 0
Coast Live Oak Woodland 3.18 64.59
Riparian Woodlands 0.24 27.86
Open Water 0.08 0.08
Non-Native Grassland 0.02 0.02
Crest/Dehesa Subregion Total 4,003.15 15,655.48
Sonoran Creosote Bush Scrub 8,940.25 33,651.54
Desert Saltbush Scrub 2,800.52 10,634.39
Sonoran Desert Mixed Scrub 1,422.84 4,876.13
Field/Pasture 627.16 990.70
Mesquite Bosque 571.02 3.029.62
Encelia Scrub* 327.58 5,414.44
Desert Dry Wash Woodland 137.23 1,160.84
Desert Dunes 108.99 456.40
Sonoran Wash Scrub* 96.35 676.09
gSSrGertgion i Colorado Desert Wash Scrub* 80.82 234.51
Borrego Springs | Desert Sink Scrub 64.75 955.39
Alkali Playa Community 54.19 1,867.43
Disturbed Wetland 2.99 0
Freshwater 1.98 1.98
Acacia Scrub 0.53 4.22
Peninsular Pinon and Juniper Woodlands 0.47 4.05
l;l:i)rr]]é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 0.45 411
Tamarisk Scrub 0.03 0.04
Borrego Springs Total 15,238.13 63,961.88
Sonoran Creosote Bush Scrub 1,833.84 184,745.89
Desert Red Shank Chaparral 279.32 8,944.71
Subregion - Sonoran Desert Mixed Scrub 264.50 52,091.14
Remainder Chaparral 210.65 25,014.44
Semi-Desert Chaparral 166.72 41,609.21
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Encelia Scrub* 163.86 59,953.76
Alkali Playa Community 130.36 139.99
Mojavean Desert Scrub 127.82 9,275.86
Desert Dry Wash Woodland 113.39 10,229.42
Peninsular Pinon and Juniper Woodlands 103.23 39,493.79
Montane Chaparral 80.09 6,710.91
Non-Native Grassland 78.98 1,319.78
Coast Live Oak Forest 64.89 653.60
Desert Sink Scrub 60.93 687.38
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 49.60 9,892.29
Acacia Scrub 26.07 4,264.45
Sonoran Wash Scrub* 21.75 5,676.52
Desert Dunes 17.93 385.28
Disturbed Wetland 15.65 0
Interior Live Oak Chaparral 14.76 420.24
Mesquite Bosque 11.32 2,128.66
Colorado Desert Wash Scrub* 6.26 94.12
Desert Lower Montane Coniferous Forest 3.27 439.50
Subregion — ——
Remainder Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 2.80 115.76
Continued Desert Saltbush Scrub 2.43 1,257.77
Coast Live Oak Woodland 1.89 17.71
l';lrci)rTg-J\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 186 526.36
Montane Meadow 1.62 15.14
Great Basin Scrub 1.54 391.37
Stabilized Alkaline Dunes* 1.53 12.27
Alluvial Fan Scrub 1.08 46.65
White Alder Riparian Forest 0.92 52.15
Freshwater 0.60 4.81
Unvegetated Habitat 0.45 7.21
Tamarisk Scrub 0.42 64.82
Field/Pasture 0.35 4.82
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest 0.31 133.15
Alkali Seep 0.23 4.33
Southern Riparian Forest 0.00 38.70
Remainder Total 3,863.24 466,863.96
Desert Subregion Total 19,101.37 530,825.84
Non-Native Grassland 2,779.07 3,171.99
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 2,051.71 4,072.84
Fallbrook CPA Coast Live Oak Woodland 1,077.03 1,478.86
Chaparral 945.79 3.063.72
Field/Pasture 525.97 586.58
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 446.38 870.98
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 203.34 290.05
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 188.94 441.56
Southern Willow Scrub 127.36 211.96
Southern Riparian Scrub 60.34 105.23
Mule Fat Scrub 49.97 106.83
Freshwater 49.47 72.81
Native Grassland 29.16 30.08
Fallorook CPA | Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 24.43 142.10
Continued l;lr(i)gé\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 2166 168.43
Freshwater Marsh 20.69 22.46
Coast Live Oak Forest 16.86 21.92
Disturbed Wetland 7.84 0
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest 0.31 0.31
Alluvial Fan Scrub 0.04 3.30
Fallbrook CPA Total 8,626.35 14,862.34
Chaparral 6,592.60 49,828.61
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 3,831.35 29,629.18
Coast Live Oak Woodland 691.07 2,871.20
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 491.91 1,968.84
Native Grassland 458.11 1,214.96
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 329.01 2,091.99
Engelmann Oak Woodland 156.81 816.74
Non-Native Grassland 70.12 241.15
Field/Pasture 55.85 130.14
Disturbed Wetland 30.51 77.30
Jamul/Dulzura Coast Live .Oak- Forest 21.60 92.07
Subregion Southern Riparian Scrub 18.75 232.11
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 18.64 45.81
Scrub Oak Chaparral 17.69 2,290.95
Alkali Marsh 16.90 88.04
Mafic Chaparral 16.56 2,216.95
l;l:i)rr]]é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 11.37 71.45
Southern Interior Cypress Forest 9.91 1,035.85
Southern Riparian Forest 8.85 168.55
Freshwater 7.50 790.63
Freshwater Marsh 7.23 54.73
Jamul/Dulzura Subregion Total 12,862.32 95,957.25
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Lower Montane Coniferous Forest 3,588.55 14,275.70
Chaparral 676.58 5,890.26
Mixed Oak Woodland* 529.91 2,943.95
Coast Live Oak Woodland 265.70 1,089.27
Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 236.52 1,256.26
Engelmann Oak Woodland 210.81 1,429.01
Native Grassland 180.36 1,238.22
Field/Pasture 146.02 499.62
Wet Montane Meadow 65.00 236.46
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 43.12 578.54
Montane Chaparral 33.39 279.60
White Alder Riparian Forest 32.42 100.93
Julian CPA Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 24.11 175.09
Dry Montane Meadows 20.57 264.42
Non-Native Grassland 19.17 851.04
Southern Riparian Forest 16.54 198.08
Undifferentiated Open Woodland* 16.21 68.60
Freshwater 11.50 68.87
Great Basin Scrub 3.07 78.37
Jeffrey Pine Forest 1.70 13.57
Montane Meadow 1.10 8.96
Freshwater Seep 1.05 8.47
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 1.03 2.05
Southern Riparian Scrub 1.02 6.79
Disturbed Wetland 0.12 0
Unvegetated Habitat 0.02 0.14
Julian CPA Total 6,125.60 31,562.27
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 3,941.55 11,930.16
Chaparral 1,621.95 14,721.92
Native Grassland 350.87 679.59
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 268.89 531.59
Black Oak Woodland 226.65 737.45
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 139.74 592.97
Southern Riparian Scrub 115.33 284.00
Lakeside CPA | Freshwater 41.15 879.38
Coast Live Oak Woodland 38.80 718.90
Southern Riparian Forest 33.96 38.57
Disturbed Wetland 17.04 16.12
Non-Native Grassland 16.65 100.05
l';lrci):é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 10.68 11813
Riparian Woodlands 5.27 30.53
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Field/Pasture 3.60 22.00
Open Water 3.53 161.86
Engelmann Oak Woodland 0.93 0.93
_ Freshwater Marsh 0.84 6.40
IC_:?)ﬁetiSr:SE dCPA Freshwater Seep 0.16 0.91
Mule Fat Scrub 0.07 5.10
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 0.01 0.23
Southern Willow Scrub 0.01 2.68
Lakeside CPA Total 6,837.68 31,579.47
Chaparral 1,989.08 27,262.08
Red Shank Chaparral 618.24 8,240.37
Semi-Desert Chaparral 422.89 8,942.77
Coast Live Oak Woodland 268.62 2,000.02
Field/Pasture 116.06 947.13
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 74.25 2,032.96
Alkali Seep 47.93 326.47
Non-Native Grassland 42.43 776.65
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 26.13 190.18
Great Basin Scrub 17.20 309.80
Upper Sonoran Subshrub Scrub 13.02 242.95
Mountain Empire | Freshwater Seep 9.82 218.99
ggs{s\%?g ) Southern Riparian Scrub 7.36 69.43
Native Grassland 6.99 111.79
Alkali Marsh 5.24 87.06
Wet Montane Meadow 5.07 40.58
Freshwater 4.78 61.25
Freshwater Marsh 3.60 69.57
Southern Riparian Forest 3.41 13.65
Encelia Scrub* 3.10 436.94
Acacia Scrub 2.14 223.97
Coast Live Oak Forest 1.30 23.22
Disturbed Wetland 0.32 0
l;l:i)rr]]é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 0.25 7.67
Boulevard Total 3,689.22 52,635.50
Semi-Desert Chaparral 985.27 9,550.44
Sonoran Desert Mixed Scrub 598.38 2,535.35
Mountain Empire Field/Pasture 315.61 319.45
Subregion - Desert Saltbush Scrub 227.21 731.84
Jacumba Alkali Seep 204.37 204.37
Colorado Desert Wash Scrub* 124.31 244.36
Acacia Scrub 76.37 139.27
San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-106

