








































































































COMMENTS

RESPONSES

RI2191

R1219-2

R-1219 — Michael Soloway

R-1219-1 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however,
they do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of
the RDEIR.

R-1219-2 The Commenter expresses concerns related to health, traffic, and
property values, but does not provide further explanation or details regarding the
stated concerns. Please see Topical Response 2, CEQA Requirements for
Responding to Comments. These comments do not raise an issue concerning the
environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the
RDEIR. However, please see Topical Response 6, Public Health Effects, and Topical
Response 8, Traffic Impacts, regarding the concerns raised in this comment.
Please see Response to Comment R-O4-1 regarding why property values are not
an issue requiring environmental analysis per CEQA.
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RESPONSES

R12201

R1220-2

R12203

R12204

R12205

R-12206

R1220-7

COMMENTS
From: Anne Stahl
To: i
Subject: [External] Cottonwood Sand Mine
Date: Friday, August 18, 2023 2:01:41 PM

__ To Christopher Jacobs:

I, Anne Stahl, that resides in El Cajon, in the Rancho San Diego Community, remain adamantly opposed to
the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project.

The additional 58 truckloads a day would mean that 147 truckloads a day would be transporting material on
the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project. This equals 294 trips to and from the Sand Mine. These numbers do not address
the employees and inspectors that would be going to and from the Sand Mine Site. In addition, employees leaving
the site for lunch or materials additionally increases the number of vehicles using that small area. In your report, you
did not consider the current existing factors that adversely affect this road and create commute problems.

As ateacher in Alpine, many employees use this road to commute to work. The commute is dangerous and
slowed by large, sluggish hauling trucks that haul rock back and forth to the existing Rock Quarry on Willow Glen
Drive. In addition, cars and buses going to and from the Sycuan Casino and Sycuan Golf Course, create dangerous
traffic situations. Reckless driving along this road is high. I have experienced many drivers swerving in my lane and
driving recklessly (drugs, alcohol, inattention). In addition, cars are driving in the wrong lane. They will drive
straight toward me, if I was not an alert driver, they would cause a head-on collision. They speed behind me and are
on my bumper making dangerous passes on the wrong side of the road. This road is known as dangerous among
Alpine residents, as many high school students use this road to commute back and forth from high school. The road
is often earmarked for roadwork, which further slow commute times. I know I need to be alert when driving this
road!

The distance between the Cottonwood Golf Course and Steele Canyon Road/ Willow Glen intersection is
minimal. Due to increased traffic, traffic will further back-up at the Steele Canyon/Willow Glen intersection. An
—— intersection often used by residents in the area. Stopped or slowed traffic along Willow Glen Rd. would slow
response times in an emergency, such as fire and ambulances vehicles. Not having quick access to medical care
could cause death. Fire engines unable to pass through this area would cause fires to spread and cause an increased
loss of life and property. In your report, please state the current frequency of large trucks, employees, and consumers
visiting the Rock Quarry each day. In addition, account for traffic (cars and buses) to the Sycuan Casino, Sycuan
Golf Course, and the Jamul Casino. In the news, we have seen the devastation from the Lahaina Fires in Hawaii.
This area is a high fire risk due to dry brush which creates vast amounts of fuel to create large fires. Traffic
bottlenecks create stress and frustration for all residents in the area.

This is a new community that enjoys an outdoor life style. We are proud to have a large Federal Wildlife
Preserve adjacent to our community. Many hiking trails can be accessed through this area. One particular trail, the
Par 4 Trail, 1s adjacent to the Cottonwood Golf Course. Being elderly, we often walk this trail which is relatively flat
and easily accessible. We enjoy the various animals, birds and birdsong song, wind rushing through the trees , and
—— the serenity of nature. A second conveyor that will be used to transport backfill will significantly add to noise
pollution destroying a trail used by many residents to enjoy nature, escape the noise, and hustle bustle of city life.
With the removal of the trees in the Golf Course and trees bordering the Cottonwood Golf Course and The Par 4
hiking trail, sound would not be baffled by this sound break and create an ugly eye sore. The Par 4 hiking trail
would be destroyed by noise pollution and destruction of the trees would severely damage the beauty of the trail.
How can I hear the wind and birdsong over the constant usage of large machines that create a lot of noise?

The Planning Commission has destroyed something that enhances my life. You have destroyed the area I use
to find peace and serenity. We bought our million dollar homes in this area because we value wide open spaces and
nature. We pay the astronomical utilities, Property Tax, and $1,000,000 housing cost to enjoy the San Diego outside
life style in East County. You would not suggest such a project in a community, such as La Jolla. Please respect our
L community and way of life.

— The San Diego Council and Planning Commission does not prioritize the East County for improvement. The
Seaport/Downtown Project does nothing to enhance East County residents’s lives. That area is being revitalized to
attract more tourists to San Diego. Currently, parking is $20 to park in this area. The struggling Middle Class is
moving to East County to find affordable housing, which is a house that costs $1,000,000. Twenty dollars to park in
the Seaport area does not benefit an East County Resident. Prices are so high for tourist attractions that residents can
not afford them. Where is the fast rail hooking East County to popular areas? The fast rail will be along the coast to

R-1220 — Anne Stahl

R-1220-1 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment; however, this comment does not raise a specific issue concerning
the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR.

