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D-O12 – Urban Trail Runners San Diego  
 
D-O12-1 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however, 
they do not raise a specific issue concerning the environmental analysis or 
adequacy of the DEIR. Please see Topical Response 2, CEQA Requirements for 
Responding to Comments, as well as the responses below to specific comments 
raised in this letter. General comments on potential Project impacts related to 
“the people, wildlife, water, air, traffic, and quality of life” and the adequacy of 
the proposed mitigation measures and alternatives are addressed in more detail, 
where appliable, in the following responses. 
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D-O12-1 
cont. 

 
 
 
 

D-O12-2 
 
 

D-O12-3 
 

D-O12-4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O12-5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O12-2 This comment correctly summarizes the conclusions of the 
aesthetics impact analysis presented in the DEIR. Impacts associated with 
aesthetics would be minimized to the extent feasible through the implementation 
of Project Design Features/Conditions of Approval presented in Section 7.2 of the 
DEIR. Impacts to the quality of life for residents are not an environmental issue 
and are not required to be assessed under CEQA. Areas of extraction are 
proposed to be reclaimed and restored to an end use of open space, multi-use 
trails, and land suitable for recreation. 
 
D-O12-3 Please see Topical Response 11. The Project’s consistency with the 
General Plan and Valle de Oro Community Plan is analyzed in detail within the EIR. 
Appendix B, Land Use Consistency Analysis, provides a comprehensive and 
accurate analysis of General Plan and Community Plan (in)consistencies 
subsequently summarized in the DEIR. A project is consistent with a general plan 
if, “considering all its aspects, it will further the objectives and policies of the 
general plan and not obstruct their attainment.”  (San Francisco Tomorrow v. City 
and County of San Francisco (2014) 229 Cal.App.4th 498, 513-514.)  State law does 
not require conformity with each and every individual goal and policy of a general 
plan prior to a finding that a project is generally consistent and compatible with 
the general plan.  (Ibid.)  Here, the County has determined that the Project is 
consistent with 55 goals and policies of the General Plan, and in the long-term will 
be compatible with the remaining three.  Despite non-permanent visual impacts 
to select viewers as mining proceeds across the Project Site in 30-acre subphases, 
the Project does not obstruct the attainment of any goal or policy of the San 
Diego County General Plan, including COS-11, COS-11.1, and COS 11.2, and 
therefore is consistent with the San Diego County General Plan. Please also see 
Responses to Comments DO1052 through D-O10-55 related to the Project’s 
consistency with the Valle de Oro Community Plan. 
 
D-O12-4 The comment includes a general statement that “the draft EIR is 
incomplete and overlooks irreversible impacts that would not make it in 
compliance with CEQA and therefore must be revised and reissued to the public 
for review.” The comment does not provide a specific explanation or supporting 
details; thus, a specific response cannot be provided. Nonetheless, the County D-
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O12-4 (cont.) disagrees with the general comment. The County peer 
reviews all technical reports, and the text of the EIR itself. Technical specialists 
reviewed analyses subject to their expertise and approved those analyses as being 
consistent with County report content and format guidelines, as well as consistent 
with County guidelines for significance thresholds. As explained in Topical 
Response 1, Reason for the Recirculation of the DEIR and the Recirculated DEIR 
Process, portions of the DEIR were significantly revised and recirculated as part of 
the RDEIR based on updates and DEIR comments received. Additional revisions to 
the EIR and further recirculation are not required. 
 
Relative to irreversible impacts, Section 2.7 of the EIR states that irreversible 
changes must be evaluated in an EIR for projects that involve: (a) the adoption, 
amendment, or enactment of a plan, policy, or  ordinance of a public agency; (b) 
the adoption by a Local Agency Formation Commission of a resolution making 
determinations; and (c) the requirement for preparing an environmental impact 
statement pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act. None of these 
circumstances applies to the Project; therefore, analysis of significant and 
irreversible environmental changes is not required per CEQA Guidelines Section 
15127.  
 