October 2010



Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Upper Sonoran Subshrub Scrub 65.37 3.309.78
Peninsular Pinon and Juniper Woodlands 54.62 2,634.78
Red Shank Chaparral 37.20 326.79
Mesquite Bosque 30.20 75.82
Southern Riparian Forest 24.98 38.45
Tamarisk Scrub 13.61 76.05
Southern Riparian Scrub 9.02 24.56
Mountain Empire Encelia Scrub* 8.39 242.56
Subregion — Freshwater 2.61 5.43
Jacumba Flat-topped Buckwheat* 1.81 551.15
Continued
Coast Live Oak Woodland 0.47 7.44
Mojavean Desert Scrub 0.41 6.48
Desert Dry Wash Woodland 0.14 0.14
Chaparral 0.12 1.89
Disturbed Wetland 0.11 0
Alkali Marsh 0.03 0.54
Jacumba Total 2,780.61 21,026.94
Chaparral 3,662.56 9,214.18
Coast Live Oak Woodland 478.72 3,735.59
Field/Pasture 387.20 1,631.26
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 81.66 460.12
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 76.77 1,177.74
Alkali Seep 59.91 418.50
Great Basin Scrub 49.94 800.63
Freshwater Seep 29.57 369.42
Non-Native Grassland 27.96 1,615.04
Southern Riparian Scrub 27.62 363.93
Mountain Empire | scryb Oak Chaparral 26.64 922.63
Subregion - Lake - - -
Morena/Campo Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 26.42 233.30
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 13.88 268.91
Freshwater Marsh 12.17 113.02
Disturbed Wetland 7.13 0
Freshwater 5.89 278.64
Red Shank Chaparral 4.61 579.68
Native Grassland 3.07 143.38
Southern Willow Scrub 2.63 75.90
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 1.61 20.90
Southern Riparian Forest 1.50 17.35
Alluvial Fan Scrub 1.29 58.74
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Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Mountain Empire Nqn-Vegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 112 135 52
Subregion - Lake | -1nge -
Morena/Campo | Riparian Forests 0.33 5.29
Continued Lake Morena/Campo Total 4,990.20 22,639.67
Chaparral 1,858.27 17,323.53
Coast Live Oak Woodland 265.40 846.63
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 217.34 1,706.70
Non-Native Grassland 186.88 1,049.97
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 95.61 373.47
Field/Pasture 66.08 137.54
Freshwater Seep 53.36 438.11
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 46.61 321.62
'\S"Sgrrg;ignlz_mp"e Englemann Oak Woodland 26.40 118.51
Potrero Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 26.09 155.24
Coast Live Oak Forest 23.00 81.10
Southern Riparian Scrub 10.87 54.68
Freshwater Marsh 8.88 21.80
Freshwater 7.93 32.95
Disturbed Wetland 3.48 30.49
l;lr(i)gé\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 308 26.22
Scrub Oak Chaparral 1.55 116.25
Potrero Total 2,901.01 22,834.81
Chaparral 644.18 4,267.45
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 67.86 401.19
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 45.91 79.89
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 38.12 311.23
Mountain Empire Coast Live Oak Forest 11.66 40.92
Subregion - Non-Native Grassland 5.59 32.67
Tecate Coast Live Oak Woodland 3.06 29.87
Southern Interior Cypress Forest 1.24 9.95
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 0.60 4.80
Freshwater 0.26 1.17
Tecate Total 818.48 5,179.14
Chaparral 196.10 26,821.81
Semi-Desert Chaparral 109.81 20,914.35
Montane Chaparral 35.51 2,064.73
Mountain Empire | coast Live Oak Woodland 21.52 1,089.35
Subregion - —
Remainder Southern Riparian Scrub 9.46 56.66
Upper Sonoran Subshrub Scrub 7.21 249.04
Non-Native Grassland 6.14 143.01
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 5.41 3.438.97
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Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Jeffrey Pine Forest 5.35 191.56
Freshwater Seep 5.19 117.99
Scrub Oak Chaparral 4.31 1,250.94
Great Basin Scrub 3.83 195.96
Native Grassland 3.27 54.11
Montane Meadow 3.19 52.59
Acacia Scrub 2.96 1,211.98
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 2.71 80.34
Red Shank Chaparral 2.54 892.47
Coast Live Oak Forest 2.18 199.99
Freshwater 1.47 8.64
Sonoran Wash Scrub* 1.17 2,352.75
Mountain Empire Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 1.15 167.09
Subregion — Southern Riparian Forest 1.09 103.10
Egmﬁmggr Freshwater Marsh 1.00 22.35
Sonoran Desert Mixed Scrub 0.99 9,925.09
Upper Sonoran Ceanothus Chaparral 0.86 33.78
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest 0.79 33.76
Alkali Seep 0.54 11.87
Interior Live Oak Chaparral 0.53 108.34
Sonoran Creosote Bush Scrub 0.46 38,038.74
Encelia Scrub* 0.34 20,559.05
l;l:i)rr]]é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 0.22 105.88
Black Oak Forest 0.21 10.09
Colorado Desert Wash Scrub* 0.12 62.14
Remainder Total 437.61 130,568.52
Mountain Empire Subregion Total 15,617.12 254,884.58
Chaparral 1,912.48 2,865.82
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 1,276.57 1,642.58
Non-Native Grassland 333.28 353.89
Coast Live Oak Woodland 195.42 292.93
Field/Pasture 136.13 139.44
North County. Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 79.22 84.04
I_\/I|_e”t(|;c()jesnubreg|on Southern Willow Scrub 20.64 33.78
Meadows Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 20.02 33.83
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 14.31 25.06
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 8.00 28.78
Freshwater 3.82 4.05
Englemann Oak Woodland 3.28 3.28
Riparian Woodlands 2.42 2.42
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
North County Disturbed Wetland 0.24 0
Met_ro Subregion Southern Riparian Scrub 0.12 0.12
— Hidden
E"gﬁt‘?r?l‘j‘fd Hidden Meadows Total 4,005.93 5,510.02
Chaparral 1,240.62 3,085.92
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 438.48 862.65
Field/Pasture 134.39 186.44
Non-Native Grassland 108.87 147.19
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 107.29 243.59
Coast Live Oak Woodland 37.17 63.09
North County Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 35.27 58.58
Metro Subregion
- Twin Oaks Southern Willow Scrub 21.36 27.38
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 12.08 12.91
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 8.94 18.29
Native Grassland 5.47 10.94
Freshwater 4.34 5.93
l';lrci)rTg-J\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 168 3.35
Twin Oaks Total 2,155.94 4,726.26
Chaparral 2,257.84 12,745.71
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 1,747.69 3,769.83
Non-Native Grassland 607.73 2,342.66
Field/Pasture 602.49 739.91
Native Grassland 420.33 626.17
