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Letter 16 

COMMENTER: Steve DeGeorge, Ventura County Transportation Commission 
 
DATE:   April 4, 2019 

RESPONSE: 

Response 16A 

Table 1-6 of the Draft EIR has been corrected as suggested by the commenter; please 
see Section 1.3 of this Final EIR. 

Response 16B 

The City of Ventura agrees and incorporated into the project description a requirement 
that, before beginning construction that would encroach on public roadways, the 
contractor provide notice to local transportation agencies about the schedule and 
location of construction. See Section 1.3 of this Final EIR. 
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Letter 17 

COMMENTER: Carolee Krieger, California Water Impact Network 
 
DATE:   April 3, 2019 

RESPONSE: 

Response 17A 

Commenter is concerned that the proposed project represents a new diversion from the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta.  This is not the case; under the No Project Alternative, 
the City of Ventura and Casitas SWP Table A allocation is diverted from the Delta. 
Section 2.6.3.3 in the Draft EIR describes SWP operations under the No Project 
Alternative.  Without the proposed project, the SWP Allocations for the City of Ventura 
and Casitas would continue to be sold to other SWP contractors or to the DWR 
Turnback Pool Program. Review of the SWP management records (2007-2016) shows 
that the majority of water sold to the Turnback Pool Program is purchased by Southern 
California entities (MWD, Antelope Valley-East Kern Water Agency, Desert Water 
Agency, San Gorgonio Pass Water Agency, Coachella Water District) or Southern San 
Joaquin Valley entities (Kern County Water Agency, Tulare Lake Basin Water Storage 
District). From 2007-2016, 80 to 90 percent of all water in the Turnback Pool Program 
was sent to either Southern California or the Southern San Joaquin Valley. 

Response 17B 

The alternative local water sources recommended by the commenterðwastewater 
treatment, groundwater management, desalination, and conservationðdo not meet the 
project objectives. Specifically, none of these options, individually or in combination, 
would provide a backup supply for the Cityôs other (local) water supplies, allow Casitas 
or United to receive their SWP entitlements, and enable the City to deliver water to 
Calleguas during an imported water outage. 

Response 17C 

The reliability of the SWP supply is described in the Draft EIR (Section 1.12.1), based on 
the DWR Delivery Capability Report. As discussed in that section, over the long-term the 
SWP is anticipated to deliver 62% of each contractorôs Table A amount, but in a very dry 
year or in the event of infrastructure failure, the SWP may deliver no water. However, a 
drought in the Ventura area does not necessarily mean a drought for the SWP.  From 
2012 to 2018 the City of Ventura was considered to be in drought (based on the USDA 
Drought Monitor (https://droughtmonitor.unl.edu/Maps/MapArchive.aspx). In 2017, the 
area supplying the SWP was not considered to be in drought and delivered 85 percent of 
Table A allocations.  

Response 17D 

As described in Section 1.2 and Section 1.6, the project would make up for losses in 
annual yield from Lake Casitas, the Ventura River, and groundwater. The SWP, a 
regional water supply source, would compensate for these lost local supplies but would 
not result in the City having a greater annual volume of supply than it has historically 
had. Because the proposed project is making up for local supplies, it is not growth 
inducing; because the proposed project provides a different, regional, supply, it 
enhances water supply reliability. 

https://droughtmonitor.unl.edu/Maps/MapArchive.aspx
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The purpose of the proposed project is to make it possible to: 

¶ Deliver SWP water to the City of Ventura to offset losses in existing water 
supplies. 

¶ Make in-lieu deliveries to Casitas to offset losses in existing water supplies. 

¶ Provide the infrastructure so that United can take direct delivery of its SWP water 
to offset decreases in groundwater replenishment and provide an emergency 
connection for the O-H system. 

¶ Provide water supplies to Calleguas during an outage of imported water. 

The project would not create a new water demand, nor provide capacity to meet 
projected future water demands. As stated in CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(d), 
ñindirectò growth inducement can include ñreducing obstacles to population growth,ò such 
as water supply. Growth inducement may result in adverse impacts if the growth is not 
consistent with local land use plans and growth management plans and policies for the 
area; this ñdisorderlyò growth could indirectly result in additional adverse environmental 
impacts. The Cityôs adopted General Plan guides the type, location, and level of land use 
and development planned for the City. The environmental impacts of this growth were 
addressed in the City of Ventura 2005 General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 
(General Plan Final EIR). Because the proposed project will not promote growth beyond 
the growth permitted by the General Plan and evaluated by the General Plan Final EIR, 
the proposed project is not growth-inducing. 

