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Response to Comments 
 
Introduction 
The County prepared a Draft Initial Study (IS)/Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Proposed 
Project, which was circulated for a 31-day public review period pursuant to requirements of Chapter 3, 
Section 15073(a), of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. The review period 
gives agencies, organizations, and members of the public the opportunity to review the Draft IS/MND and 
provide comments on the document and the environmental analysis presented therein. The 31-day 
review period commenced on November 17, 2023, and ended on December 18, 2023. During the review 
period, the County received comments from four agencies and comments from 24 members of the public. 
 

All letters commenting on the Draft IS/ MND for the Tijuana River Valley Regional Park Habitat 
Restoration Plan Project (State Clearinghouse No. 2023110494) have been reproduced and are included 
in this section, followed by the County of San Diego, Department of Parks and Recreation’s (County 
DPR’s) responses to those letters. Additionally, several comments made in response to the circulation of 
the IS/MND raised similar issues so two Master Responses were prepared to address those general 
issues.  The individuals and agencies from whom a comment letter was received during the public review 
period are listed in the below table. Each issue that was raised within each comment letter has been 
assigned a consecutive number that corresponds to a response number. In order to assist in the location 
of comment letters and responses, the respective names of the authors of the comment letters are 
indicated prior to each comment letter response. Revisions to the IS/MND resulting from these comments 
are represented in strikeout and underline. 
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Letter Commenter  Date(s) Comment 
Number(s) Page 

 Agencies    
A United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

(USFWS) 
December 14, 2023 
December 18, 2023 
December 21, 2023 

A-1 through A-7 6 

B California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(CDFW) 

December 11, 2023 B-1 through B-2 12 

C California State Parks, Tijuana River National 
Estuarine Research Reserve (TRNERR) 

December 18, 2023 C-1 14 

D City of San Diego Stormwater Department  December 18, 2023 D-1 through D-2 16 
 Individuals     
E Alma Webb November 29, 2023 E-1 20 
F Andrea Murphey November 29, 2023 F-1 22 
G Cary Herschberger November 30, 2023 G-1 24 
H Cristina Shepherd November 29, 2023 H-1 26 
I Dane Crosby December 6, 2023 I-1 28 
J Dwayne Snider December 17, 2023 J-1 30 
K Elizabeth McMahon December 13, 2023 K-1 through K-3 32 
L Eric Langdon December 10, 2023 L-1 36 
M Erika Bird December 9, 2023 

December 11, 2023 
M-1 through M-2 38 

N Guillermo Cornejo December 18, 2023 N-1 42 
O Hernando Suasa November 28, 2023 

December 17, 2023 
O-1 through O-2 44 

P Judy Collins December 7, 2023 P-1 through P-3 47 
Q Kathy Chambers November 28, 2023 Q-1 through Q-2 49 
R Lenora Porcell December 18, 2023 R-1 52 
S Leon Benham  December 6, 2023 

December 7, 2023 
December 11, 2023 

S-1 through S-3 54 

T Martha Baylon-Futterman December 11, 2023 T-1 61 
U Michael Banning December 6, 2023 

December 16, 2023 
U-1 through U-6 63 

V Michael Boone December 6, 2023 V-1 67 
W Patrick Dasis November 28, 2023 W-1 69 
X Ruby [No last name given] November 28, 2023 

December 17, 2023 
X-1 through 71 

Y Susan Arciaga November 28, 2023 Y-1 74 
Z Theresa Williams November 28, 2023 

December 2, 2023 
December 7, 2023 

Z-1 through Z-3 76 

AA Vickie Rodriguez November 28, 2023 AA-1  82 
BB Von Partlow December 6, 2023 BB-1 84 
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Master Responses 
Several comments received during the public review period raised similar issues. The following 
Master Responses are provided to address those comments. 
 
