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Carroll Canyon in Community Plan
The Mira Mesa Community Plan requires a community plan amendment and 
master plan development for the Vulcan (formerly CalMat) and Hanson (formerly 
Fenton) properties in Carroll Canyon.

The Hanson master 
plan was approved in 
1991 and includes 1800 
residential units and 
113 acres of industrial 
development.

The Vulcan project 
“Stone Creek” is  now 
being processed.



Stone Creek Master Plan



Stone Creek Development
Area Developed

Acreage
Residential 
Units

Commercial 
Square Feet

Business 
Square Feet

Village Center1 42 1420 150,000 200,000

Westside 71 2725 24,000

Creekside 25 300

Parkside 9 135,000

Eastside 30 415,000

Total 177 4,445 174,000 750,000

Neighborhoods

1The Village Center also includes a 150 room hotel.



Issues Identified by Subcommittee

• Public facilities, particularly active use 
parkland

• Traffic

• Appropriate changes to the community plan in 
the community plan amendment. 



Traffic

• A particular frustration of the committee has been lack 
of access to the traffic study. Without this, we can only 
give general recommendations:
– Traffic must be mitigated to the extent that levels of 

service on existing Mira Mesa streets and through existing 
Mira Mesa intersections are no worse after the project is 
completed than they would be without the project.

– Carroll Canyon Road must be completed from I-15 to I-805 
before any residential units are occupied. If this is 
impossible due to land in private ownership, then the 
remainder of Carroll Canyon Road must be completed plus 
road improvements sufficient to route traffic along 
Miramar Road and Carroll Road until Carroll Canyon Road 
is completed.



Public Facilities

• Stone Creek will increase the population anticipated in 
the community plan by 17% - almost 15,000 people 
(half the population of Scripps Ranch).

• The project should provide public facilities for 15,000 
people.

• Parks are the primary concern. Our parks are always in 
demand as is, and we are below City park standards. All 
of the parkland proposed is passive use parkland, and 
so the 15,000 new residents will impact existing parks 
for active uses.



Parks

• Recommendations:
– The Stone Creek project, optionally together with the 

Fenton/Hanson project, should provide a minimum of 30 acres 
of active use parkland, including a minimum 20-acre Community 
Park, in Carroll Canyon (or a suitable alternative in Mira Mesa) 
prior to the occupancy of any residential units. 

– The community has long anticipated a large active use park in 
Carroll Canyon, as stated in the reference to an “enlarged park 
to meet the demand for additional athletic fields” in the 
Community Plan. The Stone Creek developer has been trying to 
make the case that this refers to the park on the Hanson 
property, but the park in the Hanson (Fenton) master plan is 
only 10 acres, and in any case the additional population will 
need more active use park space than is in the existing 
community plan.



Community Plan

• The Community Plan amendment should update all 
parts of the Community Plan that are affected by this 
project and the additional population it will bring. This 
should include updates to the buildout traffic 
projections and updates to public facilities. The 
amendment should include the additional population 
of this project, added to the current buildout
population in the Community Plan 
(14,300+82,600=96,900).

• The amendment should not include SANDAG’s higher 
future population projection of 109,673 unless it is 
accompanied by an explanation for this additional 
population.



Parks and the Community Plan

• The amendment should include additional parkland to 
meet population based park standards, and should not 
include statements suggesting that it is not necessary 
to meet park standards.

• In the current draft plan amendment the language 
“Proposals for acquisition and development of 
sufficient park acreage to meet the standards for 
population-based parks are provided…” is changed to 
“Proposals for acquisition and development of park 
acreage to help to meet the standards for population-
based parks are provided…”. This change makes the 
statement meaningless and should not be made.



Other Issues

• The Mira Mesa Community Plan is not scheduled for an 
update any time soon, so other important changes 
should be done at the same time as this plan 
amendment. For example, Christa McAuliffe Park 
should be changed from a Community to a 
Neighborhood Park since it is impacted by vernal pools. 

• The community plan states that “Urban runoff should 
be passed through a filtering system before entering 
the creek channel. Additional filtration should occur 
within the creek channel to avoid the possibility of 
sediment and other contaminants entering Los 
Peñasquitos Lagoon.” Is this being done?