R-1220-2 Please see Topical Response 3, EIR Errata and Updated Technical
Reports, for information regarding the analysis conducted for the additional truck
trips associated with the transport of backfill material. The trip generation
presented in the updated Local Mobility Analysis (August 2022 Addendum to FEIR
Appendix W) accounts for 88 trucks for export of saleable material and 58 trucks
for import of backfill material, for a total of 146 vehicles. To calculate average
daily traffic, a passenger car equivalence factor is applied to these trucks, for a
total of 730 ADT from truck traffic. The analysis also conservatively includes 14
light vehicles and 4 vendors per day, making 2 trips per vehicle, for an overall total
of 766 average daily trips. Please also see Topical Response 8, Traffic Impacts, and
Topical Response 10, Cumulative Impacts, regarding the traffic concerns noted in
this comment and consideration of existing traffic conditions in the analysis.

R-1220-3 Additional details regarding the traffic analysis conducted to
evaluate the 58 additional truck trips are provided in Topical Response 3. This
analysis confirmed the impact conclusions contained in the DEIR that impacts
would be less than significant. Please see Topical Response 8 for more
information regarding the Project's impact on emergency access. Please also see
Response to Comment R-1222-2 regarding consideration of existing traffic in the
traffic analysis.

R-1220-4 Please see Topical Response 2; these comments do not raise an
issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR.
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R1220-7
cont.

ease travel for the wealthy along the coastline and tourists. East County is often overlooked in terms of
modernization. My mentally ill daughter cannot find fast direct transportation from our home. The trolley line to
downtown passes through some rough areas. The bus routes are confusing to her and do not take residents to malls
or shopping centers with jobs or to large community centers for services. My daughter cannot afford to live here.
Why should our community be destroyed by something that does not affect us or improve our way of life? There
have been no money infused into our area to improve quality of life.

Tam furious the City Council has earmarked money for Projects for Tourists. We pay the taxes. Focus on
zoning areas to build quaint Tiny Home communities that are park-like for the mentally ill, homeless, and poor. Add
community centers in the middle of Tiny Home communities that offer a wide variety of support services. Put lower
priced housing near theses areas that provide parks and shopping in walking distances. I fear for my daughter’s life
after we are dead and gone. She is 23 years old and fears daily what she will do when we are dead. The mentally
should be able to find beautiful housing with support services. Instead with no options, they live on the streets and
succumb to drugs. Do something to positively impact a neglected population. Housing prices will only sky rocket
more with the Port District Project and the Sports Arena Project. We do not want to damage our community to aid
San Diego City.

You would not suggest such a project to a community., such as La Jolla. Please respect our community and
way of life. This project destroys the beauty and aesthetics of our home. We pay for a high cost of living already and
now you want to destroy it.

Anne Stahl
Frustrated Resident of Rancho San Diego

Sent from my iPad

R-1220-5 Please see Response to Comment R-09-14 and Topical Response 3,
which describe the additional analysis conducted relative to the second conveyor
belt and proposed mitigation to address noise impacts. This analysis confirmed
the conclusions of the DEIR that noise impacts would be less than significant with
the required mitigation. Comments regarding aesthetics do not raise an issue
concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond
the scope of the RDEIR, which did not revise or recirculate the aesthetics analysis
included in the DEIR for public comment and review.

R-1220-6 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment; however, this comment does not raise a specific issue concerning
the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR. The Planning Commission
will not take action on the Project until after publication of the Final
Environmental Impact Report.

R-1220-7 The County of San Diego Board of Supervisors will make the decision
whether to approve or deny the Project. Actions undertaken by the City of San
Diego, San Diego Unified Port District, and San Diego Association of Governments
do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of the
RDEIR and are not pertinent to the RDEIR. The County acknowledges the
opposition to the Project expressed in this comment.
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Ri221-1

R1221-2

RI213[

R12214

County of San Biego

DAHVIA LYNCH

VINCE NICOLETTI

COTTONWOOD SAND MINE
(PDS2018-MUP-18-023, PDS2018-RP-18-001)

RECIRCULATION OF DRAFT EIR
JULY 25, 2023, PUBLIC MEETING - COMMENT SHEET
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Submit by Mail, Fax or Email. Comments i

o e must be received no later than August 21, 2023, at 4:00 p.m.
County of San Diego

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave., Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123

Email: christopher.jacobs@sdcounty.ca.gov

FAX: (858) 694-2555

Phone: Chris Jacobs: 619-323-8718 !/\OC i P /A C 0 &)C 1
City, State, Zip Code

R-1221 — Teresa Stark

R-1221-1 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment. Please see Topical Response 2, CEQA Requirements for Responding
to Comments. These comments regarding air quality, but do not provide details or
expand on these concerns. This comment does not raise an issue concerning the
environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR and is beyond the scope of the
RDEIR. As evaluated in FEIR Section 3.1.1, Air Quality, impacts related to air
quality would be less than significant.

R-1221-2 Please see Topical Response 3, EIR Errata and Updated Technical
Reports, for information regarding the analysis conducted for the additional truck
trips associated with the transport of backfill material. Please also see Topical
Response 8, Traffic Impacts, which summarizes the evaluation of traffic impacts
from implementation of the Project. The additional analysis confirmed the impact
conclusions contained in the DEIR that impacts would be less than significant.

R-1221-3 The Commenter expresses concerns related to noise and health risks
but does not provide details or expand on these concerns. Please see Topical
Response 2; these comments do not raise an issue concerning the environmental
analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the RDEIR.
However, please see Topical Response 6, Public Health Effects, and Topical
Response 7, Noise Impacts, regarding the concerns raised in this comment.

