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Arnold 
Schwarzenegger 

Governor 

May 26, 2005 

S TA T E OF C A L I F O R N I A 

Governor's Office of Planning and Research 

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 

Notice of Preparation 

To: Reviewing Agencies 

Re: Otay Hills Project; P04-004, RP 04-001, ER 04-19-004 
SCH# 200505115 l 

Sean Walsh · 
Director 

Attached for your review and comment. is the Notice of Preparation {NOP) for the Otay Hills Project; ?04-004, RP 
04-001, ER 04-19-004 draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific 
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency. 
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely 
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the 
environmental review process. 

Please direct your comments to: 

Alyssa Maxson 
San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
San Diego, CA 92123-1666 

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number 
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project. 

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at 
(916) 445-0613 .. Sincer~~f 
~ ~?ft ·f ~ 
Scott Morgan · 
Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse 

Attachments 
cc: Lead Agency 

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044 
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov 



SCH# 
Project Title 

Lead Agency 

Type 

Description 

2005051151 

Document Details Report 
State Clearinghouse Data Base 

Otay Hills Project; P04-004, RP 04-001, ER 04-19-004 
San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use 

NOP Notice of Preparation 

The proposed project is a Major Use Permit and Reclamation Plan for the Otay Hills Project. The 

Major Use Permit project area consists of the excavation of construction aggregates and associated 

activities on 210 acres of a larger 550-acre ownership. Aggregate materials will be extracted in four 

phases over an approximate 50-year period, with a maximum cut slope height of approximately 305 

feet. Anticipated production levels are 0.6 to 1.5 million tons per year and blasting will occur 

approximately once per week. The volume of excavation proposed is 50 million cubic yards at a 

maximum cut slope ratio of 1 : 1. 

Lead Agency Contact 
Name 

Agency 
Phone 
email 

Alyssa Maxson 
San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use 
(858) 694-3737 Fax 

Address 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
City San Diego State CA Zip 92123-1666 

Project Location 
San Diego 

Otay Mesa Road and Alta Road 

County 
City 

Region 
Cross Streets 

Parcel No. 
Township 

648-050-13, 14. 15. 16, 17;648-040-34,648-080-13, 14,25 

Proximity to: 
Highways 

Airports 
Railways 

Waterways 
Schools 

18S Range 1 E Section 29&32 Base 

Land Use Regional Land Use Element Policy 2.4 Non-Urban Residential Designations and Policy 2.6 Special 
Purpose Designations. The project area has a General Plan Land Use Designation of (21) Specific 

Plan Area and is zoned S88, which permits mining operations under the Mining and Processing Use 
Type pursuant to the Zoning Ordinance Section 2725.e. The Major Use Permit boundary is within the 

East Olay Mesa Specific Plan, in the Olay Subregional Pla·n Area. 

Project Issues AestheticNisual; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Flood Plain/Flooding; 

Drainage/Absorption; Geologic/Seismic; Noise: Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Toxic/Hazardous: 
Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Supply; Water Quality; Wetland/Riparian: Wildlife: Cumulative 

Effects; Public Services 

Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Conservation: Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks 
Agencies and Recreation; Department of Water Resources: Department of Fish and Game, Region 5; Native 

American Heritage Commission; State Lands Commission; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 

11; Air Resources Board, Major Industrial Projects; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional 

Water Quality Control Board, Region 9 

Date Received 05/26/2005 Start of Review 05/26/2005 End of Review 06/24/2005 

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency. 
-----
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To: 

Subject: 

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc 
Environmental Review Committee 

31 May2005 

Ms. Alyssa Maxson 
Department of Planning and Land Use 
County of San Diego 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
San Diego, California 92123-1666 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
Otay Hills Project 
P04-004, RP 04-001, ER 04-19-004 

Dear Ms. Maxson: 

Thank you for the Notice of Preparation for the subject project, received by this Society 
last week. 

We are pleased to note the inclusion of cultural-resources in the list of subject areas to be 
addressed in the DEIR, and look forward to reviewing it during the upcoming public 
comment period. To that end, please include us in the distribution of the DEIR, and also 
provide us with a copy of the cultural resources technical report(s). 

SDCAS appreciates being included in the County's environmental review process for this 
project. 

cc: SDCAS President 
File 

Sincerely, 

~yle, Jr., Ch
12
'~~::;--I-.. • 

Environmental Review Co 

P.O. Box 81106 • San Diego, CA 92138-1106 • (858) 538-0935 



1600 Pacific Highway• Room 452 • San Diego, CA 9210' 
{619) 531-5400 • FAX (619) 557-419( 

San Diego Local Agency Formation Commission Website: www.sdlafco.or~ 

Chairman 

Bud Pocklington 
South Bay Irrigation District 

Vice Chairman 

Andrew L. Vanderlaan 
Public Member 

Members 

Donna Frye 
Council member 
City of San Diego 

Betty Rexford 
Council member 
City of Poway 

Patty Davis 
Councllmember 
City of Chula Vista 

Bill Hom 
County Board of 
Supervisors 

Dianne Jacob 
County Board of 
Supervisors 

Andrew J. Menshek 
Special District 
Representative 

AJternate Members 

Greg Cox 
County Board of 
Supervisors 

Harry Mathis 
Public Member 

(Vacant) 
Special District 
Representative 

(Vacant) 
Council member 
City Representative 

(Vacant) 
Council member 
City of San Diego 

Executive Officer 

Michael D. Ott 

Counsel 

WIiiiam D. Smith 

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (P04-0O4, RP 
04-001, ER 04-19-004; Otay Hills) 

Thank you for allowing the San Diego LAFCO to provide comments 
on the above referenced project. LAFCO is responsible for 
encouraging the efficient provision of public services and has purview 
over changes to local government organization and any associated 
sphere of influence actions. Usually, LAFCO is a responsible agency 
for environmental review when jurisdictional boundary changes 
and/or sphere amendments are proposed. 

The initial study indicates that the project site needs to be annexed to 
the Otay Water District (OWD) for the provision of water services. 
However, based on LAFCO's records, the site is already within the 
OWD. Therefore, the proposed project requires no changes to local 
governmental organization and/or adopted spheres of influence, and 
it appears LAFCO will not be a responsible agency for environmental 
review under the California Environmental Quality Act. In addition, 
the EIR should state that the project site is already within the San 
Diego Rural Fire Protection District and no jurisdictional boundary 
changes are necessary regarding the provision of fire protection 
services. 

