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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April 3, 2019

Draft EIR
K/J Project No. 1744205*00.

City of Ventura, Ventura Water
Betsy Cooper

501 Poli Street

Ventura, CA 93002-0099

Dear Ms. Cooper:

The California Water Impact Network (CWIN) herewith submits it comments
to the Draft EIR on the State Water Interconnection Project, K/J Project No.
1744205*00.

C-WIN believes this document does not give a full analysis of Indirect Im-

pacts and Cumulative Impacts according to CEQA Guidelines. Under CEQA

the following two impacts (besides direct impacts) must be considered:

“1. Indirect or secondary effects that are reasonably foreseeable and caused by
a project, but occur at a different time or place. The CEQA Guidelines state
the following:

An indirect physical change in the environment is a physical change...which
s not immediately related to the project, but which is caused indirectly by the
project. If a direct physical change in the environment in turn causes another
change in the environment, then the other change is an indirect change in the

environment (Section 15064 (d)(2)).

...Indirect or secondary effects may include growth-inducing effects and other
effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land wse, population den-
sity, or growth rate, and related effects on air and water and other natural

systems, including ecosystems_{Section 15358)(a)(2)).”

2. Cumulative effects. Section 15355 of the CEQA Guidelines states: “Cumu-
lative impacts” refers to two or more individual effects which, when considered
together, are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental
impacts.

(b) The cumulative impact from several projects is the change in the environ-
ment which results from the incremental impact of the project when added to
other closely related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable probable future
projects. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but collec-
tively significant projects taking place over a period of time.

While the DEIR describes the physical environment and construction impacts
of the State Water Project (SWP) pipeline connection, it does not consider
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the resulting cumulative and indirect impacts associated with bringing State
Water to Ventura County through this pipeline for use by its several water
purveyors.

A. Cumulative and Indirect Impacts

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) has never actually
quantified the amount of consumptive water available in the Delta water-
shed. It is generally recognized that the SWP is oversubscribed.

Oversubscription of State Water Project (and Bureau of Reclamation Central
Valley Project (CVP) has led to the decimation of the Bay/Delta and its eco-
system as shown by numerous studies. These studies and reports include the
California Fish and Game Commission’s 2009 listing of longfin smelt under
the Endangered Species Act; the US Fish and Wildlife Service’s 2008 Biologi-
cal Opinion for Delta smelt; the National Marine Service June 4, 2009 Biolog-
ical Opinion on Central Valley Project (CVP) and State Water Project (SWP)
Operations; the State Water Resources Control Board’s Bay-Delta Water
Quality Control Plan and Water Rights Decision 1641; the CALFED Bay-Del-
ta Program’s 2000 Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan; and the Central
Valley Project Improvement Act’s Anadromous Fish Restoration Program.

1. SWP Contracts - As originally envisioned, the SWP was thought to be
able to provide 4.23 million acre-feet of water each year to contractors. This
resulted in each contractor opting for a certain amount of water as outlined
in Table A of their contracts. It became apparent that the State would never
be able to deliver the requested amounts of Table A water. Nevertheless,

the DWR and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) continue
to promote the Project as available water for development and as insurance.
This water, which isn’t available in reality, became known as “paper water”
as cited by the Court (Planning and Conservation League v. Department of
Water Resources 2000 83 CAL.APP 4" 892)).

2. Oversubscription - The SWRCB has offered contracts for 5.5 times the
amount of water available from north of the Delta water rights. After a 3 year
review C-WIN verified this fact'. A UC Davis Study has corroborated this
evidence.?

3. The Delta Reform Act - Oversubscription was recognized by the State
when the Legislature passed the 2009 Delta Reform Act. This act requires all

1

https:/ /staticl.squarespace.com/ static/ 59ee697fa9db0955b9b1cOba/t/ 5c9fc4cf183778
0001e3c10f/ 1553974534364 /CWIN-SB_Report_FULL.pdf

2,

IOP Science blog, 100 years of California’s water rights system: patterns, trends and uncertainty
Theodore E Grantham1 and Joshua H Viers2

Published 19 August 2014 « © 2014 IOP Publishing Ltd
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south of the Delta water users to reduce their dependence on the Delta water-
shed. It created the Delta Stewardship Council to devise a plan where both
south of the Delta Contractors and the stakeholders in the Delta watershed
would share northern California water while supporting the needs of the Bay/
Delta eco-system. To date, that plan has not been completed or approved.
Meanwhile, SWP and CVP operations cause impacts on the environment,
and create uncertainty for SWP contractors.

Summation: When reviewing the above information, it becomes apparent
that any new water deliveries from the SWP will only exacerbate the dam-
aged eco-systems and water availability in northern California, and thus
must be considered as indirect and cumulative impacts of the project. The
over-subscription water rights issue will ultimately be decided in court. More-
over, as explained below, hooking up to the SWP could put Ventura’s local
water agencies in financial peril.

B. Project Alternative

The City and County of Ventura and its various water
users and purveyors should continue to explore aug-
menting local water sources including waste water
treatment, groundwater management, desalination,
conservation and others. In the long run, these will
prove less expensive and more reliable than the finan-
cial burdens of SWP management/maintenance and its
inability to deliver water in times of drought.

