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JULY 30, 2019
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ENGINEER OF WORK

The engineering Specifications and Special Provisions contained herein have been prepared by or
under the direction of the following Registered Engineer:
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1) Registered Engineerv Date

%_'@ 5%5/20/? Seal:

2) For City Engineer Date
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NOTICE INVITING BIDS

1. SUMMARY OF WORK: This is the City of San Diego's (City) solicitation process to acquire
Construction services for Downtown Complete Streets Implementation (Phases 1A-1B-
2A). For additional information refer to Attachment A.

2, FULL AND OPEN COMPETITION: This solicitation is subject to full and open competition and
may be bid by Contractors on the City's approved Prequalified Contractors List. For
information regarding the Contractors Prequalified list visit the City's web site:
http://www.sandiego.gov.

3. ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COST: The City's estimated construction cost for this project is
$2,430,000.

4. BID DUE DATE AND TIME ARE: July 30, 2019 at 2:00 PM.

5. PREVAILING WAGE RATES APPLY TO THIS CONTRACT: Refer to Attachment D.

6. LICENSE REQUIREMENT: To be eligible for award of this contract, Prime contractor must

possess the following licensing classification: A

7. SUBCONTRACTING PARTICIPATION PERCENTAGES: Subcontracting participation percentages
apply to this contract.

7.1. The City has incorporated mandatory SLBE-ELBE subcontractor participation
percentages to enhance competition and maximize subcontracting opportunities. For
the purpose of achieving the mandatory subcontractor participation percentages, a
recommended breakdown of the SLBE and ELBE subcontractor participation
percentages based upon certified SLBE and ELBE firms has also been provided to
achieve the mandatory subcontractor participation percentages:

1. SLBE participation 11.8%
2. ELBE participation 11.9%
3. Total mandatory participation 23.7%

7.2. The Bid may be declared non-responsive if the Bidder fails to meet the following
requirements:

7.2.1. Include SLBE-ELBE certified subcontractors at the overall mandatory
participation percentage identified in this document; OR

7.2.2. Submit Good Faith Effort documentation, saved in searchable Portable
Document Format (PDF) and stored on Compact Disc (CD) or Digital Video Disc
(DVD), demonstrating the Bidder made a good faith effort to outreach to and
include SLBE-ELBE Subcontractors required in this document within 3 Working
Days of the Bid opening if the overall mandatory participation percentage is
not met.
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8. AWARD PROCESS:

8.1.  The Award of this contract is contingent upon the Contractor's compliance with all
conditions of Award as stated within these documents and within the Notice of Intent
to Award.

8.2 Upon acceptance of bids and determination of the apparent low bidder, the City will
prepare the contract documents for execution within approximately 21 days of the
date of the bid opening. The City will then award the contract upon receipt of properly
signed Contract, bonds, and insurance documents.

8.3.  This contract will be deemed executed and effective only upon the signing of the
Contract by the Mayor or his designee and approval as to form by the City Attorney's
Office.

8.4. The low Bid will be determined by the Base Bid.

8.5.  Once the low bid has been determined, the City may, at its sole discretion, award the
contract for the Base Bid alone.

o. SUBMISSION OF QUESTIONS:

9.1.  The Director (or Designee) of Public Works Department is the officer responsible for
opening, examining, and evaluating the competitive Bids submitted to the City for the
acquisition, construction and completion of any public improvement except when
otherwise set forth in these documents. Any questions related to this solicitation shall
be submitted to:

Public Works Contracts

525 B Street, Suite 750 (7" Floor)
San Diego, California, 92101
Attention: Spencer Deane

OR:

SDeane@sandiego.gov

9.2.  Questions received less than 14 days prior to the date for opening of Bids may not be
considered.

9.3.  Questions or clarifications deemed by the City to be material shall be answered via
issuance of an addendum and posted to the City's online bidding service.

9.4.  Only questions answered by formal written addenda shall be binding. Oral and other
interpretations or clarifications shall be without legal effect. It is the Bidder's
responsibility to be informed of any addenda that have been issued and to include all
such information in its Bid.
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INSTRUCTIONS TO BIDDERS

1. PREQUALIFICATION OF CONTRACTORS:

1.1.  Contractors submitting a Bid must be pre-qualified for the total amount proposed,
including all alternate items, prior to the date of submittal. Bids from contractors who
have not been pre-qualified as applicable and Bids that exceed the maximum dollar
amount at which contractors are pre-qualified may be deemed non-responsive and
ineligible for award.

1.2. The completed application must be submitted online no later than 2 weeks prior to
the bid opening.

1.3. Joint Venture Bidders Cumulative Maximum Bidding Capacity: For projects with
an engineer’s estimate of $30,000,000 or greater, Joint Ventures submitting bids may
be deemed responsive and eligible for award if the cumulative maximum bidding
capacity of the individual Joint Venture entities is equal to or greater than the total
amount proposed.

1.3.1. Each of the entities of the Joint Venture must have been previously
prequalified at a minimum of $15,000,000.

1.3.2. Bids submitted with a total amount proposed of less than $30,000,000 are
not eligible for Cumulative Maximum Bidding Capacity prequalification. To
be eligible for award in this scenario, the Joint Venture itself or at least one
of the Joint Venture entities must have been prequalified for the total
amount proposed.

1.3.3. Bids submitted by Joint Ventures with a total amount proposed of
$30,000,000 or greater on a project with an engineer’s estimate of less than
$30,000,000 are not eligible for Cumulative Maximum Bidding Capacity
prequalification.

1.3.4. The Joint Venture designated as the Apparent Low Bidder shall provide
evidence of its corporate existence and furnish good and approved bonds
in the name of the Joint Venture within 14 Calendar Days of receipt by the
Bidder of a form of contract for execution.

1.4. Complete information and links to the on-line prequalification application are
available at:

http://www.sandiego.gov/cip/bidopps/prequalification

Downtown Complete Streets Implementation (Phases 1A-1B-2A) 6 | Page
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1.5. Due to the City’s responsibility to protect the confidentiality of the contractors’
information, City staff will not be able to provide information regarding contractors’
prequalification status over the telephone. Contractors may access real-time
information about their prequalification status via their vendor profile on PlanetBids™.

2. ELECTRONIC FORMAT RECEIPT AND OPENING OF BIDS: Bids will be received in electronic

format (eBids) EXCLUSIVELY at the City of San Diego’s electronic bidding (eBidding) site, at:
http://www.sandiego.gov/cip/bidopps/index.shtml and are due by the date, and time shown

on the cover of this solicitation.

2.1.

2.2,

2.3.

2.4.

2.5.

2.6.

BIDDERS MUST BE PRE-REGISTERED with the City's bidding system and possess a
system-assigned Digital ID in order to submit and electronic bid.

The City's bidding system will automatically track information submitted to the site
including IP addresses, browsers being used and the URLs from which information was
submitted. In addition, the City's bidding system will keep a history of every login
instance including the time of login, and other information about the user's computer
configuration such as the operating system, browser type, version, and more. Because
of these security features, Contractors who disable their browsers’ cookies will not be
able to log in and use the City's bidding system.

The City's electronic bidding system is responsible for bid tabulations. Upon the
bidder's or proposer’s entry of their bid, the system will ensure that all required fields
are entered. The system will not accept a bid for which any required information
is missing. This includes all necessary pricing, subcontractor listing(s) and any other
essential documentation and supporting materials and forms requested or contained
in these solicitation documents.

BIDS REMAIN SEALED UNTIL BID DEADLINE. eBids are transmitted into the City's
bidding system via hypertext transfer protocol secure (https) mechanism using SSL
128-256 bit security certificates issued from Verisign/Thawte which encrypts data being
transferred from client to server. Bids submitted prior to the “Bid Due Date and Time”
are not available for review by anyone other than the submitter who has until the “Bid
Due Date and Time” to change, rescind or retrieve its proposal should it desire to do
so.

BIDS MUST BE SUBMITTED BY BID DUE DATE AND TIME. Once the bid deadline is
reached, no further submissions are accepted into the system. Once the Bid Due Date
and Time has lapsed, bidders, proposers, the general public, and City staff are able to
immediately see the results on line. City staff may then begin reviewing the
submissions for responsiveness, EOCP compliance and other issues. The City may
require any Bidder to furnish statement of experience, financial responsibility, technical
ability, equipment, and references.

RECAPITULATION OF THE WORK. Bids shall not contain any recapitulation of the
Work. Conditional Bids may be rejected as being non-responsive. Alternative
proposals will not be considered unless called for.
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2.7. BIDS MAY BE WITHDRAWN by the Bidder only up to the bid due date and time.

2.7.1. Important Note: Submission of the electronic bid into the system may not be
instantaneous. Due to the speed and capabilities of the user’s internet service
provider (ISP), bandwidth, computer hardware and other variables, it may take
time for the bidder's submission to upload and be received by the City's
eBidding system. Itis the bidder's sole responsibility to ensure their bids are
received on time by the City's eBidding system. The City of San Diego is not
responsible for bids that do not arrive by the required date and time.

2.8. ACCESSIBILITY AND AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA) COMPLIANCE: To
request a copy of this solicitation in an alternative format, contact the Public Works
Contract Specialist listed on the cover of this solicitation at least five (5) working days
prior to the Bid/Proposal due date to ensure availability.

3. ELECTRONIC BID SUBMISSIONS CARRY FULL FORCE AND EFFECT

3.1. The bidder, by submitting its electronic bid, acknowledges that doing so carries the
same force and full legal effect as a paper submission with a longhand (wet) signature.

3.2. By submitting an electronic bid, the bidder certifies that the bidder has thoroughly
examined and understands the entire Contract Documents (which consist of the plans
and specifications, drawings, forms, affidavits and the solicitation documents), and that
by submitting the eBid as its bid proposal, the bidder acknowledges, agrees to and is
bound by the entire Contract Documents, including any addenda issued thereto, and
incorporated by reference in the Contract Documents.

3.3. The Bidder, by submitting its electronic bid, agrees to and certifies under penalty of
perjury under the laws of the State of California, that the certification, forms and
affidavits submitted as part of this bid are true and correct.

3.4. The Bidder agrees to the construction of the project as described in Attachment “A-
Scope of Work" for the City of San Diego, in accordance with the requirements set forth
herein for the electronically submitted prices. The Bidder guarantees the Contract Price
for a period of 120 days from the date of Bid opening. The duration of the Contract
Price guarantee shall be extended by the number of days required for the City to obtain
all items necessary to fulfill all conditions precedent.

4. BIDS ARE PUBLIC RECORDS: Upon receipt by the City, Bids shall become public records
subject to public disclosure. It is the responsibility of the respondent to clearly identify any
confidential, proprietary, trade secret or otherwise legally privileged information contained
within the Bid. General references to sections of the California Public Records Act (PRA) will
not suffice. If the Contractor does not provide applicable case law that clearly establishes that
the requested information is exempt from the disclosure requirements of the PRA, the City
shall be free to release the information when required in accordance with the PRA, pursuant
to any other applicable law, or by order of any court or government agency, and the Contractor
will hold the City harmless for release of this information.
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5. CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION AND ELECTRONIC REPORTING SYSTEM:
5.1. Prior to the Award of the Contract or Task Order, you and your Subcontractors and
Suppliers must register with the City's web-based vendor registration and bid

management system. For additional information go to:

http://www.sandiego.gov/purchasing/bids-contracts/vendorreg

5.2. The City may not award the contract until registration of all subcontractors and
suppliers is complete. In the event this requirement is not met within the time frame
specified in the Notice of Intent to Award letter, the City reserves the right to rescind
the Notice of Award / Intent to Award and to make the award to the next responsive
and responsible bidder / proposer.

6. JOINT VENTURE CONTRACTORS: Provide a copy of the Joint Venture agreement and the Joint
Venture license to the City within 14 Calendar Days after receiving the Contract forms.

7. INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS:

7.1.  All certificates of insurance and endorsements required by the contract are to be
provided upon issuance of the City's Notice of Intent to Award letter.

7.2. Refer to sections 5-4, “INSURANCE” of the Supplementary Special Provisions (SSP) for
the insurance requirements which must be met.

8. REFERENCE STANDARDS: Except as otherwise noted or specified, the Work shall be
completed in accordance with the following standards:

Title Edition Document
Number
Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction (“The 2018 PWPI010119-01

GREENBOOK") http://www.greenbookspecs.org/

City of San Diego Standard Specifications for Public Works 2018 PWPIO10119-02
Construction (“The WHITEBOOK")*
https://www.sandiego.gov/publicworks/edocref/greenbook

City of San Diego Standard Drawings* 2018 PWPIO10119-03
https://www.sandiego.gov/publicworks/edocref/standarddraw

Citywide Computer Aided Design and Drafting (CADD) 2018 PWPIO10119 -04
Standards
https://www.sandiego.gov/publicworks/edocref/drawings

California Department of Transportation (CALTRANS) Standard 2018 PWPI030119-05
Specifications -
http://www.dot.ca.gov/des/oe/construction-contract-
standards.html
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10.

11.

12.

Title Edition Document
Number
CALTRANS Standard Plans 2018 PWPI030119-06
http://www.dot.ca.gov/des/oe/construction-contract-
standards.html
California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices Revision 3 2014 PWPI1030119-07
(CA MUTCD Rev 3) http://www.dot.ca.gov/trafficops/camutcd/

NOTE: *Available online under Engineering Documents and References at:
http://www.sandiego.gov/publicworks/edocref/index.shtml

*Electronic updates to the Standard Drawings may also be found in the link above

CITY'S RESPONSES AND ADDENDA: The City, at its discretion, may respond to any or all
guestions submitted in writing via the City's eBidding web site in the form of an addendum.
No other responses to questions, oral or written shall be of any force or effect with respect to
this solicitation. The changes to the Contract Documents through addenda are made effective
as though originally issued with the Bid. The Bidders shall acknowledge the receipt of Addenda
at the time of bid submission.

CITY'S RIGHTS RESERVED: The City reserves the right to cancel the Notice Inviting Bids at any
time, and further reserves the right to reject submitted Bids, without giving any reason for
such action, at its sole discretion and without liability. Costs incurred by the Bidder(s) as a
result of preparing Bids under the Notice Inviting Bids shall be the sole responsibility of each
bidder. The Notice Inviting Bids creates or imposes no obligation upon the City to enter a
contract.

CONTRACT PRICING: This solicitation is for a Lump Sum contract with Unit Price provisions
as set forth herein. The Bidder agrees to perform construction services for the City of San
Diego in accordance with these contract documents for the prices listed below. The Bidder
further agrees to guarantee the Contract Price for a period of 120 days from the date of Bid
opening. The duration of the Contract Price guarantee may be extended, by mutual consent
of the parties, by the number of days required for the City to obtain all items necessary to
fulfill all contractual conditions.

SUBCONTRACTOR INFORMATION:

12.1. LISTING OF SUBCONTRACTORS. In accordance with the requirements provided in
the "Subletting and Subcontracting Fair Practices Act" of the California Public Contract
Code, the Bidder shall provide the NAME and ADDRESS of each Subcontractor who
will perform work, labor, render services or who specially fabricates and installs a
portion [type] of the work or improvement, in an amount in excess of 0.5% of the
Contractor's total Bid. The Bidder shall also state within the description, whether the
subcontractor is a CONSTRUCTOR, CONSULTANT or SUPPLIER. The Bidder shall
state the DIR REGISTRATION NUMBER for all subcontractors and shall further state
within the description, the PORTION of the work which will be performed by each
subcontractor under this Contract. The Contractor shall list only one Subcontractor
for each portion of the Work. The DOLLAR VALUE of the total Bid to be performed
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12.2.

12.3.

shall be stated for all subcontractors listed. Failure to comply with this requirement
may result in the Bid being rejected as non-responsive and ineligible for award. The
Bidder's attention is directed to the Special Provisions - Section 3-2, “SELF-
PERFORMANCE", which stipulates the percent of the Work to be performed with the
Bidders' own forces. The Bidder shall list all SLBE, ELBE, DBE, DVBE, MBE, WBE, OBE,
SDB, WoSB, HUBZone, and SDVOSB Subcontractors for which Bidders are seeking
recognition towards achieving any mandatory, voluntary (or both) subcontracting
participation goals.

Additionally, pursuant to California Senate Bill 96 and in accordance with the
requirements of Labor Code sections 1771.1 and 1725.5, by submitting a bid or
proposal to the City, Contractor is certifying that he or she has verified that all
subcontractors used on this public work project are registered with the California
Department of Industrial Relations (DIR). The Bidder shall provide the name,
address, license number, DIR registration number of any Subcontractor -
regardless of tier - who will perform work, labor, render services or specially fabricate
and install a portion [type] of the work or improvement pursuant to the contract.

LISTING OF SUPPLIERS. Any Bidder seeking the recognition of Suppliers of
equipment, materials, or supplies obtained from third party Suppliers towards
achieving any mandatory or voluntary (or both) subcontracting participation goals
shall provide, at a minimum, the NAME, LOCATION (CITY), DIR REGISTRATION
NUMBER and the DOLLAR VALUE of each supplier. The Bidder will be credited up to
60% of the amount to be paid to the Suppliers for materials and supplies unless
vendor manufactures or substantially alters materials and supplies, in which case,
100% will be credited. The Bidder is to indicate within the description whether the
listed firm is a supplier or manufacturer. If no indication is provided, the listed firm
will be credited at 60% of the listed dollar value for purposes of calculating the
Subcontractor Participation Percentage.

LISTING OF SUBCONTRACTORS OR SUPPLIERS FOR ALTERNATES. For
subcontractors or suppliers to be used on additive or deductive alternate items, in
addition to the above requirements, bidder shall further note “ALTERNATE” and
alternate item number within the description.

13. SUBMITTAL OF “OR EQUAL" ITEMS: See Section 4-6, “Trade Names" in The WHITEBOOK and
as amended in the SSP.
14. AWARD:

14.1. The Award of this contract is contingent upon the Contractor's compliance with all
conditions precedent to Award.

14.2. Upon acceptance of a Bid, the City will prepare contract documents for execution
within approximately 21 days of the date of the Bid opening and award the Contract
approximately within 7 days of receipt of properly executed Contract, bonds, and
insurance documents.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

14.3. This contract will be deemed executed and effective only upon the signing of the
Contract by the Mayor or his designee and approval as to form the City Attorney's
Office.

SUBCONTRACT LIMITATIONS: The Bidder's attention is directed to Standard Specifications
for Public Works Construction, Section 3-2, “SELF-PERFORMANCE" in The GREENBOOK and as
amended in the SSP which requires the Contractor to self-perform not less than the specified
amount. Failure to comply with this requirement shall render the bid non-responsive and
ineligible for award.

AVAILABILITY OF PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS: Contract Documents may be obtained by
visiting the City's website: http://www.sandiego.gov/cip/. Plans and Specifications for this
contract are also available for review in the office of the City Clerk or Public Works Contracts.

ONLY ONE BID PER CONTRACTOR SHALL BE ACCCEPTED: No person, firm, or corporation
shall be allowed to make, file, or be interested in more than one (1) Bid for the same work
unless alternate Bids are called for. A person, firm or corporation who has submitted a sub-
proposal to a Bidder, or who has quoted prices on materials to a Bidder, is not hereby
disqualified from submitting a sub-proposal or quoting prices to other Bidders or from
submitting a Bid in its own behalf. Any Bidder who submits more than one bid will result in
the rejection of all bids submitted.

SAN DIEGO BUSINESS TAX CERTIFICATE: The Contractor and Subcontractors, not already
having a City of San Diego Business Tax Certificate for the work contemplated shall secure the
appropriate certificate from the City Treasurer, Civic Center Plaza, First floor and submit to the
Contract Specialist upon request or as specified in the Contract Documents. Tax ldentification
numbers for both the Bidder and the listed Subcontractors must be submitted on the City
provided forms within these documents.

BIDDER'S GUARANTEE OF GOOD FAITH (BID SECURITY) FOR DESIGN-BID-BUILD
CONTRACTS:

19.1. For bids $250,000 and above, bidders shall submit Bid Security at bid time. Bid
Security shall be in one of the following forms: a cashier's check, or a properly certified
check upon some responsible bank; or an approved corporate surety bond payable to
the City of San Diego for an amount of not less than 10% of the total bid amount.

19.2. This check or bond, and the monies represented thereby, will be held by the City as a
guarantee that the Bidder, if awarded the contract, will in good faith enter into the
contract and furnish the required final performance and payment bonds.

19.3. The Bidder agrees that in the event of the Bidder's failure to execute this contract and
provide the required final bonds, the money represented by the cashier's or certified
check will remain the property of the City; and the Surety agrees that it will pay to the
City the damages, not exceeding the sum of 10% of the amount of the Bid, that the
City may suffer as a result of such failure.
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19.4.

19.5.

At the time of bid submission, bidders must upload and submit an electronic PDF copy
of the aforementioned bid security. Whether in the form of a cashier's check, a
properly certified check or an approved corporate surety bond payable to the City of
San Diego, the bid security must be uploaded to the City's eBidding system. Within
twenty-four (24) hours after the bid due date and time, the first five (5) apparent low
bidders must provide the City with the original bid security.

Failure to submit the electronic version of the bid security at the time of bid
submission AND failure to provide the original within twenty-four (24) hours may
cause the bid to be rejected and deemed non-responsive.

20. AWARD OF CONTRACT OR REJECTION OF BIDS:

20.1.

20.2.

20.3.

20.4.

20.5.

20.6.

20.7.

20.8.

This contract may be awarded to the lowest responsible and reliable Bidder.

