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NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

 
PROJECT TITLE:  Equestrian Facilities Project  

 
Cuyamaca Rancho State Park 

 San Diego, CA 
 
The California Department of Parks and Recreation (CDPR), as Lead Agency under the 
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, is considering the preparation 
of an environmental document (Environmental Impact Report) for the project identified 
above.  A brief project description and list of anticipated environmental effects to be 
considered in the environmental analysis are contained in this Notice of Preparation 
(NOP). Interested persons, organizations, and agencies are encouraged to comment on 
the scope and content of the information to be included and analyzed in the CEQA 
analysis.  Agencies should comment on the elements of the environmental information 
that are relevant to their statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed 
project. Please send your written response to Karen Miner, CDPR Project Manager, at 
the address shown below. Responses should include your name or the name of a 
contact person at your agency or organization, and mailing address.  Please send your 
response at the earliest possible date, but no later than July 11, 2007. 
 
Two previous NOPs were issued for the Cuyamaca Rancho State Park, Los Caballos 
Equestrian Campground Project. These NOPs addressed the replacement of Los 
Caballos Equestrian Campground.  This NOP is for an entirely new project which will 
establish new equestrian facilities near the community of Descanso in the southern 
portion of the park including a campground, day-use amenities, and staging area.  
Additionally, the project proposes to construct permanent day-use equestrian staging 
near Paso Picacho and establish connecting trails to these facilities where needed.  
 
For those interested, an informational public meeting, pursuant to Public Resource 
Code 21083.9, will be held on June 12, 2007 at Descanso Town Hall, located at 24536 
Viejas Grade in Descanso.  The meeting will be held in a continuous, open forum format 
and the public may attend anytime from 5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 
 
All documents pertinent to this project are located at CDPR’s Southern Service Center 
(see following address).  The NOP and site map are available on the following websites:  



http://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=983 
http://www.parks.ca.gov/default.asp?page_id=24063 

 
 
 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION CONTACT PERSON: 
Karen Miner, Project Manager 
Southern Service Center, California Department of Parks and Recreation, 
8885 Rio San Diego, Suite 270, San Diego, California 92108 
Fax (619) 220-5400 
E-mail:  enviro@parks.ca.gov 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  The proposed project would create new equestrian facilities 
near the community of Descanso in the southern portion of the park including a 
campground, day-use amenities, and staging area within Cuyamaca Rancho State 
Park. The proposed campground project will include approximately 20 individual 
campsites (including a host site), comfort station, horse corrals, round pens, arena, 
shade ramadas, picnic areas, hitching rails, landscape and shade tree plantings, day-
use equestrian staging, and associated amenities, utilities, and infrastructure.  The 
proposed project would also create a day-use staging area near Paso Picacho, 
including space for approximately 8 truck and trailer rigs with pull-through parking and 
amenities.  Some trees may need to be removed or thinned.  New trails and/or trail 
connections to existing trails, including the California Riding and Hiking Trail, will be 
developed as part of the project.  Depending on site conditions, restrooms would be on 
septic and/or a contained vault system, and access to water and power may need to be 
developed as part of the project. 
 
PROJECT LOCATION:  The proposed project is located in San Diego County within 
Cuyamaca Rancho State Park, and involves two separate project sites. (see attached 
project location map): 
 
The two sites are: 
 
Merigan Ranch Area – Equestrian Campground, Day-use Facilities and Trailhead 
Staging, a former agricultural site located adjacent to the unincorporated community of 
Descanso, at the southern end of Cuyamaca Rancho State Park.  Access would be 
made from Viejas Blvd. off Highway 79.  
 
Paso Picacho vicinity – Equestrian Staging, located on the east side of Hwy 79 across 
from the existing Paso Picacho use area, along the Cold Stream Trail. 
 
 
POSSIBLE EFFECTS AND MITIGATIONS:  In compliance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 
15071 and 15126, and based on the existing resources and anticipated uses of the 
proposed facilities, potential environmental effects that will be addressed in the CEQA 
analysis include, but may not be limited to: biological resources (including sensitive 
species and wetlands), cultural resources (including archeological sites, historical 
resources, and traditional cultural properties), visual resources (aesthetics), air quality, 
noise, soils, hydrology, water quality, land use, utilities, traffic and recreation.  
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Avoidance conditions and mitigation measures will be developed to avoid or reduce 
potentially significant environmental effects.  
 
Possible environmental effects that may be addressed at each of the sites are as 
follows: 
 
Merigan Ranch 
Cultural resources, land use, sensitive plants, visual resources (aesthetics), air quality, 
noise, soils, hydrology, water quality, utilities, recreation, and traffic 
 
Paso Picacho  
Cultural resources, land use, visual resources (aesthetics), sensitive plants, soils, 
hydrology, utilities, traffic, and recreation 
 
 
INTENDED USE OF THE CEQA DOCUMENT: The CDPR intends to use the CEQA 
document for consideration of the environmental effects and mitigation measures when 
reviewing the proposed project for approval.  The EIR will serve as CDPR’s CEQA 
compliance document, as well as serve responsible agencies in the future for any 
subsequent discretionary actions under their jurisdiction required for implementation of 
the project.   
 
Attachments: Project Location Map 
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CALIFORNIA STATE PARKS
SOUTHERN SERVICE CENTER
8885 Rio San Diego Drive, Suite 270
San Diego, CA 92108
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
 
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers, except "No Impact", that are adequately supported by the information 

sources cited.  A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact 
does not apply to the project being evaluated  (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone).  A "No Impact" answer 
should be explained where it is based on general or project-specific factors (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive 
receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

 
2. All answers must consider the whole of the project-related effects, both direct and indirect, including off-site, 

cumulative, construction, and operational impacts. 
 
3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, the checklist answers must indicate 

whether that impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant.  "Potentially 
Significant Impact" is appropriate when there is sufficient evidence that a substantial or potentially substantial adverse 
change may occur in any of the physical conditions within the area affected by the project that cannot be mitigated below 
a level of significance.  If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries, an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) is required. 

 
4. A "Mitigated Negative Declaration" (Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated) applies 

where the incorporation of mitigation measures, prior to declaration of project approval, has reduced an effect from 
"Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation."  The lead agency must describe the 
mitigation measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level. 

 
5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been 

adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR (including a General Plan) or Negative Declaration [CCR, Guidelines for the 
Implementation of CEQA, § 15063(c)(3)(D)].  References to an earlier analysis should: 

 
a) Identify the earlier analysis and state where it is available for review. 
 
b) Indicate which effects from the environmental checklist were adequately analyzed in the earlier document, pursuant 

to applicable legal standards, and whether these effects were adequately addressed by mitigation measures included 
in that analysis. 

 
c) Describe the mitigation measures in this document that were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and 

indicate to what extent they address site-specific conditions for this project. 
 

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate references to information sources for potential impacts into the checklist or 
appendix (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances, biological assessments).  Reference to a previously prepared or outside 
document should include an indication of the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

 
7. Explanation(s) of each issue should identify: 
 
 a) the criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate the significance of the impact addressed by each question and 
 
 b) the mitigation measures, if any, prescribed to reduce the impact below the level of significance. 
 

 



ENVIRONMENTAL (INITIAL STUDY) CHECKLIST 
 
I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
Project Title:  Cuyamaca Rancho State Park Equestrian Facilities Project Project ID#  13360 
 PCA# 10600 
 
Contact Person:  Brina Carey Telephone:  (619) 220-5300 
Location:   Cuyamaca Rancho State Park in San Diego County 
Checklist Date: 5/11/07 
 
Project Description: The proposed project would provide a new equestrian family and group campground with day-use 
facilities and overnight parking in the southern portion of Cuyamaca Rancho State Park.  The proposed project would also 
provide permanent equestrian staging facilities located across State Route 79 from the Paso Picacho family campground.  
 
 
II. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 
            LESS THAN 
 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT   LESS THAN 
  SIGNIFICANT         WITH SIGNIFICANT       NO 
        IMPACT  MITIGATION      IMPACT  IMPACT
1. AESTHETICS.  

ISSUES  

 Would the project: 

 a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     

 b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including,      
   but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 
   historic buildings within a state scenic highway?  

 c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character      
   or quality of the site and its surroundings? 

 d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare    
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views  

   in the area? 
 
COMMENTS 

a-c) The Merigan campground portion of the project is located within the unincorporated town of Descanso.  The site is 
currently an open field along the roadside of Viejas Blvd. and is visible from businesses and residences in the area, as well as 
the neighboring school.  Converting the site will affect the viewshed, during and post construction.  Restrooms, shade 
ramadas, storage facilities, roads, corrals, round pens, arenas, manure bins, high lines and other ammenities will need to be 
constructed to accommodate park visitors.  This will permanently affect the open nature of the field and views across it. 
Many residences currently have equestrian facilities on their property which are also visible from the road and school.  The 
viewshed from the road may change due to an increase in trees and other vegetation planted as landscape.  Viejas Blvd. has 
been classified as a third priority scenic route in the Scenic Highway Element of the San Diego County General Plan.  The 
potential for significant impacts to scenic vistas, the visual character, and nighttime views of the area as a result of 
implementing the project will be evaluated in the EIR.  The equestrian staging portion of the project will require the removal 
of trees in order to widen State Route 79 for a deceleration lane, this will require a permit from Caltrans.  Some trees may 
need to be removed to create room for parking.   This project may degrade the scenic view from the highway.  State Route 79 
has been classified as a first priority scenic route in the San Diego County General Plan. 
 
d) Security and other lighting will be put in near the restrooms, pathways, and other facilities. Vehicles entering or departing 
the park at night will also create a new source of light. An additional description will be available in the EIR.   
 
PROPOSED MITIGATION 
  
The project should incorporate a visual buffer around the campground, which may include native trees and shrubs, earthen 
berms, boulders, and rustic style ranch fencing, among other items.   
 