If you have any questions, or need further assistance, please contact 
me at (61 ) 531-5400. 

Executive Officer 

MDO:trl 

-
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STATE OF CAUEQRNIA 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 
(916)&53-4082 
(916) 65Ni390 - Fax 

Ms. Alyssa Maxson 
San Diego County OPLU 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
San Diego, CA 92123-1666 

June 9, 2005 

Re: otay HIiis project: P04-004, RP 04-001, ER 04--19-004 
SCH# 2005051151 

Dear Ms. Maxson: 

Amgld §ehwr'Y"1ffll9f! (iQIGl,lW 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document The Commission 
was able to perform a record search of its Sacred Lands File for the project area, which failed to indicate 
the presence of Native American cultural resouii.:es in the immediate project area. The absence c,f 
specific site informatiOn in the sacred Lands File does not indicate the absence of cultural resources in 
any project area. Other sources of eultUral resources should also be contacted for information regarding 
known and recorded sites. 

Eaf'ly consultation wi1h tribes in your area is the best way to 9\/0id unanticipated discoveries once 
a project is underway. Enclosed is a list of Native Americans individuals/organi;zations that may have 
knowledge of cultural resources in the project area. The Commission makes no recommendation of a 
single individual or group over another. Please contact all those listed; if they cannot supply you with 
specific information, they may be able to recommend others with specific knowledge. By contacting all 
those listed, your organization will be better able to respond to claims of failure to consult with the 
appropriate tribe or group. tt you have not received a response within two weeks' time, we recommend 
that you follow-up with a telephone call to make sure that the information was received. 

Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude the exiStence of 
archeological resources. Lead aaet'lcies should consider avoidance. as defined in Section 1531.0 of tbe 
CsQA Qujdelines. whftn §jgnificaot cuitucal resources could be affected by a project Provisions should 
also be Included for accidentally discovered archeological resources during construction per California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code §15084.5 (f). Health and Safety Code 
§7050.5; and Public Resources Code §5097.98 mandate the process to be follaNed in the event of an 
accidental discovery of any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery and should be 
included in all environmental doouments. If you have any questions, please contact me at (916) 65~ 
6251. 

Sincerely, .. 

¼ ~{e~c:.lt i;h-(c:;;;r: 
Carol Gaubatz 7 
Program Ana / 

Cc; state Cleartnghouse 

it 
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Native American Contacts 
San Diego County 

June 9, 2005 

Ewiiaapaayp EPA Office 

~ 002/004 

Barona Group of the Capitan Grande 
Rhonda Welch-Scalco, Chairperson James Robertson, Cultural Resources Coordinator 
1095 Barona Road Diegueno 
Lakeside , CA 92040 
sue@barona.org 
(619) 443-6612 

Barona Group of the Capitan Grande 
ATTN: David Baron 
1095 Barona Road Diegueno 
Lakeside , CA 92040 
(619) 443-6612 

Barona Group of the Capitan Grande 
ATTN: EPA Specialist 
1095 Barona Road Diegueno 
Lakeside , CA 92040 
sue@barona.org 
(619) 443-6612 

Campo Band of Mission Indians 
H. Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairperson 
36190 Church Road, Suite 1 Kumeyaay 
Campo , CA 91906 
chairgoff@aol.com 
(619J 478•9046 
(619) 478-5818 Fax 

Campo Band of Mission Indians 
ATTN: EPA Specialist 
36190 Church Road, Suite 1 Kumeyaay 
Camp<? , CA 91906 
(619) 478-9046 

. (619) 478-5818 Fax 

This list IS cuttent only •• of Ula data of this dor:Umem. 

4208 Willows Road Kumeyaay 
Alpine , CA 91903-2250 

jhrhut@sctdv.net 
{619) 445-6315 - voice 
(619) 72206134 - fax 

Ewiiaapaayp Tribal Office 
Harlan Pinto, Sr., Chairperson 
PO Box 22.50 Kumeyaay 
Alpine , CA 91903-2250 

wmicldin@leaningrock.net 
(619) 445·6315 • voice 
(619) 445-9126- fax 

Ewiiaapaayp Tribal Office 
Will Micklin, Executive Director 
PO Box 2250 Kumeyaay 
Alpine , CA 91903-2250 

wmicklin@leaningrock.net 
(619) 445-6315 - voice 
(619) 445-9126 - fax 

Ewiiaapaayp Tribal Office 
Michael Garcia, EPA Director 
PO Box 2250 Kumeyaay 
Alpine , CA s,903-2250 

michaelg_@leaningrock.net 
(619) 445-6315 - voiee 
(619) 445-9126 - fax 

lnaja Band of Mission Indians 
Rebecca Osuna, Spokesparson 
309 S. Maple Street Diegueno 
Escondido , CA 92025 
inaj~smite@hotmail.com 
(760) 737-7628 
(760) 747-8568 Fax 

Dletrlbllllon of lhla lhn daea not relieve any pe,eon Of statutory teGponslDlllty a& defined In Section 7060.5 of the Hea!th and 
Safety Code, SectlOn $097.94 of the Public Reeources Code and Section 5097.98 of Iha Publlc Rcsc,tJfa!S Code. 

TIii& nat Is only applicable for co,-ctlng local Native Americans with regard tD cuttural resource aaeessment fol tile p,oposed 
01ay NIHe Projeef; P(l4,(I04,,RP 04.Q01, E!R 04-19-004, saw 2005051151, San Diego county. 
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Jamul Indian Village 

NAHC 

Native American Contacts 
San Diego County 

June 9, 2005 

La Posta Band of Mission Indians 
ATTN: EPA Director 

~003/004 

Leon Acevedo, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 612 Diegueno/Kumeyaay PO Box 1120 Dfegueno 

Boulevard , CA 91905 Jamul , CA 91935 
iamulrez@s:>acbell.net 
(619) 669-4785 
Fax: (619) 669--4817 

Kumeyaay Cultural Heritage Preservation 
Paul Cuero 

(619) 478-2113 

Manzanita Band of Mission Indians 
Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson 

