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Terry Roberts
Page 4 "

14, In Table 2 oI the éraf: September 2, 1987 report in
Annenc ¥ A, the result for color from <he Warheix
Well as samnlea cn August 13, 1887 has been in=
correctly *enorted as 81 s-anda*d units. The wvalue
of 81 is <he storet code used for data entry. The
~est resul:t for color from the Warheit Well is <5
standard units.

If vou have any gquestions or need further information concerning
these comments, D’ease contact Clifford L. Bowen at the Public
Water Supply Branch at 2151 Berkeley Way, Room 458, Berkeley, CA
94704, Telephone (415) 540-2153.

Sincerely,

Peter A. Rogers, Chief
{“" public Water Supply Branch

cc: Mxr. Mark Kostielney
© San Mateo County Health Department
Environmental Health
590 Hamilton Street
Redwood City, CA 94063

. George Zinckgraf

Department of Public Works

County of San Mateo

805 Veterans Boulevard, Suite 301
Redwood City, CA 94063

{*. Daniel Corrigan
Department of Health Services
Public Water Supply Branch

714 P Street, OB - 8, Room €82
Sacramento, C& 95814

Ms. Barbara Cross

Department of Water Resou*ces
Bond Financing and Administration
P.0. Box 942836

Sacramento, CA 94236

DAR:SMW:sw )
870922.EIR/W41=000
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TATE OF CALIFORNIA GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN  Governor

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

CENTRAL COAST DISTRICT

‘01 OCEAN STREET, ROOM 310

SANTA CRUZ, CA  $5060
1408) 426-7390

September 18, 1987

Jim Sweeney

san Mateo County planning Department
County Government Center

£90 Hamilcton Street

Redwood City. CA 94063

Dear Jim:

Thank you for the cpportunity £o comment on the draft
wenvironmental nssessment of Water sSupply Alternatives for the
community of Pescadero, California". September 1987, repared by
Thomas Reld nssociates. I offer the following comments:

Comment #1 Location of Warheit Well

The Warheit Well ie located immediately ad jacent to the
recently abandoned Pescadero Solid Waste Disposal Site. This county
dump served the rural coastside for many years. The close proximity
of the proposed well, and the elevation of water bearing strata give
rise to the concern regarding the potential for toxic leachate from
the dump to penetrate to the level of the aquifer used to provide
water for the community. Given the fact that the formerl solid waste
facility was opened and operated before regulations requiring
careful sealing off of waste werLe implemented, the potential for
percolation should be explored.

gtaff notes that water gquality tests performed OD water from

the Warheit well indicate good guality, however, it is not clear 1if
the water was tested for chemical constituents which might Dbe
anticipated to be found in leachate from a Solid Waste Disposal
site. 1n addition to this concern, the potential for any leachate

to reach the agquifer sometime in the future should be looked into.

Comment #2 safe Yield

The San Mateo County LCP requires that the safe yield of the
aquifer be determined prior toO granting a permit for a water supply
project for Pescadero (LCP Policy 2.44(c). The E.I1.R. does not
provide & safe yield figure and indicates that tne evaluation of
hyvdrologilc impacts to Butano Ccreek is, at this point, cCursory. The
E.I.R. would seem the appropriate document tTO provide the
information of safe vield required by the LCP.



Jim gweeneY
gan Mateo county planning Depattment

septemberl 18, 1987

E) comment #3 Monitorin program

The Sam Mmateo County LCP requires @ monitoringd program of
nyd:ologic/biologic conditions 1f a well is selected tO provide 2
community water supply t© pescader®© FLEE policies 2.44(cC) and (&)-

The Kennedy/denks/cnilton reporLT, attached a5 Appendix n to the
£E.1.R. also :ecommends a monito:ing program. albeit morL® 1imitced in

scope thab that required py the Lcp. The E.1.R. does not. noweverl.
include & monito:ing program in the mitigation recommendations (pg-
70-71) .