Reliability: C-WIN wrote “The Santa Barbara Report” to submit as evidence
in SWRCB hearings for the Change of diversion permit required by the Twin
Tunnels. This report discusses cost and reliability as it relates to Santa Bar-
bara’s history with importing this water and gives an indication of percentage
reductions facing all contractors. In summary, when Santa Barbara needs
the water in times of drought, little is made available. South Coast water
agencies Santa Barbara contracted allocation under Table A is 12,500 AF
(The graph on page 4 illustrates amounts of State water received.)

The availability of state water under present operational rules is limited
year-to-year by the amount of runoff experienced in each year. C-WIN has ex-
amined the 98-year hydrologic record of the Sacramento River and found that
statistically, present operations can only provide a small fraction of Table A
amounts during droughts. DWR has never performed a proper analysis to de-
termine a truly reliable level of delivery. Without such analysis, it is fruitless
to propose structural solutions to the Delta’s problems, given that precipita-
tion is the main limiting factor.

L 17A
r 17B
L 17C
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Full Table A Allocations have never been delivered by the SWP and are un-
likely to ever be delivered because of limited availability in times of drought
Board of Directors: and lack of need during wet years when the water is available. Since State
Corolos . Knegsr water contractors are junior water rights holders to those areas that feed the
Co-founder, Delta, reliability will continue to be a problem.
President,
Executive Director
Michael Jackson g
Co-founder, Figure 6
Secretary Santa Barbara South Coast Districts Table A Deliveries
SoihuaGreen (Full Table A Deliveries are 12,500 AF)
Treasurer 14,000.00
on Ehauiiard Full Table A Deliveries 12,500 AF/Year Never Delivered
Co-founder 12,000.00
Malinda Chouinard — 17C
10,000.00
Dan Bacher
Aaron “Beno” Budgor § 8,000.00
Conner Everts g —
e _— I Average Table A Deliveries 28
Dorothy Green < 4:000.00 3,500 AF/Year
Co-founder, >
Secretary
2,000.00
Bill Jennings l I I I I I
Gretchen Lieff 0.00 I
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Tom Stokely Source: CCWA
Trinity Rivers
Poisoned Lands
Barbara Viamis Page 1-6 of the Draft EIR says “The proposed State Water Interconnection
Darlene Bierig Project is not anticipated to provide any increased water supply volume for the
] City and, thus, is not being considered in that [sic] EIR. However, the project
In-memorium . R S —
Arve Sjovold would improve system reliability by providing access to a replacement supply
Advisor source for the water supplies that have been reduced or otherwise become less
P available.” Based on this statement from the Pipeline Project Description, it 17D
Maude Bahrlow appears that unreliability of the SWP has not been sufficiently analyzed by
gi’z;’z;’; this report. Nor, can the Draft EIR’s repeated rejection of growth inducement
Jim Edmondson impacts be accepted. To C-WIN’s knowledge, no permitting jurisdiction in
hal:g, ::::segn Ventura County has accepted the concept of limiting growth to water sources
Joan Wells other than State water.
Staff: 1 7 E
Christina Speed Cost: Once hooked up to the State Water system, contractors are forever
Gedralg Sthckiald responsible for the costs associated with the maintenance and new infrastruc-
ture of the entire SWP system. Water agencies must pay the fixed costs
808 Romero Canyon Rd., Santa Barbara, CA 93108, caroleekrieger7@gmail.com, phone: (805) 969-0824, fax: (805) 565-3394, www.c-win.org
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for the amount of water contracted, regardless of the amount delivered
annually. In wet years, when local water supplies are plentiful and State
water is not needed, contractors continue to pay capital costs of the whole
system. Those most affected, the ratepayers, have no direct input into these
maintenance and infrastructural decisions. In Ventura’s case, the Metropoli-
tan Water District (MWD) will be the big decider. Ultimately, DWR decides.

Examples of SWP Infrastructure Costs:

The Twin Tunnels (CAWaterlix) - The Twin Tunnels (which will pro-
vide no new water according to DWR) would add about $17 Billion dollars to
contractors’ invoices, pro-rated (DWR estimate). C-WIN estimates the total
will be closer to $100 Billion with cost overruns and interest, which were not
included in the DWR estimate. When southern San Joaquin Valley farmers
balked at the cost to agriculture, MWD indicated it is willing to finance the
major portion of these costs.

Oroville Dam Repairs -The Oroville Dam is operated by DWR, but it was
built and is maintained using funds from agricultural and urban water
agencies [SWP contractors] that store water at Lake Oroville, such as the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California. In 2017 the major spill-
way from the dam collapsed. Costs to repair the spillway were $1.1 Billion.

It was originally hoped that FEMA would supply 75% of the cost, but recently
FEMA allowed repayment of only about 1/3, saying “the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers and the Independent Forensic Report have both cited insufficient
maintenance and initial design flaws as playing a part in the failure of the
spillway. “ * FEMA’s decision is under appeal.

