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The County and project proponent must consider the need of constructing new
facilities, including a bypass channel that may be necessary to satisfy the
Authority’s needs to transfer water between its two drinking water reservoirs.
Proposed sand mining operations cannot interfere nor have a negative effect
on the river’s ability to convey water to Sweetwater Reservoir.

Comments on Plot Plans

15. The proposed grading shown on the western side of cross-sections B-B’ and riprap
shown on the eastern side of cross section A-A’ of the plans appear to impede the
flow of water underneath the Sloan Canyon Road Bridge. It appears that the
proposed sand mining basin in cross section B-B’ would need to fill up with water
first before water can continue flowing downstream to Sweetwater Reservoir; water
that would otherwise end up in Sweetwater Reservoir and help reduce Sweetwater
Authority’s dependence on more expensive imported water supplies.

16.There is no indication on whether the proposed conveyor belt would be temporarily
removed from the riverbed during periods of significant rain or planned water
releases from Loveland Reservoir. The conveyor belt should be removed during
these periods to avoid the likelihood of the conveyor belt being displaced by
moving water.

17.The final configuration of the riverbed will be much wider than the existing riverbed
channel. This will most likely result in more water being infiltrated into the ground
and less water reaching Sweetwater Reservoir. The proposed riverbed final
configuration cannot have a negative effect on the river’s ability to convey water to
Sweetwater Reservoir.

18. Indicate what types of materials and gradation will be used to fill the over excavated
areas in the river. Indicate what grading practices will be implemented to key in the
proposed reclamation areas onto the existing slopes. If reclamation areas are not
keyed in properly onto the existing slopes, backfill materials could erode or get
washed away by flowing water and impact water quality in Sweetwater Reservoir.

19. The Authority requests that a Hydrology Study be prepared to inform the draft EIR
and provided to the Authority, as discussed in the 2018 Letter. The Hydrology
Study shall include proposed facilities within the floodplain, including the SDG&E
Tower pad, the conveyor belt, and alternatives discussed above. The Hydrology
study should also analyze each phase of the project and note if facilities,
equipment, or restored areas could get impacted by river flows and result in further
impacts to property or safety.
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The Authority is willing to continue to work with the County and the project proponent to
ensure that the source water of approximately 200,000 people is not impacted by the
subject project. Authority staff looks forward to the discussion and development of real
solutions that will fully mitigate impacts to water quality and the Authority’s operations. If
you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact Israel Marquez at 619-409-6759 or
imarquez@sweetwater.org. The Authority values its relationship with the County and the
level of coordination that exists between County staff and Authority staff.

Sincerely,
SWEETWATER AUTHORITY

A A prndn

Ron R. Mosher, P.E.
Director of Engineering

Enclosures: Initial Concerns Letter dated December 13, 2018
RM:IM:ah

cc:  Jennifer H. Sabine, Sweetwater Authority
Justin Brazil, Sweetwater Authority
Mark Hatcher, Sweetwater Authority
Israel Marquez, Sweetwater Authority
Erick Del Bosque, Sweetwater Authority
Heather Steven, County of San Diego (via email)

I:\engr\Gen\Land Use and Environmental\Watershed Review\Cottonwood Sand Mine\Cor\201911xx - Cottonwood Sand Mine
Project - Comments on NOP - final draft - 11-21-19.docx
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December 13, 2018 iy S
Ms. Bronwyn Brown ASSISTANT GENERAL MANAGER
County of San Diego
5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 310
San Diego, CA, 92123
Subject: Initial Comments related to the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project

PDS2018-MPA-18-004
SWA File: (Dev) Cottonwood Sand Mining

Dear Ms. Brown:

Thank you for providing a copy of the letter sent to New West Investment, Inc., the
proponent of the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project (Project). The letter provides a
summary of the major issues discussed at a pre-application meeting between County of
San Diego (County) staff and the Project Proponent. In addition to the letter you
provided, EnviroMINE Inc. provided Sweetwater Authority (Authority) staff with a copy of
the Project Description, dated November 2018, and also presented the Project to
Sweetwater Authority’s Operation Committee on December 5, 2018.

The Authority is a public water agency serving approximately 200,000 people residing in
National City, the western and central portions of Chula Vista, and the unincorporated
communities of Bonita and Lincoln Acres. The Authority’s mission is “fo provide its
current and future customers with a safe and reliable water supply through the use of
the best available technology, sound management practices, public participation and a
balanced approach to human and environmental needs.” With the Authority’s mission
statement in mind, Authority staff has conducted an initial review of materials provided
and offers these initial comments and information. Please note that none of the
comments provided in this letter should be construed as support of the Authority for the
Project.

BACKGROUND

The Authority owns and manages Sweetwater Reservoir and Loveland Reservoir.
Sweetwater Reservoir is a 28,079 acre foot reservoir with a surface area of
approximately 978 acres when filled to capacity. Sweetwater Reservoir is a terminal
reservoir located less than three miles downstream of the Project location. Major
facilities located at or adjacent to Sweetwater Reservoir include the Robert A. Perdue
Water Treatment Plant (Perdue WTP), Sweetwater Dam, the Sweetwater Reservoir
Urban Runoff Diversion System (URDS), and aqueducts owned and operated by the
San Diego County Water Authority.

A Public Water Agency
Serving National City, Chula Vista and Surrounding Areas
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Loveland Reservoir is located near Alpine and upstream of the Project. Runoff from the
upper Sweetwater River watershed is captured at Loveland Reservoir, primarily during
winter and spring months. Runoff stored at Loveland Reservoir can be stored or
transferred to Sweetwater Reservoir via the Sweetwater River channel to augment
water production for the Authority’s service area. Both Loveland Reservoir and
Sweetwater Reservoir are a vital part of the San Diego region’s drinking water supply.

The Authority has demonstrated its commitment to protecting the Sweetwater River
watershed through a series of resolutions and actions. On May 23, 1984, the Authority’s
Governing Board adopted Resolution 84-8, which was later amended on April 27, 1988.
In summary, Resolution 84-8 As Amended explains how development in the middle
Sweetwater River watershed was becoming a threat to water quality in Sweetwater
Reservoir and requires that developers and landowners developing lands within a
portion of the middle Sweetwater River watershed pay a fee to reimburse a percentage
of the cost associated with the construction of the URDS facilities (the URDS facilities
allow for the capture of polluted urban runoff, physical and biological pollutant removal
from captured runoff in detention ponds, and full diversion of urban runoff, as needed).
On July 14, 1993, the Authority’s Governing Board adopted a second resolution
(Resolution 93-8) directing Authority staff to pursue means to protect the middle and
upper portions of the Sweetwater River watershed since these watershed lands provide
the runoff that is ultimately treated at the Perdue WTP and delivered to thousands of
people in the Authority’s service area. As result of these resolutions, the Authority
implements a multi-barrier approach to protect water quality in the Sweetwater River
watershed and its water sources, which includes monitoring of development, land use
changes, and other possible contaminant activities occurring upstream of the Authority’s
surface water reservoirs.