Coast Live Oak Woodland 402.87 1,968.82
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 317.41 975.10
Engelmann Oak Woodland 163.43 1,137.92
Southern Riparian Scrub 100.66 158.78
North County Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 65.85 140.25
Metro Subregion | Freshwater 29.64 209.13
- Remainder
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 22.21 183.58
l;l:i)rr]]é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 11.94 50,57
Coastal Scrub 11.36 11.36
Disturbed Wetland 7.89 0
Freshwater Marsh 6.67 26.88
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 6.05 51.21
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 453 6.77
Oak Woodland 2.59 2.91
Southern Riparian Forest 1.28 10.26
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Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Southern Willow Scrub 0.96 14.94
Riparian Woodlands 0.88 0.88
North County
Metro Subregion | Meadow and Seep 0.19 1.49
— Remainder Mule Fat Scrub 0.10 0.40
Continued
Remainder Total 6,792.58 25,184.53
North County Metro Subregion Total 12,954.45 35,420.81
Mixed Evergreen Forest 608.22 10,721.52
Lower Montane Coniferous Forest 389.56 548.94
Red Shank Chaparral 193.71 19,149.44
Black Oak Woodland 131.46 1,338.36
Chaparral 113.26 17,638.40
Wet Montane Meadow 97.76 1,023.96
Scrub Oak Chaparral 87.65 3.726.81
Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 84.99 763.11
Coast Live Oak Woodland 44.59 3,356.01
Montane Chaparral 23.03 1,125.10
Non-Native Grassland 20.67 546.05
North Mountain | Native Grassland 11.14 563.57
ﬁ:gﬁg?n ) Flat-topped Buckwheat* 9.70 79.38
Mountain Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 9.66 192.74
Dry Montane Meadows 8.58 69.93
Englemann Oak Woodland 7.46 166.49
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 6.53 1,041.59
Freshwater 5.95 51.36
Black Oak Forest 5.67 3,326.87
Southern Riparian Scrub 5.61 46.65
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 1.79 167.49
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 1.77 752.59
Field/Pasture 1.48 19.37
Coast Live Oak Forest 0.66 192.06
Palomar Mountain Subregion 1,870.87 66,607.79
Red Shank Chaparral 3,166.37 44,477.84
Chaparral 2,518.32 57,924.44
Coast Live Oak Woodland 1,156.99 11,027.54
Engelmann Oak Woodland 946.03 11,759.40
gl?tr)trhegj/ilgrl\”jtain Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 927.96 19,526.08
Remainder Mixed Oak Woodland* 856.27 9.489.47
Field/Pasture 580.85 4,902.48
Great Basin Scrub 274.58 1,994.55
Non-Native Grassland 272.18 5,475.33
Semi-Desert Chaparral 264.98 5,758.35
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Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 240.81 1,921.23
Montane Chaparral 205.04 8,827.14
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 196.55 1,877.99
Southern Riparian Forest 164.69 1,003.92
Lower Montane Coniferous Forest 126.52 7,943.85
Undifferentiated Open Woodland* 106.52 414.56
Native Grassland 102.71 1,789.89
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 94.44 3,534.92
Southern Riparian Scrub 82.79 1,098.11
Coast Live Oak Forest 52.40 1,775.13
Acacia Scrub 34.12 3.455.15
Upper Sonoran Subshrub Scrub 16.39 971.10
Riversidian Sage Scrub 15.62 220.01
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 14.56 5,361.04
Scrub Oak Chaparral 13.38 1,541.68
Freshwater 13.09 819.96
Alluvial Fan Scrub 12.09 196.40
North Mountain Mafic Chaparral 11.83 3,533.83
Subregion — Wet Montane Meadow 10.97 3,027.29
Egmﬁmggr Desert Dry Wash Woodland 8.07 472.81
Montane Meadow 6.61 81.40
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 6.24 240.87
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 3.99 214.57
Riparian Woodlands 3.34 164.29
Peninsular Pinon and Juniper Woodlands 3.08 1,091.80
l';lrci):é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 285 258.62
Freshwater Seep 2.63 20.40
Disturbed Wetland 2.38 0
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest 1.44 48.91
Black Oak Forest 0.74 1,357.63
Mesquite Bosque 0.31 1,017.98
Interior Live Oak Chaparral 0.15 1,081.08
Sonoran Desert Mixed Scrub 0.11 62.71
Sonoran Desert Mixed Scrub 0.10 0.85
Upper Sonoran Ceanothus Chaparral 0.04 0.31
Remainder Total 12,521.10 227,762.91
North Mountain Subregion Total 14,391.97 294,370.70
Non-Native Grassland 1,700.50 2,019.10
. Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 1,249.82 7,929.82
Otay Subregion -
Native Grassland 539.18 1,529.51
Chaparral 294.04 8,514.41
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Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Alkali Marsh 20.98 129.82
Tamarisk Scrub 14.07 50.93
Vernal Pool 11.72 423.24
Maritime Succulent Scrub 6.39 18.68
Southern Interior Cypress Forest 5.50 4,719.73
Mafic Chapatrral 4.68 5.18
Disturbed Wetland 3.96 1.34
Riparian and Bottomland Habitat 3.20 3.20
Otay Subregion | Mule Fat Scrub 2.94 33.00
Continued Freshwater 2.66 848.51
Southern Willow Scrub 1.64 4.58
Estuarine 1.38 3.75
Freshwater Marsh 0.76 29.24
Scrub Oak Chapatrral 0.24 0.71
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 0.10 123.55
l';lrci):é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 0.04 427
Otay Subregion Total 3,863.79 26,392.57
Chaparral 3,932.20 26,332.12
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 1,859.98 10,676.50
Non-Native Grassland 1,004.49 4,821.52
Coast Live Oak Woodland 982.93 4,943.62
Engelmann Oak Woodland 830.88 6,248.72
Native Grassland 306.99 1,171.60
Lower Montane Coniferous Forest 147.49 2,717.75
Field/Pasture 112.07 403.78
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 104.92 778.88
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 85.07 400.49
Pala/Pauma Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 66.09 880.44
CPA Alluvial Fan Scrub 58.43 464.12
Mule Fat Scrub 54.39 492.48
l';lrci):é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 49.24 126.44
Black Oak Forest 38.82 246.69
Southern Willow Scrub 34.71 230.82
Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 23.65 190.83
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 21.18 183.78
Freshwater 21.15 52.64
Southern Riparian Scrub 11.68 67.70
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 11.57 116.02
Meadow and Seep 10.72 84.28
Disturbed Wetland 10.51 0
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Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Coast Live Oak Forest 8.12 113.72
Scrub Oak Chaparral 5.72 45.78
Freshwater Marsh 4.60 36.92
