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D-O10-10 Please see Topical Response 7, Noise Impacts, for discussion on the 
applicability of the 1,300-foot setback for the Project.  
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D-O10-11 Please see Topical Response 7 for discussion on how equipment 
heights and topographical factors were considered in the analysis.  
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D-O10-12 Please see Topical Response 7 for discussion on potential noise 
impacts on wildlife species. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D-O10-13 Section 2.4.2.3 of the DEIR considers the Project’s operational noise 
sources (including both on-site and off-site sources) in combination with existing 
traffic noise levels. Section 2.4.3.1 considers the Project’s operational noise 
sources in combination with existing traffic noise levels and cumulative traffic 
noise levels. Mitigation measure M-N-1 would reduce impacts under both these 
scenarios to less-than-significant levels by attenuating noise from the Project’s on-
site sources. Please see the Addendum to the Acoustical Site Assessment Report, 
which is included in Appendix F to the FEIR, for additional discussion on combined 
and cumulative off-site noise impacts and the associated mitigation. 
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D-O10-14 Please see Topical Response 7 for discussion on potential noise 
impacts on wildlife species. 
 
D-O10-15 During the Project’s 10-year mining duration, mitigation would be 
implemented that would reduce noise levels at residences and wildlife habitat to 
below applicable noise limits. Following the completion of mining and reclamation 
activities, the site would be restored to an end use of open space, which would be 
a land use that would minimize noise to the surrounding residential 
neighborhoods and wildlife habitat. Trucks would utilize Willow Glen Drive west 
of the processing plant. As shown in Table 2.4-1, noise from the trucks along 
Willow Glen Drive would not result in an exceedance of applicable noise 
thresholds at adjacent residences. 
 
D-O10-16 The Cultural Resources Treatment Agreement and Preservation Plan 
would be prepared as a Project Condition of Approval that would be required 
prior to ground disturbance. The Agreement would be developed between the 
Project Applicant, County of San Diego, and a culturally-affiliated Kumeyaay 
tribe(s). This documentation would ensure Project compliance with the mitigation 
measure M-CR-1 and was not required to be circulated for public review with the 
DEIR or RDEIR. Please see Response to Comment D-O10-2. 
 
D-O10-17 This comment is an introductory statement to the specific points 
made in Comments DO1018 and D-O10-19. Please see responses to Comments 
D-O10-18 and D-O10-19 for specific responses. 
 
D-O10-18 The reference to the general Project area having lower rates for 
Valley Fever than San Diego as a whole is noted. 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).  
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D-O10-19 Please see Topical Response 3, EIR Errata and Updated Technical 
Reports, for details related to revised fugitive dust estimates. Dust has been re-
evaluated using USEPA 1995 methodology consistent with the request made in 
SDAPCD’s comment letter on the DEIR; please see Response to Comment D-A4-3. 
The control efficiency of watering is well documented in the SDAPCD’s 
memorandum titled Haul Road Emissions. 
 

 
  