R-1221-4 Please see Topical Response 2; these comments regarding property
value do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of
the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the RDEIR. Please see Response to
Comment R-04-1 regarding why property values are not an issue requiring
environmental analysis per CEQA. The County acknowledges the opposition to the
Project expressed in this comment.
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Ri222-1

Ri2222

Ri2223

R1222-4

R1222-5

August 3, 2023

To: Planning & Development Services
Agtn: Christopher Jacobs
5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123
Christopher.Jacobs@sdcounty.ca.qoy

Subject: Cottonwood Sand Mine Project (PDS2018-MUP-18-023), (PDS2018-RP-18-001);
Log NC. PDS2018-ER-18-19-007; SCH#2019100513

To Whom It May Concern:
As residents of the proposed project area, Rancho San Diego, we want our voices heard loud and clear.
We oppose the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project.

We live approximately 1,000 feet from the proposed site and urge you te reject the proposed project.

A sand mine in the middle of a residential community will release dust, silica, fungal spores, vehicle
exhaust and bring significant health risks to community members such as Silicosis, Pulmenary Fibrosis,
Cancer, Asthma, and Valley Faver.

Air pollution caused by mining is unaveidable... This means approving the project would be a death
sentence to our family members that are organ transplant survivors and are immune compromised. Our
family members take immune suppressant medication. Their exposure to the mining pollution would ba
unavoidable and fatal.

In addition, our young children attend Jamacha Elementary School and play at Steele Canyon County
—— Park. Children are at high risk with contracting these diseases and ours will be exposed daily to air
pollution. Qur children will also be exposed to large diesel trucks and automobile traffic during their walk
to school and recreation areas. Errant balls from children playing at school and the park cemmenly enter
the roadway on Steele Canyon Rd. Some young children run unattended across the street or do not have
the awareness to avoid speeding vehicles while standing on the side of the sireet or entering and exiting
vehicles.

The proposed 146 heavy trucks on a roadway used by young children is a recipe for disaster. These
trucks will be making round trips daily. Children will be exposed almost 300 times per day. These large
trucks have limited driver visibility and limited emergency maneuvering and stopping capability. They
cannot step or manauver if a need te avoid a child. The risk of a fatal vehicle accident involving a child is.
too high of a risk te ignore.

[ ltis unconscionable that this project is up for consideration and we've reached a paint which we're
pleading with our government representatives to protect our health and safety. This will be a legal and
public relations nightmare for any party supporting this mining project.

The Draft EIR is inadequate and incomplete on multiple additional grounds
There are many more reasons to reject the sand mine project, which include but are not limited to;

Kumeyaay Tribal culture significance, environmental impact, wildlife preservation, private and public
nuisance, loss of use and enjoyment of property, loss of property value, zoning and planning issues
against Valle ge Oro community plans, and the County’s past dealings and the modus operandi of the
current site owner Mr. Michael Schlesinger, efc.. ..

We will nct go into detail as our community leaders and other stakeholders have previously commented
extensively on the fallacy of the project and EIR (Environmental Impact Report). We do want it known that
we agree with their detailed comments and stand with them in opposition to the project.

R-1222 — Dimitri Stassinos

R-1222-1 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment; however, this comment does not raise a specific issue concerning
the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR.

R-1222-2 Please see the Response to Comment R-1121-2 regarding the
concerns raised in this comment.

R-1222-3 Please see the Response to Comment R-1121-3 regarding the
concerns raised in this comment.

R-1222-4 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment; however, this comment does not raise a specific issue concerning
the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR.

R-1222-5 Please see the Response to Comment R-1121-5 regarding the
concerns raised in this comment.
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R222-5
cont.

RI222:6

R222-7

R1222-8

R12229

R1222-10

R22211

‘You may refer to the comments and project opposition letters provided to you by community leaders and
staksholders:

s Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP, Environmental Legal Team
+ StopCottonwoodSandMine.org

» Sycuan Band of The Kumeyaay Nation

= Valle de Oro Community Planning Group

= San Diego Sierra Club

+ Breton Peace & Nozl Egnatios

= Department Of Fish and Wildlife

Comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR
Revised Project Description including the importing backfill material, adding an additional 58 truck trips
per day and a second conveyor.

Traffic Need updated traffic study. Remains a significant impact that cannot be mitigated — an additional

58 truck trips will occur daily due to the need to haul back-fill material — this is on top of the 89 truck trips

stated in the original Draft EIR. This totals 147 round-trip truck trips daily or 294 trucks either coming to or

leaving the Sand Mine location. Trucks will be operating Menday — Friday from 9:00am to 3:30pm or 6.5

hours daily. This means a large hauling truck will be traveling efther to or from the project site every 1.3
L minutes or 78 seconds.

Noise: A second conveyor will be used to transport backfill material and the mining operation

noise is significant. Noise to the surrcunding area remains a significant impact that cannot be mitigated —
a second conveyor will now be used to transport backfill material and the mining operation ncise is
assessed as potentially significant. Mitigation measures described will not mitigate the high level of
cumulative noise experienced by all community residences around the sand mine location, especially
residences at higher elevaticns.

Revised Stormwater Quality Management Plan: the Plan is very generic, lacks specifics and focuses
more on what the final preduct will look like rather than HOW the water source in the event of storms will
be protected during the 10+ years of the mining aperation.

Again, we want our voices heard loud and clear. We oppose the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project.

Thank you for your consideration.

Print Name: Tt s sines

Sign Name:W B M

Address: [Bb6s) inghen S“'invaz, O hw\.’ C A

Note: County Staff admits that “Together, the Draft EIR and Recirculated Draft EIR identify
significant environmental impacts to the following environmental factors: Aesthetics; Biclogical
Resources; Cultural Resources; Noise; Paleontological Resources, and Tribal Cultural Resources.
Impacts to Aesthetics, even with mitigation measures, would remain significant and

unavoidable”.

R-1222-6 The comment summarizes information found in the DEIR. The
County acknowledges this comment. No response is necessary.

