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David M. Rader, Senior Planner

Santa Clara County Department of Planning and Development
County Government Center, East Wing, 7% Floor

70 W. Hedding St.

San Jose, CA 95110

Subject: Updated Cemetery Plan and Wastewater Treatment Details;
Cordoba Center Project, Santa Clara County

Dear Mr. Rader:

This letter summarizes our review of the updated Cemetery Plan and revised Wastewater
Treatment System for the proposed Cordoba Center Project in Santa Clara County. This review
is provided to assess and compare any new or updated project information in relation to the.
findings and recommendations presented in the following two Questa reports, which are
contained in Appendix F of the Draft EIR:

a. “Draft - Cemetery Water Quality Impact Review for Cordoba Center Project, Santa
Clara County”. Questa Engineering Corporation. November 2017.

b. “Draft - Wastewater Facilities Review for Cordoba Center Project, Santa Clara
County”. Questa Engineering Corporation. November 2017.

Revised Cemetery Plan

The project plans available at the time of our November 2107 assessment and report on the
cemetery water quality issues included a preliminary grading plan, general layout of the
cemetery burial rows, and an accompanying narrative description of the burial process. The
updated plans for the Cemetery consist of an April 2018 “Cemetery Grading Plan”, including
plan and cross-sections (Sheets C-1, C-2 and C-3) and a June 2018 drawing titled “Cemetery
Plan Detail” (Sheet SK1.3).

Grading. Our review of the updated grading plans indicates the proposed cemetery grading to
be substantially the same as shown in the preliminary plans, consisting of graded burial terraces
conforming closely to the native hillside contours, with relatively small cut and fill slopes 1 to 2-
feet high.

Cemetery Burial Details. The updated Cemetery Plan Detail shows the dimensions and spacing
of typical burial plots, the planned layout of burials through-out the entire cemetery, and a
proposed plan for phasing the burials over time. The preliminary plan for the cemetery available
during preparation of the DEIR was diagrammatic and gave a general estimate of 1,200 burials
per acre, or roughly 4,200 potential burials for the 3.5-acre cemetery. The updated plan shows
the total number of burials to be approximately 1,600, grouped into five sequential phases. The
notes on the plan indicate that each burial phase will be completed before beginning burials in
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the next phase. Phases 1, 2 and 3 are all located east of the central access road, and contain just
over 800 burial sites. Phases 4 and 5 are west of the access road, containing just under 800
burial sites. Based on our review, the new information provided in the Cemetery Plan Detail is
consistent with the preliminary information on which Questa’s prior review was based. Also, the
proposed burial phasing plan agrees with the recommendations made by Questa to sequence the
burials beginning in the northeastern corner of the cemetery, and proceeding downhill and
westerly. This will maintain maximum buffer distance between the graves and the westerly
property line during the initial years of operation, providing the opportunity to measure actual
groundwater impacts of the burials, and make adjustments as needed going forward. No changes
to the water quality impact analysis are warranted based on the updated plans for the cemetery.

Revised Wastewater Treatment System

The wastewater facilities proposed for the project and reviewed by Questa for the DEIR included
the use of a Multi-Flo system to provide secondary treatment of effluent prior to drip dispersal.
As indicated in our report of November 2017 (DEIR Appendix F), we determined that the
proposed Multi-Flo system lacks the design features or demonstrated capability to provide the
level of nitrogen removal we concluded to be appropriate for the project (20 mg-N/L average
effluent concentration). Supplemental materials submitted by the applicant (Cypress
Environmental letter of 12/3/18) included a proposal to replace the Mult-Flo unit with an
AdvanTex (textile filter) treatment unit by Orenco Systems. We have reviewed the supporting
technical information for the AdvanTex system and appurtenances. Based on the submitted
materials along with our own experience and knowledge of the AdvanTex treatment system, we
find that the revised plans for wastewater treatment are suitable for the project and capable of
meeting the recommended 20 mg-N/L effluent limitation.

We trust this is the information required at this time. Please let us know of any questions or
needs for additional assistance.

