OPERATIONS COMMITTEE
AGENDA
DATE: Wednesday, June 16, 2021

TIME: 6:30 p.m.

Notice: Pursuant to Governor Newsom’s Executive Orders N-29-20 and 33-20, which in
part, provide waivers to certain Brown Act provisions, meetings of the Board of Directors
will be held by teleconference. There will be no physical location from which members
of the public may participate. Instead, the public may listen and/or view the meeting
proceedings and provide public comment and comments on agenda items by following
these instructions:
To join via Zoom Webinar from a computer, tablet, or smartphone,
click on the link below:
https://zoom.us/j/91458023440
To join this meeting via telephone, please dial:
1-669-900-6833 or 1-253-215-8782
Meeting ID: 914 5802 3440
If you are unable to access the meeting using this call-in information, please contact the
Board Secretary at (619) 409-6703 for assistance.
To provide public comment on non-agenda items or to provide public comment on any
item of the agenda:
Before the meeting:
OR

-

OR

-

Go to www.sweetwater.org; click on the “HOW DO I…” at the top of the page;
and then click on the “Public Comment” link in the Contact section.
Physically deposit your public comment in the Authority’s payment drop box
located in the public parking lot at the Authority’s Administrative Office at 505
Garrett Avenue, Chula Vista.
Mail your comments to 505 Garrett Avenue, Chula Vista, CA 91910 [Attention:
Public Comment].

All written public comment submissions must be received 1 hour in advance of the
meeting and will be read aloud to the Board during the appropriate portion of the
meeting with a reading limit of 3 minutes for each comment.
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During the meeting:
The Chair will inquire prior to Board discussion if there are any comments from the
public on each item.
-

Via Zoom Webinar go to Participants List, hover over your name and click on “Raise
Hand.” This will notify the moderator that you wish to speak during Oral
Communication or during a specific item on the agenda.

-

Via phone, you can raise your hand by pressing *9 to notify the moderator that you
wish to speak during the current item.

Any person with a disability who requires a modification or accommodation in order to
participate in a meeting should direct such request to the Board Secretary at (619) 4096703 at least forty-eight (48) hours before the meeting, if possible. The above public
comment procedures supersede any Authority standard public comment policies and
procedures to the contrary.
1. CALL MEETING TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
2.
3.
4.

ITEMS TO BE ADDED, WITHDRAWN, OR REORDERED IN THE AGENDA.
PUBLIC COMMENT.

Opportunity for members of the public to address the Committee. (Government Code Section 54954.3).

ACTION AGENDA.

The following items on the Action Agenda call for discussion and action by the Committee. All items are
placed on the Agenda so that the Committee may discuss and take action on the item if the Committee is
so inclined, including items listed for information.

Consideration to Adopt Resolution 21-15, Adopting Addendum No. 1 to the
Supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Sweetwater Reservoir
Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing Program and Approving Project Changes
5.

DIRECTORS’ COMMENTS.

6.

NEXT MEETING DATE: Wednesday, July 7, 2021 at 6:30 p.m.

7.

ADJOURNMENT.

Directors’ comments are comments by Directors concerning Authority business that may be of interest to
the Board. Directors’ comments are placed on the Agenda to enable individual Board members to convey
information to the Board and the Public. There is no discussion or action taken on comments made by
Board members.

This agenda was posted at least seventy-two (72) hours before the meeting in a location freely accessible to the Public on the exterior
bulletin board at the main entrance to the Authority’s office and it is also posted on the Authority’s website at www.sweetwater.org.
No action may be taken on any item not appearing on the posted agenda, except as provided by California Government Code Section
54954.2. Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the members of the Sweetwater Authority Governing Board regarding
any item on this agenda will be made available for public inspection at the Authority Administration Office, located at 505 Garrett
Avenue, Chula Vista, CA 91910, during normal business hours. Upon request, this agenda will be made available in appropriate
alternative formats to persons with disabilities, as required by Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990. Any person
with a disability who requires a modification or accommodation in order to participate in a meeting should direct such request to the
Board Secretary at (619) 409-6703 at least forty-eight (48) hours before the meeting, if possible.
To e-subscribe to receive meeting agendas and other pertinent information, please visit www.sweetwater.org.
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TO:

Governing Board

FROM:

Jennifer Sabine, Interim General Manager
Ron Mosher, Director of Engineering

DATE:

June 11, 2021

SUBJECT:

Consideration to Adopt Resolution 21-15, Adopting Addendum No. 1 to
the Supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Report for the
Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing Program
and Approving Project Changes

SUMMARY
At its December 9, 2020 meeting, the Board expressed its desire to increase the
number of days that the shoreline fishing program at Sweetwater Reservoir is open to
the public and directed staff to conduct the necessary environmental review, per the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In addition to opening the Sweetwater
Reservoir Shoreline Fishing Program (“Fishing Program”) on Saturdays, Sundays, and
Mondays, the proposed new schedule would include opening the Fishing Program to
the general public on Fridays and selected holidays. As directed by the Board, Authority
staff investigated the appropriate level of environmental review for the proposed
schedule modifications (“Project Changes”) and requested the Authority’s on-call
environmental consulting firm, Wood Environment and Infrastructure (“Wood E&I”), to
prepare an update to the environmental checklist. Authority staff determined that an
addendum (Addendum No. 1) to the Supplement to the Final Environmental Impact
Report (SEIR) for the Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing
Program would be an appropriate mechanism to approve the Project Changes.
Background
As the Lead Agency, the Authority previously prepared and certified two environmental
documents for the Fishing Program at Sweetwater Reservoir, including:
•

Final Environmental Impact Report for the Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation
Master Plan dated March 30, 1987 (1987 FEIR, State Clearinghouse Number
SCH # 1985101602); and

•

Final Supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Sweetwater
Reservoir Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing Program dated December
2001 (2001 SEIR).
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The 1987 FEIR was prepared to analyze the environmental impacts of a fishing
program facility that would include a fish stocking program, fishing facilities, and other
buildings at San Miguel Point including, an 80-to-100-foot long fishing float, small
shaded areas, an entrance kiosk, a concession stand, restrooms/fish cleaning facilities,
and a small office/storage building. The 1987 FEIR also included boating and the
potential for renting 100 boats. Due to the lack of funds, the project was not approved.
Other obstacles encountered during the approval process were potential impacts to
birds from boating, impacts to Otay tarplant populations, and concerns regarding the
adequacy of the 1987 FEIR for approval of a County of San Diego Major Use Permit
(MUP) and annexation through LAFCO. In addition, the Authority desired to open the
Fishing Program five days a week or not at all, citing that operating a fishing program
three days a week would be a financial loss. The recommendation from the California
Department of Fish and Game (now California Department of Fish and Wildlife) was to
operate only three days per week to reduce impacts of boat traffic and human
disturbance on sensitive bird species.
The 2001 SEIR analyzed the impacts of a fishing program facility that would include a
driveway, an office/concession/caretaker building at the Thompson property that
included restrooms, a parking lot with landscape, a water service line, portable toilets,
trash receptacles as required by California DHS (now Division of Drinking Water
(DDW)), installation of fish habitat structures, and wheelchair access to the shoreline
from the parking area via a trail to a lookout point. A fishing pier or float would be
constructed when funding became available. Boating was not a project component
analyzed in the 2001 SEIR. As of today, the only facilities that have not been built are
the fishing float, wheelchair access, and the office/concession/caretaker building at the
Thompson property. Proposed restrooms connected to the sanitary sewer at the
Thompson property were eliminated during the analysis. The 2001 SEIR specified that
the fishing program would be open Saturdays, Sundays, and Mondays only.
Proposed Project Changes
The Board has expressed its desire to increase the number of days that the Fishing
Program at Sweetwater Reservoir is open to the public, specifically, having the Fishing
Program open on Fridays and select holidays. Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR focuses on
this request from the Board; no physical or other project changes are being proposed.
With assistance from its on-call environmental consultant, Authority staff prepared an
update to the environmental checklist to analyze any potential or additional
environmental impacts from the Proposed Changes. Authority staff evaluated the
Project Changes in light of the environmental analysis contained in the 1987 EIR and
the 2001 SEIR and prepared Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR under State CEQA
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Guidelines 15164. Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR concludes that none of the
circumstances described in Public Resources Code section 21166 or State CEQA
guidelines section 15162 have occurred; therefore, no supplemental or subsequent EIR
is required for the Project Changes.
Public Review
While under CEQA, the preparation of an addendum does not require public review;
Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR was posted on the Authority’s public website and open for
public comment from April 16, 2021 to May 17, 2021. In addition, the link to the
Authority’s webpage was sent directly to representatives of multiple governing agencies,
including the County of San Diego, United States Fish and Wildlife, California
Department of Fish and Wildlife, State Water Resources Control Board Division of
Drinking Water, California Department of Transportation, Bonita-Sunnyside Fire
Protection District, and San Diego County Sheriff’s Department. No comments were
received from the public, stakeholders, or other governing agencies.
PAST BOARD ACTION
December 9, 2020

The Governing Board directed staff to open the fishing
programs on the 4th of July and any other holidays determined
by the Board; and the Board revisited expanding the Loveland
and Sweetwater Fishing programs.

September 23, 2020

The Governing Board directed staff to investigate the level of
environmental review necessary to expand the Sweetwater
Reservoir Fishing Program to four days per week, and develop
a staffing plan to allow for a two-person crew to close the
Loveland Fishing Program and/or open the fishing programs on
certain holidays, including on the 4th of July.