R-1222-7 Please see the Response to Comment R-1121-7 regarding the
concerns raised in this comment.

R-1222-8 Please see the Response to Comment R-1121-8 regarding the
concerns raised in this comment.
R-1222-9 Please see the Response to Comment R-1121-9 regarding the
concerns raised in this comment.

R-1222-10

the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR.

R-1222-11 The comment summarizes information found in the DEIR. The
County acknowledges this comment. No further response is necessary.
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Ri2231

August 3, 2023

To: Planning & Development Services
Atin: Christopher Jacabs
5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123
Christopher.Jacobs@sdcounty.ca.gov

Subject: Cottenwood Sand Mine Project (PDS2018-MUP-18-023), (PDS2018-RP-18-001);
Log NO. PDS2018-ER-18-19-007; SCH#2019100513

To Whom It May Concern:

As residents of the proposed project area, Rancho San Diego, we want our voices heard loud and clear.
We oppose the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project.

We live approximately 1,000 feet from the proposed site and urge you to reject the proposed project.

A sand mine in the middle of a residential community will release dust, silica, fungal spores, vehicle
exhaust and bring significant health risks to community members such as Silicosis, Pulmonary Fibrosis,
Cancer, Asthma, and Valley Fever.

Air pollution caused by mining is unavoidable. .. This means approving the project would be a death
sentence to our family members that are organ transplant survivors and are immune compromised. Cur
family members take immune suppressant medication. Their exposure to the mining pollution would be
unavoidable and fatal.

In addition, our young children attend Jamacha Elementary School and play at Steele Canyon County
Park. Children are at high risk with contracting these diseases and ours will be exposed daily to air
polluticn. Qur children will also be exposed to large diesel trucks and automoebile traffic during their walk
to school and recreation areas. Errant balls from children playing at school and the park commonly enter
the roadway on Steele Canyon Rd. Some young children run unattended across the street or de not have
the awareness to avoid speeding vehicles while standing on the side of the street or entering and exiting
vehicles.

The proposed 146 heavy trucks on a roadway used by young children is a recipe for disaster. These
trucks will be making round trips daily. Children will be exposed almost 300 times per day. These large
trucks have limited driver visibility and fimited emergency maneuvering and stopping capability. They
cannot stop or maneuver if a need to avoid a child. The risk of a fatal vehicle accident invelving a child is
too high of a risk to ignore.

It is unconscionable that this project is up for consideration and we've reached a point which we're
pleading with our government representatives to protect our health and safety. This will be a legal and
public relations nightmare for any party supporting this mining project.

The Draft EIR is inadeguate and incomplete on multiple additional grounds

There are many more reasons to reject the sand mine project, which include but are not limited to:
Kumeyaay Tribal culture significance, environmental impact, wildlife preservation, private and public
nuisance, loss of use and enjoyment of property, loss of property value, zoning and planning issues
against Valle de Oro community plans, and the County's past dealings and the modus operandi of the
current site owner Mr. Michael Schlesinger, etc....

We will not go into detail as our community leaders and other stakeholders have previously commented
extensively an the fallacy of the project and EIR (Environmental Impact Report). We do want it known that
we agree with their detailed comments and stand with them in apposition to the project.

R-1223 — John Stassinos

R-1223-1 Please refer to Response to Comment Letter R-1223, which
addresses the concerns raised in this comment.
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Ri2231
cont.

You may refer to the comments and project oppasition letters provided to you by community leaders and
stakeholders:

Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP, Environmental Legal Team
StopCattonwoodSandMine.org

Sycuan Band of The Kumeyaay Nation

Valle de Oro Community Planning Group

San Diego Sierra Club

Breton Peace & Noe! Egnatios

Department Of Fish and Wildlife

* 8 e 8 & s

Comments oh the Recirculated Draft EIR
Revised Project Description including the importing backfill material, adding an additional 58 truck trips
per day and a second conveyor.

Traffic Need updated traffic study. Remains a significant impact that cannot be mitigated — an additional
58 truck trips will occur daily due to the need to haul back-fill material — this is on top of the 89 truck trips
stated in the original Draft EIR. This totals 147 round-trip truck trips daily or 294 trucks either coming to or
leaving the Sand Mine location. Trucks will be operating Monday — Friday from 9:00am to 3:3Cpm or 6.5
hours daily. This means a large hauling truck will be traveling either to or from the project site every 1.3
minutes or 78 seconds.

Noise: A second conveyer will be used to transport backfill material and the mining operation

noise is significant. Noise to the surrounding area remains a significant impact that cannot be mitigated —
a second conveyor will now be used to transport backfill material and the mining operation noise is
assessed as potentially significant. Mitigation measures described will not mitigate the high level of
cumulative noise experienced by all community residences around the sand mine location, especially
residences at higher elevations.

Revised Stormwater Quality Management Plan: the Plan is very generic, lacks specifics and focuses
more on what the final product will look like rather than HOW the water source in the event of storms will
be praotected during the 10+ years of the mining operation.

Again, we want our voices heard loud and clear. We oppose the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project.

Thank you for your consideration.

Print Name: J@/\V\ W

Sign Name: \ ’L}v’é
t v D
o) 5 Hz{cfj o S
Add ./?/;( "i’lfgr

Note: County Staff admits that “Together, the Draft EIR and Recirculated Draft EIR identify
significant environmental impacts to the following environmental factors: Aesthetics; Biological
Resources; Cultural Resources; Noise; Paleontological Resources, and Tribal Cultural Resources.
Impacts to Aesthetics, even with mitigation measures, would remain significant and

unavoidable”.
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Ri224-1

August 3, 2023

To: Planning & Development Services
Alttn: Christopher Jacobs
5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123
Christopher.Jacobs@sdcounty.ca.gov

Subject: Cottonwood Sand Mine Project (PDS2018-MUP-18-023), (PDS2018-RP-18-001);
Log NO. PDS2018-ER-18-19-007; SCH#2018100513

To Whom It May Cancern:

As residents of the proposed project area, Rancho San Diego, we want our veices heard loud and clear.
We oppose the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project.