Response 17E 

The City of Ventura, Casitas, and United already have SWP entitlements and are 
obligated to pay the referenced costs. No additional response is necessary since the 
comment does not raise significant environmental effects.  

Response 17F 

Please see responses 17A through 17E. 
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Letter 18 

COMMENTER: Burt Handy 
 
DATE:   April 4, 2019 

RESPONSE: 

Response to Letter 18 

In an EIR the Lead Agency is obligated to analyze alternatives to the project, or to the 
location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the 
project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant environmental 
effects of the project. A connection to the SWP at Lake Piru or Castaic Lake may 
achieve water delivery objectives to the Oxnard Plain; however, it would not avoid or 
substantially lessen the significant effects of the proposed project. A Castaic/Piru 
pipeline would potentially require more infrastructure, including 26 to 40 miles of pipeline 
(rather than seven miles) and surface water treatment.  A Castaic/Piru pipeline would not 
satisfy a key project objective, providing emergency water supplies to Calleguas and 
therefore does not qualify as a project alternative. 
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Letter 19 

COMMENTER: Daniel Cormode 
 
DATE:   April 5, 2019 

RESPONSE: 

Response to Letter 19 

When social or economic effects would have physical impacts on the environment, 
CEQA requires analysis of the physical impacts.  The Draft EIR addresses all anticipated 
physical impacts on the environment.  Therefore, the Draft EIR complies with Section 
15131(a), which states:  

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects 
on the environment. An EIR may trace a chain of cause and effect from a 
proposed decision on a project through anticipated economic or social changes 
resulting from the project to physical changes caused in turn by the economic or 
social changes. The intermediate economic or social changes need not be 
analyzed in any detail greater than necessary to trace the chain of cause and 
effect. The focus of the analysis shall be on physical changes. 

Commenter did not provide linkage between project cost and a physical change in the 
environment.  
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Letter 20 

COMMENTER: Nicole Collazo, Ventura County Air Pollution Control District 
 
DATE:   April 1, 2019 

RESPONSE: 

Response 20A 

Climate data in the project area (Oxnard) has been updated in the Final EIR using the 
most recent 30-year averages (1981-2010). See Section 1.3 of this Final EIR. 

Response 20B 

Sensitive receptors identified in this comment are located adjacent to highway corridors 
(State Route 126 or U.S. Highway 101) where ambient levels of air pollutants (including 
diesel particulate matter) are relatively high.  The project-related increase would be 
relatively minor and limited to a few weeks at any one receptor as the pipeline is 
installed.  The proposed project would implement construction emissions reduction 
measures listed in the VCAPCDôs Air Quality Assessment Guidelines. 

Off-road diesel fueled fleets (including heavy equipment operated by construction 
contractors that would implement the proposed project) are regulated under Title 13 
Section 2449 of the California Code of Regulations, which includes a mandated 
implementation schedule to phase in lower emissions engines over time.  Under this 
regulation, no higher emissions engines (Tiers 1 and 2) may be added to a fleet after 
January 1, 2018.  Therefore, the engines used in heavy equipment used to implement 
the proposed project (in 2020) are likely to be lower emissions engines (Tier 3 or better).  
Due to the short-term nature of project-related emissions, which will include emissions 
reduction measures required by the VCAPCDôs Air Quality Assessment Guidelines and 
State law, there will be no significant air quality impacts.  Note that pipeline installation 
adjacent to Rio Mesa High School would be conducted when school is not in session 
(see mitigation measure TR MM-1). 
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Letter 21 

COMMENTER: Manjunath Venkat, Ventura County Resource Management    
     Agency 

DATE:   April 4. 2019 

RESPONSE: 

Response 21A 

The proposed project has been designed to avoid any impacts to streambeds, including 
actions that may divert or obstruct flow, substantially change or use any material from 
bed or bank, or deposit or dispose of any waste (see Section 1602 of the California Fish 
and Game Code).  Therefore, a lake or streambed alteration agreement is not needed. 
Frac-out of drilling fluids is not anticipated, and the EIR provides a Frac-out Contingency 
Plan (see mitigation measure HAZ MM-3) to avoid and minimize potential impacts.  

The Countyôs Standards for Initial Study Biological Assessments do not apply to the 
project as the City is the lead agency and the project does not require a land use permit 
from Ventura County.  In any case, the project has been designed to avoid wetlands, 
including directional drilling under the Santa Clara River.  
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Letter 22 

COMMENTER: Anitha Balan, Ventura County Public Works Transportation    
     Department 

DATE:   April 4, 2019 

RESPONSE: 

Response 22A 

As described in Table 1-6 of the Draft EIR, the project would need an encroachment 
permit from the County of Ventura, which would include the relevant requirements.  