Sincerely,

Norman Hantzsche, PE
Principal/Managing Engineer

Ref: 1700037 cemetery wastewater update



HYDRAULIC CALCULATIONS

BASIN A
PRE—DEVELOPMENT POST—DEVELOPMENT
IMPERVIOUS AREA 0 SF 155,190 SF
10 yr 100 yr 10 yr 100 yr
Q (cfs) 5.34 7.67 8.40 12.09
C AVERAGE 0.36 0.48
STORMWATER
STORAGE (CF) 3745 5095
BASIN B
PRE—DEVELOPMENT POST—DEVELOPMENT
IMPERVIOUS AREA 0 SF 8,250 SF
10 yr 100 yr 10 yr 100 yr
Q (cfs) 0.31 0.44 0.51 0.73
C AVERAGE 0.16 0.27
STORMWATER
STORAGE (CF) 276 383

APPROXIMATE EARTHWORK QUANTITIES

CUBIC YARDS
CuT FILL NET
SITE GRADING 1905 1915 10 FILL
CEMETERY 1620 1542 78 CUT
PARKING LOT A 370 1240 870 FILL
PARKING LOT B 650 0 650 CUT
STORMWATER DETENTION AREA 795 0 795 CUT
MOSQUE, PLAZA, AND COMM BLDG 870 2140 1270 FILL
TOTAL SITE CUT AND FILL 6210 6837 627 FILL

NOTES:

1. EARTHWORK QUANTITIES ARE APPROXIMATE AND SHALL BE
INDEPENDENTLY VERIFIED BY THE CONTRACTOR FOR BIDDING PURPOSES.
2. EXCESS SOIL SHALL BE HAULED OR PLACED IN A COUNTY APPROVED

LOCATION.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES NOTES

A) IF LAND—CLEARING ACTIVITIES CAN BE PERFORMED OUTSIDE OF THE NESTING
SEASON, THAT IS, BETWEEN AUGUST 16 AND JANUARY 31, NO SURVEYS FOR
GROUND—NESTING AND/OR TREE—NESTING PASSERINES ARE WARRANTED. THE SURVEY
AREA SHOULD INCLUDE ALL TREES AND SCRUB WITHIN 200 FEET OF THE LIMITS OF
WORK. THE PURPOSE OF PRE—CONSTRUCTION CONSTRUCTION SURVEYS IS TO _um._.mmz_._,_m
IF OCCUPIED NESTS ARE PRESENT WITHIN THE ZONE OF INFLUENCE OF THE PROJECT. ;g

B) IF LAND—CLEARING ACTIMTIES ARE TO COMMENCE BETWEEN FEBRUARY 1 AND
AUGUST 15, A PRE—CONSTRUCTION SURVEY FOR GROUND—NESTING AND/OR
TREE—NESTING PASSERINES MUST BE CONDUCTED PRIOR TO THE INITIATION OF WORK.
THE SURVEY AREA SHOULD INCLUDE ALL TREES, BUSHES, GRASSLAND AND STRUCTURES
WITHIN 100 FEET OF THE LIMITS OF WORK. THE PURPOSE OF PRE—CONSTRUCTION
SURVEYS IS TO DETERMINE IF OCCUPIED NESTS ARE PRESENT WITHIN THE ZONE OF

INFLUENCE OF

C) DEPENDING ON THE TIME OF YEAR AND DEPENDING ON THE RESULTS OF THE
PRE—CONSTRUCTION SURVEYS, IT MIGHT BE NECESSARY THAT CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES
COMMENCE WITHIN ONE WEEK OF THE SURVEY EARLY IN THE BREEDING SEASON TO AS
LONG AS 30 DAYS LATE IN THE BREEDING SEASON, AS RECOMMENDED BY THE WILDLIFE
BIOLOGIST. IF CONSTRUCTION IS NOT INITIATED WITHIN THESE WINDOWS, IT MIGHT BE

THE PROJECT.

NECESSARY TO REPEAT THE PRE—CONSTRUCTION SURVEYS.