We live approximately 1,000 feet from the proposed site and urge you to reject the proposed project

A sand mine in the middle of a residential community will release dust, silica, fungal spores, vehicle
exhaust and bring significant health risks to community members such as Silicosis, Pulmonary Fibrosis,
Cancer, Asthma, and Valley Fever.

Air poliution caused by mining is unavoidable... This means approving the project would be a death
sentence to our family members that are organ transplant survivors and are immune compromised. Our
family members take immune suppressant madication. Their exposure to the mining poflution would be
unavoidable and fatal.

In additicn, our young children attend Jamacha Elementary School and play at Steele Canyon County
Park. Children are at high risk with contracting these diseases and ours will be exposed daily to air
poliution. Our children will also be exposed to large diesel trucks and automobile traffic during their walk
to school and recreation areas. Errant balls from children playing at school and the park commonly enter
the roadway on Steele Canyon Rd. Some young children run unattended across the street or do not have
the awareness to avoid speeding vehicles while standing on the side of the street or entering and exiting
vehicles.

The propased 146 heavy trucks on a roadway used by young children is a recipe for disaster. These
trucks will be making round trips daily. Children will be exposed almost 300 times per day. These large
trucks have limited driver visibility and limited emergency mansuvering and stopping capabillity. They
cannot stop or maneuver if a need to avoid a child. The risk of a fatal vehicle accident involving a child is
too high of a risk to ignore.

It is unconscionable that this project is up for consideraticn and we've reached a point which we're
pleading with our government representatives to protect our health and safety. This will be a legal and
public relations nightmare for any party supporting this mining project.

The Draft EIR is inadequate and incomplete on multiple additional grounds

There are many more reasons to reject the sand mine project, which include but are not limited to:
Kumeyaay Tribal culture significance, environmental impact, wildlife preservation, private and public
nuisance, loss of use and enjoyment of property, loss of property valug, zoning and planning issues
against Valle de Oro community plans, and the County's past dealings and the medus operandi of the
current site owner Mr. Michael Schlesinger, etc....

We will not go into detail as our community leaders and other stakehoclders have previcusly ct_ammented
extensively on the fallacy of the project and EIR {Environmental Impact Report). We do want it known that
we agree with their detailed comments and stand with them in opposition to the project.

R-1224 — Sondra Stassinos

R-1224-1 Please refer to Response to Comment Letter R-1223, which
addresses the concerns raised in this comment.
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Ri224-1
cont.

You may refer to the comments and project opposition letters provided to you by community leaders and
stakeholders:

Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP, Environmental Legal Team
StopCottonwoodSandMine.org

Sycuan Band of The Kumeyaay Nation

Valle de Oro Community Planning Group

San Diego Sierra Club

Breton Peace & Noel Egnatios

Department Of Fish and Wildlife

Comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR
Revised Project Description including the importing backfill material, adding an additional S8 truck trips
per day and a second conveyar.

Traffic Need updated traffic study. Remains a significant impact that cannot be mitigated — an additional
58 truck trips will occur daily due to the need to haul back-fill material — this is on top of the 89 truck trips
stated in the original Draft E{R. This totals 147 round-trip truck trips daity or 294 trucks either coming to or
leaving the Sand Mine location. Trucks will be operating Monday — Friday from 9:00am to 3:3Cpm or 6.5
hours daily. This means a large hauling truck will be traveling either to or from the project site every 1.3
minutes or 78 seconds.

Noise: A second conveyor will be used to transport backfill material and the miring operation

neise is significant. Ncise to the surrounding area remains a significant impact that cannot be mitigated -
a second conveyor will now be used to transpart backfill material and the mining operation noise is
assessed as potentially significant. Mitigation measures described will not mitigate the high level of
cumulative noise experienced by all community residences around the sand mine location, especially
residences at higher elevations.

Revised Stormwater Quality Management Plan: the Plan is very generic, lacks specifics and focuses
mare on what the final product will lock like rather than HOW the water source in the event of storms will
be protected during the 10+ years of the mining operation.

Again, we want our voices heard loud and clear. We oppose the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project.

Thank you for your consideration.

Print Name: _S’o\fu Dﬂo-. §+]“-§§| v
Sign Name: w;—f—ﬂs—g{ Ne 5’/‘" D&
Address:'(zégcf {ﬂélw gﬂW M’g’:’

i e 7’(‘(?5’

Note: County Staff admits that “Together, the Draft EIR and Recirculated Draft EIR identify
significant environmental impacts to the following environmental faclors: Aesthetics; Biological
Resources; Cultural Resources; Noise; Paleontological Resources, and Tribal Cultural Resources.
Impacts to Aesthetics, even with mitigation measures, would remain significant and

unaveidabkle”.
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Ri2251

R1225-2
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R12254

R12255

R-12256

From: Jennifer Stedman

To: Jacobs, Christopher

Subject: [External] Comments re: COTTONWOOD SAND MINING PROJECT (PDS2018-MUP-18-023)
Date: Monday, August 21, 2023 2:47:45 PM

COTTONWOOD SAND MINING PROJECT
(PDS2018-MUP-18-023), (PDS2018-RP-18-001)
LOG NO. PDS2018-ER-18-19-007; SCH# 2019100513

Dear Mr. Jacobs,

My name is Jennifer Stedman and | live at 3462 Rancho Diego Circle, less than
a mile from the proposed sand mine site. My family and | have lived here for 16
years, and | have children who attend and have attended schools in the
immediate area.