INITIAL CONCERNS

The Authority is concerned about this Project and potential impacts to Sweetwater
Reservoir as this Project proposes a variety of activities that could significantly increase
pollution of the Sweetwater Reservoir. The Authority’s concerns include:

A. Water Transfers

1. The Authority has senior water rights along the Sweetwater River. These water
rights were acquired by the Authority through its predecessors. Among other
things, these water rights allow the Authority to transfer water from Loveland
Reservoir to Sweetwater Reservoir along the Sweetwater River channel. The
Project might impact the Authority’s ability to transfer water from Loveland
Reservoir to Sweetwater Reservoir and the ability for any runoff to travel
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downstream along the river to Sweetwater Reservoir. The Project Description
does not acknowledge the water transfers anywhere. Similarly, it does not
propose any type of coordination or agreement with the Authority. The Authority
would like to know, in writing, what the intentions of the Project Proponent are in
regards to the currently periodic water transfers.

2. The Project proposes to widen the riverbed to a width of approximately 250 — 300
feet while maintaining the existing channel elevations. A wider riverbed would
likely slow down the flow of water being transferred from Loveland Reservoir to
Sweetwater Reservoir, and the increased surface area in the riverbed would
likely allow for more water losses, adversely affecting the Authority and its
customers. The Authority would like to request different alternatives to the final
design of the Sweetwater River channel at the Project location.

3. Restoring streambeds and riverbeds is an expensive and challenging task.
Before Project approval, the Authority requests that a restoration plan is
developed and financial securities are in place to ensure that full restoration of
the site occurs. Any on-site revegetation should not be dependent on runoff
stored at Loveland Reservoir or water being transferred.

4. The Project proposes a conveyor belt to transport excavated soils to a
processing plant on site. Sections of the conveyor belt are proposed to be within
the Sweetwater River. It is not explained if sections of the conveyor belt will be
moved temporarily when the river is flowing or when the Authority transfers
water.

5. The Project proposes to use water from existing on-site groundwater wells and
then abandon those wells after Project completion. The Authority currently uses
one of those wells for monitoring groundwater levels and it is in the Authority’s
interest to keep that monitoring well operational.

6. Water transfers should be considered a factor in any Drainage Analysis or other
hydrology studies.

B. Potential for Pollution at Sweetwater Reservoir

1. The California Drinking Water Source Assessment and Protection (DWSAP)
Program classifies mining operations as a very high risk possible contaminating
activity (PCA). Very high PCAs have the highest potential for contaminating
drinking water sources, such as Sweetwater Reservoir. In order to complete a
vulnerability analysis, the Authority requests the following information:



Ms. Bronwyn Brown

Re: Initial Comments Related to the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project
December 13, 2018

Page 4 of 7

e A list of substances and materials (“pollutants of concerns”) that are
proposed to be used as part of the Project that have the potential to
pollute soils, waterways, groundwater, and the Sweetwater Reservoir.
Impacts from pollutants of concern should also be analyzed as part of the
Project’s environmental review. Furthermore, the Authority requests that a
pollutant load analysis be conducted as part of the environmental review
process to better understand the potential impacts to water quality.

e A PDF copy of the Plot Plan; Conceptual Landscape Plan; Resource
Protection Study; Reclamation Plan; Full Biological Resources
Report/Study; Conceptual Resource Management Plan; Additional
Hazards Information; Drainage/Flooding Analysis; Additional Detailed
Water Demand; Geologic/Geotechnical Report; and Stormwater
Management Plan.

2. The Authority understands that compliance with existing water pollution control
regulations will be required for the Project in the form of implementation of a
Stormwater Management Plan (SWMP) or similar compliance documentation.
Reviewers of the draft SWMP should consider the following information:

¢ A terminal drinking water reservoir that serves a population of
approximately 200,000 people is located less than three miles
downstream of the Project.

e While implementation of erosion and sediment control measures may help
mitigate, to an extent, impacts to the Sweetwater River and the
downstream reservoir, mismanagement of the mine, lack of BMP
maintenance, or “an act of God” could result in significant pollution and
siltation of Sweetwater Reservoir.

o \Water transfers from Loveland Reservoir to Sweetwater Reservoir may be
an event that can be coordinated between the Authority and the Project
Proponent. Other events, such as atmospheric rivers or Loveland
Reservoir “spills,” cannot be controlled and may result in significant river
flows that could flood the proposed mining site and result in pollution and
siltation of Sweetwater Reservoir.

e The Project includes habitat restoration in mined sites within the
floodplain. Major erosion of recently restored sites located within the
floodplain may occur during water transfers or significant storm events. It



Ms. Bronwyn Brown

Re: Initial Comments Related to the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project
December 13, 2018

Page 5 of 7

would be appropriate to know what solution the Project Proponent is
suggesting to prevent this from happening, and if the suggested solution is
feasible.

e The Project Description mentions that areas disturbed by the mining
operations will be progressively reclaimed two years after the start of
mining. Reclamation will consist of grading and revegetation. The Project
Description, however, does not describe what type of erosion and
sediment control measures will be implemented in disturbed areas during
the two-year gap before reclamation begins.

e The Project proposes import of inert fill and wash fines (“fill") to be used as
backfill in areas parallel to the river channel. Fill could be washed away
by river flows and result in siltation of Sweetwater Reservoir and impacts
to water quality. Contaminated wash fines should not be reused or
disposed of on site.

e The Project includes many features with potential for contaminating the
river and the Sweetwater Reservoir. These features include muck ponds,
the conveyor belt, and settling ponds. BMPs that prevent contamination of
both groundwater and surface waters should be implemented at all times.

3. Spillage from the conveyor belt could result in impacts to water quality and
become a safety hazard as the conveyor belt shares the area under the Steele
Canyon Rd. Bridge with the main river channel. A safer, better alternative should
be analyzed; full avoidance of the area under the bridge is preferred.

4. Any negative impacts to water quality resulting from this Project can result in the
need for additional water treatment. Additional treatment could result in additional
cost to the Authority and its customers.