D) IF ANY OCCUPIED GROUND—NESTING AND/OR TREE—NESTING PASSERINE NESTS ARE
FOUND WITHIN THE ZONE OF INFLUENCE, GRADING AND CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE
PROHIBITED WITHIN AN APPROPRIATE SETBACK (IN GENERAL, 75—100 FEET, DEPENDING
ON LINES OF SIGHT AND THE SPECIES IN QUESTION), AS APPROVED BY A QUALIFIED
BIOLOGIST. WORK WITHIN THE SETBACK MUST BE DELAYED UNTIL AFTER THE YOUNG
HAVE FLEDGED, AS DETERMINED DURING SURVEYS BY A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST, OR UNTIL

AFTER AUGUST 15.

ABBREVIATIONS

BW BOTTOM OF WALL

CB CATCH BASIN

CONST CONSTRUCT

DIA, @ DIAMETER

DS DOWNSPOUT

DTL DETAIL

DWY DRIVEWAY

(E) EXISTING

EL ELEVATION

EOP EDGE OF PAVEMENT
FF FINISH FLOOR

FG FINISH GRADE

FS FIRE SERVICE

HP HIGH POINT

INV INVERT

LF LINEAR FEET

LP LOW POINT

MAX MAXIMUM

N.T.S. NOT TO SCALE

RW RETAINING WALL

RIM RIM ELEVATION

S SLOPE

SCCo SANTA CLARA COUNTY
SSCO SANITARY SEWER CLEANOUT
SDCO STORM DRAIN CLEANOUT
TP TYPICAL

™ TOP OF WALL

ws WATER SERVICE

STORM DRAIN SYSTEM MAINTENANCE

THE HOME OWNER IS RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING THE STORM
DRAINAGE SYSTEM AND ALL COMPONENTS. EVERY YEAR, PRIOR

TO THE WET WEATHER SEASON (OCTOBER 15TH) ALL THE CATCH
BASINS AND STORM DRAIN CLEANOUTS SHALL BE INSPECTED AND
CLEANED OF ANY DEBRIS, SILT, TRASH AND SEDIMENT.

STORM DRAINAGE NOTES

1. CULVERTS SHALL BE REINFORCED CONCRETE PIPE (RCP), POLYVINYL

CHLORIDE (PVC), OR HIGH DENSITY POLYETHYLENE (HDPE) AND SHALL HAVE A
SMOOTH INTERIOR CONFORMING TO SANTA CLARA COUNTY DRAINAGE MANUAL.

2. INLETS SHALL BE CHRISTY CONCRETE PRODUCTS OR APPROVED EQUAL.

TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY

-06—-007

C-2

| | | ] | 1
S8 M .£O0¥0.SC N

‘0

.

3 RS
563, ﬁ..// ,,M//
/\. RAL

X
/
v
7
//
/,

APPROXIMATE LIMIT
OF GRADING (TYP)

SEE SHEET

PCL 1
432 M 29
APN: 779-06-030

—_—————

]
-— — - — g—— .
!
!
[
1
1
)
i
i

N: ~779—(5—00
'(16.070 ACRES}

)

T -

RETAINING WALL
6’ MAX HEIGHT

LEACH FIELD
BY-OTHERS

FF=306.67

303.85

L2
M 18
3—-06-006

THE TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY AND BOUNDARY INFORMATION PROVIDED HEREON WAS

COMPLETED BY CARNES AND ASSOCIATES. RI ENGINEERING INC. MAKES NO GUARANTEE

AS TO THE ACCURACY OF BOTH. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE BOUNDARY

LOCATION AND TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION PRIOR TO COMMENCING WORK.