| drive Willow Glen Dr and Steele Canyon Rd multiple times a day, and already
deal with many large trucks and buses due to the quarry, construction, and the
casino. The fact there is now a huge increase of 58 additional truck trips than
originally stated is extremely concerning, along with the fact that the traffic data
is from 2018, and 2020-during the height of the COVID pandemic and when the
local schools were closed! | request new, updated traffic testing be completed in
order for this report to be found factual. The current increase in traffic is much
higher than it has been in years. The traffic back up at the stop light to turn left
onto Jamacha is already clogged with large trucks. Due to size and trailers, only
a couple fit in the turn lanes, leaving long lines of traffic blocking the other lanes.
This also happens at all hours of the day. As | have new teen drivers, the added
traffic on an already dangerous road with many accidents is extremely
concerning.

The additional noise and dust from a previously undisclosed second conveyor
are not acceptable.

| also have concerns about Valley Fever spores being spread. As | have a
family member who nearly died, is in a wheelchair, and disabled due to this
sickness, it is a valid and very scary thought. | have not seen this addressed.

The storm water and mitigation plans are generic and lack specifics. Anyone
driving by the planned site now will see a lack of property care, maintenance of
fences, and many homeless encampments on the property. | have very little faith
in the owners following the rules, and do not see any oversight or specific
requirements set out. This needs to be addressed.

This proposed sand mine is in a residential area, with schools and families.

R-1225 — Jennifier Stedman

R-1225-1 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however,
they do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of
the RDEIR. Please see the responses below to specific comments raised in this
letter.

R-1225-2 Please see Topical Response 8, Traffic Impacts, which summarizes
the evaluation of traffic impacts from implementation of the Project and the two
sets of traffic counts taken for the Project, one pre-dating the pandemic and one
post-dating the pandemic. Additional details regarding the analysis conducted to
evaluate the 58 additional truck trips are provided in Topical Response 3, EIR
Errata and Updated Technical Reports. Please also see Response to Comment D-
A5-3, which provides additional details related to the traffic counts that were
conducted for the Project, and Topical Response 10, Cumulative Impacts,
regarding consideration of existing traffic conditions.

R-1225-3 Please see Response to Comment R-09-14, which describes the
additional analysis conducted relative to the second conveyor belt and proposed
mitigation to address noise impacts as well as Topical Response 3 regarding the
additional analyses for both noise and air quality. These additional analyses
confirmed the impact significance conclusions of the DEIR.

R-1225-4 Please see Topical Response 2; these comments regarding health do
not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of the
RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the RDEIR, which did not revise or recirculate
the air quality analysis included in the DEIR for public comment and review.
However, please see Topical Response 6, Public Health Effects, regarding the
concerns raised in this comment.
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There are houses that are next to the property in question. The negative effect
R12256 this will have on our children, our families, our community, are unmeasurable.
cont. The fact this is even being considered is a complete lack of community care and
only about money.

Thank you for your consideration.
Jennifer Stedman

R-1225-5 The PDP SWQMP included as Appendix P to the RDEIR was prepared
using the County’s standard form to describe how the Project would comply with
the applicable requirements of the County of San BMP Design Manual and the
County of San Diego Watershed Protection Ordinance. The PDP SWQMP includes
construction stormwater BMPs and structural and significant site design BMPs
that would be implemented to satisfy County requirements for managing urban
runoff, including stormwater, from land development activities. Comments
regarding current property maintenance do not raise an issue concerning the
environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the
RDEIR. Please see Response to Comment D-A6-5 regarding the enforceability of
proposed Project PDFs and mitigation measures that would be included as
Conditions of Approval in the MUP Decision and shown on Project plans, as well
as Project compliance with applicable federal, State, and local regulations.

R-1225-6 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment; however, this comment does not raise a specific issue concerning
the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR.
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R12263

COMMENTS
From: Rick Stedman
To:
Subject: [External] Recirculated Cottonwood Sand Mine Project Draft EIR
Date: Monday, August 21, 2023 2:38:33 PM R'|226 - Richard Stedman
Mr. Jacobs,

| am Strongly Oppased to the Cottonwood Sand Mine

I'm a long-time homeowner in the Pasatiempo Community and this proposed Sand Mine will
absolutely wreck our pristine community and environment.

L The following is a brief outline of some of my objections:

Placing an industrial site in the middle of a residential community will permanently and negatively
alter the overall peacefulness and health quality of the residents. | feel this will also have a significant
negative impact on property values and would prevent sales further leading to the decline of the
community. | personally object to this project as not only will there be a significant increase to the
already elevated traffic volume along Willow Glen but the dust, noise, and the eye sare of an
industrial site such as this could lead to degraded health and overall well-being. We picked this

community because of its location away from industry. Please reconsider this project.

Ref:

COTTONWOOD SAND MINING PROJECT
(PDS2018-MUP-18-023), (PDS2018-RP-18-001)
LOG NO. PDS2018-ER-18-19-007; SCH# 2019100513

Vi,
Richard Stedman

R-1226-1 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment; however, this comment does not raise a specific issue concerning
the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR. Please see the responses
below to specific comments raised in this letter.

R-1226-2 The Commenter expresses concerns related to peacefulness, health,
and property values but does not provide details or expand on these concerns.
Please see Topical Response 2, CEQA Requirements for Responding to Comments.
These comments do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or
adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the RDEIR. Please see
Response to Comment R-04-1 regarding why property values are not an issue
requiring environmental analysis per CEQA.