Master Response MR-1 (Senate Bill 507 Study) 

Many comments were received regarding concerns related to a separate project, referred to by 
commenters as the Senate Bill 507 (SB 507) Study. The SB 507 Study, formally known as the 
Tijuana River Valley Needs and Opportunities Assessment, was completed by the County of 
San Diego in 2020. The goal of the SB 507 Study was to review and assess potential 
management strategies to address cross-border flows of sewage, trash, and sediment coming 
into the Tijuana River Valley from Mexico. Ultimately, the SB 507 Study identified 27 potential 
projects that could be implemented to address these concerns. These projects primarily 
consisted of capital infrastructure projects such as water treatment and diversion infrastructure, 
trash capture infrastructure, sedimentation basins, and detention basins. During the 
development of the SB 507 Study projects, the County received some feedback from the public 
in opposition to some infrastructure projects, specifically the detention basins. The SB 507 
Study also included habitat restoration efforts, water quality monitoring, and soil sampling, 
however, these projects received widespread support from the community and stakeholders.  

The IS/MND for the Proposed Project was posted on the DPR webpage during the public review 
period. The same webpage also included links to the SB 507 Study and associated projects. 
Given the email subject lines, language within the comments, and the reference to “sewage 
ponds” by many commentors, the comments appear to be misplaced and intended to be 
comments for the infrastructure projects included in the SB 507 Study rather than the large-
scale habitat restoration effort in the Proposed Project. After receiving initial comments 
indicating potential confusion between the two efforts, DPR removed the SB 507 Study from 
that webpage and reached out to each individual to clarify the description of activities included 
in the Proposed Project. The general concerns related to the SB 507 Study noted by the 
commenters include smells, quality of life, and health issues related to sewage and sewage 
ponding in the Tijuana River Valley. The general economic, environmental, and social concerns 
regarding that separate study are noted, but the comments do not specifically address the 
Proposed Project activities, or the adequacy of the environmental analysis contained in the 
IS/MND for the Proposed Project. Additionally, County staff have offered to meet with 
commenters regarding both SB 507 Study and the Proposed Project concerns. Although all 
comments received during the public comment period are included in this Final IS/MND for 
consideration by the County prior to making a final decision on the Proposed Project, no 
additional response regarding general concerns related to the SB 507 Study is required, and no 
changes to the IS/MND are required in response to these comments.  

Master Response MR-2 (Project Opposition) 

Several comments were received indicating general project opposition, stating “the plan” 1) 
lacks historical context, 2) would harm habitat and the river environment, and 3) incorporates 
environmental injustice by taking away public access opportunities and increasing standing 
ponds of sewage. Although the SB 507 Study referenced in MR-1 was not specifically 
mentioned in these comments, the nature of these comments suggests they may have also 



County of San Diego Department of Parks and Recreation Response to Comments on IS/MND 

 
Tijuana River Valley Regional Park February 2024 
Habitat Restoration Project  

RTC-4 

been misplaced and directed towards the SB 507 Study rather than the Proposed Project. This 
Master Response MR-2 has been prepared to address these comments in the case that they 
were intended for the Proposed Project. First, the Proposed Project, the Tijuana River Valley 
Habitat Restoration Plan (HRP), and the IS/MND prepared for the HRP, provide an extensive 
description of the Project Area, including historic and current uses within the Tijuana River 
Valley Regional Park (TRVRP), from its pre-historic and historic context to the current uses and 
environmental conditions that exist within the Project Area (See pages IS-1 through IS-31 of 
Attachment A to the MND). This historical context and existing conditions were used to inform 
the HRP and the analysis within the IS/MND.   
 
To clarify the Proposed Project components that are the subject of the IS/MND, the HRP 
prioritizes and implements phased habitat restoration activities within the TRVRP. Through the 
HRP, invasive non-native plant species and trash and debris would be targeted for removal, and 
native plant restoration would occur over several phases. Although the commenters do not 
specify how the Proposed Project activities would harm habitat and the river environment, the 
IS/MND provided a full evaluation of the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed 
Project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), including a detailed 
discussion in the Biological Resources section. Mitigation to address any potential impacts of 
the Proposed Project is incorporated into the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) (Attachment C to the MND).  
 