8SA1 .0¢

@o?oo 303.8

.
:
_ g e — e — R
. .
. :

4

FF=306.67

/

S
— I/ ﬂ
\ O/W,
\ i |_[PERC PIP WWw AY
i /alt i |
i / | \
/ _ ] _
o X I P i/ PERC PIPE meo PIPE
RISER z!
_Et - | | _
8 LF RETAINING WA u-umoxl_lx‘y \\\\\\ 4_".. / |
5' MAX HEIGHT 209 LF, RETAINING WALL ) o]l
\ _ 5/ MAX_HEIGHT | “RISER ERC: PIPE _u-‘o"_u__um |
\ -— — |
s g _
.. B - . . —_ ——-— . —

/] o
N \ PERC- PIPE

C

ey

SOLID WASTE SEPTIC TANK &

o
PERC-RIPE

C PIPE

SERVICE AREA PUMPS BY OTHERS

FF=305.00

; SEPTIC TANK
4 N & PUMPS
BY OTHERS

,

APPLICANT:

UTILITY /SERVICE

RIP RAP PAD

LEGEND

(E) AB

(E) AC

(E) CONCRETE

PROPOSED AC

(E) FLOWLINE
(E) RETAINING WALL

PROPERTY LINE

PROPOSED SETBACK

PROPOSED LIMIT OF GRADING

PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

PROPOSED AC BERM

PROPOSED SWALE

PROPOSED SD

PROPOSED PERIMETER SD
PROPOSED SDCO

PROPOSED CB

\ R.O.W. LINE AND FUTURE
WIDTH LINE (FWL)

LANDSCAPE BERM
HEIGHT VARIES
2.5 TO 5.5 W/
2:1 MAX SIDE
SLOPES

\umm, X 5 WIDE X 3.5’ DEEP
UNDERGROUND RETENTION CHAMBER
CHAMBER IS DESIGNED TO COLLECT
SURFACE RUNOFF FROM CARETAKER’S
DWELLING AND DRIVEWAY AREA
CHAMBER WILL DISCHARGE ©
PREDEVELOPMENT FLOWRATE

DWY APPROACH

/4
I X N o]
h = > _co e 12" WELL(REMOVE)
= AN S ATE Y e e ) - & : e - — -5 o i - - &
2 2% e m V- af~era K o = ==3 == X == ==y=——== = = S B
- " ’ HYDRANT APN: '779-06-003 HYDRANT APN: ‘779-06-003

30’ FYSB

OUTLET CONTROL STRUCTURE TO DEPRESSED STORMWATER RETENTION & (E) ABANDONED WELL ENTRY CONCHRETE PAD

DISCHARGE @ PREDEVELOPMENT FLOWRATE DETENTION STORAGE AREA 18" MAX DEPTH TO m__w kmmw opm &M_.,,_m
._ FOR 10 AND 100-YEAR DESIGN STORMS PROVIDING 6000 CUBIC FEET OF STORMWATER BICYCLE RACKS

STORAGE
PLAN
50°' 50°' 100’

e o s m——

1 INCH = 50 FEET

SOUTH VALLEY ISLAMIC CENTER, INC.

ROAD: MONTEREY ROAD

COUNTY FILE NO.:

PER SCCO
STANDARD
DETAIL B5
|
|
|
-
|
a | !
AT&T {I |
o
| &V
ACBELL MH

PRELIMINARY

[~ T 10

DATE

ing, Inc.

gineering

RI En

303 Potrero St., Suite 42-202, Santa Cruz, CA 95060

831-425-3901 www.riengineering.com

SANTA CLARA COUNTY, CA

SITE IMPROVEMENT
APN # 779-06-02

FOR
CORDOBA CENTER

MONTEREY ROAD

PRELIMINARY GRADING PLAN

APRIL 2018

scale
AS SHOWN

dwg name
CIVIL5.DWG




APPLICANT: SOUTH VALLEY ISLAMIC CENTER,

INC.

1 INCH = 30 FEET

ROAD: MONTEREY ROAD

COUNTY FILE NO.:

TBD

s
NS
27N
NS
//’/
— &
—~ ==
SoN
SN
NS
X, / St
S N\ //M/lf
X SRS
<L \ R~ =iy
N N / RS~
S~ S ~
N NS SN
= S ST
3 3 S,
VRN
X S
q ST 7
PREA., X
A
=3 N t
N /
AII I.l
S== T e
N === |
e =
] =
) I “ : ;
!
L

KEY PLAN
SCALE: 17 = 200’

PRELIMINARY

303 Potrero St., Suite 42-202, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
831-425-3901 www.riengineering.com

R.I Engineering, Inc.