December 19, 2001

The Governing Board certified and adopted the Supplement to
the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Sweetwater
Reservoir Recreation Master Plan SCH No. 1985101602

May 13, 1987

The Governing Board certified the Final Environmental Impact
Report for the Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan
SCH No. 1985101602.

FISCAL IMPACT
The total cost for the on-call environmental consulting firm Wood E&I to assist with the
preparation of an update to the environmental checklist and drafting Addendum No. 1
was $6,463.80.
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POLICY
It is the Board’s discretion to determine how to operate the fishing programs subject to
CEQA compliance, environmental permitting as applicable, and staffing constraints.
ALTERNATIVES
1. Adopt Resolution 21-15, Adopting Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR for the Sweetwater
Reservoir Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing Program and Approving Project
Changes; and direct staff to open the Sweetwater Reservoir Fishing Program on
Fridays, the 4th of July, and other holidays, as determined by the Governing Board.
2. Not adopting Resolution 21-15 or Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR for the Sweetwater
Reservoir Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing Program.
3. Other direction as determined by the Governing Board.
RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Governing Board adopt Resolution 21-15, Adopting
Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR for the Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan
Shoreline Fishing Program and Approving Project Changes; and direct staff to open the
Sweetwater Reservoir Fishing Program on Fridays, the 4th of July, and other holidays,
as determined by the Board.
ATTACHMENTS
1. Resolution 21-15, Adopting Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR for the Sweetwater
Reservoir Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing Program and Approving Project
Changes
2. Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR for the Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan
Shoreline Fishing Program.
3. Presentation, Adopting Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR for the Sweetwater Reservoir
Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing Program
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Additional environmental documents previously adopted by the Governing Board are
posted and available for review by the Board and public before the July 23, 2021 Board
meeting. Additional CEQA compliant documents are available in the link below:
https://www.sweetwater.org/364/Projects-under-Public-Review
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ATTACHMENT 1
RESOLUTION 21-15
RESOLUTION OF THE GOVERNING BOARD OF SWEETWATER AUTHORITY
ADOPTING ADDENDUM NO. 1 TO THE SUPPLEMENT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FOR THE SWEETWATER RESERVOIR RECREATION MASTER PLAN
SHORELINE FISHING PROGRAM (SCH NO. 1985101602)
AND APPROVING PROJECT CHANGES
WHEREAS, on or about May 13, 1987, Sweetwater Authority (“Authority”) certified the
Final Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) for the Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master
Plan (State Clearinghouse No. 1985101602) under the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA”), Public Resources Code section 21000 et. seq.; and
WHEREAS, the EIR was prepared to analyze the environmental effects of a fishing
program facility that would include a fish stocking program, fishing facilities, and other
buildings at San Miguel Point, including an 80- to 100-foot-long fishing float, small shaded
areas, an entrance kiosk, a concession stand, restrooms, fish cleaning facilities, and a small
office/storage building. The EIR also evaluated anticipated impacts of boating and the
potential for renting 100 boats. Ultimately, the fishing program analyzed in the EIR was not
approved due to lack of available funding; and
WHEREAS, on December 19, 2001, the Authority adopted the Final Supplement to
the EIR (“SEIR”) for the Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing
Program, Findings of Fact under CEQA, and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
(“MMRP”) and approved a revised Master Plan with a reduced shoreline fishing program
(“Project”); and
WHEREAS, the SEIR analyzed impacts of the reduced fishing program facility
including a driveway, an office/concession/caretaker building at the “Thompson” property, a
150-space gravel parking lot, a water service line, portable toilets, trash receptacles,
installation of fish habitat structures, and wheelchair access to the shoreline from the parking
area via a trail to a lookout point. A fishing pier or float was also proposed for construction
when funding became available, but neither boating nor boating rentals were included as a
component of the project evaluated in the SEIR. The SEIR specified that the fishing program
would be open Saturdays, Sundays, and Mondays, from sunrise to sunset; and
WHEREAS, no legal challenges were filed under CEQA against the EIR or the SEIR,
they are presumed valid under Public Resources Code sections 21080.1 and 21167.2 and
State CEQA Guidelines section 15231; and
WHEREAS, the Authority, as lead agency under CEQA, intends to modify the number
of operating days for the Shoreline Fishing Program at the Sweetwater Reservoir (“Project
Changes”). This schedule modification would increase the number of operating days from 3
to 4 days per week and would also include operations during certain holidays. The Project
Changes would not involve any construction, physical ground disturbance, or other changes
in operations associated with the existing Shoreline Fishing Program; and

1
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RESOLUTION 21-15
WHEREAS, Authority staff evaluated the Project Changes in light of the environmental
analysis contained in the EIR and the SEIR and, together with the Authority’s environmental
consultant, prepared Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR under State CEQA Guidelines section
15164; and
WHEREAS, Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR concludes that none of the circumstances
described in Public Resources Code section 21166 or State CEQA Guidelines section 15162
have occurred, and thus no supplemental or subsequent EIR is required for the Project
Changes; and
WHEREAS, the Governing Board has reviewed Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR, along
with the information in the EIR and the SEIR, prior to taking action on the Project Changes.
Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the Authority;
and
WHEREAS, on June 23, 2021, at a regularly scheduled meeting, the Governing Board
considered Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR, together with the EIR and the SEIR, and accepted
oral and written testimony from interested parties; and
WHEREAS, having reviewed and considered the information contained in Addendum
No. 1 to the SEIR, together with the EIR and the SEIR, all comments made at the regularly
scheduled meeting, and all other information in the administrative record, the Governing
Board has determined that all environmental effects of the Project Changes were fully
examined and mitigated by the EIR and the SEIR; and
WHEREAS, the Addendum to the certified SEIR was prepared pursuant to CEQA and
the State CEQA Guidelines; and
WHEREAS, all other legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have
occurred.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the Governing Board of
Sweetwater Authority as follows:
SECTION 1. RECITALS. The above recitals are incorporated herein by reference.
SECTION 2. COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
ACT. As the decision-making body for the Project Changes, the Governing Board has
reviewed and considered the EIR, the SEIR, and Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR, any oral or
written comments received, and the administrative record prior to making any decision. The
Governing Board finds that together, the EIR, SEIR, and Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR
contain a complete and accurate reporting of the environmental impacts associated with the
Project Changes. The Authority finds that Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR and the
administrative record has been completed in compliance with CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines.
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RESOLUTION 21-15
SECTION 3. FINDINGS ON THE NECESSITY FOR A SUBSEQUENT OR
SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT. Based on Addendum No. 1 to the
SEIR and all related information presented to the Authority, the Authority finds that the
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required for the Project Changes
because Addendum No. 1 is merely a minor modification to the SEIR and such a minor
modification: (1) does not constitute a substantial change to the Project that will require major
revisions of the SEIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; (2) does not
constitute a substantial change with respect to the circumstances under which the Project is
undertaken that will require major revisions of the SEIR due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of the previously
identified significant effects; and (3) does not contain new information of substantial
importance that was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of
reasonable diligence at the time the SEIR was certified, that shows any of the following: (a)
the Project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the SEIR; (b) significant
effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the SEIR; (c)
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the Project, but the
lead agency declined to adopt such measures or alternatives; or (d) mitigation measures or
alternatives considerably different from those analyzed in the SEIR would substantially
reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the lead agency declined to
adopt such mitigation measures or alternatives.
SECTION 4. FINDINGS ON ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. Based on Addendum No.
1 to the SEIR and the administrative record, and having considered the EIR and the SEIR
and all written and oral evidence presented to the Governing Board, the Authority finds that
all environmental impacts of the Project Changes have been addressed within the certified
SEIR and the associated MMRP, as revised by Addendum No. 1. The Authority finds that no
new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required. The Authority further finds
that there is substantial evidence in the administrative record supporting the conclusion that
the Project Changes would not result in any significant environmental impacts beyond those
analyzed in the certified SEIR. The Authority incorporates by reference the Findings of Fact
for the Project dated December 19, 2001, as if those findings were fully set forth herein.
SECTION 5. ADOPTION OF ADDENDUM No. 1. The Authority approves and adopts
Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR for the Project Changes, dated April 2021.
SECTION 6. NOTICE OF DETERMINATION. The Governing Board directs staff to
file a Notice of Determination with the San Diego County Clerk and the Office of Planning and
Research within five (5) days of approval of Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR.
SECTION 7. PROJECT CHANGES. The Authority approves the Project Changes, as
described in Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR.
SECTION 8. LOCATION OF DOCUMENTS. The EIR, SEIR, CEQA Findings of Fact,
Addendum No. 1 to the SEIR, and any other documents and materials that constitute the
record of proceedings on which these findings have been based are on file and available for
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RESOLUTION 21-15
public review at the Authority’s offices at 505 Garrett Avenue, Chula Vista, California 91910.
The custodian for these records is the General Manager of the Authority.
PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Governing Board of Sweetwater
Authority held on the 23rd day of June 2021, by the following vote, to wit:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

None
None
None
None

________________________
Hector Martinez, Chair
ATTEST:
____________________________
Ligia Perez, Board Secretary
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ATTACHMENT 2

Addendum No. 1 to the
Supplement to the
Environmental Impact Report for the
Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master
Plan Shoreline Fishing Program
State Clearinghouse Number
1985101602