Further, as it relates to habitat and the natural environment, expected benefits of the Proposed 
Project include removal and maintenance of invasive non-native plant species in the area, 
successful treatment and removal of invasive non-native plants, reestablishment of native plant 
species and communities, trash removal, enhanced water quality and flow, reduced 
concentration of chemicals and pollutants, improved sediment deposition regimes, reduced risk 
of flooding, increased ecosystem diversity and species abundance, and improved recreational 
experiences.  
 
The Proposed Project’s impact associated with recreational uses was also evaluated in the 
IS/MND (see page IS-96 of Attachment A to the MND). Although habitat restoration activities 
associated with the Proposed Project would occur within and adjacent to trails and recreation 
areas throughout the TRVRP, the Proposed Project would not impact access to, or contribute to 
the deterioration of, the formal trail network or recreational activities within the TRVRP. Further, 
the Proposed Project includes requirements for public notification/postings in the event any 
areas will have temporary closures or that should be avoided during the restoration activities. 
These closures would be temporary in nature and occur within separate phases while the work 
is completed.  
 
It is also unclear why commenters believe the Proposed Project would lead to increased 
sewage ponding in the TRVRP. No activities are proposed by the HRP that would increase the 
amount of sewage generated or impede the treatment of sewage. Rather, by removing invasive 
species, trash, and root masses, ponding in general in the TRVRP would likely reduce as a 
result of the Proposed Project.  
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Finally, although these comments are general in nature and do not address the adequacy of the 
IS/MND, the comments are included in this Final IS/MND for consideration by the County prior 
to making a final decision on the Proposed Project. The IS/MND, including page IS-8 of 
Attachment A to the MND, has been updated to provide clarity regarding the description of the 
activities associated with the Proposed Project.  
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LETTER A – UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE (USFWS)  
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LETTER A RESPONSE – COMMENTS A-1 THROUGH A-7 

 

A-1 This comment requests an extension of the comment submittal deadline. Although the formal 
comment period was not extended, the USFWS submitted a comment letter on December 21, 
2023. Please see responses A-3 through A-7 to the December 21, 2023 comment letter. 

A-2 This comment acknowledges the County’s decision not to extend the formal comment period and 
suggests USFWS will still submit comments. Please see responses A-3 through A-7 to the 
December 21, 2023 comment letter. 

A-3 This comment is introductory in nature, describing the Proposed Project and USFWS’s role. No 
specific response is required. 

A-4 This comment indicates general support for the Proposed Project and USFWS’s understanding 
that the Proposed Project does not include the development of recreational infrastructure or 
additional trails. The USFWS is correct that the HRP does not include development of 
recreational facilities. As described in the HRP and the Project Description of the IS/MND, the 
Proposed Project includes the removal of non-native invasive species and the restoration of 
habitat. No recreational facilities or trail improvements are described or proposed. Because the 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) only addresses the Proposed Project 
activities analyzed in the IS/MND, the installation of recreational infrastructure would not be 
covered by the proposed MMRP. The IS/MND (see page IS-8 of Attachment A to the MND) has 
been updated to provide clarity regarding the description of the activities associated with the 
Proposed Project. 

A-5 The comment requests preparation of a Habitat Management Plan encompassing all restored 
areas. Following completion of restoration, all restored areas would be managed and conserved 
in perpetuity by the County and managed following the existing Tijuana River Valley Regional 
Park Area Specific Management Directives (County 2007). No change to the HRP or IS/MND is 
required as a result of this comment. 

A-6 The comment requests coordination with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and 
USFWS to ensure potential effects of LBV are appropriately addressed in accordance with the 
Endangered Species Act. The County is preparing the application for a USACE 404 permit and is 
coordinating with USACE. The County has also initiated coordination with the USFWS related to 
the Proposed Project. The Proposed Project includes mitigation measures to conform with the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP). The commentor is 
correct that the MSCP does not provide take authorization for potential impacts to LBV. Impacts 
to breeding least Bell’s vireo, occupied habitat, and temporary (foraging, migration, and dispersal) 
habitat would be significant. However, impacts to occupied habitat would be small in relation to 
the total occupied habitat within the TRVRP, and through implementation of mitigation measures 
BIO-1 and BIO-2, impacts to this species would be reduced to less than significant. Additionally, 
the County intends to submit permit applications and consult with appropriate regulatory agencies 
for concurrence on potential impacts to LBV. 