Bidders shall complete ALL eBid forms as required by this solicitation. Incomplete
eBids will not be accepted.

The City reserves the right to reject any or all Bids, to waive any informality or
technicality in Bids received, and to waive any requirements of these specifications as
to bidding procedure.

Bidders will not be released on account of their errors of judgment. Bidders may be
released only upon receipt by the City within 3 Working Days of the bid opening,
written notice from the Bidder which shows proof of honest, credible, clerical error of
a material nature, free from fraud or fraudulent intent; and of evidence that
reasonable care was observed in the preparation of the Bid.

A bidder who is not selected for contract award may protest the award of a contract
to another bidder by submitting a written protest in accordance with the San Diego
Municipal Code.

The City of San Diego will not discriminate in the award of contracts with regard to
race, religion creed, color, national origin, ancestry, physical handicap, marital status,
sex or age.

Each Bid package properly signed as required by these specifications shall constitute
a firm offer which may be accepted by the City within the time specified herein.

The City reserves the right to evaluate all Bids and determine the lowest Bidder on the
basis of the base bid and any proposed alternates or options as detailed herein.

21. BID RESULTS:

21.1.

The availability of the bids on the City’s eBidding system shall constitute the public
announcement of the apparent low bidder. In the event that the apparent low bidder
is subsequently deemed non-responsive or non-responsible, a notation of such will be
made on the eBidding system. The new ranking and apparent low bidder will be
adjusted accordingly.
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22.

21.2.

To obtain the bid results, view the results on the City's web site, or request the results
by U.S. mail and provide a self-addressed, stamped envelope. If requesting by mail,
be sure to reference the bid name and number. The bid tabulations will be mailed to
you upon their completion. The results will not be given over the telephone.

THE CONTRACT:

22.1.

22.2.

22.3.

22.4.

22.5.

The Bidder to whom award is made shall execute a written contract with the City of
San Diego and furnish good and approved bonds and insurance certificates specified
by the City within 14 days after receipt by Bidder of a form of contract for execution
unless an extension of time is granted to the Bidder in writing.

If the Bidder takes longer than 14 days to fulfill these requirements, then the
additional time taken shall be added to the Bid guarantee. The Contract shall be made
in the form adopted by the City, which includes the provision that no claim or suit
whatsoever shall be made or brought by Contractor against any officer, agent, or
employee of the City for or on account of anything done or omitted to be done in
connection with this contract, nor shall any such officer, agent, or employee be liable
hereunder.

If the Bidder to whom the award is made fails to enter into the contract as herein
provided, the award may be annulled and the Bidder's Guarantee of Good Faith will
be subject to forfeiture. An award may be made to the next lowest responsible and
reliable Bidder who shall fulfill every stipulation embraced herein as if it were the party
to whom the first award was made.

Pursuant to the San Diego City Charter section 94, the City may only award a public
works contract to the lowest responsible and reliable Bidder. The City will require the
Apparent Low Bidder to (i) submit information to determine the Bidder's responsibility
and reliability, (ii) execute the Contract in form provided by the City, and (iii) furnish
good and approved bonds and insurance certificates specified by the City within 14
Days, unless otherwise approved by the City, in writing after the Bidder receives
notification from the City, designating the Bidder as the Apparent Low Bidder and
formally requesting the above mentioned items.

The award of the Contractis contingent upon the satisfactory completion of the above-
mentioned items and becomes effective upon the signing of the Contract by the Mayor
or designee and approval as to form by the City Attorney’'s Office. If the Apparent Low
Bidder does not execute the Contract or submit required documents and information,
the City may award the Contract to the next lowest responsible and reliable Bidder
who shall fulfill every condition precedent to award. A corporation designated as the
Apparent Low Bidder shall furnish evidence of its corporate existence and evidence
that the officer signing the Contract and bond for the corporation is duly authorized
to do so.
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23.

EXAMINATION OF PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, AND SITE OF WORK: The Bidder shall examine
carefully the Project Site, the Plans and Specifications, other materials as described in the
Special Provisions, Section 3-9, “TECHNICAL STUDIES AND SUBSURFACE DATA", and the
proposal forms (e.g., Bidding Documents). The submission of a Bid shall be conclusive
evidence that the Bidder has investigated and is satisfied as to the conditions to be
encountered, as to the character, quality, and scope of Work, the quantities of materials to be
furnished, and as to the requirements of the Bidding Documents Proposal, Plans, and
Specifications.

24. CITY STANDARD PROVISIONS: This contract is subject to the following standard provisions.

See The WHITEBOOK for details.

24.1. The City of San Diego Resolution No. R-277952 adopted on May 20, 1991 for a Drug-
Free Workplace.

24.2. The City of San Diego Resolution No. R-282153 adopted on June 14, 1993 related to
the Americans with Disabilities Act.

24.3. The City of San Diego Municipal Code 822.3004 for Contractor Standards.

24.4. The City of San Diego’s Labor Compliance Program and the State of California Labor
Code 881771.5(b) and 1776.

24.5. Sections 1777.5,1777.6, and 1777.7 of the State of California Labor Code concerning
the employment of apprentices by contractors and subcontractors performing public
works contracts.

24.6. The City's Equal Benefits Ordinance (EBO), Chapter 2, Article 2, Division 43 of The San
Diego Municipal Code (SDMC).

24.7. The City's Information Security Policy (ISP) as defined in the City's Administrative
Regulation 90.63.

25. PRE-AWARD ACTIVITIES:

25.1. The contractor selected by the City to execute a contract for this Work shall submit the
required documentation as specified in the herein and in the Notice of Award. Failure
to provide the information as specified may result in the Bid being rejected as non-
responsive.

25.2. The decision that bid is non-responsive for failure to provide the information required
within the time specified shall be at the sole discretion of the City.
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Bond No. 024241125
Premium: $19,193.00

PERFORMANCE BOND, LABOR AND MATERIALMEN’'S BOND

FAITHFUL PERFORMANCE BOND AND LABOR AND MATERIALMEN'S BOND:

Dick Miller, Inc. ., acorporation, as principal, and

The Ohio Casualty Insurance Company , acorporation authorized to do

business in the State of California, as Surety, hereby obligate themselves, their successors and
assigns, jointly and severally, to the City of San Diego a municipal corporation in the sum of Two

Million Three Hundred Forty Five Thousand Six Hundred Seventy Eight Dollars and Ninety

Cents ($2,345,678.90) for the faithful performance of the annexed contract, and in the sum

of Two Million Three Hundred Forty Five Thousand Six Hundred Seventy Eight Dollars

and Ninety Cents ($2,345,678.90) for the benefit of laborers and materialmen

designated below,

Conditions:

If the Principal shall faithfully perform the annexed contract with the City of San Diego,
California, then the obligation herein with respect to a faithful performance shall be void; otherwise it
shall remain in full force.

If the Principal shall promptly pay all persons, firms and corporations furnishing materials for
or performing labor in the execution of this contract, and shall pay all amounts due under the
California Unemployment Insurance Act then the obligation herein with respect to laborers and
materialmen shall be void; otherwise it shall remain in full force.

The obligation herein with respect to laborers and materialmen shall inure to the benefit of
all persons, firms and corporations entitled to file claims under the provisions of Article 2. Claimants,
(iii) public works of improvement commencing with Civil Code Section 9100 of the Civil Code of the
State of California.

Changes' in the terms of the annexed contract or specifications accompanying same or
referred to therein shall not affect the Surety's obligation on this bond, and the Surety hereby waives
notice of same.
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PERFORMANCE BOND, LABOR AND MATERIALMEN’S BOND (continued)

The Surety shall pay reasonable attorney's fees should suit be brought to enforce the provisions of

this hond,

Dated Septambier 11,2019

Approved as to Form

Appraoved:

By__W

Stephen Samara
Principal Contract Specialist
Public Works Department-

Downtown ComplateStraets linplementation (Phases TA=1B2A)

Performiariceand Paymignt Bonds (Rev. Mar; 2019)

Diek Millet, [nc.

Principal
o
By [y Y— ’W% ;%.“_MW_W

&Qw £ Buieele.

Printed Name of Person Signing for Principal

TheChla Casualty Instrance Company

By,

Bartstewarr,  Attorney-in-fact

790 The City Drive South, Sulte.200

Lacal Address of Surety

Orange, CA-92868

Local Address (City, State} of Surety

(714) 634-3311
Local TelepHone No. of Surety

Premium $9a93.00

Borid No._ badasiias,
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ATTACHMENTS
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ATTACHMENT A

SCOPE OF WORK

Downtown Complete Streets Implementation (Phases 1A-1B-2A) 19 | Page
Attachment A - Scope of Work (Rev. Feb. 2018)



SCOPE OF WORK

1. SCOPE OF WORK: This Project proposes improving mobility in Downtown San Diego by
installing ADA compliant curb ramps and creating a network of cycle way facilities throughout
downtown. The current construction plan (Phases 1A-1B-2A) includes installing cycle tracks
along Beech Ave, 6th Ave, ] Street, C Street and Park Blvd. The work also proposes street
resurfacing, traffic signal modifications, striping, signage, installation of flexible post
delineators, replacement of existing curb, gutter, and sidewalks affected by the curb ramp
upgrades. The Project is located in the Downtown Community Area and the CD 3 - Council
District.

1.1.  The Work shall be performed in accordance with:

1.1.1. The Notice Inviting Bids and Plans numbered 40676-01-D through
40676-81-D, inclusive as provided in the link below:

https://filecloud.sandiego.gov/url/vzdxg856wkcx4uyw.

2. LOCATION OF WORK: The location of the Work is as follows:
See Appendix E - Location Map

3. CONTRACT TIME: The Contract Time for completion of the Work shall be 240 Working Days.
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ATTACHMENT B

RESERVED
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ATTACHMENT C

RESERVED
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ATTACHMENT D

PREVAILING WAGE
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PREVAILING WAGES

1. PREVAILING WAGE RATES: Pursuant to San Diego Municipal Code section 22.3019,
construction, alteration, demolition, repair and maintenance work performed under this
Contract is subject to State prevailing wage laws. For construction work performed under this
Contract cumulatively exceeding $25,000 and for alteration, demolition, repair and
maintenance work performed under this Contract cumulatively exceeding $15,000, the
Contractor and its subcontractors shall comply with State prevailing wage laws including, but
not limited to, the requirements listed below.

1.1. Compliance with Prevailing Wage Requirements. Pursuant to sections 1720
through 1861 of the California Labor Code, the Contractor and its subcontractors shall
ensure that all workers who perform work under this Contract are paid not less than
the prevailing rate of per diem wages as determined by the Director of the California
Department of Industrial Relations (DIR). This includes work performed during the
design and preconstruction phases of construction including, but not limited to,
inspection and land surveying work.

1.1.1. Copies of such prevailing rate of per diem wages are on file at the City and are
available for inspection to any interested party on request. Copies of the
prevailing rate of per diem wages also may be found at
http://www.dir.ca.gov/OPRL/DPreWageDetermination.htm. Contractor and its
subcontractors shall post a copy of the prevailing rate of per diem wages
determination at each job site and shall make them available to any interested
party upon request.

1.1.2. The wage rates determined by the DIR refer to expiration dates. If the
published wage rate does not refer to a predetermined wage rate to be paid
after the expiration date, then the published rate of wage shall be in effect for
the life of this Contract. If the published wage rate refers to a predetermined
wage rate to become effective upon expiration of the published wage rate and
the predetermined wage rate is on file with the DIR, such predetermined wage
rate shall become effective on the date following the expiration date and shall
apply to this Contract in the same manner as if it had been published in said
publication. If the predetermined wage rate refers to one or more additional
expiration dates with additional predetermined wage rates, which expiration
dates occur during the life of this Contract, each successive predetermined
wage rate shall apply to this Contract on the date following the expiration date
of the previous wage rate. If the last of such predetermined wage rates expires
during the life of this Contract, such wage rate shall apply to the balance of the
Contract.

1.2. Penalties for Violations. Contractor and its subcontractors shall comply with
California Labor Code section 1775 in the event a worker is paid less than the
prevailing wage rate for the work or craft in which the worker is employed. This shall
be in addition to any other applicable penalties allowed under Labor Code sections
1720 - 1861.
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1.3. Payroll Records. Contractor and its subcontractors shall comply with California Labor
Code section 1776, which generally requires keeping accurate payroll records,
verifying and certifying payroll records, and making them available for inspection.
Contractor shall require its subcontractors to also comply with section 1776.
Contractor and its subcontractors shall submit weekly certified payroll records online
via the City's web-based Labor Compliance Program. Contractor is responsible for
ensuring its subcontractors submit certified payroll records to the City.

1.3.1. Contractor and their subcontractors shall also furnish records specified in
Labor Code section 1776 directly to the Labor Commissioner in the manner
required by Labor Code section 1771.4.

1.4. Apprentices. Contractor and its subcontractors shall comply with California Labor
Code sections 1777.5, 1777.6 and 1777.7 concerning the employment and wages of
apprentices. Contractor is held responsible for the compliance of their subcontractors
with sections 1777.5, 1777.6 and 1777.7.

1.5.  Working Hours. Contractor and their subcontractors shall comply with California
Labor Code sections 1810 through 1815, including but not limited to: (i) restrict
working hours on public works contracts to eight hours a day and forty hours a week,
unless all hours worked in excess of 8 hours per day are compensated at not less than
1% times the basic rate of pay; and (ii) specify penalties to be imposed on contractors
and subcontractors of $25 per worker per day for each day the worker works more
than 8 hours per day and 40 hours per week in violation of California Labor Code
sections1810 through 1815.

1.6. Required Provisions for Subcontracts. Contractor shall include at a minimum a copy
of the following provisions in any contract they enter into with a subcontractor:
California Labor Code sections 1771, 1771.1, 1775, 1776, 1777.5, 1810, 1813, 1815,
1860 and 1861.

1.7. Labor Code Section 1861 Certification. Contractor in accordance with California
Labor Code section 3700 is required to secure the payment of compensation of its
employees and by signing this Contract, Contractor certifies that “I am aware of the
provisions of Section 3700 of the California Labor Code which require every employer
to be insured against liability for workers’ compensation or to undertake self-
insurance in accordance with the provisions of that code, and I will comply with such
provisions before commencing the performance of the work of this Contract.”

1.8. Labor Compliance Program. The City has its own Labor Compliance Program
authorized in August 2011 by the DIR. The City will withhold contract payments when
payroll records are delinquent or deemed inadequate by the City or other
governmental entity, or it has been established after an investigation by the City or
other governmental entity that underpayment(s) have occurred. For questions
or assistance, please contact the City of San Diego’s Prevailing Wage Unit at
858-627-3200.
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1.9.  Contractor and Subcontractor Registration Requirements. This project is subject
to compliance monitoring and enforcement by the DIR. A contractor or subcontractor
shall not be qualified to bid on, be listed in a bid or proposal, subject to the
requirements of section 4104 of the Public Contract Code, or engage in the
performance of any contract for public work, unless currently registered and qualified
to perform public work pursuant to Labor Code section 1725.5 It is not a violation of
this section for an unregistered contractor to submit a bid that is authorized by
Section 7029.1 of the Business and Professions code or by Section 10164 or 20103.5
of the Public Contract Code, provided the contractor is registered to perform public
work pursuant to Section 1725.5 at the time the contract is awarded.

1.9.1. A Contractor's inadvertent error in listing a subcontractor who is not registered
pursuant to Labor Code section 1725.5 in response to a solicitation shall not be
grounds for filing a bid protest or grounds for considering the bid non-responsive
provided that any of the following apply: (1) the subcontractor is registered prior
to bid opening; (2) within twenty-four hours after the bid opening, the
subcontractor is registered and has paid the penalty registration fee specified in
Labor Code section 1725.5; or (3) the subcontractor is replaced by another
registered subcontractor pursuant to Public Contract Code section 4107.

1.9.2. By submitting a bid or proposal to the City, Contractor is certifying that he or she
has verified that all subcontractors used on this public work project are registered
with the DIR in compliance with Labor Code sections 1771.1 and 1725.5, and
Contractor shall provide proof of registration for themselves and all listed
subcontractors to the City at the time of bid or proposal due date or upon request.

1.10. Stop Order. For Contractor or its subcontractors engaging in the performance of any
public work contract without having been registered in violation of Labor Code
sections 1725.5 or 1771.1, the Labor Commissioner shall issue and serve a stop order
prohibiting the use of the unregistered contractors or unregistered subcontractor(s)
on ALL public works until the unregistered contractor or unregistered subcontractor(s)
is registered. Failure to observe a stop order is a misdemeanor.

1.11. List of all Subcontractors. The Contractor shall provide the list of subcontractors
(regardless of tier), along with their DIR registration numbers, utilized on this Contract
prior to any work being performed; and the Contractor shall provide a complete list of
all subcontractors with each invoice. Additionally, Contractor shall provide the City
with a complete list of all subcontractors (regardless of tier) utilized on this contract
within ten working days of the completion of the contract, along with their DIR
registration numbers. The City shall withhold final payment to Construction
Management Professional until at least thirty (30) days after this information is
provided to the City.

1.12. Exemptions for Small Projects. There are limited exemptions for installation,
alteration, demolition, or repair work done on projects of $25,000 or less. The
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Contractor shall still comply with Labor Code sections 1720 et. seq. The only
recognized exemptions are listed below:

1.12.1. Registration. The Contractor will not be required to register with the DIR for
small projects. (Labor Code section 1771.1).

1.12.2. Certified Payroll Records. The records required in Labor Code section 1776
shall be required to be kept and submitted to the City of San Diego, but will
not be required to be submitted online with the DIR directly. The Contractor
will need to keep those records for at least three years following the
completion of the Contract. (Labor Code section 1771.4).

1.12.3. List of all Subcontractors. The Contractor shall not be required to hire only
registered subcontractors and is exempt from submitting the list of all
subcontractors that is required in section 1.11 above. (Labor code section
1773.3).

Downtown Complete Streets Implementation (Phases 1A-1B-2A) 27 | Page
Attachment D - Prevailing Wages (Rev. May 2019)



ATTACHMENT E

SUPPLEMENTARY SPECIAL PROVISIONS
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SUPPLEMENTARY SPECIAL PROVISIONS

The following Supplementary Special Provisions (SSP) modifies the following documents:

The 2018 Edition of the Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction (The
“GREENBOOK").

2. The 2018 Edition of the City of San Diego Standard Specifications for Public Works
Construction (The “WHITEBOOK"), including the following:
General Provisions (A) for all Construction Contracts.
SECTION 1 - GENERAL, TERMS, DEFINITIONS, ABBREVIATIONS, UNITS OF MEASURE, AND
SYMBOLS
1-2 TERMS AND DEFINITIONS. To the “WHITEBOOK”, item 54, “Normal Working Hours",
ADD the following:
The Normal Working Hours are 8:30 AM to 4:30 PM.
To the “WHITEBOOK", item 43, DELETE in its entirety and SUBSTITUTE with the
following:
43. Field Order - A Field Order is a written agreement by the Engineer to
compensate you for Work items in accordance with 2-8, “EXTRA WORK" or 2-9,
“CHANGED CONDITIONS". A Field Order does not change the Contract Price,
Contract Time, or the scope intent of the Contract.
SECTION 2 - SCOPE OF THE WORK
2-2 PERMITS, FEES, AND NOTICES. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:
2. You will obtain, the following permits:
a) Metropolitan Transit System (MTS)
SECTION 3 - CONTROL OF THE WORK
3-2 SELF-PERFORMANCE. To the “GREENBOOK", DELETE in its entirety and SUBSTITUTE
with the following:
1. You shall perform, with your own organization, Contract Work amounting to
at least 50% of the base Bid AND 50% of any alternates.
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3-8.7 Contractor’s Quality Control Plan (QCP). To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

7. The establishment and implementation of a Quality Control Plan (QCP), as
defined in the standard specifications, shall be required for this Contract. See
example in Appendix G.

3-121 General. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

2. You shall provide a PM-10 certified self-loading motorized street sweeper
equipped with a functional water spray system for this project.

3. You shall sweep all paved areas within the Work site and all paved haul routes
as specified below:

a) Every Friday on a weekly basis.
b) 1 Working Day prior to each rain event.
) As directed by the Engineer.
If these requirements would require you to sweep on a Holiday or Weekend,
then you shall sweep the next available Working Day prior to that Holiday or
Weekend.

3-13.3 Warranty. To the “WHITEBOOK", item 1, DELETE in its entirety and SUBSTITUTE with

the following:

1. You shall warranty and repair all defective materials and workmanship for a
period of 1 year. This call back warranty period shall start on the date the Work
was accepted by the City unless the City had beneficial use of the project
(excluding water, sewer, and storm drain projects). In addition, you shall
warranty the Work against all latent defects for a period of 10 years and patent
defects for a period of 4 years.

3-15.3 Coordination. To the “WHITEBOOK”, ADD the following:

2. Other adjacent City / Non City projects in the vicinity of this project are listed
in Appendix F - Adjacent Projects for the approximate address. Additional
coordination with the adjacent projects might be required as it has been
specified in the Appendix F.

SECTION 4 - CONTROL OF MATERIALS
4-3.6 Preapproved Materials. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

3. You shall submit in writing a list of all products to be incorporated in the Work
that are on the AML.
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5-4

5-4.1

TRADE NAMES. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

11.

You shall submit your list of proposed substitutions for an “equal” item no
later than 5 Working Days after the determination of the Apparent Low
Bidder and on the City’s Product Submittal Form available at:

http://www.sandiego.gov/publicworks/edocref/index.shtml

SECTION 5 - LEGAL RELATIONS AND RESPONSIBILITIES

INSURANCE. To the “GREENBOOK", DELETE in its entirety and SUBSTITUTE with the
following:

INSURANCE.