D-O12-5 This comment lists general comments related to “significant issues” 
noted in the DEIR. As described in Topical Response 2, comments that touch 
upon, but do not expand upon or raise specific issues with, topics covered in the 
DEIR or RDEIR, do not directly raise a “significant environmental issue” requiring a 
detailed response. Each of the specific issues listed in this comment is addressed 
in corresponding level of detail to match the individual topics, below.  
 
1. This statement regarding aesthetics impacts is consistent with the findings of 

the EIR; no further response is required.  

2. Please see Response to Comment D-O12-3 regarding Project consistency with 
the Valle de Oro Community Plan.  

3.  The County notes that this comment letter was received during the public 
review and comment period on the DEIR. As explained in Topical Response 1, 
the biological resources analysis contained in the DEIR was significantly 
revised and recirculated as part of the RDEIR. The revised biological resources 
analysis circulated in the RDEIR wholly supersedes the original biological 
resources analysis contained in the DEIR. Please refer to the updated analysis 
in the FEIR (Subchapter 2.2), the Biological Resources Technical Report  
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D-O12-5 (cont.) circulated as Appendix C, and responses to comments 
received during public review of the RDEIR.   

4.  As stated above in item 4 and explained in Topical Response 1, the biological 
resources analysis contained in the DEIR was significantly revised and 
recirculated as part of the RDEIR. The revised biological resources analysis 
circulated in the RDEIR wholly supersedes the original biological resources 
analysis contained in the DEIR. Please refer to the updated analysis in the 
FEIR (Subchapter 2.2), the Biological Resources Technical Report circulated as 
Appendix C, and responses to comments received during public review of the 
RDEIR.  

5. Please see Topical Response 2; Topical Response 7, Noise Impacts; and 
Response to Comment D-O12-4. This comment states that the noise analysis 
is “incomplete,” but does not provide a specific explanation or details to 
support this comment. The noise analysis was completed by a qualified 
technical consultant on the County’s CEQA Consultants List for Privately 
Initiated Projects, consistent with County requirements. Through 
implementation of mitigation, noise levels from the Project’s mining 
operations at residences and wildlife habitat would be reduced to below a 
level of significance based on the applicable County Guidelines.  

6. Please see Topical Response 6, Public Health Effects, under the heading 
“Valley Fever” for information on why Project area soils do not favor the 
occurrence of Coccidioides fungus, as well as dust control measures to be 
implemented under the Fugitive Dust Control Plan (please see also Response 
to Comment D-O8-28).  

7. The EIR’s conclusion that the Project would result in less than significant air 
quality impacts is based upon detailed review of projected Project-related 
emissions and comparison of emission volumes against approved state and 
federal thresholds. Please see Topical Response 3, EIR Errata and Updated 
Technical Reports, for a discussion of the revisions to the air quality analysis 
since public circulation of the DEIR based on changes to the Project 
Description. Please see FEIR Tables 3.1.1.7 and 3.1.1.8 for numerical data on 
projected air quality emissions from the various specified sources during the 
construction and operational periods, respectively, and where those 
emissions fall relative to regulatory thresholds. In addition, an addendum to 
the Air Quality Technical Report is included as part of Appendix I to the FEIR. 
The Addendum includes the full analysis conducted to address the comments 
raised during public review of the DEIR and the additional truck trips and 
associated mining activity. The Addendum shows that none of the minor  
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D-O12-5 (cont.) technical revisions to the analysis would result in new 
significant impacts, or substantially more severe significant impacts, than 
were disclosed in the original DEIR.  

Related to the statement that “increasing particulate matter in air increases 
the risk of children developing asthma later in life,” please see Topical 
Response 6, under the heading “Allergies and Asthma.” By resulting in less 
than significant impacts related to emissions, the Project would not adversely 
affect children with asthma.  

