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MERIT - MISSION STATEMENT
“The primary objectives and purposes of MERIT shall be to provide education and information that

will 1) protect and maintain the natural resources, 2) promote responsible use of ground water, and 3)
preserve the rural character of the community.”

Community Review and Comment of the Environmental inpact Report for Saint Vincent de Paul's
Project - A Children’s Village - 22 May 2006

Monday May 22, 2006 at their regularly schedule@ting the Campo /Lake Morena Planning Group
will review the Environmental Impact Report (EIRY this project. This is an especially importanietireg for
reasons we will try to explain. MERIT encouragesheaf you with an interest in our community to here and
to comment on this project.

First some background on this project. Father Jareal and Saint Vincent de Paul (SVDP) first
appeared in Campo in late December 1998 when Toke Dgnated two separate properties to SVDP. In the
spring of 2000 the community began to hear abarigpfor a foster child care facility. When theiadiplan was
presented, it was a modification of Disneyland &g referred to by many residents as DisneylandhSdiis
initial plan developed almost every inch of thepgedies including things like an ice skating rimidalO grass
sports fields using enormous amounts of water auging 500 children and a very large staff and Hitnde
of buildings and uses. The planned developmenieddke it came from the most densely populated afe
San Diego - which is where it belonged.

Over the years there were many stops and startsterdjes to the project. Many promises were made
and many were broken. The saga of Tom Dyke RanemiBeLand would make a good book. Eventually the
original plans were scaled down. Then the projelt&jpart in a disagreement between Mr. Dyke andtSa
Vincent de Paul and Joe Carroll. Mr Dyke went tart@and gained back the properties (300+ acrebplde
donated for the site of the foster child home. Toeation was north of 94 and a quarter mile eati®
Sheridan Road intersection with Highway 94. SVDiaired the Tom Dyke Ranch (427 acres) locatedeat th
end of North Campo Truck Trail.

Later Carroll/SVDP negotiated with the Stephen Biaaly Birch Foundation which purchased the
former Flying A Ranch on Lake Morena Drive for SVDis 115 acre parcel is the site of the propgsegect
- A Children’s Village.

A new Major Use Application (MUP04-034) was filedtivthe County of San Diego in August 2004.
Work on a project starts long before the appligaitofiled. Development is a four step processsthirthe
planning of the project and technical issues. Tg@ieant works with its consultants and DPLU toigdesa
project. Second is the submission of the MUP appbo and the preparation of environmental document
When the MUP application is received by the Coutttgy review it to determine if an EIR is needeldeBize,
complexity and scope of this MUP mandated that &€ prepared. The County then starts working igh
applicant on the EIR on the environmental aspediseoproject. Changes to the initial project dasiften
result from the environmental review because aggtoyill be denied if it fails to meet the enviroental
standards. Third, once the EIR is completed the Moé&s to the Planning Commission and then to tleedof
Supervisors for approval or denial. Fourth andIkn& a project is approved, building permits dam issued
and construction can begin,

SVDP submitted their application in August 2004Skptember 2004 the County sent out a letter called
a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmenigbdct Report (EIR) for this project. The public (&ildays
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to communicate to Department of Planning and Lasd (DPLU) all their concerns about the project isd
effect on the environment. A number of residentssdibmit letters and emails. The County also hE®&
meeting which was held at the DPLU offices at RuRioad at 6 PM on a Wednesday. As one would expect
a meeting on a week night held down town only afesidents attended the NOP meeting.

During the last 18 months (Nov 2004 to May 2006aBMooney and Mooney Associates have been
working on the EIR. They prepared a draft EIR dménvironmental studies that are part of the El8ucthent.
The drafts was submitted to DPLU. The Planner dtRKristin Blackson) sent the document back to $¥D
with a very long list of errors, omissions and ajegneeded. This scenario was repeated at leastrtiore
times. Finally an EIR that satisfied DPLU was coetedl. That is the report you are being asked teweand
upon which you are being asked to comment.