C. Fee Collection

1. If this Project moves forward, the Authority requires that a condition be placed on
the Project to require the owner to submit satisfactory evidence to the County
stating that the owner has complied with Resolution 84-8 As Amended. The
timing for condition compliance is prior to issuance of any building permit or other
permit pursuant to a Major Use Permit. On May 8, 1985, the County Board of
Supervisors took action to require the County to place conditions on development
proposals within a designated area of the Sweetwater River Watershed to the
satisfaction of the Authority, as provided in Resolution 84-8. Since the Board of
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Supervisors action, discretionary Project approvals within the designated
watershed area have complied with this condition. The resolution provides for the
collection of urban runoff protection fees from all developments within the lower
Sweetwater Reservoir drainage basin to pay for a portion of the URDS.

D. Future Site Development

1. After sand mining operations are concluded, the Project proposes to establish
pads for future residential development. It is recommended that alternative land
uses for the site be considered, as housing in the river’s vicinity may be
hazardous and subject to flooding.

E. Distribution List

1. The Authority recommends the following public agencies be included in the
distribution list as these other agencies may have concerns with this Project as
well.

e California State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking
Water

e California Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams

e California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region,
Water Quality Programs

e U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Southern California Area Office

e San Diego County Water Authority, Water Resources Department

Please continue to include the Authority on the County’s distribution list for the subject
Project as this letter only outlines initial concerns and it is by no means comprehensive.
Additional correspondence will be provided as the Project progresses through the
environmental and development review processes. If you have any questions, do not
hesitate to contact Israel Marquez at 619-409-6759 or imarquez@sweetater.org. The
Authority values its relationship with the County and the high level of coordination that
exists between County staff and Authority staff.

Sincerely,
SWEETWATER AUTHORITY

L/ .o o ‘7"/ :3;;/(.3;/1/1%12/
// /

Jennifer H. Sabine
Assistant General Manager



Ms. Bronwyn Brown

Re: Initial Comments Related to the Cottonwood Sand Mine Project
December 13, 2018

Page 7 of 7

RM:IM:vn
Co: Ron R. Mosher, Sweetwater Authority

Israel Marquez, Sweetwater Authority
Cindy Pino, Sweetwater Authority

I:\engr\Dev\Cottonwood Sand Mining\Cor\20181213 - Cottonwood Sand Mine Project.docx



Sycuan Cultural Resource Committee

N

November 20, 2019

Ms. Heather Steven, Project Manager

And or Mr. Robert Hingtgen

County of San Diego, Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave., Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123

RE: PDS2018-MUP-18-023; PDS2018-RP-18-001, LOG NO. PDS2018-ER-18-19-007;
Cottonwood Sand Mine Project.

Dear Ms. Steven:

The Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay Nation (Sycuan) is responding to the above referenced project, as
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), was received. Sycuan requests
continued Tribal Consultation as the permitting process proceeds, to include all subjects that impact
the Sycuan Nation. It is noted the Notice does not include a fiscal impact report to be prepared.
Previous projects prove mining can negatively impact traffic and commerce in areas of operation.
Sycuan operates multiple economic development projects in the immediate area. Sycuan requests
further clarification as to why fiscal impacts to locals and local business are not being studied or
mitigated for in the EIR.

We hope with proactive involvement the proposed project can avoid impacts to Cultural Resources
and Natural Resources. Sycuan wishes to continue consultation with Lead Agency representatives,
therefore if permitted, will include meaningful mitigation measures.

The Sycuan Band requests continued involvement in the consultation process and we anticipate
review the of the Environmental Impact Report as it is made available.

Should you need any additional information, contact Alexis Vargas at avargas(@sycuan-nsn.gov, or
Cultural Resources, Kristie Orosco, korosco@sycaun-nsn.gov.

Sincerely,

S o
=)
K. \/\ -~\ \\4/\,_,\ '\Q_

\
———d

Mr. Jamie LaBrake, Chairman of Sycuan Cultural Committee

I Kwaaypaay Court « El Cajon, California 92019 « 619.445.2613 « Fax 619.445.1927



From: Dan Silver

To: Hinatgen. Robert J
Subject: Cottonwood San Mining
Date: Monday, November 11, 2019 10:07:19 AM

Dear Mr Hingtgen:

Please retain EHL on all mailing, notification, and distribution lists for this project. The DEIR should clarify the
proposed long-term use and zoning post reclamation, which is not clear in the NOP.

Sincerely,
Dan

Dan Silver, Executive Director
Endangered Habitats League

8424 Santa Monica Blvd., Suite A 592
Los Angeles, CA 90069-4267

213-804-2750
dsilverla@me.com

https://ehleague.org
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Environmental Review Committee

% San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc.
i,..n _ g ty 4 y

o 6 November 2019

To: Mr. Robert Hingtgen
Department of Planning and Development Services
County of San Diego
5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 310
San Diego, California 92123

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
Cottonwood Sand Mining
PDS2018-MUP-023, PDS2018-RP-18-001

Dear Mr. Hingtgen:

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

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).

We note that this implementation will extend over more than ten years, and the
excavation work will take place in three phases. The environmental document for the

project will need to address how archaeological and Native American monitoring will
managed over that time period.

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

Sincerely,

zmes W. Royle, Jr., Clésﬁerson ‘

Environmental Review Committee

cc: SDCAS President

P.0.Box 81106 San Diego, CA 92138-1106 (858) 538-0935
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8304 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., suite 101
San Diego, CA92111-1315

November 14, 2019

Robert Hingtgen
Planner 3
County of San Diego

Robert.Hingtgen@sdcounty.ca.gov

Subject: Proposed Cottonwood Sand Mine OPPOSITION
Dear Mr. Hingtgen

This letter is to provide commentary for the notice of preparation and to express our opposition
to the proposed sand and gravel mine on the former Cottonwood Golf Course.

The location of the proposed sand mine is entirely inappropriate.

e First, itis located in the heart of the suburban Rancho San Diego community. This
residential community has no industrial projects and is a quiet residential community. It
already has high levels of traffic that would only be exacerbated by additional traffic,
particularly heavy-duty diesel sand hauling dump trucks. It will be impacted by
substantial noise and air pollution from the project. It is also in close proximity to two
high schools, two elementary schools and a middle school that would be negatively
impacted by the project’s diesel exhaust. The four main pollutant emissions from diesel
engines (carbon monoxide- CO, hydrocarbons-HC, particulate matter-PM and nitrogen
oxides-NOy) all have serious and lasting health effects, especially damaging to children.

e Second, the project will have major impacts on the quiet environment of the adjacent
Steel Canyon Golf and Singing Hill Golf courses. Immediately to the South and East of
the proposed Sand Mine lies the Steel Canyon golf course and country club as well as
numerous homes along this golf course. Similarly, the Singing Hills Golf Course is
adjacent to the proposed mine immediately to east.


mailto:Robert.Hingtgen@sdcounty.ca.gov

Third, the streets around the proposed Sand Mine are already at or beyond capacity.
This included Steel Canyon Road, Willow Glen, and highway 54, and highway 94. Many
of these intersections are rated F and cannot tolerate the addition of hundreds of sand
and gravel trucks that have to use the same road.