A-7 This is a concluding comment that is general in nature and no specific response is required.  
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LETTER B – CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE (CDFW)  
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LETTER B RESPONSE – COMMENTS B-1 THROUGH B-2 

 

B-1 The comment is introductory in nature and provides general support for the Proposed Project. No 
response is required.  

B-2 This comment suggests more concrete mitigation language to address western spadefoot and 
Belding’s orange-throated whiptail. The existing mitigation measure BIO-9, which requires certain 
pre-construction activities and construction monitoring be performed by a biologist, is intended to 
prevent impacts to special status species, western spadefoot and Belding’s orange-throated 
whiptail. However, additional clarifying language has been added to BIO-9 (see page IS-58 of 
Attachment A to the MND).  Regarding speed limits, consistent with the language of the HRP, 
restoration areas would be accessed from existing roadways with established speed limits or 
existing access roads/pathways that occur as part of the formal trail network in the park. There 
would not be creation of access roads within the restoration areas. Clarification of construction 
BMPs, including speed limits, has been added into the IS/MND (see page IS-43 of Attachment A 
to the MND). 
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LETTER C - CALIFORNIA STATE PARKS, TIJUANA RIVER NATIONAL ESTUARINE RESEARCH 
RESERVE (TRNERR) 
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LETTER C RESPONSE – COMMENT C-1 

 

C-1 This comment indicates a desire to coordinate with the County as future specific restoration 
projects are finalized, with a specific focus on the Nelson Sloan Quarry and Beneficial Reuse of 
Sediment Project and to ensure future projects account for sea level rise and saltmarsh migration. 
The County will integrate additional coordination activities into the Execution Plans for Phases 7, 
8, 10, and 11 and when restoration efforts are planned to occur in the transition areas between 
the Tijuana River National Estuarine Research Reserve (TRNERR) and the TRVRP. Specifically, 
the County will coordinate with the TRNERR group at the time funding is acquired.  

With regard to the Nelson Sloan site, this project is a joint project between State Parks and the 
County continues to actively coordinate with State Parks.  

With regard to sea level rise and saltmarsh migration, the Proposed Project intends to remove 
trash and invasive non-native plant root masses that lead to pockets of standing water along the 
Tijuana River. By removing the trash and root masses, the water flowing along the Tijuana River 
to the Pacific Ocean will not be trapped in standing ponds and those areas will be able to drain to 
the Pacific Ocean and sufficiently dry out following rain events and re-vegetate. By promoting 
larger flows of water along the river to the ocean, and if more areas along the river are not 
constantly submerged, it will help slow the rising water levels along the river and create 
conditions that allow salt marshes to either persist or re-establish without needing to migrate into 
historically upland areas. 

No change to the HRP or IS/MND is required as a result of this comment. 
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LETTER D – CITY OF SAN DIEGO STORMWATER DEPARTMENT 
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LETTER D RESPONSE – COMMENTS D-1 THROUGH D-2 

 

D-1 This comment is introductory in nature and states that further comments are provided in an 
attached letter. No specific response is required.  

D-2 The comment wishes to advise of several compensatory mitigation sites within the Proposed 
Project area. Coordination with Stormwater Department Staff can be incorporated into the 
relevant Execution Plans for Phases 6 and 7 as they are created and when activities are 
proposed on City of San Diego property. Regarding future mitigation credits, the Proposed Project 
is not being developed as a mitigation bank; however, the County is open to coordination for other 
entities to complete mitigation on DPR owned/managed lands. No change to the HRP or IS/MND 
is required as a result of this comment. 
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LETTER E – ALMA WEBB  
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LETTER E RESPONSE – COMMENT E-1 

 