Tank LOt2====

<:> comment wq T nk Location

The E.1.R. polnts out the potential for adverse aestnetic
impacts associated with the construction of the 30,000 gallon water
gstoragde cank. TwO cites for tne tank are discussed in the E.1.R.
placement of a large tank. associated gtading and road constrnction
on either of these sites, will, as pointed out in the E.I1.R.. affect
scenic resources. sraff suggests that, if the warheilt well site is
selected, placement of the grorage tank near the well site would
1ikely reduce visual jmpacts. would not requilre any additional road
construction and reduce tpne cost of pipeline.

comme: = —

;:> comment ¥5 Need fOL New sewade gystel

LEP PoLiLY 2.46 jndicates rthat an analysis of the existing

P

method of sewage disposal in pescadero should Dbe undertaken when &
new water gource is developed. The £: 1.8 does not agdress the
jssues raised D¥ this policy-

Thank You again for the opportunity to comment oD thls document.

yery trulYy yours.

’ - P 5 A”
N /?/“F(., .J%}}L/}/}'//K

DIANE LANDRY
Coastal planner

pDL/CI

cc: Normé wood. state Clea:inghouse, gacto.
Joanne CoX, RWQCE. pakland

2096A
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amorandum I.D

S projects coordinator bere :Septemberl 30, 1987
Resources ngency

5, Jim sweeny. seniorl planner’
o san Matev county planning pept.
290 Hamilton srreel

redwoo0d rity, CA 94063

m peportment of Fish and Gome

bied : pegcader®© ~ommuni LY water supply gystem Alte:natives -
sCE 87090801, gan Matel county

Department of Fish and Game (Department) pe:sonnel have reviewed
the DpDraft Environmental hssessment (gn) of watet supply
Alternatives for the community cf pegcadero:

The County of San Mateo is proposing to apply for State £unding
under the prinking wWater pond Law tO provide 2 reliable source of
water f£of ~he town of pescaderl: The Draft EA discusses three
opsible alternatives to provide needed water; the warhelt well
Alternative, potable Quality well Alcernakive: and Conjunctive
Supply Alternative. ¢ is our opinion that the EA 1S inadeguate;
(:) under the california anironmental Quality act (CEQR) ¢ in LS
discussion of impacts Lo £igh and wildlife ragources for all three

alternatxves. pur &pec:k ic comments an each alternative ace
discussed pelovw.

I warheit well Alternative

Thise alcernative requires the development of a test well
southwest of Pescader® and the enlargement of an adjacent
exiscing eartheln pond. our first concetrn is the potentia1
<:> 1ong-ter® impacts tO gurface £lows in putano creek resu

ijnflows 2Il€ critical ©O maintenance of the 1agoon 28
nabitat for juvenile steelhead rrout and otherl resid

gtoundwate: £low in the vicinity of warheit well could not

determined with available data. The connection wetween

<:> proposed well site and Butano creex must be dete:mined prior

to an agsessment of impacts ro £ish and wildlife DY Ene
Depattment.

The engineering feasibility repor*® also goated nat the
evaluation o5 hydrologic impacts to Butano creek was cursorly
and coulc not b€ qusnti jed at chis tilme. We arTe con:erned



(Ap:il—Novembe:} and sesult P signiﬁlcant advers® {mpacts T°
£igh and wildlife: Hydrologic ipacts must 0 quantiiied 28

to seasonal £1loW reductions with 2 gull analysis of impacts
-

and mit;ga_ion measured p:ovided.

Lnformabxon which as5E86 _* pacts ro £ish y1arife.
The 1°° rion £ <he P rable well(s) nas not e dete:mined
and B0 sfegct © gurface waters nd the apitat® supporte
cpese £l can ® dequately eval ed . T

discuss;on of this a‘ternative in © zA 1 jearly inadequate

This alterna,i wou require the . yersion of monsingerl
creek o) supplemental cackish water SUPP v dquring
1ow fiO¥ condit ons noa gischear® of brine. n gtates
‘a gufficied w will be 1eft i -ne cree ® provide
20—acre-_ee of irr:g ~ion water and prov;d for 2
greelhed an 1mon €ighery cudy b2 4 on the V- s.

jgh and s1dlife gervice's gcreanm rlow InCE mentd

nethodology (1FIM) will Dbe needed O gecermine adequate flows
for various 1j¢e stage® of salmon and .ceelhead: This tyPe cé
scudy would cake 8%t Teast WO years and would Pe required

priof any assessment of impacts to anadrcmous £ish gpecies.
Tt L& wnt at w this i easible alternd sve when £10WS
necessd’t to maintain s viable anadrcmous fisherlY in this
yributa re unk £ this rime. Th mbinati® of f£lows

needed sor £ish and {rrigation nay precluae this alcernative.