While DPLU is responsible for the EIR, an enviromia analyst at DPLU will tell you they are not
experts in every single aspect of the report amcetiban be and probably are things in the EIRare@nhot
correct or complete or not even considered. Andaaralyst will tell you they do not know the locata the
way that residents do and they may be totally unawaissues that are important to residents. Ehahy your
review and comments are important.

This EIR isSLARGE. The report is more than 1,000 pages and even #@idxe summary is more than
200 pages. One copy is in the Campo/Morena Villageary. MERIT has two copies and the Planning Grou
has two copies. There are probably more in the canitpnand | am sure SVDP has a copy. You can asdlse
executive summary describing the project and tiiedfl the Internet at
www.sdcdplu.org/dplu/cega_public_review.html

You have until June"5at 4 PM to make your comments. The report wasadabmetime around the
20" of April and the public has 45 days (unless aem®sibn is granted - see below) to make their consnen
The Planning Group is scheduling at least an hbtirea22 May meeting to collect comments on the
shortcomings of the EIR for submission to DPLU. ymber of people will also be submitting letterieLU.
Written comments can be submitted to DPLU, Attniskm Blackson, 5201 Ruffin Road, San Diego, CA221
There will also be a verbatim transcript of theirenPG hearing that will be submitted to DPLU ad pathe
public comment. This means that every point browughat the PG meeting will be in the record andreskkd
by DPLU.

One question almost everyone asks is why doesahg@ community only have about 5 weeks to
comment when it took SVDP and Mooney with a stéfiazens and, by our estimate, more than $170,860 a
18 months to prepare the EIR. And the EIR repatuitied no hard deadlines imposed on SVDP by DPltU fo
timely completion of the report. The County answgedhat this is their report and they can set wiete
deadlines they want in the preparation of the re@dviously a pro development stance) while thieligu
review of the completed EIR is a CEQA (CaliforniaMtonmental Quality Act Section 15105) mandateid ac
and the law requires it be done in 45 days. Weaaet to DPLU the size of the report, the complgihe
myriad of issues involved, the enormous impact @ncommunity, the detrimental impact of previougjects
with inadequate public review and comment of an E8Bmpo Hills being one example). The response from
DPLU was - “Well, if you do not like it, write to[E3QA and ask them to change the law.” That certaiiokys
not help us here.

What happens with the comments on the EIR? We teeeldrify this matter. Comments submitted
during the NOP phase must be considered in thd@@vent of the EIR but it is not necessary to indinally
answer each NOP comment. The NOP comments arép®@Pé¢.U scope out the project and the EIR. Each and
every comment submitted on the EIR must be listatié final EIR and must be individually answere&LU
considers each comment and then decides some cdrimmen valid and the EIR does not need chabBe
DPLU decides the comment is valid and directs S\W®eéhange the EIR. These changes can be anywloene fr
minor word smithing to changes in the project sasimore parking or changes in hours or saving Inees or
reducing the range of services provided by thegotayr even eliminating certain aspects of a ptaec
substantially modifying parts of the project orugg more mitigation of the environmentally daredg
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components of the project. Your comments can havajar impact on the project and the ultimate deniby
the BOS to deny or approve the project and anyitiond on any approvals.

If and when SVDP makes all the changes requiredPiyU, the EIR is forwarded to the decision
making bodies. DPLU will include their recommendatfor approval or denial of the project. While tlegised
EIR may or may not be sent out for a second publiew, this is usually not done. Your opporturidy
comment on the EIR NOW - before June's

If the public does not agree with the EIR certiflgdDPLU, they have one option. They can sue and
challenge the EIR although that is a very expengieeess and is one reason why developers witlofatsney
can get their way even when it is not the besttifiiam an environmental standpoint.

The Major Use Permit Application for the projectlahe accompanying EIR move to the approval
process. This first step is a hearing by the Plagn@ommission for a vote of approval or denial.iBgithe time
leading up to the Planning Commission (PC) hedtiege can be changes in the project and thereean b
changes due to testimony at PC hearings. The plétiche opportunity to comment again on the EfRaPC
hearings. The main emphasis at the PC hearingtiseoproject itself. The issues considered by ieafe much
broader than the EIR and include things like sagimld and community character and other issues.

