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C-3 The comment indicates that the Project Description should be revised 
to encompass the 2014 Rincon MWD Water Master Plan R7 Reservoir, 
including its design and construction.  The EIR has been modified in 
response to this comment, with construction of the R7 Reservoir and 

C-2 The comment indicates that future drought restrictions are possible 
and should be addressed in the EIR.  Section 3.1.8 of the EIR has been 
revised to include information about the Rincon del Diablo Municipal 
Water District’s (Rincon MWD) Drought Ordinance.  Section 3.1.8 
of the EIR (Subsection 2.11.1.1 in the DEIR), as well the Water and 
Recycled Water Study (Appendix P of the EIR), also document historical 
water use on the property and demonstrate that the estimated average 
Project water use would be consistent with (i.e., within approximately 
1.5 percent of) historical water use in the established baseline year 
(2013), and well below the previous five-year average on-site use.  In 
addition, these analyses identify several considerations that are expected 
to further reduce water demand at the Project site (although these 
considerations are not included in the Project water demand projections).  
Specifically, these include water use reductions associated with current 
and future technological advances and conservation measures, as well as 
the proposed use of recycled water to irrigate approximately 35.6 acres 
of proposed on-site landscaping in lieu of potable water use (with these 
factors assumed to result in a lower overall water demand than that used 
for the Proposed Project analysis, and reduce the average on-site use 
below the 2013 baseline year average).  This information can be used by 
the Rincon MWD Board to qualify the Project for meters as part of the 
Drought Ordinance.  This issue is also discussed in Responses C-8 and 
C-10.

C-1 The comment is introductory and is not at variance with the environmental 
document.  See Responses C-2 through C-22 below for responses to 
specific issues.
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C-4 The comment indicates that the DEIR implies that Rincon MWD has 
reviewed and approved the R7 Reservoir and layout of the water system 
when it has not been reviewed and approved, and that the EIR should 
further address the R7 Reservoir.  As stated in Response C-3, the EIR, 
as well as the Water and Recycled Water Study (Appendix P of the 
EIR), have been modified to discuss the inclusion of the R7 Reservoir, 
including potential design and construction characteristics. In addition a 
Project Design Feature has been included in Table 1-4 and Chapter 7 that 
states that the hydraulic analysis shall be reviewed by the Rincon MWD 
to verify the associated sizing and scheduling conclusions, with any 
resultant modifications to be incorporated into the final Project design.

C-3
cont.

related access road/pipeline facilities now included in the Project 
Description (refer to Subsections 1.2.1.3, 2.1.2.1, 2.3.2.2, 2.4.2.1, 2.5.1.4, 
and 3.8.1.).  This issue is discussed further in Responses C-4 and C-5.   
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C-5 The comment indicates that the Proposed Project triggers the need to 
construct the R7 Reservoir as opposed to just providing an opportunity 
to facilitate earlier construction.  The 2014 Rincon MWD Water Master 
Plan identified the R7 Reservoir as a facility required to: (1) meet future 
growth within the Rincon MWD Improvement District No. 1 (ID 1) 
South service area (which includes the Proposed Project site), for existing 
and future customers; (2) provide sufficient storage and water pressure 
to meet fire flow requirements within the ID 1 South service area; and 
(3) replace the capacity for potable water storage lost by converting the 
existing R1-A water storage reservoir to recycled water storage.  The 2012 
California Fire Code increased the fire flow requirements for residential 
from 1,500 gpm to 2,500 gpm in “high severity zone” or wildland areas, 
although the Valiano fire requirement is estimated to be 1,500 gpm by the 
San Marcos Fire Protection District (i.e., a “moderate severity zone”).  
These recent requirements have resulted in the need for higher flows in 
the District, and therefore the R7 Reservoir was included in the 2014 
Water Master Plan to address these issues.  As it has been determined that 
the Proposed Project triggers the need to construct the master planned R7 
Reservoir, it would be designed and constructed by Valiano as part of the 
development, and is therefore included and analyzed in the EIR and the 
Water and Recycled Water Study (Appendix P of the EIR) as appropriate 
(please refer to Subchapters 2.1, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5 and 3.1.8). 

C-7 The comment makes a correction to the EIR.  See Subsection 1.2.1.3 of 
the EIR.  

C-6 The comment makes a correction to the EIR.  The phasing of the on-
site system, including the R7 Reservoir, will be included in the detailed 
hydraulic analysis to be submitted to the District for approval.  A phasing 
figure (Figure 1-19b) has been added to Chapter 1 of the EIR.

C-8 The comment indicates that the 2014 Urban Water Management Plan 
(UWMP) and Master Plan updates have a strategic goal of no net increase 
in imported water.  The Project complies with this goal and the EIR, 
along with the Water and Recycled Water Study (Appendix P of the EIR), 
provide appropriate documentation of prior and projected water use and 
supply.  Specifically, the EIR analysis concludes that: (1) projected water 
use associated with the Proposed Project would be consistent with (i.e., 
within approximately 1.5 percent of) on-site use during the identified 
baseline year of 2013, and well below the average use at the site over the 
past five years; (2) while not included in the Project demand analysis, 
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C-9 The comment indicates that the EIR should reference the 2014 UWMP 
update.  The discussion of water supply and demand in Subsection 
3.1.8.1 of the EIR, includes applicable information from the 2014 UWMP 
update, with this issue also being discussed in Response C-8. 