A pefmit syom the statée Wwater ResoUICES Control poard (SWRCE)
wiil De requi ed £0oT this alte:native. We have review
authoritv for all anpropriative watel right applications. we

provisions fot acequadte £ish flows (&8 craced above) £ish
goreens. 1aQQersy £ighweys: etc.



i Y.

1n summary, we believe chat significant impacts to £ish and
wildlife and their nabita-s may occur under 211 of the proposed
alternatives. Under CEQA the County. of San Mateo must demonstrate
how impacts are toO be avoided or reduced to levels of
insignificance. The information provided in the praft BEA i8
incomplete, resulting in an inadegquate analysis of the
alternatives. We recommend an Environmental impact Report be
prepared and include a full disclosure of alternative impacts and
suitable fish and wildlife protection measures.

T the Department can pe of further assistance, please contact Mr.
Ted Wooster, pnvironmental Services supervisor, Region 3,
(yountville), (707) 944-2011.

(e
Pete Bontadellil
» Acting Director

cc: Diane Landry, california Coastal Commission
Tom Taylor, State parks and Recreation - Sacramento
Armand Gonzalez, WLM - Santa Cruz
SWRCB
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SHDw
Loorginator
RESOUrZES agenty

. Department of Parks and Recreation

bhw
' cegcadelr o

NegatiVve Deciaration
ooH# 87090601

The Departmant of Farks and &ecreation
The prcpased project
Pescadero Mar =h Natural Freserve:s

dooument.

we are

The Resources Agency of California

1.E

- Riznhard &, Raypurn

cammuniTy Water SupDly Svstem Alternatives

has reviewed the sup ject
will affect our propertys

;on:erned about the prcject's effecits ON The Natural

Eresaerve, particularly tnhe ground and surface water nydrology and

water guality of the marsh.

of surface waters
syurther

aquifer

mpocur 1N tnhe watershed above the marsh.
withdrawal--even it :lassiéiad as
mulative impact ot

d wildlifee.

itself——will have a Ccu
on wvegetiation: fish, an
water Source such as & confined aguifer.
that is not connected tO the wetland hydrology-

numerous withdrawals and §iversions
AnY
"insigni%i:ant =3%
severe adverse etfects
This Department recommends &
or 2 semi~cmn¥ined

al

We OPRQSE the dischargé of saline brines into receiving waters of

the marsh.

©)

vegetation; fish,

an the Ticawater GobY s
in the marshe
channel s for rearing
critically in
Na aEsesamant o

©

Wwe have 5pe:i¥ic - OMmme

To The EIR'S statement
to diversion and UWseé
o+ the relationship petween Fepscadero Creek

(:) this Depar:ment aoes NOT
we do have

Fegcacero Creek,
nf Lhe pupiic
the mar sn that

Discharge of
could ceriocusly chreaten

except 2% ;+ related fu}

ST

depenos 90

brines inte Butano creek (not S1ough’
rhe health of existing sreshwater

and wildlife using the marsh.

This eﬁvircnmental assessment does not agdress pctential impacts
a Category il candgidate species residing
steelhead
and smolting habitet.
rhe lite eycle of
he prcje:t‘s otfects ON
jrectly te Honsinger Creek.

also oepend upon the l1agoon and creek
The l1agoeon factors

+rom Fegc-agdero Creek.

Steelhead was made

Steelhead

nte for items on the +polliowing pages!

regarding

this Department‘s reaal rights
of the water =vades the

=rit

have & legal right ©
the resoomsibili:
to protect the environm
that water.
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Goredon Snow, Fh.D.

September 24, 1987

Fage =

= The paregraoh should be ¢orrected (O indicete that the San
Francisce Sarter Snake innabits FPescadero Marsh anc the
syrroundlng &rEa.

S3=-04

]|
u

5%

&0

&l

References to Silver Saimon throughout the text should be

corrected to read Coho Salmon. The list of sensitive
species should alsc include the 5alt Marst Yellowihroat,
Tidewater Goby, and Red~legoed Frog. Steslnhead are valued

for sport fishing: Ccoho Salmon are valued for commercial
fishing.