Sweetwater Authority
505 Garrett Avenue
Chula Vista, California 91910

April 2021
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Addendum No. 1
Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan
Shoreline Fishing Program

Sweetwater Authority

1. PROJECT TITLE: Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing Program
2. LEAD AGENCY: Sweetwater Authority (Authority)
3. CONTACT PERSON & PHONE: Israel Marquez, Environmental Project Manager,
(619) 410-1590
4. PROJECT LOCATION: The Sweetwater Reservoir Shoreline Fishing Program is located at
San Miguel Point on the southeastern edge of the Sweetwater Reservoir in southern San
Diego County (see Figure 1). The Reservoir is approximately 7 miles upstream from the San
Diego Bay, and surrounded by the unincorporated communities of Spring Valley to the north
and Bonita to the south and west. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) San Diego
National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge) is located on the east side of the Reservoir. The closest
highways to the Shoreline Fishing Program area are State Route (SR-) 125, located 300 feet
south of the South Dike, and SR-54, located approximately 650 feet west of the Sweetwater
Dam. Portions of Chula Vista and National City are located further downstream from the
Reservoir.
5. PROJECT SPONSOR’S NAME AND ADDRESS: Sweetwater Authority, 505 Garrett Avenue,
Chula Vista, California, 91910
6. GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: The Land Use Map associated with the Sweetwater
Community Plan of the San Diego County General Plan designates the entire area
surrounding the Sweetwater Reservoir as Public Agency Lands (County of San Diego 2014).
7. ZONING: According to the County of San Diego General Plan and Zoning Map, the Shoreline
Fishing Program area is zoned S80 – Special Purpose (County of San Diego Planning and
Development Services 2012).
8. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS: Previously prepared environmental
documents for the Shoreline Fishing Program at Sweetwater Reservoir include the Final
Environmental Impact Report for the Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan dated
March 30, 1987 (1987 FEIR) and the Final Supplement to the Final Environmental Impact
Report for the Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan Shoreline Fishing Program
dated December 2001 (2001 SEIR). The 1987 FEIR was prepared to analyze the
environmental impacts of a fishing program facility that would include a fish stocking program,
fishing facilities, and other buildings at San Miguel Point, including an 80- to 100-foot-long
fishing float, small shaded areas, an entrance kiosk, a concession stand, restrooms, fish
cleaning facilities, and a small office/storage building. The 1987 FEIR also evaluated
anticipated impacts of boating and the potential for renting 100 boats. During preparation of
the 1987 FEIR, the California Department of Fish and Game (now the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife, or CDFW) recommended that the Shoreline Fishing Program operate
only 3 days per week to reduce the potential impacts of boat traffic and human disturbance
on sensitive bird species – including the western grebe (Aechmophorus occidentalis) and the
California brown pelican (Pelecanus occidental californicus), which was listed as federally
1
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endangered at the time, but has since been delisted by the USFWS. Ultimately, the 1987 FEIR
was certified by the Sweetwater Authority Governing Board; however, the proposed Project
was not approved due to a lack of funds.
The 2001 SEIR analyzed impacts of a reduced fishing program facility including a driveway,
an office/concession/caretaker building at the “Thompson” property, a 150-space gravel
parking lot, a water service line, portable toilets, and trash receptacles as required by
California Department of Health Services (now Division of Drinking Water), installation of fish
habitat structures, and wheelchair access to the shoreline from the parking area via a trail to
a lookout point. A fishing pier or float was also proposed for construction when funding
became available. However, neither boating nor boat rentals were included as a component
of the proposed Project evaluated in the 2001 SEIR. The 2001 SEIR specified that the fishing
program would be open Saturdays, Sundays, and Mondays, from sunrise to sunset.
9. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Authority, as a Lead Agency pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), is proposing to modify the number of operating days for
the Shoreline Fishing Program at the Sweetwater Reservoir. This proposed schedule
modifications would increase the number of operating days from 3 to 4 days per week and
would also include operations during certain holidays (e.g., Martin Luther King Jr. Day,
Washington’s Birthday, Memorial Day, etc.). The proposed schedule modifications would not
involve any construction, physical ground disturbance, or other changes in operations
associated with the existing Shoreline Fishing Program.
Project Site and History
The Sweetwater Dam was constructed
along the Sweetwater River between 1886
and 1888 to form the 960-acre Sweetwater
Reservoir. The Reservoir is located on
approximately 1,823 acres of land owned
and managed by the Authority and
provides a variety of beneficial uses
including drinking water, recreation (e.g.,
shoreline fishing), and habitat for waterfowl
(see Figure 1). The Robert A. Perdue
Water Treatment Plant, which is located on
the north side of the Reservoir, treats water
from the Reservoir before it is distributed to
the Authority’s customers.

The Sweetwater Reservoir, which has a total storage
capacity of 28,079 acre-feet of water, is operated in
conjunction with Loveland Reservoir located
approximately 19 miles upstream on the Sweetwater
River to provide water to the Authority’s 32 square
mile service area that includes National City, Bonita,
and the western portion of Chula Vista.

Area voters have supported the concept of recreation at Sweetwater Reservoir since the
1970s when the Authority was formed pursuant to the Joint Powers Agreement of 1972,
amended in 1977 and 1990, between the City of National City and the South Bay Irrigation
District (SBID).
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The Authority's primary mission is to supply a safe, reliable drinking water supply to western
Chula Vista, National City, and the unincorporated community of Bonita. Due to public support
for a fishing program at Sweetwater Reservoir, the Authority embarked on recreation planning
in the early 1980s. In 1987, Sweetwater Authority finalized the Sweetwater Reservoir
Recreation Master Plan – Recreational Fishing Program and Environmental Impact Report.
As described in Section 8, Previous Environmental Documents, the 1987 FEIR evaluated the
development and operation of a fishing program facility at Sweetwater Reservoir. The 1987
FEIR identified several impacts and concerns including potential impacts to birds from
boating, impacts to federally threatened Otay tarplant (Deinandra conjugens) populations, and
concerns regarding the adequacy of the 1987 FEIR for approval of a County of San Diego
Major Use Permit (MUP) and annexation through the San Diego Local Agency Formation
Commissions (LAFCO). In addition, the Authority desired to open the Shoreline Fishing
Program 5 days per week or not at all, citing that operating a fishing program 3 days a week
would be a financial loss. However, CDFW recommended that the fishing program operate
only 3 days per week to reduce the potential impacts of boat traffic and human disturbance
on sensitive bird species. Ultimately, the proposed Project was not approved due to a lack of
funds.
Recreation at Sweetwater Reservoir was re-evaluated in 1998 by the California Department
of Transportation (Caltrans) as a means of mitigating impacts of proposed SR-125 to public
parklands. At that time, Caltrans approached the San Diego County Department of Parks and
Recreation, Sant Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG), and the Authority to
determine the feasibility of a joint County-Sweetwater Authority recreational fishing project. A
consulting team was hired by the County through SANDAG to examine the feasibility of
mitigation at Sweetwater Reservoir. Through this feasibility analysis and communications with
the Authority, the County Department of Parks and Recreation determined that the proposed
Project would not be cost effective with constraints to protect water quality required by the
Authority, and without a full fishing program with boats, docks, and concessions. As such, the
County decided not to move forward with accepting mitigation of SR-125 park impacts at
Sweetwater Reservoir.
In the 2000s, the State of California and County of San Diego provided grants to initiate fishing
at Sweetwater Reservoir and the recreation program was revisited once again. As described
in Section 8, Previous Environmental Documents, the 2001 SEIR analyzed the impacts of a
reduced shoreline fishing program facility and specified that the shoreline fishing program
would be open Saturdays, Sundays, and Mondays from sunrise to sunset, in accordance with
CDFW’s recommendation of 3 days of operation per week. The 2001 SEIR evaluated the
future development of a fishing pier or float; however, boat rentals and boating were no longer
identified as project components.
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Fishing Program Schedule Modifications
The existing Sweetwater Reservoir Shoreline
Fishing Program allows recreational fishing
along 2.5 miles of the southwest shoreline of
the Sweetwater Reservoir at San Miguel Point
(see Figure 2). The Shoreline Fishing Program
currently operates on Saturdays, Sundays,
and Mondays from 7:00am to 4:00pm between
October and February and from 7:00am to
5:00pm between March and September.
Existing facilities within the Shoreline Fishing
Program area of the Sweetwater Reservoir
currently include:
•
•
•
•
•

The Authority has proposed to operate the existing
Shoreline Fishing Program 4 days per week on
Fridays, Saturdays, Sundays, and Mondays and
during certain holidays.

A gravel parking area with space for up to 150 vehicles;
Portable toilets;
Trash enclosures;
Lookout point; and
Walking trails from the parking area to the reservoir.