E-1 This comment states general opposition to holding ponds and suggests political and other 
solutions to holding ponds in the Tijuana River Valley. As this comment does not address 
activities associated with the Proposed Project or the content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no 
further response is required. Commenter may also wish to review responses MR-1 and MR-2.  
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LETTER F – ANDREA MURPHY 
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LETTER F RESPONSE 

 

F-1 This comment appears related to the SB 507 Study and not the Proposed Project. Please see 
Response MR-1. No additional response is required.  
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LETTER G – CARY HERSHBERGER 
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LETTER G RESPONSE – COMMENT G-1 

 

G-1 This comment appears related to the SB 507 Study and not the Proposed Project. Please see 
Response MR-1. No additional response is required. 
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LETTER H – CRISTINA SHEPHERD 
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LETTER H RESPONSE – COMMENT H-1 

 

H-1 This comment states general concerns related to sewage and requests actions be taken to 
address the smells and health hazards associated with sewage. This comment appears related to 
the SB 507 Study and not the Proposed Project. As this comment does not address activities 
associated with the Proposed Project or the content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no further 
response is required. Commenter may also wish to review responses MR-1 and MR-2. 
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LETTER I – DANE CROSBY 
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LETTER I RESPONSE – COMMENT I-1 

 

I-1 Please see Response MR-2. Commenter may also wish to review Response MR-1. No further 
response is required.  
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LETTER J – DWAYNE SNIDER  
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LETTER J RESPONSE – COMMENT J-1 

 

J-1 This comment requests not to plant jumping cactus and Mule Fat species in public parks and to 
consult with Leon Benham. Jumping cactus/cholla (Cylindropuntia bigelovii) is a California native 
shrub (stem succulent) but is also found elsewhere in western North America. Jumping 
cactus/cholla does not naturally occur in the TRVRP and the Proposed Project does not propose 
to introduce or plant this species within the TRVRP. Further, surveys completed between 2018 – 
2021 did not document jumping cactus/cholla within the TRVRP. The Proposed Project does 
include container plantings of coast cholla (Cylindropuntia prolifera) and coast prickly pear 
(Opuntia littoralis). Both cactus species are California native shrubs (stem succulent) that 
naturally occur in the TRVRP. These species occur typically in upland areas including Monument 
and Spooner’s Mesa.  

Mule fat occurs commonly in the TRVRP as a component of riparian shrublands along the Tijuana 
River. Mule fat (Baccharis salicifolia) is a California native shrub but is also found elsewhere in 
western North America. In the arid west region, it is equally likely to occur in wetlands and non-
wetland areas. Because mule fat is a native and naturally occurring shrub in the TRVRP, the 
areas targeted for riparian woodland, forest, and/or shrubland restoration may include mule fat 
seed and container plants.  

The County has also received input from Mr. Benham and reached out to Mr. Benham on multiple 
occasions to discuss any remaining comments. To review Mr. Benham’s comments and 
responses to those comments, please see comments and responses S-1 through S-3.  
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LETTER K – ELIZABETH MCMAHON 
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LETTER K RESPONSE – COMMENTS K-1 THROUGH K-2 

 

K-1 The comment inquires if any trails will be closed as a result of the Proposed Project. Although 
habitat restoration activities associated with the Proposed Project would occur within and 
adjacent to trails throughout the TRVRP, the Proposed Project would not permanently impact 
access to the formal trail network. The Proposed Project also includes requirements for public 
notification/postings in the event any areas will have temporary closures or if areas should be 
avoided during the restoration activities. These closures would be temporary in nature and occur 
within separate phases while the work is completed. 

K-2 The comment asks whether trails will be closed, states general opposition to the Proposed 
Project and inquires about a bridge across the Tijuana River. The general opposition to the 
Proposed Project is noted; however, the comment does not address the adequacy of the IS/MND 
and, therefore, no specific response is required. Response K-1 above addresses trail closures. 
The question regarding the bridge is not relevant as the Proposed Project does not propose a 
bridge across the Tijuana River.  