36190 Church Road, Suite 5 
Campo , CA 91906 

Diegueno/ Kumeyaay PO Box 1302 Kumeyaay 
Boulevard , CA 91905 

(619) 478-9046 
(619) 478-9505 
(619) 478-5818 Fax 

Kumeyaay Cultural Historic Committee 
Ron Christman 

(819) 766-4930 
(619) 766-4957 Fax 

Manzanita Band of Mission Indians 
ATTN: EPA Director 

56 Viejas Grade Road Oiegueno/Kumeyaay PO Box 1302 Kumeyaay 
Boulevard , CA 91905 Alpine , CA 92001 

(619) 445-0385 (619) 766-4930 
(619) 766-4957 Fax 

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians 
Steve Banegas, Spokesperson Mike Linton, Chairperson 
1095 Barona Road Oiegueno/Kumeyaay P.O Box 270 Diegueno 
Lakeside , CA 92040 Santa Ysabel , CA 92070 
(619) 443-6612 mesagrandeband@msn.com 
(619) 443-0681 FAX (760)782-3818 

La Posta Band of Mission Indians 
Gwendolyn Parada, Chairperson 
PO Box 1120 Dlegueno 
Boulevard , CA 91905 
lffl)Osta1@aol.com 
(619) 478-2113 

This 11st Is current only• of the date of ttll$ docUment. 

(760) 782-9092 Fax 

San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians 
Allen e. Lawson, Chairperson 
PO Box 365 Oiegueno 
Valley Center , CA 92082 
(760) 749-3200 
(760) 749-3876 Fax 

DlettUMltlon of this 11st doeG not relieve any pers0n Of dllaMOry re.ponalblllty as defined In Section 7050.5 Of tne Hellhh and 
Saftlly Code, sectlOn 5097.94 Clf the PubllC ResoUrces Code and Sec::llun 5097.N Of the Publlc: Resoun;ee Code. 

TN• 11st Is only eppllcabla for contacting loall Native Americans wtth regard to eultunll resource aasesament for the proposed 
Olay HIiie Project; PCM-004-RP 04-001, ER 04-19-004, SCH,-2005051151, San Diego County. 
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Santa Ysabel Band of Diegueno Indians 
Johnny Hernandez, Spokesman 

Native American Contacts 
San Diego County 

June 9, 2005 

Vlejas Band of Mission Indians 
Anthony Pico, Chairperson 

laJ 004/004 

PO Box 130 Diegueno 
Santa Ysabel , CA 92070 
brandieta_ylo_r~yahoo.com 

PO Box 908 Diegueno/Kumeyaa~ 
Alpine , CA 91903 

(760) 765'-0845 
(760) 7ss.o320 Fax 

Santa Ysabel Band of Dlegueno Indians 
Brandie Taylor, Tribal Administrator 
PO Box 130 Diegueno 
Santa Ysabel , CA 92070 
brandie!1!}'lor@yahoo.com 
(760) 765--0645 
(760) 765-0320 Fax 

Santa Ysabel Band of oiegueno Indians 
Bernice Paipa, Cultural Resources Coordinator 
PO Box 937 Diegueno 
Boulevard , CA 91905 
bj~~@hotmail.com 
ff19-478-2113 

Santa Ysabel Band of Dlegueno Indians 
Rodney Kephart, Environmental Coordinator 
PO Box 130 Diegueno 
Santa Ysabel , CA 92070 
s_yjrod@aol.com 
(760) 765-2903 

Sycuan Band of Mission Indians 
Danny Tucker, Chairperson 
5459 Dehesa Road Diegueno/Kumeyaay 
El Cajon , CA 92021 
~an.~m 
019 445-2613 
619 445-1927 Fax 

Thi& 11511& c..,.... only N of lM date ol lhls ducument. 

dag_uilar@vieias-nsn.gov 
(619) 445-3810 
(619) 445-5337 Fax 

DlatJtbutlon of 1hlS 11st does not relleve any ~n of llllltutory ,-ponelbllltv - defined In Section 70S0,5 of the M-'1h and 
Saf4lty COde, Section 5097.94 Of ti. Public Aeliourcee Code and Section 5091.98 of the Pubic ResoutON Coda. 

1llls 11st Is only appnc,it>le for contsUng_ IOCal Native Amerfeans wn,, reaerd tn cultural ,-ouroe ~ tor IN Dl'OPOSM 
Otay HIiis Projeet; P04-«>4-RP 04-001, J:R 04,.19-004, SCHI 200!!051151, San Diego county. 



STATE OP CAUFORNIA BUSINESS TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSJNG AQBNCY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 11 
P. 0. BOX 85406, MS 50 
SAN DIEGO, CA 92186-5406 
PHONE (619) 688-6954 
FAX (619) 688-4299 
TIY (619) 688-6670 

June 14, 2005 

Ms. Alyssa Maxson 
San Diego County 
Dept. of Planning and Land Use 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
San Diego, CA 92123-1666 

Dear Ms. Maxson: 

("lA,x so, 
ARNOW SCHWARZBNBQGBR Qoyqng 

1 l-SD-905 
PM 10.6 

Flu your power! 
Be energy efficient! 

Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Otay Hills Project: P04-004, RP 04-001, ER 04-19-04 draft 
Environmental Impact Report {BIR) SCH 2005051151. 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) comments are as follows: 

• The BIR will need to address any potential impacts to State facilities, specifically Otay Mesa 
Road, Sate Route 125 (SR-125) and the new SR-905 freeway intersection of Buckman 
Springs Road and SR-94, and demonstrate any efforts to mitigate impacts to make the project 
compatible with Caltrans facilities. 

• A traffic impact study is necessary to determine this proposed project's near-term and long 
term impacts to State facilities - existing and proposed - and to propose appropriate 
mitigation measures. The study should be prepared in accordance with the Caltrans Guide 
for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies, dated January 2001 (TIS guide enclosed). 
Minimum contents of the traffic impact study are listed in Appendix "A" of the TIS guide. 
All State-owned signalized intersections affected by this project should be analyzed using the 
intersecting lane vehicle (IL V) procedure from the Caltrans Highway Design Manual, Topic 
406, page 400-21. 