    LESS THAN 
 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT   LESS THAN 
  SIGNIFICANT         WITH SIGNIFICANT       NO 
        IMPACT  MITIGATION      IMPACT  IMPACT 
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2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES. 

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to 
the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997), prepared by the California Department 
of Conservation as an optional model for use in assessing impacts on agricultural and farmland.  Would the project: 

 
ISSUES 
 
 a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or      
  Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as  
  shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland  
  Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California 
  Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

 b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or      
  a Williamson Act contract? 

 c) Involve other changes in the existing environment      
  which, due to their location or nature, could result in  
  conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use? 
 
COMMENTS: 

a-c) The property was farmed formerly but now is in park ownership and not actively farmed.  The proposed Merigan 
campground will utilize the former agricultural fields and landscape trees will be planted.  This action would alter the site and 
make it unsuitable for farming, but the property is currently fallow and will remain in park use regardless of whether or not 
the project is approved.  It would change from a passive park use to an actively used and developed park area with little or no 
effect on existing agricultural resources and production.  However, the campground site is Farmland of Local Importance and 
would be removed from the rapidly diminishing agricultural land available in San Diego County.  
 
PROPOSED MITIGATION  
 
No mitigation is proposed    
 
3. AIR QUALITY.   
 
ISSUES 

 
Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution control 
district may be relied on to make the following determinations. Would the project: 
 

 a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the      
  applicable air quality plan or regulation? 

 b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute      
  substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
   violation? 

 c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase      
  of any criteria pollutant for which the project region  
  is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or  
  state ambient air quality standard (including releasing  
  emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for  
  ozone precursors)? 

 d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant      
  concentrations (e.g., children, the elderly, individuals  
  with compromised respiratory or immune systems)? 



    LESS THAN 
 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT   LESS THAN 
  SIGNIFICANT         WITH SIGNIFICANT       NO 
        IMPACT  MITIGATION      IMPACT  IMPACT 
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 e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial      
  number of people?  
 
COMMENTS: 

a) The project will increase vehicle trips and barbeque/wood fires and their associated air pollution but the amount is 
insignificant when compared to the vehicle trips and daily combustable use within in the San Diego Air Basin. 
 
b-d)  The Merigan campground location, in particular, is sandy and substantial dust (PM10 and PM 2.5) may be raised during 
construction and operational activities.  Water trucks or sprinklers may be necessary to keep the dust down during 
construction and prior to daily equestrian activities at the campground. 
 
e)  The presence of an equestrian campground has the potential for objectionable odors due to large numbers of horses being 
present and the smell of their waste.  The site will be self-contained but some odors may drift to neighboring properties.  The 
potential impact is somewhat lessened by the pre-existing presence of horses and livestock on nearby properties.  
 
PROPOSED MITIGATION  
 
Both during project operations and project construction, specific guidelines for dust control will be implemented to prevent, 
or reduce below significance, the spread of contaminant dust both on and off the site.  Additional mitigation may be proposed 
prior to the approval of the project subject to the planning and public review process. 
 
 
4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.   

ISSUES 

 Would the project: 

 a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or      
  through habitat modification, on any species  
  identified as a sensitive, candidate, or special status  
  species in local or regional plans, policies, or  
  regulations, or by the California Department of 
  Fish and Game or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

 b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian      
  habitat or other sensitive natural community identified  
  in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or  
  by the California Department of Fish and Game or  
  the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

 c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally      
  protected wetlands, as defined by §404 of the Clean  
  Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,  
  vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,  
  filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? 

 d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any      
  native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species  
  or with established native resident or migratory  
  wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native  
  wildlife nursery sites? 

 e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances      
  protecting biological resources, such as a tree  
  preservation policy or ordinance? 



    LESS THAN 
 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT   LESS THAN 
  SIGNIFICANT         WITH SIGNIFICANT       NO 
        IMPACT  MITIGATION      IMPACT  IMPACT 
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 f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat      
  Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation  
  Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state  
  habitat conservation plan? 
 
COMMENTS: 

Several sensitive species of flora and fauna are known to occur within Cuyamaca Rancho State Park and could potentially be 
impacted by the project.  Surveys are in progress to determine the full extent and significance of the impacts to sensitive 
species, habitat, and wetlands and will be detailed in the EIR. It is the intention of the California Department of Parks and 
Recreation (CDPR) to mitigate the adverse effects on these resources to the fullest extent feasible.  
 
a) There are several species in the park which are either state or federally listed.  Surveys are being conducted to determine 
whether these species occur within the project boundaries.  
 
b) The Sweetwater River and Descanso Creek are in the vicinity of the Merigan campground project and the equestrian 
staging area is located near Cold Stream.  Appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be put into place to avoid 
unnecessary damage or disturbance to these project sites. 
 
c) Surveys are being conducted to determine the potential for wetland areas to exist within the proposed area. Based on recent 
surveys, the likelihood for wetland areas to exist is unlikely.  Additional information will be included in the EIR. 
 
d) The project may interfere with movement of native species.  The Merigan campground site is potential habitat for Arroyo 
toad dispersal; however there is no breeding habitat at this site.  Further studies will be conducted to determine this and 
potential impacts and mitigation will be discussed in the EIR.   
 
e-f)  The proposed project will not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.  San Diego 
County is in the process of preparing a Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) Plan for the East County, which 
would include the areas of Descanso and Cuyamaca.  The MSCP Plan has not yet been finalized or adopted.  The County 
does not have authority over lands owned by the State of California, however, CDPR can participate in the MSCP Plan on a 
voluntary basis.  
  
PROPOSED MITIGATION  
 
Potentially significant resources will be avoided wherever possible through sensitive design and construction; impacts to 
resources that cannot be avoided, will be mitigated.  The design and proposed mitigation will be detailed in the EIR. 
 

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES.   

ISSUES 

 Would the project: 

 a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance      
  of a historical resource, as defined in §15064.5? 

 b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance      
  of an archaeological resource, pursuant to§15064.5? 

 c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred      
  outside of formal cemeteries?  

 d) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique      
  paleontological resource or site, or unique geologic 
   feature? 
 



    LESS THAN 
 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT   LESS THAN 
  SIGNIFICANT         WITH SIGNIFICANT       NO 
        IMPACT  MITIGATION      IMPACT  IMPACT 
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COMMENTS: 

Cuyamaca Rancho State Park is rich in historical and archaeological resources.  Surveys will be conducted to identify cultural 
features and determine the significance of impacts to these sites.  
 
a)  There are some culturally significant features in the vicinity of the project areas.  These features will not likely be 
impacted by the proposed projects. 
 
b-c) There is a large number of known archaeological resources within the park and cultural resource specialists will examine 
the project sites to conclude whether there are any unknown sites.  With the implementation of grading for facilities, there is a 
slight chance of disturbing unknown buried resources.  The Merigan site has been previously disturbed due it its use as an 
agricultural field.  Additionally, some project locations are close to known archaeological sites and sacred sites.  Design 
avoidance and mitigation will be detailed in the EIR.   
 
d) Due to limited anticipated grading, primarily in recent sedimentary soils, it is not expected that there would be significant 
adverse effects to paleontological resources.   
 
PROPOSED MITIGATION 
 
CDPR will avoid known cultural features and ,should an unknown underground resource be discovered, work will shift from 
that area until a qualified cultural resource specialist can evaluate the discovery.  Additional mitigation and avoidance 
measures will be developed and incorporated in the EIR. 
 

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. 

ISSUES   

 Would the project: 

 a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial  
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury,  
or death involving:  

  i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as      
   delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo  
   Earthquake Fault Zoning Map, issued by the 
   State Geologist for the area, or based on other  
   substantial evidence of a known fault?   
   (Refer to Division of Mines and Geology  
   Special Publication 42.) 

  ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     

  iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including      
   liquefaction?   

  iv) Landslides?     

 b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of      
  topsoil?   

 c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable,      
  or that would become unstable, as a result of the  
  project and potentially result in on- or off-site 
  landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,  
  liquefaction, or collapse? 

 d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in      
  Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1997),  
  creating substantial risks to life or property? 



    LESS THAN 
 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT   LESS THAN 
  SIGNIFICANT         WITH SIGNIFICANT       NO 
        IMPACT  MITIGATION      IMPACT  IMPACT 
 
 

 7

 e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use      
  of septic tanks or alternative waste disposal systems,  
  where sewers are not available for the disposal of  
  waste water? 
 
 f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique      
  paleontological resource or site, or unique geologic 
   feature? 
 
COMMENTS: 

a) The project is located in Southern California, an area known for seismic activity.  It is not anticipated that construction of 
the projects would expose people or property to a high risk of danger due to seismic activity, although the risk of a landslide 
in the event of a catastrophic seismic event cannot be completely eliminated.  The project will require some grading and 
landform changes but the risk of substantial adverse effects will be eliminated through proper engineering and site design.  
The sites to be graded are mostly flat, however during construction and until revegetated slopes mature, the project will have 
greater risk of soil erosion and landslides.  The use of appropriate BMPs to support these areas will be proposed in the EIR.   
 
b) The park generally has highly erodable surface soils.  Soil surveys will be conducted before the development of the new 
facilities.  High levels of visitor and equine use may increase loss of topsoil.    
 
c-d)The soil at the Merigan campground site is sandy and will need to be compacted prior to construction.    
 
e) A septic system that operates to Regional Water Quality Control Board standards will be utilized. 
 
f)  It is not expected that there would be significant adverse effects to paleontological resources due to the soil horizon that 
would be disturbed by grading.  An evaluation will be made as part of the EIR.  
 
PROPOSED MITIGATION
 
The use of appropriate BMPs to support areas with a risk of soil erosion or landslides will be proposed in the EIR. 
 
7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.  