Pala/Pauma Open Water 4.47 35.77
CPA Southern Riparian Forest 4.37 57.10
Continued Alkali Meadows and Seeps 3.34 26.69
ggﬁ;sftes)ir;glzeéélsatrpath and Peninsular 193 14.06
Pala/Pauma CPA Total 9,811.71 61,961.26
Chaparral 1,489.24 27,060.09
Upper Sonoran Ceanothus Chaparral 199.45 4,461.91
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 127.58 43,131.76
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 101.05 1,833.21
Coast Live Oak Woodland 79.70 1,847.59
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 77.55 10,620.27
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 57.19 1,284.24
Pendleton/De Field/Pasture 43.08 329.71
Luz Subregion -
Native Grassland 35.02 30,144.17
Englemann Oak Woodland 22.28 3,096.94
Southern Riparian Scrub 5.78 329.36
Freshwater 3.95 287.33
Scrub Oak Chaparral 2.93 573.27
White Alder Riparian Forest 0.87 20.17
Non-Native Grassland 0.47 13,850.80
Pendleton/De Luz Subregion Total 2,246.16 138,870.82
Chaparral 1,302.23 4,396.47
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 368.47 841.45
Non-Native Grassland 211.00 420.35
Coast Live Oak Woodland 141.72 357.57
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 58.93 105.80
Rainbow CPA Field/Pasture 12.20 12.22
Freshwater 6.21 9.56
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 0.57 2.28
Southern Willow Scrub 0.55 2.19
Disturbed Wetland 0.24 0
Rainbow CPA Total 2,102.13 6,147.89
Chaparral 5,498.76 31,510.29
Field/Pasture 2,788.50 4,672.78
Non-Native Grassland 2,008.55 5,560.94
Ramona CPA -
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 1,366.14 7,283.23
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 1,215.39 3.854.17
Coast Live Oak Woodland 802.58 4,148.91
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Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
Native Grassland 565.81 1,442.65
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 319.23 1,292.70
Engelmann Oak Woodland 242.25 1,871.85
Southern Riparian Scrub 147.26 388.27
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 82.79 169.51
Disturbed Wetland 72.98 21.79
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 40.97 83.00
Meadow and Seep 34.62 47.30
Alkali Seep 29.83 259.86
Undifferentiated Open Woodland* 14.29 129.63
Freshwater Marsh 12.45 15.38
Ramona CPA Freshwater Seep 12.19 28.08
Continued Freshwater 11.80 318.55
Foothill/Mountain Perennial Grassland* 6.74 53.94
l;lr(i):é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 515 2336
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 3.89 15.50
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest 2.06 6.30
Mule Fat Scrub 1.68 2.47
Southern Willow Scrub 1.39 10.88
Open Water 0.77 1.49
Southern Riparian Forest 0.76 51.02
Vernal Pool 0.18 0.17
Ramona CPA Total 15,288.98 63,264.02
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 2,849.32 6,066.42
Chaparral 2,124.73 5,200.15
Non-Native Grassland 454.86 681.01
Field/Pasture 447.60 472.49
Southern Maritime Chaparral 336.76 395.67
Native Grassland 145.00 269.12
Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 117.11 258.83
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 103.77 332.23
San Dieguito Southern Riparian Scrub 93.78 207.45
CPA Coast Live Oak Woodland 66.76 131.92
Freshwater 47.89 306.30
Disturbed Wetland 27.32 37.88
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 21.10 37.45
Coastal Scrub 10.60 22.15
Oak Woodland 9.69 15.77
Southern Willow Scrub 8.72 34.13
Scrub Oak Chaparral 8.18 8.57
Freshwater Marsh 6.69 85.50
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Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
l';lrci):é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 491 62 58
Alkali Marsh 3.82 33.75
Mule Fat Scrub 1.82 10.35
San Dieguito Freshwater Seep 1.64 5.22
ggﬁinued Englemann Oak Woodland 1.34 5.08
Tamarisk Scrub 0.52 0.52
Southern Riparian Forest 0.09 0.11
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest 0.000 21.37
San Dieguito CPA Total 6,894.00 14,702.02
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 553.80 896.04
Native Grassland 117.65 196.07
Southern Riparian Scrub 49.73 58.59
ggiA”g Valley Chaparral 32.24 43.52
Freshwater Marsh 1.29 6.14
Non-Native Grassland 1.07 0.73
Freshwater 0.88 0.88
Spring Valley CPA Total 756.66 1,201.97
Native Grassland 289.83 868.89
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 279.32 2,220.58
Non-Native Grassland 183.17 244.83
Southern Riparian Scrub 40.00 83.41
Coast Live Oak Woodland 23.81 26.42
Freshwater Marsh 20.00 29.17
Chaparral 6.13 295.64
Sweetwater CPA —
Disturbed Wetland 5.76 21.91
Southern Riparian Forest 5.61 57.91
Freshwater 3.25 3.26
Open Water 0.58 444.80
l;lr(i)gé\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 0.05 0.05
Southern Willow Scrub 0.00 0
Sweetwater CPA Total 857.53 4,296.87
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 1,019.88 3,176.79
Native Grassland 46.48 231.74
Southern Riparian Forest 41.97 83.64
Valle De Oro Southern Riparian Scrub 30.82 47.33
CPA Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 23.40 142.17
Black Oak Woodland 11.23 14.98
Riparian Woodlands 5.69 208.13
Chaparral 4.35 17.48
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Total Acres Total Existing Habitat
CPA/Subregion Habitat Impacted Impacted Acreage
l';lrci):é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 431 10.01
Disturbed Wetland 3.39 17.60
Valle De Oro Freshwater 3.17 5.31
CPA Non-Native Grassland 3.12 3.12
Continued Open Water 1.18 17.36
Coast Live Oak Woodland 0.70 8.27
Freshwater Marsh 0.53 0.53
Valle De Oro CPA Total 1,200.22 3,984.46
Chaparral 5,180.51 11,432.80
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub 3,077.35 7,215.23
Non-Native Grassland 2,291.60 3,124.46
Coast Live Oak Woodland 1,628.11 2,973.30
Field/Pasture 1,119.71 1,402.25
Engelmann Oak Woodland 314.34 643.99
Southern Cottonwood-willow Riparian Forest 291.94 586.80
Coastal Sage-Chaparral Scrub 146.56 687.90
Southern Willow Scrub 82.06 139.56
Freshwater 55.28 130.96
\éilfy Center Southern Sycamore-alder Riparian Woodland 29.60 47.20
Mule Fat Scrub 13.94 26.40
Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 9.95 33.29
Freshwater Marsh 7.81 15.98
Disturbed Wetland 5.20 0.41
Alluvial Fan Scrub 452 9.03
l';lrci):é\éegetated Channel, Floodway, Lakeshore 252 10.55
Flat-topped Buckwheat* 1.45 2.22
Native Grassland 1.24 1.65
Riparian Woodlands 0.01 0.01
Valley Center CPA Total 14,263.67 28,483.99