Fourth, the close proximity of the project to several public schools makes this an
inappropriate location for a sand and gravel mine. Fugitive dust, traffic, and noise
pollution will negatively impact the learning experience and health of the student in
these proximate campuses.

Fifth, it is located next to the McGinty Mountain Ecological Reserve. The McGinty
Mountain reserve was purchased to maintain and protect rare plant and animal
populations and the unique form of coastal sage scrub and chaparral vegetation
present, and was designated as an ecological reserve by the Fish and Game Commission
in 1993. It contains substantial wildlife and numerous threatened or endangered plants.
The reserve is jointly managed by the Nature Conservancy, San Diego County Parks, and
the Environmental Trust. Additionally, wildlife corridors would be cut by the project
connecting McGinty Mountain to other Multiple Species Conservation Project lands.
Sixth, the project is located in the actual riverbed of the Sweetwater River. This 55- mile
long river starts high in the Cuyamaca Mountains and flows to San Diego Bay crossing
many sensitive ecosystems and preserves.

There are a number of major environmental concerns that would threaten both the Rancho San
Diego community, the nearby Ecological Reserve, and the entire Sweetwater Watershed.

1)

2)

3)

Noise Pollution. The project description indicates that for more than a decade the
project will conduct mining of over half a million tons of aggregate, grading with diesel
equipment, loading trucks, operation of front loaders, use of a long conveyer belt to
haul aggregate, the separation of sand from aggregate, and an operational aggregate
crushing, and processing facility. All of these activities would produce substantial noise
that would impact and diminish the environment of both the local residential
community and the adjacent ecological reserve. Noise pollution from digging, grading,
loading, screening, and rock crushing from the conveyer line would all add to the
disruption of the quality of life of this suburban family neighborhood.

Traffic. Traffic is already heavy on all the roads along the project including, Willow Glen,
Steel Canyon and Jamacha Road. Truck trips would exacerbate these already heavy
traffic loads and create traffic jams along these streets.

Air pollution and fugitive dust. Despite the best practices, fugitive dust from mining,
hauling, conveying, and loading will occur. Fugitive dust is carcinogenic and is implicated
in many respiratory problems including COPD, asthma, emphysema, and premature
death. Moreover, dust pollution would blow westward with the prevailing winds and
cover endangered plants in the McGinty Mountain Preserve. Finally, canyons in East
County like the Sweetwater River Valley are prone to fierce Santa Ana winds that would



4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

reduce the number of mining days, while blowing fugitive dust into the Rancho San
Diego Community and beyond into Spring Valley, Lemon Grove, Chula Vista, and San
Diego.

Chemical Weed Control. Surprisingly, chemical weed control is proposed for the project
at a time when Bayer’s “Roundup” and other herbicides have been implicated in a
massive bee die off and increased rates of human cancers, particularly lymphoma.
Glyphosates being applied in the vicinity of drinking water sources would result in
contamination and violations of the federal Clean Water Act.

Water Pollution. The Cottonwood Sand Mine is proposed for the actual river bed of the
Sweetwater River! This is an important river that carries considerable water and
consistent flows during the rainy season. South of the proposed sand mine the river
winds through the San Diego National Wildlife Refuge and the Sweetwater River Trail.
Silt, sand, and toxic heavy metals will be carried downstream into environmentally
sensitive areas into the Sweetwater Reservoir. During much of winter and other major
rain events, runoff would carry pollution including sand, soil and heavy metals down the
Sweetwater River and into the Sweetwater Reservoir, a major source of drinking water
for San Diego County. Downstream from the Reservoir the river passes through the
Sweetwater Regional Park, parkland in the City of Bonita, and the environmentally
sensitive Sweetwater Marsh, a part of the San Diego National Wildlife Refuge. It empties
into San Diego Bay near the Living Coast, an ecological reserve and nature center.
Metals, sand, and silt from the proposed mine would constitute a threat to this entire
ecosystem. Attempts at previous restorations for mining sites that incorporate mining
waste into the restoration substrate have been shown to fail in the post 5-year
monitoring period in several studies. In short, the Sweetwater Watershed will be
negatively impacted beyond the abilities of any known or feasible mitigation.
Community Character. A sand and gravel mine is stunningly incompatible with
community character of the surrounding suburban community. Dust and traffic will
impact two high schools, a junior high school, and two elementary schools. One
elementary school is located just % mile from the proposed mine. Quiet residential areas
surround the proposed Cottonwood Sand Mine is zoned as recreational, not industrial.
Adding this property to the National Wildlife Refuge or converting it to County Parkland
would be compatible, but a sand and gravel mine is strikingly incompatible with the
community character.

There is no need for additional aggregate in San Diego County. Indeed, every area of San
Diego County has PCC — grade sand/aggregate that could be mined. The result is that
more than 57,000 acres of industry quality sand and aggregate are readily available.
Based on these detailed published findings by the County of San Diego, there is no
present or near future foreseeable shortages of PCC- grade sand and aggregate.
Cumulative impacts. Cumulative impacts must be addressed. Traffic Impacts including
Sycuan Casino traffic and increased traffic on Steel Canyon and Willow Glen due to the
Jamul Casino, must be considered.



9) Greenhouse Gas Impacts. The use of heavy-duty mining equipment including bulldozers,
front Loaders, conveyer belts, and trucks is incompatible with county greenhouse gas
goals. Moreover, the removal of hundreds of trees along the existing golf course, would
have negative effects on carbon storage and would contribute climate change and
heating. This existing land and vegetation stores considerable carbon that would be
released if trees and other green plants are removed from the existing golf course. The
idea that his project will reduce greenhouse gas is flawed and self-serving. The notion of
a special proximity to sand consuming developers is flawed. This “logically closer”
argument would be true of any polluting resource extraction operation. One million
tons per year of sand and aggregate per year will influence markets and create new
distribution networks. Depending on market conditions, it may lead to export of PCC-
grade material from San Diego to other areas, such as Los Angeles or Arizona resulting in
longer hauls, not shorter ones. In fact recycling building materials as was done with the
Conrad Prybus Student Union at San Diego State rather than mining new materials is the
best method to prevent greenhouse gas emission.

