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Letter O-8 – Michael Klein (EHL – O-6) 

O-8-1 The County disagrees that the DEIR does not adequately disclose the Project’s impacts on QCB. 
The County also disagrees that the DEIR recommends inadequate mitigation measures to reduce 
those impacts to a less than significant level. Table S-1 of the DEIR summarizes potential 
permanent impacts to QCB and outlines associated mitigation (see impact number BI-11, and 
mitigation measures M-BI-9a and 9b on page S-23) with a thorough discussion provided in 
Section 2.3.5.5.  

    
O-8-2 As described in the Biological Resources Technical Report (page 14), QCB surveys were 

conducted in 1998, 1999, 2000, 2004, and 2008. Please see Response to Comment O-6-5 for 
discussion of the survey conducted in 2016 and the revised Biological Resources Technical 
Report for the details on the survey results. Those surveys followed the most current USFWS 
guidelines available for the survey year. Each of those surveys was accepted by the USFWS. 

    
O-8-3 The County disagrees with the comment that occupied habitat would cover 98 percent of the 

project site. Occupied habitat must take into account suitable habitat within 1 km of a sighting 
and doesn't assume occupation regardless of site conditions. Based on focused surveys and 
habitat assessments, a total of 1,470 acres of potential habitat has been identified within the 
project area, which is approximately 80 percent of the site (see Table 2.3-10).  

 
O-8-4  See Response to Comment O-17-5, which discusses the Otay Mountain core population of QCB 

and the connectivity of this core area. Per the USFWS Recovery Plan for QCB (2003), the core is 
technically called a core occurrence complex and West Otay Mountain is considered a core. It 
should be noted that the “Otay Mountain core” is more accurately called the West Otay Mountain 
occurrence complex, and the project site is located within the Otay Lakes/Rancho Jamul 
occurrence complex. This complex is composed of more than just the project site but includes 
other areas that are documented as occupied by QCB. The project site has been documented to be 
a resilient population within the occurrence complex. As stated in the USFWS Recovery Plan for 
the Quino Checkerspot Butterfly (2003), “[a]lthough resilient populations may naturally show 
great fluctuations in size, they are capable of maintaining their integrity over time if suitable 
habitat remains available.”  As stated in Response to Comment AA-5, the proposed Project was 
redesigned through extensive consultation with the wildlife agencies specifically for the 
continued preservation of QCB. 

O-8-5 The County acknowledges that the EIR does not specifically address Project impacts to diapause 
larvae. This is because the protocol in effect during the 2008 survey requires survey of butterflies, 
not larvae, and no USFWS protocols have been developed for surveying for diapause larvae. 
However, if any diapause larvae or larvae were observed, they would have been recorded as was 
done for the 2016 survey. In addition, impacts to QCB are based on host plant locations, suitable 
habitat features such as hilltops and ridgelines, and known locations of QCB adult individuals; 
however, these features with host plant and suitable habitat would be where the diapause would 
be anticipated to occur. These areas were addressed in the impact analysis. The commenter is 
referred to Response to Comment A-1-18 for further information regarding impacts. Mitigation 
for these impacts is provided through preservation, a QCB-specific management plan, and 
restoration. The commenter is referred to Response to Comment A-1-9 for further details 
regarding mitigation. Please see Response to Comment O-6-5 for the information on the survey 
conducted in 2016. Additional required information that was mapped included the host plant 
locations and the plant community mapping. 
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O-8-6 The County acknowledges that the proposed Project will have impacts to QCB host plants. New 
mapping of the host plants was conducted in 2016, and the Biological Resources Technical 
Report has been revised to include that information. However, the locations and population of 
diapause larvae cannot be inferred based on host plant populations. Surveys were conducted 
according the current guidelines for that survey year. Surveys are conducted in the spring and 
focus on recording host plants, QCB larvae, and QCB adult locations. Surveys are conducted in 
the spring and would likely not result in detection of diapause larvae. 

    
O-8-7 See Responses to Comments O-6-6 and O-9-3 for discussions pertaining to Argentine ants.  
    
O-8-8 See Response to Comment O-7-8 for discussion pertaining to edge effects on QCB.    
 
O-8-9 See Response to Comment O-8-5. 

O-8-10 The County disagrees that the effects on QCB remain highly significant and are not mitigated by 
the habitat and management measures. The commenter is referred to the previous responses 
within this letter in addition to Responses to Comments A-1-9, A-1-18, O-6-6, O-9-3, O-7-8, and 
O-8-5 for discussions regarding impacts and mitigation for QCB individuals and host plants. 
   

O-8-11 The County disagrees with the commenter’s assertion that the DEIR fails to analyze cumulative 
impacts on QCB. As stated in Section 2.3.3 (page 2.3-33) of the DEIR, "A review of projects 
within the MSCP Subarea Plan South County Segment was conducted to evaluate the cumulative 
impact of the proposed Project on these resources." Each project identified for the cumulative 
impacts analysis includes the mitigation requirements for impacts to QCB, where applicable. In 
addition, the proposed Project will be required to comply with the Quino Amendment to the 
MSCP being prepared by the County of San Diego, or apply for either a Section 7 Consultation or 
Section 10 incidental take permit. The proposed project includes mitigation that provides for 
management and monitoring of the species in the event the proposed Quino Amendment to the 
MSCP is not adopted prior to project approval. Such mitigation would include, but not be limited 
to, the following long-term QCB Management/Enhancement Plan and a survey methodology for 
onsite preserve areas pre- and post-construction to monitor effects on QCB population health. The 
QCB Management/Enhancement Plan must be reviewed and approved by the County and the 
applicable wildlife agencies. In addition, adaptive management techniques shall be developed 
within the plan to address potential changes in circumstances. Overall, the proposed mitigation 
measures will ensure that the project’s impacts on QCB individuals and habitat are sufficiently 
offset by activities that will enhance the existing preserved population. The proposed mitigation 
measures will also provide data that will help the species recover throughout its range. Thus, the 
implementation of these measures will reduce direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to QCB and its 
habitat to a less-than-significant level.  

 
O-8-12 The County acknowledges and appreciates that the commenter has included his qualifications for 

consideration by the County. This information will be included as part of the FEIR. However, the 
commenter does not raise any new issue or include any new substantive comment concerning the 
adequacy of the DEIR. For that reason, the County provides no further response to this comment. 
See Response to Comment O-15-55 for further discussion. 