Appendix D, Groundwater Study

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 12, first paragraph, the following text has been revised
under the heading Indian Reservations:

Estimated water demand ranges from none on undeveloped lands (Capitan Grande,
Cuyapaipe, and Inaja Cosmit Indian Reservations) to over 500 acre-feet per year (afy) on
the Barona, Pala, and Rincon Indian Reservations. Barona Indian Reservation, with an
estimated groundwater demand of greater than 500 afy has historically exceeded the
sustainable yield of its basin. In the 2002 Report on the Need for Emergency Water Supply
prepared for the Barona Tribal Authority, the report documented the depleted groundwater
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supply at the Reservation and concluded that “the groundwater basin will not be able to
supply the current demand without significantly exceeding the safe vyield.” (Civiltec
Engineering, Inc., 2002) Groundwater levels were reported to be at historic lows and some
of their existing wells were reported to only operate for short times during a 24-hour period
without losing suction due to low pumping levels. In recent years, the tribe has reportedly
trucked in water to supplement its declining groundwater supply (Sweeney, 2007).

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 24, first paragraph, the following text has been revised
under the heading Lakeside Community Planning Group:

Based upon water level records from these wells, the fractured rock aquifer that underlies
this area likely has a very low storage capacity that is subject to rapid declines in water table
elevation and groundwater availability. It should be noted that there is no data available to
definitively correlate whether the depleted and dry wells were impacted by water demand at
the Barona Indian Reservation. The lack of recharge from drought conditions, clustered
wells on small residential parcels, and low storage capacity of the aquifer are other potential
causal factors to be considered for the depleted wells along Old Barona Road.

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 31, third paragraph, the following text has been
deleted under the heading Large Quantity/Clustered Groundwater Users:

As was discussed in Section 2.4 and Section 2.7.3, the following areas have been identified
as having the potential for localized groundwater problems (especially at the height of
extended drought periods) from pumping large amounts of groundwater:

1. Ballena Valley: This valley has historically used up to 800 acre-feet of groundwater per
principally for agricultural uses. DPLU has records indicating water level declines up to
500 feet in a single summer.

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 34, third paragraph, the following text has been revised
under the heading 50 % Reduction in Storage:

To evaluate potential cumulative impacts to a given basin, the County often requires
proposed discretionary projects to conduct a water balance analysis of the basin which
involves estimating groundwater recharge through at least a 30-year period, comparing
yearly recharge with proposed extraction for each of those years, tracking cumulative
depletion of storage during successive years of storage depletion (drought), and determining
if extraction is in excess of sustained yield if the cumulative depletion of storage exceeds
50% of the total storage capacity of a given basin. Because drought conditions cannot be
accurately predicted, the utilization of 30 years of historical precipitation data ensures that a
reasonably foreseeable drought condition will be evaluated....... To assure sustainable
groundwater use through drought conditions, the resulting sustainable yield for a basin as
calculated from the water balance analysis is a fraction of average annual groundwater
recharge. Further details regarding the conservative nature of the 50% criterion are
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contained within the County of San Diego Guidelines for Determining Significance —
Groundwater Resources (DPLU, 2007, p.22-24).

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 35, second paragraph, the following text has been
revised under the heading Guideline for Determining Significance:

For land uses proposed at the maximum build-out allowed under the GP Update,
groundwater impacts will be considered potentially significant if a soil moisture
balance, conducted using at least 304 years of precipitation data, concludes that at
any time groundwater in storage within a basin is reduced to a level of 50% or less of
maximum theoretical storage as a result of groundwater extraction.

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 35, third paragraph, the following text has been added
under the heading Methodology:

To estimate cumulative impacts to each basin, the soil moisture balance methodology was
used to calculate groundwater recharge on a monthly basis for a 34-year time period (July
1971 through June 2005). The County had previously compiled over 50,000 precipitation
records from the years 1971 through 2001 that were readily available for this study. The
study included an additional four years beyond the 30 year period to ensure inclusion of the
below average period of rainfall that occurred from 1998 to 2004 and the above average
rainfall year in 2004-2005.

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 36, third paragraph, the following text has been revised
under the heading Methodology:

Section 2.9.1 identified five-four areas (Ballena Valley, Barona-thdian-Reservation; Guatay,
Julian Town Center, and Morena Village) as having the potential for localized groundwater
problems from pumping large amounts of groundwater.

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 42, second paragraph, the following text has been
revised under the heading Indian Reservations:

The Barona Indian Reservation historically has exceededs the sustainable yield of its basin
and has reportedly trucked in water to supplement its declining water supply. Since the
Reservation is known to have be exceededing its sustainable yield, this must be accounted
for in future groundwater resources planning for the unincorporated land adjacent to the
Barona Reservation. Additionally, approximately 20 off-Reservation residences along Old
Barona Road have reported seriously depleted to dry wells. It should be noted that there is
no data available to definitively correlate whether the depleted and dry wells were impacted
by water demand at the Barona Indian Reservation. The lack of recharge from drought
conditions, clustered wells on small residential parcels, and low storage capacity of the
aquifer are other potential causal factors to be considered for the depleted wells along Old
Barona Road. As-shewn-in—Table-3-9-{The Barona Indian Reservation is estimated to use
greater than 500 acre-feet of groundwater per year for its golf course, casino, and hotel

(Table 3-9).
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« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 47, fourth paragraph, the following text has been
deleted under the heading Methodology:

These areas were then compared to any historical groundwater level data available to
identify areas with the potential for localized groundwater problems. Based on historical
water levels, Section 2.9.1 identified Ballena Valley, Guatay, Julian Town Center, and
Morena Village as having the potential for localized groundwater problems from pumping

Iarge amounts of groundwater Mle—ne—hlsteneal—g%ebmdmater—mﬁeﬂmanewls—w&%bie—ﬁe#

, A Ay - For many of the
generally susceptlble areas shown on Figure 3-9, no data or mformatlon was available, so
groundwater conditions were reported as unknown.