In 2018 and 2019, an average of 20 to 25 people used the Shoreline Fishing Program area
each day for fishing, hiking, or other recreational purposes.
A California State Fishing License is required to fish at Sweetwater Reservoir. Additionally,
the Authority has established limits on fish caught per day at the Sweetwater Reservoir,
including the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Bass: 5 (12-inch minimum length)
Catfish: 5
Bluegill: 25
Red Eared Sunfish: 25
Crappie: 25
Bluegill, Sunfish, and Crappie combined bag limit: 25

To prevent the further spread of Quagga mussels (Dreissena rostriformis bugensis), the
Authority has banned the use of live bait including shiners, crawdads, etc. from freshwater
sources at Sweetwater Reservoir. The ban does not apply to mealworms, redworms, crickets,
etc.
The Authority has proposed to operate the existing Shoreline Fishing Program 4 days per
week on Fridays, Saturdays, Sundays, and Mondays and during certain holidays. No ground
disturbance or other construction activities associated with any physical development would
occur as a part of the proposed schedule modifications. Additionally, the proposed schedule
modifications would not permit any new activities associated with the existing Shoreline
Fishing Program. For example, boating or other activities that were originally evaluated in the
5
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1987 FEIR are not currently being considered and would not be implemented as a part of the
proposed schedule modifications.
10. SURROUNDING LAND USES: The Sweetwater Reservoir is bordered by the community of
Spring Valley to the north and the community of Bonita to the west and south. Single-family
residential homes intermixed with some general commercial and industrial land uses are
located north of Reservoir, in the community of Spring Valley. To the southwest of the
reservoir, the communities of Bonita and Sunnyside are characterized by more rural, lowdensity developments. Open space and recreation areas occur immediately southwest of the
dam, including Sweetwater Summit Regional Park and the Bonita Golf Course (refer to Figure
1). Further southwest of the SR-125 overpass, the community of Bonita includes primarily
residential land uses. The USFWS San Diego National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge), which spans
11,152 acres from Jamul to Spring Valley and eastern Chula Vista, is located approximately
500 feet from the southern edge of Sweetwater Reservoir (refer to Figure 1). The Refuge is
the USFWS’s contribution to the Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP), a
landscape-wide habitat conservation plan developed to preserve habitat and species while
allowing appropriate development (USFWS 2016).
11. REQUIRED AGENCY APPROVALS: The proposed schedule modifications – increasing the
number of Shoreline Fishing Program operating days from 3 to 4 days per week including
operations during certain holidays – would not require agency review and approval given that
there would be no ground disturbing activities or any potential for new potentially significant
physical environmental impacts.
12. CONSULTATION: During preparation of the 2001 SEIR, the Authority previously consulted
with the CDFW and the USFWS for "take authorization" through a 208l(b) California
Endangered Species Act (CESA) Incidental Take Permit. As described in Section 16.4,
Biological Resources, the proposed schedule modifications would not result in any ground
disturbing activities that would have the potential to impact special status species.
Additionally, given the limited daily use of the Shoreline Fishing Program (i.e., approximately
20 to 25 people per day), the additional use of the Shoreline Fishing Program would not result
in indirect impacts (e.g., noise) to special status species. Therefore, additional consultation
with CDFW and USFWS would not be necessary. However, the following agencies will be
notified of the proposed schedule modification:
•

USFWS San Diego National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge)

•

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

•

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)

•

State Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water

•

County of San Diego, Parks and Recreation Department

•

County of San Diego, Planning Division

•

Bonita-Sunnyside Fire Protection District

•

San Diego County Sheriff’s Department
6
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13. NEW SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OR SUBSTANTIALLY MORE SEVERE
SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS COMPARED TO THOSE IDENTIFIED IN THE
PREVIOUS CEQA DOCUMENT: The subject areas checked below were determined to be
new significant environmental effects or to be previously identified effects that have a
substantial increase in severity either due to a change in project, change in circumstances
or new information of substantial importance, as indicated by the checklist and discussion on
the following pages:
Aesthetics

Agriculture Resources

Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Energy

Geology and Soils

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Hazards and
Hazardous Materials

Hydrology and Water
Quality

Land Use and Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise

Population and Housing

Public Services

Recreation

Transportation and
Traffic

Tribal Cultural
Resources

Utilities and Service
Systems

Wildfire

Mandatory Findings of
Significance

14. DETERMINATION: (To be completed by lead agency):
Based on this initial evaluation:
No substantial changes are proposed in the project and there are no substantial changes
in the circumstances under which the project will be undertaken that will require major
revisions to the previous approved ND or MND or certified EIR due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects. Also, there is no "new information of substantial
importance" as that term is used in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3). Therefore, the
previously adopted ND, MND, or previously certified EIR adequately discusses the
potential impacts of the project without modification.
No substantial changes are proposed in the project and there are no substantial changes
in the circumstances under which the project will be undertaken that will require major
revisions to the previous approved ND or MND or certified EIR due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects. Also, there is no "new information of substantial
importance" as that term is used in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3). Therefore, the
previously adopted ND, MND, or previously certified EIR adequately discusses the
8
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potential impacts of the project; however, minor changes require the preparation of an
ADDENDUM.
Substantial changes are proposed in the project or there are substantial changes in the
circumstances under which the project will be undertaken that will require major revisions
to the previous ND, MND, or EIR due to the involvement of significant new environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects.
Or, there is "new information of substantial importance," as that term is used in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3). However, all new potentially significant environmental
effects or substantial increases in the severity of previously identified significant effects
are clearly reduced to below a level of significance through the incorporation of mitigation
measures agreed to by the project applicant. Therefore, a SUBSEQUENT MND is
required.
Substantial changes are proposed in the project or there are substantial changes in the
circumstances under which the project will be undertaken that will require major revisions
to the previous environmental document due to the involvement of significant new
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects. Or, there is "new information of substantial importance," as that term
is used in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3). However, only minor changes or
additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR adequate for the
project in the changed situation. Therefore, a SUPPLEMENTAL EIR is required.
Substantial changes are proposed in the project or there are substantial changes in the
circumstances under which the project will be undertaken that will require major revisions
to the previous environmental document due to the involvement of significant new
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects. Or, there is "new information of substantial importance," as that term
is used in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3). Therefore, a SUBSEQUENT EIR is
required.

Signature

Date

Printed Name

For

15.

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
1) A finding of “No New Impact/No Impact” means that the potential impact was fully
analyzed and/or mitigated in the prior CEQA document and no new or different impacts
will result from the proposed activity. A brief explanation is required for all answers
except "No New Impact/No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A
"No New Impact/No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced
9
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information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No New Impact/No
Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well
as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants,
based on a project-specific screening analysis).
2) A finding of “New Mitigation is Required” means that the project have a new potentially
significant impact on the environment or a substantially more severe impact than
analyzed in the previously approved or certified CEQA document and that new mitigation
is required to address the impact.
3) A finding of “New Potentially Significant Impact” means that the project may have a new
potentially significant impact on the environment or a substantially more severe impact
than analyzed in the previously approved or certified CEQA document that cannot be
mitigated to below a level of significance or be avoided.
4) A finding of “Reduced Impact” means that a previously infeasible mitigation measure is
now available, or a previously infeasible alternative is now available that will reduce a
significant impact identified in the previously prepared environmental document.
5) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as
on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as
well as operational impacts.
6) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other
CEQA process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative
declaration. CEQA Guidelines Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion
should identify the following:
a) Earlier Analyses Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist
were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. Describe the
mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier
document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the
proposed action.
c) Infeasible Mitigation Measures. Since the previous EIR was certified or
previous ND or MND was adopted, discuss any mitigation measures or
alternatives previously found not to be feasible that would in fact be feasible or
that are considerably different from those previously analyzed and would
substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives.
d) Changes in Circumstances. Since the previous EIR was certified or previous
ND or MND was adopted, discuss any changes in the project, changes in
circumstances under which the project is undertaken and/or "new information

10
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of substantial importance" that cause a change in conclusion regarding one or
more effects discussed in the original document.
7) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference
to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.
8) Supporting Information Sources. A source list should be attached, and other sources
used, or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.
9) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats;
however, lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that
are relevant to a project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected.
The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question;
b) Differences between the proposed activity and the previously approved project
described in the approved ND, MND, or certified EIR; and
c) The previously approved mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the
impact to less than significance.

11

22

Addendum No. 1
Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan
Shoreline Fishing Program

Sweetwater Authority

16.1 AESTHETICS
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?
c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially
degrade the existing visual character
or quality of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those
that are experienced from publicly
accessible vantage points.)
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare
that would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? As described in the 2001 SEIR, there
are no scenic viewpoints within the immediate vicinity of the Shoreline Fishing Program area
at the Sweetwater Reservoir. San Miguel Road, located approximately 0.42 miles south of the
Shoreline Fishing Program gravel parking area, is a first-priority County of San Diego route
for designation as a scenic highway. San Miguel Road provides views of the rolling topography
and rural landforms. However, San Miguel Road does not provide views of the Shoreline
Fishing Program area, and the proposed schedule modifications – increasing the number of
Shoreline Fishing Program operating days from 3 to 4 days per week including operations
during certain holidays – would not result in any physical development that would adversely
permanently impact scenic views. The proposed schedule modifications may result in a minor
increase in the number of people participating in the Shoreline Fishing Program, additional
vehicles, etc. but this would not obscure or obstruct any scenic vista in the vicinity – particularly
given that the existing 150-space gravel parking lot is currently underutilized when compared
to the usage envisioned and analyzed in the 1987 FEIR and 2001 SEIR.
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? As described in
Response 16.1(a), while San Miguel Road is a first-priority County of San Diego route for
designation as a scenic highway, it does not provide views of the Shoreline Fishing Program
area. Therefore, there are no designated State scenic highways, historic buildings (see
Section 16.5, Cultural Resources), or landmark trees in the vicinity of the Shoreline Fishing
Program area that would be affected by the proposed schedule modifications.
c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surroundings? The proposed schedule modifications would not result in
any physical development that would adversely permanently impact the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its surroundings. The expansion in operations may result
12
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in a minor increase in the number of people participating in the Shoreline Fishing Program,
additional vehicles, etc. but this would not degrade the existing visual character or quality of
San Miguel Point, the Sweetwater Reservoir, or the surrounding vicinity.
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area? The Shoreline Fishing Program would continue to operate
from 7:00am to 4:00pm from October through February and from 7:00am to 5:00pm from
March through September. Therefore, given that the Shoreline Fishing Program operations
would only occur during the daytime hours, no lighting would be required.