The insurance provisions herein shall not be construed to limit your indemnity
obligations contained in the Contract.

Policies and Procedures.

You shall procure the insurance described below, at its sole cost and expense,
to provide coverage against claims for loss including injuries to persons or
damage to property, which may arise out of or in connection with the
performance of the Work by you, your agents, representatives, officers,
employees or Subcontractors.

Insurance coverage for property damage resulting from your operations is on
a replacement cost valuation. The market value will not be accepted.

You shall maintain this insurance for the duration of this Contract and at all
times thereafter when you are correcting, removing, or replacing Work in
accordance with this Contract. Your liabilities under the Contract, e.g., your
indemnity obligations, is not deemed limited to the insurance coverage
required by this Contract.

The payment for insurance shall be included in the Contract Price as bid by
you. Except as specifically agreed to by the City in writing, you are not entitled
to any additional payment. Do not begin any Work under this Contract until
you have provided and the City has approved all required insurance.

Policies of insurance shall provide that the City is entitled to 30 Days (10 Days
for cancellation due to non-payment of premium) prior written notice of
cancellation or non-renewal of the policy. Maintenance of specified insurance
coverage is a material element of the Contract. Your failure to maintain or
renew coverage or to provide evidence of renewal during the term of the
Contract may be treated by the City as a material breach of the Contract.
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5-4.2 Types of Insurance.
5-4.2.1 Commercial General Liability Insurance.

1. Commercial General Liability Insurance shall be written on the current version
of the ISO Occurrence form CG 00 01 07 98 or an equivalent form providing
coverage at least as broad.

2. The policy shall cover liability arising from premises and operations, XCU
(explosions, underground, and collapse), independent contractors,
products/completed operations, personal injury and advertising injury, bodily
injury, property damage, and liability assumed under an insured’s contract
(including the tort liability of another assumed in a business contract).

3. There shall be no endorsement or modification limiting the scope of coverage
for either “insured vs. insured” claims or contractual liability. You shall
maintain the same or equivalent insurance for at least 10 years following
completion of the Work.

4, All costs of defense shall be outside the policy limits. Policy coverage shall be
in liability limits of not less than the following:
General Annual Aggregate Limit Limits of Liability
Other than Products/Completed Operations $2,000,000
Products/Completed Operations Aggregate Limit $2,000,000
Personal Injury Limit $1,000,000
Each Occurrence $1,000,000

5-4.2.2 Commercial Automobile Liability Insurance.
1. You shall provide a policy or policies of Commercial Automobile Liability

Insurance written on the current version of the ISO form CA 00 01 12 90 or
later version or equivalent form providing coverage at least as broad in the
amount of $1,000,000 combined single limit per accident, covering bodily
injury and property damage for owned, non-owned, and hired automobiles

(“Any Auto”).
2. All costs of defense shall be outside the limits of the policy.
5-4.3 Rating Requirements. Except for the State Compensation Insurance Fund, all

insurance required by this Contract as described herein shall be carried only by
responsible insurance companies with a rating of, or equivalent to, at least “A-, VI” by
A.M. Best Company, that are authorized by the California Insurance Commissioner to
do business in the State, and that have been approved by the City.

5-4.3.1 Non-Admitted Carriers. The City will accept insurance provided by non-admitted,
“surplus lines” carriers only if the carrier is authorized to do business in the State and
is included on the List of Approved Surplus Lines Insurers (LASLI list).

All policies of insurance carried by non-admitted carriers shall be subject to all of the
requirements for policies of insurance provided by admitted carriers described herein.
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5-4.4

5-4.5
5-4.5.1
5-4.5.1.1

5-4.5.1.2

5-4.5.1.3

Evidence of Insurance. Furnish to the City documents e.g., certificates of insurance
and endorsements evidencing the insurance required herein, and furnish renewal
documentation prior to expiration of this insurance. Each required document shall be
signed by the insurer or a person authorized by the insurer to bind coverage on its
behalf. We reserve the right to require complete, certified copies of all insurance
policies required herein.

Policy Endorsements.
Commercial General Liability Insurance.
Additional Insured.

1. You shall provide at your expense policy endorsement written on the current
version of the ISO Occurrence form CG 20 10 11 85 or an equivalent form
providing coverage at least as broad.

2. To the fullest extent allowed by law e.g., California Insurance Code §11580.04,
the policy shall be endorsed to include the City and its respective elected
officials, officers, employees, agents, and representatives as additional
insured.

3. The additional insured coverage for projects for which the Engineer's Estimate
is $1,000,000 or more shall include liability arising out of:

a) Ongoing operations performed by you or on your behalf,
b) your products,

) your Work, e.g., your completed operations performed by you or on
your behalf, or

d) premises owned, leased, controlled, or used by you.

4. The additional insured coverage for projects for which the Engineer’s Estimate
is less than $1,000,000 shall include liability arising out of:

a) Ongoing operations performed by you or on your behalf,
b) your products, or
) premises owned, leased, controlled, or used by you.

Primary and Non-Contributory Coverage. The policy shall be endorsed to provide
that the coverage with respect to operations, including the completed operations, if
appropriate, of the Named Insured is primary to any insurance or self-insurance of the
City and its elected officials, officers, employees, agents and representatives. Further,
it shall provide that any insurance maintained by the City and its elected officials,
officers, employees, agents and representatives shall be in excess of your insurance
and shall not contribute to it.

Project General Aggregate Limit. The policy or policies shall be endorsed to provide
a Designated Construction Project General Aggregate Limit that will apply only to the
Work. Only claims payments which arise from the Work shall reduce the Designated
Construction Project General Aggregate Limit. The Designated Construction Project
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5-4.5.2
5-4.5.2.1

5-4.6

5-4.7

5-4.8

5-4.9

5-4.11

General Aggregate Limit shall be in addition to the aggregate limit provided for the
products-completed operations hazard.

Commercial Automobile Liability Insurance.

Additional Insured. Unless the policy or policies of Commercial Auto Liability
Insurance are written on an ISO form CA 00 01 12 90 or a later version of this form or
equivalent form providing coverage at least as broad, the policy shall be endorsed to
include the City and its respective elected officials, officers, employees, agents, and
representatives as additional insured, with respect to liability arising out of
automobiles owned, leased, hired or borrowed by you or on your behalf. This
endorsement is limited to the obligations permitted by California Insurance Code
§11580.04.

Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions. You shall pay for all deductibles and self-
insured retentions. You shall disclose deductibles and self-insured retentions to the
City at the time the evidence of insurance is provided.

Reservation of Rights. The City reserves the right, from time to time, to review your
insurance coverage, limits, deductibles and self-insured retentions to determine if
they are acceptable to the City. The City will reimburse you, without overhead, profit,
or any other markup, for the cost of additional premium for any coverage requested
by the Engineer but not required by this Contract.

Notice of Changes to Insurance. You shall notify the City 30 Days prior to any
material change to the policies of insurance provided under this Contract.

Excess Insurance. Policies providing excess coverage shall follow the form of the
primary policy or policies e.g., all endorsements.

Workers’ Compensation Insurance and Employers Liability Insurance.

1. In accordance with the provisions of 83700 of the California Labor Code, you
shall provide at your expense Workers' Compensation Insurance and
Employers Liability Insurance to protect you against all claims under applicable
state workers compensation laws. The City, its elected officials, and employees
will not be responsible for any claims in law or equity occasioned by your
failure to comply with the requirements of this section.

2. Limits for this insurance shall be not less than the following:

Workers' Compensation Statutory Employers Liability

Bodily Injury by Accident $1,000,000 each accident
Bodily Injury by Disease $1,000,000 each employee
Bodily Injury by Disease $1,000,000 policy limit

3. By signing and returning the Contract you certify that you are aware of the
provisions of 83700 of the Labor Code which requires every employer to be
insured against liability for worker's compensation or to undertake self-
insurance in accordance with the provisions of that code and you shall comply
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with such provisions before commencing the Work as required by 81861 of
the California Labor Code.

5-4.11.1 Waiver of Subrogation. The policy or policies shall be endorsed to provide that the
insurer will waive all rights of subrogation against the City and its respective elected
officials, officers, employees, agents, and representatives for losses paid under the
terms of the policy or policies and which arise from Work performed by the Named
Insured for the City.
5-13 ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

2. Virtual Project Manager shall be used on this Contract. For more information,
refer to the VPM training videos at the location below:
https://www.sandiego.gov/publicworks/edocref

SECTION 6 - PROSECUTION AND PROGRESS OF THE WORK
6-1.1 Construction Schedule. To the “WHITEBOOK?”, item 1, subsection “s”, DELETE in its
entirety and SUBSTITUTE with the following:

s) Submit an updated cash flow forecast with every pay request (for each Project
ID or WBS number provided in the Contract) showing periodic and cumulative
construction billing amounts for the duration of the Contract Time. If there has
been any Extra Work since the last update, include only the approved
amounts.

i. Refer to the Sample City Invoice materials in Appendix D - Sample
City Invoice with Cashflow Forecast and use the format shown.
ii. See also the “Cashflow Forecast Example” at the location below:
https://www.sandiego.gov/publicworks/edocref
6-1.5.2 Excusable Non-Compensable Delays. To the “"WHITEBOOK", DELETE in its entirety
and SUBSTITUTE with the following;:
6-1.5.2 Excusable Non-Compensable and Concurrent Delays.

1. The City shall only issue an extension of time for Excusable Delays that meet
the requirements of 6-4.2, “Extensions of Time” for the following
circumstances:

a) Delays resulting from Force Majeure.
b) Delays caused by weather.
) Delays caused by changes to County, State, or Federal law.

2. When a non-excusable delay is concurrent with an Excusable Delay, you shall
not be entitled to an extension of Contract Time for the period the non-
excusable delay is concurrent with the Excusable Delay.
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3. When an Excusable Non-Compensable Delay is concurrent with an Excusable
Compensable Delay, you shall be entitled to an extension of Contract Time,
but shall not be entitled to compensation for the period the Excusable Non-
Compensable Delay is concurrent with the Excusable Compensable Delay.

6-2.1 Moratoriums. To the “WHITEBOOK”, ADD the following:
Annual Holiday Construction Restriction

This construction restriction applies to the downtown area to minimize traffic impacts
of construction on retail merchants and customers during the "holiday season." The
limits of the downtown area are described as Cedar Street on the north, 12th Avenue
on the east, Harbor Drive on the south, and North Harbor Drive on the west.

Construction activities which affect on-street parking, vehicle and bicycle travel lanes,
or pedestrian sidewalk areas should be scheduled either before or after the holiday
season. The holiday season is described as starting on Thanksgiving Day and
extending to New Year's Day.

6-4.2 Extensions of Time. To the “WHITEBOOK?", DELETE in its entirety and SUBSTITUTE with
the following:

1. The Contract Time shall not be modified except by Change Order.

2. You shall notify the City in writing within 1 Working Day after the occurrence
and discovery of an event that impacts the Project Schedule.

a) If you believe this event requires a Change Order, you shall submit a
written Change Order request with a report to the City that
explains the request for Change Order within 5 Working Days. The
Change Order request must include supporting data, a general
description of the discovery, the basis for extension, and the estimated
length of extension. The City may grant an extension of time, in writing,
for the Change Order request if you require more time to gather and
analyze data.

3. The Engineer shall not grant an extension of Contract Time in accordance with
6-1.5, “Excusable Delays” unless you demonstrate, through an analysis of the
critical path, the following:

a) The event causing the delay impacted the activities along the Project's
critical path.
b) The increases in the time to perform all or part of the Project beyond

the Contract Time arose from unforeseeable causes beyond your
control and without your fault or negligence and that all project float
has been used.
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Any modifications to the Contract Time will be incorporated into the weekly
document that the Engineer issues that stipulates the Contract Time. If you do
not agree with this document, submit to the Engineer for review a written
protest supporting your objections to the document within 30 Calendar Days
after receipt of the statement. Your failure to file a timely protest shall
constitute your acceptance of the Engineer's weekly document.

a) Your protest will be considered a claim for time extension and shall be
subject to 2-10.1, “Claims”.

ADD:
6-6.1.1 Environmental Document.
1. The City of San Diego has prepared a Supplemental Environmental Impact
for Downtown Complete Streets Implementation (Phases 1A-1B-2A),
Project No. WBS Number B-17056, as referenced in the Contract Appendix.
You shall comply with all requirements of the Supplemental Environmental
Impact as set forth in Appendix A.
2. Compliance with the City's environmental document shall be included in the
Contract Price, unless separate bid items have been provided.
6-6.4 Written Notice and Report. To the “WHITEBOOK", DELETE in its entirety and
SUBSTITUTE with the following:
1. Your failure to notify the Resident Engineer within 1 Working Day OR provide
a Change Order request within 5 Working Days after the event, in accordance
with 6-4.2, “Extensions of Time”, will be considered grounds for refusal by the
City to consider such request if your failure to notify prejudices the City in
responding to the event.
SECTION 7 - MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT
7-3 PAYMENT.
7-31 General. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:
The payment for furnishing, installation, removing, reinstalling signs and post, new
signs and new posts, as shown on the Plans or as directed by the Engineer, in
conformance with these Special Provisions shall be included in the Bid item listed
below:
a) New Sign
b) New Sign and Post
) Removal of Existing Sign
d) Removal of Existing Sign and Post
e) Removal and Relocation of Existing Sign and Post.
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7-3.9

7-3.11

Field Orders. To the “WHITEBOOK", DELETE in its entirety and SUBSTITUTE with the
following:

1.

If the cumulative total of Field Order items of Work does not exceed the “Field
Orders"” Bid Item, the City shall pay those Field Orders as shown below:

TABLE 7-3.9
FIELD ORDER LIMITS

Maximum Field Order Work

Contract Price
Amount

Less than $100,001 $2,500

$100,001 to $1,000,000 $5,000

$1,000,001 to $5,000,000 $10,000

$5,000,001 to $15,000,000 $20,000

$15,000,001 to $30,000,000 $40,000

Greater than $30,000,000 $50,000

Field Order items of Work for contracts greater than $15,000,000 will require
additional approvals from the City prior to its approval by the Resident
Engineer.

The City will issue a Field Order only after the City's acceptance of the cost of
the field order amount.

Field Orders shall not be used to add scope or to include extensions of time
related to changes in work.

Ifin the event there is a change related to the critical path on the project which
necessitates an extension of time and the change amount is within the Field
Order limits shown on Table 7-3.9, then a Field Order can be issued to
compensate you for the approved costs. Any extensions of time associated
with the change shall be included in a subsequent Change Order and no
additional compensation shall be granted as part of the change order for the
extension of time.

The unused portions of Field Orders Bid item shall revert to the City upon
Acceptance.

Compensation Adjustments for Price Index Fluctuations. To the “"WHITEBOOK"
ADD the following:

5.

This Contract is subject to the provisions of The “WHITEBOOK" for
Compensation Adjustments for Price Index Fluctuations for paving asphalt.
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302-5.9

303-5.10

303-5.10.2

306-3.3.4

SECTION 302 - ROADWAY SURFACING

Measurement and Payment To the WHITEBOOK ADD the following:

2.

Payment for Asphalt Concrete Dike shall include full compensation for the all
work necessary to construct the asphalt berm and shall be paid in accordance
with the Contract unit price for “Asphalt Concrete Dike (Type-A) ".

SECTION 303 - CONCRETE AND MASONRY CONSTRUCTION

Curb Ramp Construction.

Payment. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

4,

The payment for “Pop Out and Curb Ramp Type A with Stainless Steel
Detectable Warning Tiles at southeast corner of E Street and 6th Avenue” shall
include removal and replacement of existing road pavement and base, surface
preparation, sidewalk installation, transition areas, landings, DWTs, demolition
and disposal, forming, relocating or raising items in conflict to grade,
protecting and preserving existing survey monuments, and improvements,
relocate and reinstall signs and restoring pavement.

The payment for removal and replacement of Detectable Warning Tile (DWT)
at southeast corner of | Street and 7th Avenue shall be included in the Bid item
“Detectable Warning Tile (DWT) Installation - Retrofit at southeast corner of |
Street and 7th Avenue”.

The payment for removal and replacement of Detectable Warning Tile (DWT)
at northeast corner of Broadway and 3rd Avenue shall be included in the Bid
item “Detectable Warning Tile (DWT) Installation - Retrofit at northeast corner
of Broadway and 3rd Avenue”.

SECTION 306 - OPEN TRENCH CONDUIT CONSTRUCTION

Payment. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

12.

The payment for adjust water meter box frame and cover to grade shall be
included in the Bid item “Adjust Existing Water Meter Box Frame and Cover to
Grade”.

SECTION 314 - TRAFFIC STRIPING, CURB AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS, AND PAVEMENT MARKERS

314-2.3 Payment. To the “GREENBOOK", DELETE in its entirety and SUBSTITUTE with the
following:
The payment for removal of traffic striping and curb markings shall be included in
the Bid item “Removal of Traffic Striping and Curb Markings". The payment for removal
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314-4.3.7

314-4.4.6

of green paint treatment shall be included in the Bid item “Removal of Green Paint
Treatment”.

Payment. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

3.

Payment for all work, material, labor, costs, and time associated with the
installation of painted traffic stripes in accordance with the Striping and
Signing Plans will be made at the contract unit price for “Painted Traffic Stripes
and Painted Curb Markings".

Payment for all work, material, labor, costs, and time associated with the
installation of painted pavement markings in accordance with the Striping and
Signing Plans will be made at the contract unit price for the following Bid Items:
a) Parking Space Markings

b) Angled Parking Stall Markings

@) Green Paint Treatment

Payment. To the “WHITEBOOK" Items #2 and #4 DELETE in its entirety and
substitute with the following:

2.

The payment for the removal of thermoplastic traffic striping and pavement
markings shall be included in the Bid items for “Removal of Thermoplastic
Traffic Striping” and “Removal of Thermoplastic Pavement Markings”,
respectively.

The payment for all work, material, labor, costs, and time associated with the
installation of thermoplastic pavement markings and striping shall be
included in the bid item “Thermoplastic Pavement Markings” at the Contract
Unit Price for the following Items:

a) 1'-0" Thermoplastic Limit Line Pavement Marking

b) Thermoplastic Continental Crosswalk Pavement Marking

) Pavement Marking Arrows

d) “STOP” Pavement Marking

e) “STOP" Pavement Marking (Custom)

f) Bike Lane Symbol with Person

g) Bike Lane Arrow

h) Shared Roadway Bicycle Marking

i) Two-Stage Turn Queue Box Legend

]) Hatch lines inside the bike buffers

Downtown Complete Streets Implementation (Phases 1A-1B-2A) 40 | Page
Attachment E - Supplementary Special Provisions (Rev. Jun. 2019)



SECTION 404 - COLD MILLING

404-12 PAYMENT To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

The Payment for all Work, materials, labor, cost and time associated with the

installation of the Bike Loop Detector Type “Q" shall be included in the Bid item “Traffic

Detector Loop and Appurtenance (Type Q)".

SECTION 601-TEMPORARY TRAFFIC CONTROL FOR CONSTRUCTION AND
MAINTENANCE WORK ZONES
601-3.6 Channelizing Devices. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:
601-3.6.1.1 Flexible Delineators.

A. Flexible delineators and aluminum anchor cups will be installed per the
specifications in Appendix I.

B. Delineators shall be placed and installed at locations as specified in the
attached Striping and Signing Plans.

601-7 PAYMENT. To the “WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

F) The payment for all work, including material and labor costs and time
associated with the installation of flexible delineators and aluminum anchor
cups in accordance with 601-3.6.1.1 shall be made at the contract unit bid
price for Flexible Delineator for each delineator installed.”

SECTION 700 - MATERIALS
700-5.1 Vehicle Detectors. To the “WHITEBOOK", item 1, DELETE in its entirety and

SUBSTITUTE with the following:

1. Loop wire shall be Type 2. Loop detector lead-in cable shall be Type “B". Slots
shall be filled with elastomeric sealant, epoxy sealant, or hot-melt rubberized
asphalt sealant, except asphaltic emulsion loop sealant and cold tar loop
sealant are acceptable if the pavement surface will receive an asphaltic
concrete overlay.

SECTION 701 - CONSTRUCTION
701-2 PAYMENT. To the "WHITEBOOK", ADD the following:

6. The Payment for furnishing and installing a luminaire onto a traffic signal
pole’s luminaire mast arm, and furnishing and installing the wiring, splicing,
and grounding of the luminaire back to the electric service meter pedestal,
shall be included in the Bid item “Type Y-INT - 4000K LED Luminaire with
Adaptive Control”.
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7. The Payment for furnishing and installing a new electrical conduit into an
existing pull box and restoring surrounding sidewalk shall be include in the Bid
item “Install Conduit into Exist. Pull Box (CB)".

8. The payment for furnishing and installing (1) the pole foundation and base
plate, (2) the conduit from the adjacent pull box into the pole foundation, and
(3) the signal pole shall be included in the Bid item “10 Foot Type 1-A Pole and

Foundation”.