ISSUES  

 Would the project: 

 a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the      
  environment through the routine transport, use, or  
  disposal of hazardous materials? 

 b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the      
  environment through reasonably foreseeable upset  
  and/or accident conditions involving the release of  
  hazardous materials, substances, or waste into the 
  environment? 

 c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or      
  acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste  
  within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed  
  school? 

 d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of      
  hazardous materials sites, compiled pursuant to  
  Government Code §65962.5, and, as a result, create  
  a significant hazard to the public or environment? 



    LESS THAN 
 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT   LESS THAN 
  SIGNIFICANT         WITH SIGNIFICANT       NO 
        IMPACT  MITIGATION      IMPACT  IMPACT 
 
 

 8

 e) Be located within an airport land use plan or, where      
  such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles  
  of a public airport or public use airport?  If so, would  
  the project result in a safety hazard for people 
  residing or working in the project area? 

 f) Be located in the vicinity of a private airstrip?  If so,      
  would the project result in a safety hazard for people  
  residing or working in the project area? 

 g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with      
  an adopted emergency response plan or emergency  
  evacuation plan? 

 h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,      
  injury, or death from wildland fires, including areas  
  where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or  
  where residences are intermixed with wildlands? 
 
COMMENTS: 

a-b) The transport of hazardous materials is not anticipated for this project. 
 
c) The proposed Merigan campground site is in close proximity to a school and residences.  During the construction phase 
there may be emissions from construction equipment.  Dust may be raised during construction and operational activities and 
as a result of daily equestrian activities.   
 
d) The project sites are not hazardous materials sites. 
 
e-f) The proposed project sites are not located in the vicinity of airports or private airstrips.  
 
g) During an emergency evacuation, traffic may increase due to high visitation at the campground or equestrian staging areas. 
 
h) The park is prone to wildfires and an increase of visitors could increase the fire hazard.     

 
PROPOSED MITIGATION 
 
A hose or sprinkler system will need to be implemented to minimze dust level in the campground.  Park rangers will evacuate 
the park or limit campfire activities during times of high risk from wildfires.  
 

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. 

ISSUES   

 Would the project: 

 a) Violate any water quality standards or waste      
  discharge requirements? 

 b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or      
  interfere substantially with groundwater recharge,  
  such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
  volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table  
  level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby  
  wells would drop to a level that would not support  
  existing land uses or planned uses for which permits  
  have been granted)? 



    LESS THAN 
 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT   LESS THAN 
  SIGNIFICANT         WITH SIGNIFICANT       NO 
        IMPACT  MITIGATION      IMPACT  IMPACT 
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 c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of      
  the site or area, including through alteration of the  
  course of a stream or river, in a manner which  
  would result in substantial on- or off-site erosion  
  or siltation? 

 d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the      
  site or area, including through alteration of the  
  course of a stream or river, or substantially increase  
  the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which  
  would result in on- or off-site flooding? 

 e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed      
  the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage  
  systems or provide substantial additional sources of  
  polluted runoff? 

 f) Substantially degrade water quality?     

 g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area,      
  as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or  
  Flood Insurance Rate Map, or other flood hazard  
  delineation map? 

 h) Place structures that would impede or redirect flood      
  flows within a 100-year flood hazard area? 

 i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,      
  injury, or death from flooding, including flooding  
  resulting from the failure of a levee or dam? 

 j) Result in inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     
 
COMMENTS: 

There are rivers, streams, and wells in the vicinity of the project sites, as well as seasonally wet meadows.  The project will 
not construct facilities in such a way as to cause substantial environmental damage. 
 
a) A Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will be required for this project to identify potential sources of 
pollution and practices to reduce waste discharge.  
 
b) While the project will result in increased use of water comsumption, an impact to groundwater supplies is not anticipated. 
 
c-d) Grading will be minor and not substantially alter drainage patterns.  If trails are constructed to incorporate creek or 
stream crossings there may be impacts.  Additional information, design measures, and mitigation will be further identified in 
the EIR.   
 
e-f) Use of the equestrian facilities will result in higher than normal levels of water consumption, well impacts, deposit of 
animal waste, and may increase runoff into streams and creeks.  An increase in impervious and compacted soils may result in 
higher levels of runoff. 
 
g-i) The project will not be within a 100-year flood hazard area or expose people or structures to risk as a result of flooding. 
 
j) Due to its location, the project is not likely to result in inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. 
 
PROPOSED MITIGATION
 
A hydrology and water quality study is being completed and the results will be included as part of the EIR.  The project will 
require a SWPPP and conformance with accepted BMPs for water quality and stormwater runoff.  BMP's will be 



    LESS THAN 
 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT   LESS THAN 
  SIGNIFICANT         WITH SIGNIFICANT       NO 
        IMPACT  MITIGATION      IMPACT  IMPACT 
 
 

 10

incorporated in the design of facilities.  Manure will be cleaned up regularly and managed on site or removed to appropriate 
disposal locations.  The EIR will contain additional design and evaluation of potential water quality issues.   
 
9. LAND USE AND PLANNING.   

ISSUES 

 Would the project: 

 a) Physically divide an established community?     

 b) Conflict with the applicable land use plan, policy,      
  or regulation of any agency with jurisdiction over  
  the project (including, but not limited to, a general  
  plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning  
  ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or  
  mitigating an environmental effect? 

 c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation      
  plan or natural community conservation plan? 
 
COMMENTS: 

a) The Merigan campground portion of the proposed project is located within a portion of the Park that extends into the 
County of San Diego unincorporated community of Descanso.  It is also located adjacent to a school and across from several 
equestrian related businesses.  Many of the residents in this section of Descanso keep horses and livestock on their property 
but some rural homes are without livestock. The introduction of the campground and its users will create a change in this 
portion of Descanso with increased activity, noise, traffic, and lights.  This change may serve as a beneficial focal point for 
some members of the community, primarily those that would seek to utilize the amenities at the campground, but may serve 
to alienate other residents. 
 
b) The proposed project is consistent with the Cuyamaca Rancho State Park General Plan.  Access to the road by the 
campground, however, is under the jurisdiction of the County of San Diego, as are the neighboring school and privately 
owned properties.  CDPR is not aware of any conflicts with local zoning and will coordinate with the County of San Diego in 
the implementation of this project.  CDPR will also coordinate with school officials to reduce or eliminate potential traffic 
and noise impacts to the school from construction or operation of the campground. 
 
c)  CDPR will coordinate, during the course of this project, with all appropriate resource agencies and the County of San 
Diego to ensure that the project is in conformance with any applicable planning efforts.   

 
PROPOSED MITIGATION 
 
CDPR will hold at least one public meeting in the community of Descanso to involve the public in the planning process for 
the campground and other equestrian facilities.  Additionally, CDPR will coordinate with all appropriate  resource agencies 
and the County of San Diego to ensure that the project is in conformance with any applicable planning efforts.  Additional 
mitigation may be proposed or implemented during the planning and public review process prior to project approval. 
 
10. MINERAL RESOURCES.  

ISSUES  

 Would the project: 

 a) Result in the loss of availability of a known     
  mineral resource that is or would be of value to  
  the region and the residents of the state? 
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 b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally      
  important mineral resource recovery site  
  delineated on a local general plan, specific plan,  
  or other land use plan? 
 
COMMENTS: 

a-b) The site contains sandy soil but no other known resources.  The site is currently owned by CDPR and would not be 
subject to mining for mineral resources.  

 
PROPOSED MITIGATION 
 
None proposed 
 
11. NOISE. 

ISSUES   

 Would the project: 

 a) Generate or expose people to noise levels in excess      
  of standards established in a local general plan or  
  noise ordinance, or in other applicable local, state,  
  or federal standards? 

 b) Generate or expose people to excessive groundborne      
  vibrations or groundborne noise levels? 

 c) Create a substantial permanent increase in ambient      
  noise levels in the vicinity of the project (above  
  levels without the project)? 

 d) Create a substantial temporary or periodic increase      
  in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project,  
  in excess of noise levels existing without the 
  project? 

 e) Be located within an airport land use plan or, where      
  such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles  
  of a public airport or public use airport?  If so,  
  would the project expose people residing or working 
  in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

 f) Be in the vicinity of a private airstrip?  If so, would the      
  project expose people residing or working in the  
  project area to excessive noise levels? 
 
COMMENTS: 

a-b) Primarily during construction, the project would increase noise levels from equipment and tools used for construction.  
There are sensitive receptors located immediately adjacent to the campground site and both day-use sites.  A school and 
homes are located next to the campground site and the southern day-use site.  The Paso Picacho campground and park 
employee facilities are located near the northern day-use site. Additionally, if large trucks are required to bring equipment to 
the site, there would be an increase in noise along the sites' access roads.  It is anticipated that construction near these 
sensitive receptors could be limited to after 7 AM and before 7 PM 
 
c-d) The proposed project will create both a permanent and temporary increases in the ambient noise levels.  These noises 
will include the ingress and egress of vehicles to the facilities, the loading and unloading of horses and other livestock, and 
converstions between people at each location.  Special events could increase these levels on a temporary basis and are subject 
to CDPR approval. 
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e-f)  there is no airstrip near the project sites. 
 

 
PROPOSED MITIGATION 
 
 It is anticipated that work near sensitive noise receptors would be limited to after 7 AM and before 7 PM. 

 
12. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

ISSUES  

 Would the project: 

 a) Induce substantial population growth in an     
  area, either directly (for example, by  
  proposing new homes and businesses) or  
  indirectly (for example, through extension  
  of roads or other infrastructure)? 
 
 b) Displace substantial numbers of existing     
  housing, necessitating the construction of  
  replacement housing elsewhere? 
 
 c) Displace substantial numbers of people,     
  necessitating the construction of replacement  
  housing elsewhere? 
 
COMMENTS: 

The project is located fully within the park property and no home would be displaced or built. 
 