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 50, second paragraph, the following text has been
revised under the heading Existing Conditions:

2. Barona (42%): The results indicate that groundwater in storage on average is estimated
to be approximately 80% of maximum theoretical storage during the 34-years evaluated
and impacts may occur within the basin during the driest years. Of the estimated existing
demand of 645 afy, approximately 557 afy is estimated to be pumped from the Barona
Indian Reservation. The amount of groundwater pumped by the Barona Reservation has
historically exceeded s the sustainable yield of its basin and the tribe has reportedly
trucked in water to supplement its deelining-depleted groundwater supply. It should be
noted that there is no data available to definitively correlate whether the depleted and
dry wells in nearby residences along Old Barona Road have been impacted by water

demand at the Barona Indian Reservation. Development—adjacent—and-nearby-the
Reservation-may-be-impacted-by-tribal- pumping-

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 54, second paragraph, the following text has been
revised under the heading Large Quantity/Clustered Groundwater Users:

1. Ballena Valley

23. Guatay

34. Julian Town Center
45. Morena Village

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 59, first paragraph, the following text has been revised
under the heading Indian Reservations:

As discussed in Section 3.1.2.3, this study has not included any groundwater recharge or

storage from Indian Reservations in the basin-by-basin analysis with-the-exception-of-the
Barona-Reservation—As-suchthis-wateris-notconsideredHn-this-study as a potential benefit

for future groundwater users in the unincorporated portion of the County.
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« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 68, first paragraph, the following text has been deleted
under the heading 50 % Reduction in Storage:

In addition, some of these basins may be receiving substantial septic or irrigation return
flows from |mported water Wlthln the adjacent CWA area. Ihe—Pala#Pauma—area—rs

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 68, second paragraph, the following text has been
added under the heading 50 % Reduction in Storage:

The Pala and Pauma basins are patrticularly troublesome as each is artificially constrained
by both the CWA and Indian Reservations. Within the adjacent CWA area there are many
large agricultural users which are not accounted for. Only 35% of the Pauma basin and 30%
of the Pala basin was actually within the study boundaries. Each basin was cut into multiple
noncontiguous pieces. Based on these limitations, the results in these areas cannot be
relied upon for a screening level assessment of either basin.

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR,, page 68, third paragraph, the following text has been
revised under the heading 50 % Reduction in Storage:

Basin Boundaries: The study was conducted in 86 hydrologic basins to provide a
generalized assessment of groundwater resources within the study area. To more
accurately reflect longterm groundwater availability would require many of the larger basins
to be sub-divided into smaller basins. This would likely result in hundreds of individual sub-
basins, which is well beyond the time and resources allocated to this study. Therefore, site-
specific _groundwater investigations are necessary for future groundwater-dependent
discretionary permits in which the specific project’s tributary basin would be analyzed.
However, this study did include the subdivision of basins to aid in the calibration process
(Morena Village, Pine Valley) or_in which there was data that indicated the potential for

Iocallzed groundwater problems (Guatay, Merena—\quage- and Jullan) er—te—arel—rn—the

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 68, fourth paragraph, the following text has been
revised under the heading 50 % Reduction in Storage:

This provides a generalized estimate of demand, but is subject to substantial error. One
demand category which was not quantified due to lack of readily available data was
groundwater exportation activities such as those taking place on Palomar Mountain.
Additionally, it is impossible at this scale to catch all of the small details of local groundwater
pumping which is occurring, which is only possible through site-specific groundwater
investigations.
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« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 70, the following reference has been added under the
heading References:

Civiltec Engineering, Inc. Report on the Need for Emergency Water Supply. Prepared for the
Barona Tribal Water Authority. May 28, 2002.

« In Appendix D of the Draft EIR, page 72, the following reference has been added under the
heading References:

SWRCB, Hydrologic Units for Region 7.
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/coloradoriver/publications forms/publications/docs/rwgchb
basin 1986.pdf

A
-----

Appendix E, Proposed Road Construction/Widening Table

« In Appendix E of the Draft EIR, page E-2, the Proposed Road Construction/Widening table
has been revised as follows:

Existing | Proposed
Number | Number of

CPA/Subregion Road Segment of Lanes Lanes
State Route 188 SR 94 south to Tecate, MX 2 46
Mountain Empire Boundary with Jamul to Buckman Springs

State Route 94 24 24

Road

Appendix F, Noise Technical Report

« No revisions were made to this appendix.

Appendix G, Traffic and Circulation Assessment

« In Appendix G of the Draft EIR, page 10, third paragraph, the following text has been added
under the heading Unincorporated County:

Road 3A was added to the Referral Map and the Cumulative Analysis within the Valley
Center Community Planning Area (CPA) as the only network variation from the Board-
Endorsed network. Road 3A is a two-lane Light Collector road which traverses from Old
Highway 395 to West Lilac Road in the Valley Center Community Planning Area.
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Appendix H, Traffic Impacts to Adjacent City Jurisdiction Report

In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, page 7, first paragraph, the following text has been revised
under the heading Impact Significance Criteria:

The cities of Carlsbad, Del Mar, El Cajon, Encinitas, La Mesa, Lemon Grove, National City,
Oceanside, Poway,—San-Biego; San Marcos, Santee, Solana Beach, and Vista utilize the
SANTEC/ITE Guidelines for Traffic Impact Studies (TIS) in the San Diego Region as the
basis for defining project impacts.

In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, page 8, first sentence, the following text has been revised
under the heading Impact Significance Criteria:

The following three twe jurisdictions have modified requirements from those stated above:
In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, page 8, fourth paragraph, the following text has been added:

City of San Diego

The City of San Diego considers D to be the acceptable LOS for freeways, roadways and
intersections, except in undeveloped locations where LOS C is considered to be acceptable.
The City of San Diego uses the same thresholds identified in Table 2.15-23, SANTEC/ITE
Measures of Significant Project Traffic Impacts, for projects resulting in LOS E. However,
the City of San Diego applies the following thresholds for projects resulting in LOS F: 1)
freeways are allowed up to a 0.005 change in V/C or 0.5 mph; 2) roadways are allowed up
to a 0.01 change in V/C or 0.5 mph; 3) intersections are allowed a 1.0 second delay; and 4)
ramp meters are allowed a 1.0 minute delay.

In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, pages 9 through 16, the following revisions have been made
to Table 3.1, Roadway Level of Service by Jurisdiction Existing Conditions:

Capacity
Roadway Segment Classification (LOSE) | ADT LOS
San Diego
Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr to SR-905 2-lane Collector 409,000 | 6,600 C
) ) La Media Rd to SR-905 125 6-lane Major Arterial 50,000 | 10,900
Siempre Viva Rd - - - -
SR-905 425 to Enrico Fermi Dr -6 4-lane Major Arterial 540,000 | 19,400 | BA

Notes:

Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
CLTL = Continuous left-turn lane.