8. Please see Topical Response 3, EIR Errata and Updated Technical Reports, for 
details related to the updated VMT and GHG analyses; as well as Topical 
Response 8 under “Congestion and VMT,” which describes the methodology 
used to evaluate the Project’s VMT impacts. As described, impacts related to 
GHG and VMT were found to be less than significant, thus requiring no 
mitigation.   

9. Please see the Response to Comment D-O4-5, which addresses a similar 
comment that the EIR did not address impacts to groundwater wells.   

10. Please see Topical Response 11 and the Response to Comment D-O12-3 
regarding the Project’s consistency with the General Plan. See also the 
Response to Comment DO1050 regarding the existing General Plan 
designation of the Project site and how the proposed extractive use is 
allowed within such areas with the issuance of a MUP. The noted recreational 
type of use allowed within a site designated as Open Space-Recreation as 
described in this comment is acknowledged; however, zoning for open space 
categories also includes mining as an allowable use. This comment does not 
raise a specific issue related to consistency with the General Plan Land Use 
Element or adequacy of the DEIR; therefore, no additional response is 
required.  

11. Please see the Response to Comment D-O8-59. The comment does not 
provide a specific explanation or supporting details regarding the statement 
that “Major Use Permit Findings cannot be made”; thus, a specific response 
cannot be provided.   

12. Please see Topical Response 11 and the Responses to Comments D-O8-48 
and D-O12-3 regarding the evaluation of the Proposed Project’s consistency 
with the General Plan.  

13. Please see Response to Comment D-O12-3 regarding Project consistency with 
the Valle de Oro Community Plan. Please also see the Response to Comment  
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D-O12-5 (cont.) D-O8-56 and FEIR Appendix B, pages B-56 through B-64 
related to the Project’s consistency with the applicable Conservation policies 
of the Valle de Oro Community Plan.  

14. Please see Topical Response 9, Wildlife Corridors and Species Connectivity 
Impacts. As detailed throughout the RDEIR and Biological Resources 
Technical Report recirculated with the RDEIR (FEIR and DEIR Appendix C), 
proposed mining activities would primarily occur within disturbed and 
developed portions of the Project site which have previously been disturbed 
by golf course development and operations. Of the 216.74 acres that would 
be impacted by Project implementation, a small portion, 2.34 acres (one 
percent), would occur to riparian habitat and other sensitive natural 
communities. In contrast, the Project would preserve 0.7 acre of existing 
sensitive upland habitat, 13.85 acres of existing wetland and riparian habitat, 
and would preserve and rehabilitate 7.36 acres of existing disturbed wetland 
and riparian habitat (refer to Figure 1-10 of the RDEIR). The Project would 
ultimately contribute approximately 150.7 acres of preserved, rehabilitated, 
revegetated, and restored habitat to the preserve system through placement 
of these areas within a biological open space (BOS) easement.  

15. This comment states that “Transportation/Traffic is a significant 
environmental impact with incomplete analysis,” but does not provide a 
specific explanation or details to support this comment. The Local Mobility 
Analysis and Transportation Impact Analysis were completed by a qualified 
technical consultant on the County’s CEQA Consultants List for Privately 
Initiated Projects, consistent with County requirements. No further response 
is required.  

16. Please see Topical Response 8 under “Roadway Improvements,” as well as 
Response to Comment D-A3-7, which describe roadway improvements and 
implementation of a Traffic Control Plan to notify local residents and 
motorists of construction activities associated with the Project and ensure 
the safe and efficient movement of traffic through the Project area.  