Santa Barbara’s L.esson

The Santa Barbara Report* shows how the acre-foot costs of State water have
been affected by curtailed delivery in drought years in the South Coast of
Santa Barbara County. It shows the effective unit water cost per acre foot for
SWP water; the cost of supply divided by the actual water delivered. Tt com-
pares the effective unit costs of state water against the effective unit cost of
local sources for each of the four South Coast districts The costs shown in the
Table on page 6 do not include Article 21 surplus water, Turn-back Pool wa-
ter, or Carryover water or deliveries of and costs for supplemental purchased
water, which would be higher. The Table represents the years 2010-2015.

3 Dale Kasler and Ryan Sabalow. Sacramento Bee. March 11. 2019
4 https://static1.squarespace.com/static/59ee697fa9db0955b9b1cOba/t/ScHf c4ef 183778000

1e3¢10f/1553974534364/CWIN-SB_Report FULL.pdf
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SWP Worst Avg. Avg. Avg.

Board of Dil é ear, 2014

BEISiRE o Average ¥ Cachu- | Groundwa- Recycled
Carolee K. Krieger SWP ma ter
Co-founder, Drought
President,
i T Goleta $8.150AF [ $21,500AF $240AF $376AF $707AF

o
Michael Jackson S:zg,taof
Co-founder, $12,299AF $28,200AF 240AF $610AF $1,450AF
Secretary
Barbara
Joshua Green
Treasurer — 17E
§ Carpinteria $8,800AF $19,800AF $240AF $144AF
Yvon Chouinard -
Co-founder Montecito $15,132AF $30,600AF $310AF $516AF
Malinda Chouinard
Dan Bacher The result of continuing high and higher fixed costs for water agencies’
Aaron “Beno” Budgor budgets have placed some water purveyors in financial jeopardy. To meet
budget needs, water rates are increased, resulting in lower water usage and
Conner Everts %
less income. Increased meter charges have been adopted to make up for some

g;’;i’;“g‘r’e”;n of the shortfall. Meanwhile, the cost of supplemental water from out of the
Co,fou:de,; area continues to escalate. _J
Secretary
Bill Jennings

Gretchen Lieff
Tom Stokely
Trinity Rivers
Poisoned Lands
Barbara Vlamis

Darlene Bierig

In-memorium

Conclusion:

The Draft EIR has not examined sufficiently the completed pipeline’s
environmental impacts. The impacts of connecting to State Water will have
a deleterious effect on the environment of the Bay/Delta both cumulatively
and indirectly. DWR has never performed a proper analysis to determine
a truly reliable level of delivery. It seems foolhardy to invest in a project (SWP)
that can’t be relied upon, is costly and which cost cannot be influenced directly.

Arve Sjovold C-WIN hopes these comments will encourage Ventura’s water purveyors to
Advisor rethink their support of this project and work for more local solutions, aug-
Advisors: menting local water sources including wastewater treatment, groundwater
Maude Barow management, desalination, and conservation.

Gary Brechin

Nick Di Croce

Jim Edmondson z

Larry Farwell Sincerely,

Huey Johnson

Joan Wells @&%&L

Staff:

Christina Speed Carolee Krieger, C-WIN Executive Director

Georgia Strickland
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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 commenterd wastewater

treatment, groundwater management, desalination, and conservationd do not meet the

project objectives. Specifically, none of these options, individually or in combination,

wouldpr ovi de a backup supply for the Cityds ot her
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
SWHP is anticipated to deliver 62% of each contractor®& 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.

2-52 State Water Interconnection Project - Final EIR
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The purpose of the proposed project is to make it possible to:

1 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.

91 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),

iindirecto growth inducement can include @
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 fidisorderlyd growth could indir-r
impacts. The Citybés adopted Gener al Pl an guides

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.

State Water Interconnection Project - Final EIR
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Lauren Everett

Subject: FW: State Water Interconnect Project EIR submission
Attachments: Saticoy to Piru and Lake Castaicjpg; Piru to Freeman Diversion by United Staff with estimated
costs.jpg

From: burt handy [mailto:burthandy@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 04, 2019 8:18 PM

To: Cooper, Betsy

Subject: State Water Interconnect Project EIR submission

In the Interconnect project Environmental Impact Report (EIR) only one option is listed. I believe there is
another option which was not mentioned and needs to be evaluated in the EIR.

The Project objectives could also provide for all the stated objectives in section 1.7, which state::

Provide a near term water supply source for the City to enhance supply reliability

Improve City water quality

Provide a backup supply for the Cities othe potential, lonig-term water supply options

Allow Casitas and dUnited to receive their State Water Project (SWP) entitlements and

Enable the city to deliver water to Calleguas during n imported water supply outage.

Under section 1.10 The only alternative is listed as a route change from the same origin point and finish point.

This alternative should be evaluated in the EIR

A pipeline from Lake Piru or Lake Castaic to the Ventura city Saticoy treatment plant.

This alternative would be between 26 miles and 40 miles in length, would provide access to the SWP at either
location, at a reduced cost. The cost of water in the state water resources bulletin 132-18 table b-24 shows the
cost of water to Ventura is $1428.98 per Acre Foot AF and to Castaic Lake is $374.97, a savings of $1054.05
per AF.

This alternative would also allow for a higher flow of water to Ventura, and a back-up supply for the other SWP
pipeline which runs 140 miles from Lake Castaic to Ventura.

This pipeline could also provide raw (untreated water) to Ventura where it could be treated to the city of
Ventura and to Calleguas through an existing SWP pipeline running through Oxnard.