16.2 AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects,
lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest
Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted
by the California Air Resources Board (CARB).
Would the Project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or a Williamson Act contract?
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 12220[g]), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code Section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
Section 51104[g])?
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?
e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland
to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
There is no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance within
the Shoreline Fishing Program area or the surrounding vicinity. Therefore, the proposed
schedule modifications would result in no impact to such resources.
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b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Contract? Refer
to Response 16.2(a).
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 12220[g]), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code Section 51104[g])? There is no Timberland within the Shoreline Fishing Program area
or the surrounding vicinity. Therefore, the proposed schedule modifications would result in no
impact to such resources.
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? Refer to
Response 16.2(c).
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use? Refer to Responses 16.2(a) and 16.2(c).

16.3 AIR QUALITY
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the Project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is nonattainment under the
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?
d) Result in other emissions (such as those
leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? The
Sweetwater Reservoir – including the Shoreline Fishing Program area – is located in the San
Diego Air Basin (Basin). The San Diego Air Pollution Control District (APCD) and SANDAG
are responsible for developing and implementing the clean air plan for attainment and
maintenance of the ambient air quality standards in the Basin. The proposed schedule
modifications may result in a in a minor increase in criteria pollutant emissions associated with
anglers, trail users, and other visitors driving to the Sweetwater Reservoir. However, given
the average number of existing users per day, which is much lower than that originally
14
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evaluated in the 1987 FEIR and 2001 SEIR (generally ranging between 20 and 25 people),
this increase in mobile source emissions would be negligible and would not substantially affect
criteria air pollutant emissions within the Basin.
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is nonattainment under the applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds
for ozone precursors)? Refer to Response 16.3(a).
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? Sensitive receptors
in the immediate vicinity of the Shoreline Fishing Program area include trail users along the
Sweetwater Reservoir Riding and Hiking Trail. Additionally, rural residential land uses are
located farther from the Shoreline Fishing Program area. As previously described, the
proposed schedule modifications may result in an increase in criteria air pollutant emissions
(e.g., mobile source emissions) over existing conditions; however, this potential increase
would be negligible, would remain lower than the criteria air pollutant emissions estimated in
the 1987 FEIR and the 2001 SEIR, and would not substantially affect sensitive receptors.
d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people? Odors may be generated from vehicle exhaust emissions
associated with Shoreline Fishing Program users driving to and from the Sweetwater
Reservoir and idling within the Shoreline Fishing Program gravel parking area. However, the
proposed schedule modifications would not substantially increase existing odors, result in new
odors, or otherwise substantially affect sensitive receptors.

16.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly
or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW or the
USFWS?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the CDFW or
USFWS?
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or
federally protected wetlands (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as tree
preservation policy or ordinance?
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New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW or the USFWS? Previous
biological field surveys conducted in support of the 2001 SEIR identified several sensitive and
special status plant species in the area, including Otay tarplant, California adolphia (Adolphia
californica), small-flowered morning-glory (Convolvulus simulans), variegated dudleya
(Dudleya variegata), San Diego barrel cactus (Ferocactus viridescens), Palmer's grapplinghook (Harpagonella palmeri), San Diego marsh-elder (Iva hayesiana), southwestern spiny
rush, mud nama (Nama stenocarpum), ashy spike-moss (Selaginella cinerascens), and San
Diego sunflower (Viguiera laciniata). Additionally, one other federally listed species, the
federally threatened spreading navarretia (Navarretia fossalis) occurs in vernal pools
immediately off-site on the Refuge (McMillan Biological Consulting 2001). Similarly, the 2001
SEIR identified several special status wildlife species have the potential to occur in the vicinity
of the Shoreline Fishing Program area, including but not limited to San Diego fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta sandiegonensis), western spadefoot (Spea hammondii), Coronado skink
(Eumeces skiltonianus interparietalis), coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptila califomica
califomica), Least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus), California brown pelican (Pelecanus
occidentalis californicus), and San Diego black-tailed jack rabbit (Lepus californicus bennetti)
(McMillan Biological Consulting 2001).
While several sensitive and special status species are known and have the potential to occur
on-site, the proposed schedule modifications – increasing the number of Shoreline Fishing
Program operating days from 3 to 4 days per week including operations during certain
holidays – would not require or result in ground disturbing or other construction activities
associated with any physical development. Further, the proposed schedule modifications
would not permit or enable any new activities, including boating, which was the originally
proposed activity that led CDFW to suggest limiting the use of the reservoir to 3 days per
week. Neither boating nor any of the other activities that were previously evaluated in either
the 1987 FEIR or 2001 SEIR but have not been implemented, would be included as a part of
the proposed schedule modifications. The proposed schedule modifications would not remove
habitat for special status species or otherwise result in substantial disturbance of special
status species. Protected sensitive habitat areas would continue to be protected and patrol by
Authority staff to ensure all rules and regulations are followed when the Shoreline Fishing
Program is open. No new impacts would result from the proposed schedule modification.
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the CDFW
or USFWS? As described in the 2001 SEIR, vegetation communities occurring on-site include
non-native grassland, mixed native grassland and broken sage scrub, and mixed native and
non-native grasslands. The non-native grassland, mixed native grassland and broken sage
16
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scrub, mixed native and non-native grasslands, vernal pools, and intermittent drainage
located on-site are considered sensitive habitats because of their scarcity, their reduction in
area regionally due to encroachment from a variety of pressures and/or because they provide
habitat for an abundance of sensitive species. Additionally, the Sweetwater Reservoir is
surrounded on the east and southeast by thousands of acres of habitat/open space preserved
within the Refuge, Otay-Sweetwater Unit. The proposed schedule modifications would
continue to allow for passive recreational shoreline fishing and would not permit any new
activities associated with the existing Shoreline Fishing Program. As previously described, the
proposed schedule modifications would not require or result in ground disturbance or other
construction activities associated with physical development. Additionally, given the limited
daily use of the Shoreline Fishing Program (i.e., approximately 20 to 25 people per day), the
additional use of the Shoreline Fishing Program area would not result in substantial increases
in noise. Protected sensitive habitat areas would continue to be protected and patrol by
Authority staff to ensure all rules and regulations are followed when the Shoreline Fishing
Program is open. Therefore, the proposed schedule modifications would not have any direct
or indirect adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified
in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS.
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including,
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means? Refer to Response 16.4(b). Vernal pools are
located in the vicinity of the Shoreline Fishing Program area and the Sweetwater Reservoir.
However, the proposed schedule modifications would not have the potential to result in direct
removal, filling, or hydrological interruption of these sensitive habitats.
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? The proposed schedule modifications
would continue to allow for passive recreational shoreline fishing at the Sweetwater Reservoir
and would not introduce new operational activities (e.g., boating). Additionally, the proposed
schedule modifications would not require or result in ground disturbing or other construction
activities to develop new facilities or infrastructure (e.g., roads) that could interfere with the
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors. Therefore, no new impacts would result from the
proposed schedule modifications.
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as
tree preservation policy or ordinance? The County’s policy framework contains several
policies relating to the conservation and protection of biological resources, including the
Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP), Resource Protection Ordinance, Biological
Mitigation Ordinance, and Habitat Loss Permit Ordinance. The Sweetwater Reservoir and
Shoreline Fishing Program area are not within the MSCP boundaries. Nevertheless, the
Authority strives to be consistent with local plans or ordinances when proposing and
implementing projects. The proposed schedule modifications would allow for continued
passive recreational shoreline fishing and would not permit any new activities associated with
the existing Shoreline Fishing Program. Further, no ground disturbing or other construction
activities associated with any physical development would occur. Therefore, the proposed
schedule modifications would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources.
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Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan? NCCPs are State-sponsored programs endorsed by the Federal
government to balance the needs of urban development and economic growth with species
and habitat protection. NCCPs employ a multi-habitat and multi-species conservation
planning approach, focused on preserving the largest core habitat areas possible while
protecting necessary habitat linkages and wildlife movement corridors necessary to maintain
long-term biological and genetic diversity. The Shoreline Fishing Program area is not located
within an approved NCCP or Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) area. The proposed schedule
modifications would allow for continued passive recreational shoreline fishing and would not
introduce new operational activities to the site. Therefore, the proposed schedule
modifications would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted HCP, NCCP, or other
approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan.

16.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined
in Section 15064.5 of CEQA Guidelines?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5 of CEQA
Guidelines?
c) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines? The Sweetwater Dam is considered
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under Criteria A and C. Its
significance stems from its importance as a composite structure illustrating how a marginal,
largely reconstructed dam was transformed into a safe and useful structure that provided
drinking water to the San Diego region (Mikesell 1998). No other historic resources are
documented within the immediate vicinity of the Sweetwater Reservoir. The proposed
schedule modifications would not result in an adverse change in the historical significance of
the Sweetwater Dam.
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines? The proposed schedule
modifications would not require or involve ground disturbing or other construction activities
associated with any physical development. Therefore, the proposed schedule modifications
would not have the potential to result in an adverse impact to unknown, buried archaeological
resources.