PROPOSED MITIGATION 
 
N/A 
 
13. PUBLIC SERVICES. 

ISSUES   

 Would the project: 

 a) Result in significant environmental impacts from      
  construction associated with the provision of new  
  or physically altered governmental facilities, or the  
  need for new or physically altered governmental  
  facilities, to maintain acceptable service ratios,  
  response times, or other performance objectives  
  for any of the public services:  

   Fire protection?     

   Police protection?     

   Schools?     

   CDPR?     

   Other public facilities?     
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COMMENTS: 

The project is a government (park) project and would require additional staff and other long-term financial commitments for 
maintenance and operations.  The cost would be partially offset by camping fees or other use fees.  Park rangers supply law 
enforcement and The California Department of Forestry (CDF) provides fire protection to park users.  Assistance could be 
required from agencies such as CDF or local law enforcement.  The campground and southern day-use will be adjacent to a 
school but should not require additional service from the school except for the potential children of one or two new 
employees needed for park operations.  The potential for activities at the campground to disrupt school activities exists due to 
the new source of noise and human activity.  There should be a visual and noise buffer between the campground and school.  
A nominal amount of new public services such as trash, water, and electricity will be required for the campground and 
southern day-use area. 

 
PROPOSED MITIGATION 
 
The project design should incorporate a visual and noise buffer or berm between the proposed campground and the school.  
 
14. RECREATION. 

ISSUES   

 Would the project: 

 a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and      
  regional CDPR or other recreational facilities,  
  such that substantial physical deterioration of 
  the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

 b) Include recreational facilities or require the      
  construction or expansion of recreational  
  facilities that might have an adverse physical  
  effect on the environment? 
 
COMMENTS: 

a-b) Implementation of the project will improve the equestrian recreational experience.  The project could lessen impacts to 
other existing equestrian facilities in the region.  The project may affect existing recreational use patterns by proposing to 
create new facilities at a new location within the park and improve existing facilities focused on one user group at the park.  
There may be concerns from non-equestrian user groups because the proposed facilities are equestrian focused.  There is 
potential, however, for the community to utilize the facilities at the proposed Merigan campground site for non-equestrian 
activities.  Proximity to Interstate 8 and the town of Descanso will allow for the campground facilities to be accessed with 
ease, therefore park visitation may increase.  The project may also result in increased visitation to the adjacent community 
park thereby accelerating deterioration.    

 
PROPOSED MITIGATION 
 
During times of heavy use or special events, increased staffing may be required. 
 

  
15. TRANSPORATION/TRAFFIC 

ISSUES   

 Would the project: 

 a) Cause a substantial increase in traffic, in relation      
  to existing traffic and the capacity of the street  
  system (i.e., a substantial increase in either the  
  number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity 
   ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?  
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 b) Exceed, individually or cumulatively, the  level of      
  service standards established by the county  
  congestion management agency for designated  
  roads or highways? 

 c) Cause a change in air traffic patterns, including      
  either an increase in traffic levels or a change in  
  location, that results in substantial safety risks? 

 d) Contain a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or a      
  dangerous intersection) or incompatible uses  
  (e.g., farm equipment) that would substantially  
  increase hazards? 

 e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

 f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?  

 g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs      
  supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus  
  turnouts, bicycle racks)? 
 
COMMENTS: 

a-e) The project will increase vehicle miles traveled in a nominal amount when compared to the traffic volumes in the region 
and on the nearby roadways.  The project will, however, increase the types of large vehicles towing horse trailers in the 
immediate area of the campground and southern day-use area.  These vehicles are slow moving and can cause increased  
traffic queues, especially on weekends and holidays or during special events.  A mitigating factor is that the Merigan 
campground is not far from Interstate 8.  
 
f)The existing day-use parking for equestrian staging is inadequate in both the northern and southern portions of the Park and 
the project should improve parking.  A new driveway will provide better access into the southern day-use area.  The northern 
day-use area will be constructed to Caltrans' requirements to allow safe ingress and egress onto State Highway 79.   
 
g) The project does not provide for alternative transportation such as bicycle racks or bus turnouts since it is an equestrian 
facility - however, trail connections to the local community could allow for walking or equestrian access to the campground 
facility. 
 
PROPOSED MITIGATION
 
During construction and special events, traffic control may be required. 
 

 
16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.  

ISSUES  

 Would the project: 

 a) Exceed wastewater treatment restrictions or      
  standards of the applicable Regional Water  
  Quality Control Board? 

 b) Require or result in the construction of new water      
  or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of  
  existing facilities? 

    Would the construction of these facilities cause      
  significant environmental effects? 
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 c) Require or result in the construction of new storm      
  water drainage facilities or expansion of existing  
  facilities?   

  Would the construction of these facilities cause      
  significant environmental effects? 

 d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve      
  the project from existing entitlements and resources  
  or are new or expanded entitlements needed?  

 e) Result in a determination, by the wastewater treatment      
  provider that serves or may serve the project, that it  
  has adequate capacity to service the project’s  
  anticipated demand, in addition to the provider’s  
  existing commitments? 

 f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted      
  capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste  
  disposal needs? 

 g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and      
  regulations as they relate to solid waste? 
 
COMMENTS: 

To facilitate the project, permanent infrastructure will need to be installed.  A septic system and new utility connections 
would be installed at the Merigan campground.  Septic systems will comply with the standards appropriate for the area.  An 
RV waste station dump site will be provided as well as water and electrical hookups for RVs.  Storm water or drainage 
facilities would be constructed as part of the project.  A watering system will need to be implemented to reduce dust impacts 
at the campground.  Trash and manure will be collected frequently.  Manure may be composted to avoid impacts to the local 
landfill.  Additional information, design measures, and mitigation will be further identified in the EIR.   

 
PROPOSED MITIGATION 
 
Avoidance or relocation of any existing utility easements may be required.  Additional information, design measures, and 
mitigation will be further identified in the EIR.    
 
 
III. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.   
 Would the project: 
 a) Does the project have the potential to degrade      
  the quality of the environment, substantially reduce  
  the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish  
  or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining  
  levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,  
  reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or  
  endangered plant or animal?  
 b) Have the potential to eliminate important examples      
  of the major periods of California history or  
  prehistory? 
 c) Have impacts that are individually limited, but       
  cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively  
  considerable” means the incremental effects of a  
  project are considerable when viewed in connection  
  with the effects of past projects, other current projects,  
  and probably future projects?) 
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 d) Have environmental effects that will cause      
  substantial adverse effects on humans, either directly  
  or indirectly? 
 
COMMENTS: 

a-b)  The proposed project sites are in areas which have sensitive cultural and natural resources.  California Department of 
Parks and Recreation (CDPR) will survey these areas and avoid areas known to have significant or sensitive resources. The 
full extent and significance of impacts to cultural resources, sensitive species, habitat, and wetlands will be detailed in the 
EIR. It is the intention of CDPR to mitigate any adverse effects to these resources to the fullest extent feasible. 
 
c) The proposed projects will have cumulative impacts on Cuyamaca Rancho State Park as well as on the towns and residents 
nearby.  The Merigan campground site and the equestrian staging area will allow for a greater capacity of park visitors to 
utilize the park and may ultimately result in impacts such as increased use of park-wide trail connections and a rise in traffic, 
which would include big rigs, rv's, and trailers. Aside from the proposed Equestrian Facilities projects, there are also other 
projects being developed or proposed for development within and surrounding the park.  These include Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) projects from the 2003 Cedar Fire, Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) improvements and 
upgrades, trail connections, and projects being developed in neighboring towns.  An increase in facilities and trails would 
intensify visitation at other locations within the park as well as surrounding towns and businesses. 
 
d) The proposed Equestrian Facilites projects may result in some impacts to humans, especially in the neighboring town of 
Descanso.  The proposed Merigan campground site is in the vicinity of a school, businesses, and residences.  There will be 
high levels of visitation and recreational use at this site and as a result of this there may be more noise, an increase in water 
and utility usage, a decrease in air and water quality, and aesthetic impacts, among other things.  However, the project is not 
considered to have substantial adverse impacts to humans.  A further assesment of these impacts will be detailed in the EIR. 
     
 

 
IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION 
 

On the basis of the Initial Study,  
 

  I find that the proposed project could not have an adverse effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE  DECLARATION will be prepared. 
 

  I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect because the 
mitigation measures described in the attached Mitigation appendix will be required. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 
  I find the proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 
PREPARER:   Brina Carey  
 
TITLE:   Park and Recreation Specialist DATE:   5/11/07 
 























































Comments and Concerns on the CRSP Equestrian Facility 
Jo Ellen Hucker [joellen@aabol.com] 
To:  Environmental Review 
Cc:   
July 8, 2007 
  
Karen Miner, Project Manager 
Southern Service Center, California Department of Parks and Recreation 
8885 Rio San Diego, Suite 270 
San Diego, CA 92108 
  
To Whom It May Concern: 
On June 21, 2007, the Descanso Planning Group (DPG) reviewed the Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) and the attached CEQA document for Project Title:  Equestrian 
Facilities Project, Cuyamaca State Park.   
Understanding two NOP’s were issued for two different project sites; the DPG would like 
to be clear that the responses contained in this statement are limited to the NOP for the 
entirely new project in the Merigan Ranch Area which will establish new equestrian 
facilities in the community of Descanso; immediately adjacent to the Descanso 
Elementary School, on Viejas Blvd. in the southern portion of Cuyamaca State Park. 
The proposed project  at this site in the Merigan Ranch Area would include 
approximately 20 individual campsites, including a host site, comfort station, horse 
corrals, round pens, arenas, shade armadas, picnic areas, hitching rails, landscape and 
shade tree plantings, day-use equestrian staging, and associated amenities, utilities, and 
infrastructure. 
The DPG has the following comments and request they be addressed in the 
Environmental Impact Report: 
  
Aesthetics 
1.  The project will have substantial adverse effects on a scenic vista.  The project is 
visible from the school, library, businesses and several residences in the area.  This 
project will permanently affect the viewshed; the open meadows and the views across it.  
Viejas Blvd has been classified as a third priority scenic route in the Scenic Highway 
Element of the San Diego County General Plan.   
2.  Night skies will be adversely impacted by lighting from the project.  This area is 
currently protected by the Night Skies Ordinance because of its close proximity to the 
Mount Laguna Observatory.  Neighboring residences will be affected by this new source 
of lighting from this project. 
3.  This project will substantially degrade the existing visual character of the site and its 
surroundings. 
4.  The Descanso Elementary School is a historic building.  The project will degrade the 
visual character and quality of the school 
5.  Proposed earthen berms to mitigate the visual effects will create additional visual 
impacts and create more dust and pollutants; especially during the many wind storms and 
dry high pressure systems that happen in this area of the County.  Proposed mitigation 
through landscaping will be difficult.  Trees won’t grow in this area due to the fact this is 
seasonal wetland.  This area is subject to flooding. 