K-3 Comment noted. This comment does not address the content or adequacy of the Proposed 
Project or IS/MND and no response is required.  
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LETTER L – ERIC LANGDON 
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LETTER L RESPONSE – COMMENT L-1 

 

L-1 This comment states general concerns related to sewage and requests action be taken to 
address the sewage problems. This comment appears related to the SB 507 Study and not the 
Proposed Project. As this comment does not address activities associated with the Proposed 
Project or the content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no further response is required. Commenter 
may also wish to review responses MR-1 and MR-2. 
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LETTER M – ERIKA BIRD 
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LETTER M RESPONSE – COMMENTS M-1 THROUGH M-2 

 

M-1 This comment requests clean-up of the Tijuana River and expanded public access to recreation 
and trails as witnessed by commenter in other communities. The comment also indicates the plan 
lacks historical information and incorporates environmental injustice. Please see response MR-2, 
which addresses these issues. No additional response is required.   

M-2  This comment is a general comment requesting something be done about the smell of sewage, 
which is a concern for commenter’s health. As this comment does not address activities 
associated with the Proposed Project or the content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no further 
response is required. Commenter may also wish to review responses MR-1 and MR-2 referenced 
above. 
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LETTER N – GUILLERMO CORNEJO  

  



County of San Diego Department of Parks and Recreation Response to Comments on IS/MND 

 
Tijuana River Valley Regional Park February 2024 
Habitat Restoration Project  

RTC-43 

LETTER N RESPONSE – COMMENT N-1  

 

N-1 This comment states general concerns related to sewage and suggests that restoration will 
worsen the sewage problem. No activities are proposed by the HRP that would worsen sewage 
conditions. In fact, by removing invasives, including trash and root masses, ponding in general in 
the TRVRP would likely reduce as a result of the Proposed Project. Further, the species to be 
used for restoration activities were carefully selected native species that typically occur in wet and 
seasonal stream bed environments. Commenter may also wish to review responses MR-1 and 
MR-2. 
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LETTER O – HERNANDO SUASA  
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LETTER O RESPONSE – COMMENTS O-1 THROUGH O-2 

 

O-1 This comment states general concerns related to sewage, suggesting the project would increase 
sewage ponds. This comment appears related to the infrastructure projects included in the SB 
507 Study and not the Proposed Project. For a response regarding the SB 507 Study, please 
refer to Response MR-1. As this comment does not address activities associated with the 
Proposed Project or the content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no further response is required. 
Commenter may also wish to review Response MR-2. 

O-2 Please see Response O-1 above.  
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LETTER P – JUDY COLLINS  
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LETTER P RESPONSE – COMMENTS P-1 THROUGH P-3 

 

P-1 A link to the draft IS/MND was sent to the commenter on December 8, 2023 as requested. 

P-2 This comment states the commenter’s recent experience in the TRVRP, noting smells of sewage 
and invasive plants. This comment is general in nature and does not address the content or 
adequacy of the IS/MND and no further response is required.  

P-3 The comment requests improvements to the TRVRP, including removal of invasives, which is the 
primary purpose and intent of the Proposed Project. Please refer to Response MR-2, which 
describes the components of the Proposed Project, including the benefits of the proposed 
removal of invasives and restoration of native habitats. As this comment does not address the 
content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no further response is required. 

  



County of San Diego Department of Parks and Recreation Response to Comments on IS/MND 

 
Tijuana River Valley Regional Park February 2024 
Habitat Restoration Project  

RTC-49 

LETTER Q – KATHY CHAMBERS  
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LETTER Q RESPONSE – COMMENTS Q-1 THROUGH Q-2 

 

Q-1 This comment states general opposition and concerns related to sewage. This comment appears 
related to the infrastructure projects included in the SB 507 Study and not the Proposed Project. 
For a response regarding the SB 507 Study, please refer to Response MR-1. As this comment 
does not address activities associated with the Proposed Project or the content or adequacy of 
the IS/MND, no further response is required. 