C-10 The comment indicates that the EIR should discuss drought and future 
mandates from the State.  Section 3.1.8 of the EIR (Subchapter 2.11 in 
the DEIR) provides discussion of drought conditions and related State 
mandates, including Executive Order-B-29-15, which requires a net 
reduction of water use relative to the amounts used in 2013.  The Project 
site exhibited high historical water usage due to the previous orchard 
operations.  Specifically, as shown in Section 3.1.8 of the EIR and the 
Water and Recycled Water Study (Appendix P of the EIR), the average on-
site water use for the established baseline year (2013) was approximately 
162,000 gallons per day (gpd), while the average use on-site over the 
past five years was approximately 194,000 gpd.  The estimated average 
water use identified for the Proposed Project in the Water and Recycled 
Water Study is 164,520 gpd, which is well below the five-year average 
for the site and, consistent with the 2013 baseline year.  As described 
in the EIR, however, average water use for the Proposed Project is also 
assumed to be below the identified 2013 baseline year consumption 
with consideration of water use reductions from technological advances, 
conservation measures, and the proposed use of recycled water for on-
site landscape irrigation.  This issue is also discussed in Responses C-2 
and C-8.

C-11 The comment indicates that the EIR should mention Rincon MWD’s 
plans to use meter restrictions and potable water offsets during mandatory 
restrictions under the Rincon MWD Drought Ordinance.  This issue is 
discussed in Responses C-2, C-8 and C-10.

C-8
cont.

current and future technological advances and conservation measures, as 
well as the proposed use of recycled water to irrigate approximately 35.6 
acres of proposed on-site landscaping in lieu of potable water use, are 
assumed to result in a lower overall water demand than that used for the 
Proposed Project analysis (and to reduce the average on-site use below 
the 2013 baseline year average); (3) the Project demand for potable 
water would be met by water supplies identified to be available over a 
20 year planning horizon under normal, single dry year, and multiple dry 
year conditions; (4) the proposed R7 Reservoir would, in combination 
with surplus capacity in the ID-1 North system, ensure adequate storage 
capacity for the Rincon MWD and the ID-1 South system; and (5) 
the Proposed  Project water supply system facilities would be sized to 
provide adequate capacity for identified on-site development, and would 
not necessitate significant alterations to existing off-site systems beyond 
those assumed as part of the Project design.  This issue is also discussed 
in Response C-2.
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C-14 The comment indicates that the DEIR incorrectly stated that Rincon 
MWD recommended a conceptual water and recycled water study for 
the Project, and that further review by Rincon MWD would be required 
in the future.  The referenced text in the EIR has been modified to clarify 
that the water and recycled water study was not requested by the Rincon 
MWD and will be subject to review by Rincon. 

C-13 The comment indicates that the some of the facilities shown have yet to 
be reviewed and approved by Rincon MWD.  This issue is discussed in 
Response C-4.

C-12 The comment indicates that water supply demand impacts could be 
significant if offsets such as extending recycled facilities off-site or 
developing alternative water supplies are required.  As outlined in 
Section 3.1.8 of the EIR and Responses C-2, C-8 and C-10, however, 
the Proposed Project would (without offsets as described) use less water 
than the previous five-year average baseline agricultural use, and would 
be below the established 2013 baseline year use with consideration of 
assumed technological advances, conservation measures, and the on-site 
use of recycled water for landscape irrigation.  
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C-14
cont.

C-15

C-16

C-17

C-18

C-19
C-20

C-21

C-22

C-15 The comment indicates that the R7 Reservoir is a developer driven project 
and is a facility requirement for the Project.  This issue is discussed in 
Response C-5.

C-19 The comment references Comments C-15 and C-17 and highlights a 
passage in the DEIR regarding the R7 Reservoir as being proposed by 
Rincon MWD.  This issue is discussed in Responses C-3 through C-6.

C-18 A revised reservoir and access road design has been prepared as part 
of the Water and Recycled Water Study (Appendix P of the EIR), and 
is included in the EIR (Subsection 1.2.1.3 and Section 3.1.8).  The 
preferred access route includes a 15-foot paved access road within a 20-
foot wide easement, and has been designed using the existing orchard 
roads as much as possible.  Under the proposed design, access road 
grades would be limited to a maximum of 20 to 25 percent, consistent 
with other Rincon MWD reservoir access roads.  

C-17 The comment makes a correction to the EIR.  The EIR, as well as the 
Water and Recycled Water Study (Appendix P of the EIR), have been 
modified to discuss the inclusion of the R7 Reservoir, including potential 
design and construction characteristics.  This issue is also discussed in 
Responses C-3 through C-6.

C-16 The comment indicates that the reservoir capacity and fire storage 
assumptions have yet to be reviewed or approved by Rincon MWD, and 
that the detailed hydraulic analyses will need to investigate additional 
issues.  These issues are discussed in Responses C-4 and C-5.

C-20 The comment references Comments C-15 and C-17 and highlights a 
passage in the DEIR regarding the R7 Reservoir as being proposed by 
Rincon MWD.  This issue is discussed in Responses C-3 through C-6.

C-21 The comment references Comments C-15 and C-17 and highlights a 
passage in the DEIR regarding the R7 Reservoir as being proposed by 
Rincon MWD.  This issue is discussed in Responses C-3 through C-6.

C-22 The comment indicates that the final sizing and timing of the R7 tank will 
be determined in a detailed hydraulic study, based on analysis of the ID 
1 South zone.  A revised design for the reservoir lay-out and access road 
was prepared as part of the Water and Recycled Water Study (Appendix 
P of the EIR), and is included in the EIR as the preferred access route.  
This issue is also discussed in Response C-18.
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