This pipeline could also provide direct untreated water to United's spreading grounds, the city of Oxnard, the
city of Port Hueneme, the cities of Santa Paula, Fillmore, Piru, and a source for Casitas to receive State Water.
The cost indicated for this interconnect for the pipeline is approximately 17 Million for Calleguas, and 22
Million for Ventura for a total cost of 39 Million.

The sizing for this pipeline, at 36" could provide approximately 50 Cubic Feet Per Second (CFS) and with a
48" pipe could provide approximately 75 CFS.(source evaluation by Uniited water presented on March 26,
2019)

This pipeline would also be a gravity pipeline from Piru or Castaic to Ventura.

This pipeline could also provide a backup for Calleguas, Thousand Oaks, and Simi Valley in the event the
pipeline coming from Metropolitan Water District (MTD) failed or was out of service.

The information shows a conceptual design for pipelines presented by United Water, showing the potential
alternate route and potential costs.

I believe this alternative should be evaluated in the EIR. ...
1
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Source: Groundwater Meeﬁg Presentation by United staff Page 25 on March 26, 2019, Dan Detmer, John
Lindquist, and Bob Siemak

A potential route using Ventura the Ventura County Transit Authority for the routing..
Saticoy to Castaic & Connection to Lake Piru by way of Railroad Right of Way

Saeicoy 10 Lake Peu it 08 migren 24 Miex
26pra 4,25 M

o4 26 Maws.
o Castnd ap0ra 16 mies
Sancoy 10 (ke Caszve apots 40 Mies

oy ta Peo apgros 24 Mies
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Surce...by Burt Handy

If you have any questions please contact

Burt Handy

P OBox 3842

Ventura, Ca. 93006-3842
burthand mail com
05-653-0537
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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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Lauren Everett

Subject: FW: State Water Interconnection Project (SCH Mo. 2018031010) Draft Environmental Impact Report
Review Additional Comments:

To: Cooper, Beltsy

Cc: 'DANIEL CORMODE'

Subject: PW: State Water Interconnection Project (SCH Mo, 20180321010) Draft Environmental Impact Report Review
Additional Commenis

Betsy,

Discussion of projects social and economic impact on the environments is a mandatory requirement as described in the
CEQA Guidelines.
The categorical denial of any social or economic impact is not supported by any factual discussion of the subject.

R/

Daniel Cormode
B05-647-4063

From: Daniel Cormode [ maiklto:doomode@sboglobalnet]

Senk: 17 Mardch, 2019 8:57 PM

To: "DANIEL CORMODE

Subject: FW: State Water Interconnection Project (SCH No. 2018031010) Draft Environmental Impact Report Review
Additional Commenis

From: Daniel Cormode [mailig:dcomodeficho
Senk: 14 Mardch, 2019 11:01 AM
To: beooperictyofventura .ca.gov
Ce: citymanagerificityofventura.ca.gov; council @icityofwentura.ca.gov; watercommission@cityofventura.ca.gov
Subject: State Water Interconnection Project (SCH No. 2018031010) Draft Environmental Impact Report Review
Additional Commenis

06 March 2013

From: Daniel Cormode
186 Gormrion Ave
Ventura, CA 93004

To: City of Ventura, Ventura Water
Betsy Cooper
501 Poli Street
Ventura, CA 93002-0099
boool ci Miura.ca.

State Water Interconnection Project - Final EIR 2-57



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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Ventura County 669 County Square Dr tel 805/645-1400 Michael Villegas

‘C\:)rnrrzlllul)'ii:'r:‘ict Ventura, California 93003 i‘j:fgx::j:{‘;“ Air Pollution Control Officer
VENTURA COUNTY
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT
Memorandum
TO: Betsy Cooper, City of Ventura- Ventura Water
DATE: April 1,2019
FROM: Nicole Collazo, Planning Division

SUBJECT: Request for Review of Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Proposed
State Water Interconnection Project (RMA 18-005-1)

Air Pollution Control District (APCD) staff has reviewed the DEIR for the project referenced above.
The proposed project is a construction project that would enable direct delivery of State Water Project
water to the United Conservation District (United). In addition, the interconnection would allow the
City of Buenaventura to deliver water to the Calleguas Municipal Water District (Calleguas) during an
outage of its imported water supplies. The project location is a 7-mile pipeline originating from the S
portion of the City of Buenaventura (Henderson Road between South Saticoy Avenue and South Wells
Road), and near Camino Tierra Santa and Via Zamora in the SW end of Camarillo. The Lead Agency
for the project is the City of Ventura Engineering.

GENERAL COMMENTS

As arecommending agency for the CEQA review of the DEIR, APCD requests the following changes
and additions to the DEIR:

Item 1- Page 2-14, Climatological Setting. We request the climate data obtained from the Oxnard L 20A
Airport be updated to 2008-2018 to be consistent with current local weather conditions and the El Rio
Monitoring Station data referenced in Table 2.3-2.