R-1226-3 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment. The Commenter expresses concerns related to traffic, dust, noise,
aesthetics, health, and well-being, but does not provide details or expand on
these concerns. These comments do not raise an issue concerning the
environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the
RDEIR. As stated in Section 2.1, Aesthetics, of the FEIR, all feasible mitigation
measures would be implemented, but impacts to aesthetics would remain
significant until reclamation and revegetation occur. Impacts related to the other
issues are addressed in DEIR and FEIR sections 2.4, Noise; 3.1.1, Air Quality; and
3.1.7, Transportation/Traffic. Through implementation of mitigation measures
presented in the DEIR, associated impacts would be less than significant. Please
also see Topical Response 6, Public Health Effects, regarding the health concerns
raised in this comment.
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From: Roseann Steinhardt
Te: Jacobs, Christopher
Subject: [External] COTTONWOOD SAND MINE PROJECT
Date: Sunday, July 23,2023 3:42:34 AM R_|227 - Roseann Ste|nhardt

Dear Mr. Jacobs,

| am vehemently opposed to the Sandmine Project!! It will forever alter and destroy the
natural terrain and wildlife that is currently in existence. The daily disruption from digging
and earth moving is an unbelievable environmental disaster.

The potential health and welfare risk to our communities is at stake. VWWe must ban this
irresponsible project to mitigate undue harm and stress on our physical and mental health,
our roads, and wildlife.

Please help us protect our right to be safe and sound in our homes

Regards,

Roseann Steinhardt

12588 Old Campe Rd
Spring Valley, ca. 91978

R-1227-1 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment. Impacts related to sensitive species and their habitats are
addressed in the FEIR and RDEIR in Section 2.2, Biological Resources; through
mitigation, impacts to biological resources would be less than significant.
Comments regarding alteration of the natural terrain and disruption do not raise
an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR and are
beyond the scope of the RDEIR, which did not revise or recirculate the aesthetics
analysis included in the DEIR for public comment and review. Please see Topical
Response 2, CEQA Requirements for Responding to Comments. As stated in
Section 2.1, Aesthetics, of the FEIR, all feasible mitigation measures would be
implemented, but impacts to aesthetics would remain significant until
reclamation and revegetation occur.

R-1227-2 The Commenter expresses concerns related to health, welfare,
roads, wildlife, and safety, but does not provide details or expand on these
concerns. Impacts related to wildlife and their habitats are addressed in the FEIR
and RDEIR in Section 2.2; through mitigation, impacts to biological resources
would be less than significant. Comments regarding the remaining environmental
topics do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of
the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the RDEIR. Impacts to quality of life for
residents are not an environmental issue and are not required to be assessed
under CEQA. Please see Topical Response 6, Public Health Effects, regarding the
health concerns raised in this comment.
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R12282
R12283
R12284

R-12285

R-12286

[

From: Roseann Steinhardt
To: Jacobs, Christopher

Subject: [External] STOP THE COTTONWOOD SAND MINING PROPOSAL
Date: Tuesday, August 15, 2023 1:34:00 PM

Dear Mr. Jacobs,

1 respectfully and wholeheartedly am opposed to the approval of this project for the following
reasons.

The environmental impact from the numerous trucks hauling harmful silica and
imported backfill materials will be detrimental to the health, safety of the
community and destroy the already damaged roads. [Tow will this project mitigate
the negalive allects?

The destruction of our open space, water sources, and habitants will be negatively
impacted by the air and noise pollution. How will the water source, native plants
and wildlife be protected during the first 10 vears of operations? What are the
specifics to on how the water sources will be protected in the event of storms?

This community has a master plan that does not include industrial operations. This
project is not compatible with a residential community. Why hasn’t this been
addressed?

Finally, I"d like to know why the Planning & Development Services believes this
project is in the best interest of the community? I recommend that you deny this
project.

Should this project is approved by your office and go before the Planning
Commission, and the Board of Supervisors, I recommend that vou demand the
hearing date and time is convenient for those concerned.

Regards.,
Roseann Steinhardt

12588 OLD CAMPO RD
SPRING VALLEY, CA. 91978

R-1228 — Roseann Steinhardt

R-1228-1 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment. The Commenter expresses concerns related to health, safety, and
road maintenance, but does not provide details or expand on these concerns.
Please see Topical Response 2, CEQA Requirements for Responding to Comments.
These comments do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or
adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the RDEIR. However, please
see Topical Response 6, Public Health Effects, regarding the health concerns
raised in this comment. Please see Response to Comment D-117-1 regarding
roadway maintenance. Based on its classification as a Major Roadway, it is
expected that Willow Glen Drive would be able to accommodate Project traffic
and therefore, would not be subject to constant maintenance and repairs. Please
see Response to Comment D-08-41 for additional discussion regarding roadway
safety and accidents.

R-1228-2 The Commenter expresses concerns related to open space, water
sources, habitants, air quality, and noise, but does not provide details or expand
on these concerns. These comments do not raise an issue concerning the
environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the
RDEIR. As evaluated in FEIR Sections 3.1.1, Air Quality, and 3.1.5, Hydrology and
Water Quality, impacts related to water and air quality would be less than
significant.

R-1228-3 Comments regarding water sources do not raise an issue concerning
the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of
the RDEIR. Impacts related to native plants and wildlife are addressed in the FEIR
and RDEIR in Section 2.2, Biological Resources; through mitigation, impacts to
biological resources would be less than significant.