Q-2 Please refer to Response Q-1 above.  
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LETTER R – LENORA PORCELLA  
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LETTER R RESPONSE – COMMENT R-1 

 

R-1 This comment states the commenter’s experience in the TRVRP, with concerns related to trash, 
debris, and sewage. This comment also references the SB 507 Study. For a response regarding 
the SB 507 Study, including coordination with the community, please refer to Response MR-1. 
Please also refer to Response MR-2, which describes the components of the Proposed Project, 
including the benefits of the proposed removal of invasives and restoration of native habitats. As 
this comment does not address activities associated with the Proposed Project or the content or 
adequacy of the IS/MND, no further response is required. 
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LETTER S – LEON BENHAM  
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LETTER S RESPONSE – COMMENTS S-1 THROUGH S-2 

 

S-1 This comment provides general project opposition, indicating “the plan” 1) lacks historical context, 
2) would harm habitat and the river environment, and 3) incorporates environmental injustice by 
taking away public access opportunities and increasing standing ponds of sewage. Please refer 
to MR-2, which addresses these comments.  

S-2 For a response regarding the SB 507 Study, including coordination with the community, please 
refer to Response MR-1. 

S-3 As described in Response MR-1, although the formal public comment period was not extended, 
County staff has offered to meet with the community as requested.  
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LETTER T – MARTHA BAYLON-FUTTERMAN  

  



County of San Diego Department of Parks and Recreation Response to Comments on IS/MND 

 
Tijuana River Valley Regional Park February 2024 
Habitat Restoration Project  

RTC-62 

LETTER T RESPONSE – COMMENT T-1  

 

T-1 This comment states general project opposition, noting environmental injustice and a lack of 
historical context. Please refer to Response MR-2 for a response to this comment.  
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Letter U – MICHAEL BANNING  
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LETTER U RESPONSE – COMMENTS U-1 THROUGH U-6 

 

U-1 This comment states general project opposition, noting environmental injustice and a lack of 
historical context. Please refer to Response MR-2 for a response to this comment. 

U-2  This is a general comment noting on going plans to resolve sewage issues in the TRVRP. This 
comment is general in nature and does not address the content or adequacy of the IS/MND. No 
further response is required.  

U-3 This comment questions why the Proposed Project would plant jumping cactus and Mule Fat 
species in a public park area.  Jumping cactus/cholla (Cylindropuntia bigelovii) is a California 
native shrub (stem succulent) but is also found elsewhere in western North America. Jumping 
cactus/cholla does not naturally occur in the TRVRP and the Proposed Project does not propose 
to introduce or plant this species within the TRVRP. Further, surveys completed between 2018 – 
2021 did not document jumping cactus/cholla within the TRVRP. The Proposed Project does 
include container plantings of coast cholla (Cylindropuntia prolifera) and coast prickly pear 
(Opuntia littoralis). Both cactus species are California native shrubs (stem succulent) that 
naturally occur in the TRVRP. These species occur typically in upland areas including Monument 
and Spooner’s Mesa.  

Mule fat occurs commonly in the TRVRP as a component of riparian shrublands along the Tijuana 
River. Mule fat (Baccharis salicifolia) is a California native shrub but is also found elsewhere in 
western North America. In the arid west region, it is equally likely to occur in wetlands and non-
wetland areas. Because mule fat is a native and naturally occurring shrub in the TRVRP, the 
areas targeted for riparian woodland, forest, and/or shrubland restoration may include mule fat 
seed and container plants. 

U-4 This comment asks to reconsider sewage treatment plants in the TRVRP. This comment appears 
related to the infrastructure projects included in the SB 507 Study and not the Proposed Project. 
For a response regarding the SB 507 Study, please refer to Response MR-1. As this comment 
does not address activities associated with the Proposed Project or the content or adequacy of 
the IS/MND, no further response is required. 

U-5 As noted in Response MR-1, the County has offered to meet with the community regarding plans 
in the TRVRP. As this comment does not address activities associated with the Proposed Project 
or the content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no further response is required. 