Item 2- Page 2-25, Project-Specific Impacts. The discussion failed to discuss the potential exposure of
pollutants to nearby sensitive receptors, such as the Sacred Heart School, Douglas Penfield School,
Saticoy Elementary School and surrounding residential communities on either end of the pipeline
connection transect (Henderson Rd. and Camino Tierra Santa). This item is one of the criteria found in
the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G and VCAPCD Air Quality Assessment Guidelines (AQAG). The L 20B
schools and parks are considered sensitive receptors by the AQAG and the California Air Resources
Board (CARB), because children are in the developing stage and are more prone to respiratory illnesses
and have higher breathing rates. The document proposed compliance with APCD Rule 51, Nuisance,
and 55, Fugitive Dust and the mitigation measures found in the AQAG for the reduction of ozone
precursors and particulate matter from construction equipment diesel exhaust. However, the AQAG is a

State Water Interconnection Project - Final EIR 2-59



guidance document and more modern mitigation measures can be proposed that will minimize toxic
exposure to sensitive receptors within the vicinity of the project site, including the construction
emissions estimated at 43.6 Ibs./day ROC and 316.2 Ibs./day NOx. The AQAG states “construction-
related emissions should be mitigated if estimates of ROC and NOx emissions from the heavy-duty
construction equipment anticipated to be used for a particular project exceed the 5 pounds per day
threshold in the Ojai Planning Area, or the 25 pounds per day threshold in the remainder of the county”
(Page 5-3).

Diesel particulate matter (DPM) is a primary component of exhaust emissions from heavy duty diesel
construction equipment (on-road and off-road). The CARB and EPA have designated DPM as a toxic
air contaminant (TAC), which has been found to account for 70-80% of the overall cancer risk from
mobile source emissions (CARB 2005 Land Use Handbook, MATES IV Study, respectively). CARB,
which regulates mobile source emissions, has also been mandated by the EPA to phase out older, dirtier
on-road and off-road heavy-duty equipment via the Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulation and the
On-Road Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicles Regulation (more information for “Off-Road” and “On-Road”
regulations). Some older-tiered equipment can still comply with the new air standards by retrofitting
their equipment with DPM particulate filters and catalyst-based filters that incinerate NOx and other
pollutants.

A qualitative approach can be used when reviewing potential TAC exposure to nearby sensitive
receptors that would include construction duration, peak operational hours, number and type of
equipment, and proximity of construction emissions to sensitive receptors. A more quantitative >' 20B
approach can be done by conducting a TAC screening analysis or Health Risk Assessment (HRA),
which are typically not done for construction projects and not required in most air districts. More on
TACs can be found in Section 6.5 of the AQAG.

Some examples of mitigation measures for construction equipment beyond what is recommended in the
AQAG is using Tier 3 or greater for every off-road diesel equipment. We note compliance with the Off-
Road state regulation already prohibits use of Tier 0, 1, and Tier 2 additions for medium and large fleets
and Tier 2 phase-outs by 2023 for smaller fleets. This recommended measure is quite feasible due to the
compliance requirements of the state Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Regulation. The CARB has
recommended a buffer distance of 500 feet between sensitive land uses and sources of TACs (CARB
2005 Land Use Handbook). Another possible mitigation measure is requiring all on-road construction
vehicles to be model year 2010 or greater. More information on this is found in the On-Road regulation
found in the above link. The regulation requires a phasing out of pre-2010 diesel truck engines with full
compliance for applicable trucks and buses by January 1, 2023. Newer models will have PM filters
installed on them. which can effectively reduce DPM emissions by 85% or more, according to CARB.

Another possible mitigation measure would be to perform the construction activities that are near the
schools mentioned in the DEIR during off-school hours or during the summer months while school is
not in session or creating temporary vegetative barriers between the pollutant sources and the sensitive
receptors along Henderson Rd.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this project’s air quality impacts. If you have any questions.
please call me at (805) 645-1426 or email nicole@veaped.org.
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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 VCAPG@®&Ies. Air Quality Asse

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 VCAPCDO&s Air
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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Ciuffetelli, Anthony

From: Venkat, Manjunath

Sent: Thursday, April 4, 2019 2:35 PM

To: Ciuffetelli, Anthony

Cc: Welch, Jennifer; Blackbern, Linda

Subject: RE: Outside Environmental Document Review: RMA# 18-005-1; Comments Due 04/4/2019
Tony:

| have reviewed this project, the supporting draft Environmental Impact Report and focused on the Biological Resources
Section. Here are my findings and comments:

| find that the proposed project actions are not going to result in appreciable impacts to the wildlife corridors, reviewed
in general and specifically in conjunction with the new wildlife corridor ordinances. Most of the project occurs in
intensively managed agricultural lands or urban areas, and therefore, suitable habitat for special-status species or areas
supporting significant wildlife movement does not exist, in general. However, where the project intersects the Santa
Clara River, there are several important resource issues under consideration. This area is in fact, the most biologically
sensitive area for the project and therefore, the following comments are warranted:

e The Biological resources section of the EIR does not identify the need for a Lake and Streambed Alteration
Agreement (LSAA) permit from the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). Although Horizontal
Directional Drilling (HDD) is the proposed methodology to install the pipes across the Santa Clara River (SCR),
and therefore, no direct alteration of the bed and bank of the river would occur; the potential risk from a frac-
out during HDD operations warrants the need for a LSAA. It is advised that the EIR be revised to include
procurement of this permit and/or indicate that consultation with CDFW would be undertaken, if an LSAA is
needed.