9. The payment for removing and salvaging existing traffic signal mast arm, and
furnishing and installing a new signal mast arm shall be included in the Bid
item

10. The Payment for furnishing and installing pedestrian and/or vehicular signal

heads and frame onto a traffic signal pole or its traffic signal mast arm, and
furnishing and installing the wiring of the equipment back to the controller
cabinet, shall be included in the following Bid items:

a) “TV-2-T Vehicular Signal (3-Section Bicycle Heads with sign)”

b) “TV-3-T Vehicular Signal (Two 3-Section Bicycle Heads with signs and
One 3-Section head)”

) “SV-2-TB Vehicular Signal (Two 3-Section Bicycle Heads with signs)”

d) “SV-3-TB Vehicular Signal (One Flashing Red Head with signs and two
3-Section Heads)"”

e) “SV-3-TB Vehicular Signal (Two 3-Section bicycle Heads with signs and
One 3-Section Head)"”

f) “SV-3-TC Vehicular Signal (Two 3-Section bicycle Heads with signs and
One 3-Section Head)”

g) “8" MAS Bicycle Signal (3-Section Head with sign)”

h) “12" MAS Vehicular Signal (3-Section Head)"

i) “TP-1-T Pedestrian Signal”

j) “TV-1-T Vehicular Signal (3-section Bicycle Head with Signs)

k) “SV-2-TA Vehicular Signal (One 3-Section Bicycle Heads and One 3-
Section head)”

) “SV-2-TA Vehicular Signal (Two 3-Section Hawk Heads)

m) “SV-2-TB Vehicular Signal (One 3-Section Bicycle Heads and One 3-
Section head)”

n) “12" MAS Vehicular Signal (Hawk Head)
11. The Payment for removing signs from a traffic signal pole or its traffic signal
mast arm, shall be included in the Bid item “Remove and Salvage Existing Mast
Arm Sign”.
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12. The Payment for furnishing and installing signs onto a traffic signal mast arm
shall be included in the Bid item “Sign Mounted on Signal Mast Arm”.

13. The payment for trenching, furnishing, and installing of electrical conduits, pull
ropes, and pavement restoration adjacent to the trench shall be included in
the Bid item “2 Inch PVC Conduit per City Standards”.

SECTION 1001 - CONSTRUCTION BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs)

1001-1 GENERAL. To the “WHITEBOOK”, ADD the following:
7. Based on a preliminary assessment by the City, this Contract is subject to
WPCP.
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SUPPLEMENTARY SPECIAL PROVISIONS

APPENDICES
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APPENDIX A

SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
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Final Supplemental Environmental Impact

RE C ON Report for the Downtown San Diego Mobility

Plan, San Diego, California
SCH #2014121002

Prepared for

Civic San Diego
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Downtown San Diego Mobility Plan
Final Supplemental Environmental Impact
Report

Introduction

The City of San Diego (City), as the lead agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), has prepared this Final Supplemental Environmental Impact
Report (Final SEIR) for the Downtown San Diego Mobility Plan and associated
amendments to the Downtown Community Plan which include the replacement of
Chapter 7 Transportation with a new Chapter 7 Mobility and a revised MMRP as
Attachment A (proposed Project). This Final SEIR contains all of the required contents as
outlined in Section 15132 of the CEQA Guidelines, including: revisions to the Draft SEIR,
comments received on the Draft SEIR, a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies
commenting on the Draft SEIR, responses of the lead agency; and any other information
added by the lead agency.

This Final SEIR assembles all the environmental data and analyses that have been
prepared for the Project. It also includes public and agency comments on the Draft SEIR
and responses by the City in conjunction with Civic San Diego to those comments. The
intent of the Final SEIR is to provide a forum to address comments pertaining to the
analysis contained in the Draft SEIR and to provide an opportunity for clarification,
corrections, or minor revisions to the DEIR as needed.

A Draft SEIR was prepared for the Project and circulated for public review from
January 25, 2016 through March 11, 2016, through the Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, the State Clearinghouse, and the County Clerk. During the public review period
for this Project, comment letters were received from agencies, organizations, and
individuals. A list of commenting parties is provided below.

In accordance with Section 15088 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (the
“CEQA Guidelines”), the City has evaluated the comments received on the Draft SEIR for
the Project and has prepared written responses to these comments. This introduction
contains copies of the comments received during the public review process and provides an
evaluation of and written responses to each of these comments. These letters are
reproduced in full with numbers to delineate individual comments and corresponding
responses in Appendix B of the Final SEIR.
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Letter | Author | Date | Page Number
STATE AGENCIES
A State Qf California Governor’s Office of 03/10/16 RTC-1
Planning and Research
B California Department of Transportation 03/08/16 RTC-3
C San Diego Unified Port District 03/10/16 RTC-7
D San Diego Association of Governments 03/11/16 RTC-11
B Sgn Diego County Air Pollution Control 03/11/16 RTC-12
District
F City of San Diego Bicycle Advisory 03/11/16 RTC-14
Committee
ORGANIZATIONS
G Cortez Hill Active Residents Group 02/01/16 RTC-19
H Little Italy Residents Association 02/09/16 RTC-20
1 Little Italy Association of San Diego 02/23/16 RTC-21
J BOMA San Diego 02/29/16 RTC-24
K East Village Residents Group 03/02/16 RTC-26
L Climate Action Campaign 03/07/16 RTC-30
M Little Italy Residents Association 03/10/16 RTC-31
N Navarra Properties, Inc. 03/10/16 RTC-33
0 BikeSD 03/11/16 RTC-34
P Circulate San Diego 03/11/16 RTC-37
Q Citizens Coordinate for Century 3 (C3) 03/11/16 RTC-39
R San Diego County Bicycle Coalition 03/11/16 RTC-40
Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger on behalf of
S the Cleveland National Forest Foundation 03/11/16 RTC-44
T SWARCO Traffic Americas 03/11/16 RTC-50
Allen Matkins on behalf of EMMES Realty
U Services of California LLC 03/22/16 RTC-55
V Downtown San Diego Partnership 03/22/16 RTC-63
W Carlton Management, Inc. 03/22/16 RTC-64
X East Village Association 03/23/16 RTC-66
INDIVIDUALS
Y Jordan Kohl 01/26/16 RTC-68
7 Rafael Perez 01/27/16 RTC-69
AA Katheryn Rhodes 01/27/16 RTC-70
AB Terry Shirley 01/27/16 RTC-71
AC Roger Leszczynski 01/28/16 RTC-72
AD Bill Orabone 01/29/16 RTC-73
AE Todd Hutchins 02/01/16 RTC-74
AF Dominic Fulgoni 02/04/16 RTC-75
AG Philip Ochoa 02/12/16 RTC-76
AH Peter Martin 02/16/16 RTC-77
Al Tim Cowden 02/17/16 RTC-78
AJ Peter Abadeer 02/23/16 RTC-79
AK Vito Altieri 02/23/16 RTC-80
AL Author Unknown 02/23/16 RTC-81
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Letter Author Date Page Number
AM | Jayne Barnett 02/23/16 RTC-82
AN Sharon Connor 02/23/16 RTC-83
AO David Crum 02/23/16 RTC-84
AP David Crum 02/23/16 RTC-85
AQ Dasha Dahdouh 02/23/16 RTC-86
AR Karim Dahdouh 03/11/16 RTC-87
AS Anne MacMillan Eichman 02/23/16 RTC-88
AT Michelle Evers 02/23/16 RTC-89
AU Todd Ferrari 02/23/16 RTC-90
AV Peter Fogec 02/23/16 RTC-91
AW | Mike Foley 02/23/16 RTC-92
AX Ryan Ford 02/23/16 RTC-93
AY Devon Foster 02/23/16 RTC-94
AZ Chris Gomez 02/23/16 RTC-95
BA Chris Gomez 02/23/16 RTC-99
BB Andy Hanshaw 02/23/16 RTC-100
BC Andy Hanshaw 02/23/16 RTC-101
BD Sumrall Howell 02/23/16 RTC-102
BE Mario Ingrasci 02/23/16 RTC-103
BF Kathy Keechan 02/23/16 RTC-104
BG Jeri Keiller 02/23/16 RTC-105
BH LC Klein 02/23/16 RTC-106
BI Andy Kopp 02/23/16 RTC-107
BdJ Alex Lange 02/23/16 RTC-108
BK Bob Link 02/23/16 RTC-109
BL Sinha Meeras 02/23/16 RTC-110
BM Christopher Morgan 02/23/16 RTC-111
BN Alison Moss 02/23/16 RTC-112
BO Daniel Nieuwstad 02/23/16 RTC-113
BP Daniel Niewstad 02/23/16 RTC-114
BQ Kenneth Nigro 02/23/16 RTC-115
BR Kenneth Nigro 02/23/16 RTC-116
BS Phil Ochoa 02/23/16 RTC-117
BT David Preskill 02/23/16 RTC-118
BU John Randall 02/23/16 RTC-119
BV Gail Roberts 02/23/16 RTC-120
BW | Ryan Rod 02/23/16 RTC-121
BX Laura Rovick 02/23/16 RTC-122
BY Jack Shu 02/23/16 RTC-123
BZ Jack Shu 02/23/16 RTC-124
CA David Skelley 02/23/16 RTC-125
CB Bill Smirniotis 02/23/16 RTC-128
CC Bill Smirniotis 02/23/16 RTC-130
CD Armistead Smith 02/23/16 RTC-131
CE Jeff Smith 02/23/16 RTC-133
CF Jeff Smith 02/23/16 RTC-134
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Letter Author Date Page Number
CG John Terrell 02/23/16 RTC-135
CH Luke Vinci 02/23/16 RTC-136
CI Alex Ward 02/23/16 RTC-137
CJ Joan Wojcik 02/23/16 RTC-138
CK | Richard Wolf 02/23/16 RTC-139
CL Richard Wold 02/24/16 RTC-141
CM | John Wotzka 02/23/16 RTC-142
CN Tim Zaspal 02/23/16 RTC-143
CO L.C. Cline 02/25/16 RTC-144
CPp Victoria Curran 02/25/16 RTC-145
CQ Harry Schwartz 02/25/16 RTC-146
CR David Eisenberg 02/26/16 RTC-148
CS Alexander Lange 02/26/16 RTC-149
CT Susan Patch 02/26/16 RTC-150
CU Nicola Reynolds 02/26/16 RTC-151
CV Judd Curran 02/27/16 RTC-152
CW | Wendy Reuben 02/28/16 RTC-153
CX Zack Nielsen 02/29/16 RTC-154
CY Paul Jamason 03/01/16 RTC-155
CZ Jeff Kucharski 03/01/16 RTC-156
DA | Tyler Lambert-Perkins 03/02/16 RTC-157
DB Dennis Stein 03/02/16 RTC-158
DC Alan Niesel 03/03/16 RTC-159
DD Jeri and Edward Keiller 03/04/16 RTC-160
DE Sara Napoli 03/04/16 RTC-161
DF Jacob Zehnder 03/04/16 RTC-162
DG Sarah Nathan 03/06/16 RTC-163
DH | Kim Sugeno 03/06/16 RTC-164
DI James Wasser 03/06/16 RTC-167
DJ Heather Glasgow 03/07/16 RTC-168
DK Ken Victor 03/07/16 RTC-169
DL Ed Burnett 03/08/16 RTC-170
DM | Craig Bendetto 03/09/16 RTC-171
DN | Trey Jacques 03/09/16 RTC-172
DO Marina Fomenkov 03/10/16 RTC-173
DP Tim Zaspal 03/10/16 RTC-174
DQ Mike Bullock 03/11/16 RTC-175
DR Brittany Burson 03/11/16 RTC-196
DS Cory Davia 03/11/16 RTC-197
DT Charlie Knights 03/11/16 RTC-198
DU | Bob Link 03/11/16 RTC-199
DV Michael May 03/11/16 RTC-201

DW | Ian Newman 03/11/16 RTC-202
DX Jose Zuniga 03/11/16 RTC-203
DY Jan Hartigan 03/22/16 RTC-204
DZ J. Louise Smith 03/22/16 RTC-205
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While all comments received have become part of the public record, certain comments
received during the public review period do not address the adequacy of the SEIR or raise
any environmental issues. However, staff has attempted to provide appropriate responses
to all comments as a courtesy to the commenter. Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines
states, “the lead agency shall evaluate comments on environmental issues received from
persons who reviewed the DEIR and shall prepare a written response.” Where a commenter
submits comments that do not raise environmental issues, there is no requirement under
CEQA that the City respond (Ibid.; see also Cleary v. County of Stanislaus [1981] 118
Cal.App.3d.348 360 [holding that a Final EIR was adequate under CEQA where it did not
respond to comments raising non-environmental issues]).

Some of the comments resulted in a review of the network and specific areas where
facilities are proposed. Where design can be refined to address comments and concerns
and/or enhance the network, these proposed changes have been incorporated into the
proposed Project. One minor change includes having Park Boulevard between Market
Street and Island Avenue remain open to vehicular traffic, as discussed in the Errata.
Additionally, segments or facilities for the network were reviewed to verify that the
analysis sufficiently addressed minor modifications, if they were to move forward. The
Mobility Plan is developed with flexibility in mind and to allow for minor changes (e.g.,
moving a Cycleway from one street to another street designated as a non-Autoway). It was
determined that while minor modifications have the potential to change the location of
on-street parking which may result in an on-street gain/loss, there would be no change in
Level of Service for vehicular traffic operations). Travel lane reductions have been
considered and accounted for on all non-Autoways where feasible and the travel lane has
been repurposed into a greenway, a Cycleway, or angled parking. As a result, there would
not be additional traffic impacts associated with Cycleway alignment changes as long as no
additional travel lanes are removed beyond the proposals in the Mobility Plan.

During the public comment period, issues were raised which concerned parking and
features or components of the network, which are issues not related to the SEIR. Topical
Responses below provide clarification and additional information to support the Downtown
San Diego Mobility Plan (Mobility Plan). They are numbered and provided below, and they
are referred to throughout the comment-specific responses in Appendix B.

TOPICAL RESPONSE #1: ON- STREET PARKING

Pedestrian, bicycle and green street improvements identified in the Mobility Plan may
require the removal of on-street parking spaces due to right-of-way constraints. Chapter 13
of the Mobility Plan categorizes each recommended improvement as short- or long-range
improvements. Short-range projects are anticipated to be implemented within the next ten
years, and include the 14th Street and E Street greenways and all Cycleways, with the
exception of Hawthorn Street and Grape Street. The on-street parking spaces lost
associated with short-range project implementation are to be replaced by converting
parallel on-street parking spaces to angled parking spaces within each neighborhood and by
the addition of the East Village Green parking garage. A breakdown of the estimated
short-range parking changes includes:
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e Cycleways — 331 spaces lost

e 14th St & E St Greenways — 242 spaces lost

e Angled Parking Conversion — 600 spaces gained
e Kast Village Green Garage — 200 spaces gained

The changes described above result in a net change of 227 gained parking spaces.

Long-range projects are anticipated to be implemented within the next ten to twenty years
and include Hawthorn Street and Grape Street Cycleways, pedestrian improvements (such
as bulb-outs) and Greenways (Cedar Street, Union Street, and 8th Avenue).
Implementation of all planned projects is estimated to result in the following long-range
parking changes:

e Cycleways — 419 spaces lost

e Pedestrian Improvements — 196 spaces lost

e Greenways — 662 spaces lost

¢ Angled Parking Conversion — 600 spaces gained
e Kast Village Green Garage — 200 spaces gained

Implementation of short- and long-range projects is estimated to result in a net loss of 477
parking spaces. The parking analysis was performed at a planning level and contains
conservative assumptions including:

e Each block face will have a driveway reducing parking due to sight distance
requirements for Cycleways;

e All parking would be eliminated on one side of the street designated with a
greenway,

e All increased parking would be through an angled parking design rather than
perpendicular parking; and,

o All greenways would be constructed in their entirety.

The actual number of parking spaces gained or lost will be determined during the civil
engineering design phase. Additional future parking projects may also be implemented over
the life of the Mobility Plan that are currently unanticipated.

The 2009 Comprehensive Parking Plan for Downtown San Diego promotes a “park once”
strategy which can be supported by improved pedestrian walkability, streetscape
enhancements, and wayfinding. In the near future, Civic San Diego will undertake an
update to this plan to better understand existing demand, issues, and opportunities to
increase parking and a park once strategy, including a comprehensive block-by-block
parking assessment for Downtown San Diego.

All future development is required to provide parking in accordance with standards adopted
in the San Diego Municipal Code.

It is important to note the vision of the Mobility Plan in the implementation of the
Cycleways 1s to increase on-street parking within each neighborhood prior to, or
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concurrently with, the installation of the Cycleway in order to ensure that there is no net
loss in on-street parking in the short-term.

TOPICAL RESPONSE #2: CYCLE TRACK ON BEECH STREET VS. ASH STREET

All Downtown roadways were evaluated for the possible implementation of bicycle facilities
over the course of the network development. Some of the factors examined included existing
right-of-way width, spacing from other proposed facilities, vehicular volumes, collision
history, presence of driveways, network connections. Ash Street was evaluated in detail and
it was concluded that this corridor is not suitable as a Cycleway for the following reasons:

e Busy/moisy

e High volume

o Higher speeds

e Dual right and left turning movements

o Require bike only signal phase which would result in additional delay and traffic
congestion on an autoway

e Loss of parking on both sides of the street since a travel lane could not be eliminated
due to traffic volumes.

TOPICAL RESPONSE #3: CYCLE TRACK ON STATE STREET VS. KETTNER
BOULEVARD, NORTH OF BEECH STREET

The layered network approach presented in the Mobility Plan prioritizes specific corridors
for specific modes throughout Downtown San Diego. State Street was selected as a
Cycleway due to relatively lower vehicular volumes, lower vehicular speeds, and a reduced
loss of on-street parking required for implementation when compared to adjacent north-
south roadways. The State Street Cycleway will provide a direct connection from Market
Street to South Mission Hills through the Marina, Columbia, and Little Italy
neighborhoods. The facility complements the parallel Cycleway along Pacific Highway, four
blocks to the west, by offering a protected bicycle facility on each side of the rail corridor,
which has limited crossings.

The State Street intersections with Hawthorn Street and Grape Street will include bicycle
signal phases and pavement markings in the intersection to facilitate predictable cyclist
movements and ensure safety through the intersections.

An alternative Cycleway on Kettner Boulevard north of Beech Street was also studied but
would require loss of angled parking spaces due to their conversion to parallel spaces.
Implementing cycle tracks along the Kettner Boulevard between Laurel Street and Beech
Street enables an increase in on-street parking along State Street, however this will result
in a net loss of on-street parking between the two corridors within Little Italy.

Both alternatives have advantages and disadvantages but either can be accommodated as
the Mobility Plan anticipates that both streets would contain two travel lanes.

Downtown Complete Streets Implementation (Phases 1A-1B-2A) 53 | Page
Appendix A — Supplemental Environmental Impact



TOPICAL RESPONSE #4: PARK BOULEVARD, BETWEEN MARKET STREET AND
ISLAND AVENUE

The Mobility Plan proposes to close Park Boulevard between E and K streets to vehicular
traffic. Based on additional discussion with community members and other stakeholders,
Park Boulevard will remain open to vehicular traffic and maintain the current on-street
parking between Market Street and Island Avenue. For this block, there will be a
northbound protected cycle track and southbound sharrow for cyclists. This change is
reflected in the Final Mobility Plan, Final SEIR, Final Amendment to the Downtown
Community Plan Mobility Chapter, and the Final Technical Report.

TOPICAL RESPONSE #5: CLOSURE TO VEHICULAR TRAFFIC ON C STREET,
BETWEEN 6TH AND 10TH AVENUES

The Mobility Plan proposes to close C Street between 6th and 10th avenues to vehicular
traffic. A two-way cycle track will connect the 6th Avenue Cycleway with the planned San
Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) Pershing Bikeway at 19th Street, providing a
strong connection between North Park and Downtown. This proposal eliminates vehicle
access to and from the parking structure on C Street between 7th and 8th avenues. It is
important to note that the main access driveways to this parking structure are provided on
7th and 8th avenues, and C Street currently serves as an exit only access for 7 parking
spaces. Consideration was given to keep C Street open between 7th and 8th avenues similar
to the Park Boulevard design discussed above; however, the street dimensions are more
restricted and such a design solution to keep the street open to vehicles would require a
major reconstruction of the north side of the street including narrowing the sidewalk from
16 to 10.5 feet; relocating street trees, street light fixtures, and the Trolley catenary poles to
the north.

In addition, the California Public Utilities Commission has expressed concern over
vehicle/Trolley accidents at C Street and 7th and 8th avenues and has asked that C Street
be closed to vehicles in this block.

TOPICAL RESPONSE #6: OVERALL NETWORK DEVELOPMENT AND TRAFFIC
OPERATIONS

The development of the Mobility Plan strives to create a feasible system that can be
implemented by repurposing and reconfiguring the existing public right-of-way to better
accommodate all modes of travel. A system wide traffic operational analysis was conducted
to determine which Downtown streets have excess capacity and where an auto travel lane
may be removed to accommodate enhanced pedestrian, bicycle, open space and parking
improvements without significantly impacting Downtown traffic operations. The Technical
Report and SEIR prepared in support of the Mobility Plan studied the impacts to vehicular
circulation, assuming the build-out intensities and land uses in the Downtown Community
Plan (2006). The implementation of the Mobility Plan will result in a significant mode shift
away from vehicular to active transportation and transit modes. Implementation of the
Mobility Plan would reduce future vehicular demand within Downtown San Diego (from 66
percent existing mode share to 46 percent mode share after buildout), increase active
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transportation trips (from 28 percent to 43 percent mode share) and increase transit trips
(from 6 percent to 11 percent mode share). These findings are in support of the recently
adopted City of San Diego Climate Action Plan goals. The Mobility Plan does not make any
land use changes and therefore has no impact on generating or attracting additional traffic
by any mode.