U-6 This comment questions why the Proposed Project would plant jumping cactus and Mule Fat 
species in a public park area.  Please see Response U-3 above.  
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LETTER V – MICHAEL BOONE  
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LETTER V RESPONSE – COMMENT V-1 

 

V-1 This comment provides general project opposition, indicating “the plan” 1) lacks historical context, 
2) would harm habitat and the river environment, and 3) incorporates environmental injustice by 
taking away public access opportunities and increasing standing ponds of sewage. Please refer 
to MR 1 and MR-2, which addresses these comments. 
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LETTER W – PATRICK DASIS  

  



County of San Diego Department of Parks and Recreation Response to Comments on IS/MND 

 
Tijuana River Valley Regional Park February 2024 
Habitat Restoration Project  

RTC-70 

LETTER W RESPONSE – COMMENT W-1 

 

W-1 This comment states general opposition and concerns related to sewage. This comment appears 
related to the infrastructure projects included in the SB 507 Study and not the Proposed Project. 
For a response regarding the SB 507 Study, please refer to Response MR-1. As this comment 
does not address activities associated with the Proposed Project or the content or adequacy of 
the IS/MND, no further response is required. 

  



County of San Diego Department of Parks and Recreation Response to Comments on IS/MND 

 
Tijuana River Valley Regional Park February 2024 
Habitat Restoration Project  

RTC-71 

LETTER X – RUBY  
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LETTER X RESPONSE – COMMENTS X-1 THROUGH X-2 

 

X-1 This comment appears related to the infrastructure projects included in the SB 507 Study and not 
the Proposed Project. For a response regarding the SB 507 Study, please refer to Response MR-
1. For additional information regarding the Proposed Project, public access, and sewage ponding, 
please also refer to Response MR-2.  As this comment does not address the content or adequacy 
of the IS/MND, no further response is required. 

X-2 Please refer to Response X-1 above.  
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LETTER Y – SUSAN ARCIAGA  
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LETTER Y RESPONSE – COMMENT Y-1 

 

Y-1 This comment is general in nature and states general opposition and concerns related to sewage. 
This comment appears related to the infrastructure projects included in the SB 507 Study and not 
the Proposed Project. For a response regarding the SB 507 Study, please refer to Response MR-
1. As this comment does not address activities associated with the Proposed Project or the 
content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no further response is required. 
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LETTER Z – THERESA WILLIAMS  
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LETTER Z RESPONSE – COMENT Z-1 THROUGH Z-3 

 

Z-1 This comment appears related to the infrastructure projects included withing the SB 507 Study 
and not the Proposed Project. For a response regarding the SB 507 Study, please refer to 
Response MR-1. For additional information regarding the Proposed Project, public access, and 
sewage ponding, please also refer to Response MR-2.  As this comment does not address the 
content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no further response is required. 

Z-2 The list of projects included in the referenced SB 507 Study  is not the subject of the Proposed 
Project or the related IS/MND. For a description of the Proposed Project and how it relates to the 
environment, public access, sewage ponding, and environmental justice, please refer to 
Response MR-2. As this comment does not address the content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no 
further response is required. 

Z-2 This comment provides general project opposition, indicating “the plan” 1) lacks historical context, 
2) would harm habitat and the river environment, and 3) incorporates environmental injustice by 
taking away public access opportunities and increasing standing ponds of sewage. Please refer 
to MR-2, which addresses these comments. 
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LETTER AA – VICKIE RODRIGUEZ  
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LETTER AA RESPONSE – COMMENT AA-1 

 

AA-1 This comment states general opposition and concerns related to sewage and suggests political 
and other solutions to fix sewage problems. This comment appears related to the list of projects 
included in the SB 507 Study and not the Proposed Project. For a response regarding the SB 507 
Study, please refer to Response MR-1. As this comment does not address activities associated 
with the Proposed Project or the content or adequacy of the IS/MND, no further response is 
required. 
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LETTER BB – VON PARTLOW  
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LETTER BB RESPONSE – COMMENT BB-1 

 

BB-1 This comment provides general project opposition, indicating “the plan” 1) lacks historical context, 
2) would harm habitat and the river environment, and 3) incorporates environmental injustice by 
taking away public access opportunities and increasing standing ponds of sewage. Please refer 
to MR-1 and MR-2, which addresses these comments. 