e At the intersection of the proposed pipeline and the river, several protected species have been identified or
could potentially occur. These include the Federally and State listed least Bell’s Vireo and several aquatic
species, including the Southern Steelhead. A frac-out during HDD operations could jeopardize these
species. Therefore, an HDD Inadvertent Fluids Release and Contingency Plan is required. |did not see this Risk
Contingency plan referenced in the Biological Resources section. If this release plan has been prepared for
another section or for the proposed project, thenit must be referenced in the Biological Resources Section.

e On page 94 of the EIR, the document states “the Project would not be located within 100 feet of any significant
wetlands habitat. Installation of the proposed pipeline crossing of the SCR would occur at least 100 feet from
any wetlands habitats.” Based on this condition, there has been no further discussion of the potential for the
project to impact biological resources to waters or wetlands. However, the County’s Standards for Initial Study
Biological Assessments (October 9, 2012) requires, however, that “if the waters or wetlands are within 300 feet
(in non-coastal zone), potential impacts to the waters or wetlands must be evaluated.” Therefore, the biological
resources section must address the potential impacts from a frac-out, to biological resources that could
potentially occur within the waterway of SCR. If this impacts analysis has been addressed in another section of
the EIR (from a water quality perspective), this analysis must then be looked at in terms of what potential
adverse impacts there may be to biological resources that may occur in the river.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions on my comments, please feel free to contact
me. Thank you.

Manjunath Venkat | Planning Biologist
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Residential Permits Section
manjunath.venkat@ventura.org

Ventura County Resource Management Agency | Planning Division

P. (805) 654-2498| F. (805) 654-2509

800 S. Victoria Ave., L #1740 | Ventura, CA 93009-1740

Visit the Planning Division website at verma. org/planning.

Ventura County General Plan Update. Join the conversation at VC2040.org.
For online permits and property information, visit VC Citizen Access.

Ventura County
ATEED ‘ .

1/ =F
GENERAL PLAN

Pursuant to the Cofifornia Public Records Act, emuoil messages retained by the County may constitute public records subject to

disclosure,
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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 Countydés Standards for Initial Study Biologi
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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County of Ventura
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
Traffic, Advance Planning & Permits Division

MEMORANDUM
DATE: 4442019
TO: RMA Planning Division
Attention: Anthony Ciuffetelli
h b"k*’
FROM: Anitha Balan, Engineering Manager || L/"“

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF DOCUMENT 18-005-01 EIR
Project: City of Ventura, Ventura Water
Lead Agency: City of Ventura

Construction and operation of pipeline facilities that enable delivery of State
Water Project water that has been wheeled through the Metropolitan VWater
District of Southern California and Calleguas Municipal VWater District to the
City of Ventura.

APN# 1280040185

Pursuant to wyour request, the Public Works Agency - Transportation Department has
reviewed the EIR for the City of Ventura, Ventura VWater.

Construction and operation of pipeline facilities that enahle delivery of State VWater Project (SWP)
water that has been wheeled through the Metropolitan VWater District of Southern California (MWWD)
and Calleguas Municipal VWater District (Calleguas) to the City of Ventura. The pipeline facilities
{interconnection) would also facilitate direct delivery of SWP water to United VWater Conservation
District (United) and direct or in-lieu delivery of SWP water to Casitas Municipal VWater District
(Casitas). In addition, the interconnection would allow the City to deliver water to Calleguas during an
outage of Calleguas’ imported water supplies. The interconnection would be a pipeline used to
transport water between Calleguas’ and the City's distribution systems.

The Water Supply Contract expires in 2035 but contains an extension option. Casitas, on behalf of
the Joint Agencies, is working with DWWR on an extension through approximately 2085.

The interconnection project consists of a connection to the Calleguas system, a pipeline of
approximately 7 miles in length, a flow/pressure control and metering station at each United turnout for
water delivery, a connection to the City's water distribution system, a flow/pressure control and metering
station downstream of the City's connection point, and a hlending/monitoring station within the City's
system.

We offer the following comment(s):

The cumulative impacts of the construction of this project, when considered with the cumulative impact
of all other approved (or anticipated) projects in the County, will he potentially significant. To address the
cumulative adverse impacts of traffic on the Regional Road Network, Ventura County General Plan
Goals, Policies, and Programs Section 4.2.2-6 and Ventura County Ordinance Code, Division 8, Chapter 22A
B require that the PWATD collect a Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee (TIMF). The appropriate Traffic Impact
Mitigation Fee (TIMF) should be paid to the County prior to start of construction. The TIMF may be
adjusted for inflation at the time of deposit in accordance with the latest version of the Engineering News
Record Construction Cost Index.
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Based on the information provided in the Public Draft Environmental Impact Report for the State
Water Interconnection Project this project will generate an ADT exceeding 200 ADT. In accordance
with the reciprocal agreement between the City of Ventura and the County of Ventura a reciprocal fee
is due. The City should deposit the TIMF reciprocal fee with the PWATD. The applicant/permittee may
choose to submit additional information or provide an updated traffic study to supplement the
information currently provided to establish the TIMF fee.