R-1228-4 The PDP SWQMP included as Appendix P to the RDEIR describes
how the Project would comply with the applicable requirements of the County of
San Diego BMP Design Manual and the County of San Diego Watershed Protection
Ordinance. The PDP SWQMP includes construction stormwater BMPs and
structural and significant site design BMPs that would be implemented to satisfy
County requirements for managing urban runoff, including stormwater, from land
development activities. Please also see Response to Comment D-A6-12 and D-A6-
14 for additional information.
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R-1228-5 Please see Topical Response 2. These comments regarding land use
consistency do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or
adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the RDEIR, which did not
revise or recirculate the land use consistency analysis included in the DEIR for
public comment and review. However, please see Topical Response 11,
Consistency with Plans and Policies, regarding the concerns raised in this
comment.

R-1228-6 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment; however, this comment does not raise a specific issue concerning
the environmental analysis or adequacy of the RDEIR. The Department of Planning
and Development Services does not have approval authority over the Project.
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors meetings occur at regularly
scheduled days and times.
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Ri2332
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COMMENTS RESPONSES
From: fof d! F-Vile]
To:
Subject: [External] Sand Mine Revised Praject Comments
Date: Menday, August 21, 2023 1:20:40 PM

To Whom It May Concern:
Planning and Development Departiments:

My name is Cynthia Taylor, and I live one block behind the Cottonwood Galf course, on the west side where the sand mine is proposed.

I remain very opposed (o this sand mine project. We purchased a home ina goll course adjacent commurnily, :amd now we are being, lhced
with a decade of noise, traffic, poor air quality and the esthetic impact on our beautiful neighborhood, to name a few concerns.

I'am very dismayed that the new proposal adds an additional 58 irucks a day, and the noise of'a second conveyor, 1already constantly
drive behind or beside large trucks when I pull onto Willow Glen to go any either direction off Steele Canyon.  The addition of more

—— trucks a day will cerainly impact the congestion of Willow Glen, which is the major egress route for our enrire neighborhood. We can
also hear the truck traffic on Willow Glen in our back yard, and will be impacted with that additional noise

Turge you to deny the permils for this project in our neighborhood

Cynihia Taylor
3450 Par Four Dr.
El Cajon, CA

R-1233 — Cynthia Taylor

R-1233-1 The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed in
this comment. The Commenter expresses concerns related to noise, traffic, air
quality, and aesthetics but does not provide details or expand on these concerns.
Please see Topical Response 2, CEQA Requirements for Responding to Comments.
These comments do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or
adequacy of the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the RDEIR. Please see Topical
Response 7, Noise Impacts, and Topical Response 8, Traffic Impacts, regarding the
concerns raised in this comment. As stated in Section 3.1, Effects Found Not
Significant, of the FEIR, impacts regarding air quality would be less than
significant. As stated in Section 2.1, Aesthetics, of the FEIR, all feasible mitigation
measures would be implemented, but impacts to aesthetics would remain
significant until reclamation and revegetation occur.

R-1233-2 Please see Topical Response 3, EIR Errata and Updated Technical
Reports, for information regarding the analysis conducted for the additional truck
trips associated with the transport of backfill material as well as noise analysis
related to the additional conveyor. Please also see Topical Response 10,
Cumulative Impacts, regarding the traffic concerns raised in this comment. Finally,
please see Response to Comment R-09-14, which describes the additional
analysis conducted relative to the second conveyor belt and proposed mitigation
to address noise impacts.

R-1233-3 Please see Topical Response 2; these comments regarding truck
noise do not raise an issue concerning the environmental analysis or adequacy of
the RDEIR and are beyond the scope of the RDEIR, which did not revise or
recirculate the noise analysis included in the DEIR for public comment and review.
However, please see Topical Response 7 regarding the noise concerns raised in
this comment. The County acknowledges the opposition to the Project expressed
in this comment.

RDEIR Individuals RTC-376






























	R-I192 — Rita Rabban
	R-I193 — Caren Rhan
	R-I194 — Jill Raschke
	R-I195 — Tina Ray
	R-I196 — Jena Rayburn
	R-I197 — Jolyne Rayburn
	R-I198 — Gary Reece
	R-I199 — Sharon Reeve
	R-I200 — Stephen Reinstein
	R-I201 — Rick and Roseann Rinear
	R-I202 — Rochelle Risley
	R-I203 — Dawn Roe
	R-I204 — Patti Roesch
	R-I205 — Charles Romano
	R-I206 — Karen Romano
	R-I207 — Susan Rose
	R-I208 — Gregg Rosner
	R-I209 — Dennis Runyen
	R-I210 — Eve Ryan
	R-I211 — James Sadler
	R-I212 — Amel Saeed
	R-I213 — Fred Sanders
	R-I214 — Rayan Shamoun
	R-I215 — Grace Sodusta
	R-I216 — Matthew Sodusta
	R-I217 — Roy Sodusta
	R-I218 — Steven Sodusta
	R-I219 — Michael Soloway
	R-I220 — Anne Stahl
	R-I221 — Teresa Stark
	R-I222 — Dimitri Stassinos
	R-I223 — John Stassinos
	R-I224 — Sondra Stassinos
	R-I225 — Jennifier Stedman
	R-I226 — Richard Stedman
	R-I227 — Roseann Steinhardt
	R-I228 — Roseann Steinhardt
	R-I229 — Tricia and John Stewart
	R-I230 — Rodney Stubblefield
	R-I231 — Cecelia and Stephen Summers
	R-I232 — Paul Swope
	R-I233 — Cynthia Taylor
	R-I234 — Dale Teschler
	R-I235 — Kelly Togerson
	R-I236 — Basil Tominna
	R-I237 — Bushra Tominna
	R-I238 — Theresa Touchstone
	R-I239 — Molly Treadwell
	R-I240 — Chris Trenkle