The lists of plant species do not include “hose of the
marsh communitiy, which woulg be impacted by this project.
Dther sources for information on plant communi ties are:
Angerson. William & R. Morgan, CNFE Santa Cruz Chapter, A
Flora of Fescadero Marsh, Santa Cruz City Museum, no date:
Tali+. Dept. Farks and Recreation, San Mateo Coast Area
General Flan, 197%; and Calif. Dept. Farks and Recreation,
Flant Communities of Fescaderc Marsh Netural Freserve, 1964,

Steelhead use the lagoon as rearing and smolting nabitsat.
The lagoorn ie of critical importance in maintaining the run.
Little is known about Cono Salmon because of small

popul ations.

The section on Hydrology and Water Quality should discuss
the project’'s impacts on Pescaderc Marsh during the annual
dry season ang during years of low rainfall.

This section or Biclegy should discuss the impacts fram
drawdown of groundwater and effects on surface tlows.

The production rate of the Warheit well snould be controlled
tc prevent drawdown of sur{ace water anywhere in the marsh.
The well could impact wetland hydrology oYy eliminating

groundwater flows into the wetland. The EIR dismisses “"the
effect of continuous pumping of Wwarheit well on the surface
waters...." by estimating it to be insignificant, The

actimate is unsubstantiated and requires further data for an
ageouate analysis of the environmental 1mpacts.

San Francisco Garter Snakes are known to occur at ponds near
the project site. Fescadero Marsh is an importanti fishery
Fesource as e rearing and smolting habitat. The text
ind;icates that use of the well during times of zero flow in
Butano Oreek could increase the time for flows to return tc
nermal: thie ie the twime and SitUaTLON when Srawsown would
be mos: severe in the creek and marsh.



Bordon Snow. Ph.D.
September Z4, 1987

Fage 3>

&& The oump test report conziudes that "impacts “o recharoe of
the local groundwater fiow system will not be significant in
compariscn with the available regional recharge.” The gques-
timn Femains: what are the local impacts expectecd to be?

& Sur+ace disposal pf brine 18 unacceptable from an ecological
standpeint. It would significantly altear the marsh and

reguce the population of the Red-legged Frog, an important
food source for the San Francisco Garter Snake.

&7 The salt would affect more than the garter snake; 1T wWould
slso affect sensitive species such as the Brackish water
Snails, Ticdewater Boby, Steelhead, as well as vegetation.
Although "the marsh is not entitled to water rights to
protect thiese flows,"” this section should include discussion
of the Public Trust Doctrine.

Please keep us apprised of the progress of the project. our
contact is Mr. James M. Doyle, Supervisor, Environmental Review
Secticon, F.O. Box 942896, Sacramento, LA S42%946=-0001, telephonse
(Pi1&) T24—-64Z1.

1t Hofomr

Richard 6. Rayburn, Chief
Resource Protection Division
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' * State Clearinghouse Oate : - . ol
140C Tenth S+treet, Room 121
Sacramento, JA 95814

e e . /f
i brehrrich
Heidi Bratovich B 4
Environmental Specialist P et

am 'SI\WSPC?E‘%\’WA“ R;;iGHTS

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

€-ibject: £NVIRONMENTAL ASSSSSMENT OF WATER SUPPLY ALTERNATIVES FOR THE COMMUNITY OF

Il.F

PESCADERC, SAN MATED COUNTY (SCH 87080801); WATER RIGHT APPLICATION 2856¢ OF
PESCADERO WATER DISTRICT TO APPROPRIATE WATER FROM HONSINGER CREEK TRIBUTARY TO

PESCADZIRO CREEK THENCE THE PACIFIC OCEAN

The Stazze Water Resources Contirol Board (Board) has reviewed the Environmental
Assessment of hater SuppTv Alternatives for the Community of Pescaderc. The

document explores the options for a potable water supply for the community
Pes:adero including at least three projects: The Warheit Well System, the

of

otable Well System, and the Conjunctive Supply, in which surface water would

De used in conjunction with well water at di fferent times of the year.

r\ The Board has permitting authority over surface water and underflow use but not

the Board may or may not have permitiing authority over the project

The Conjunctive Supply alternative examines the option of surface water

over groundwater use. Depending on which alternative water suppiy 1s chosen,

diversion from Honsinger Creek. The Pescaderc Water District has water right
Application 28566 on file with the Board for direct diversion and storage on
Honsinger Creek., Should this alternative be pursued, the Board would become 2

(::> Responsﬁb?e Agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
2

(CEQA). The Board would then require additional environmental documentation and

impact analyses on Honsinger and Pescadero Creeks due to the bioiogical

sensitivity of the instream and downstream nabitats and associated endangered
species. The flows in Honsinger Creek support anadromous salmonids, riparian
vegetation, 2 coastal marsh and three andangered species inhabiting the marsh.