SITE IMPROVEMENT
SANTA CLARA COUNTY, CA

APN # 779-06-02

CEMETERY GRADING PLAN

FOR
CORDOBA CENTER

MONTEREY ROAD

APRIL 2018

scale
AS SHOWN

dwg name
CIVIL5.DWG

C-2




PVI STA:1+07
384 _ 0.0. o VI_STA: 4433
- 20_\C
378 of¥ —
FrE— : s
372 + +H3 ales R
.. < + o g
366 < dIef b P s
o o i =
360 o Qlo of S 5 —
mfm s > L
354 @ L ———— — W
—] I
348 _ n 9
—— o
342 20.00—— 2o
336 L —— Fg
330 — =
E—— =
324 —— olo ol T <
318 — — R ~9 2 _&
T A ———— 3. . <
312 — <@ e =
— i@ {d
306 — — “1PVI_STA: 5+6 o
e mw 20" VC o
300 — 0 — — —— e
294
288
282
|8 0|8 218 ™ -2 MR 9D 0% 3] 3= °|% N|e ©|8 0|3 ©|g 2|2 2|8 3] 3IZ ©|a ©|8 |2 o|d * |2 R
22 & 38 3|8 35 39 3|98 38 39 5|8 e 55 = 5|2 Sk b I 8§ Y 3| 2|8 5|3 25 83 28
0+00 0+25 0+50 0+75 1400 1425 1450 1475 2+00 2+25 2+50 2+75 3400 3+25 3+50 3+75 4+00 4+25 4+50 4+75 5+00 5+25 5+50 5+75 6-+00
DRIVEWAY PROFILE
SCALE: 1"=20° HORIZONTAL, VERTICAL
384
umo DATE
376
372
368 nﬂﬂw
378 176 364 o
CEMETERY 360 ]
372 UMITS — 372 U 1215% __—— 56 o
1.00% = — <
366 568 Lt — T 352 - >
364 > &
ho 348 O N O
360 ORIGINAL GRADE — 360 o) - S O
\ N 344 S =2
\ 356 N < S O
354 \ 340 ) c
\ 352 _ulu o S =
348 \ 348 S 336 - E g
_— 0 =
342 - Z o <oy <l¢ 328 (- =)
: ~ 340 3 - e ol 324 N T
336 CEMETERY 336 T 3 s " — S ©
LIMIT — 332 O = & 3 320 = N 2
R I I 330 ———11 NAX 308 _N n = <l 316 D) =
__— 2 = P 1] = 312 e < W
0.25' BUFFER —=||=—0-25' BUFFER 324 e NOTE: SLOPE BETWEEN 324 Qg STA6+4000 308 s 3
4 |- PATH % — ——\ PLOT ROWS NOT TO 320 @ 20 vc Ziw - S
PATH I/ 2% A1 MAX 318 = \. EXCEED 2:1 ol 304 n — 17p) p
- 2% 2 —\ N o 300 o0 . &
hn: MAX GRAVE 312 \—2.0% MAX SLOPE AT 312 296 N
1 MAX - PLOTS-AND-WALKWAYS 308 |- D h
2 GRAVE 306 —— — — \ (TYP 292 o
\ 304 Ly © «
\ 288 o Y
300 \ 300 F=g
\ o
294 " FINISHED_GRADE 296 mmm a %
NOTE; SLOPE BETWEEN PLOT ROWS NOT TO 292 et .
EXCEED 2:1. 2.0% MAX SLOPE AT PLOTS AND o © © " o S
WALKWAYS (TYP) 288 288 S = 1% 32 <@ |2 R ™
88 88 88 88 8|8
SECTION SECTION A—A
SCALE: 1"=20' HORIZONTAL, VERTICAL 6700 6725 5450 5175 6195.63
DRIVEWAY PROFILE
SCALE: 1"=20' HORIZONTAL, VERTICAL
0.25' 9p)
« 2:1 SLOPE (VARIES) =
f 2|~ 384 384 5
GRAVE <78 380 LLJ
2.5’ 376 w
CEMETERY
372 LIMITS 372 %
& PATH
366 368 < |O
<<<<<<<<< 364 S |F
2:1 SLOPE (VARIES) 360 ORIGINAL GRADE — 360 - )
0.25' \ 56 -
BUFFER 354 \ - = = 0
PLAN VIEW \ — 352 Z $oda|=
348 \ 548 = m M O
L < ©
342 _— S Z ST
= 340 S) > < o | LU
—_ o << iu I ]
336 o 336 o oroN| =
330 = — 332 = aEg¥* 3
GRAVE LAYOUT CEME S i 328 LeSZ2ZZ |7
METERY — = o
TS 324 umiTs = NOTE; SLOPE BETWEEN 324 FLOSH<|n
318 —= — PLOT ROWS-NOTTO 320
— —= /// EXCEED 2:1 316 project no
312 s 312
"\ — /|m.om MAX_SLOPE AT 308 10-036-1
306 — \ PLOTS AND WALKWAYS 04 date
\ (TYP)
300 /I FINISHED GRAD 300 >_U_N__I Nol_m
206 scale
294
292 AS SHOWN
288 288 dwg name
CIVIL5.DWG
SECTION B—B
SCALE: 1°=20°' HORIZONTAL, VERTICAL
—
APPLICANT: SOUTH VALLEY ISLAMIC CENTER, INC. ROAD: MONTEREY ROAD COUNTY FILE NO.: TBD PRELIMINARY




