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incorporates into the draft EIR language that acknowledges the current periodic
water transfers and the potential impacts to the Authority’s ability to conduct such
water transfers in the future should this project be approved. The following sample
language could be incorporated in your revisions to the IS and during the
preparation of the draft EIR:

“The Authority has senior water rights along the Sweetwater River. These water
rights were acquired by the Authority through its predecessors. These water rights
allow the Authority to transfer water from Loveland Reservoir to Sweetwater
Reservoir along the Sweetwater River channel. A sizeable portion of the
Sweetwater River channel will be significantly impacted within the boundaries of
the Project area. As a result of the impacts to the Sweetwater River channel, the
project will significantly impact the Authority’s ability to transfer water from
Loveland Reservoir to Sweetwater Reservoir and the ability for any runoff to travel
downstream along the river to Sweetwater Reservoir’.

Initial Study, Environmental Checklist

6.

The IS Environmental Checklist (Appendix G) was updated recently to add the
following question in the Geology and Soils section: “Would the project directly or
indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?” This question was not responded to nor analyzed in the submitted IS.

Similarly, the Hydrology and Water Quality Section of the Environmental Checklist
was also updated. Some of the items required to be discussed as part of the
analyses were not discussed in the submitted IS. It is expected that the Hydrology
and Water Quality environmental topics would be properly analyzed in the draft
EIR.

Impacts to Hydrology and Water Quality

8.

The County has adopted guidelines for Determining Significance for Surface Water
Quality (Surface Water Guidelines). These Surface Water Guidelines, which can
be found on the County website', require consideration of the following three
matters in order to appropriately respond to the questions in the Environmental
Checklist:

' Link to Surface Water Guidelines:
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/dam/sdc/pds/docs/water quality quidelines.pdf
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1. The project is a development project listed in County of San Diego, Code
of Regulatory Ordinances (Regulatory Ordinances), Section 67.804(g), as
amended and does not comply with the standards set forth in the County
Stormwater Standards Manual, Regulatory Ordinances Section 67.813, as
amended, or the Additional Requirements for Land Disturbance Activities
set forth in Regulatory Ordinances, Section 67.

2. The project would drain to a tributary of an impaired water body listed on
the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list, and will contribute substantial
additional pollutant(s) for which the receiving water body is already
impaired.

3. The project would drain to a tributary of a drinking water reservoir and
will contribute substantially more pollutant(s) than would normally runoff
from the project site under natural conditions.

While the IS Sections X.a-c did discuss compliance with applicable regulations and
implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) and a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), the IS does not describe compliance an
implementation measures as mitigation measures. The Authority recommends that
the County reconsider the approach of presenting BMPs, SWPPP implementation,
and other mitigating actions that minimize impacts to water quality as conditions or
components of the project as this approach may not be appropriate for the subject
project. The Authority understands that, in some cases, small projects are subject
to stormwater regulations and the likeliness of those specific projects having an
impact on water quality is low or nonexistent; however, that is not the case for the
subject project. For the subject project — a mining site located upstream of a
drinking water reservoir, that would disturb and significantly reshape approximately
250 acres of land within the river floodplain — stormwater pollution control
measures should be considered mitigation measures since their main goal would
be reducing or mitigating the significance of an impact.

9. Per Item 2 of the Surface Water Guidelines (see above), the subject project would
drain to the Sweetwater River, which is a tributary to the Sweetwater Reservoir.
The Sweetwater Reservoir is a water body listed on the Clean Water Act Section
303(d) list. The Authority requests that mitigation measures are developed to
ensure project activities do not contribute substantial additional pollutants for which
the Sweetwater Reservoir is already impaired.

10.Per Item 3 of the Surface Water Guidelines (see above), the subject project would
drain to a tributary of a drinking water reservoir and will potentially contribute more
pollutants than would normally runoff from the project site under natural conditions.
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As such, the Authority requests that impacts are properly analyzed and feasible
mitigation measures for such impacts are developed.

11.Please review the 2018 Letter for more information, coordination items, and
needed mitigation measures regarding impacts to hydrology and water quality.

Impacts to the Authority’s Operations & Alternatives

12.During mining operations, significant mining pits will be created within the
floodplain of the project site, and neither the County nor the project proponent has
proposed to the Authority a plan or mitigation measure describing how the mining
operation will be able to co-exist, in a safe and environmentally sound manner,
with the periodically occurring water transfers. Natural flows resulting from
significant storm events would also be impaired by the mining operations. The
Authority will be looking in the draft EIR for alternatives and mitigation measures
that would prevent and minimize impacts to the Authority’s water operations and
other river flows, while mining or reclamation activities are being conducted. A
potential solution for this issue could be a channel that bypasses the project site
at all times.

13.A significant portion of the Sweetwater River channel is located within the
boundaries of the subject project, and while the submitted documents claim that
no impacts to the river channel will occur, the channel would ultimately be widened
up to 300 feet in some areas. The amount of water being transferred between
reservoirs would be significantly lost to ponding and percolation if no viable
alternatives are provided. This is a significant impact to the Authority, its water
supply, its operations, and ultimately, to the customers located in the Authority’s
service area. Viable alternatives and mitigation measures addressing this potential
water loss issue shall be provided in the draft EIR. Please review the 2018 Letter
for more information and coordination items on this matter.

Utilities and Service Systems

14.The Utilities and Service Systems Section of the IS Environmental Checklist
includes the following question:

“Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater, or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas,
or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could
cause significant environmental effects?”