If you have any questions, please contact Trent Clark, Development Review Branch, at (619) 
688-3140. 

r/W 
0 ;..£RsO, Chief 

Development Review Branch 

•caltra11S improues mobility across California" 
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SAN DIEGO AUDUBON SOCIETY 
4891 Pacific Highway, Suite 112 • San Diego CA 92110 • 61 9/682-7200 

Via FAX: 858-694-3373 

County of San Diego 
Department of Planning and Land Use 
Attention: Alyssa Maxson, Project Manager 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
San Diego, CA 92123-1666 

Dear Ms. Maxson: 

June 18, 2005 

Re: Otay Hills Project, P04-004, RP 04-001, ER 04-19-004 

This letter provides comments on the Notice of Preparation of an EIS/EIR for the Otay 
Hills Project. The proposed project is the creation of a 210-acre construction 
aggregates extraction operation within major and minor amendment areas of the 
Multiple Species Conservation Program. The San Diego Audubon Society implores the 
County of San Diego to address all of the possible impacts to sensitive species and 
habitats in their EIS/EIR of this project. 

According to the NOP, the proposed project would occur within areas containing 
sensitive species such as California gnatcatcher, burrowing owl, and Quino checkerspot 
butterfly otay tarplant, dudleya, barrel cactus, marsh elder, and tecate cypress. There 
are also sensitive habitats within the project area such as Mule fat scrub, coastal sage 
scrub, chaparral, grasslands, and wetlands. The project would also be located within 
areas containing wildlife corridors. ·Impacts to these sensitive species and habitats could 
occur through habitat losses, fragmentation, and increases in ambient noise levels 
resulting from the proposed project. The urge that the EIR thoroughly evaluate the 
impacts to these essential, system level resources. 

A thorough biological resources report would be needed to complete the EIS/EIR to 
identify the distribution and abundance of sensitive habitats and species. This biological 
resources report must include focused surveys for sensitive species and sensitive 
habitats and a jurisdictional wetland delineation report, including surveys for seasonal 
wetlands and vernal pools. The biological resources report would identify sensitive 
species and habitats and identify areas for development and operation where the least 
impact from the project would occur. 

If impacts to sensitive habitats and/or species are expected as a result of the proposed 
project, adequate mitigation measures should be identified. On-site restoration and 
reclamation of the project site would be required at mitigation ratios approved by the 
County. However, the SDAS feels that the restoration and reclamation of the project 



Saturday, June 18, 2005 11.31 PM To; Ms. Maxson From: James A Peugh, Page. 3 of3 

land at the end of the project (approximately 50 years) would not be sufficient mitigation. 
A major concern of the SDAS is the temporal loss of ecosystem function and habitat 
throughout the duration of the project. The SDAS feels that off-aite mitigation, in 

addition to eventual restoration and reclamation of the project area, would be required 
during the lifetime of the project in order to mitigate for temporary impacts. And we urge 
that the habitat and wildlife value of the project be fully restored, on site, when the 
project ends. An additional concern of the SDAS is the likely loss of wildlife movement 
and dispersal corridors during the project. It is essential that fully functioning wildlife 
corridors be maintained throughout the duration of the project to mitigate for any that will 
be lost or degraded. 

Due to possible impacts to sensitive species and wetlands, permits needed for approval 
of this project include Army Corps 404, Regional Water Quality Control Board 401, 
Department of Fish and Game 1603, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Section 7 Consultation 
or Section 1 0a. To obtain these permits for the proposed project, substantial amounts 
of mitigation would be required. In order to reduce or avoid the mitigation required for 
this project to be viable, the impacts to sensitive species and habitats associated with 
this project should be minimized or avoided where possible. Impacts could be reduced 
by properly locating the proposed project within areas that do not contain sensitive 
species, habitats, or wildlife corridors. In addition, to avoid impacts of increased noise 
levels, noise levels must not exceed 60 dBA in areas where sensitive species occur and 
sufficient buffers and other means to reduce edge effects must be provided around 
sensitive species areas. 

We urge that the EIR identify a project that will vigorously minimize the environmental 
impacts of this potentially damaging project and fully mitigate the remaining impacts, 
especially with respect to sensitive species and sensitive habitat types. 

For questions or follow-up, I can be reached at 619-224-4591 or peugh@cox.net. 

Respectfully, 

~ 02-P11} 
James A. Peugh 
Conservation Committee Chair 

2 
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June 21, 2005 

County of San Diego 
Department of Planning and Land Use 
Alyssa Maxson, Project Manager 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
San Diego, CA 92123-1666 

Subject: NOP for EIS/EIR; Otay Hills Project; P04-004, RP 04-001, ER 4-19-004 

Dear Ms. Maxson: 

SDG&B is submitting the following general and specific comments on the NOP for the 
above referenced project: 

General 
Access is critical to the continued maintenance, repair, upgrade, relocation, or 
construction of SDG&B's facilities and must be provided during and after grading and 
reclamation. Any grading, access roads or improvements that affect access to and along 
SDG&E easements and/or transmission lines must comply with "SDG&E Guidelines for 
Encroachment" and will require written consent from SDG&E, via a Permission to Grade 
Letter. Any changes in grade shall not direct drainage in a manner that increases the 
potential for erosion around SDG&E facilities or access roads. 

Interim and final project grades shall be coordinated to assure clearances as required by 
California Public Utilities Commission General Order 95. The Draft BIR should include a 
description of SDG&B's transmission lines, easements, and identify the width of the right-of
way and transmission lines on any diagrams. The Draft BIR should include a description of 
any SDG&E utility/facility that could be impacted by the proposed project and identify the 
utility/facility on all diagrams. 

Landscaping, revegetation and/or habitat enhancement plans for the project shall not 
inhibit SDG&E's access to facilities for purposes including, but not limited to, 
construction, upgrading, repair, operation or maintenance and shall not provide habitat 
for or encourage endangered species. SDG&B must review and give written approval for 
all landscape plans affecting its transmission corridor. 