378

CEMETERY 376
372 LIMITS 372
368
366 364
360 ORIGINAL GRADE 360
356
354 252
348 = 348
344
342 = 340
336 e 336
330 = 332
T MAX — N\ 328
324 2 ¢ 324
NOTE} SLOPE %I%ﬂﬁ( E AT 320
318 PLOT ROWS NOT TO LKWAYS
EXCEED 2:1 (TYP) 316
312 312
\~ FINISHED GRADE 508
306 304
300 300
SECTION C-C
SCALE: 1"=20" HORIZONTAL, VERTICAL
378
372
366
360 ORIGINAL _GRADE
354
348
342
336
330 P |
324 | CEMETERY — ZT MA
o - <
AA N .
518 — ~=1—\ PLOT ROWS NOT TO
\ EXCE .
312 o \
— \ \
306 \ "-2.0% MAX SLOPE AT
300 \
\
294 \
 FINISHED-GRADE
288
282
SECTION D-D
SCALE: 1"=20" HORIZONTAL, VERTICAL
378
372
366
360 ORIGINAL GRADE —
354
348
342
336
330 e
324 CEMETERY — 2
N .
318 | - — PLOT ROWS NOT TO
_— EXCEED 2:1
312 —
308 \ O% WAX SLOPE AT _
——— / <o Al WALAWATO
300 \ )
\
294 /
288  FINISHED_GRADE
282

SECTION E-E

SCALE: 1"=20" HORIZONTAL, VERTICAL

APPLICANT: SOUTH VALLEY ISLAMIC CENTER, INC. ROAD:

MONTEREY ROAD

COUNTY FILE NO.:

376
372
568
564
560
556
352
548
344
340
336
332
528
324
320
316
312
308
304
300
296
292
288

783

376
372
568
564
560
556
552
348
344
340
336
332
528
324
520
316
312
308
504
300
296
292
288

783

PRELIMINARY

o
©
o
g
o
S
. &
< EE:
= |52
S g
nyhu o =
ol
= |g g
D) q S
leb) < =2
o =
- 5 _
5 = S O
o A
C 2
ISV
L] S <
=
)
= O
g |8
™
S
- 7p)]
c 2
= =z |Q
& Sooul|F
S =EZ020
W Z£O <O
> HTXeQ(om
o Cs <o
o' < W dN 9p)
= SEZ%O
HISSZF |
FLOSH<|O
project no.
10-036-1
date
APRIL 2018
scale
AS SHOWN
dwg name
CIVIL5.DWG
—




