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SUBJECT: Citywide Pipeline Projects: COUNCIL APPROVAL to allow for the replacement, 
rehabilitation, relocation, point repair, new trenching, trenchless construction, and 
abandonment of water and/or sewer pipeline alignments and associated improvements such as 
curb ramps, sewer lateral connections, water service connections, manholes, new 
pavement/slurry, the removal and/or replacement of street trees and the removal and/or 
replacement of street lights. This environmental document covers the analysis for fi.:ye four ~ 
ffi near-term pipeline projects (Harbor Drive Pipeline, Water Group 949, Sewer Gt=oap 787, 
Water Group 914, and Sewer/Water Group 732), as well as any subsequent future pipeline 
projects. The construction footprint for a typical pipeline project, including staging areas and 
other areas (such as access) would be located within the City of San Diego Public Right-of
Way (PROW) and/or within public easements and may include planned pipeline construction 
within private easements from the PROW to the service connection. A signed agreement • 
between the City and the property owner would be required for work conducted on private 
property. Project types that would be included in the analysis contained herein would consist 
of sewer and water group jobs, trunk sewers, large diameter water pipeline projects, new 
and/or replacement manholes, new/or replacement fire hydrants, and other necessary 
appurtenances . All associated equipment would be staged within the existing PROW 
adjacent to the work areas. The near-term and future projects covered in the document would 
not impact Sensitive Biological Resources or Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL) as 
defined in the Land Development Code and would not encroach into the City's Multi-Habitat 
Planning Area (MHP A). Applicant: The City of San Diego Engineering and Capital Projects 
Department AND Public Utilities Department. 

Update 10/20/2011 

Revisions to this document have been made when compared to the Draft Mitigated 
Negative Declaration (DMND) dated September 9, 2011. In response to the Comment 
Letter received from The California Department of Fish and Game, further description 
and graphics of Water Group 949 as it relates to the MHPA has been added to.the Final 
MND. Please note that Sewer Group 787, which is adjacent to the MHP A, has been 
removed from the project description and is no longer covered in this MND. 

The modifications to the FMND are denoted by strikeeut and underline format. In 
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act, Section 1S073.5 (c)(4), the 
addition of new information that clarifies, amplifies, or makes insignificant modification 
does not require recirculation as there are no new impacts and no new mitigation 
identified. An environmental document need only be recirculated when there is 
identification of new significant environmental impact or the addition of a new 
mitigation measure required to avoid a significant environmental impact. The addition 



Page2 of33 

of corrected mitigation language within the environmental document does not affect the 
environmental analysis or conclusions of the MND. 

Construction for the near-term and any future projects is anticipated to occur during the 
daytime hours Monday through Friday, but may occur during the weekend, if necessary. The 
contractor would comply with all applicable requirements des~rihed in t.½.e latest edition of the 
Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction ("GREENBOOK") and the latest 
edition of the City of San Diego Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction 
("WHITEBOOK"). The City's supplement addresses unique circwnstances to the City of San 
Diego that are not addressed in the GREENBOOK and would therefore take precedence in the 
event of a conflict. The contractor would also comply with the California Department of 
Transportation Manual of Traffic Controls for Construction and Maintenance Work Zones. If 
the Average Daily Traffic (ADT) within a given project(s) vicinity is 10,000 ADT or greater, 
a traffic control plan would be prepared and implemented in accordance with the City of San 
Diego Standard Drawings Manual ofTraffic Control for Construction and Maintenance Work 
Zones. For proposals subject to 10,000 ADT or less, traffic control may be managed through 
shop drawings during construction. Construction methods to be employed would consist of, 
but not be limited to: 

Open Trenching: The open trench method of construction would be used for complete 
replacement and new alignment portions of the project. Trenches are typically four feet wide 
and are dug with excavations a11d sim;lar large construction equipment. 

Rehabilitation: Rehabilitation of alignment involves installing a new lining in old pipelines. 
The insertion is done through existing manhole access points and does not require removal of 
pavement or excavation of soils. 

Abandonment: Pipeline abandonment activities would be similar to rehabilitation methods in 
that no surface/subsurface disturbance would occur. This process may involve slurry or grout 
material injected into the abandoned lines via manhole access. The top portion of the 
manhole is then typically removed and the remaining space backfilled and paved over. 