The trips being generated are over three different TIMF districts, Camarillo District 7, Oxnard District 8,
and Ventura District 10. The traffic study produced and in the Draft EIR it is stated that there will be
104 trucks trips and 174 worker vehicle trips, this totals 278 average daily trips (ADT). The County
based on Figure 1-2 in the Draft EIR established a percentage of pipeline installation that will occur in
each district and distributed the ADT in each district based on this percentage. If Alternative Alignment
B is selected, the City of Ventura shall notify the County of Ventura, Public Works Agency,
Transportation Department to establish new percentages to each district and a new TIMF total.

Total ADT = 278 ADT

District 7 TIMF per ADT = $67.95
District 7 pipeline percentage = 27.7% 22A
Total District 7 TIMF = (0.277) x 278 x 67.95 = $5,232.56

District 8 TIMF per ADT = $69.93

District 8 pipeline percentage = 54.9%

Total District 8 TIMF = (0.549) x 278 x 69.93 = $10,672.86

District 10 TIMF per ADT = $55.63

District 10 pipeline percentage = 17.4%

Total District 10 TIMF = (0.174) x 278 x 55.63 = $2,690.93

Total TIMF Due = $18,596.35

The County of Ventura has a reciprocal agreement with the City of Oxnard and
Camarillo. However, because this is not a project that the County of Ventura is the

Lead Agency it is imperative that the City of Ventura contact both the City of Oxnard
and Camarillo to determine whether or not a TIMF will be due to those agencies.
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The County of Ventura, Public Works Agency, Transportation Department would
like the documentation with their responses prior to the start of all construction work.

2. According to the County policy, trenching shall not be permitted on any street that
was rehabilitated within the last five years, unless a full width overlay is provided
after trenching is completed. The City of Ventura should be made aware that the
County section of Central Avenue from Santa Clara Avenue to Camarillo City-limits
was last paved in 2017. Additionally, the following County roads are listed as
Priority 1in the County's Multi-Year Pavement Plant for completion in FY2019:
Central Avenue from Rose Avenue to Santa Clara Avenue, Rose Avenue from
Central Avenue to SR 118, and Santa Clara Avenue from Central Avenue to SR
118. The City of Ventura shall repair any damage to County roads due to trenching
and the traffic generated by this project up to and including providing a new overlay
as determined by the Transportation Department. The overlay shall be done in
accordance with the County of Ventura, Public Works Agency, Road Standards, in
particular plate E-11.

3. Prior to any work conducted within the County right-of-way, the developer/project
proponent shall obtain an encroachment permit from the Transportation
Department. This project will require an encroachment permit from the 22A
Transportation Department for work done within the road right-of-way as shown in
the Proposed Project and Alternative Alignment B, Figure 1-2and 1-3. The
applicant shall contact (805) 654-2055 for the requirements of this permit.

4, If the project generates significant truck traffic on the County of Ventura Regional
Road Network and local public roads, then the developer/project proponent should
identify the proposed truck routes for the project. Furthermore, if county roads are
anticipated to be used during construction, then a truck route plan/map should be
submitted to the Transportation Department for review and approval.

5. The applicant should provide a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) to identify the
construction-related vehicle route, especially for trucks, if there are any. The TMP
should be submitted to Transportation Department for review and approval. |If the
applicant uses the County roads for truck and construction related trips, proper
precautions shall be taken to protect all pavements, curb and gutter, sidewalks, and
drainage structures from damage. Any portion damaged by the projects
operations, in the opinion of the Transportation Department or designee, shall be
replaced in accordance with current Standard Construction Details and/or in a
manner acceptable to the Transportation Department or designee. Of particular
interest are Central Avenue, Rose Avenue, Santa Clara Avenue, and Beardsley

Road. ]
6. The proposed project would require construction in local roadways, including
temporary closures of traffic lanes. Construction would cause driver inconvenience — 22B

and could occur in proximity to homes and schools therefore, construction activity is
recommended to take place during off-peak hours. _
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7. The Draft EIR and Final EIR should be sent to and reviewed by the other Cities in
Ventura County that could be affected by this project, i.e. City of Oxnard and City of
Camarillo.

. . L 22C

8. The County of Ventura, Public Works Agency, Transportation Department would
like to receive a copy of the Revised Draft EIR and Final EIR.

Our review is limited to the impacts this project may have on the County’s Regional Road
Network.
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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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P UBL“: WATERSHED PROTECTION
SENIURACOUNIY.  WATERSHED PLANNING AND PERMITS DIVISION

w UR Ks 800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, California 93009
Sergio Vargas, Deputy Director — (805) 650-4077

MEMORANDUM

DATE: April 3, 2019

TO: Anthony Ciuffetelli, RMA/Planning /EDR Coordinator
] ; ; dwd

FROM: Sergio Vargas, Deputy Dlrectqr@),,&% S ditliis

SUBJECT: RMA18-005 State Water Interconnection Project
Draft Environmental Impact Report, Zone 2
Watershed Protection District Project Number: WC2018-0013

Pursuant to your request dated February 21, 2019, this office has reviewed the submitted
materials and provides the following comments.