-

CALIFORMNIA

Water Boards

Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board

January 3, 2019

Donald L. Walsh & Lucy M. Walsh via US Mail
People’s Coalition for Government Accountability (PCGA)

P.O. Box 23

Gilroy, CA 65021

Dear Mr. and Ms. Walsh:

CORDOBA CENTER PROJECT, 14065 MONTEREY ROAD, SAN MARTIN, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY — RESPONSE TO CONCERNS REGARDING PROJECT AND WATER QUALITY

Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (Central Coast Water Board) staff reviewed
your facsimile dated October 1, 2018 (received on October 4, 2018), which included various
documents pertaining to the proposed Cordoba Center project (15.8 acres) in San Martin. Central
Coast Water Board staff reviewed the information you provided, Ascent Environmental Inc.’s Draft
Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) dated May 30, 2018 prepared for Santa Clara County,
and Department of Planning and Development (County Planning) and Santa Clara County,
Environmental Health’s (County Health) Onsite Systems Manual dated May 20142, and the Local
Agency Management Program (LAMP) for Onsite Wastewater Treatment Systems?®. Central Coast
Water Board staff also reviewed the Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDL) for Nitrogen Compounds
and Orthophosphate in Streams of the Pajaro River Basin (Pajaro River Basin TMDL).

The majority of the information you provided and other files we currently have available for this
project, focus on the project’s potential impacts to both surface water and groundwater quality.
After thorough consideration and technical evaluation of the available information from a water
guality perspective, Central Coast Water Board staff reaffirms that the Cordoba Center project
poses minimal to no threat to surface water or groundwater resources when constructed as
described in the County Planning’s Draft EIR and in accordance with the County’s LAMP.

Summary

Central Coast Water Board staff reviewed the information in context with County Planning’s Draft
EIR, prepared as part of the County Planning’s California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
process. Central Coast Water Board staff reviewed “Appendix F (Groundwater Studies)” of the

1 Draft EIR: https://www.sccgov.org/sites/dpd/Development/Current/Pages/2145.aspx

2 Onsite Systems Manual: https://www.sccgov.org/sites/cpd/programs/LU/Documents/LU_Onsite_Systems_Manual.pdf

3 See: http://www.co.monterey.ca.us/home/showdocument?id=64073

4 USEPA approved the Parajo River Basin TMDL on October 6, 2016. For text, see California Code of Regulations:
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Document/|199D49A0B810542CF8BBDBB8361D189E4?viewType=FullText&origination
Context=documenttoc&transitionType=CategoryPageltem&contextData=(sc.Default)&bhcp=1

Dr. Jean-PierRE WoLFF, cHar | Jonn M. ROBERTSON, EXECUTIVE OFFICER

895 Aerovista Place, Suite 101, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 | www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralcoast
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Draft EIR related to the proposed project® as well as County Health’s LAMP. Central Coast Water
Board staff also previously and independently evaluated similar water quality concerns raised
regarding the proposed onsite wastewater treatment systems and cemetery in our letters dated
February 19, 2013 and July 26, 2018°.

Since 2013, County Planning has required the Cordoba Center applicants to perform multiple
studies to further evaluate potential impacts of the project to surface water and groundwater
resources on the project property and surrounding parcels. The project applicants also considered
other development proposals. These studies are part the Draft EIR in Appendix F and provide
further site-specific engineering and geologic information. The site-specific studies detail
investigatory findings and conclusions related to the proposed center’s operations (cemetery,
orchard, caretaker’s residence, event center, etc.) including project location, soil type, depth to
groundwater, distance to Llagas Creek, site topography, flood zones, irrigation and landscape
management, and local climatology. Most importantly, Draft EIR, Appendix F includes calculations
of nutrient, pathogen, and total dissolved solids (i.e. salts) loading relative to soil conditions and
depth to groundwater from onsite wastewater treatment facilities (for the event center and
caretaker’s residence) and burial activities. In all cases, the nitrate loading to groundwater is
localized and will not cause detrimental effects on groundwater quality in the Llagas Subbasin.