18

29

Addendum No. 1
Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan
Shoreline Fishing Program

Sweetwater Authority

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?
Refer to Response 16.5(b).

16.6 ENERGY
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Result in potentially significant environmental
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources,
during project construction or operation?
b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Would the project:
a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or
operation? The proposed schedule modifications – increasing the number of Shoreline
Fishing Program operating days from 3 to 4 days per week including operations during certain
holidays – may generate a minor increase in the consumption of transportation energy (e.g.,
vehicle fuel). However, given the average number of existing users per day, which is much
lower than that originally evaluated in the 1987 FEIR and 2001 SEIR (generally ranging
between 20 and 25 people), this increase in the consumption of transportation fuel would be
negligible. Additionally, the proposed schedule modifications would not require or result in
construction activities associated with physical development or operational energy demand
associated with electricity or natural gas. The negligible increase in the consumption of
transportation energy would not result in potentially significant environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.
b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?
Based on the limited increase in operations associated with the proposed schedule
modifications, implementation would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for
renewable energy or energy efficiency. Therefore, there would be no impacts.

16.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Directly or indirectly cause substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:
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New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

(i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area, or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.
(ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
(iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?
(iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in onsite or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the 1994 California Building
Code 1997, creating substantial risks to life or
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are
not available for the disposal of wastewater?
f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

Would the project:
a) Directly or indirectly cause substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving:
i)

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? The Shoreline Fishing
Program area is located in Southern California, which is a seismically active region at
the junction of the North American and Pacific tectonic plates. However, there are no
known active faults (i.e., faults that exhibit evidence of ground displacement in the last
11,000 years) or potentially active faults (i.e., faults that exhibit evidence of ground
displacement in the last 2,000,000 years) in the immediate vicinity of the Shoreline
Fishing Program area. The Elsinore Fault has been mapped approximately 38 miles
east of the Sweetwater Reservoir and the Rose Canyon Fault has been mapped
approximately 8 miles west of the Sweetwater Reservoir. Further, the proposed
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schedule modifications would not require or result in the construction of new habitable
facilities. Therefore, there would be no impacts associated with ground surface rupture
due to faulting.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? Refer to Response 16.7(a)(i).
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? Soil liquefaction occurs
within relatively loose, cohesion-less sands that are saturated from a relatively high
groundwater table (less than 50 feet below ground surface). According to the U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
database, soils in the vicinity of the Shoreline Fishing Program area include Diablo
Clay, Olivenhain cobbly loam, Riverwash, and San Miguel rocky silt loam. These soils
are not known to have stability issues. The proposed schedule modifications would
not require or result in the construction of new facilities. Therefore, there would be no
impacts associated with seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction.
iv) Landslides? No landslides or indications of deep-seated landslide activity are
identified in the vicinity of the Sweetwater Reservoir and no impacts associated with
landslides are anticipated to occur with the proposed schedule modifications.
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? The proposed schedule
modifications would not require or result in ground disturbing activities. As such, the proposed
schedule modifications would not include activities that could result in substantial erosion or
the loss of topsoil.
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? Refer to Response 16.7(a)(iii) and
Response 16.7(a)(iv). The proposed schedule modifications would not require or result in the
construction of new facilities. Therefore, there would be no impacts associated with potentially
unstable geologic units or soils.
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the 1994 California Building
Code 1997, creating substantial risks to life or property? The proposed schedule
modifications would not require or result in the construction of new facilities. Therefore, no
impacts to life or property related to expansive soils would occur.
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater? The proposed schedule modifications would not require the use of septic tanks
or wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, no impacts to septic systems or alternative
wastewater treatment systems would occur.
f)

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature? The Shoreline Fishing Program area is underlain by the Mission Valley
Formation, which is a predominantly marine sandstone unit (Kennedy and Tan 1977). This
formation contains a rich assemblage of middle Eocene marine molluscan and terrestrial
vertebrate fauna. Thus, it is assigned a high paleontological resource sensitivity (Demere and
Walsh 1993). However, the proposed schedule modifications would not require or result in
ground disturbing activities, such as grading or excavation, that could directly or indirectly
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destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature. Therefore, no
impacts to paleontological resources or geologic features would occur as a result of the
proposed schedule modifications.

16.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment? The proposed schedule modifications – increasing
the number of Shoreline Fishing Program operating days from 3 to 4 days per week including
operations during certain holidays – may result in a in an increase in greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions associated with vehicle miles traveled to and from the Sweetwater Reservoir.
However, given the average number of existing users per day, which is much lower than that
originally evaluated in the 1987 FEIR and 2001 SEIR (generally ranging between 20 and 25
people), this increase in GHG emissions would be negligible and would not result in a
significant impact on the environment.
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? As described in Response 16.8(a),
proposed schedule modifications may result in a minor increase in GHG emissions associated
with operational vehicle miles traveled to and from the site. However, increases would be
negligible, and the proposed schedule modifications would not conflict with an applicable plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs.

16.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials?

22

33

Addendum No. 1
Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan
Shoreline Fishing Program

Sweetwater Authority
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project result in
safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?
f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?
g) Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires?

Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? The proposed schedule modifications
would not require or result in construction or new activities involving the transport, use, or
disposal of potentially hazardous materials. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated to occur as
a result of the proposed schedule modifications.
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment? Refer to Response 16.9(a). Further, the proposed schedule
modifications would not require or result in ground disturbing activities that could potentially
encounter subsurface hazardous materials contamination. Therefore, the proposed schedule
modifications would not result in any new impacts.
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? The
proposed schedule modifications would not result in the emissions or handling of hazardous
materials, substances, or wastes within 0.25-mile of an existing or proposed school. The
school located nearest to the Shoreline Fishing Program area is Sunnyside Elementary
School, approximately 1.6 miles away. Further, the proposed schedule modifications would
not require or result in construction or operational activities involving the use of potentially
hazardous materials. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated to occur as a result of the
proposed schedule modifications.
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d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment? Pursuant to Government Code
65962.5, environmental regulatory database lists were reviewed to identify and locate
properties with known hazardous substance contamination in the vicinity of the Shoreline
Fishing Program area. The Shoreline Fishing Program area is not located on a list associated
with hazardous materials and thus program activities do not occur on a hazardous materials
site that could create a risk to the public or the environment. Further, the proposed schedule
modifications would not require or result in ground-disturbing activities. Therefore, no impacts
are anticipated to occur as a result of the proposed schedule modifications.
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result
in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? The nearest public
airport, Brown Field Municipal Airport, is located approximately 8.2 miles from the Shoreline
Fishing Program area. The proposed schedule modifications would not create a safety hazard
associated with airport operations for people residing or working in the vicinity because no
airports or private airstrips are located within 2 miles of the Reservoir.
f)

Impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan? The County maintains a comprehensive Flood
Warning System that assesses flood risk and provides advance warning of impending flooding
(County of San Diego Department of Public Works 2019). The Flood Warning System consists
of real-time rainfall and stream flow gages located throughout San Diego County and a base
station located at the County Department of Public Works office that collects and processes
incoming data; the Department of Public Works assists in the dissemination of general
information, maps of potential inundation areas, and proposed evacuation routes information
to the public. Further, during flood events, the County Department of Public Works staff serves
as an emergency response team and performs a variety of emergency tasks such as
answering phone calls, storm monitoring, radio dispatching, field patrolling, and computer
modeling for flood-flow forecasting. Emergency operations also include pre-planned routines
such as the monitoring of all flood facilities and equipment and the provision of logistics
support, field operations headquarters, and responses to emergency situations (County of
San Diego Department of Public Works 2019). The proposed schedule modifications would
not result in changes that would interfere with emergency response or evacuation plans
related to flooding or any other natural hazards. Public access to the Sweetwater Reservoir –
including the Shoreline Fishing Program area – is restricted and there are no through
roadways, thus the proposed schedule modifications would not impair any public roadway that
could potentially interfere with emergency response activities. The proposed schedule
modifications would not impair or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or a local, state, or federal agency’s emergency evacuation plan.

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires? See Section 16.20, Wildfire.
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16.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water
quality?
b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede
sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river or
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a
manner which would:
(i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation onor off-site;
(ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on or off site;
(iii) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or
(iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk
release of pollutants due to project inundation?
e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a
water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?
f) Place housing within a I00-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other
flood hazard delineation map?
g) Place within a I00-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows?
h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?
i) Be subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow?

Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? As described in the 2001 SEIR,
the Sweetwater Reservoir is a drinking water reservoir that receives water from the
Sweetwater River watershed, as well as imported water from the San Diego County Water
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Authority, with the quality affected by upstream watershed development and activities.
Surface and ground waters flowing into Sweetwater Reservoir are treated at the Robert A.
Perdue Water Treatment Plant prior to delivery to Authority customers. The Authority also
supplements its local water supply with treated water purchased from the San Diego County
Water Authority. According to the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), the Lower
Sweetwater River, which is located within the Sweetwater hydrologic unit, is included on the
303(d) List of Impaired Waters for Enterococcus, Fecal Coliform, Phosphorus, Selenium, Total
Dissolved Solids, Total Nitrogen, and toxicity (SWRCB 2016). Additionally, the Sweetwater
Reservoir is listed on the 303(d) List of Impaired Waters for dissolved oxygen (SWRCB 2016).
The proposed schedule modifications – increasing the number of Shoreline Fishing Program
operating days from 3 to 4 days per week including operations during certain holidays – would
not degrade surface or groundwater quality. Anglers, trail users, and other visitors would
continue to utilize multiple “good housekeeping best management practices” and existing
facilities (e.g., parking area, trails, trash enclosures, portable toilets) at the Shoreline Fishing
Program area. The proposed schedule modifications would not require or result in ground
disturbing or construction activities associated with any physical development. Therefore, no
impacts are anticipated to occur.
b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin? The proposed schedule modifications may generate a negligible
increase in water demand resulting from operations and maintenance activities. However,
given the limited daily use of the Shoreline Fishing Program (i.e., approximately 20 to 25
people per day), this demand would be minor and would have a negligible effect on local
groundwater supplies.
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would:
i)

Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? Less Than Significant
Impact. The proposed schedule modifications would not require or result in additional
ground disturbing activities and would not include activities that could result in substantial
erosion or the loss of topsoil. Similarly, the proposed schedule modifications would not
result in siltation on- or off-site given that these modifications would not involve any
physical changes to the environment.

ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on or off site? The proposed schedule modifications would neither
alter existing drainage patterns nor the course of any stream or river that would result in
flooding on- or off-site. The proposed schedule modifications would not involve any
physical changes to the environment that would contribute or create runoff water that
would exceed the capacity of existing drainage systems or provide a substantial source of
polluted runoff.
iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff? Refer to Response 16.10(c)(ii).
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iv) Impede or redirect flood flows? Refer to Response 16.10(c)(ii).
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation? According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the entire
Shoreline Fishing Program area is located in Flood Zone X (Area of Minimal Flood Hazard)
(FEMA 2012). The proposed schedule modifications would not increase the risk associated
with seiche, tsunami, or mudflow beyond existing conditions.
e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan? Proposed schedule modifications would not conflict with
or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan. Additionally, the proposed schedule modifications would not include or
require the addition of impervious surfaces or substantial increased demand for water supply
(refer to Response 16.10[b]) and therefore would not impact or otherwise affect compliance
with a sustainable groundwater management plan.
f) Place housing within a I00-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? As
described in Response 16.10(d), the entire Shoreline Fishing Program area is located in
Flood Zone X (FEMA 2012). The proposed schedule modifications would not require or result
in any physical development. Therefore, the proposed schedule modifications would not
place any housing or new structures within the 100-year floodplain.
g) Place within a I00-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows? Refer to Response 16.10(f).
h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? Refer to
Response 16.10(f). Additionally, the Shoreline Fishing Program area is not located
immediately downstream of the Sweetwater Dam or the South Dike and would not be subject
to flooding and associated loss in the unlikely event of dam failure.
i)

Be subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? The proposed schedule
modifications would result in no impacts related to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.
Refer to Response 16.10(d), above.

16.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Physically divide an established community?
b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect?
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Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? The proposed schedule modifications would
not involve changes in land use nor would it involve construction near any established
communities. Therefore, the proposed schedule modifications would not physically divide an
established community.
b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to conflict with any land use plan, policy,
or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect? The Shoreline Fishing Program area is located in a rural, unincorporated area of the
County and the proposed schedule modifications would not involve land use changes or
actions that would conflict with applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations. The
proposed schedule modifications would be consistent with the County’s existing zoning of the
Shoreline Fishing Program area, Special Purpose (S80). The proposed schedule
modifications would not conflict with the MSCP or any other applicable HCP or NCCP (refer
to Section 16.4, Biological Resources).

16.12 MINERAL RESOURCES
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan
or other land use plan?

Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state? According to the California Department of
Conservation (DOC), the entire Sweetwater Reservoir area, including the Shoreline Fishing
Program area is classified as a Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) study area.
The San Diego County General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element designates the
Sweetwater Reservoir and surrounding area as Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ) 3 (Resource
potentially present) (County of San Diego 2011). However, the proposed schedule
modifications would not result in any temporary or permanent ground disturbing activities
(e.g., new buildings or pavements) that would preclude the future availability of mineral
resources within the Sweetwater Reservoir area.
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? As described
in Response 16.12(a), while the Shoreline Fishing Program area is designated in the San
Diego County General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element as MRZ 3, the proposed
schedule modifications would not involve temporary or permanent ground disturbing activities
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that would preclude the future availability of mineral resources within the vicinity of the
Reservoir.

16.13 NOISE
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project result in:
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?
b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration
or groundborne noise levels?
c) For a project located within a private airstrip or
an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

Would the project:
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels
in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? The proposed schedule
modifications – increasing the number of Shoreline Fishing Program operating days from 3 to
4 days per week including operations during certain holidays – would not result in a substantial
change to the ambient noise environment. Daily activities associated with the Shoreline
Fishing Program would remain unchanged. Additionally, given the limited daily use of the area
(i.e., approximately 20 to 25 people per day), noise generated by the anglers, trail users, and
other visitors would remain well within the standards established in the County’s general plan
and noise ordinance.
b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? The
proposed schedule modifications would not result in the temporary or permanent introduction
of new sources of groundborne vibration or groundborne noise.
c) For a project located within a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such
a plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels? Refer to Response 16.9(e).
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16.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth
in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses or
indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people
or housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads
or other infrastructure)? The Sweetwater Reservoir provides a water supply to local
residents and the existing community. Additionally, the roads near the Shoreline Fishing
Program area are used for thoroughfare travel and access to residential neighborhoods and
some commercial businesses. The proposed schedule modifications would not result in any
change to the existing land use pattern or trigger substantial growth in the area.
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? There are no planned large-scale
housing or commercial developments within the immediate area. The Shoreline Fishing
Program area is not zoned for or developed as residential uses.

16.15 PUBLIC SERVICES
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need
for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for any of
the following public services:
(i) Fire Protection?
(ii) Police Protection?
(iii) Schools?
(iv) Parks?
(v) Other public facilities?
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Would the project:
a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times
or other performance objectives for any of the following public services:
i)

Fire protection? The proposed schedule modifications would not trigger economic growth
such that new residents would be attracted to the area and would not require or result in
construction of any structures that would require additional fire protection services.

ii) Police protection? Refer to Response 16.15(a)(i). The proposed schedule modifications
would not require changes in law enforcement services and it would not include any new
housing, businesses, or other development that would increase the demand for police
protection services and facilities.
iii) Schools? Refer to Response 16.15(a)(i). The proposed schedule modifications would not
provide any new housing or employment opportunities that would generate new students
or residents in the community.
iv) Parks? Refer to Response 16.15(a)(i). The proposed schedule modifications would not
increase the demand for new or expanded park facilities.
v) Other public facilities? Refer to Response 16.15(a)(i). No other public facilities would be
impacted by the proposed schedule modifications.

16.16 RECREATION
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities, such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated? The proposed schedule modifications would not result in
physical deterioration of existing recreational facilities, particularly given the limited daily use
of the Shoreline Fishing Program (i.e., approximately 20 to 25 people per day). Further, the
proposed schedule modifications would not increase the population by introducing new
housing or employment opportunities.
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b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment? No ground disturbing or other construction activities associated with any
physical development would occur as part of the proposed schedule modifications. Therefore,
the proposed schedule modifications would not result in an adverse physical effect on the
environment.

16.17 TRANSPORTATION
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Conflict with program plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation system, including
transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities?
b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.31 or will conflict with
an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to, level of
service standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards established by
the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses
(e.g., farm equipment)?
d) Result in inadequate emergency access?

Would the project:
a) Conflict with program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? The proposed schedule
modifications would not adversely affect the circulation system, including transit, bicycle, and
pedestrian facilities. The hiking trails in the vicinity would not be affected by the additional day
of operation (refer to Section 16.16, Recreation). Therefore, the proposed schedule
modifications would not conflict with any program plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the
circulation system.
b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 or will conflict with
an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to, level of
service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the
county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways? The amount
of vehicle trips would not conflict with an applicable congestion management program since
1
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(c) provides that a lead agency "may elect to be governed by the
provisions" of the section immediately; otherwise, the section's provisions apply July 1, 2020. Here, the
District has not elected to be governed by CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3. Accordingly, an analysis of
vehicles miles traveled (VMT) is not necessary to determine whether a project will have a significant
transportation impact.
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the vehicle trips would occur intermittently and largely outside peak traffic hours. Additionally,
given the limited daily use of the Shoreline Fishing Program, vehicle traffic would not approach
2,400 average daily trips or 200 peak-hour trips, which would require a traffic study under
SANDAG’s Congestion Management Program (County of San Diego Land Use and
Environment Group 2011). Further, the proposed schedule modifications – increasing the
number of Shoreline Fishing Program operating days from 3 to 4 days per week including
operations during certain holidays – would not cause a change in existing long-term traffic
patterns and would not add sufficient trips to degrade the existing levels of service or conflict
with an applicable congestion management program. Therefore, the proposed schedule
modifications would have a less than significant impact.
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? The proposed schedule
modifications would not include any change to public roadway designs and would not
introduce incompatible uses or line-of-sight issues.
d) Result in inadequate emergency access? The proposed schedule modifications would not
conflict with an emergency response plan and operational vehicle trips would not impair or
otherwise interfere with emergency access to local roads. The proposed schedule
modifications would not result in traffic delays that could substantially increase emergency
response times or reduce emergency vehicle access.