  
  
  
  
  
Air Quality 
1.  This project will result in substantial degradation to the air quality in the area through 
increased daily vehicle trips, dust from the campground, roads, trails, proposed arenas, 
and any unpaved area. 
2.  There will be a significant impact on the surrounding community from odors from the 
large number of horses, horse manure, manure bins, trash bins, restrooms, dump stations 
for RV waste disposal, etc. 
3.  Proposed mitigation for dust through the use of a water truck or sprinkler is highly 
improbable due to the rapid evaporation rate during the summer months. Drought, high 
air temperatures and the constant movement of horses and vehicles will create constant 
dust and airborne pollutants. 
4.  The children and staff of the neighboring school will be exposed to airborne pollutants 
through the daily grinding of manure into the soil by the horses which will then be carried 
by dust and winds into the school grounds. Children are reported to be sensitive receptors 
to these pollutant concentrations 
5.  Insects will be attracted to the area by the odors permeating the air of the surrounding 
area.  This will increase the insect population school grounds and the surrounding 
community.  There will be the potential for a much larger number of horses than already 
exist in the area. This will carry significant impact, from daily exposure to the increased 
numbers of flies, bees, mosquitoes, etc., to the residences and the children and staff at the 
neighboring school. 
  
Biological Resources 
1. This area has increased significance after the 2003 Cedar Fires.  It is one of small 
number of areas that did not burn in Cuyamaca State Park after the fires swept through 
this area.  This area acts as a regenerative area for the surrounding areas that were burned. 
2.  This is a meadow, seasonal wetland and wildlife corridor.  This project will carry 
significant impact to wildlife and their habitat.  
3.  There is a seasonal stream that runs through this meadow.  There is a culvert to 
accommodate the stream located next to the school that runs underground Viejas Blvd.  
and then drains into the Sweetwater River.  The runoff from the horses and other use in 
the area will be draining into the Sweetwater River.  Mitigation for runoff carrying 
pollutants into the Sweetwater River from this project needs to be addressed in the EIR. 
4.  The use of a meadow for the development of this project is inconsistent with the 
Cuyamaca State Park General Plan, despite argument this a “tainted site” due to prior 
agricultural use. 
  
Cultural Resources 
1.  There is archaeological site just north of the meadow.  The site contains mortar rocks, 
dozens of shards of ancient Tizone brownware, and other important findings.  This 
project will cause degrading of soil and increased use of the area.  How will this site be 



protected from grading, usage, etc?  Who will determine the significance of the site?  Has 
this site been reported to the Bureau of Indian Affairs or any other agency or resource 
specialist who will provide oversight, specialized advice or guidance in mitigation, 
avoidance or use denial? 
  
Geology and Soils 
1.  The meadow this project is to be developed on is a seasonal wetland.  This north side 
of this meadow leading back into the Cuyamaca State Park is on a steep grade.  Rainfall 
flows into this bottom land meadow.   
2.  In dry years, high levels of visitor and equine use will increase the loss of topsoil. 
3.  In wet years, high levels of visitor and equine use will cause significant runoff in 
already degraded topsoil to occur. 
4.  The entire project is to be located in the meadow.  Liquefaction of soil will occur 
during wet years and horses, people and vehicles will sink into the marshy, boggy soils.  
No mitigation through construction will alleviate this problem. 
5.  Groundwater is at surface level during the wet season in this meadow.  Consequently, 
this will affect percolation of septic systems in this area. 
6.  Removal of the horse manure in wet, marshy soil becomes improbable, if not 
impossible. 
  
Hazards and Hazardous Material 
1.  This project will cause the release of waste and airborne pathogens into the 
environment through manure being mixed into the soil and released through the dust 
created by the wind, traffic, horses and people using the facility. 
2.  This project is located less than ¼ mile from an existing school.  Transportation and 
Handling of human and animal waste and waste byproducts from this project will occur 
within this area. 
3.  This project has the potential to create an obstruction during an emergency evacuation. 
During an emergency evacuation, traffic may increase due to high visitation at the 
campground and equestrian staging areas.  There is ingress and egress from only one 
driveway at the site.  The site to the east, west and south is surrounded by State, County 
and private property.  The north is access further into the State Park by way of the 
unpaved Merigan Fire Road. 
Sole egress and ingress into the facility is from Viejas Blvd. which is a 2 lane road.  This 
road is the sole evacuation route for a large part of Descanso.  Viejas Blvd is flanked by 2 
bridges.  If either bridge were closed due to fire, it would leave all traffic to funnel 
through one escape route onto Highway 79. 
School buses evacuating the children from the school, emergency response vehicles, and 
trailers carrying livestock, (both from the campground and the residents), residents and 
visitors must all use Viejas Blvd. as an evacuation route.   
Park rangers assisting in evacuation will not mitigate the problem of increased traffic and 
gridlock on this road during high risk of wildfire. 
  
Hydrology and Water Quality 
1.  Percolation may be an issue at this site due to water levels rising to surface level 
during wet years. 



2.  This project would be located approximately ¼ mile from the Descanso Community 
Water District (DCWD).  Currently the DCWD has one well available for usage.  The 
other wells available to the DCWD are not able to be permitted by the State. The DCWD 
serves 312 homes in Descanso.  The school and several private property owners also have 
wells in close proximity to the project.  All are concerned with degradation of water 
quality through nitrate leaching into the groundwater.   
3.  It is unknown whether the project would substantially interfere with groundwater 
recharge, or whether a net deficit in aquifer volume would occur due to construction.  
There will be increased use of water consumption by horses, people, proposed 
landscaping and proposed sprinkler systems.  It is also unknown if the water level would 
drop to a level that would not support pre-existing nearby wells.   
A comprehensive groundwater study must be completed as part of the EIR. 
4. There is a seasonal stream located on this site.  Existing culverts currently aid in 
drainage from this area.  Drainage patterns may be altered due to construction and 
grading. This could cause flooding. 
  
Land Use and Planning 
1.  This project is not in keeping with the rural character of the community. 
In the Central Mountain Community Plan, the goals are 
-Preserve the small-town, rural character of the communities in the subregion and the 
natural ambience of mountains, hills, valleys and public lands. 
-Encourage the protection existing vegetation, wildlife and other natural resources. 
-Discourage high density public and private development. 
This project due to its size and scope are not only incompatible; but are also in violation 
of the community plan.   
 Increased activity, traffic, insects, noise, lighting, and a transient population will all have 
adverse impacts on the school, library, and private property owners and their property 
values.    
2.  It should be noted that the Superintendent, Patrick Judd of the Mountain Empire 
School District has not been notified of the project; and that copies of the NOP were 
delivered to the Superintendent and the Mountain Empire School Board by the DPG 
  
Noise 
1.  There will increased noise along the site’s access roads. 
2.  Permanent increased noise levels will occur in the vicinity of the project.   
3.  There will be impacts to the school through permanently increased noise levels that 
can affect school activities, teaching and learning. 
  
Public Services 
1.  This project carries the potential for significant impact to the school and fire 
protection services.  
If, after implementation of the project, the adverse impacts require closure of the existing 
school, the cost would be prohibitive for the construction of a new school. 
Response times from fire protection could be dramatically reduced due to increased 
traffic to and from the project; especially during special events and weekends at the 
facility. 



  
  
Recreation 
1.  Due to the closure of Los Caballos, the equestrian campground on the north end of the 
park, there would be increased visitation at the proposed facility.  Proximity to Highway 
79 and the town of Descanso would also result in increased visitation. This may require 
expansion of the project that would further exacerbate the negative impacts of this project 
2.  This could increase visitation to the adjacent County community park located on the 
school grounds leading to the further deterioration of the school grounds.  They are badly 
in need of repair and there is no available funding for the County Park. PLDO funds are 
no longer available to Descanso due to a liability issue in the Joint Powers of Agreement 
between the school district and the Department of Parks of Recreation for the County of 
San Diego. 
  
Transportation/Traffic 
1.  Residences are mixed with wildlands in this area.   
There is only one entrance and exit from this project.   
This project carries the risk of exposing people and structures to wildfire. Significant risk 
of loss, injury and death could result in delayed response times from emergency vehicles 
due to traffic congestion.  
 This congestion will be created, in part, by the large slow moving vehicles towing horse 
trailers and RV’s that will be frequenting this facility.  
Regular visitation for day use to the facility will also increase traffic congestion. The 
Descanso Falls is located just north of the facility and has been a long time attraction for 
visitors to the area. 
2.  There is no proposed mitigation for the impacts of the increased traffic in this area.  
This project is miles removed from Interstate 8.  It is stated in the CEQA document that a 
mitigating factor for the campground is that it is not far from Interstate 8.  This is not a 
mitigating factor and is an absurd statement. 
3.  Neither will an improved driveway provide mitigation.  There is still only a 2 lane 
road onto which vehicles can ingress and egress.  
  