17. The Fire Protection Plan prepared for the Proposed Project was reviewed and 
accepted by the County prior to release of the DEIR. The San Miguel Fire 
District reviewed the Fire Protection Plan during public review of the DEIR 
and provided comments. Responses to these comments have been provided 
as Responses to Comments D-A5-1 through DA513.  
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D-O12-5 
cont. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O12-6 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O12-7 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O12-6 The commenter’s concerns about the potentially significant impacts 
of the Proposed Project on the surrounding communities and SDNWR are noted. 
Proposed Project construction and implementation is analyzed in the DEIR specific 
to its design, location, existing conditions, surrounding setting, etc., as relevant, 
for each of the technical topical areas addressed in the DEIR. Please see Topical 
Response 11 regarding the Project’s consistency with the County’s land use plans, 
policies, ordinances, and codes, which allow extractive use within the MUP area. 
 
D-O12-7 This comment suggests that, as an alternative to the Proposed 
Project, the property owner convert the site to a park. However, conversion of the 
site to a park would not meet the project objectives described in the EIR. 
Therefore, a park-only alternative is rejected from further analysis. The end result 
of reclamation would be improved natural open space, better drainage flow, and 
an end use of open space on the rest of the property, which can be considered 
overall consistent with the comment. 
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D-O13 – Valle de Oro Community Planning Group  
 
D-O13-1 The County acknowledges these introductory and background 
comments; however, they do not raise a specific issue concerning the 
environmental analysis or adequacy of the DEIR. Please see Topical Response 2, 
CEQA Requirements for Responding to Comments, as well as the responses below 
to specific comments raised in this letter.  
 
 
 

 
  



COMMENTS RESPONSES 
 

DEIR Organizations RTC-361 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-1 
cont. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-2 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-2 This comment correctly summarizes information presented in the 
DEIR relative to aesthetics. The statement that the “existing features will all be 
replaced with exposed soil, industrial mining equipment and operations, and 
unsightly stockpiles” excludes information about the proposed mining and 
reclamation subphasing, which has been planned to reduce the overall visual 
effect, although not to a less-than-significant level. Concurrence on the 
conclusions of the aesthetics impact analysis is noted. 
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D-O13-3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
D-O13-3 Please see Response to Comment D-O11-42 regarding the Project’s 
evaluation of potential alternatives. Relative to the noted “Alternative 4: Local 
Reservoirs Alternative” and “Alternative 5: Recycled Aggregate Alternative,” 
please see also Responses to Comments DO10-89 and D-O10-90, respectively.  
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D-O13-3 
cont. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-5 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
D-O13-4 Please see Response to Comment D-O10-44, which addresses the 
same comments related to project consistency with the County of San Diego 
General Plan, as well as Topical Response 11, Consistency with Plans and Policies. 
Please also see Response to Comment D-O12-3 regarding Project consistency with 
the Valle de Oro Community Plan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-5 Please see Response to Comment D-O10-45, which addresses the 
same comments related to evaluation of project compatibility with adjacent uses. 
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D-O13-5 
cont. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-6 Please see Response to Comment D-O10-46, which addresses the 
same comments related to project consistency with the County of San Diego 
General Plan.  
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D-O13-7 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
D-O13-7 The County notes that this comment letter was received during the 
public review and comment period on the DEIR. As explained in Topical Response 
1, Reason for the Recirculation of the DEIR and the Recirculated DEIR Process, the 
biological resources analysis contained in the DEIR was significantly revised and 
recirculated as part of the RDEIR. The revised biological resources analysis 
circulated in the RDEIR wholly supersedes the original biological resources 
analysis contained in the DEIR. Please refer to the updated analysis in the FEIR 
(Subchapter 2.2), the Biological Resources Technical Report circulated as 
Appendix C, and responses to comments received during public review of the 
RDEIR. 
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D-O13-8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
D-O13-8 Please see Response to Comment D-O10-49, which addresses the 
same comments related to the findings of the San Diego Region Aggregate Supply 
Study.  
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D-O13-8 
cont. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-10 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-9 Please see Response to Comment D-O10-50, which addresses the 
same comments related to proposed permitted use of the western half of the 
property. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-10 Please see Response to Comment D-O10-51, which addresses the 
same comments related to the Project’s Reclamation Plan. 
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D-O13-10 
cont. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-11 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-11 Please see Response to Comment D-O10-52, which addresses the 
same comments related to visual impacts.  
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D-O13-11 
cont. 