Specific 
Page 2; Bullet point 9: Reference should be made to the SDG&B access roads and 
transmission facilities that are located on the site of the proposed mining and reclamation 
site. SDG&E's 120-foot wide right-of-way contains major 69kV and 230kV 

San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E) and Southern California Gas Company are separate companies. Each utility has a distinctive service area 
within the Southern California region. 
--- --- ------ -------- -------



Otay Hills NOP 
Page 2 of2 
June 21, 2005 
transmission lines that traverse the site from north to south. These transmission lines are 
critical in providing electricity to San Diego County and must be adequately maintained. 
Proposed grading and access roads for the project will cut off access to SDG&E facilities 
and could necessitate relocations at the applicant's expense. Suitable access roads will 
need to be replaced that are cut-off by grading and cut/fill slopes, and maintenance pads 
for the towers will need to be enlarged. It may be possible to relocate portions of the 
existing access road back into the 120-foot wide right-of-way. No grading will be 
allowed within 10-feet of wood poles and anchors and 20-feet of tower foundations. 

Initial Study, Part file) Air Quality: Insulator equipment associated with the transmission 
facilities in and around the project site is sensitive to impacts from dust. Insulators must 
be kept free from dust and require washing on a regular basis in order for the system to 
function safely and efficiently. Should dust be allowed to accumulate on the insulators, a 
dangerous incident known as a "flash-over" can occur. A flash-over is an arcing 
condition which can potentially cause fire and/or an interruption to service. This 
condition as well as ways to mitigate the situation should be discussed in the EIR/EIS. 

Initial Study. Part Vlb) Geology & Soils: The extensive grading proposed around 
SDG&E lattice towers could impact or undermine their stability as well as impact 
minimum overhead clearance requirements. Access roads must be maintained to the 
towers at all times and should not be included in any grading proposals unless suitable 
alternatives are provided. This should be addressed in the EIR/EIS. 

Should you have any questions, feel free to contact me at 858-637-3702 or Kathy 
Babcock of the Land Management section at 858-654-1271. 

/) h.J,<4_,,~ 
Beverly E. Bl ssent, AICP 
Senior Land Planner 

Cc: Kathy Babcock 
Jill Perry 
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June 24, 200S 

Alyssa Maxson 
County of San Diego 

CITY OF S.D. 

THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO 

Department of Planning and Land Use 
5201 Ruffin Road 
San Diego, CA 92123 

Dear Ms. Maxson: 

Subject: Otay Hills Project Notice of Preparation (Environmental Review No. ER 04-19-004) 

The City of San Diego has received and reviewed a copy of the Notice of Preparation prepared for 
the Otay Hilb mining/excavation project (Environmental Review No. ER 04-19-004) under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The City has certain concems which it feels 
should be evaluated by the county in the CEQA documentation for the project as set forth below. 

As you may be aware, the City is currently in the process of updatins the Otay Mesa Community 
Plan for the area west of the Otay Hills project. We are currently evaluating various alternatives 
for the update, one of which would allow for approximately 20,000 residential units, along with 
various commercial, industrial and mixed-use developments. The proximity of these 
developments and any related cumulative impact issues should be thoroughly analyzed by the 
coun~ in the CEQA documentation for the Otay Hills project. 

Specifically, air quality and water quality issues appear likely to be significant for the Otay Hills 
project due to the amount of particulate matter and sedimentation that can ~e released during active 
mining operations. In addition, the truck route to be used for transport of exu-acted materials from 
the project should be analyzed. Traffic, noise. air quality aud other impacts relating to the land uses 
analyzed in the Otay Mesa Community :Plan update should be fully addressed. 

In addition, local planning groups and other stakeholders have expressed interest in maintaining 
views and visual quality in Otay Mesa, including the c\UTent views of the San Ysidro Mountain 
foothills. The Otay Hills project proposes maximum cut slopes in this area in excess. of 300 feet, 
which could negatively impact views. As such, the visual impacts associated with the Otay fills 
project, and any proposed mitigation requirements, should be analyzed in the CEQA documentation 
that is prepared. 

We understand that the county's current protocol and process for addressing cumulative impacts 
provides for full consideration of projects such as those included in the Otay Mesa Community Plan. 

Planning Depar1ment 
202 C S1r1ot, MS SA• San Diogo. CA ?2101-3845 

Tai 16191 236-6479 FGJ (61'1 236-4418 



12:30 

Page2 
· Alyssa Maxson 
Jwie 24, 2005 

CITY OF S.D. PLANNING ➔ 918586942555 N0.832 

We would like to confirm that this analysis will be extended to the Otay Mesa Community Plan 
update, including with respect to the issues described above. We can provide you with further 
infonnation relating to the Otay Mesa Community Plan update at your request. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions at (619) 236-6153 or email address at 
mstalheim@sandiego.gov. 

Sincerely, 

f1tl6# 
Maxx Stalheim 
Senior Planner 

cc: S. Gail Goldberg, AICP, Planning Direcror, Planning Department 
Mary Wright, Program Manager, Planning Department 
Myra Hemnann,, Senior Environmentalist, Development Services 
Tom Oberbauer, Chief, MSCP Division, County of San Diego 
John Ponder, Attorney, Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton 
Donna Jones, Attomey, Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton 
Rob Hixson, Chair, Otay Mesa Planning Committee 
David Nielsen, President, MNA Consulting 

{;103 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Offi< e 
6010 Hidden Valley Road 
Carlsbad, Califomia 92011 
(760) 431-9440 
FAX (760) 431-5902 + 9618 

In Reply Refer To: 

FWS-SDG-1007 .2 

Gary L. Pryor, Director 
County of San Diego 
Department of Planning and Land Use 
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B 
San Diego, California 92123-1666 

Attn: Alyssa Maxson 

California Department of Fish & Game 
South Coast Region 
4949 Viewridge Avenue 
San Diego, California 92123 
(858) 467-4201 
FAX (858) 467-4299 

.JUN 2 7 2005 ' . 

Re: Notice of Preparation of a Draft E11vironmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact 
Report for the Superior Ready Mh Otay Hilts Project, 8an Diego County, California 
(SCH# 2005051151; ER 04-19-00 l) 

Dear Mr. Pryor: 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Servi :e) and the Department of Fish and Game 
(Department), collectively the "Wildlife Agencies," have reviewed the Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) for a Draft Environmental Impact ~ ltatement (EIS)/Environrnental Impact Report (BIR) 
for the Otay Hills Project, dated May 26, : 005. It is unclear what the federal action is requiring 
preparation of an EIS and whether a Notic,, of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS been published. 
The comments provided herein are based·, ,n the infonnation pt1lvided in the NOP; the Wildlife 
Agencies' knowledge of sensitive and dee: ining vegetation communities in San Diego County; 
and our participation in regional conserva1 ion planning efforts. 