Once design is finalized, the City (or the entity building the SWP Interconnection) would 
determine the need for encroachment permits from other jurisdictions (City of Oxnard 
and City of Camarillo). 

Response 22B 

The traffic and circulation study prepared for the SWP Interconnection identified one 
potentially significant impact related to construction traffic, the addition of peak hour trips 
to Central Avenue, a roadway that is currently operating at a less than acceptable level 
of service (see Draft EIR Section 2.16.3.2). To mitigate this impact, Mitigation Measure 
TR MM-1 includes limiting construction of Segment 10 (proposed alignment) and 
Segments 7 and 11 (Alternative Alignment B) to periods when Rio Mesa High School is 
out of session. This mitigation measure would reduce impacts to less than significant.  
Given the results of the traffic and circulation study and the applicable mitigation 
measures, limiting construction truck trips to outside peak hours is unnecessary. 

Response 22C 

The cities of Oxnard and Camarillo as well as the County of Ventura were provided 
Notice of Preparation of the EIR as well as Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR. The 
cities of Oxnard, Camarillo, and the County of Ventura will be included in the distribution 
of any notices related to the Final EIR (e.g., responses to comments, Notice of 
Determination). 
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Letter 23 

COMMENTER: Sergio Vargas, Deputy Director, Ventura County Public Works    
     Watershed Projection 

DATE:   April 3, 2019 

RESPONSE: 

Response 23A 

As documented in Table 1-6 of the Draft EIR, the City anticipates the need to obtain 
permits and other approvals from the Ventura County Watershed Protection District. As 
part of this process, the City (or the entity constructing the pipeline) would provide site 
plans and cross sections for pipeline segments traversing Watershed Protection District 
facilities, rights-of-way, and jurisdictional watercourses. 

Response 23B 

Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) is a rotary process, not an impact process. HDD 
utilizes a rotary bit on the end of drilling pipe string that is hydraulically rotated by the 
HDD machine at the entrance shaft. The entrance shaft could be located on either side 
of the Santa Clara River. However, it is anticipated that the north side of the river would 
serve as the location for the entrance shaft since only the south side of the river provides 
sufficient area to layout approximately 2,000ô of pipe, which would be pulled back into 
the borehole from south to north.  

During design, a geotechnical study would be conducted which characterizes the soil 
within the levee and identifies corresponding sensitivities to vibration. The engineer 
would then select a bore path which is well below the levee and minimizes potential 
impacts due to vibration. In addition, the City (or the entity constructing the pipeline) 
would implement the recommendations of the site-specific geotechnical report and any 
requirements of the Army Corps of Engineers Section 408 Permit. 

Also, during design, a geotechnical study would be conducted which characterizes the 
soil conditions near Beardsley Wash. Using this information, the design engineer would 
identify appropriate construction methods for crossing Beardsley Wash. In addition, the 
City (or the entity constructing the pipeline) would implement the recommendations of 
the site-specific geotechnical report, the requirements of the Ventura County Watershed 
Protection District Encroachment Permit, and any requirements of the NPDES Permit for 
Discharges of Groundwater from Construction and Project Dewatering to Surface 
Waters in Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles and Ventura Counties (General NPDES 
Permit No CAG994004). 
 
Response 23C 

Table 1-6 of the EIR has been updated to include an encroachment permit from the 
Watershed Protection District and a Section 408 Permit from the Army Corps of 
Engineers. See Section 1.3 of this Final EIR. 
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Response 23D 

The only significant aboveground structure that could increase imperviousness is the 
proposed blending station which would be built within the City of Ventura and follow City 
of Ventura requirements for stormwater management. 

Response 23E 

Consistent with terms of the encroachment permit, the Watershed Protection District will 
be notified before construction commences within District property/facilities. 
Requirements for scheduling and performing maintenance will be memorialized in 
project encroachment permit(s).  

Response 23F 

Table 1-6 of the EIR has been updated to include a Floodplain Development Permit from 
the Watershed Protection District. See Section 1.3 of this Final EIR. 

Response 23G 

The HDD pipeline crossing of the Santa Clara River is not anticipated to affect surface 
water volumes.  In any case, the subject reach of the Santa Clara River is a migration 
corridor for steelhead (during high flows only) but does not provide any suitable 
spawning or rearing habitat.  Therefore; steelhead are not likely to be present when 
pipeline installation occurs. 
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