 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-12 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-13 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
D-O13-12 Please see Response to Comment D-O8-52 regarding evaluation of 
the Project’s consistency with the Valle de Oro Community Plan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-13 Please see Response to Comment D-O8-53 regarding evaluation of 
the Project’s consistency with the Valle de Oro Community Plan Community 
Character Goal. 
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D-O13-14 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-15 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-16 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
D-O13-14 Please see Response to Comment D-O8-54 regarding evaluation of 
the Project’s consistency with the Valle de Oro Community Plan Industrial Goal 
and Policies 2, 3, and 4. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-15 Please see Response to Comment D-O8-55 regarding evaluation of 
the Project’s consistency with the Valle de Oro Community Plan Land Use – Open 
Space Goal and Policies 5 and 6. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-16 Please see Response to Comment D-O8-53, related to the Project’s 
consistency with the Valle de Oro Community Plan Land Use – Community Design 
Goal and Policy 2 Please see Response to Comment D-O8-57 regarding 
consistency with policies related to scenic highways. 
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D-O13-16 
cont. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D-O13-17 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O13-17 Please see Responses to Comments D-O10-10 through D-O10-15, 
which address the same comments related to the evaluation of Project noise 
impacts, as well as Topical Response 7, Noise Impacts. Please also see Response to 
Comment D-O8-58 regarding additional evaluation of the Project’s consistency 
with the Valle de Oro Community Plan Noise Goal and Policy 2.  
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D-O13-17 
cont. 
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D-O13-17 
cont. 
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D-O13-18 
 
 
 

  
D-O13-18 The County acknowledges this conclusion; however, however, it 
does not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of the 
DEIR. Please see the responses above to specific comments raised in this letter.  
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D-O13-19 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 D-O13-19 Attachments to the letter contains public comments directed to the 
Valle de Oro Community Planning Group. The attachments are in the form of an 
online chat and do not individually raise specific issues with the environmental 
analysis for the Project, but are addressed as applicable in response to the 
bracketed comments in the enclosed letter. No additional responses are 
provided.  
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D-O14 – San Diego Audubon Society  
 
D-O14-1 This comment addresses the biological analyses presented in the 
DEIR. As explained in Topical Response 1, Reason for the Recirculation of the DEIR 
and the Recirculated DEIR Process, the biological resources analysis contained in 
the DEIR was significantly revised and recirculated as part of the RDEIR based on 
updates and DEIR comments received. The revised biological resources analysis 
circulated in the RDEIR wholly supersedes the original biological resources 
analysis contained in the DEIR. Please see the updated Project impact analyses 
that were included in the RDEIR (Subchapter 2.2 of the RDEIR) and Biological 
Resources Technical Report recirculated with the RDEIR (FEIR and RDEIR Appendix 
C), in response to comment letters received during the DEIR public review and 
comment period. Please see Responses to Comments R-O6-1 through R-O6-22, 
which address the San Diego Audubon Society’s letter dated August 21, 2023, on 
the RDEIR. 
 
Additionally, Topical Response 9, Wildlife Corridors and Species Connectivity 
Impacts, summarizes additional biological resource surveys and updated Project 
impact analyses that were included in the RDEIR (Subchapter 2.2 of the RDEIR) 
and Biological Resources Technical Report recirculated with the RDEIR (FEIR and 
RDEIR Appendix C), in response to comment letters received during the public 
review and comment period from the USFWS and the CDFW. As addressed in 
detail in Topical Response 9, these additional surveys included the deployment of 
motion-activated cameras to document wildlife presence, use, and movement 
throughout the Project site, and further analyze the Project’s impacts on wildlife 
connectivity.  
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D-O14-1 
cont. 
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