Mandatory Findings of Significance 
1.  This project has the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, threaten plant 
and wildlife habitat and corridor, destroy an archaeological site, and threatens the 
community of Descanso through exposure to increased danger from wildfire. 
2.  This project also has the potential to cause harm to the Descanso Elementary school 
children and its staff through exposure to increased insects, a transient population, 
respiratory problems from manure and dust, noise and increased traffic congestion. 
  
We appreciate your time and attention to this matter.  We look forward to your response 
to our concerns and comments. 
This statement was prepared and submitted by Jo Ellen Quinting, Chair for the Descanso 
Planning Group.  If you have questions or comments, please feel free to call Jo Ellen 
Quinting at 619-445-7462 or email to joellen@aabol.com. 
  



  
  
Respectfully, 
The Descanso Planning Group 
PO Box 38 
Descanso, CA 91916 
  
CC:  Supervisor Dianne Jacob 
        MEUSD School Board Member Trina Ambrose 
        Dave Nissen, San Diego Rural Fire 
        Duncan Mc Fetridge, President, Save Our Forest and Ranchlands 
        Rick Heller, M.A. Anthropology 
        DPLU/San Diego County Planner and Coordinator, Jennifer Campos 
         
  
  
   
  
   
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
 











Cuyamaca Rancho State Park, Equestrian facilities Project Draft EIR 
Larry Pierson [Pierarchaeo@bfsa-ca.com] 
To:  Environmental Review 
Cc:   
 
We would appreciate being on the distribution list for commenting on the draft EIR for 
this project. 
  
Larry J. Pierson, RPA 
Senior Archaeologist and Historian 
Brian F. Smith and Associates 
14010 Poway Road, Suite A 
Poway, California 92064 
Phone (858) 484-0915 
Fax (858) 679-9896 
Riverside (951) 681-9950 
Website www.bfsa-ca.com
  
 

https://mail.parks.ca.gov/exchweb/bin/redir.asp?URL=http://www.bfsa-ca.com














































































Equestrian Camp at Descanso 
Claudia White [cwhite@meusd.net] 
To:  Environmental Review 
Cc:   

Dear Ms. Miner, 
   Thank you for coming to the planning group meeting at Descanso.  I 
wanted 
to express my concerns as a long time Descanso resident as well as a 
teacher 
at Descanso Elementary rather than a planning group member, although 
these 
roles are all interconnected. 
 
   My first concern is traffic in the area.  As a teacher at the 
elementary 
school I worry about any increase in area traffic and the danger that 
poses 
to our students.  Especially large vehicles that have more difficulty 
seeing 
pedestrians and cyclists.  I also walk back and forth along the route 
on my 
way to work.  Visibility in the morning and evening are particularly 
bad due 
to the sun's angle blinding drivers on the east-west route. 
   My second concern is dust.  Presently the ground cover of the grassy 
marsh area keeps dust to a minimum.  As a long time horse owner I know 
horses' hooves however chew up the ground rapidly as well as campsite 
that 
would be dirt.  Vehicles driving in and out of that area would generate 
intolerable amounts of dust that would affect the school and library. 
   My third concern is flies.  No matter how hard you try to keep a 
livestock area clean large amounts of flies will become a health and 
comfort 
issue for anyone in the area. 
   My fourth concern is ground water pollution due to both feces and 
urine 
from the animals as well as septic or dump stations.  This is a VERY 
marshy 
area when we receive normal rainfall.  While we are under drought 
conditions 
you may not have noticed this.  In past normal rainfall year I have 
walked 
in the area and sunk up to my knees.  This would make runoff and 
leaching 
problems quite severe. 
   My fifth concern is the meadow/marsh area.  So few areas were spared 
by 
the Cedar Fire and the impact has dramatically changed our end of the 
park. 
Every area is precious!  I have personally observed red shoulder hawks 
and 
kites hunting this meadow on a regular basis.  There is a small pack of 
coyotes that live and breed as well as hunt in this meadow.  Hiking and 
riding along the Merigan Fire Road trail through the meadow reveals 
many 
varieties of animal tracks including raccoons and snakes.  While these 



animals as a species our not endangered, the horse camp would remove 
one of 
the few remaining healthy, unburned habitats in our area.  This does 
not 
seem to fit with the ideals of a State Park!  I have often used this 
area so 
close to our school as a wonderful resource to teach preservation and 
respect for wildlife and the environment.  What kind of message will 
this 
project send to my students? 
   My sixth concern is the proximity of this facility to a residential 
area. 
Mizpah Lane and River Road residents as well as Viejas Blvd.  residents 
would all be adversely affected by dust, traffic, and noise. 
   I agree that we need a horse camp.  But the problems one in this 
location 
would generate are simply too much to justify it. 
 
Thank you for your time, 
Claudia White 

 



 

From:   Carlson, Karen M&O [kcarlson@powayusd.com] Sent:  Fri 6/22/2007 2:42 
PM 

To:   Environmental Review 
Cc:    
Subject:   Merigan and Paso Picacho proposals 
Attachments:      

 
 
I just wanted to say that I am very excited about these projects and thank you all for your efforts 
in getting areas open and available for use in our area! I know you are aware we’d like to see 
more available horse camping for sure, but thank you SO MUCH for all of your work! 
  
We look forward to assisting you in the future with these and other projects. 
  
Thank you! 
  
Karen Carlson 
Operations Supervisor 
(858) 679-2593 
8-801-2593 

* TRUSTWORTHINESS  **  RESPECT  ** RESPONSIBILITY  **  FAIRNESS  **  CARING  **  
CITIZENSHIP * 

Character is doing the right thing, even when no one is watching! 
  
 







From:   
Nancy [nellis2@cox.net] 

Sent:  
Tue 6/12/2007 8:54 PM 

To:   Environmental Review 
Cc:   Marty CVMP McIlhenney 
Subject:   Cuyamaca Equestrian Project 
Attachments:   

Cuyamaca Rancho State Park 
Equestrian Facilities Project 

  
  

I attended your open house in Descanso at the Town Hall on June 12, 2007. I do have a lot of 
concerns. But first I will let you know I have been camping in Cuyamaca State Park since 
1947. I have camped at Green Valley Falls, Paso Picacho, Lao Caballos and Los Vaqueros. I 
started camping at horse camp in 1956 with the last time being this past weekend at Los 
Vaqueros. I love the area and the trails.   
  
I have a few concerns about putting the camp ground in Descanso as listed below: 
Against: 

1. Merrigan land is marsh land and floods frequently. Camp ground needs to be on or 
near the Daily Ranch that was purchased by the state Park.  

2. Camp ground is to close to residential  
3. Camp Ground to close to the school  
4. To far from trails around the Stone Wall area  
5. I liked the plan #2 for the camp ground but did not like the arena and round pens in 

the center of the camp area. This would stir up to much dust for the campers.  
6. No arena would be needed- people are there to camp and should train there horse at 

home not when camping. If arena is a must then it needs to be down wind from 
campers.  

7. Needs at least two restrooms/ showers with that many camp sites  
8. Keep the camp ground simple to keep camping fees down to an affordable fee  
9. Put overflow corrals in the center area instead of arena and round pens.  
10. Losing Los Caballos after camping there since the 50’s is totally not fair. We have 

just as much right to be on that land as the Indians.  We do not want a casino there.  
  

Pros: 
1. New camp area is diffidently needed  
2. Paso Picacho day camp #2 looks good. Needs to have day use corrals  
3. Paso Picacho would be good place for equestrian camp ground  
  
Equestrian riders want to preserve Cuyamaca State Park and should have access to it as 
we have for the past 50 or 60 years.  I think we deserve to keep it and have a camp 
ground that is useable for generations to come.  
  
Respectfully yours 
Nancy J Ellis 
nellis2@cox.net 
  
PS.  I would like to volunteer for making new trails in the park 



  
  
  

  
 







To Karen Miner, Project Manager 
 
I’m writing in response to the proposed  Equestrian Campground  near the community of 
Descanso.  This is not a good choice for the campground for many reasons.  The proposal 
states  that the site is near  Descanso.  Not true, it is in Descanso.  Vehicles, camping 
trailers and trucks with horse trailers would have to drive through the middle of town on a 
quiet country road where residents walk, bike and horse ride.  The site would form a 
triangle with the elementary school and the library.  This is not where a campground 
should be.  There would be dust and flies.  Campground noise well into the night would 
carry to the many residents who live nearby.  The horse trails at the south end of the park  
are very limited  unlike the trails at the north end  where horse camp should be and 
always was.  Cuyamaca State Park  campgrounds should be entered into off of highway 
79, not through the small town of Descanso.  The proposed site sits in a pristine  meadow 
that needs to be left intack.  There are other places within the park for an equestrian 
campground.        
 
Please, do not  put a campground  in the middle of Descanso.    
 
 
 
                                                      Terry Gibson 
                                                       9452 hwy. 79  
                                                       Descanso, Calif.  91916 
 
 



From: Susan Lancaster [mailto:lilylarkspur@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wed 8/8/2007 7:52 AM 
To: dianne.jacob@sdcounty.ca.gov; assemblymember.anderson@assembly.ca.gov; 
Environmental Review 
Subject: Against Proposed Horse Camp at Merigan Property in Cuyamaca State Park 

  
Susan K Lancaster-McGourty 

9788 River Drive , Descanso  CA 91916 
July 29, 2007 
  
To Whom it May Concern: 
  

I am a resident of Descanso, California, and have been horse back riding in the Cuyamaca Mountains for the 
past 56 years. I live on a neighboring ranch that would be negatively impacted by the opening of a horse camp on the 
Merrigan site in Cuyamaca State Park. I also have grave concerns for the environmental impact and the safety of the 
potential riders and horses if this site is used. 