The primary concern and mandate of the Service is the protection of public fish and wildlife 
resources and their habitats. The Service has legal responsibility for the welfare of migratory 
birds, anadromous fish, and endangered mdmals and plants occumng in the United States. The 
Service is also responsible for administeri:1g the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended 
(Act) (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). The Department is a Trustee Agency and a Responsible Agency 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, sections 15386 and 15381, respectively. 
The Department is responsible foi; the con 1ervation, protection, and management of the state's 
biological resources, including rare, threat:med, and endangered plant and animal species, 
pursuant to the California Endangered Spc:cies Act (CESA) and other sections of the Fish and 
Game Code. The Department also admini )ters the Natural Community Conservation Planning 
program. 
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Mr. Gary L. Prior, Director (FWS-SDG-:1•)07.2) 2 

The 210-acre project site is within a 550-e-ere ownership located at the eastern extension of Otay 
Mesa Road on the southwestern flank oft 1e San Y s!dro Mountains. The proposed project is a 
request for a Majo,; Use Permit and Reclai nation Plan for the e,:cavation of construction 
aggregate in four phases over an approximate SO-year period, with a maximum cut slope height 
of approximately 305 feet. Anticipated pi oduction levels are 0. 6 to 1.5 million tons per year and 
blasting will occur approximately once per week . .The volume of excavation proposed is 50 
million cubic yards at a maximum cut sloJ >e ratio of 1: 1. Extrai;tion and reclamation will occur 
consecutively. Reclamation of the site im ludes the creation of a nearly level pad of up to 165 
acres in size and an open space easement along the eastern portion of the site. 

The property is within the Hillside Reside'1tial District and Mued Industrial District of the East 
Otay Mesa Specific Plan Subarea 2. Mine ,ral rights on the eastc:m portion of the project site are 
held by the Bureau of Land Management I BLM). These lands :n-e termed "Split Estate'' because 
the surface is under private ownership, bu,: BLM maintains the mineral rights. The project site is 
currently undeveloped, with the exception of dirt roads used by the U.S. Border Patrol. The 
prQject site is located within Major and Minor Amendment are:as of the Multiple Species 
Conservation Program (MSCP). The areas surrounding the situ are primarily undeveloped with 
some industrial development. 

According to the NOP, the project site anc I immediate vicinity contain a nwnber of sensitive 
habitats, including mule fat scrub, Diegan coastal sage scrub, southern mixed chaparral, chamise 
chaparral, and annual grasslands. Several sensitive species are also known to occur in the region, 
including Quino checkerspot butterfly (Et.phydryas editha quino; Quino), coastal California 
gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica califor.'lica; gnatcatcher); w,:stern burrowing myl (Athene 
cunicularia hypugaea), Otay tarplant (De1nandra [Hemizonia} conjugens), variegated dudleya 
(Dudley variegata), San Diego barrel cact-1s (Ferocactus viridescens), San Diego marsh elder 
(Iva hayesiana), and Tecate cypress (Cupn~ssusforbesif). 

The Wildlife Agencies concur with statements in the NOP that the project could result in 
significant impacts to the environment. Tl:le project site is located in an important area for 
conservation within the MSCP; therefore, the project impacts may not be consistent with the 
MSCP and may be unmitigable. We offe1 our recommendations and comments in the enclosure 
to assist the County in minimizing and mi:igating project impa,;ts to biological resources, and to 
assure that the project is consistent with o:igoing regional habitat conservation planning efforts. 
We are particularly concerned about the following: (1) what federal action requires the 
preparation of an EIS and whether an NOi has been published; (2) impacts to listed and MSCP 
covered and/or narrow endemic species that occur on and adjacent to the project site; 
(2) potential impacts to the federaJly listect endangered Quino checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas 
editha quino), which is not a MSCP cove1ed species; (3) the affect of the project on the County's 
MSCP Quino amendment; (4) conformani:e of the major and minor amendment areas with the 
County's MSCP Subarea Plan; and (S) the· _effects of night lighting on adjacent sensitive habitat. 

----- - - -

I 
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We request that the DEIR/BIS contain the following information to assist us in our review of the 
· DEill/EIS, assist the City in compliance wil.b pertinent federal -ar..d state statutes and laws, and 
ensure consistency with the MSCP: 

The Wildlife Agencies appreciate the oppo1tunity to comment on the NOP. We are available to 
work with the County in designing a projec,: alternative that minimizes impacts to biological 
resources. Please contact Janet Stuckrath ·or the Service at (760) 431-9440 extension 270, or 
David Mayer of the Department at (858) 4<: 7-4234 if you have any questions or comments 
concerning this letter. 

. (7 (, . 
Ji>~01lo~ 
V ~ssistant Field Supervisor 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Enclosure 

cc: State Clearinghouse 

Sincerely, 

. JJJ'a. /l,u~ . 
foA.. Donald Chndwick, T · - Habitat Conservation Planning Supervisor 

California JOepartment of Fish and Game 
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Wildlife Agency 
Comments and Recommendati-ons 

On the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a 
Draft Environmental Impact Stii.tement (EIS}/Envir,onmental Impact Report 

(EIR) for the Superi,1>r Ready Mix Otay Hills Project 

Specific Comments 

1. It is unclear what federal action is proposed that will require~ preparation of an ms and 
whether a Notice of Intent (NOi) has t,een published. It is our understanding that the Bureau 
of Land Management (BLM) was not ,;oing to authorize the: use of their mineral rights. BLM 
is a signatore to the Multiple Species C ~onservation Program (MSCP) and has committed to 
managing their lands consistent with t:1e County of San Diego's (County) Subarea Plan. 
Please clarify what federal action requires preparation of an EIS and whether an NOI has 
been published. 

2. The project should attempt to avoid 01 otherwise minimize impacts to habitat for federal and 
state listed species (e.g., Quino, gnatci:.tcher, tarplant), as w,:11 MSCP covered species, 
including burrowing owls, both on and off the subject property. This property is located 
within a key area for conservation under the County's Subarea Plan. The site is contiguous 
with BLM lands and is known to supp1lrt important populations of listed and covered species. 