10) No Proposed Mitigation. Both the production of additional greenhouse gas and the loss
of green open space will need to be mitigated. No mention of mitigation is made in the
proposal. This is in violation of the county’s Climate Action Plan as well as a violation of
California State Law.

11) The products and processes of sand mining and aggregate crushing operations place
significant amounts of pollutants into the air, including sub-micron and respirable
particles of silica. Small silica dust is recognized as carcinogenic, and exposure to silica
has been determined as an occupational health hazard since the early 1930’s. Silica dust
plumes are invisible, lighter than air, readily respirable and extraordinarily dangerous to
lung tissues. A complete and total process evaluation of silica dust generated by the
sand mining operation must be included in any environmental review undertaken by the
County of San Diego.

12) Valley Fever is a serious and sometime fatal lung infection of the coccidioides fungi,
which is many times associated with mining and earthmoving. While some people
experience a continued cough, others can be stricken for years into such a limited
capacity as to be bedridden by the infection. Deaths from coccidioidomycosis are not
uncommon in high occurrence areas. There are three distinct stages of Valley Fever that
manifest in patients; acute, chronic and disseminated coccidioidomycosis, with those
suffering from compromised immune at serious risk. The opening of a sand mine
operation in close proximity to residents in areas where Valley Fever occurs increases
the rate of exposure and threatens those frequently outdoors, including seniors and
children.

Thanks for your attention to our opposition to this damaging project. Please keep Sierra
Club San Diego informed of all proposed actions regarding this sand mining attempt.



Sincerely,

Dr. Peter Andersen, Chapter Chair
Sierra Club San Diego
Westoned47@gmail.com

George Courser, Conservation Chair
Sierra Club San Diego
gcourser@hotmail.com



Save Our Community
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g‘ég Stop Cottonwood Sand Mine, Org.

Date: November 20, 2019

From: Elizabeth Urquhart, Chairperson
Stop Cottonwood Sand Mine, Org. (info@stopcottonwoodsandmine.org)

To: Robert Hingtgen, Planner Il (Robert.Hingtgen@sdcounty.ca.gov)
San Diego County Planning and Development Services

Subject: Environmental Impact Report Input for Cottonwood Sand Mining Project

Dear Mr. Hingtgen,

On behalf of the Stop Cottonwood Sand Mine, Org. Board of Directors, | submit the following
points that should be considered regarding the Environmental Impact Report content for the
Cottonwood Sand Mining Project proposed in Rancho San Diego.

A Sand Mine located in the center of a developed residential community will degrade the
quality of the environment by creating trdffic safety hazards, harming air quality, adding
significant greenhouse gas emissions, eliminating plants & wildlife, destroying cultural
resources, and changing the beautiful, peaceful environment we now live in to one that is
noisy and dangerous. SANDAG’s 2011 San Diego Region Aggregate Supply Study
(https://www.sandag.org/uploads/publicationid/publicationid 1558 12638.pdf), of which
the Sand Mine developer (EnviroMINE, Inc.) was part of the expert review panel, indicates
that sand mines should be located in areas not developed and that have not been
conserved for environmental reasons. In addition, the study also states that a 1,300-foot
setback from residential areas has been determined necessary to mitigate immediate
impacts. Although sand is a needed commodity, this sand mine project’s proposed location
does not meet County standards. It needs to be located in an appropriate environment
with minimal negative impact to people, wildlife, water, air, and roads.

1. Project must be consistent with San Diego County General Plan, Valle De Oro
Community Plan, and Rancho San Diego Specific Plan — the proposed Sand Mine project
is not consistent with all plan policies.

2. Traffic Safety Hazard — cumulative impact to traffic, safety and emergency evacuation
routes must be considered; in addition to proposed Sand Mine, the Enclave at Ivanhoe
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Ranch is planning 119 residences adjacent to the site. Already congested use of Jamul
Drive, Steele Canyon Road, and Willow Glen Road cannot handle additional heavy use.
Additional projects that should be considered in a cumulative study include Otay Village
in Jamul (1300 residences between Jamul and Chula Vista) and Skyline Church
Retirement Housing on Jamacha Road. Both projects will add significant traffic on Campo
Road/Highway 94 and Jamacha Road/Highway 94.

Land Use & Community Character — the character of the area is developed and consists
of residential, recreational, civic and open space uses. The RSD Specific Plan identifies the
Cottonwood Golf Course serving as a buffer area and providing a larger setback to
sensitive habitat areas. A Sand Mine will destroy sensitive habitat areas.

Major Use Permit Findings — proposed use requires that location, size, design and
operating characteristics be compatible with adjacent uses — residences and nearby
buildings. The proposed Sand Mine will have a harmful effect upon RSD’s desirable
neighborhood character; the generation of traffic; the capacity and physical character of
surrounding streets; and, the suitability of the site for the type and intensity of use or
development which is proposed.

Biological Resources — the area contains jurisdictional waters of the State of California
and the United States, including protected wetlands, requiring approval from State and
Federal resource agencies. Several federally endangered and threatened species have
been identified on or in the vicinity of the proposed project site (site is adjacent to the
National Wildlife Refuge). The site is also within the South County and Metro-Lakeside-
Jamul segments of the County’s Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP)
designated preserve areas.

Visual Resources — Willow Glen Drive is designated as a County Scenic Road. Impacts to
travelers using this road, persons walking and bicycling the road, and residences along
the ridges that view this road must be considered.

Air/Noise/Altered Hydrogeologic Conditions — proposed Sand Mine would significantly
impact the environment potentially harming residents, plant and animal species, water
and the land. Such harm to human beings, animals and our environment must take
priority over temporary private financial gain. We urge comprehensive study of these
impacts.

Sweetwater River — the Sweetwater Authority documented that the Sand Mine proposes
a variety of activities that could significantly increase pollution of the Sweetwater
Reservoir. This source of drinking water must be protected.

Cultural Resources — numerous archaeological resources have been identified within a

one-mile radius of the proposed Sand Mine site. Significant impact to tribal cultural
resources is likely.
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Sensitive Populations At-Risk — sensitive populations including schools, residential care
facilities, and facilities and residences that house individuals with health conditions
(children & elderly) would be adversely impacted by changes in air quality. Proposed
Sand Mine identified that residences and nearby Jamacha Elementary school would be
at-risk, however they must also study impact to Adeona Healthcare, an 80-bed
residential treatment facility for adolescents which is adjacent to the Sand Mine site on
Steele Canyon Road, the YMCA within a quarter mile of the property site, and La Vida
Real, a senior living residence, which is about a half mile from the site.