PROJECT LOCATION:

The pipeline would be approximately 7 miles in length originating in the southern
portion of the City of Ventura (Henderson Road between South Saticoy Avenue and
South Wells Road) and traversing southerly and easterly through unincorporated
Ventura County to the southwestern end of the City of Camarillo (near the intersection
of Camino Tierra Santa and Via Zamora).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The project would enable delivery of State Water Project (SWP) water by wheeling water
through the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD) and Calleguas
Municipal Water District (Calleguas) water systems to the City of Ventura. The
connection would also facilitate direct delivery of SWP water to United Water
Conservation District (United) and direct or in-lieu of delivery of SWP water to Casitas
Municipal Water District (Casitas). In addition, the interconnection would aliow the City
to deliver water to Calleguas during an outage of its imported water supplies. The
interconnection would be a 36-inch pipeline used to transport water between Calleguas
and the City’s distribution systems.
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Page 2 of 3
RMA18-005 State Water Interconnection Project
April 4, 2018

WATERSHED PROTECTION DISTRICT COMMENTS:

Flood Control Facilities / Watercourses — Ventura County Watershed Protection
District

1. The Public Draft EIR prepared by Kennedy/Jenks Consuitants contains two
project alignment alternatives (Figures 1-2 and 1-3) which propose to traverse a
pipeline either parallel to or under several Ventura County Watershed Protection
District (District) jurisdictional watercourses (redline channels) and facilities, often
overlapping District rights of way. District facilities potentially impacted include:
Santa Clara Diversion, Las Posas Estates Drain Diversion, Santa Clara River — 23A
Levee (SCR-1), and Beardsley Channel. The Draft EIR does not provide analyses
or mitigation of potential impacts to District facilities or right of way. Please provide
site plans and cross sections for all proposed activities impacting District facilities,
jurisdictional watercourses, and/or rights of way. All project components that
would affect the District's facilites and rights of way are subject to District
approval.

2. Trenchless construction is proposed as a method for construction of the pipeline
to cross beneath the Santa Clara River. The District owns and maintains the SCR-
1 levee system along the east bank of the Santa Clara River. Construction of a
pipeline below this feature would be required to ensure the levee would not be
compromised or impacted. The District requests potential vibration-related . 23B
impacts to District facilities resuiting from horizontal directional drill (HDD)
vibration (e.g., liquefaction) be addressed in the Final EIR. Trenchless
construction is also proposed to cross below Beardsley Wash. This is an area of
high groundwater and would likely prove difficult to cross beneath. The Final EIR
should address the effects of dewatering on the District facilities and channels
crossed by the project. —

3. An encroachment permit and annual utility use fees would be required if the
project is approved and constructed. Please reference Ordinance WP-2 and the
Resolution Establishing Policy for Permitting Underground Facilities in District
Property, adopted by the Board of Supervisors on September 18, 1990. Crossing
underneath the SCR-1 Levee would require both an encroachment permit from
the Ventura County Watershed Protection District and a Section 408 permit from - 23C
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for madification to a federally-funded
facility. Applying for a 408 permit from USACE must be coordinated through the
District. Please update Table 1-6 listing potentially required permits, approvals,
and consultations on page 1-28 of the Draft Public EIR to reflect these permits. In
addition, any alignment that proposes the use of District property will be subject
to District Resolution for permitting underground facilities establishing
underground facility use fees.

State Water Interconnection Project - Final EIR 2-71



Page 3 of 3
RMA18-005 State Water Interconnection Project
April 4, 2019

4. Pump stations and other above ground features would be included in the proposed
projects. The final EIR should consider mitigation measures to address potential 23D
cumulative impacts due to potential increases in imperviousness. It is the District’s
policy that Projects shall not increase storm runoff in all frequencies of storm
events consistent with WP-2 Ordinance.

5. A detailed construction schedule is not discussed or provided with the Draft EIR.
Section 1.11.1 of the Draft EIR assumes construction will last approximately 30
months and includes time for utility relocation, design, adjustments, submittals,
pipe delivery, and start up. The District's Operations and Maintenance crews
routinely service District facilities on both a scheduled and as needed basis.
Projects that would utilize District facilities in any way would need to schedule
work well in advance to construction to ensure the District's operations are not
impacted. Further, if any maintenance were required to the pipeline within the
operations phase, the District's Operations and Maintenance crews would need
to be notified well in advance to ensure the District’s operations are not impacted.

— 23E

Hydraulic Hazards - FEMA i

6. The project site for both proposed alignments cross multiple locations identified
by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) as Special Flood Hazard
Areas Zone AE including regulatory floodways. This is evidenced on Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Panel No. 06111C0926E and Panel No. — 23F
06111C0770E, effective January 20, 2010. A Floodplain Development Permit
would be required from the Ventura County Public Works Agency prior to ground
disturbance. Please update Table 1-6 listing potentially required permits,
approvals, and consultations on page 1-28 of the Draft Public EIR to reflect this
permit requirement. -

Biological Resources — Ventura County Watershed Protection District

7. Endangered southern steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss) are known to occur in
the Santa Clara River. If drilling activities have a potential to effect surface water 23G
levels in the Santa Clara River (i.e. drawdown of groundwater from dewatering), >‘
avoidance measures to southern steelhead, such as temporal construction
restrictions, should be discussed in the Final EIR.

END OF TEXT
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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 | ay o uwhichamoydrbepulledrbadckatoy 2, 0006
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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