3. The Wildlife Agencies are concerned about impacts to the burrowing owl. · As a covered 
species under the MSCP, projects are :-equired to avoid impacts to this species within the 
MHP A and should avoid impacts to tl: e maximum extent practicable outside of the MHP A. 
To date, very few burrowing owls are present within the County's preserve system, so we 
recommend that a strong effort be mace to preserve existing owls, if any are found on the 
project site. The DEIR/EIS should fully evaluate both direc,t impacts to owl territories as well 
as impacts to suitable and/or potential foraging burrowing c-wl habitat, and attempt to 
preserve owls and their habitat on site. The project should 1,valuate impacts and propose 
mitigation consistent with the MSCP. Any proposed relocation of owls should involve 
methodologies approved by the Wildlife Agencies, particularly the Department's Staff Report 
on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (dated September 25, 1995). 

4. The Wildlife Agencies are also concerned about impacts to Quino and its habitat. Otay 
Mountain is at the core of the Southwc:st San Diego Recovery Unit and the project site is 
within the West Otay Mountain Occw rence Complex. The Quino Checkerspot Butterfly 
Draft Recovery Plan (2001) states: "Protection of landscap•~ connectivity in a configuration 
that assures metapopulation stability i1 essential. All habita.t areas that support extant Quino 
checkerspot metapopulations will reqt ire management and some degree of restoration." The 
DEIR/EIS should fully evaluate both drect impacts Quino as well as impacts to suitable 
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and/or potential Quino habitat, attemp: to preserve the buttf:rflies and their habitat on site, 
and maintain viable connectivity between off site habitats. The DEIR/EIS should fully 
evaluate any effects the proposed proj,:ct may have on the r,~overy of the species. 

5. The County is currently preparing .an fmendment to the MSCP to address Quino, The 
DBlR/EIS should evaluate how the project may affect that planning process. 

6. The biological technical report should include the results of current surveys (i.e., not more 
than one year old) for all federal and srate listed species, as well as other sensitive and narrow· 
endemic plant and animal species. 

7. The proposed project is located within Major and Minor Amendment areas of the MSCP. 
These amendment lands include key c.)re habitat areas within the County's jurisdiction that 
are vital to the continued existence of many of the covered 11pecies. All major and minor 
amendment lands must conform t~ the MSCP and County Subarea Plan. The amendment 
process is delineated in Figure 1-4 offb.e County's Subarea Plan. The County,s Subarea Plan 
states: 

Requests for major amen~ment arc:as must be processe<it by the Wildlife Agencies 
in conformity with aU applicable hlws and regulations (including the NationaJ 
Environmental Policy Act, Califomia Environmental QiJality Act, and the 
Endangered Species Act) in effect at the time the reque!:t for an amendment is 
received." , 

8. The DEIR/EIS should include the fol111wing maps: 

a. A map delineating the location· anc: extent of BLM land:3 and mineral rights; 
b. Maps with polygons delineating oc:cupied habitat for sensitive species (e.g., Quino); and 
c. A map showing the proposed projc:ct in relation to existing preserve lands and proposed 

mitigation. 

9. All impacts, including those resulting from unauthorized ge:otechnical testing conducted in 
2000, should be quantified and included in impact and mitigation calculations in the 
DEIR/EIS. 

10. Artificial night lighting associated wif1 mining operations i-11 the proposed project has the 
potential to negatively affect behavior, physiology, and ecological interactions of animals in 
the preserved open space on site. In o: 'der to reduce the potential for indirect lighting effects 
from the entire project footprint, we re commend that all outdoor lighting be shielded and 
directed away from the open space. 
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General Comments 

To enable the Wildlife Agencies to adequntely review and comment on the proposed project from 
the standpoint of the protection of plants, ~ish and wildlife, we :recommend the following 
information be included in the DEIR/EIS: 

1. A complete discussion of the purpose and need for, and description of, the proposed project, 
including all staging areas, access rout es to the construction and staging areas, fuel 
modification zones, and all existing 01 proposed trails. 

2. A complete list and assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project area, 
with particular emphasis upon identif} ing state or federally listed rare, threatened, 
endangered, or proposed candidate spt:cies, California Species of Special Concern and/or 
California Protected or Fully ProtectecL species, ·and any locally unique species and sensitive 
habitats. Specifically, the DEIR/EIS should include: 

a. A thorough assessment of Rare Natural Communities on site and within the area of 
impact, following the Department',; Guidelines for Assessing Impacts to Rare Plants and 
Rare Natural Communities (reviseJ May 8, 2000). · 

b. A current inventory of the biologic al resources associatc:d with each habitat type on site 
and within the area of impact. The· Department's California Natural Diversity Data Base 
in Sacramento should be contacted at (916) 327-5960 to obtain current information on 
any previously reported sensitive s9ecies and habitat, including Significant Natural Areas 
identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code. 

c. An inventory of rare, threatened, a: 1d endangered species on site and within the area of 
impact. Species to be addressed should include all thos,~ which meet the CEQA 
definition (see CEQA Guidelines,§ 15380). 

d. Discussions regarding seasonal vai iations in use by sem,itive species of the project site as 
well as the area of impact on those species, using acceptable species-specific survey 
procedures as detennined through :;onsultation with the Wildlife Agencies. Focused 
species-specific surveys, conductei I in conformance with established protocols at the 
appropriate time of year and time c~f day when the sensitive species are active or 
otherwise identifiable, are required . 