Required Local, State, National Agencies — it is essential that the agencies identified in
the County’s Scoping Letter of May 31, 2019, as well as any other affected agencies, be
included in the EIR notification process as well as the required approvals for the project.
This should be regardless of any planned reduction in project scope by the applicant
since the Scoping Letter was issued. At minimum, those agencies include: U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service, Army Corps of Engineers, California Department of Fish and Wildlife,
California Department of Transportation, California State Water Resources Control Board
— Division of Drinking Water, California Department of Water Resources — Division of
Safety of Dams, California Regional Water Quality Control Board — San Diego Region, U.S.
Bureau of Reclamation — Southern California Area Office, San Diego County Water
Authority — Water Resources Department, Sweetwater Authority, Otay Water District,
San Miguel Consolidated Fire Protection District, Grossmont-Cuyamaca Community
College District, Grossmont Union High School District, Cajon Valley Union School District,
Jamul-Dulzura Union School District, and Local Native American Tribes.

. Community Planning Group Participation — we request that the Community Planning

Groups representing the regions most impacted by this project, Valle de Oro Community
Planning Group and Jamul-Dulzura Community Planning Group, participate in the formal
review and approval process related to the Cottonwood Sand Mine.

Thank you for requesting community input regarding this proposed project. Hundreds of
community members have communicated with our organization expressing significant
concerns —we appreciate the County considering carefully the detrimental impact a Sand
Mine would bring at this location and how these many issues must be studied as part of the
Environmental Impact Review process.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth A. Urquhart, M.Ed.

Chairperson

Stop Cottonwood Sand Mine, Org.

Website: www.stopcottonwoodsandmine.com
Email: info@stopcottonwoodsandmine.com
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VDOCPG Adhoc-subcommittee Comments
for PDS2018-MUP-18-023
Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report

The Valle De Oro Planning Group created an adhoc-subcommittee to focus on the processing of the Major Use Permit
for the Cottonwood Sand Mining Project. The initial task of this subcommittee is to participate in the County’s Notice
of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The information provided below completes this initial task.

The subcommittee has reviewed the County’s CEQA Initial Study document dated October 24, 2019 and we
referenced County materials found on the PDS website, specifically, “CEQA Process”. We reviewed the materials
with the perspective of how this project will impact the community, it’s residents and the environment along each
stage of development, during sand mining operations, during reclamation, and after the property has been declared
‘reclaimed.’

We believe there are 4 environmental factors the County did not identify as “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Less
Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” that warrant being addressed in the EIR. These factors are as follows:

1) Groundwater : The proposed project will result in the removal of 3.8M CY of sand and aggregate, key
elements of this aquifer, forever transforming the geological profile of this sand aquifer. What will the impact
be to water purity, quality, and the recharge rate of the surrounding residential wells, during sand mining
operations, during the reclamation process, and at project completion? How will the negative impacts be
mitigated?

2) Hazards & Haz Materials : There is significant potential the proposed sand mine operations will result in
airborne silica dust, a known carcinogen. Additionally, the concerns of Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL) in the
air and topsoil have been broadcasted by members of the public. Immediately adjacent to the project site exists
the Adeona Healthcare Facility and approximately 0.25 miles away from the project site is the Jamacha
Elementary school and the Steele Canyon County Park.

We noticed there was no mention of the California Education Code(CEC) in the CEQA Initial Study document.
This seemed odd to us since Jamacha Elementary is a quarter-mile away from the project site and for a
minimum of 10 years, the project would effectively change the land use from Open Space to a Heavy-Industrial
site with a known carcinogen (silica dust).

If this was just an oversight, would you please explain how the County will address the elements of the
California Education Code! with respect to ensuring child safety at an existing school and the potential land
use change of a nearby property to a hazardous land use?
If this was not an oversight, please explain why it is not pertinent?
What on-site tests will be performed regarding airborne silica dust? How will it be monitored during sand
mining operations?
Will the site be tested for ADL? If present, what monitoring and additional testing will be performed throughout
the project?

These concerns need to be addressed in the EIR.

1 County of San Diego’s “Guidelines for Determining Significance, Hazardous Materials and Existing
Contamination”, dated June 30, 2007
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3) Recreation : The long standing outdoor activities (bicycling, hiking, running, equestrian and other sports) on
the perimeter of the project site will be directly impacted. This proposed project will negatively impact and may
preclude the long-established recreational activities on the local trails, at the public park with its tennis court
and sports field and along the neighboring roads.

Approval of this MUP will result in the loss of public recreational opportunities from the surrounding
community and region for over a decade. This is a significant impact.

4) Water Quality : The proposed project removes 3.8M CY of sand and aggregate and replaces it with 1M CY of
top soil ,which may contain ADL and project ‘fines’ (silt & clay). The site’s hydrological profile is massively
altered, potentially impacting the rate of water absorption vs water flow. The public and subcommittee have
concerns about how this will impact surface water, on-site and downstream, as well as their wells (groundwater).
These concerns extend well beyond the duration of just the sand mining operations.

This did not appear to be addressed in the CEQA Initial Study. Is it addressed in a supplementary document,
perhaps a geotechnical report?

For each factor we’ve noted above, we expect that you’ll be providing us with the County’s determination of inclusion

in the EIR. We especially look forward to learning as to why the County has determined a factor should not be
included.
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From: alexis abbo

To: Hinatgen. Robert J
Date: Friday, November 22, 2019 4:57:34 PM

Date: November 22, 2019

From: Alexis Abbo, alexiseveabbo@gmail.com

10591 Noakes Road La Mesa, CA 91941

To:Robert Hingtgen, Planner 111

San Diego County Planning and Development Services

Subject: Environmental Impact Report Input for Cottonwood Sand Mining Project

Dear Mr. Hingtgen,

| write to voice my strong objection to the proposed Cottonwood Sand Mine in Rancho San
Diego. It makes no sense that a major, long-term mining operation within yards of hundreds of
adult and child residents, an elementary school and already overcrowded and narrow roadways
iseven considered. If approved, the mine will be operating for at least 12 years and possibly
longer. During that time an estimated 5.7 million tons of sand and rock will be excavated,
processed, loaded onto large, heavy trucks and exported to whatever siteiswilling to pay the
most. And although the owner states that he wants to reduce dependence on imported sand in
the County, there is no guarantee, nor requirement, that the product from this mining will stay
in San Diego County.