First, let me elaborate on the negative impact to my property and to other neighboring properties. The Miller 
Ranch borders the proposed horse camp and we are across the street from the Millers. If the horse camp is put in we 
will be impacted with huge amounts of dust pollution as the prevailing winds would come across the dirt areas that 
once were grass fields and cover our homes, barns and livestock. We would be affected by the adding of lights that 
would keep our livestock up all night as the field naturally has no lighting. We would experience huge increases in 
traffic at our intersection and the additional people and animals would create a huge amount of noise pollution as this is 
a very quiet rural neighborhood. There would be an elimination of the owl and hawk inhabitants of that field and our 
rodent populations would increase. The increase number of horses and manure would increase of fly situation. Does 
the state have a fly prevention program? The surrounding horse ranches use a monthly fly abatement program along 
with fly traps and sprays which are quite costly, is the State going to do this? If no then the fly impact will be significant 
and out of control. 

Secondly, I feel that as a trail rider for 56 years I am very familiar with the trails in the park. All of the campers 
at the proposed site would be asked to begin at the trailhead and immediately proceed up “Cardiac Hill”. Does the 
name tell you something?  One of the trail choices is called “Dead Horse Trail” Also not an easy trail ride. Lots of horse 
campers are looking for short family friendly rides, much like the ones at the old Los Caballos campground. I have 
many fond memories of my childhood and my children’s childhoods at that campground as we went every year at least 
twice.  The wonderful thing about it was the many trails that one had access to and could ride for a couple of hours. 
The Merrigan site will require riders and horses to travel first up a very hard incline which will seriously injure any horse 
that is not in good condition. It will also require that riders ride for at least 3-4 hours before reaching any of the really 
excellent riding trails in the state park. Most campers are looking for a 2 hour ride. There are only two choices after 
climbing the big hill and so all of the campers will be on the same trail every day. The traffic of all those campers going 
up and down the Cardiac Hill will be bad, but multitude of riders meeting on the 2 foot wide Dead Horse Trail will be 
downright dangerous. 

Thirdly, I would like to suggest a different solution that might please everyone. Why not add overnight camp 
site corrals to a portion of Paso Picacho campground. This would give riders access to all the beautiful trails in 
Cuyamaca with less cost and less impact on the residents who live next door to the Merrigan site. The  at the Merrigan 
site set up addition parking at the already existing parking spot and add day camp corrals and water supply at the 
Merrigan site. You could even put in some flat land trails around the meadow that would only be 6 feet wide and not 
cause too much dust not night time noise. These beginner trails would allow people to ride without going up the hills 
nor on the rocky trails and would also allow for people who drive carts pulled by horses to enjoy the trail. It could be a 
rural Central Park kind of trail horse back riding park.  

In reading the Initial Study of Environmental Impact the following were listed as Potentially Significant Impact and 
are a great concern to us as residents and potential neighbors of the proposed project: 

1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.  
2. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings.  
3. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance as shown on the maps 

prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency to 
non-agricultural use.  



4. Create a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project.  
5. Create a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project, in 

excess of noise levels existing without the project.  
6. Create a substantial increase in traffic, in relation to existing traffic, and the capacity of the street system.  
7. The project would have impacts that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. 
The reviewer in her comments states that the land was farmland and in not being currently farmed but is 

significant  because the site is Farmland of Local Importance and would be removed from the rapidly diminishing 
agricultural land available in San Diego County. She also states that building this campground at Merigan site would 
adversely affect the scenic view of Highway 79 by degrading the route which is classified as a first priority scenic route 
in the San Diego County General Plan. She writes that there are several species that are state or federally listed as 
delicate. She states that because of the sandy soil, it is on a creek, the land will have to be compacted and fill brought 
in. This sounds like the land will be greatly and adversely affected. She comments that the increase in campers and 
activities will increase the risk of fire in the area.  

I hope someone in the decision a decision position will read this and pursue gathering more information from the 
directly impacted neighbors of this proposed site.   

Please feel free to contact me for more input or if I can provide and further information. 
Sincerely, 
Susan K Lancaster-McGourty 
 

Susan K Lancaster-McGourty  M.A. Ed.D. 
aplusteacher.com 
PO Box 1463 Alpine CA 91903 
River Oaks Ranch 
9788 River Road Descanso CA 91916 
  
 
 



July 13, 
2007 

Karen Miner 
Southern Service Center 
California Department of  Parks and Recreation 
8885 Rio San Diego Drive, #270 
San Diego, CA 92108 

 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

I am writing this letter to state my concerns regarding the new equestrian facilities project at 
the Cuyamaca Rancho State Park, located in Descanso, CA. My husband and I have just 
finished our new home located in Descanso. We are moving from the city, to Descanso on 
Mizpah Spur, for a quite, natural, and undisturbed environment.  
 
I would like to state for the record that I strongly oppose the development of  the proposed 
facilities. I refer you to all the new residences and older residences surrounding the proposed 
site. We are all depending wells for our water source. Our water system would be jeopardized 
with the development of  this new site.  
 
We currently enjoy the calm and quite atmosphere when we overlook the meadow and park 
below us. This would all change with the noise that travels from the valley. 
 
There is also an elementary school within very close proximity to this area. The consumption 
of  alcohol close to this school would have a negative impact on our children. 
 
This is the classic situation where residents must battle to maintain our environment. The 
California State Parks (CSP), acknowledged experts in the field, need to look at other 
locations that would prove to have less impact of  the families already living in the area. Do 
we have strong enough grounds for rejecting this project? 

 

Sincerely, 

Carly and David Maritz 
9714 Mizpah Spur 
Descanso, CA 91916 
(619) 992-3494 

 
 



 This message was sent with high importance. 

From:   Brenda Miller [bjmiller49@msn.com] Sent:  Wed 7/11/2007 
5:01 PM 

To:   Environmental Review 
Cc:    
Subject:   Proposed Horse Camp 
Attachments:    

July 11, 2007 
  
  
  
Ms. Karen Miner 
Southern Service Center 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 
8885 Rio San Diego Drive #270 
San Diego, CA 92108 
  
Via facsimile and email 
  
Ms. Miner, 
  
We recently attended the June 12  Public Information Workshop at the Descanso Town 
Hall.  We received a letter notifying us of the meeting long after the meeting was held, 
June 20.  Only because of concerned equestrians did we know of the workshop and 
attended. 
  
As horse owners and members of Pine Valley Mountain Riders, we agree that there is a 
need for a horse camping facility at Rancho Cuyamaca State Park.  However, the location 
at the south end of the Park (Merigan) is NOT a suitable or desirable site for numerous 
reasons. 
  
•        The area is a rural residential area with homes rimming the meadow where the 

camp is proposed 
•        The desired camping environment does not include seeing lights of homes, 

children playing on the playground, school bells, noise from adjacent homes (pools, 
music, dogs, animals).  Peace, solitude and more isolation is desirable. 

•        The flat, unspoiled meadow is a beautiful gift of nature and should be left that way. 
•        The meadow turns to a marsh in the winter and is hazardous for riding. 
•        The ecosystem would be damaged and upset by the presence of people, corrals, 

building of any sort.  The meadow is natural habitat for numerous species of 
animals, friend and foe alike. 

•        The trails most people want to ride are about 5 hours from this site and are a true 
representation of the scenic rides for which Cuyamaca is known.  The lower trails 
are hot and dusty. 

•        There is no need for an arena or round pen in a camping area. 



•         The residents will be impacted by increased traffic, dust, noise, flies and smoke 
from campfires.   

•        There is an Indian archeological site in the meadow. 
•        There is no natural shade due to the lack of trees. 

  
The camping site would be more accessible if entered from Highway 79 and away from 
the city of Descanso.   
  
Thank you for your efforts in developing a horse camping site at a different location. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
  
  
Brent A. Miller                              Brenda J. Miller 
  
9727 River Drive     Descanso, CA 91916 
 
 

Make it a great day, 

Brenda J. Miller 

Rancho Bellisimo  

Equine Essentials - Nature's Way 

9727 River Drive, Descanso, CA 91916 ~ ph: 619.445.2071  fax: 619.659.0032 

 
 

 



From:   Jerry [jerrymorey@yahoo.com] Sent:  Tue 7/10/2007 
11:37 PM 

To:   Environmental Review 
Cc:   jerrymorey@yahoo.com 
Subject:   Cuyamaca Equestrian Facilities 
Attachments:    

 
 
This letter is to document Cuyamaca State Park's failure to notify me by mail of the 
meeting held at the Descanso Town Hall concerning the Cuyamaca Rancho SP 
Equestrian Facilities Project to be located at Descanso.  I am very disturbed I was not 
notified of this meeting.  My property is located no more than 400 feet from the proposed 
facilities.  In talking with my neighbors living on River Drive about the proposal, I found 
out none of them received any notices of the meeting.  I have some very important issues 
I would like to discuss about the proposed facilities.  I feel the outreach to 
the Community of Descanso was a big failure and needs to be addressed.  In fairness to 
the people who live in Descanso this whole issue needs to be readdressed.  The only way 
the issues can be addressed formally is to have a better outreach to the Community of 
Descanso and have another meeting located at the Descanso Town Hall concerning the 
proposed project.   
  
Sincerely, 
  
Jerry W. Morey   
  
 



Karen Miner Project Manager proposed horse camp Rancho Cuyamaca 
Donna Pardue [donnapardue@yahoo.com] 
To:  Environmental Review 
Cc:   
 

I am writing in regards to a letter we received about 
a proposed horse camp here in Descanso. 
 
There is a huge communication problem here in Descanso 
and I fear many have no idea of this proposal. 
 
1. You may or may not know that Descanso residents no 
longer receive home delivery of the newspaper. This is 
a huge disadvantage on our ability to be informed on 
matters like this, which are of huge interest to us 
and our lives. 
 
2. The letter we received from your office was 
postmarked June 19th, informing us of a meeting on 
June 12th. 
 
3.  Then we find out there was a meeting on last 
Thursday that we could have attended if we had only 
known it was to take place! I do not understand why 
that meeting was not on your letter? 
 