()

The segment of Siempre Viva Road between La Media Road and Avenida Costa Brava/Melksee Street is not

currently constructed to a 6-lane major arterial, and would have a LOS E capacity of 22,500 ADT, resulting in an

acceptable LOS B along this segment.
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« In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, pages 18 through 25, the following revisions have been
made to Table 4.1, 2030 Forecast Roadway level of Service by Jurisdiction Existing County
of San Diego General Plan:

Capacity
Roadway Segment Classification (LOS E) ADT LOS
San Diego
Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr to SR-905 2-lane Collector 109,000 | 16,100 F
. ) La Media Rd to SR-905-125 6-lane Major Arterial 50,000 | 18,000 A
Siempre Viva Rd - - - .
SR-905 125 to Enrico Fermi Dr 6 4-lane Major Arterial 540,000 | 50,700 F
San Marcos
Twin Oaks Valley | Deer Springs Rd to Buena Creek Rd i‘r'tae':g I'V'—a'g Secondary | 340000 | 22,000 | BC
Rd
Buena Creek Rd to Olive St 4-lane Major Arterial 40,000 | 20,900 B
La Cieniega Rd Twin Oak Valley Rd to Mulberry Dr 2_lane Collector 15 000 6,300 BA
Mulberry Dr Olive St to La Cieniega Rd o_Lane Collector 15 000 6,200 BA

« In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, pages 27 through 33, the following revisions have been
made to Table 4.3, 2030 Forecast Roadway level of Service by Jurisdiction County of San
Diego General Plan Update (Referral Map):

Capacity
Roadway Segment Classification (LOS E) ADT LOS
City of San Diego
Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr to SR-905 2-lane Collector 409,000 | 17,500 F
) ] La Media Rd to SR-905 125 6-lane Major Arterial 50,000 19,500 A
Siempre Viva Rd - - - .
SR-905 425 to Enrico Fermi Dr 64-lane Major Arterial 540,000 | 59,300 F
San Marcos
Twin Oaks Valley Deer Springs Rd to Buena Creek 4-lane Major Secondary 30,000 25000 | CE
Rd Rd Arterial 40,000 ’
Buena Creek Rd to Olive St 4-lane Major Arterial 40,000 | 20,100 B
La Cieniega Rd Twin Oak Valley Rd to Mulberry Dr 15,000 5,600 B A
2-lane Collector
Mulberry Dr Olive St to La Cieniega Rd 39 3,700 A
y 9 2-lane Collector 15,000 !

« In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, page 34, first paragraph, the following text has been revised:

As shown, a total of 412 out of 197 analyzed roadway segments in the adjacent
incorporated jurisdictions are projected to operate at substandard LOS.
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« In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, page 34, the following revisions have been made to Table
4.4, Summary of Roadway Segments Operating at Substandard LOS County of San Diego
General Plan Update (Referral Map):

Number of Deficient
Jurisdiction Total Number Analyzed Roadway Segments
San Marcos 11 34
Total 197 41 42

« In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, pages 35 through 44, the following revisions have been
made to Table 5.1, Significant Traffic Impacts Existing County of San Diego General Plan
vs. Existing Conditions (Existing Plan to Ground):

Existing Existing GP Ain | Significant
Roadway | Segment ADT | vic |Los | ADT | vic | Los | vic | Impact?
San Diego
. Michael Faraday Dr to SR- 0.73 1.78 1.05
Airway Rd 905 6,600 0.65 C 16,100 161 F 095 Yes
_ LaMediaRdto SR-905 | 15990 022 | A® |18000| 036 | A | 0.14 No
Siempre 125
Viva Rd SR-905 125 to Enrico 0.49 1.27 0.78
Fermi Dr 19,400 0.39 BA |50,700 L 01 F 062 Yes
San Marcos
Deer Springs Rd to Buena 0.55 -0.57
Twin Oaks | Creek Rd 16,800 | 1.12 F 22,000 0.73 cCb 0.39 No
Valley Rd i
y gfe”a CreekRdtoOlive | 11809 | 079 | D |20900| 052 | B | -0.27 No
La Cieniega | Twin Oak Valley Rd to 0.42 0.08
Rd Mulberry Dr 5,100 0.34 B 6,300 021 B A 013 No
Mulberry Dr | Olive St to La Cieniega Rd 1,800 0.12 A 6,200 041 BA 0.29 No
Notes:

Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
Ain V/C = The change in the volume to capacity ratio between the two scenarios.

N/A = This segment does not currently exist.

D The segment of Siempre Viva Road between La Media Rd and Avenida Costa Brava/Melksee Street is not

currently constructed to a 6-lane major arterial, and would have a LOS E capacity of 22,500 ADT, resulting in an

acceptable LOS B along this segment and a V/C ratio of .48.
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« In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, pages 46 through 54, the following revisions have been
made to Table 5.3, Significant Traffic Impacts County of San Diego General Plan Update
(Referral Map) vs. Existing Conditions (Proposed Plan to Ground):

Existing Existing GP Ain | Significant
Roadway | Segment ADT | vic | Los | ADT | vic | Los | vic | Impact?
San Diego
. Michael Faraday Dr to 0.73 1.94 1.21
Airway Rd SR-905 6,600 0-65 C 17,500 175 F 109 Yes
, |taMediaRdto SR905 | 15900 |022®| AL [19500| 039 | A | 017 No
Siempre Viva |25
Rd SR-905 425 to Enrico 0.48 1.48 1.00
Fermi Dr 19,400 0.29 BA |59,300 119 F 0.80 Yes
San Marcos
Deer Springs Rd to Buena 0.62 -0.50
Twin Oaks Creek Rd 16,800 | 1.12 F 25,000 083 CE 0.29 No
Valley Rd i
y Buena CreekRdtoOlve | 11800 | 0.79 | D |20,100| 050 | B |-0.289| No
La Cieniega | Twin Oak Valley Rd to 0.39 0.03
Rd Mulberry Dr 5,100 0.34 B 5,600 0419 BA 015 No
. - 0.24 0.12
Mulberry Dr Olive St to La Cieniega Rd 1,800 0.12 A 3,700 012 A 0.00 No
Notes:

Bold letters indicate substandard LOS.
A'in VIC = The change in the volume to capacity ratio between the two scenarios.

N/A = This segment does not currently exist.
The segment of Siempre Viva Road between La Media Rd and Avenida Costa Brava/Melksee Street is not

@

currently constructed to a 6-lane major arterial, and would have a LOS E capacity of 22,500 ADT, resulting in an

acceptable LOS B along this segment and a V/C ratio of .48.
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In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, pages 56 through 64, the following revisions have been
made to Table 5.5, Significant Traffic Impacts County of San Diego General Plan Update
(Referral Map) vs. Existing County of San Diego General Plan (Proposed Plan to Existing
Plan):

Existing GP GP Update Ain | Significant
Roadway Segment ADT | vic [Los | ADT | vic | Los | vic | Impact?
San Diego
. Michael Faraday Dr to SR- 1.78 1.94 0.16
Airway Rd 905 16,100 1 61 F 17,500 175 F 0.14 Yes
\S/:Sgng La Media Rd to SR-905 425 | 18,000 | 0.36 | A | 19,500 | 0.39 | A | 0.03 No
SR-905 425 to Enrico Fermi 1.26 1.48 0.22
o 50,700 o1 F 59,300 FET) F 018 Yes
San Marcos
Deer Springs Rd to Buena 0.55 0.62 0.07
Twin Oaks | Croek Rp i 9 22,000 | 22| C | 25000 | G55 | C | g5 | Noves
Valley Rd
y Buena Creek Rd to Olive St | 20,900 | 0.52 B 20,100 | 0.50 B -0.02 No
La Cieniega | Twin Oak Valley Rd to 0.42 0.37 -0.04
Rd Mulberry Dr 6300 | 5op | BA | 5600 | 545 | BA | 3552 No
. - 0.41 0.24 -0.17
Mulberry Dr | Olive St to La Cieniega Rd 6,200 o021 BA 3,700 o012 A 009 No

In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, page 65, the following revisions have been made to Table
5.6, Summary of Significantly Impacted Segments County of San Diego General Plan
Update (Referral Map) vs. Existing County of San Diego General Plan (Proposed Plan to
Existing Plan):

Number of Significantly
Jurisdiction Total Number Analyzed Impacted Segments
San Marcos 11 23
Total 197 1314

In Appendix H of the Draft EIR , pages 65, second paragraph, the following text has been
revised:

As shown, a total of 13 44 roadway segments within the adjacent incorporated jurisdictions
would be significantly impacted based upon the comparison of the County’'s proposed
General Plan (Referral Map) to the Existing General Plan.