The proposed open pit excavationsto 35 feet or more will have a demonstrably adverse impact
on the environment and community. The proposed heavy equipment and nearly 2000 feet of
conveyor beltswill create an incredibly noisy and nerve-racking environment. Thisis
generaly arura community of large-lot houses with families, children, animals and even
horses. It islocated adjacent to a National Wildlife Refuge. The resulting noise disruption to
the entire areawill be felt immensely, along with the dust, smoke, dirt, particulate matter and
diesel fumesthat will eventually permeate the community. It is unthinkable that these
operations are planned to begin at 7:00 AM. The animals and vegetation that now inhabit the
open space surrounding the proposed mine site will similarly suffer. Some species are
endangered, and the habitat destruction will have far-reaching and long-term impacts.

| am greatly concerned about the potential groundwater impact. While direct pollution from
the operation of the mining equipment is possible, disruption of existing flow patternsis
immediate and unavoidable. Many nearby residents have wells and depend upon the
groundwater to be available and potable. How can this project avoid negatively impacting the
Sweetwater Riverbed, a crucial source of transporting potable water to several communities?
And where is the concern or mitigation for any of the lost property value that this community
will unequivocally suffer?

The property owner points to the proposed reclamation efforts as somehow offsetting the

del eterious consequences of this open pit mine. But much of what will be done under the guise
of “reclamation” would be necessary in any event to support the planned development of the
property, which, after all, is the endgame for this property owner. | am sure from the owner’s
perspective thisis good business, that is, to get paid for what you would otherwise have to pay
for yourself. But | would hope that from the County Planning and Development Services
perspective thiswill be seen for what it is, exceedingly poor stewardship of the environment
and the physical well-being and safety of the community. | urge you to consider the serious
concerns of Safety, Traffic, Air/Water/Noise pollution, the impact to Plants and Wildlife, and
the inevitable Decrease to Property Values as you define the scope and content of this
proposed project’ s Environmental Impact Report.
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Sincerely,
Alexis Abbo



From: Michelle Adcock

To: Hinatgen. Robert J
Subject: Opposition to Cottonwood Sand Mining
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 1:53:04 PM

Dear Mr. Hingtgen:

Asaresident of Rancho San Diego for 15 years, please accept this |etter as a heartfelt plea not to approve the
project. My utmost concern is for my health, the health of my neighbors and especially the children who attend the
local schools. My Mom, is alung cancer survivor, who has limited lung capacity from removal of more than half of
alung. It would be unthinkable for her to overcome chemo, radiation, surgery, and, if the sand mine is approved,
start anew battle to stay alive due to breathing in the toxic dust that will surely cover our community.

Financially, as homeowners, our property value will plummet. What recourse will we have?

In the event of afire or other emergency, how will we have access to emergency service trucksiif the streetsin and
out are dominated by trucks? Without the sand mine, our community already has limited evacuation routes and
heavy traffic.

On behalf of myself and my family, we respectfully request that the project is stopped. Please, please- what if this
was your home, your community, your health?

Michelle Adcock
3078 Golf Crest Ridge Rd
El Cajon CA 92019
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This message may contain confidential or proprietary information intended only for the use of the

addressee(s) named above or may contain information that is legally privileged. If you are not the intended
addressee, or the person responsible for delivering it to the intended addressee, you are hereby notified that reading,
disseminating, distributing or copying this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message by
mistake, please immediately notify us by replying to the message and delete the original message and any copies
immediately thereafter.

If you received this email as a commercial message and would like to opt out of future commercial messages, please
let us know and we will remove you from our distribution list.

Thank you.~
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From: Ross Adcock

To: Hinatgen. Robert J
Subject: Cottonwood Sand Mining Project
Date: Monday, November 18, 2019 3:18:22 PM

Dear Mr. Hingtgen,

I’'m a native San Diegan and my family & | have lived peacefully in the Rancho San Diego Community
for the past 15 years & absolutely love it here. | drive by the dead Cottonwood Golf course daily and
always wondered what was going to happen to it? | assumed with San Diego’s housing
shortage/Crisis that homes would be developed with a focus on affordable housing. As you could
image, | was horrified when | discovered that a sand mining operation was being planned that would
totally destroy our beautiful community and our quality of life altered in a dramatic fashion.

Who would truly benefit from this operation? The answer is simple, only one individual, the
property owner, who has no vested interest in our community or San Diego as a whole. While the
21,000 plus members of this beautiful community would suffer in a multitude of ways. Our whole
quality of life would be destroyed for the benefit of ONE INDIVIDUAL, who could care less about
destroying our beautiful planned community.

A Sand Mining Operation located in the CENTER of a developed community will degrade & pollute
the quality of the environment by creating traffic safety hazards, harming air quality, noise pollution,
adding significant greenhouse gas emissions, destroying plants and sensitive habitats and
endangered species, destroying cultural resources, lower the value of our homes, choke our
evacuation routs in case of wild fires, Sweetwater Riverbed & Sweetwater Reservoir would seriously
be compromised, the National Wildlife refuges surrounding the sand mine would be greatly
affected. Thereis no end to the destruction that this operation would have on our neighborhood.

Surrounding the sand mine and in extremely close proximity is Jamacha Elementary school, there are
also million dollar homes on the golf course and the sand mining operation would be smack tab in
the middle of their back yards making it impossible for these people to sell their homes, how would
they be compensated? Also in close proximity is Steele Canyon and Valhalla High Schools, Hillsdale
middle school, Cuyamaca College, McGrath YMCA, National Wildlife refuges & 2 beautiful parks.

As residents of this Community we have a lot to lose and nothing to gain from a Sand Mining
Operation in the middle of our Neighborhood. Only the property owner who has no vested interest
in Rancho San Diego is to benefit at our expense! Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Robert Adcock
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From: Ross Adcock

To: Hinatgen. Robert J
Subject: Cottonwood Sand Mining Operation
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 11:48:14 AM

Hello Mr. Hingtgen,

This type of operation would completely destroy our Community, quality of life, environment,
property values, Sweetwater river and Sweetwater Reservoir, Nation wildlife refuge, traffic

congestion, air quality, etc.
Thank you very much for your time,

Ross Adcock
Rancho San Diego Resident
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From: Ziad Alsaigh

To: Hinatgen. Robert J

Subject: Cottonwood sand mine project

Date: Tuesday, November 19, 2019 5:42:47 PM
Hello Robert,

We are standing here to stop the cottonwood sand mine project that will affect on all of us
socially, emotionally and economically.

I’m living by the golf course (Iess than 50 feet)for about 7 years and | loved the area and if
that happen and approve the project that will impacts me and all my family to moves away and
that will reopen my memory when | enforced to leave my original country and I’ m still
suffering from PTSD and also my family to still suffering from old memories.

Please don’t approve the project and keep us living safe in our area with the big family and
neighbors.