3. A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely 
affect au biological resources. All fac-.~ts of the project should be included in this asses!>Jllent. 
Specifically, the DEIR/EIS should pro-.,ide: 
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a. Specific acreage and descriptions c1fthe types of wetlands, coastal sage scrub, annual 
grassland, and other sell8itive habi(ats that will or may be affected by the proposed project 
or project alternatives. Maps and I ables should be used to summarize such infonnation. 

b. Discussions regarding the regionaJ setting, pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines, Section 
15125(a), with special emphasis on resources that are rare or unique to the region that 
would be affected by the project. · rhis discussion is critical to an assessment of 
environmental impacts. 

c. Detailed discussions, including borh qualitative and quantitative analyses, of the 
potentially affected listed and sensitive species {fish, wildlife, plants), and their habitats 
on the proposed project site, area c,fimpact, and altema1:ive sites, including infonnation 
pertaining to their local status and distribution. The anticipated or real impacts of the 
project on these species and habitats should be fully addressed. 

d. Discussions regarding indirect pro,tect impacts on biological resources, including 
resources in nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian 
ecosystems, and any designated and/or proposed NCCP reserve lands. Impacts on, and 
maintenance of, wildlife corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed 
habitats in adjacent areas, should t-e fully evaluated and provided. A discussion of 
potential adverse impacts from Iigl 1ting, noise, human activity, exotic species, and 
drainage. The latter subject should address: project-rela.ted changes on drainage patterns 
on and downstream of the project :-iite; the volume, velocity, and frequency of existing 
and post-project surface flows; pol luted runoff; soil ero1:ion and/or sedimentation in 
streams and water bodies; and pos· -project fate of runoff from the project site. 

e. Discussions regarding possible co11flicts resulting from wildlife-human interactions at the 
interface between the developmen1 project and natural t.,abitats. The zoning of areas for 
development projects or other us~ that are nearby or adjacent to natural areas may 
inadvertently contribute to wildlifr-human interactions. 

f. An analysis of cumulative effects, as described under C:EQA Guidelines, Section 15130. 
General and specific plans, and pa·:t, present, and anticipated future projects, should be 
analyzed concerning their impacts on similar plant communities and wildlife habitats. 

g. If applicable, an analysis of the effoct that the project m.:iy have on completion and 
implementation of regional and/or subregional conservation programs. Under Section 
2800 through Section 2840 of the ! iish and Game Code, the Department, through the 
NCCP program, is coordinating w: th local jurisdiction3: landowners, and the Federal 
Government to preserve local and i.-egional biological diversity. Coastal sage scrub is the 
first natural community to be plaru ted for under the NCCP program. The Wildlife 
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Agencies recommend that the Lead Agency ensure that the development of this and other 
proposed projects do not preclude long-tenn preserve planning options and that projects 
confonn to other requirements of• he NCCP program. Jurisdictions participating in the 
NCCP program should assess specific projects for consistency with the NCCP 
Conservation Guidelines. Additiol'.lally, the jurisdictions should quantify and qualify: 
1) the amount of coastal sage scruh within their boundades; 2) the acreage of coastal sage 
scrub habitat removed by individU:ll projects; and 3) any acreage set aside for mitigation. 
This infonnation should be kept ir an updated ledger system. 

4. The DEIR/EIS should include mitigation measures for advene project-related impacts on 
sensitive plants, animals, and habitats, as well as measures 1;0 fully avoid and otherwise 
protect Rare Natural Communities (E11closure 2) from project-related impacts. The Wildlife 
Agencies consider these communities as threatened habitat~: having both regional and local 
significance. 

Mitigation measures should cmpbasizi:~ avoidance, and where avoidance is infeasible, a 
reduction of project impacts. For una• •oidable impacts, off-site mitigation through 
acquisition and preservation in perpetuity of the affected habitats should be addressed. We 
generally do not support the use ofrel,,cation, salvage, and/or transplantation as mitigation 
for impacts on rare, threatened, or end:mgered species. Studies have shown that these efforts 
are experjmental in nature and largely unsuccessful. 

This discussion should include measm es to perpetually prot-ect the targeted habitat values 
where preservation and/or restoration -ire proposed. The objective should be to offset the 
project-induced qualitative and quanti':ative losses of wildlife habitat values. Issues that 
should be addressed include restrictio1 ts on access, proposed land dedications, monitoring 
and management programs, control of illegal dumping, water pollution, increased human 
intrusion, etc. Plans for restoration and revegetation should be prepared by persons with 
expertise in southern California ecosyi~tems and native plant revegetation techniques. Each 
plan should include, at a minimum: r:, the location of the mitigation site; 2) the plant species 
to be used; 3) a schematic depicting the mitigation area; 4) time of year that planting will 
occur; 5) a description of the irrigation methodQlogy; 6) measures to control exotic vegetation 
on site; 7) success criteria; 8) a detailed· monitoring program; 9) contingency measures should 
the success criteria not be met; and 101 identification of the entity(ies) that will guarantee 
achieving the success criteria and pro, ide for conservation of the mitigation site in perpetuity. 

Mitigation measures to alleviate indirtct project impacts on biological resources must be 
included, including measures to minimize changes in the hydrologic regimes on site, and 
means to convey runoff without dama;.png biological resom·ces, including the morphology of 
on-site and downstream habitats. 
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5. As discussed previously, descriptions and analyses of a range of alternatives to ensure that 
alternatives to the proposed project ari.: fully considered and. evaluated. The analyses must 
include alternatives that avoid or othe1wise reduce impacts to sensitive biological resources. 
Specific alternative locations should be evaluated in areas c.f lower resource sensitivity where 
appropriate. 

6. If appropriate, a jurisdictional delinea1ion of lakes, streams, and associated riparian habitats 
should be included in the DEIR/EIS, ii1cluding a wetland dc:lineation pursuant to the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service definition (Coward.in 1979). Plense note that wetland and riparian 
habitats subject to the Department's a, 1thority may extend beyond the jurisdictional limits of 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 

The proposed project may require a Lt 1ke or Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA). The 
Department has direct authority wider Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et seq. regarding 
any proposed activity tpat would dive1·t, obstruct, or affect the natural flow or change the bed, 
channel, or bank of any river, stream, ">r lake. The Department's issuance of a SAA for a 
project that is subject to CEQA requins CEQA compliance actions by the Department as a 

-Responsible Agency. As a Responsibl~ Agency under CBQA, the Department may consider 
the Lead Agency's CEQA documentation. To minimize additional requirements by the 
Department pursuant to Section·l600 :?I seq. and/or under CEQA, the documentation should 
fully identify the potential impacts to 1 he lake, stream or riparian resources and provide 
adequate avoidance, mitigation, moni1oring and reporting <>Jmrnibnents for issuance of the 
agreement. A SAA notification fonn ·1nay be obtained by V1Titing to· the Department of Fish 
and Game, 4949 Viewridge Avenue. San Diego, California 92123-1662, or by calling (858) 
636-3160, or by accessing the Departnent's web site at www.dfg.ca.gov/1600. The 
Department's SAA Program holds regularly scheduled pre-project planning/early consultation 
meetings. To make an appointment, please call (858) 636-3160. 
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