Potholing: Potholing would be used to verify reconnection of laterals to main where lines 
would be raised or realigned (higher than existing depth, but still below ground) or to verify 
utility crossings. These "potholes" are made by using vacuum type equipmeJ?,t to open up 
small holes into the street of pavement. 

Point Repairs: Point repairs include replacing a portion of a pipe segment by open trench 
excavation methods in which localized structural defects have been identified. Generally, 
point repairs are confined to an eight-foot section of pipe. 

The following near term project(s) have been reviewed by the City of San Diego, Development 
Services Department (DSD) for compliance with the Land Development Code and have been 
determined to be exempt from a Site Development Permit (SDP) and/or a Coastal Development 
Permit (CDP). These projects would involve excavation in areas having a high resource sensitivity 
and potential for encountering archaeological and paleontological resources during construction 
related activities. Therefore, mitigation would be required to reduce potential significant impacts to 
archaeological and paleontological resources to below a level of significance. With respect to 
Storm Water, all projects would be reviewed for compliance with the City's Storm Water Standards 
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Manual. All projects that are not-exempt from the Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan 
(SUS MP) would incorporate appropriate Permanent Best Management Practices (BMPs) and 
construction BMPs into the project design(s) and during construction, as required. As such, all 
projects would comply with the requirement of the Municipal Storm Water Permit 

HARBOR DRIVE PTPELINE (PROJECT No. 206100) 

The Harbor Drive Pipeline includes the replacement of 4.4 miles of 16-inch cast iron (CI) and 
asbestos cement (AC) pipe that comprises the Harbor Drive 1st and 2nd Pipelines (HD-1 and HD-2) 
at a depth no greater than five (5) feet. Facility age and cast iron main replacement are the primary 
drivers for these projects, but due to the history of AC breaks in the area, approximately 1.0 mile of 
AC replacement is also included. The project is anticipated to be awarded in Fiscal Year 2013. 

HD-1 and HD-2 were built ,Primarily in the 1940's and 1950's and were made out of cast iron or 
asbestos cement and serve the western most part of the University Heights 390 Zone and the 
northern section of the Point Loma East 260 Zone. The pipelines also serve as redundancy to each 
other. Several segments were replaced by various City of San Diego Public Utilities Department 
projects throughout the years ~d those segments are not a part of the current scope. Previously 
replaced segments were 16 inch PVC, except for the bridge crossing which used 24-inch CMLC. 
The pipeline is located entirely within the PROW, will not require any easements, and is not 
adjacent to the MHPA or located within any designated historical districts. Toe following streets 
would be affected by this project: West Laurel, Pacific Highway, North Harbor Drive (within the 
roadway, under the bridge and within landscape areas), Nimitz Boulevard, Rosecrans Street, 
Evergreen Street, Hugo Street, Locust Street, Canon Street, A venida De Portugal, and Point Loma 
Avenue. 

Mitigation for the Harbor Drive Pipeline: Historical Resources (Archaeological Monitoring) 

WATER GROUP 949 (PROJECT No. 232719) 

Water Group 949 would consist of the replacement and installation of 5.27 miles of water mains 
within the Skyline- Paradise Hills, University, Clairemont Mesa, Southeastern San Diego (Greater 
Golden Hills) community planning areas. 16,931 Linear Feet (LF) of 16-inch cast iron water mains 
would be replace-in-place with new 16-inch polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pipe within the existing 
trench. The remaining 10,913 LF of new 16-inch PVC would be installed in new trenches. All work 
within Regents Road, Site 2 (Figure 8). adjacent t.o the MHPA would only occur within the developed 
footprint such as the paved right of way, and concrete sidewalk or slab areas. In addition. all work 
within 100 feet of the MHP A would observe mitigation such as but not limited to. bird breeding season 
measures, avoidance of discharge int.o the MHPA, and avoidance of direct lighting t.owards the MHPA 
areas. As such, no impacts t.o MHPA and/or sensitive resources would occur. The project would also 
include replacement and reinstallation of valves, water services, fire hydrants. and other a1wurtenances 
and would also included the construction of curb ramps. and street resurfacing. Traffic control 
measures and Best Management Practices @MPs) would be implemented during construction. Any 
street tree removal, relocation. and/or trimming would be done under the supervision of the City 
Arborist All staging of construction equipment will be located outside of any potentially sensitive 
areas. The following streets and nearby alleyways would be affected by this project: Tuther Way, 
Cielo Drive, Woodman Street, Skyline Drive, Regents Road, Hidalgo Avenue, ClairemontMesa 
Boulevard, Luna A venue, B Street, F Street, Ash Street, 25th Street, and 27th Street. 
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Mitigation Required for Water Group 949: This project would require the implementation of 
MHP A Land Use Adjacency Guidelines in the University and Clairemont Mesa Community 
Planning areas that are adjacent (within 100 feet) to the MHP A and Historical Resources 
(Built Environment) mitigation for the area of the project located within the Greater Golden 
Hill Historic District. 