The Final SEIR includes editorial revisions primarily intended to correct minor
discrepancies and provide additional clarification. The revisions do not affect the
conclusions of the Draft SEIR. No new or more severe impacts were identified. These text
changes are indicated by strikeout (deleted) and underline (inserted) markings in the Final
SEIR text. Additionally, several figures were updated or corrected for accuracy:

o Figure 3-3: Planned Bicycle Network and Figure 4.2-1: Existing Bicycle Facilities in the
Final SEIR were revised to reflect the MLK Promenade running along the south side of
the tracks, from Park Boulevard to Fifth Avenue. The gap exists along the north side of
the tracks from Fifth Avenue to Sixth Avenue due to the pedestrian plaza.

e Figure 3-6: Road Diets Accommodating Complete Streets was revised to show Park
Boulevard, from Market Street to Island Avenue, will remain open to vehicular traffic to
facilitate commercial deliveries and provide additional on-street parking.

e Figure 4.2-2: Existing High Frequency Transit Network has been updated to correctly
show Route 215 which operates on Broadway and Park Boulevard.

e Figure 4.2-3: Existing Transit Frequency was revised to show the current alignment for
Route 215 which operates on Broadway and Park Boulevard.
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S.0 Executive Summary

S.1 Project Synopsis

This summary provides a brief synopsis of the proposed Project, which consists of: (1) the
proposed Downtown San Diego Mobility Plan (Mobility Plan); and (2) the proposed
amendment to the Downtown Community Plan consisting of the replacement of the existing
Transportation Chapter with a new Mobility Chapter consistent with the Mobility Plan.
This summary also provides an overview of the applicability of the Program Environmental
Impact Report for the Downtown Community Plan (2006 PEIR) to the proposed Project; the
results of the environmental analysis prepared to supplement the previous environmental
documentation; and the major areas of controversy and issues to be resolved by the Lead
Agency, the City of San Diego (City).

As this document has been prepared as a Supplemental Environmental Impact
Report (SEIR) to the 2006 PEIR, this summary does not contain the extensive background
and analysis found in the previously approved 2006 PEIR. Therefore, it is recommended
that the reader should review the entire SEIR and 2006 PEIR to fully understand the
proposed Project as revised and its potential environmental consequences. The 2006 PEIR
is available at http://civicsd.com/planning/environmental-documents.html and hard copies
are available at the offices of Civic San Diego (located at 401 B Street, Fourth Floor, San
Diego, CA 92101).

S.2 Purpose of the EIR

This SEIR has been prepared to satisfy the regulations of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21000 et seq. These
regulations require that all state and local governmental agencies consider the
environmental consequences of “projects” over which they have discretionary authority
prior to taking action on those projects. The proposed Project includes both the adoption of
a freestanding Mobility Plan and amendments to the Transportation Chapter within the
Downtown Community Plan.

Section 15378 of the CEQA Guidelines states that a project “means the whole of an action,
which has a potential for resulting in either a direct physical change in the environment, or
a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment.” Therefore, these
actions meet the CEQA definition of a project.

The Lead Agency, as defined by Section 15367 of the CEQA Guidelines, is the public agency
that has the principal responsibility and authority for carrying out or approving the project.
As Lead Agency, the City has the responsibility of completing the CEQA document. The
City reviewed the 2006 PEIR to evaluate its applicability to the proposed Project and
conducted a preliminary review to determine the appropriate CEQA document type. It was
determined that there would be potential for new information of substantial importance,
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changes in significant effects relative to the 2006 PEIR analysis, and significant changes to
mitigation relative to the 2006 PEIR as defined by Section 15162(a)(3) of the CEQA
Guidelines. It was also determined that due to the focused scope of the policy and network
improvements proposed, only minor additions would be necessary to make the 2006 PEIR
adequate. Therefore, a SEIR was determined to be the appropriate document for the
proposed Project under CEQA (Section 15163(a) of the CEQA Guidelines).

In accordance with Section 15153 of the CEQA Guidelines, this SEIR contains only the
information necessary to make the 2006 PEIR adequate for the proposed Project. Thus, this
SEIR analyzes the potential environmental impacts of the proposed Project as compared to
the approved Downtown Community Plan for specific issue areas where changes are
necessary to make the 2006 PEIR adequate. The City, as Lead Agency, has determined this
to include the following issue areas: land use and planning, transportation and circulation,
air quality, noise, and hydrology/water quality. This SEIR has been prepared in accordance
with the requirements pursuant to CEQA, as well as the City’s EIR Guidelines (City of San
Diego 2005) and Significance Determination Thresholds (City of San Diego 2011), as
applicable to an SEIR.

In accordance with Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines, this SEIR will be noticed and
include public review. The final SEIR will be considered by the decision-making body (City
Council) with the 2006 PEIR when deciding whether to approve or deny the proposed
Project. If the City decides to approve the proposed Project, the City would adopt necessary
findings with regard to each significant effect found within the SEIR and provide a
Statement of Overriding Considerations for all environmental impacts that cannot be
mitigated to a less than significant level. In order to ensure implementation of mitigation,
the City would also adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP).

S.3 Proposed Project
S.3.1 Location and Setting

The study area for the proposed Project consists of 1,445 acres of land in the metropolitan
core of the City (refer to PEIR Figures 3.1-1 and 3.1-2). Downtown is bounded by Laurel
Street and Interstate 5 (I-5) on the north; I-5, Commercial Street, 16th Street, Sigsbee
Street, Newton Avenue, Harbor Drive, and the extension of Beardsley Street on the east;
and San Diego Bay on the south and west. San Diego International Airport (SDIA) is
located to the northwest of Downtown, and the land uses under the jurisdiction of the Port
of San Diego line the waterfront adjacent to the bay west of Pacific Highway and south of
Harbor Drive.

The study area is highly urbanized with existing transit, roadways, and sidewalks; and is
developed with a mix of residential, office, public/governmental, commercial, and
recreational uses. The Downtown Community Plan identifies a set of neighborhoods within
the study area as part of an effort to call out the unique histories and identities of various
areas of the community, including Little Italy, Cortez, Columbia, Civic/Core, Marina,
Horton/Gaslamp, Convention Center, Ball Park, and East Village.
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S.3.2 Project Objectives

In accordance with Section 15124 of the CEQA Guidelines, the following specific objectives
support the underlying purpose of the proposed Project, which will ultimately aid the Lead
Agency in preparing findings and overriding considerations, if necessary. The objectives of
the proposed Project are:

1. To establish a plan that provides for a balanced network, with enhancements to local
roadways that encourage and facilitate bicycle and pedestrian usage;

2. To designate distinct streets where different individual modes of travel take priority,
such as walking, bicycling, taking transit, or driving;

3. To connect Downtown’s bicycle circulation with surrounding communities and
transit facilities to encourage everyday commuter and recreational bicycle trips
within the region;

4. To provide for sustainable street designs including storm water infiltration and
reduction in storm water runoff as well as flooding; and

5. To provide policies and implementation strategies to allow for the timely and phased
implementation of improvements by both the public and private developments in a
cost-effective manner.

S.3.3 Project Description

The proposed Project includes approval of the proposed Mobility Plan and amendment to
the Downtown Community Plan consisting of the replacement of the existing
Transportation Chapter with a new Mobility Chapter. The planning effort for the proposed
Project was undertaken to address the changing priorities and needs of the multi-modal
network within the urban setting, bringing forth improved connections and access for
transit riders, bicyclists, and pedestrians, while maintaining roadway circulation for cars
and commercial vehicles. No changes to the rail facilities in the study area, which include
the light rail trolley system and heavy rail corridors, are included in the proposed Project
because the complex funding infrastructure, implementation of improvements, and
operations are under the oversight of other entities, including the Metropolitan Transit
System (MTS), San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG), and North County
Transit District (NCTD).

The proposed Project is guided by the framework and policy direction in the Downtown
Community Plan and the City’s General Plan (General Plan). Policies and conceptual
design improvements are presented for the existing roadway network and multi-modal
circulation within the study area. It also outlines the improvements necessary to meet the
objectives that will refine and implement the general vision and goals related to
transportation and mobility for Downtown as expressed in the General Plan. Discretionary
actions required to implement the proposed Project include adoption of the Mobility Plan
and approval of an amendment to the Downtown Community Plan. Certification of the
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SEIR at a noticed public hearing (Process 5) would also be required in conjunction with
adoption of the proposed Project.

S.4 Areas of Controversy

Areas of controversy associated with the proposed Project primarily are associated with
changes and preferences for the planned transportation network. Comments received on
the Notice of Preparation addressed rail crossing safety and methodology used to analyze
state highway facilities (Appendix A). All of these issues are analyzed in the SEIR,
including mobility design options for limited areas of the network.

S.5 Issues to be Resolved by the Lead Agency

The issues to be resolved by the decision-making body, which in this case would be the City
Council, are whether: (1) the significant impacts associated with the environmental issues
of transportation would be fully mitigated to below a level of significance; and (2) there are
overriding reasons to approve the project despite the significant unavoidable transportation
impacts.

S.6 Previous Environmental Documentation

This SEIR incorporates by reference the relevant parts of the 2006 PEIR. As detailed in
Section 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines, “where all or part of another document is
incorporated by reference, the incorporated language shall be considered to be set forth in
full as part of the text of the EIR.” The introduction to this SEIR, Chapter 1, provides a
summary of environmental issue areas from the 2006 PEIR that apply to the ; where the
proposed Project is consistent with the 2006 PEIR, no further analysis is conducted and the
analysis is incorporated through reference (see Section 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines).

This SEIR includes any previously identified mitigation that would be necessary to carry
forward under the proposed Project to maintain the same conclusions concerning the
significance of impacts with mitigation incorporated. As necessary, any new feasible
mitigation measures that could be utilized to avoid or minimize the proposed Project’s
significant environmental impacts, or where previous mitigation measures are proposed for
modification, as listed in Table S-1 at the end of this section, are also discussed within each
relevant topical area and are fully contained in Chapter 6, Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program.

The 2006 PEIR references the initially adopted Final EIR (FEIR) for the Downtown
Community Plan, as well as subsequent addenda that have since been adopted. These are

detailed below for purposes of reference and are hereafter collectively referred to as the
2006 PEIR throughout this SEIR:

e FEIR for the Downtown Community Plan, Centre City Planned District
Ordinance (CCPDO), and 10t Amendment to the Centre City Redevelopment Plan,
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certified by the Redevelopment Agency (“Former Agency”) and City Council on
March 14, 2006 (Resolutions R-04001 and R-301265, respectively).

e Addendum to the Downtown FEIR for the 11t Amendment to the Redevelopment
Plan for the Centre City Redevelopment Project, Amendments to the Downtown
Community Plan, CCPDO, Marina Planned District Ordinance, and Mitigation,
Monitoring and Reporting Program of the Downtown FEIR for the Downtown
Community Plan, CCPDO, and the Redevelopment Plan for the Centre City
Redevelopment Project certified by the Redevelopment Agency (Resolution
No. R-04193) and by the City Council (Resolution No. R-302932), with date of final
passage on July 31, 2007.

e Second Addendum to the Downtown FEIR for the proposed amendments to the
Downtown Community Plan, CCPDO, Marina Planned District Ordinance, and
MMRP certified by the Redevelopment Agency (Resolution No. R-04508), with date
of final passage on April 21, 2010.

e Third Addendum to the Downtown FEIR for the Residential Emphasis District
Amendments to the CCPDO certified by the Redevelopment Agency (Resolution
No. R-04510), with date of final passage on April 21, 2010.

e Fourth Addendum to the Downtown FEIR for the San Diego Civic Center Complex
Project certified by the Redevelopment Agency (Resolution No. R-04544) with date of
final passage on August 3, 2010.

e Fifth Addendum to the Downtown FEIR for the Industrial Buffer Overlay Zone
Amendments to the CCPDO certified by the City Council (Resolution No. R-308724)
with a date of final passage on February 12, 2014.

e Sixth Addendum to the Downtown FEIR for the India and Date Project certified by
the City Council (Resolution No. R-309115) with a date of final passage on
July 14, 2014.
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Issue

O ea C a O
Mitigation Measures

Significance After Mitigation

Land Use and Planning

Community Plan Consistency/ General Plan
Compatibility: The proposed Project would be
consistent with the goals and policies of the
Downtown Community Plan and General Plan.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Land Development Code (LDC) and Planned
District Ordinance (PDO) Consistency: The
proposed Project is intended to further refine and
implement goals and policies for multi-modal
circulation and options in Downtown.
Additionally, the overall intent of the proposed
Project and the existing PDOs are generally
consistent in supporting improvements to the
street network, including pedestrian and bicycling
opportunities.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Multiple Species Conservation Plan
(MSCP)/Multi-Habitat Planning Area Consistency
(MHPA): The project would not conflict with any
provisions of the City’s MSCP Subarea Plan
because the project is not within or adjacent to
any area designed for conservation.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Physical Division of Community: The project
would result in no impact related to physical
division of community. The proposed Project
would enhance connectivity and connection along
existing roadway networks within Downtown and
would not include features that would physically
divide the community.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

ALUCP Compatibility: The project would be
compatible with the SDIA Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP).

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Coastal Plan Compatibility: The project would
support the intent of the Coastal Plan to protect
and enhance access to coastal resources.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.
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Issue

Mitigation Measures

Significance After Mitigation

Transportation and Circulation

Traffic Capacity: The proposed Project would
redistribute vehicle traffic and result in additional
delay at intersections within Downtown. While
providing additional and prioritized connections
and facilities within the network for all users, the
proposed Project would result in Level of Service
(LOS) F at several intersections, as listed below.

Mitigation Measure: Commencing upon adoption of the
proposed Project, Civic San Diego shall implement, as
necessary, potential improvements for the identified roadway
intersections listed below.

In some instances, the identified
mitigation fully or partially
mitigates the impact. In other
instances, mitigation would not be
feasible, as the physical right-of-
way available would preclude
implementation, as indicated.

Pacific Highway and Laurel Street

This intersection is currently built to the limits of the existing
right-of-way. Intersection widening to provide additional lanes
would be required to mitigate the impact to these intersections.
As such, mitigation is considered infeasible due to policy
considerations.

Significant and unavoidable.

Interstate 5 (I-5) Northbound Off-Ramp—
Brant Street and Hawthorn Street

Signalization would be required at this intersection to mitigate
direct project impacts. A traffic signal warrant was conducted.
Based upon the California Manual of Uniformed Traffic Control
Devices (MUTCD), this intersection would meet the “Peak
Hour” warrant.

Less than significant with
mitigation.

Second Avenue and Cedar Street

Signalization would be required at this intersection to mitigate
direct project impacts. A traffic signal warrant was conducted.
Based upon the MUTCD, this intersection would meet the
“Peak Hour” warrant.

Less than significant with
mitigation.

Front Street and Beech Street

Convert on-street parking to a travel lane on Front Street
between Cedar Street and Ash Street during the PM peak hour.

Impacts would remain significant
and unavoidable.

First Avenue and Beech Street

This intersection is currently built to the limits of the existing
right-of-way. Intersection widening to provide additional lanes
would be required to mitigate the impact to these intersections.
As such, mitigation is considered infeasible due to policy
considerations.

Significant and unavoidable.

Fourth Avenue and Beech Street

Convert on-street parking to a travel lane on Fourth Avenue

Less than significant with

between Cedar Street and Ash Street during the AM peak hour. | mitigation.
First Avenue and A Street Remove on-street parking on the north side of A Street between | Less than significant with
First and Front avenues as necessary to provide an eastbound mitigation.

left-turn lane.

17th Street and B Street

Signalization would be required at this intersection to mitigate
direct project impacts. A traffic signal warrant was conducted.
Based upon the MUTCD, this intersection would meet the
“Peak Hour” warrant.

Less than significant with
mitigation.
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Issue

Mitigation Measures

Significance After Mitigation

16th Street and C Street

This intersection is currently built to the limits of the existing
right-of-way. Intersection widening to provide additional lanes

would be required to mitigate the impact to these intersections.

As such, mitigation is considered infeasible due to policy
considerations.

Significant and unavoidable.

Front Street and Broadway

This intersection is currently built to the limits of the existing
right-of-way. Intersection widening to provide additional lanes

would be required to mitigate the impact to these intersections.

As such, mitigation is considered infeasible due to policy
considerations.

Significant and unavoidable.

First Avenue and Broadway

This intersection is currently built to the limits of the existing
right-of-way. Intersection widening to provide additional lanes

would be required to mitigate the impact to these intersections.

As such, mitigation is considered infeasible due to policy
considerations.

Significant and unavoidable.

11th Avenue and Broadway

This intersection is currently built to the limits of the existing
right-of-way. Intersection widening to provide additional lanes

would be required to mitigate the impact to these intersections.

As such, mitigation is considered infeasible due to policy
considerations.

Significant and unavoidable.

16th Street and E Street

Remove on-street parking on the east side of 16th Street south
of E Street as necessary to provide a northbound right-turn
lane.

Less than significant with
mitigation.

15th Street and F Street

Signalization would be required at this intersection to mitigate
direct project impacts. A traffic signal warrant was conducted.
Based upon the MUTCD, this intersection would meet the
“Peak Hour” warrant.

Impacts would remain significant
and unavoidable.

16th Street and F Street

This intersection is currently built to the limits of the existing
right-of-way. Intersection widening to provide additional lanes

would be required to mitigate the impact to these intersections.

As such, mitigation is considered infeasible due to policy
considerations.

Significant and unavoidable.

11th Avenue and G Street

Convert on-street parking to a travel lane on G Street between

Less than significant with

11th Avenue and 17th Street during the PM peak hour. mitigation.
Park Boulevard and G Street Convert on-street parking to a travel lane on G Street between Less than significant with
11th Avenue and 17th Street during the PM peak hour. mitigation.

13th Street and G Street

Convert on-street parking to a travel lane on G Street between
11th Avenue and 17th Street during the PM peak hour.

Impacts would remain significant
and unavoidable.
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Issue

Mitigation Measures

Significance After Mitigation

14th Street and G Street

Convert on-street parking to a travel lane on G Street between
11th Avenue and 17th Street during the PM peak hour.

Impacts would remain significant
and unavoidable.

16th Street and G Street

Convert on-street parking to a travel lane on G Street between
11th Avenue and 17th Street during the PM peak hour.

Impacts would remain significant
and unavoidable.

17th Street and G Street

Signalization and convert on-street parking to a travel lane on
G Street between 11th Avenue and 17th Street during the PM
peak hour. A traffic signal warrant was conducted. Based upon
the MUTCD, this intersection would meet the “Peak Hour”
warrant.

Impacts would remain significant
and unavoidable.

11th Avenue and Market Street

This intersection is currently built to the limits of the existing
right-of-way. Intersection widening to provide additional lanes

would be required to mitigate the impact to these intersections.

As such, mitigation is considered infeasible due to policy
considerations.

Significant and unavoidable.

16th Street and Island Avenue

Signalization would be required at this intersection to mitigate
direct project impacts. A traffic signal warrant was conducted.
Based upon the MUTCD, this intersection would meet the
“Peak Hour” warrant.

Less than significant with
mitigation.

19th Street and J Street

Restripe the northbound left-turn lane into a northbound left-
turn and through shared lane.

Less than significant with
mitigation

Logan Avenue and I-5 Soutbound Off-Ramp

Signalization would be required at this intersection to mitigate
direct project impacts. A traffic signal warrant was conducted.
Based upon the MUTCD, this intersection would meet the
“Peak Hour” warrant.

Less than significant with
mitigation.

Air Quality

Air Quality Plan Implementation: The proposed
Project would not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the regional air quality plans
because it would implement many of the
strategies and policies established by regional
plans to reduce air pollution.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Air Emissions: Implementation of the project
would not result in an increase in mobile source
air emissions. Operation-related impacts and
maximum daily construction emissions are
projected to be less than the applicable thresholds
for all criterion pollutants.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.
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Issue

Mitigation Measures

Significance After Mitigation

Sensitive Receptors: No future carbon monoxide
(CO) hot spots are forecast at any intersection in
Downtown with implementation of the proposed
Project. Due to the short exposure period, and the
ongoing implementation of U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) and California Air
Resources Board (CARB) requirements for cleaner
fuels, diesel engine retrofits and new low-emission
diesel engine types, diesel PM generated by
project construction is not expected to affect
nearby sensitive receptors.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Noise

Noise Abatement and Control Ordinance: The
proposed Project would not introduce new land
uses that would generate noise. Future projects
implemented in accordance with the proposed
Project would conform to standards established in
the City’s Noise Abatement and Control
Ordinance.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Interior Noise: The proposed Project provides a
guide for the mobility network within Downtown
and would not generate any vehicle trips. While
the proposed Plan would result in a redistribution
of traffic volumes on Downtown roadways due to
the change in priorities, none of the mobility
improvements would place vehicle travel lanes
closer to sensitive receptors and policies are in
place that would reduce interior noise levels.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Exterior Noise: While the proposed Plan would
result in a redistribution of traffic volumes on
Downtown roadways due to the change in
priorities on roadways, policies are in place that
would reduce interior noise levels. The proposed
Project would not result in an audible change in
noise levels.

None required.