An instream flow study would be necessary to determine the range of fiows
required to sustain the fish and wildlife habitats and species. An

Environmental Impact Repor:t (ZIR) would De necessary to discuss the potential
3) impacts and anpropr1afe mi;wgauvon measures for such a project. Enciosed is an

“Outline for Snvironmental Impacs Repor:i Involving Water Development” which

contains pertwinent issues which ShOUId pe discussed.



State Clearinghouse -2-

1f the Conjunctive Supply alternative or any other project involving the

-~ diversion of surface or underfiow waters is not pursued by the Pescadero kater

District, then the District should notify the Board and request cancellation of
the application on file. If the District wants to pursue such a project in tne
future, then the District should notify the Board and request an extension of
time for processing the application.

Please notify the Board as soon as possible of the preferred course of action.

1f you have any questions regarding these comments, please call me azt
(916) 324-5714.

cc: Mr. R, George Zinckgraf
Department of Public Works
County of San Mateo
805 Veterans Boulevard, Suite 301
Redwood City, CA 94063
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September 18, 1987

Tile No. 2178.05(JMT)

Me. Norma Wood

State Clearinghouse

1400 Tenth St., Room 1l:Z1
Sacramento, Ci 95814

SUBJECT: Comments on the Environmental Assessment (EA) for Water
Supply Alternatives for the Community of Pescadero,
SCE $£87090801

Dear Ms. Vood:

The EA repoxrts that hazardous chemicals may be stored on site and
that the water treatment may include coagulation, flocculation,
sedimentation, £f£iltration, and disinfection. Unless handled
properly, the hazardous chemicals and sludge and backwash water
from the treatment process can cause water pollutien.

We reccmmend that the environmental documents be expanded %o
include a detailed description of the following:

l. The facilities to be used %o store hezarsous chemicals and
the safeguards to properly contain and dispose of any spillage
and prevent vandalism;

2. The content and guantity of the sludge and the method of
disposal;

3, The method for disposing or reusing the filter backwash
water;

4. The method for disposing of residual brine if reverse-osmosis
treatment is reguired;

5. The effects, i1f any, of the proposed alternatives on
steelhead trout and silver salmon in nearby creeks and the need
for mitigation measures:

The effects of vosed alternatives on ground water
) : ells and the need for mitigation

~ P =
& ~ ‘Sl Y
- kR %>
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PESCADERO COMMUNITY COUNCIL
P.0O. BOX 249
PESCADERO, CA 94060
September 18, [G87

Attention: Mr. James Sweeney
San Mateo County Planning Commission
County Office Building B
Redwood City, Ca 94063

Dear Mr. Sweeney,

At our regular Council meeting on September |7, a resolution was passed 10
advise you and the Planning Commission that the Council approves the EIR
report by Thomas Reid Associates dated September, 1987. We urge the
Planning Commission to accept this Environmental Assessment of the Water
Supply Alternatives for the Community of Pescadero, California.

The Pescadero Communitv Council unanimously recommends the Warheit
Well Alternative on the basis of quality, proven supply, and cost. We agree
that the location of the treated water storage should be sited elsewhere than
the two locations recommended by Kennedy/Jenks/Chilton. The preferred
location in our combined opinion would be in the vicinity of the Warheit well
at about 200 feet above the Pescadero Rural Service Center, out of sight from
either Highway | or Pescadero Creek Road. This site would have the
advantage of easy access as well as a more suitable location in respect 10
landslides and earthquake potental

We want to take this opportunity to assure vou that the community 1s
overwheimingly benind this project. In March of 1986, the council circulated
a petition among the property owners of the Pescadero Rural Service Center.
Qut of a total of 108 parceis, we obtained signatures of owners of 96 parceis.
without a single turndown . These signatures were intended 10 demonstrate
to Mr. Rabert Sans. Department of Public Works. County of San Ma:=20, that
these propertv owners were willing to {tnanciallv support the deveicpment
¢f a Pescadero waler svsiem as outiltned. Attached are copies of 1hat
petition.

We expect 10 be present at vour Planning Comm:ssion meeting on
seplember 23, 10 SUPPCrt our position as outlined above.

Respectfully vours,
(al: Russel!
Chairman, Meecacders Waler Comiiles

LA