4.  A huge concern for us also is the water table. We 
are not on a well and our water is already terrible, 
dirt in it, and often discolored. having this many 
more share from our ground source would be terrible. 
 
First of all we loved horse camp. We camped there each 
summer for many many years. We have been camp hosts at 
Los Caballos and loved being there. That is a perfect 
area. 
 
We want another horse near that same area. It did not 
affect residents, as it would in this area. 
A horse camp at the proposed site here in Descanso 
would be terrible! Horse camps are wonderful,they just 
need to be far from residental areas, even small rural 
ones. 
 
The traffic, noise and invasion of people would be a 
terrible violation of our peace and quiet. Horse camps 
should not be placed in residental areas. Having 
worked as a camp host I know how much traffic and how 
many people would desend on us. I can imagine the dust 
and dirt covering us now if this happens. 
 
I respectfully wish to be informed about any future 
meetings. My neighbors are also very upset about being 
notified after the fact. We need to have a say in 
something that would affect our lives so greatly. 
 
Sincerely, 



Max & Donna Pardue 
24928 Viejas Blvd. 
Descanso, Ca.91901 
619-445-9300 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
      
_______________________________________________________________________
_____________ 
Luggage? GPS? Comic books? 
Check out fitting gifts for grads at Yahoo! Search 
http://search.yahoo.com/search?fr=oni_on_mail&p=graduation+gifts&cs=bz 

 





JOYCE A. PETERSON 
8675 Nottingham Place 

La Jolla, CA 92037 
Office 858-453-6088       Fax 858-453-1356   619-884-6088 cell 

jpeters1@san.rr.com
 

 
 
TO:  Dept of Parks 
ATTN:  Karen Miner 
Fax:  619-220-5400  enviro@parks.ca.gov 
 
RE:  Equestrian Facilities/Merigan 
 
Pages:  2 
 

Merigan Ranch 
P.O. Box 362 

Descanso, CA 91916 
 

 

The original Merigan Ranch in Descanso consisted of a 2200-acre property that was 

acquired from the Oliver family in 1958.  Around 1973, the Merigan family initiated 

discussions with government officials concerning their desire to donate the northern part 

of the ranch to the State of California.  This donation earned the support of the San Diego 

County Board of Supervisors by unanimous vote on September 22, 1975.  Subsequent to 

this vote, the State of California accepted the gift of 1800 acres of Merigan property for 

inclusion into the Cuyamaca Rancho State Park, opening up direct access to the Park 

from Descanso.   

The Merigan and Peterson families want to lend their enthusiastic support to the proposal 

for the equestrian campground, day-use facilities and trailhead staging area on their 

former property. As the parcel was used for pasturing cattle and horses for many years, 

the proposal will fit well with past agricultural uses. It will make our families very 

pleased to once again see horse-related activity carried on in this area. 

 

Sincerely; 

 

Joyce A. (Merigan) Peterson 

mailto:jpeters1@san.rr.com
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Equestrian Facilities Project, commentary 
Larry Pustinger [lpustinger@nethere.com] 
To:  Environmental Review 
Cc:  Joyce Peterson 
July 10, 2007 
  
Enviro@parks.ca.gov     
  
The Cuyamaca Rancho State Park Equestrian Facilities Project encompasses both a proposed 
equestrian day use trail head parking facility and equestrian family campground facility. 
  
In my view, both proposals would serve to enhance opportunities for park owners to visit 
Cuyamaca.  Equestrian and non equestrian visitors enjoy riding, hiking, and biking on the parks 
many trails.  For many, the sighting of horses ranks right up there with their sightings of wild land 
creatures. 
  
Paso Pichaco Equestrian Staging Area 
  
The equestrian day use trail head parking across from Paso Picacho presents a few challenges 
to assure harmonious and safe results.  Safe access off of and back on to highway 79 in that area 
is quite challenging for all motorists.  Operators of slow moving and heavily laden horse trailers 
would require a longer sight line to assure better safety for all motorists and pedestrians.  
Pedestrian traffic crossing hgy 79 from Paso Pichaco to access the popular Stonewall Mountain 
trail is very heavy.  Vehicles towing live horses must make slow turns when moving off of or onto 
highways.  These vehicles must also slow down more gradually approaching their exit, and 
require longer distances to accelerate after re-entering the highway. 
  
Other concerns should be addressed at this location.  A fence along the highway which led from 
the vehicle entrance drive to the vehicle exit point would tend to discourage any loose horse from 
running out into the highway, further serving to afford a few more seconds to capture a loose 
horse.  While that circumstance may be rare, in this location it could result in tragic results.  This 
area is quite close to the highway and its frightening noises (from the horses perspective), and it 
has one of the highest numbers of hikers...due to the popularity of Stonewall Mountain trail, and 
the nearness of Paso Pichaco Campground and day use area. 
  
Signage should exist which both reminds equestrians to be mindful of keeping horse well 
attended, whether in hand or tied to their trailers.  Signage should also urge pedestrians and 
bikers to not approach horses within the staging area.  Some separation of the staging area must 
be created for everyone's safety. 
  
Equestrian visitors will be tempted to access the toilet facilities across the street.  Some might 
actually leave their horses trailer tied and unattended, this would be irresponsible.  Portable 
toilets within the staging area could make sense. 
  
Equestrian Family Campground, Descanso 
  
It a letter dated January 21, 1986, the Descanso Planning Group expressed its support for the 
concept of an equestrian campground within Descanso as outlined it the then newly created 
general plan that resulted from the Merigan annexation. The planning group also expressed its 
appreciation for the park's willingness to give nearly 4 acres to the Mountain Empire Unified 
School District and the Descanso Community Water District.  Today, that same parcel contains a 
very nice branch of the San Diego County Library, and it contains the most productive well of the 
water district serving over 260 local families.  This same parcel served to expand the playground 
and athletic fields of the school and community.  



  
 It is my prayer that the good people of Descanso and the current officials of Cuyamaca can once 
again work together in  a continuing spirit of being good neighbors.  
  
Visual concerns...residents and campers would all be well served with plantings of numerous 
tress.  Over time, trees would shield the mutually unfavorable views which the campground and 
neighboring development provide for each other.  A berm may provide some relief if artfully 
accomplished and landscaped with local shrubs, wildflowers, etc. 
  
Sound concerns...campers must be encourage to polite guests, not only of the park, but of their 
more immediate permanent residential neighbors.  Generators can be banned or discouraged by 
having electric hook ups at campsites.  Electronic devices which employ external speakers 
should be kept at sound levels which do not carry beyond any immediate camp site.  
  
Park policies regarding fires, charcoal, etc. should be clearly posted and enforced. 
  
A camp host position should be created and maintained.  Local residents deserve to have this 
kind of 7/24 presence to assure that park policies as to camping guests are always honored.  I 
urge the relocation of the present Mounted Assistance Unit camping facility in Descanso, be 
relocated to the proposed new campground.  The presence of this unit would serve to reinforce 
the campground host. 
  
The park should continue its vigorous program of trash and manure removal that it employs in 
other locations.  Officials need to explain how well this is routinely performed in order to 
overcome some reasonable fears. 
  
I do not support the installation of a round pen or arena.  While it might be an amenity desired by 
several visitors, it is not a necessity.  Permanent residents could be expected to rightly object to 
the noise and dust attendant to such a facility.  In fact, most campers would desire sites that 
would not be impacted by these same issues. 
  
Efforts should be made to establish an equestrian trail leading out of the campground which could 
connect to the Dead Horse trail.  Such a trail could be established without traversing through 
sensitive areas.  This would make possible a loop course.  Results of such a trail would reduce 
the impact of dramatically increased equestrian traffic upon Merigan Ranch road.  Dramatically 
increased equestrian and vehicle usage of this road will occur in proximate location to permanent 
neighboring homes.  Building a Dead Horse connector will be challenging.  If this trail could be 
built for equestrian use only, as a connector, perhaps it would not have to meet more ridged 
standards. 
  
Trespass upon private lands may become an expanded problem.  It the area where the 
Sweetwater River exits park lands, private land owners do not have boundary line fencing.  No 
impediment currently exists to discourage park visitors from exiting the park by following the river 
south and west.  Park neighbors in this area have expressed their concerns about visitors, 
equestrian and pedestrian, leaving the park across their lands.  Park planners should consider 
clearly posting boundary signs in this area.  Signs should contain language stating that entering 
private lands from state park lands is not permitted.  A fence within the park, which crossed the 
river channel could also be considered. 
  
In conclusion, I support the completion of both projects.  I am optimistic that legitimate concerns 
can and will be mitigated.  To whatever extent possible, I am willing to assist as a volunteer in 
construction of the proposed facilities and attendant trails. 
  



Sincerely, 
  
Larry Pustinger,  P.O. Box 415,  25008 Manzanita Lane, Descanso, Ca 91919    619-659-3437 
 



Equestrian Facilities in Descanso 
trista brant [tristalynn@hotmail.com] 
To:  Environmental Review 
Cc:   
Dear Ms. Miner, 
My name is Trista Brant and I am a member of the Descanso Planning group but I am 
speaking as a citizen living in Descanso. I do not think it would be a good idea to put the 
Equestrian Park in the meadow behind the Library, for several reasons I'm sure you have 
already heard such as dust, noise, smell, wildlife habitat threatened and so on. I think it 
would be nice to have one, just not in a residential and school/Library setting. I also 
would like to share that I have spoken to Joe the owner of the Descanso Feed Store and 
he is against the facilities also even though his business would benefit from it there he did 
not feel it was the right place to put it and he wants Los Caballos reopened. Also I read in 
the Cuyamaca State Park general plan on page 44 that "The meadows are not suitable 
places for development because of the high water table and persistent dampness". So if 
the EIR comes back claiming that it is a meadow, and I believe it is seasonally, that by 
their own statement they cannot build on that land. Thank you for your time and 
consideration. 
Trista Brant   
 