Thank you,
Ziad Alssigh

@ 2019 !
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From: May Alsheikh

To: Hinatgen. Robert J

Cc: may dawood

Subject: Cottonwood Sand Mine (PDS2018-MUP-18-023, PDS2018-RP-18-001)
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2019 8:26:26 PM

Good evening Mr. Hingtgen,

This proposed sand mine project will cause irreparable and harmful impacts to the immediate and
surrounding area. Traffic impact will be realized and can’'t be mitigated. While the developer will present a
Traffic Impact Report (TIR), such report could be engineered in such away as to reflect no traffic impact or
minimal aleged impact. Additionally, trucking of sand from the mine operation could cause dropping of
aggregate of various sizes that may cause damage or cracking of cars windshields and the developer would
deny any responsibility for such damage not to mention impact to the surrounding area for erosion control
and migration of sediment in an unlawful manner. Dust will be acommon element in the area and any
engineered steps to control dust will not be fully achieved to eliminate such harm from reaching our
communities. Noise generated from this operation would be harmful to the elderly and our young children
that will not be possibly mitigated and would cause long term health hazard to the citizens residing nearby.
Additionally, this development will result in the residential market value to drop and will cause serious
monitory damage to the home owners.

For the reasons above and more, | object to the proposed project and look forward for the County to take an
active and serious role to fulfill any and all CEQA requirements which if analyzed properly will result in
striking down this proposed devel opment.

Sincerely,

Jason Alsheikh
(619) 942-1821

November 21, 2019
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From: KEVIN ANDERSON

To: Hinatgen. Robert J
Subject: Cottonwood mining proposal
Date: Tuesday, November 05, 2019 7:24:12 PM

Asan avid bicycle rider on Jamacha, Willow Glen and Dehesa, my group of riders are terrified on our safety to
continue riding in one of the flattest and pure nature areas |eft in the County. We have lost four members from our
group from traffic, two from trucks on Willow Glen and can only imagine what this sand mining operation will do
to our hard-exercising air sucking lung quality and massively loaded and difficult-to-maneuver sand laden trucks.
Please preserve the last flat ride! Please do not let this proceed as planned and consider an alternative use like
residential.

CAUTION: Thisemail originated from outside of the County network. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. If you are unsure, forward the email to
spam.protection@sdcounty.ca.gov<mailto:spam.protection@sdcounty.ca.gov>.
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From: Hani A

To: Hinatgen. Robert J
Subject: Re: PDS2018-MUP-18-023; Cottonwood Sand Mine
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2019 6:51:03 PM

This project will have amajor impact on our health and safety. Not to mentioned there will be
amajor impact on our quality of life.

Thanks

Hani Anthony

On Thursday, October 24, 2019, 10:29:48 AM PDT, Hingtgen, Robert J
<robert.hingtgen@sdcounty.ca.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,

Please see the attached Legal Advertisement/Public Review Notice (notice) for the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Cottonwood Sand Mining
project.

You are included in a blind carbon copy email group and are receiving this notice as your contact
information was provided to the Department of Planning & Development Services.

A link to the Cottonwood NOP documentation is available at the following

webpage:https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/pds/ceqa_public_review.html. You may review
this documentation and provide written comments during the NOP period from October 24, 2019

(today) through 4:00 P.M. on Friday November 22, 2019 (a 30-day period).

The purpose of the NOP is to provide information describing the project and its potential environmental
effects to those who wish to comment regarding the scope and content of the environmental analysis
that will be included in the EIR.

As stated in the notice, County staff will conduct a public scoping meeting at the Hillsdale Middle
School at 1301 Brabham Street in Rancho San Diego on Monday, November 4, 2019 at 6:00 P.M.

You may contact Heather Steven at heather.steven@sdcounty.ca.gov or 858-694-5802 or

Robert Hingtgen at robert.hingtgen@sdcounty.ca.gov or (858) 694-3712 if you have any additional
questions.

Thank you,
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Robert Hingtgen, Planner IlI
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

MS 0O-650

(858) 694-3712

robert.hingtgen@sdcounty.ca.gov

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the County network. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. If you are unsure, forward

the email to spam.protection@sdcounty.ca.gov.
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Date: 11-1-2019

From: Henry Anthony
1507 Woodpine Dr.
EL Cajon, CA 92019

To: Robert Hingtgen, Planner Il (Robert.Hingtgen@sdcounty.ca.gov)
San Diego County Planning and Development Services

Subject: Environmental Impact Report Input for Cottonwood Sand Mining
Project Dear Mr. Hingtgen,

| write to voice my strong objection to the proposed Cottonwood Sand Mine in Rancho San Diego. It makes no
sense that a major, long-term mining operation within yards of hundreds of adult and child residents, an
elementary school and already overcrowded and narrow roadways is even considered. If approved, the mine
will be operating for at least 12 years and possibly longer. During that time an estimated 5.7 million tons of sand
and rock will be excavated, processed, loaded onto large, heavy trucks and exported to whatever site is willing
to pay the most. And although the owner states that he wants to reduce dependence on imported sand in the
County, there is no guarantee, nor requirement, that the product from this mining will stay in San Diego County.

The proposed open pit excavations to 35 feet or more will have a demonstrably adverse impact on the
environment and community. The proposed heavy equipment and nearly 2000 feet of conveyor belts will create
an incredibly noisy and nerve-racking environment. This is generally a rural community of large-lot houses with
families, children, animals and even horses. It is located adjacent to a National Wildlife Refuge. The resulting
noise disruption to the entire area will be felt immensely, along with the dust, smoke, dirt, particulate matter
and diesel fumes that will eventually permeate the community. It is unthinkable that these operations are
planned to begin at 7:00 AM. The animals and vegetation that now inhabit the open space surrounding the
proposed mine site will similarly suffer. Some species are endangered, and the habitat destruction will have far-
reaching and long-term impacts.

| am greatly concerned about the potential groundwater impact. While direct pollution from the operation of
the mining equipment is possible, disruption of existing flow patterns is immediate and unavoidable. Many
nearby residents have wells and depend upon the groundwater to be available and potable. How can this
project avoid negatively impacting the Sweetwater Riverbed, a crucial source of transporting potable water to
several communities? And where is the concern or mitigation for any of the lost property value that this
community will unequivocally suffer?

The property owner points to the proposed reclamation efforts as somehow offsetting the deleterious
consequences of this open pit mine. But much of what will be done under the guise of “reclamation” would be
necessary in any event to support the planned development of the property, which, after all, is the endgame for
this property owner. | am sure from the owner’s perspective this is good business, that is, to get paid for what
you would otherwise have to