Ambient Noise: The proposed Project would not
result in a permanent increase the noise levels
characteristic of the existing urban Downtown
environment.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.
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Issue

O ea C a O
Mitigation Measures

Significance After Mitigation

Hydrology/Water Quality

Hydrology: The proposed Project includes goals
and policies specifically target decreasing runoff
rates by increasing permeable areas, and
providing improvements and design features that
can address water quality impacts from surface
flows. Future projects implemented in accordance
with the proposed Project would be required to
comply with applicable hydrology regulations.
Compliance with the applicable and current
regulations would require control of runoff in a
manner that would prevent impacts downstream.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Water Quality: The implementation of the
proposed Project would be completed in
compliance with applicable storm water
standards. The proposed Project also includes
goals and policies to increase natural filtration of
storm water and pollutant reductions from
reaching the San Diego Bay to promote
compliance with local regulations and, in turn,
would contribute to improving surface water
quality.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.

Floodplains: While the proposed Project includes
areas partially within flood hazard zones, those
areas are already developed. Future projects
implemented in accordance with the proposed
Project would comply with regulations as well as
goals and policies to encourage improvements to
the existing storm drain system.

None required.

Impacts would be less than
significant.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

This SEIR addresses the potential environmental effects of the proposed Project and has
been prepared in compliance with CEQA PRC Section 21000 et seq., and California Code of
Regulations (CCR), Title 14, Section 15000, et seq.), the City’s EIR Guidelines (City of San
Diego 2005), and Significance Determination Thresholds (City of San Diego 2011). As this
document is a SEIR, only information necessary to make the 2006 PEIR adequate for the
adoption of the proposed Project are included in the analysis.

The proposed Project consists of the Mobility Plan and amending the Transportation
Chapter of the Downtown Community Plan. The proposed Project would provide updated
transportation planning for the 1,445-acre study area, in accordance with the General
Plan’s transportation goals and policies, the SANDAG Smart Growth Concept
Map (SANDAG 2014), and the 2008 California Complete Streets Act.

The main project objective is to achieve a more balanced, multi-modal transportation
system within the study area. To achieve this goal, the proposed Project designates
transportation routes for bicyclists, pedestrians, public transit, and automobiles. Additional
project description details are provided in Chapter 3, Project Description.

1.1 Purpose and Intended Uses

This SEIR is intended to inform decision-makers, public agencies, and the public about the
potential significant adverse environmental impacts of the proposed Project and provide
decision-makers with an understanding of the associated physical and environmental
changes prior to taking action on the project. The SEIR includes recommended mitigation
measures which, when implemented, would substantially lessen or avoid significant effects
of the project on the environment.
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1.2 Legal Authority
1.2.1 Lead Agency

The Lead Agency for the 2006 PEIR was the City’s Redevelopment Agency (Redevelopment
Agency), and the document was prepared by Centre City Development Corporation (CCDC)
acting on its behalf. As discussed further in Section 3.1, Background, Assembly Bill (AB) 26
enacted in 2012, dissolved all redevelopment agencies within California. In order to
continue to advance community goals, the City changed the name of CCDC to Civic San
Diego, which is a City-owned public benefit non-profit corporation that has the principal
responsibility and authority for providing planning and zoning functions for the City in the
Downtown Community Plan area.

As the City is now the public agency that has the principal responsibility and authority for
carrying out or approving the current proposed Project, the City would be the Lead Agency
per Sections 15050, 15051, and 15367 of the CEQA Guidelines and has the sole authority to
approve or deny the proposed Project. The City Council has the responsibility of certifying
the EIR, and approving or denying the project (Sections 15090 and 15092 of the CEQA
Guidelines). If necessary, the Lead Agency shall also prepare the Findings and Statement
of Overriding Considerations (Sections 15091 and 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines). The
analysis and findings contained within this document reflect the independent, impartial
conclusions of the City.

1.2.2 Responsible and Trustee Agencies

State law requires that all EIRs be reviewed by Responsible and Trustee Agencies. A
Responsible Agency, defined pursuant to Section 15381 of the CEQA Guidelines, includes
all public agencies, other than the Lead Agency, which have discretionary approval power
over the project. A Trustee Agency is defined in Section 15386 of the CEQA Guidelines as a
state agency having jurisdiction by law over natural resources affected by a project that are
held in trust for the people of the state of California.

Implementation of the proposed Project may require consultation with the following
Responsible and Trustee Agencies, as described below.

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans): Caltrans has jurisdiction over
I-5, which is partially located within the study area.

California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC): The mass transit commuter and
freight train system within the study area is under the jurisdiction of the CPUC.

Metropolitan Transit System (MTS): All of the bus and trolley transit located within the
study area are served by MTS.

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA): The study area is located within the San Diego
International Airport Influence Area (AIA), and Review Area 1 and 2 (San Diego County
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Regional Airport Authority 2014). Thus, future transportation improvements within the
study area may be subject to FAA review.

San Diego County Air Pollution Control District (SDAPCD): The County of San
Diego (County) Board of Supervisors sits as the Board of the SDAPCD, which is an agency
that regulates sources of air pollution within the county. This is accomplished through an
integrated monitoring, engineering, and compliance operation, each of which is a separate
division within the SDAPCD, and each is designed to protect the public from the adverse
impacts of polluted air. The SDAPCD would be responsible for issuing permits for
construction and operation of future projects.

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB): The San Diego RWQCB
regulates water quality and oversees the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) Permit No. CA 0108758. The RWQCB would be both a Responsible and
Trustee Agency, as it has discretionary approval power over the project and holds regional
water quality in its trust through the NPDES compliance review process.

1.3 Document Type, Scope, and Organization

1.3.1 Type of EIR

The City conducted a preliminary review to determine the appropriate CEQA document
type to address the proposed Project. Previously, the 2006 PEIR analyzed the potential
environmental effects of the Downtown Community Plan, which included new and
redeveloped residential, office, and commercial properties in and around urban Downtown
San Diego.

The Downtown Community Plan included a Transportation Chapter (Chapter 7) that
detailed transportation goals and policies. The proposed Project includes the replacement of
the Transportation Chapter with a new Mobility Chapter consistent with the Mobility Plan.
The proposed Project calls for updated subsequent transportation-related projects that were
not previously envisioned or called for in the Downtown Community Plan or 2006 PEIR.

Therefore, it was determined that the proposed Project involved new information of
substantial importance and could have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
2006 PEIR; that without further analysis, it is unknown if significant effects previously
examined could be substantially more severe than shown in the 2006 PEIR; and the
proposed Project and mitigation measures may be considerably different from those
analyzed and presented in the 2006 PEIR (Section 15162(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines).

However, it was also determined that due to the focused scope of the policy and network
improvements proposed, only minor additions would be necessary to make the 2006 PEIR
adequate. Therefore, this SEIR was determined to be the appropriate document for the
proposed Project, in accordance with Section 15163(a) of the CEQA Guidelines.
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1.3.2 Scope

In accordance with Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines, this SEIR contains only the
information necessary to make the 2006 PEIR adequate for the project as revised. Thus,
this SEIR analyzes the potential environmental impacts of the Mobility Plan for only the
issue areas where changes are necessary to make the 2006 PEIR adequate. The scope of
analysis for this analysis was determined by the City as a result of initial project review
and consideration of comments received in response to a Notice of Preparation (NOP)
circulated for a 30-day public comment period from December 2, 2014, concluding on
January 5, 2015 (Appendix A). Through these scoping activities, it was determined that the
issue areas analysis required updating in order to provide the information necessary to
make the 2006 PEIR adequate for the proposed Project include: land use and planning,
transportation/access/parking, greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, air quality, noise, and
hydrology/water quality.

This SEIR includes any previously identified mitigation that would be necessary to carry
forward under the proposed Project to maintain the same conclusions concerning the
significance of impacts with mitigation incorporated. As necessary, any new feasible
mitigation measures that could be utilized to avoid or minimize the proposed Project’s
significant environmental impacts, or where previous mitigation measures are proposed for
modification, are detailed as appropriate within the issue analysis and summarized in
Chapter 6, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. The environmental analysis
within the 2006 PEIR of all other environmental issue areas, including growth inducement
and alternative analysis, remain applicable to the proposed Project, which is summarized
below. An additional discussion of growth inducement, irreversible environmental changes,
and effects found not to be significant remain applicable to the proposed Project as
discussed in Chapter 5, Other CEQA-Required Discussions. Since the NOP was released,
GHG emissions were determined to be less than significant, as further detailed below. The
initial project review analysis is documented below by each issue area.

Historical Resources

The proposed Project would include improvements to existing roadways and sidewalks,
within the current public rights-of-way. No existing structures would be directly impacted
as a result of the implementation of the proposed street improvements.

The PEIR identifies that the study area may contain subsurface archaeological resources.
PEIR Section 5.3, Historical Resources, states that archaeological resources may be difficult
to detect prior to construction activities, as they are located underground. In the Downtown
planning area, archaeological resources have been found within inches of the ground
surface. Therefore, the potential to affect important archaeological sites exists if a
redevelopment activity requires even minimal grading and/or excavation.

This section identifies an archaeological resource monitoring program as mitigation for this
potential impact. The mitigation measure HIST-B.1-1 would mitigate potential
archaeological resources impacts to below a level of significance. As the study area is the
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same as 1dentified in the PEIR and would also continue to allow subsurface excavation, the
proposed Project would have the same impact as identified in the PEIR and the same
mitigation would apply. Thus, the PEIR historical resource analysis adequately applies to
the proposed Project and no changes to the PEIR Section 5.3, Historical Resources, analysis
is warranted

Furthermore, any improvements carried out under the proposed Project would also be
required to comply with the City Street Design Manual and the Centre City Streetscape
Manual, including improvements proposed in areas within a designated historic district.
Therefore, no impacts to historic and archaeological resources would occur as a result of the
proposed Project. No changes to the 2006 PEIR Section 5.3, Historic Resources, analysis is
warranted.

Public Facilities and Services

The proposed Project would not necessitate changes to the library, school, fire
protection/emergency medical, law enforcement, water, wastewater, or solid waste facility
analysis of the PEIR, as it would not alter the demand or directly impact such facilities. As
identified in the PEIR, physical impacts associated with planned public facility and services
would be less than significant. Thus, the PEIR public facility and services analysis
adequately applies to the proposed Project and no changes to the PEIR Section 5.4, Public
Facilities and Services, analysis is warranted.

Geology and Seismicity

The geology and seismicity conditions identified in the PEIR Section 5.5, Geology and
Seismicity, continue to accurately reflect the current conditions. The proposed Project
continues to locate transportation facilities within the rights-of-way as assumed in the
PEIR, and does not alter the Downtown Community Plan geologic goals and policies. As
identified in the PEIR, geology impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation
would be necessary. Overall, the analysis completed in the PEIR continues to adequately
apply to the proposed Project and no change to the PEIR Section 5.5, Geology and
Seismicity, analysis is warranted.

Aesthetics/Visual Quality

The proposed Project would further define which roadways would be oriented towards
transit, vehicles, bicycles, or pedestrians, but this change would not be result in a
substantial visual change that would differ from the condition analyzed for the Downtown
Community Plan in the 2006 PEIR. The change in roadway traffic flow or vehicle
composition would not alter the visual urbanized traffic condition. The pedestrian-oriented
corridors would potentially increase the sidewalks and landscaping, but this change is
discussed in the PEIR and would be a positive aesthetic change. View corridors identified in
the PEIR would be the same as under the proposed Project and no changes to buildings are
included in the proposed Project. Thus, the PEIR visual analysis adequately applies to the
proposed Project and no changes to the PEIR Section 5.6, Aesthetics/Visual Quality,
analysis 1s warranted.
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Hazardous Materials

The 2006 PEIR Section 5.10, Hazardous Materials, identifies that Downtown includes one
California Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Cortese List hazardous waste site (Tow
Basin Facility). It also identifies that any hazardous waste handling, storage, and
transportation, including building materials, shall be conducted in accordance with various
regulations. Compliance with these regulations and emergency plans would ensure that
hazardous material impacts would be less than significant. As identified under the PEIR,
any environmental changes completed pursuant to the proposed Project would similarly be
required to comply with hazardous waste regulations and emergency plans. Thus, the PEIR
hazardous material analysis adequately applies to the proposed Project and no changes to
the PEIR Section 5.10, Hazardous Materials, analysis is needed.

Population/Housing

The 2006 PEIR analysis identified that no significant population or housing impact would
occur under the Downtown Community Plan. The proposed Project would not directly affect
any existing housing or indirectly change any residential structures such that it is
associated with population and housing. The PEIR Section 5.11, Population and Housing,
analysis and impact conclusion continues to adequately apply to the proposed Project and
no change to the PEIR analysis is warranted.

Paleontological Resources

The 2006 PEIR identifies that Downtown is underlain by San Diego Formation, Bay Point
Formation, and artificial fill. The San Diego and Bay Point Formations both have high
paleontological resource sensitivity, and any substantial excavation (over 1,000 cubic yards)
into these formations would have potential to significantly impact paleontological
resources. PEIR Section 5.12, Paleontological Resources, identifies a paleontological
monitoring program as mitigation for this potential impact. This mitigation measure
PAL-A.1-1 mitigates the potential paleontological resource impact to below a level of
significance. As the study area is the same as identified in the PEIR and would also
continue to allow subsurface excavation, the proposed Project would have the same impact
as identified in the PEIR and the same mitigation would apply. Thus, the 2006 PEIR
paleontological resource analysis adequately applies to the proposed Project and no changes
to the PEIR Section 5.12, Paleontological Resources, analysis is warranted.

Energy

The 2006 PEIR Section 5.13, Energy, evaluates the increase of Community Plan energy and
natural gas use based on land use growth. The proposed Project would not alter land use
and would not result in any direct increase in residential development or growth. One of the
overarching goals of the proposed Project is to balance non-vehicular modes of travel within
the study area, which would serve to reduce consumption of gasoline associated with trips.
The amount of energy used during the construction phase of the improvements
implemented under the proposed Project is not expected to exceed what was considered and
analyzed in the PEIR or the be significant, even if all projects envisioned under the
proposed Project are realized within a relatively short time period. Therefore, the PEIR
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Section 5.13, Energy, analysis would adequately apply to the proposed Project and no
changes to the PEIR analysis is warranted.

GHG Emissions

The 2006 PEIR did not analyze GHG emissions. However, there is substantial evidence
that the Downtown Community Plan’s impact on global warming could have been evaluated
in the 2006 PEIR because the effects of GHG were known as far back as the late 1970s.
Therefore, it is not new information. If the proposed Project were not to be adopted or
implemented, changes to the roadway network, including projects identified in the City’s
Capital Improvements Program (CIP), would still occur under the existing condition. In
addition, the majority of these subsequent projects would not involve major grading
activities; rather, they would be the restriping of lanes within existing right-of-way, the
addition of landscaping, bicycle and pedestrian amenities, and similar types of projects
which would not represent a substantial increase in GHG emissions compared to the
existing condition. Given the limited scale of improvements, construction-related GHG
emissions would be a negligible percentage of the total regional emissions when considering
the emissions generated by mobile sources. Further, by promoting a multi-modal
transportation network that includes enhancements to the pedestrian, bicycle and transit
facilities, the proposed Project would also serve to implement the City’s General Plan GHG
reduction goals. The proposed Project would also implement the City’s Climate Action Plan
by promoting facilities increasing the mode share for bicycling, walking, and transit within
the Downtown community. Therefore, the proposed Project would not represent a
significant increase in GHG emissions.

Alternatives

The 2006 PEIR Section 10.1, Alternatives, evaluates the No Project Alternative to the
Downtown Community Plan. The proposed Project would not alter land use and would not
result in any direct increase in residential development or growth. Through the analysis, no
new significant impacts were identified. The only issue area where mitigation has been
refined or added in the SEIR is for transportation-related impacts due to proposed
modifications for the Downtown network; therefore, Section 4.2, Transportation and
Circulation, of the SEIR provides a discussion of mobility options for limited segments
within the network that would also meet the objectives of the proposed Project. As no new
environmental issue was found in the SEIR analysis to be significant, no new alternative
analysis 1s warranted.

Cumulative

Consistent with Section 15130 of the CEQA Guidelines, the discussion of cumulative
impacts in the 2006 PEIR is based on a summary of projections contained in adopted
planning documents. Local and regional plans have been updated since the 2006 PEIR. The
proposed Project, which is also a program-level analysis of the transportation network for
Downtown, would not change the projections in the regional plans (e.g., SANDAG,
SDAPCD, RWQCB, and the City of San Diego) or contribute to previously identified
significant cumulative impacts within the 2006 PEIR. In addition, the proposed Project has
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been prepared in consideration of updates to those plans, and contains policies consistent
with those plans.

The 2006 PEIR concluded that the Downtown Community Plan had the potential to result
in significant cumulative impacts related to air quality (increase in mobile source emissions
and construction emissions), cultural resources (historical and archaeological resources),
hydrology/water quality (surface water pollution), noise (traffic noise increase), and
traffic/circulation. Of these, as noted in Chapter 1 of this SEIR, the proposed Project would
have no change to the issue areas identified, or as noted in Chapter 4 of this SEIR, a
potentially improved condition due to the recommendations to promote a more balanced
network. As no new environmental issue was found in the SEIR analysis to be cumulatively
significant, no new analysis is warranted.

Other Issues

The 2006 PEIR also addressed growth inducement. As indicated in PEIR Chapter 7,
Growth Inducement, the previous project was intended to foster growth in Downtown, and
growth inducement was considered a beneficial effect due to its resulting revitalization,
infrastructure upgrades, increases in property tax revenue, and affordable housing. The
project was also considered regionally growth inducing, as it would likely increase the
population in the region beyond the growth forecasts at the time the 2006 PEIR was
proposed.

An initial study was completed by CCDC to develop the scope of the 2006 PEIR. Based on
that report, the Downtown Community Plan was found to have no potential for significant
impacts related to biological resources, agriculture resources, forestry resources, or mineral
resources. As these resources remain the same as previously analyzed, this previous
environmental analysis adequately applies to the proposed Project and no changes to the
analysis is warranted.

1.3.3 Organization

The format and order of contents of this SEIR follow the direction of the City’s EIR
Guidelines (2005). Modifications to the typical format were necessary, as this EIR is a
supplemental document. A brief overview of the various sections of this SEIR is provided
below:

e Executive Summary. Provides a summary of the SEIR, a brief description of the
proposed Project, identification of areas of controversy, and inclusion of a summary
table identifying significant impacts, proposed mitigation measures, and impact rating
after mitigation. A summary of the 2006 PEIR alternatives analysis is also provided,
but the full analysis can be found in the previously approved PEIR.

e Section 1.0, Introduction. Contains an overview of the purpose and intended uses of
the SEIR; Lead, Responsible, and Trustee Agencies; and the CEQA environmental
review process. It also provides a discussion of the scope and format of the SEIR.
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e Section 2.0, Environmental Setting. Provides a description of the proposed Project’s
regional context, location, and existing physical characteristics and land use.

e Section 3.0, Project Description. Provides a detailed discussion of the proposed
Project, including background, objectives, key components, and discretionary actions.

e Section 4.0, Environmental Analysis. Provides a detailed evaluation of
environmental issue analysis, consisting of information necessary to make the 2006
PEIR adequate for the project as revised. In accordance with the City’s EIR Guidelines,
Section 4.0 begins with the issue of land use, followed by the remaining issues in order
of significance. Under each issue area in Section 4.0, this SEIR includes a description of
the existing conditions relevant to each environmental topic; presentation of
threshold(s) of significance based on the City Development Services Department’s
CEQA Significance Determination Thresholds for the particular issue area under
evaluation; identification of an issue statement; an assessment of any impacts
associated with implementation of the proposed Project; a summary of the significance
of any impacts; and recommendations for mitigation measures. As this EIR is a
supplemental environmental document, this analysis also includes a comparison to the
previously analyzed existing conditions, impacts, mitigation, and significance.

e Section 5.0, Other CEQA-Required Discussions. Addresses growth-inducing
impacts, irreversible environmental changes, impacts found not to be significant,
potential energy impacts, and potential cumulative impacts compared to those
identified in the 2006 PEIR.

e Section 6.0, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. Documents all the
applicable mitigation measures identified in the 2006 PEIR as well as the revised
mitigation identified in Section 4.0, Environmental Analysis.

e Section 7.0, References Cited, Individuals and Agencies Consulted, and
Certification. Lists all of the reference materials cited in the SEIR, individuals and
agencies contacted during preparation of the SEIR, and individuals responsible for the
preparation of the SEIR.

1.3.4 Incorporation by Reference

As permitted by Section 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines, this SEIR has referenced several
technical studies and reports. Information from these documents has been briefly
summarized in this SEIR, and their relationship to this SEIR described. These documents,
along with other sources cited, are included in Chapter 7, References Cited, and are hereby
incorporated by reference, and are available for review at Civic San Diego, located at 401 B
Street, San Diego, California 92101 and on the website for the proposed
Project (http://www.downtownsdmobility.com).

e City of San Diego General Plan (City of San Diego 2008)

e Downtown Community Plan (City of San Diego 2006)
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e Downtown Community Plan Program Final EIR (City of San Diego 2006)
¢ Draft Downtown San Diego Mobility Plan (Civic San Diego 2016)
¢ Draft Downtown Community Plan Mobility Chapter (Civic San Diego 2016)

e Downtown San Diego Mobility Plan Technical Report (Technical Report) (Civic San
Diego 2015)

1.4 SEIR Process

As with all EIRs, the SEIR review process occurs in two basic stages. The first stage is the
Draft SEIR, which offers the public the opportunity to comment on the document, while the
second stage is the Final SEIR, which provides the basis for approving the proposed Project.

The Draft SEIR has been distributed for review to the public and interested and affected
agencies for the purpose of providing comments “on the sufficiency of the document in
identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the environment and ways in which the
significant effects of the project might be avoided and mitigated” (Section 15204 of the
CEQA Guidelines). In accordance with Sections 15085 and 15087 (a)(1) of the CEQA
Guidelines, a Notice of Completion has been filed with the State Office of Planning and
Research, and notice of availability of the Draft SEIR issued in a newspaper of general
circulation in the area.

