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COMMENTS RESPONSES 
Response to Comment I7-1 
The comments regarding the General Plan/Community Plan update process 
that was completed in 2011 and existing conditions of the Harmony Grove 
Village (HGV) area are noted. Please see the Global Response to General 
Plan/Community Plan Amendments CEQA Impact Analysis.   
 
Response to Comment I7-2 
Regarding potential impacts to water quality, including groundwater water 
quality, please see Section 3.1.4, Hydrology/Water Quality. Regional 
ordinances control water quality and require conformance to standards. The 
Project will be required to develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Monitoring Program during the final 
engineering phase of the Project that focuses on the construction period.   
 
The topography of the site and the proximity to Escondido Creek are evaluated 
throughout the EIR. The level of information provided in the EIR is appropriate 
and sufficient to understand the kinds of issues that would arise during 
construction of the Project, and also the routine nature of these issues, 
including control of runoff (both volumes and quality) and erosion control. 
Project requirements include the Construction Site Monitoring Plan (CSMP), 
a Risk Assessment to determine the Project’s Risk Level (1, 2, or 3), and 
appropriate Risk Level Requirements as outlined in the Construction General 
Permit and the SWPPP. The SWPPP and CSMP would be prepared by a 
qualified SWPPP preparer, with this plan to be located on-site at all times 
during construction. 
 
The types of erosion and sediment controls applicable to the Project are 
enumerated as requirements for containment of construction debris distance 
from storm drain inlets/water courses and disposal so as not to allow runoff 
into surrounding waters. Prior to and after storm events, BMP function and 
efficiency would be checked by construction contractor and implementation 
monitors. Sampling/analysis, monitoring/reporting and post-construction 
management programs would be implemented per NPDES and/or County 
requirements, along with additional BMPs as necessary to ensure adequate 
erosion and sediment control. All of these, as well as numerous other relevant 
BMPs, are detailed in EIR Table 1-2 and Chapter 7. Their discussion and 
required implementation not only demonstrate an understanding of potential 
adverse impacts without their use, but also ensure that proper actions would be 
taken to render impacts less than significant. Cumulative issues are addressed 
within the section, and again, are subject to ordinance.  
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Specific to groundwater, as stated in the EIR:  
 

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 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 
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). 

 
Please also see the Global Responses to Fire Hazards Impact Analysis and 
Adequacy of Emergency Evacuation and Access.   



RTC-I7-3 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 
Response to Comment I7-3 
Implementation of the Project would require conformance with a number of 
regulatory requirements. Based on conformance with these requirements, 
including design measures described in Chapter 7, List of Mitigation Measures 
and Project Design Features, of the EIR, all identified Project-level hydrology 
and water quality impacts would be avoided or reduced to less than significant.  
As discussed in Section 3.1.4, Hydrology/Water Quality, Subsection 3.1.4.3 of 
the EIR, the cumulative hydrology/water quality impacts would be less than 
significant. A CEQA Preliminary Hydrology/Drainage Study, Appendix M1, 
Hydromodification Screening Analysis, Appendix M2, Preliminary 
Hydromodification Management Study, Appendix M3, Hydraulic (Floodplain) 
Analysis for HGV South, Appendix M4, and Priority Development Project 
Storm Water Quality Management Plan (PDP SWQMP), Appendix N, of the 
EIR, have been prepared in conformance with the County of San Diego 
requirements.  
 
Response to Comment I7-4 
The sewage/package plant would be a water reclamation plant to treat the 
wastewater to a level acceptable for reuse in the Project and the surrounding 
area. All wastewater treated at this plant would be reused. This would reduce 
the Project’s need for imported water. The water reclamation plant will be 
required to obtain permits to ensure that it is protective of groundwater, 
Escondido Creek, and the atmosphere. The water reclamation plant will not be 
within the flood zone and regulations require it to be located outside of the 
100-year flood plain. When the Project is placed in a wastewater agency, the 
agency will make the final decision on construction of a new treatment plant 
or expansion of an existing plant. The Project is being evaluated for an 
independent wastewater treatment plant to ensure the Project can meet its 
wastewater treatment needs independently from existing facilities. 
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Response to Comment I7-5 
The County acknowledges the comment and opposition to the Project. As 
discussed in Section 3.1.9, Recreation, both direct and cumulative impacts to 
recreation facilities would be less than significant. Otherwise, the comment 
does not raise any specific issues regarding the environmental analysis or 
adequacy of the EIR. 
 
Response to Comment I7-6 
The County disagrees that recirculation of the EIR is required. Please refer to 
Response to Comment I7-2, above, regarding these issues. 
 
Response to Comment I7-7 
The County acknowledges the comment; however, the comment does not raise 
specific issues regarding the environmental analysis or adequacy of the EIR. 
Please refer to Response to Comment I7-2, above, regarding water quality. 
 

 


