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Response to Comment I28-1 
The County acknowledges the comment and opposition to the Project. While 
this comment does not raise specific issues regarding the content of the EIR, 
please see the Global Responses to General Plan/Community Plan 
Amendments CEQA Impact Analysis and to Project Consistency with General 
Plan Policy LU-1.4.  

Consistent with concerns noted at the end of this comment, the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires evaluation of the effects of other 
projects in the area when combined with those of a proposed project. This 
review is termed the “cumulative impact analysis,” and is required during 
County review. The cumulative projects are introduced in Chapter 1.0, 
Subchapter 1.7 of the EIR. As the text states:  

The State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15355) state that a 
cumulative impact is “the change in the environment which 
results from the incremental impact of the Project when 
added to other closely related past, present and reasonably 
foreseeable probable future projects.” Sections 15065 and 
15130 of the State CEQA Guidelines require that an EIR 
address cumulative impacts of a project when the project’s 
incremental effects would be cumulatively considerable; 
i.e., the incremental effects of the project would be 
“considerable when viewed in connection with the effects 
of past projects, the effects of other current projects and 
the effects of probable future projects.” Table 1-3, 
Cumulative Projects in the Vicinity of the Proposed 
Project, provides a list of cumulative projects within 5 
miles of the Project site. Figure 1-23, Cumulative Projects, 
shows the general location of the projects listed in Table 1-
3.  

A total of 65 projects in the vicinity of the Proposed 
Project, as well as the Proposed Project, were considered 
for the analysis of cumulative impacts. The list consists of 
projects that are pending or recently approved within the 
County and other adjacent jurisdictions.  
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The combined environmental effect of these projects, as relevant, is addressed 
specific to topic areas in EIR Chapters 2.0 and 3.0. 

Response to Comment I28-2 
The EIR analyzes potential Project-related traffic impacts and sets forth 
mitigation measures for significant impacts. This analysis is detailed in the 
Traffic Impact Analysis (Appendix D) and Subchapter 2.2, Transportation 
/Traffic, of the EIR.  

Response to Comment I28-3 
The EIR analyzes potential Project-related biological resource impacts and sets 
forth mitigation measures for significant impacts. This discussion is detailed in 
the Biological Technical Report (Appendix E) and Subchapter 2.3, Biological 
Resources, of the EIR.  

Response to Comment I28-4 
The EIR analyzes potential Project-related aesthetic impacts and sets forth 
mitigation measures for significant impacts This discussion is detailed in the 
Visual Impact Analysis (Appendix B) and Subchapter 2.1, Aesthetics, of the 
EIR.  
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Response to Comment I28-5 
The FEIR discusses Hydrology and Water Quality in Section 3.1.4, Hydrology 
/Water Quality, of the EIR, as well as the Technical Appendices M-1 through 
M-4, CEQA Preliminary Hydrology/Drainage Study, Hydromodification 
Screening Analysis, Preliminary Hydromodification Management Study, 
Hydraulic (Floodplain) Analysis for HGV South, and the Priority Development 
Project Storm Water Quality Management Plan (Appendix N). 

Response to Comment I28-6 
The Project’s water reclamation facility would be state-of-art, as described in 
Chapter 1.0, Project Description, of the EIR. The water reclamation facility is 
subject to Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR) permits by the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) similar to the WDR requirements for 
existing Harmony Grove Village (HGV) water reclamation plant. Water 
reclamation facilities are subject to monitoring and reporting program 
requirements which are intended to ensure the reliability of the operation and 
maintenance of these facilities and to protect the water quality of receiving 
waters. It is noted that certain significant storm events may occasionally exceed 
the capacity of water treatment facilities, resulting in occasional overflows of 
effluent into receiving waters. These occasions are extremely rare, particularly 
in San Diego County. Project-related water quality was evaluated in FEIR 
Section 3.1.4, Hydrology/Water Quality, and all issues were identified as less 
than significant based on technical data provided in EIR technical appendices 
M-1, the CEQA Preliminary Hydrology/ Drainage Study; M-4, the Hydraulic 
(Floodplain) Analyses for HGV South; and N, the Priority Development 
Project Storm Water Quality Management Plan. 

Response to Comment I28-7 
While the comment does not raise any specific issue regarding content in the 
EIR, it is noted that the EIR discusses both groundwater availability and water 
quality in Section 3.1.4, Hydrology/Water Quality. Regarding the potential for 
drawdown (impacts on groundwater availability), as stated in the FEIR: 

Domestic water supplies for the Proposed Project would 
be obtained from the Rincon MWD, with no groundwater 
use proposed for domestic or other purposes. As previously 
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noted, implementation of the Proposed Project would 
result in the addition of approximately 38 acres of 
impervious surfaces in the form of pavement and 
structures. As a result, approximately 73 acres (or 
approximately 66 percent) of the site would remain 
pervious, including areas such as open space, landscaping, 
and unlined drainage facilities (refer to Figures 1-6a and 
1-13). Based on these conditions, as well as the fact that 
virtually all areas proposed for development currently 
encompass Hydrologic Group C or D soils (with low or 
very low water transmission rates; PDC 2017b), 
infiltration of surface flows and related recharge capacity 
within the Project site are anticipated to exhibit a only a 
relatively minor reduction compared to existing 
conditions.  

Project construction may also require localized 
extraction/disposal of shallow groundwater to 
accommodate activities such as grading and excavation. 
Because shallow groundwater is limited to the 
northernmost portion of the site, however (as described 
above in Section 3.1.4.1), construction-related dewatering 
is anticipated to be minor in extent and short-term in 
duration (refer also to the related discussion of potential 
groundwater extraction and associated water quality 
requirements below in this section under Guideline Nos. 8 
through 11).  

Based on the above considerations, Project-related 
impacts associated with drawdown of local groundwater 
aquifers or reductions in local groundwater well yields 
would be less than significant (EIR pg. 3.1.4-19). 

Relative to water quality, the section’s introduction says: 

Potential Project-related water quality impacts are 
associated with both short-term construction activities and 
long-term operation and maintenance. Project-related 
activities that could potentially result in direct effects to 
groundwater quality are limited to the percolation of 
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Project-related surface runoff and associated pollutants 
(e.g., in pervious portions of the proposed storm drain 
system) (EIR pg. 3.1.4-21). 

The EIR reviews both types of effects between pages 19 and 26 of the section, 
with discussions including (but not limited to) construction controls, disposal 
of shallow groundwater during construction, long-term maintenance and 
operations, site design and source control best management practices, etc. The 
conclusion in the FEIR Section 3.1.4.5 states: 

Based on the discussions provided above, potential 
Project-specific and cumulative hydrology and water 
quality impacts associated with implementation of the 
Proposed Project would be effectively avoided or reduced 
below identified significance guidelines through 
implementation of recommendations provided in the 
Project Drainage Study, HMS [Hydromodification Study], 
Hydraulic (Floodplain) Analyses and SWQMP [Storm 
Water Quality Management Plan], as well as conformance 
with established regulatory requirements (EIR pg. 3.1.4-
29).  

This information indicates that potential Project effects on area wells would be 
less than significant as a matter of site design and mandatory regulation and 
ordinance compliance. 
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