The SEIR is available for review during the public review period at the following locations:
e Civic San Diego, 401 B Street, San Diego, California 92101;

e San Diego Public Library Central Library, 330 Park Boulevard, San Diego,
California 92101; and

e  Online at: http://www.downtownsdmobility.com

The culmination of this process is a public hearing where the City Council will determine
whether to certify the Final SEIR as being complete and in accordance with CEQA. The
Final SEIR will be available for public review at least 14 days before the public hearing to
provide commenters the opportunity to review the written responses to their comment
letters.

1.5 Subsequent Environmental Review

For an individual project proposed in Downtown San Diego, an analysis must be completed
in compliance with Sections 15168 and 15180 of the CEQA Guidelines to determine if the
2006 PEIR and Final SEIR documents adequately address the potential environmental
impacts of the future project. Where consistent with the 2006 PEIR and this SEIR,
documentation shall be prepared to summarize the consistency and compliance of the
project and no further analysis would be required pursuant to CEQA.
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Chapter 2
Environmental Setting

2.1 Project Location and Physical
Characteristics

The study area is identical to that identified in the previous Downtown Community Plan.
While several projects have occurred since the preparation of the 2006 PEIR, those changes
do not result in a need to substantially revise the general physical characteristics of the
study area originally described in the 2006 PEIR. The following information is briefly
reiterated below from the 2006 PEIR to provide a general context for the SEIR.

2.1.1 Location

The study area for the proposed Project consists of 1,445 acres of land in the metropolitan
core of the City (refer to PEIR Figures 3.1-1 and 3.1-2). Downtown is bounded by Laurel
Street and I-5 on the north; I-5, Commercial Street, 16th Street, Sigsbee Street, Newton
Avenue, Harbor Drive, and the extension of Beardsley Street on the east; and San Diego
Bay on the south and west. Major north-south access routes to Downtown are I-5, State
Route 163 (SR-163), and Pacific Highway. The major east-west access route to Downtown is
State Route 94 (SR-94).

2.1.2 Physical Characteristics

Downtown is characterized by a relatively high intensity and variety of urban land uses,
such as high-rise commercial office, multi-family residential, retail, hotel, entertainment,
and institutional/government uses.

Downtown’s street network creates a grid pattern that results in relatively small (200 feet
by 300 feet or 1.4 acres) blocks. A number of streets are one-way, and others limit left turns
against opposing traffic. These features are intended to provide smoother traffic flow for
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drivers and pedestrians. As indicated above, Downtown is connected to three major
freeways, including I-5, SR-163, and SR-94. Pacific Highway is also currently used to carry
a moderate concentration of traffic flow in and out of downtown.

Transit consists of heavy rail lines along the western edge of Downtown, adjacent to Pacific
Highway, serving commuters, regional travelers, and to the south, freight from working
areas of the Port. Three trolley lines serve Downtown residents, workers, and visitors and
an extensive network of public buses connects the area to the rest of San Diego. A
multitude of bus routes serves Downtown on almost a 24-hour basis, and transit is more
prevalent Downtown than in any other part of the region.

As with the rest of the City, the study area has a Mediterranean climate, ornamental
landscaping, and a relatively flat topography (refer to PEIR Figure 3.2-1). Due to its
urbanized nature, no native habitat exists. The area gradually slopes from 0 feet above
mean sea level (AMSL) at the western area along the San Diego Bay to 180 feet AMSL
around Balboa Park and Cortez Hill.

2.2 New or Updated Applicable Plans

The PEIR included a brief overview of the following applicable plans to provide the
Downtown Community Plan planning context: City of San Diego Progress Guide and
General Plan, the California State Implementation Plan (SIP), Regional Air Quality
Strategy (RAQS), SANDAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan RCP (RCP) and San Diego
Forward, San Diego RWQCB’s Basin Plan, San Diego Port Master Plan, City of San Diego
MSCP, and the Regional Airport Authority’s Comprehensive Land Use Plan for the SDIA.

Most of these plans have been updated since the preparation of the PEIR. As such, this
SEIR includes revised information regarding these plans as well as the updated NPDES
Permits and Hydromodification Management Plan (HMP) below.

2.2.1 State Plans

2.2.1.1 State Implementation Plan

The SIP is a collection of documents that set forth the state’s strategies for achieving the
national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). Since 2006, the San Diego Air Basin
(SDAB) has attained the 8-Hour National Ozone Standard. Thus, the SDAPCD prepared,
and the CARB approved, the 2012 Maintenance Plan and Redesignation Request for the
1997 8-Hour National Ozone Standard. However, it should be noted that the SDAB is still
in non-attainment for the state ozone standards. All of the other applicable SIP components
are the same as in 2006, and are detailed in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) at
40 CFR 52.220.
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2.2.2 Regional Plans

2.2.2.1 Regional Air Quality Strategy

The SDAPCD is the agency that regulates air quality in the SDAB. The SDAPCD prepared
the RAQS in response to the requirements set forth in the California Clean Air Act (CAA;
AB 2595; County of San Diego 1992). The RAQS are required to be updated every three
years. Since 2006, the RAQS were updated in 2009. Per the 2009 RAQS, emissions between
2006 and 2009 were estimated to be reduced at an average annual rate of 2.7 percent for
volatile organic compounds (VOC) and 3.0 percent for nitrogen oxides (NOx). Four new
stationary source measures and more restrictive stationary source control measures were
adopted in 2008-2009, consisting of measures related to adhesive and sealant applications,
automotive refinishing, low-VOC solvent wipe cleaning, stationary combustion turbines,
residential water heaters, and boilers, steam generators, and process heaters. The four new
measures will potentially provide over 5 tons per day additional reductions in VOC
emissions alone; thereby more effectively improve air quality relative to the previous

RAQS.

The emission control programs related to mobile sources, as well as transportation control
measures, were also evaluated. The incentivized emission programs include the following:
Vehicle Registration Fund Program; Lower Emission School Bus Replacement and Retrofit
Program; Palomar Mitigation Funds Program; and Lawn Mower Exchange Program. The
six Transportation Control Measures are: (1) Transit Improvements; (2) Vanpools;
(3) High-Occupancy Vehicle Lanes; (4) Park-and-Ride Facilities; (5) Bicycle Facilities; and
(6) Traffic Signal Improvements.

2.2.2.2 San Diego Forward

In October of 2015, SANDAG adopted San Diego Forward, the combination and update of
the Regional Comprehensive Plan (RCP) for the San Diego Region and the 2050 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) into one plan.
Previously the RCP (2004) served as the long-range planning document to address the
region’s housing, economic, transportation, environmental, and overall quality-of-life needs,
and the RTP (2011) served as the long-range advisory vision plan for transit, rail, and bus
services, express or managed lanes, highways, local streets, bicycling, and walking. The
RTP focused on a SCS consistent with Senate Bill (SB) 375, ensuring social equality in
developing the transportation system, projections on reasonably available financial
resources, and offering more travel choices. The vision would be to develop a compact urban
core where more people reside and use fewer resources. This vision reflects a transportation
system that supports a robust economy and a healthy and safe environment with climate
change protection while providing a higher quality of life for San Diego County residents.
This includes better activity centers with homes and jobs enabling more people to use
transit and walk and bike; efficiently transporting goods; and providing effective
transportation options for all people.
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2.2.2.3 Basin Plan and National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System Permits

The San Diego RWQCB is responsible for the preparation of a Basin Plan for the San Diego
Basin. The Basin Plan designates beneficial uses for water bodies in the San Diego Region
and establishes water quality objectives and implementation plans to protect those
beneficial uses. While the Basin Plan has not been substantially updated since the
preparation of the 2006 PEIR, the Municipal Storm Water and Construction NPDES
permits have been. The updates are described below.

The 2013 Municipal NPDES permit (R9-2013-0001) is currently in effect, but the permit,
adopted in February 2015 (R9-2015-0001) will become effective in December 2015. Relative
to the previous permit, the 2013 permit shifted the focus from a list of water quality
measures to be implemented by a project, to projects showing a measurable improvement to
storm water quality. The 2015 Municipal NPDES permit (R9-2015-0001) incorporated
Orange County Co-permittees and placed stricter water quality limits on projects. It is
noted that the 2015 adoption also delayed addressing two issues related to prior lawful
approval and receiving water limitations. Thus, it is currently unknown if the 2015 permit
requirements will apply to all future projects or just those approved after December 2015.

The Construction NPDES general permit (Order 2009-0009-DWQ) was effective
July 1, 2010, and was amended by 2010-0014-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ. This permit
includes 12 main changes from the previous Permit (Order 99-08-DWQ), including
additional minimum Best Management Practices measures, Rain Event Action Plans, and
additional monitoring and reporting requirements.

2.2.2.4 Hydromodification Management Plan

In 2010, the San Diego RWQCB adopted the final HMP for the County. The purpose of the
HMP is to manage increases in runoff which can lead to erosion of channel beds and banks.
Managing discharge rates and durations from priority development projects also serves to
protect beneficial uses and stream habitat sediment pollution generation. The plan requires
post-project runoff flows and durations to not exceed pre-project runoff flows and durations.
Any underground concrete storm water pipes within a specific project site qualify as
hardened conveyance systems, and are therefore exempt from flow hydromodification
requirements per the HMP.

2.2.3 Local Plans

2.2.3.1 City General Plan

In 2008, the City completed a comprehensive update of the City’s General Plan designed to
follow the “City of Villages” strategy. Under the City of Villages strategy, the General Plan
aims to direct new development away from natural undeveloped lands into already
urbanized areas and/or areas with conditions allowing the integration of housing,
employment, civic, and transit uses. It is a development strategy that mirrors regional
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planning and smart growth principles intended to preserve remaining open space and
natural habitat and focus development in areas with available public infrastructure.

The General Plan includes ten elements that are intended to provide guidance for future
development. These are listed here and, as applicable, discussed in more detail in Section
4.1: (1) Land Use and Community Planning Element; (2) Mobility Element; (3) Urban
Design Element; (4) Economic Prosperity Element; (5) Public Facilities, Services, and
Safety Element; (6) Recreation Element; (7) Conservation Element; (8) Noise Element;
(9) Historic Preservation Element; and (10) Housing Element. The Housing Element was
last updated in 2013 and is provided under separate cover due to the need for more
frequent updates.

2.2.3.2 City Multiple Species Conservation Program

The City MSCP Subarea Plan was approved in March 1997, and provides a process for the
issuance of incidental take permits under the federal and state Endangered Species Act and
the California Natural Communities Conservation Planning Act. As Downtown does not
include native habitat such as vernal pools, the MSCP discussion in the PEIR remains
accurate for the study area.

2.2.3.3 Port of San Diego Port Master Plan

The Port of San Diego Port Master Plan was updated in 2006, 2007, 2009, and 2012. The
most current version (October 2012) has been updated per the Old Police Headquarters,
National City Aquatic Center, Broadway Pier Cruise Ship Terminal, and the Chula Vista
Bayfront Master Plan. Of these updates, the Old Police Headquarters and the Broadway
Pier Cruise Ship Terminal occur within the study area. The Old Police Headquarters
update reflects the redevelopment of the former headquarters building on West Harbor
Drive, adjacent to Seaport Village, with restaurant, specialty retail, indoor/outdoor public
market, and entertainment uses. The redevelopment also allows for additional pedestrian
linkages through the area. The Broadway Pier Cruise Ship Terminal, located at the foot of
Broadway, is approximately 60,000 square feet and provides for recreational, commercial,
and a general cruise ship port area.

2.2.3.4 San Diego International Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan

The SDIA ALUCP, was updated in 2014, and replaces the previous ALUCP originally
adopted in 1992, and amended in 1994 and 2004. This plan is focused on noise, safety,
airspace protection, and overflight compatibility. As identified in the PEIR for the previous
version of this plan, the ALUCP identifies an Airport Influence Area (AIA) in which land
uses and the airport uses have potential to result in noise or safety issues. The 2014
ALUCP identifies two review areas within the AIA. Review Area 1 covers the area where
there is a community noise equivalent level (CNEL) of 60 decibels (dB) or greater, all safety
zones, and where threshold siting surfaces are present. Review area two includes the
airspace protection and overflight areas beyond Review Area 1. Review Area 1 covers a
portion of the northern Downtown Community Plan Area and Review Area 2 covers the
entire central and southern Downtown Community Plan Area.

Downtown Complete Streets Implementation (Phases 1A-1B-2A) 86 | Page
Appendix A — Supplemental Environmental Impact



Chapter 3
Project Description

The proposed Project includes the Mobility Plan and a comprehensive amendment to the
Transportation Chapter for the Downtown Community Plan. The planning effort for the
proposed Project was undertaken to address the changing priorities and needs of the
multi-modal network within the urban setting, bringing forth improved connections and
access for transit riders, bicyclists, and pedestrians while maintaining roadway circulation
for cars and commercial vehicles.

The Mobility Plan establishes goals and policies to encourage and provide active
transportation options for residents, workers, and visitors to Downtown San Diego, the
study area for the proposed Project. The goals and policies encourage the development of
physical route improvements for bicycle and pedestrian facilities, identification of vehicular
circulation, parking improvements, and implementation strategies.

One of the primary objectives of the proposed Project is to provide for multi-modal
transportation that connects to adjacent communities. This “layered network” approach
prioritizes specific corridors for specific modes, while still accommodating the
non-prioritized modes. As further discussed in Section 3.7 below, the Mobility Plan
identifies Greenways, Cycleways, Transitways, and Autoways.

The proposed Project is guided by the framework and policy direction in the Downtown
Community Plan and the City’s General Plan. It also outlines the improvements necessary
to meet the objectives that will refine and implement the general vision and goals related to
transportation and mobility for Downtown as expressed in the General Plan. Below is a
summary of the Mobility Plan features. Refer to the Mobility Plan for additional details,
including goals and policies.
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3.1 Background

In 2006, the City Council adopted the Downtown Community Plan, which establishes the
City’s goals and policies for anticipated growth in Downtown, in order to create a
high-intensity urban environment that is sustainable, livable and attractive both to its
residents and workers, as well as to all San Diegans and visitors. In 2008, the City
completed a comprehensive update of its General Plan, establishing additional goals and
policies for pedestrian, bicycle, and transit mobility in its Mobility Element. Also in 2008,
the State of California enacted the California Complete Streets Act. SANDAG adopted its
RCP in 2004, with an update as the 2050 RCP and RTP/SCS in 2011 and San Diego
Forward in 2015. The adoption of these plans and legislation have resulted in the desire to
create the Mobility Plan and amend the Downtown Community Plan to reflect state law
and best practices with respect to active transportation options within the study area.

In 2012, SANDAG chose the Mobility Plan as one of its grant awards under the Active
Transportation Grant Program. These funds have been coupled with funds from the
Downtown Parking District in order to complete the proposed Project and this SEIR. The
planned improvements within the Transportation Chapter in the Downtown Community
Plan primarily focus on planned improvements for vehicular flow and mitigation for
LOS impacts. The proposed Project, in comparison, proposes improvements ranging from
vehicular corridors and bicycle and pedestrian facilities to Green Streets.

The study area for the proposed Project is composed of a well-connected street grid system
with a typical right-of-way spanning 80 feet in width, including 14-foot sidewalks on both
sides and a 52-foot of paved roadway between the curb lines. One-way roadways are
typically composed of three 12-foot lanes, with 8-foot parking lanes on either side, while
two-way roadways are typically undivided and have two 18-foot lanes (one in each
direction), with 8-foot parking lanes on either side.

Acknowledging the constraints posed by a built out community as well as the opportunities
presented by a grid system, the proposed Project proposes a layered approach to the
mobility network, prioritizing different corridors for different transportation modes based
on greater network connections. The City of Villages strategy in the General Plan relies
upon a land use transportation strategy whereby land use densification and transit system
improvements occur in a manner that will enable residents to function without owning a
vehicle. The need to own a vehicle is greatly diminished if residents can walk or bicycle to
nearby high quality transit. Therefore, the layered network approach also accommodates
existing and planned bicycle and pedestrian facilities, transit stops and routes, and freeway
access points both within the study area and adjacent community connections.

Through the public outreach process, mobility improvements throughout the network were
considered by Civic San Diego, the Technical Advisory Group (which includes City staff and
other agency stakeholder representatives), and the public, both during public workshops
and through direct input via online surveys.
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3.2 Purpose and Need
3.2.1 Purpose

The goal of the proposed Project is to establish a master plan of policies, programs, and
projects which would improve overall mobility throughout the study area and provide
multi-modal connections to surrounding communities and the region’s transportation
network. The proposed Project would provide for the development of a cohesive network of
streets, which would increase priority and safety for bicyclists and pedestrians, and provide
desirable connections for residents, workers, and visitors to public parks, shopping areas,
entertainment facilities, major attractions, the waterfront, surrounding communities, and
the regional transportation network. The proposed Project would also support reductions in
GHG emissions and increase levels of bicycling, walking, and transit usage by providing
supportive facilities and amenities.

3.2.2 Need

The proposed Project addresses some of the new state mandates, and updates to regional
and local plans, including:

e (Climate change initiatives such as AB 32 (Global Warming Solutions Act) and
SB 375 (Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act), which intend to
achieve statewide 1990 GHG emission levels by 2020 and 80 percent below 1990
levels by 2050;

e Complete Streets regulations, including AB 1358 (Complete Streets Act) and Deputy
Directives 64-R1 and 64-R2 (Complete Streets — Integrating the Transportation
System);

e SANDAG San Diego Forward: The Regional Plan which emphasize regional land use
planning and transportation coordination to promote sustainability and offer more
mobility options;

e SANDAG San Diego Regional Bike Plan, which includes seven “high priority”
planned regional corridor alignments reaching into or through Downtown San
Diego;

e C(City of San Diego General Plan Update, Bicycle Master Plan, Pedestrian Master
Plan, Climate Action Plan; and

e Local plans specific to Downtown, including the Downtown Community Plan,
Comprehensive Parking Plan for Downtown San Diego, Downtown Design
Guidelines, and Centre City Streetscape Manual.
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3.3 Relationship to the City General Plan

The General Plan provides policy direction for future community plan updates,
discretionary project review, and implementation programs. It provides a citywide vision
and comprehensive policy framework for how the City should grow and develop, provide
public services, and maintain the qualities that define the City. The Downtown Community
Plan (adopted 2006, most recently amended in 2014), builds upon the goals and strategies
in the General Plan and guides the future development of its neighborhoods through
detailed land use designations, mobility element street typologies, and community-specific
policies and implementation programs. The Downtown Community Plan further expresses
General Plan policies through the provision of site-specific recommendations that
implement citywide goals and policies, address community needs, and guide zoning. The
two documents work together to establish the framework for growth and development in
Downtown. The City’s Municipal Code implements the community plan policies and
recommendations through zoning and development regulations. This SEIR provides
analysis and evaluation of all relevant land use and environmental issues associated with
implementation of the proposed Project.

3.4 Relationship to the City General Plan
Mobility Element

The Mobility Element proposes transportation planning goals and policies related to
pedestrian, transit, street and freeway systems; Intelligent Transportation Systems;
Transportation Demand Management (TDM); bicycling; parking management; airports,
passenger rail, goods movement/freight; and regional coordination and financing. The
Mobility Element discusses several key topics related to pedestrian-oriented planning,
traffic calming techniques, bicycle facility network improvements, and transit priorities.

The Mobility Element sets forth several goals that are relevant to the proposed Project,
such as:

Walkable Communities
e A city where walking is a viable travel choice, particularly for trips of less than
one-half mile.
o A safe and comfortable pedestrian environment.
e A complete, functional, and interconnected pedestrian network that is accessible to
pedestrians of all abilities.
e Greater walkability achieved through pedestrian-friendly street, site, and building

design.
Bicycling
e A city where bicycling is a viable travel choice, particularly for trips less than
5 miles.

e A safe and comprehensive local and regional bikeway network.
e Environmental quality, public health, recreation, and mobility benefits through
increased bicycling.
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Transit
e An attractive and convenient transit system that is the first choice of travel for
many of the trips made in the city.
e Increased transit ridership.

Streets and Freeway Systems

e A street and freeway system that balances the needs of multiple users of the public
right-of-way.

e An interconnected street system that provides multiple linkages within and between
communities.

e Vehicle congestion relief.

e Safe and efficient street design that minimizes environmental and neighborhood
impacts.

e Well-maintained streets.

The proposed Project would further implement the General Plan’s goals and policies
relative to circulation within the study area. A detailed analysis of the proposed Project’s
consistency with the General Plan Mobility Element is found in Section 4.1, Land Use.

3.5 Relationship to the Downtown Community
Plan

The Downtown Community Plan includes a Transportation Chapter that identifies street
typologies for roadways within the study area and establishes goals and policies for various
components of the circulation system including vehicular circulation, pedestrian movement,
bicycle facilities, transit, and parking. The Downtown Community Plan includes mobility
improvements for the study area, as well as for several roadways connecting to surrounding
communities. The proposed Project includes both the adoption of a freestanding Mobility
Plan and amendments to the Transportation Chapter within the Downtown Community
Plan. The proposed Project is consistent with all other elements of the adopted Downtown
Community Plan and would serve to accommodate build-out of the planned land uses. A
detailed description of plan consistency can be found in Section 4.1, Land Use.