In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, page 67, the following revisions have been made to Table
6.1, Summary of Roadway Segments Operating at Substandard LOS:

Jurisdiction Existing Conditions Existing General Plan General Plan Update
San Marcos 1 3 43
Total 56 43 41 42
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In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, pages 68 and 69, the following revisions have been made to
Table 6.2, Significantly Impacted Roadway Segments Existing County of San Diego General
Plan vs. Existing Conditions (Existing Plan to Ground):

Existing

Existing GP

Ain

Roadway Segment ADT | vic [Los| ApT | vic | Los | vic
San Diego

Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr to SR-905 6,600 O—g7 535 C 16,100 1—17 58] F %

Siempre Viva Rd | SR-905 425 to Enrico Fermi Dr 19,400 % B A | 50,700 1—]2 g71 F %

In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, pages 70 and 71, the following revisions have been made to
Table 6.3, Significantly Impacted Roadway Segments County of San Diego General Plan

Update (Referral Map) vs. Existing Conditions (Proposed Plan to Ground):

Existing

GP Update

Ain

Roadway Segment ADT | vic |[Los| ApT | vic | Los | vic
San Diego

Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr to SR-905 6,600 O—Q7 g?)g C 17,500 i_—gg F %

Siempre Viva Rd | SR-905 425 to Enrico Fermi Dr 19,400 % B A | 59,300 1—]4 |8g F %

In Appendix H of the Draft EIR, pages 72 and 73, the following revisions have been made to
Table 6.4, Significantly Impacted Roadway Segments County of San Diego General Plan
Update (Referral Map) vs. Existing County of San Diego General Plan (Proposed Plan to

Existing Plan):

Existing GP GP Update Ain
Roadway Segment ADT | vic |Los| ADT | vic | Los | vic
San Diego
. . 1.78 1.94 0.16
Airway Rd Michael Faraday Dr to SR-905 16,100 WY F |17,500 175 F 014
. . . . 1.26 1.48 0.22
Siempre Viva Rd | SR-905 to Enrico Fermi Dr 50,700 1o1 F 59,300 119 F o418
San Marcos
Twin-Oaks-Valley | DeerSprings-Rd-to-Buena Creek
Rd Rd 22,000 | 673 b | 25600 | 683 E 010
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Appendix |, Rationale for Accepting Roadways with Level of

Service E/F

« In Appendix | of the Draft EIR, the Impacted Roadway Segment and Supporting Rationale
for LOS E/F Level Acceptance table has been revised as follows:

Proposed Alternative
Roadway/Segment Classification/ Classification Rational for Proposed Classification
Limits Forecast (LOS D or Better) and LOS E/F
Alpine
Interchange LOS-E(12.7K-ADT Intermittent Turn-Lanes
Ramona

Main Street/SR-78
9th St to 11th St

4-Ln State Highway
4.1B: 4-Ln Major Road
with Intermittent Turn
Lanes/ 4.2B: 4-Ln
Boulevard

with Intermittent Turn
Lanes

LOS E (31.0K ADT)

64-Ln State Highway
62 4.1A: 6 4-Ln Major
Road with Raised
Median Prime-Arterial

Town Center — Widening Main Street
/ SR-78 to six lanes would adversely
impact existing businesses.

Marginal Deficiency - LOS failing only
in short segment. Address traffic
congestion through operational
improvements such as right-turn
lanes.

Community Consensus — Planning
Group preference is to retain road at
four lanes.

Sweetwater

Sweetwater Road
Willow St to Orchard
Hill Rd

2.1C 1A

2-Ln Community
Collector with Raised
Median Intermittent
Turn Lanes

LOS E (16.5K ADT)

4.2B

4-L.n Boulevard

with Intermittent Turn
Lanes

Established Land Development
Patterns — Widening road to four
lanes would adversely impact
existing dwelling units and County
Park.

Community Consensus — Consistent
with community preference.

Appendix J, Single Year, Normal-Year and Multiple Dry Water Years
UWMP Supply and Demand Assessments

« No revisions were made to this appendix.

Appendix K, Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory

« No revisions were made to this appendix.
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Appendix L, Project Alternatives Areas of Difference

In Appendix L of the Draft EIR, page 3.17, the following revisions have been made to the
Bonsall Table, BO5: Site Analysis:

Property Description Site Analysis Land Use Alternatives

Context: Other: N/A CSG Recommendation: None
Four areas used as mostly extractive industry and
undeveloped land. In between the two areas lie epen-space
parks public lands owned by the City of Oceanside and the
San Diego Water Authority as well as agricultural vineyard.

« In Appendix L of the Draft EIR, page 8.11, FB3, first paragraph, the following text has been
revised under the heading Discussion:

The Referral and Hybrid Maps reflect plans that would yield approximately 1,111 1,400 units
whereas the Draft Land Use Map would yield approximately 1,892 1,800 units.

« In Appendix L of the Draft EIR, page 12.8, ME3: Site Analysis, has been revised as follows:

Property Description

Referral Name [#]
Starkey [164]

Location/Description:

o 146.9 162 ac (1 parcel)

e Outside CWA boundary

¢ North of I-8 and east of La Posta Truck Trall

Existing General Plan:
(17) 1 du/2;4 8 ac

Context:

This AOD is comprised of two residential dwelling units
along with irrigated agricultural land uses uhdeveloped
fand bordered to the west by rural residential land.

In Appendix L of the Draft EIR, page 22.10, VC3: Site Analysis, has been revised as follows:

Site Analysis

Other: Fire Service Deficiency — This site is an area of
transition from a 13-minute to 23-minute response region.
This conflicts with the Referral and Hybrid Map
designations of SR-2 which requires a response time of at
least 13-minutes; however, a fire station is planned
nearby at Cole Grade Road.

« In Appendix L of the Draft EIR, page 22.10, VC3, first paragraph, the following text has been
revised under the heading Discussion:

The Referral and Hybrid Maps provide an SR-2 designation consistent with the area to the
east. The Draft Land Use Map has an RL-20 designation consistent with the area to the

San Diego County General Plan Update EIR Page SC-130
October 2010



Summary of Changes to the Draft EIR

west. The Mobility Element road network proposes a new east-west road to the south of this
property that would connect Cole Grade Road with Old Highway 395.

« In Appendix L of the Draft EIR, page 22.36, VC10, first paragraph, the following text has
been revised under the heading Discussion:

The AOD is not a specific referral but contains mapping differences for the same rationale
as VC9, 11 and 20. An east-west Mobility Element road is proposed to the south of this AOD
and would connect Old Highway 395 and Cole Grade Road.

Appendix M, Environmentally Superior Map Comparison to
Referral Map

« No revisions were made to this appendix.
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