In addition, the County will need to require the Cordoba Center to install an onsite wastewater
treatments system in accordance with the County’s LAMP, which requires the septic tank and the
dispersal field to be at least 100 feet from a watercourse. We understand that the Cordoba
Center’s onsite wastewater treatment system, which includes supplemental treatment, is proposed
to be located at least 150 feet from the top of the bank of Llagas Creek. Supplemental treatment is
a device or system used in an onsite wastewater treatment systems that performs additional
wastewater treatment functions, beyond primary treatment, and is capable of reliably producing
wastewater effluent of secondary quality or better, prior to discharge to the dispersal system.
Therefore, the proposed system will be installed in accordance with the requirements of the LAMP.

Total Maximum Daily Load

As shown in Attachment 1, the Cordoba Center location is not located adjacent to a Llagas Stream
reach that has been identified as impaired for nutrient water quality criteria and biostimulation
indicators (see Pajaro River Basin TMDL’). Additionally, for those impaired reaches identified in the
Pajaro River Basin TMDL, onsite wastewater treatment systems were considered negligible
sources of pollution and irrigated agriculture was identified as contributing the majority of the
controllable nutrient loads to streams. The Cordoba Center location is located adjacent to a Llagas
Stream reach that is considered high quality waters.

Conclusion

It is Central Coast Water Board staff's professional opinion that County Planning, as the lead
regulatory agency for CEQA, has adequately considered the Cordoba Center’s proposed project’s
ability to impact and impair surface water and groundwater quality. Additionally, the county of
Monterey Health Department will permit the septic system in accordance with the Local Agency

5 Draft EIR, Appendix F, Groundwater Studies
https://www.sccgov.org/sites/dpd/DocsForms/Documents/2145 ApdxF Groundwater.pdf
6 See Central Coast Water Board staff letters dated February 19, 2013 and July 26, 2018:
http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.qgov/profile_report.asp?global id=T10000011833

7 Pajaro River Basin TMDL
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralcoast/water issues/programs/tmdl/docs/pajaro/nutrients/
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Management Program that is approved by the Central Coast Water Board. Currently, Central
Coast Water Board staff continue to concur with the technical analyses, recommendations, and
conclusions of the Draft EIR. This determination is consistent with previous Central Coast Water
Board staff analyses in response to concerns raised for the proposed project related to potential
impacts to surface water and groundwater quality.

If you have any questions please contact Thea Tryon at (805) 542-4776 or at
thea.tryon@waterboards.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

for John M. Robertson
Executive Officer

Attachment 1: Map of Stream Reaches Exhibiting Biostimulatory Impairments in the Pajaro River
Basin

cc:
David M. Rader, County Planning, david.rader@pln.sccgov.org

Colleen Tsuchimoto, County Planning, colleen.tsuchimoto@pln.sccgov.org
Christopher Hoem, County Planning, christopher.noem@pln.sccgov.org

Sylvia Quast, USEPA, Quast.sylvia@Epa.gov

Matthew Mitchell, USEPA, Mitchell. matthew@Epa.gov

Stephanie Yu, State Water Board, stephanie.yu@Waterboards.ca.gov

Mary Adams, Central Coast Water Board, jennifer.epp@waterboards.ca.gov

Thea Tryon, Central Coast Water Board, thea.tryon@waterboards.ca.gov

Cecile DeMartini, Central Coast Water Board, cecile.demartini@waterboards.ca.gov
Dan Niles, Central Coast Water Board, dan.niles@waterboards.ca.gov

Harvey Packard, Central Coast Water Board, Harvey.packard@waterboards.ca.go
Sheila Soderberg, Central Coast Water Board, sheila.soderberg@waterboards.ca.gov
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Attachment 1: Stream Reaches Exhibiting Biostimulatory Impairments in the Pajaro River Basin

Source: Total Maximum Daily Loads for Nitrogen Compounds and Orthophosphate in Streams

of the Pajaro River Basin
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