3.6 Project Objectives

The objectives for the proposed Project are:

1. To establish a plan that provides for a balanced network, with enhancements to local
roadways that encourage and facilitate bicycle and pedestrian usage;

2. To designate distinct streets where different individual modes of travel take priority,
such as walking, bicycling, taking transit, or driving a vehicle;

3. To connect Downtown’s bicycle circulation with surrounding communities and transit
facilities to encourage everyday commuter and recreational bicycle trips within the
region;
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4. To provide for sustainable street designs including storm water infiltration and
reduction in storm water runoff as well as flooding; and

5. To provide policies and implementation strategies to allow for the timely and phased
implementation of improvements by both the public and private developments in a
cost-effective manner.

The above objectives were developed and used in the preparation of the proposed Project,
and are reflected in the proposed improvements and timing for implementation. These
objectives will aid the Lead Agency in preparing findings and overriding considerations, if
necessary.

3.7 Mobility Plan Components
3.7.1 Layered Network

The proposed Project intends to increase multi-modal transportation opportunities intended
to provide a balanced circulation system that facilitates walking, biking, and transit use.
This approach acknowledges that not all roadways necessarily need to provide “complete”
transportation for all modes, but the community as a whole should provide for multi-modal
transportation that connects to adjacent communities. This “layered network” approach
prioritizes specific corridors for specific modes, while still accommodating the
non-prioritized modes. The travel modes identified for the study area include bicycle,
transit, pedestrian, and vehicular (freeways and local roadways). The goals and policies
included in the Mobility Plan are responsive to the key issues affecting the study area and
are intended to guide future circulation improvements.

Figure 3-1 presents the proposed Mobility Network, identifying the street typologies:
Greenways (pedestrian-mode prioritized), Cycleways (bicycle-mode prioritized),
Transitways (transit-mode prioritized), Autoways (vehicular-mode prioritized), and
Multi-functional Streets (multi-modal corridors). The network is intended to provide a
roadway prioritized for each mode every three to four blocks, evenly distributing access for
each mode throughout the community. The networks were largely developed parallel and in
close proximity to one another, generally offering an emphasized roadway for each mode
within each neighborhood. This approach is intended to provide multi-modal choices
throughout the community. Additionally, the network allows for extensive multi-modal
travel through intersecting networks, for example, a pedestrian in Cortez Hill may walk
southerly along the Eighth Avenue Greenway to arrive at the C Street Transitway to access
the Blue Line or Orange Line Trolleys.

The proposed Project would not increase trips within nor would it attract trips to the study
area. It would redistribute vehicle traffic, pedestrians, and cyclists within the study area as
suggested improvements and concepts are carried out over time. An overarching approach
to ensure the design of a feasible transportation system is to repurpose and reconfigure the
current roadway pavement and right-of-way by converting the excess auto capacity to
accommodate the other travel modes and on-street parking. A system-wide traffic
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operational analysis was conducted to determine which study area streets have excess
capacity and where an auto travel lane may be removed to accommodate a greenway, a
separated bicycle facility, or angled (from parallel) on-street parking to off-set the potential
parking losses associated with the implementation of cycle tracks and greenways and road
diets throughout the study area to accommodate complete streets implementation.

3.7.2 Streetscape: Corridor Concepts

A multi-modal circulation system would provide enhanced connectivity, safety, and comfort
for all transportation modes. The proposed Project provides design guidelines and
implementation mechanisms for streetscape enhancements for each type of corridor, as
described further below.

3.7.2.1 Greenways

The Greenways (“Green Streets”) would prioritize pedestrian travel and are intended to
provide a link between parks, the waterfront, and various outdoor destinations. Greenways
would be linear parks, and may include features such as dog parks, picnic areas, unique
mini-parks or other areas for relaxing and socializing. The Greenways total 5.5 miles of
promenades along the following seven public streets (Figure 3-2):

e Union Street, Date Street to Island Avenue

e Sixth Avenue, Elm Street to Cedar Street

e EKighth Avenue, Date Street to J Street

e 14th Street, C Street to Commercial Street

e Cedar Street, Pacific Highway to Tenth Avenue
e E Street, Fourth Avenue to I-5

e Island Avenue, Union Street to I-5

3.7.2.2 Cycleways

Cycleways prioritize bicycle travel, and would consist of cycle tracks, buffered bicycle lanes,
and bicycle boulevards. A total 9.3 miles of Cycleways are identified in the Mobility Plan in
addition to other bicycle facilities, such as Class I Bike Paths, Class II Bicycle Lanes, and
Class III Bicycle Routes, as illustrated on Figure 3-3. The various types of bicycle facilities
proposed within the study area are described in detail below.

a. Class I Bike Path

A Class I Bike Path (Bike Path), also termed shared-use or multi-use paths, are paved
right-of-way for exclusive use by bicyclists, pedestrians, and those using non-motorized
modes of travel. They are physically separated from vehicular traffic and can be constructed
in roadway right-of-way or exclusive right-of-way. Bike Paths are intended to provide
critical connections in the city where roadways are not conducive to bicycle travel.

The segment of the Bayshore Bikeway approaching Downtown San Diego from the south is
proposed to be upgraded from a Bike Lane to a separated Bike Path, running north up
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Harbor Drive until turning west on Park Boulevard/Convention Way and then connecting
to the promenade behind the Convention Center fronting the Bay. An additional link is
proposed around the northern and eastern edge of Seaport Village, connecting the path
behind the Convention Center to the path along the waterfront, west of Downtown.

With the implementation of the proposed Project, Class I Bike Paths would include:

e  Waterfront path;

e Martin Luther King, Jr., Promenade;

e Path parallel to and east of Pacific Highway, between Broadway and Harbor Drive;

e Path parallel to and west of State Street, between Broadway and G Street;

e Path parallel to Harbor Drive/ Trolley line (Green Line), between G Street and
Commercial Street;

e (Connection between Newton Avenue and Commercial Street; and

e Bridge over I-5 to San Diego City College.

b. Class II Bike Lanes

Class II Bike Lanes (Bike Lanes) are defined by pavement striping and signage used to
allocate a portion of a roadway for exclusive or preferential bicycle travel. Bike Lanes are
one-way facilities on either side of a roadway. Whenever possible, Bike Lanes should be
enhanced with treatments that improve safety and connectivity by addressing site-specific
issues, such as additional warning or way-finding signage.

A Class II Bike Lane is proposed along Harbor Drive, south of Pacific Highway within the
study area. There is an existing Bike Lane that runs along Harbor Drive southeast from
Fifth Avenue. The proposed Bike Lane would connect this Bike Lane from Pacific Highway
to Fifth Avenue. No other Class II Bike Lanes are proposed.

c. Class III Bike Routes

Class III Bike Routes (Bike Routes) provide shared use with motor vehicle traffic within the
same travel lane. Designated by signs, Bike Routes provide continuity to other bike
facilities or designate preferred routes through corridors with high demand. Whenever
possible, Bike Routes should be enhanced with treatments that improve safety and
connectivity, such as the use of “ sharrows” or shared lane markings to delineate that the
road is a shared-use facility.

Class III Bike Routes are proposed along the following roadways within the study area:

Harbor Drive, Laurel Street to Pacific Highway

Kettner Boulevard, A Street to Laurel Street

India Street, A Street to Laurel Street

Columbia Street, Market Street to G Street and north of Broadway
Union Street, Island Avenue to Date Street

Third Avenue, K Street to Island Avenue and B Street to I-5
Fourth Avenue, K Street to B Street
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Fifth Avenue, Harbor Drive to B Street

Sixth Avenue, Beech Street north to I-5

Seventh Avenue, K Street to J Street

Eighth Avenue, J Street to Date Street

Park Boulevard, Harbor Drive to K Street

14th Street, Commercial Street to C Street
Newton Street, 16th Street to Commercial Street
National Avenue, Commercial Street to 16th Street
Laurel Street, Harbor Drive to I-5

Kalmia Street, Kettner Boulevard to India Street
Cedar Street, Pacific Highway to Tenth Avenue
Ash Street, Harbor Drive to Eighth Avenue

A Street, Kettner Boulevard to Tenth Avenue

B Street, Sixth Avenue to I-5

Broadway, Third Avenue to I-5

E Street, Fourth Avenue to 17th Street

F Street, State Street to Union Street

Market Street, Harbor Drive to I-5

Island Avenue, Union Street to I-5

K Street, Third Avenue to Seventh Avenue

d. Class IV Cycle Track (Cycleways)

A Cycle Track is a hybrid type bicycle facility that combines the experience of a separated
Bike Facility with the on-street infrastructure of a conventional Bike Lane. Cycle tracks are
bikeways located in roadway right-of-way but separated from vehicle lanes by physical
barriers or buffers. Cycle Tracks provide for one-way or two-way bicycle travel and are
exclusively for bicycle use.

A Cycle Track is proposed along the following roads:

Hawthorne Street, Harbor Drive to State Street (one-way cycle track);
Grape Street, Harbor Drive to State Street (one-way cycle track);
Beech Street, Pacific Highway to Sixth Avenue (two-way cycle track);
B Street, Third Avenue to Sixth Avenue (two-way cycle track);

C Street, Sixth Avenue to I-5 (two-way cycle track);

J Street, First Avenue to I-5 (two-way cycle track);

Pacific Highway, Harbor Drive to Laurel Street (one-way cycle track);
State Street, Market Street to I-5 (two-way cycle track);

Third Avenue, B Street to Broadway (two-way cycle track);

Fourth Avenue, B Street to Date Street (one-way cycle track);

Fifth Avenue, B Street to Date Street (one-way cycle track);

Sixth Avenue, L Street to Beech Street (two-way cycle track); and
Park Boulevard, K Street to C Street (two-way cycle track) and C Street to I-5
(one-way cycle track).
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3.7.2.3 Transitways

Transitways emphasize transit route usage and in Downtown are composed of bus, light
rail (Trolley), commuter rail (Coaster), and rail (Amtrak). As transit usage typically
includes a pedestrian or bicycle travel mode component, Transitways also inherently
require safe bicycle and pedestrian connections. To encourage transit use, high quality
transit shelters, bike racks, bike share stations, information kiosks, and other amenities
that serve to promote transit and improve the environment and experience for transit users
should be provided along Transitways. As shown in Figure 3-4, 6.6 miles of Transitways
would be designated along:

e Amtrak Rail and MTS Trolley (Green and Orange Line) lines, between Laurel Street
and I-5;

e Front Street (southbound bus route), between Grape Street and Broadway;

e First Avenue (northbound bus route), between I-5 and Broadway;

e Tenth Avenue (southbound bus route), between the terminus of SR-163 and
Broadway;

e Kleventh Avenue (northbound bus route), between the entrance of SR-163 and
Broadway;

e Park Boulevard (Trolley—Orange/Blue Lines and bus routes), from I-5 to the south;

13th Street, between Broadway and G Street;

C Street (Trolley—Orange/Blue Lines), between Santa Fe Depot and Park Boulevard;

Broadway (bus routes), between Kettner Boulevard and 13t Street;

F Street (westbound), between 13th Street and I-5; and

G Street (eastbound), between 13t Street and I-5.

3.7.2.4 Autoways

Automobile transportation is the primary mode of transportation within the study area.
Regional connections to the study area are provided via I-5, SR-163, and SR-94, with major
regional destinations including Petco Park, San Diego Convention Center, waterfront, and
the Gaslamp Quarter. The Mobility Plan designates 7.5 miles of Autoways within the study
area (see Figure 3-5), which are transportation corridors prioritized for automobile use. As
much of the study area includes one-way streets, these Autoways are commonly coupled
into paired northbound/southbound or eastbound/westbound roadways. The proposed
Autoways consist of the following (see Figure 3-5):

e Hawthorn Street (westbound) / Grape Street (eastbound) between I-5 and Harbor
Drive;

e Ash Street (westbound), between Harbor Drive and 11th Avenue;

e A Street (eastbound), between the train/trolley tracks and Park Boulevard;

e F Street (westbound), between Fourth Avenue and SR-94;

e G Street (eastbound), between Pacific Highway and SR-94;

e Market Street (eastbound and westbound), between the Harbor Drive and I-5;

e Front Street (southbound), between I-5 and Harbor Drive;

e First Avenue (northbound), between I-5 and Harbor Drive;
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e Tenth Avenue (southbound), between Park Boulevard and I-5/SR-163;

¢ Eleventh Avenue (northbound), between Park Boulevard and I-5/SR-163; and

e Park Boulevard (northbound and southbound), between Harbor Drive and 11tk
Avenue.

3.7.2.5 Recommended Street System Improvements

A guiding strategy for roadway improvements is to limit recommendations to modifications
within the current roadway curb-to-curb widths. This approach was intended to limit
project expenses by avoiding costly measures such as property acquisition and major
construction involving moving curbs and utilities. The proposed roadway modifications fall
under one of four general themes:

One-way street segments proposed for conversion to two-way streets.
Lane diet, road diet, or road closure to accommodate cycle-tracks.
Lane diet or road diet to provide for additional parking.

Lane diet or road diet to accommodate Greenways.

e s

Figure 3-6 shows all of the proposed lane diets, road diets, and road closures within the
study area.

a. One-way Couplet Conversions

The study area street system currently consists of both one- and two-way streets, with some
streets alternating the permitted directions of travel. As shown in Figure 3-7 and detailed
below, the following segments are proposed for conversion from one-way to two-way travel:

e Third Avenue, from Date Street to A Street

e Kighth Avenue, from Ash Street to G Street

e Ninth Avenue, from Ash Street to Market Street
e E Street, from Fourth Avenue to 13th Street

b. Cycle Track Accommodation

As previously detailed, a cycle track network is proposed throughout the study area to
improve bicycle mobility and safety. Lane diets, road diets, and road closures are proposed
to accommodate cycle tracks along the following segments:

Lane Diet

e State Street, from Broadway to Market Street

e Third Avenue, from C Street to Broadway

o Park Boulevard, from I-5 northbound on-ramp to C Street
Beech Street, from Pacific Highway to Sixth Avenue
Broadway, from Harbor Drive to Third Avenue
e J Street, from First Avenue to I-5
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Road Diet

Pacific Highway, from Laurel Street to Harbor Drive
State Street, from Fir Street to Broadway

Third Avenue, from B Street to C Street

Fourth Avenue, from Date Street to B Street

Fifth Avenue, from Date Street to B Street

Sixth Avenue, from Beech Street to J Street

B Street, from Third Avenue to Sixth Avenue

C Street, from Tenth Avenue to I-5

Closure to Vehicular Traffic

Park Boulevard, from E Street to Market Street
Park Boulevard, from Island Avenue to K Street
C Street, from Sixth Avenue to Tenth Avenue

c. Parking Accommodation

A concerted effort was made to maximize on-street parking throughout the study area
through the conversion of parallel parking to angled parking spaces, with lane diets or road
diets proposed along the following segments:

Lane Diet

Ninth Avenue, from Market Street to J Street

13th Street, from C Street to E Street

15th Street, from C Street to Broadway

17th Street, from F Street to Market Street

17th Street, from J Street to Imperial Avenue

Kalmia Street, from Kettner Boulevard to India Street
Juniper Street, from India Street to Columbia Street
B Street, from Kettner Boulevard to State Street

K Street, from Third Avenue to Seventh Avenue

K Street, from Park Boulevard to 17th Street

Road Diet

Kettner Boulevard, from Ivy Street to Grape Street
Kettner Boulevard, from Cedar Street to Ash Street
India Street, from Beech Street to Broadway
Columbia Street, from Juniper Street to Broadway
Second Avenue, from Cedar Street to A Street
Third Avenue, from Date Street to B Street

Sixth Avenue, from Beech Street to B Street
Seventh Avenue, from Ash Street to K Street

Ninth Avenue, from A Street to Market Street

17th Street, from Market Street to J Street
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d. Greenway Accommodation

A network of Greenways is proposed throughout the study area to improve the pedestrian
environment and provide additional park space in the community. A lane diet or road diet
1s proposed along the following segments:

Lane Diet
e Union Street, from Date Street to Broadway
e Union Street, from F Street to Island Avenue
o Eighth Avenue, from Date Street to Ash Street
e 14th Street, from C Street to E Street
e 14th Street, from Market Street to Commercial Street
e (Cedar Street, from Pacific Highway to First Avenue
e (Cedar Street, from Seventh Avenue to Tenth Avenue
e E Street, from 14th Street to 17th Street
e Island Avenue, from Union Street to I-5

Road Diet
e Kighth Avenue, from Ash Street to J Street
e 14th Street, from E Street to Market Street
e Cedar Street, from Second Avenue to Seventh Avenue
e E Street, from Fourth Avenue to 14th Street

3.7.2.6 Other Planned Vehicular Improvements

In addition to the improvements proposed as a part of the proposed Project, there are
several other roadway and intersections improvements that were identified through
previous planning and engineering efforts.

The following is a list of all City CIPs in the study area that have to do with transportation
or the augmentation of the street surface:

e B13056, Park Boulevard and B Street Accessible Pedestrian Signals (APS) Bond
Debt Servicing — The project will provide Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
pedestrian push buttons, Polara APS countdown timers, additional push button
poles by each crosswalk and sections of concrete sidewalk as needed.

e B10198, Ash Street at Second, Third, Seventh and Ninth Avenues Traffic Signal
Modifications — This project will modify four traffic signals along Ash Street.

e B13137, 4th Avenue and Date Street Traffic Signal — This project will install a new
traffic signal including signal poles, vehicle and pedestrian indicators, ADA curb

ramps, curb, pedestrian countdown timers, ADA push buttons and Emergency
Vehicle Pre-Emption (EVPE).
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o B00923, Accessible Pedestrian Signals Phase II — This project will install audible
pedestrian signals and associated accessibility upgrades at the following locations:
Kettner Boulevard and Harbor Drive, Second Avenue and C Street, Third Avenue
and B Street, Tenth Avenue and C Street, Park Boulevard and Ash Street.

e B11108, Traffic Signal Modifications — This project will make major traffic signal
modifications to the signal at Eighth Avenue and E Street.

In addition, to be consistent with the Downtown Community Plan, traffic signals are
assumed to be installed at the following intersections:

Front Street/F Street

15th Street/F Street

17th Street/F Street

17th Street/G Street

Pacific Coast Highway/G Street

16th Street/L Street

17th Street/L Street

14th Street/Imperial Avenue
13th Street/Commercial Street

e India Street/Fir Street e State Street/Market Street
e Kettner Boulevard/Cedar Street e 15th Street/ Market Street
e India Street/Cedar Street e 17th Sreet/Market Street
e Second Ave/Cedar Street ¢ Fifth Avenue/Island Street
e Third Ave/Cedar Street e Seventh Avenue/Island Street
e Pacific Coast Hwy/Beech Street e Tenth Avenue/ Island Street
e Kettner Boulevard/Beech Street e 11th Avenue/Island Street
¢ India Street/Beech Street e 14th Street/Island Street

¢ Columbia Street/B Street e 16th Street/Island Street

e State Street/B Street e Fifth Avenue/d Street

¢ Union Street/B Street e Seventh Avenue/d Street

e 17th Street/B Street e 14th St/J Street

e 13th Street/C Street e 16th Street/J Street

e 15th Street/Broadway e Fifth Avenue/K Street

e 14th Street/E Street e Tenth Avenue/K St

e 15th Street/E Street e 11th Avenue/K Street

[ ] [ ]

[ ] [ ]

[ ] [ ]

[ ] [ ]

[ ]

3.7.2.7 Multi-Functional Streets

Instead of being designated for one prioritized mode of transportation, Multi-Functional
Streets are designated for a variety of purposes. These streets provide access within
neighborhoods, and consist of all the other local public roadways in Downtown. Refer to
Figure 3-1 for a map of the Multi-Functional Streets.

3.7.2.8 Conceptual Cross Sections

Conceptual cross sections in the Mobility Plan illustrate the typical features associated
with priority modes of transportation (Figures 3-8 through 3-12). The proposed
enhancements for each corridor type can be accommodated within the existing right-of-way,
eliminating the need to acquire additional roadway width. As previously detailed, in order
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to accommodate the various improvements, such as bicycle facilities or greenways, a series
of roadway alterations are proposed for each mode to gain the necessary right-of-way
through lane diets or road diets in select locations (see Figure 3-6).

3.8 Implementation

As identified in the Downtown Community Plan, improvements implemented under the
proposed Project would be implemented through a number of different mechanisms.
Implementation would require the active participation of the City departments and
agencies; regional agencies such as SANDAG and MTS; and the community and users. The
Mobility Plan describes the necessary actions and key parties responsible for
implementation and provides recommendations for funding mechanisms that can be
pursued to finance the implementation of the proposed Project.

3.8.1 Concurrent Discretionary Actions

As previously detailed, the City Council would decide whether to adopt, modify, or reject
the proposed Project and whether to certify this SEIR. The proposed Project includes the
Mobility Plan and a comprehensive amendment to the Transportation Chapter for the
Downtown Community Plan.

3.8.2 Subsequent Actions

The proposed Project would be implemented through subsequent activities, requiring a
variety of discretionary and ministerial actions. These subsequent activities would
generally be public projects. A non-exclusive list of regulatory actions required for future
implementing activities is provided below.

e Ministerial permits for grading, storm water infrastructure, and road improvements;
e (Caltrans Encroachment Permits; and

o C(City’s approvals of elimination of parking, one-way to two-way conversion, street
closure to vehicular traffic, potential vacation of street rights-of-way, signalization of
intersections, converting on-street parking to travel lanes during peak hours,
restriping turn lanes, adding dedicated turn lanes, as well as conversion of on-street
parallel parking to angled parking.
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Appendix A — Supplemental Environmental Impact
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