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O3d-1 This comment is an introduction and overview summary of the specific 

comments to follow.  Responses to each of the specific comments are 
provided below.    

 
O3d-2 The project has studied several options for wastewater service – both 

on-site and off-site.  The on-site options are fully contained within the 
project.  The offsite option would require improvements to connect to 
the Lower Moosa Treatment Plant.  The VCMWD will ultimately select 
which option the project would implement.  In response to the offsite 
options, which would connect to the existing off-site Lower Moosa 
Treatment Plant, the project studied four Alternatives.  As the 
commenter points out, Alternative 3 would be located within the 
Mountain Ridge Road private road easement.  If the project 
implements Alternative 3, the project may need to clarify existing 
easement rights within Mountain Ridge Road.  In any event, a fourth 
off-site alternative pipeline alternative (Alternative Alignment 4) has 
been added to Appendix S of the FEIR (Wastewater Management 
Alternatives Report).  Alternative 4 utilizes private easements and 
IODs that benefit the project along Covey Lane, and public road rights-
of-way along West Lilac Road and Circle R Drive, in which the 
VCMWD has statutory rights under Public Utilities Code sections 
12808 and 10101 to use any public right-of-way for the installation of 
water and sewer system improvements and facilities to reach the 
Lower Moosa Wastewater Treatment Facility.  

 
 With respect to the assertion that it is highly unlikely that the VCMWD 

would use Eminent Domain powers to secure utility, VCMWD 
Administrative Regulations Sec. 200.3[d] provides that properties 
requiring an off-site line extension that do not have adequate 
easements to extend water lines may petition the VCMWD Board of 
Directors to initiate proceedings to acquire the easements through 
eminent domain. Ultimately, it is in the discretion of the Board of 
Director’s to decide whether to initiate proceedings to acquire the 
easements.  The letter referenced from staff of the VCMWD does not 
preclude the Board of Directors from initiating such proceedings and 
the process is available should the Board choose. 
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O3d-3 The commenter questions whether the applicants have legal rights to 
access necessary areas for the routes identified. Refer to the Global 
Response: Off-site Improvements – Environmental Analysis and 
Easement Summary Table included in the introduction to these 
responses to comments. See response to comment O3d-2, above.   

 
O3d-4 Off-site sewer line and recycled water line areas of impact are 

illustrated on FEIR exhibits 2.5-2b and 2.5-2c.  These figures include a 
detailed and comprehensive natural resource map, with pipeline route 
overlays.  FEIR subchapter 2.5.2.2 discusses biological impacts of 
proposed off-site sewer line improvements for the preferred option. 
Mitigation is included in FEIR subchapter 2.5.5. Also see Figures 3.1-
7a through 3.1-7c-1 that depicts the utility cross sections including, 
relevant APN numbers and the Global Response: Off-site 
Improvements – Environmental Analysis and Easement Summary 
Table included in the introduction to these responses to comments.    

 
O3d-5 Impacts associated with odor are discussed in FEIR subchapter 

2.2.2.5.  The project’s water reclamation facility (WRF) is designed to 
include measures to reduce any potential odor impacts to the 
surrounding areas. As required by Section 6318 of the County of San 
Diego Zoning Ordinance, odor control units would be designed to treat 
odorous air from within treatment structures so not to “emit matter 
causing unpleasant odors which are perceptible by the average person 
at or beyond the lot line” of the WRF. Foul air from the plant 
headworks would be treated on-site prior to discharge. There are 
multiple technologies that are available to treat odors which are 
generated within a treatment plant. Some technologies are most 
efficient at reducing only specific odor generating compounds (for 
example wet scrubbers are efficient at the removal of H2S only). 
Industry standard treatment process of foul air treatment is achieved 
by activated carbon towers, which would be employed at the WRF, 
and included as a project design consideration (see Table 1-3).  Based 
on Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, the project would have a 
significant impact if it would: create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of 
hazardous materials; or create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident 
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the 
environment; or if it would emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within  

O3d-2 
cont. 

O3d-3 

O3d-4 

O3d-5 

O3d-6 



 LETTER RESPONSE 

Organizations-152 

 

O3d-5 (cont.) 
 one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school, in non-compliance 

with existing hazardous substance regulations.  FEIR subchapter 
2.7.2.1 discusses the impacts of the on-site WRF relative to the above 
threshold.  Due to the strict requirements that regulate the handling 
and operation of hazardous substances outlined above, and the fact 
that the initial planning, ongoing monitoring, and inspections would 
occur in compliance with local, state, and federal regulation, the project 
would not result in any potentially significant impacts related to the 
routine transport, use, and disposal of hazardous substances or 
related to the accidental explosion or release of hazardous 
substances. 

 
 The proposed on-site WRF would be located within the project (refer to 

FEIR Figure 1-4).  Biological impacts associated with grading of the 
site and improvements associated with the WRF are included in the 
discussion of the project’s on-site impacts in subchapter 2.5 of the 
FEIR. 

 
 The growth inducing impact discussion contained in FEIR 

subchapter 1.8 has been revised from the previous draft EIR. Potential 
for growth inducement associated with an on-site WRF is discussed in 
FEIR subchapter 1.8.4.3. The FEIR concludes that while the project 
proposes facilities sized  only to meet the requirements to serve the 
project, VCMWD could decide to improve facilities and/or increase 
capacity after project approval. Therefore, the on-site WRF could 
remove barriers to future growth. 

 
O3d-6 CEQA requires recirculation if significant new information is added to 

the document after public review, per the definitions of “significant new 
information” in Section 15088.5(a)(1) through (4) as listed in the 
comment.  The County finds that the new information added to the 
FEIR does not meet the definitions of significant new information 
requiring recirculation. The FEIR has not been modified in such a way 
that recirculation of the document is necessary.  

 
O3d-7 Attachment is acknowledged and included in the administrative record.  
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