And after the PC hearings and decision the MUP gulto the Board of Supervisors for their
consideration and their vote. The BOS decisioheésfinal decision and can be a denial or an appanacan
be an approval with additional conditions

Only after a Major Use Permit has been approvethéyBoard of Supervisors (including all conditions
set by the PC and BOS ) can the project get bigldermits and start moving dirt and start constonct
Back Country Revitalization Steering Committee Meeihg with Supervisor Jacob - Friday May 19th

At the Community Center at 2:30 PM on May"1Be Back Country Revitalization meeting will
convene. This meeting is an opportunity for resisiémthe Back Country to discuss their concernalbissues
and to recommend actions the County can take toowepthe quality of life in this area. Discussioil mclude
infrastructure needs, public safety, law enforcetmeronomic development, recreation, youth and comity
service. The discussions are informal but are issigeresults driven. Supervisor Jacob listens angtaff and
people from various County departments and org#oimlike CalTrans, Rural Fire, Sheriff, Planni@goups
will be present. These meetings are very usefulemadin excellent method for County governmenetr lour
issues and be given direction to solve problems.

County Ordinance to Ban Sea Cargo Storage Containerin the Unincorporated Area

The Planning Commission will hear a proposed amemdio the Zoning Ordinance POD 06-002 to
ban ocean going containers as accessory strudturesidential and agricultural areas. This heaviigbe
Friday May 19" at 9 AM at the regularly scheduled Planning Consinis meeting at the Department of
Planning and Land Use, 5201 Ruffin Road.

Supervisor Jacob directed DPLU on December 6, 2008view use of containers to guarantee
compatibility with surrounding land uses and comitwcharacter. The first anyone knew this Zoning
Ordinance Amendment was to be considered M&wi®s when we received the Planning Commission agend
on May 13'. The proposed ordinance had not even been fethp we had nothing to review. This is an
important issue affecting dozens of residentsigmdhea and throughout the Back Country. Desyste it
importance we could not even have the opportupityife Planning Group and the community to comment.

MERIT called DPLU Monday morning and registeredrarsg objection to how DPLU was handling
this issue. We have been advised by DPLU thateaPthnning Commission on Friday they will request a
additional 30 days of public review. This will gitee PG an opportunity to comment. However, MERIT
strongly recommends you comment to DPLU and/orattend the PC meeting and any subsequent PC
meetings that discuss this and that you communtoatee Board of Supervisors who will make the ffina
decision.

This ordinance will prohibit all containers in réential areas - period. Even those few contairexs t
are legal (most are not legal) will have to be reeubin two years. lllegal ones it would seem neelet
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removed immediately. The only places where thes¢agwers will be legal is in Agricultural Zones (3and
A72) and in some zones with Special Purpose UselRegns (S80, S87, S88, S90 and S92). But alllega
containers must be modified to look like a normmahfe or stucco building with siding and a pitcheadfr

This proposed ordinance will be a hardship on nanys. You need to take action.

Veterans of Foreign Wars (VEW) National Home for Clildren

Please bring all cans and labels from CampbelliggS@roducts to the MERIT Recycling Center.
Volunteer Nancy Slaff, member of Campo VFW Post@@®llects these labels for the VFW National Home
for Children. The home is for children and homelghgse relatives fought in our foreign wars. Cantisbe
gives funds for each label collected. The moneyksathe National Home to build houses and otheltest
provide educational opportunities and provide a Ipemnof other beneficial programs.

There is a list of qualifying labels at the RecaygliCenter which includes all Campbell’s soup labels
including Hearty Soup and Chunky Soup, most Frakroerican products, Swanson Soups, Prego and Pace
products.

Important Recycling Information

If you have questions about any aspect of recycMigRIT recommends asking at the recycling center.
There other good sources of information. One soigrcéove A Clean San Diego and their recycling lime at
1-877-R-1-EARTH. Another source is on the Interatatww.earth911.org

The recycling center does take cell phones. Weadsept batteries for electronic devices and
flashlights. We do not take automotive batteries.