16.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined
in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as
either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape
that is geographically defined in terms of the
size and scope of the landscape, sacred place,
or object with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe, and that is:
i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a
local register of historical resources as
defined in Public Resources Code Section
5020.1(k); or
ii) A resource determined by the lead agency,
in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to
a California Native American tribe.
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Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is:
i)

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in
a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section
5020.1(k)? The proposed schedule modifications would not require or involve ground
disturbing or other construction activities associated with any physical development. The
proposed schedule modifications would not expand the size of existing Shoreline Fishing
Program area; therefore, the proposed schedule modifications would not cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource.

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1? Refer to Response 16.18(a)(ii).

16.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

Would the Project:
a) Require or result in the construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or
stormwater drainage, electrical power, natural
gas, or telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?
b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve
the project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple
dry years?
c) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s existing commitments?
d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or local
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
e) Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

Would the project:
a) Require or result in the construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment
or stormwater drainage, electrical power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities,
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the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects?
Visitors and employees would utilize existing portable toilets associated with the Shoreline
Fishing Program. Therefore, the proposed schedule modifications would not require or result
in the construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage,
electrical power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation
of which could cause significant environmental effects.
b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? The
proposed schedule modifications would not result in the need for new or expanded water
supplies. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated to occur with the implementation of the
proposed schedule modifications.
c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand
in addition to the provider’s existing commitments? The proposed schedule modifications
would not require or result in the construction of new wastewater treatment facilities nor would
it require the expansion of existing facilities. The proposed schedule modifications would not
create or contribute runoff that would exceed the capacity of any stormwater drainage systems
in the vicinity. The proposed schedule modifications would not generate wastewater and
would not exceed capacity of Robert A. Perdue Water Treatment Plant. The proposed
schedule modifications would not result in the need for new or expanded stormwater or
wastewater treatment facilities.
d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the capacity
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction
goals? The proposed schedule modifications would not require or result in the construction
of new solid waste facilities nor would it require the expansion of existing facilities. Therefore,
no impacts are anticipated to occur with the proposed schedule modifications.
e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste? The proposed schedule modifications would comply
with all applicable Federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste and
diversion from landfills.

16.20 WILDFIRE
New
No New
Potentially
New Mitigation
Reduced
Impact /
Significant
is Required
Impact
No Impact
Impact
If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as a very high fire hazard severity zones,
Would the Project:
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to, pollutant
concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
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New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

c) Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (e.g., roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines
or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or
that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts
to the environment?
d) Expose people or structures to significant risks,
including downslope or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

Would the project:
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan? Refer to Responses 16.9(f) and 16.17(d).
b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? The entire Shoreline Fishing Program area is located
outside of the Fire Hazard Severity Zones for both State Responsibility Areas and Local
Responsibility Areas (California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection [CAL FIRE] 2020).
The proposed schedule modifications would not add structures that could be exposed to fire
risk. In addition, the proposed schedule modifications would not include development of any
habitable structure which could place an individual in a situation of endangerment. The
proposed schedule modifications would not change the fire hazard severity zones and longterm use would not impact response times of local fire departments. The proposed schedule
modifications would have no impacts related to exposing people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated to
occur.
c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (e.g., roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? The
proposed schedule modifications would not require or result in the construction of any
infrastructure or other development. Therefore, the proposed schedule modifications would
not require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure that may exacerbate
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment.
d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes? Refer to Response 16.20(a).
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16.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
New
Potentially
Significant
Impact

New Mitigation
is Required

No New
Impact /
No Impact

Reduced
Impact

a) Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wild-life
population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of rare or endangered
plants or animals, or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?
b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (Cumulatively considerable
means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.)
c) Does the project have environmental effects
that will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to decrease below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of major periods of California history
or prehistory? As discussed in this Addendum, the proposed schedule modifications would
not require or result in ground disturbing or other construction activities associated with
physical development. The proposed schedule modifications – increasing the number of
Shoreline Fishing Program operating days from 3 to 4 days per week including operations
during certain holidays – would continue to allow for passive recreational shoreline fishing and
would not introduce any new activities to the existing Shoreline Fishing Program. For example,
boating is not included in the Shoreline Fishing Program and no pets are allowed on-site.
Therefore, no impacts are anticipated to occur and the proposed schedule modifications
would not substantially degrade the quality of the environment; substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below selfsustaining levels; threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community; or reduce the number or
restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species. Protected sensitive habitat
areas would continue to be protected and patrol by Authority staff to ensure all rules and
regulations are followed when the Shoreline Fishing Program is open. In addition, the
proposed schedule modifications would not eliminate important examples of California history.
b) Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (Cumulatively considerable means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.) As
discussed in this Addendum, the proposed schedule modifications would result in less than
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significant impacts or no impacts to aesthetics, agriculture and forestry resources, air quality,
biological resources, cultural resources, energy, geology and soils, GHG emissions, hazards
and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral
resources, noise, population and housing, public services, recreation, transportation, tribal
cultural resources, utilities and service systems, and wildfire. None of the impacts associated
with the proposed schedule modifications would make cumulatively considerable, incremental
contributions to significant cumulative impacts.
c) Does the project have environmental effects which will have substantial adverse
effects on human beings, directly or indirectly? All impacts resulting from the proposed
schedule modifications would be less than significant.
16.

PREPARATION

This Addendum and Supplemental Environmental Checklist Form was prepared by the
Sweetwater Authority with assistance by Wood Environment & Infrastructure Solutions, Inc., an
on-call environmental consultant under contract to the Authority.
17.
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Background
Previously approved CEQA-compliant documents related to
the construction and operation of the Sweetwater Reservoir
(SWR) Fishing Program include:
• 1987 Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR)
• 2001 Supplement to the FEIR (SEIR), including
Statement of Fact and Mitigation Monitoring Program

2
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Background
Per the 1987 FEIR, the Fishing Program would have
include the following:
•

Fish Stocking Program

•

Fishing facilities, including 80-100 feet long fishing float, small
shaded areas, entrance kiosk, concession stand, restrooms and fish
cleaning facilities, small office and storage building

•

Boating and the potential for renting 100 boats

3
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Background
While the 1987 FEIR was certified by the Governing Board,
the Fishing Program did not materialize.
•

Lack of Funds

•

Impacts to birds from boating

•

Adequacy of FEIR for County MUP approval

•

Adequacy of FEIR for LAFCO annexation
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Background
The Supplement to the FEIR analyzed the following Fishing
Program components:
•

A driveway, parking lot with landscape, portable toilets, trash
receptacles, installation of fish habitat structures

•

An office, concession building, or Caretaker building

•

A fishing pier or float

•

Wheelchair access to the shoreline from parking area

•

Boating no longer a project component

Fishing Program to be opened Saturdays, Sundays and
Mondays
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Background
Environmental effects and other concerns identified in the
2001 SEIR
•
•
•
•
•
•

Impacts to vernal pool complex, sensitive habitats, and sensitive
vegetation
Impacts to Otay tarplant, San Diego fairy shrimp, and brown pelicans
Increase in the invasion of exotic species
Impacts from dust and decomposed granite to natural resources
Erosion and sedimentation of reservoir and vernal pool complex
Impacts to water quality
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Background
Adopted Conditions and Mitigation Measures
-

Obtaining Major Use Permit from County of San Diego
Best Management Practices to avoid erosion and sedimentation
issues.
Installation of filters and other green stormwater facilities at Parking
area.
Habitat creation, conservation, and enhancement at Vernal Pool
Mitigation Bank
Annexation to the Bonita-Sunnyside Fire Protection District
Project landscaping with native plants and trees, consistent with
Sweetwater Design Guidelines
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Project Modifications
The Authority as a Lead Agency pursuant to CEQA is
proposing to modify the number of operating days to the
Sweetwater Reservoir Shoreline Fishing Program
•

Currently opened on 3 days a week (Saturdays, Sundays, and
Mondays). Proposed to be opened 4 days a week (Fridays,
Saturdays, Sundays, Mondays) and selected holidays.

No physical modifications to the Fishing Program are being
proposed.
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Environmental Analysis for Project Modifications
Environmental issues discussed in the update to the
environmental checklist for the proposed schedule
modifications to the Fishing Program
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Project Addendum & Commenting Period
 A CEQA Addendum was prepared by the Authority’s environmental
consultant,
 Addendum was posted in SWA’s public website for a month; and sent
to the agencies below; no comments were received.
•

County of San Diego, Planning Division

•

County of San Diego, Parks and Recreation Department

•

United States Fish and Wildlife Service, National Wildlife Refuge

•

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

•

State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water

•

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

•

Bonita-Sunnyside Fire Protection District

•

San Diego County Sheriff’s Department
11
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Authority Staff Recommendation
Adopt a resolution certifying Addendum No. 1 to the
Supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Report for the
Sweetwater Reservoir Recreation Master Plan, to allow for an
additional day of fishing per week (Fridays), and selected
holidays.
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