SmW3R GR-OUP 787 (PR-OJECT No. 231928) 

Se:-Ner Gfeup 787 would eonsist of the replaeemem ef.26,436 liaeal feet (LF) ef masaag 16 iBeft 
east ires stw.rer p~e ,.,Ji.th ae:r.v 16 ineh polyviayl ehl&lide (PVC) p~e vlitJ:iffl the e1astiftg tfeRea. A 
total ef 1,267 LF efaew 16 meh PVC sewer aligmaem v10ula be installed in Be:'ll tfeBehes. m 
aaaitieB, t:ae projeet weula abaBden. 1,606 LF ef e1cist-ing 16 ift8ft east H'0B p~e. The prepesed 
projeet weula be m&Wlea ey 68.B:'rfeaaenal eKeavaaea (013eB tfeReh) in 1:r-ee.ehes §:em 3 5 feet deep. 
The projeet woula affeet the fellowing streets an.a aearby aUeyvvays: 42114 Street, Me:eree A1t'8Btle, 
Bdge:-.'ISfe Read, Pelle P..¥emie, Oraftge Aven.ae, Men.lo AYemie, 4 rH Street , D:r.vigkt Sa.:eet, Myrtle 
Aveaae, Ma&me.ita Plaee, Heatlier St:reet, Dahlia Stfeet, POJ)lar Street, Celambiae Street, Pepper 
Dri-ve, J.ti.Bi.fler Street, Marigold Stfeet, SlHBae Drir;e, 4 4™ Street, Laurie Lan.e, and Rese¥i.ew Plaee 
au yfi;ran the City Heights aaEt Ke.asmgtoB TulmaAge Commumty PlaBBiHg Ar-eas. 

l\litigatien R-equiFed fer Water Greup 787: This projeet weuld. requiFe tlte implemenlfttien ef 
MHP} .. Land Use A.d;jaeeney Guidelines in tlte City Heights and Kensington Talmadge 
Cemmunit,· Planning areas that are adjaeeet (within 100 feet) te tlte MHPJ .. , Histerieal 
R-es011rees (Areltaeelegieal and Paleeatolegieal Menitering). 

WATER GROUP 914 (PROJECT NO. 233447) 

Water Group 914 would consist of the replacement and installation of approximately 21, 729 iineal 
feet (LF) of existing 6-inch, 8-inch and 12-inch cast iron pipes and 6-inch asphalt concrete pipes 
with new 8-inch, 12-inch and 16-inch polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pipe. Also included would be the 
construction of two underground pressure regulator stations that measure 54 square-feet and 6.5 feet 
deep each. 17,472 LF would be located in existing trenches and 4,257 LF would be located in new 
trench lines. The proposed project would be installed by conventional excavation (open trench) in 
trenches from 3-5 feet deep. However two 300 LF parallel line sections (600 LF total) of the water 
alignment would be installed by trenchless methodology utilizing two (2) 40 square foot launch and 
receiver pits. The trenchless installation would occur at the intersection of Coronado A venue and 
Ebers Street and is designed to avoid a recorded archaeological resource at this intersection. Toe 
trenchless methodology would employ directional underground boring that would install the pipe at 
a depth deeper than the recorded resource. In addition, a 4-inch AC water segment of approximately 
520 LF located along Point Loma A venue between Guizot Street and Santa Barbara Street will be 
abandoned in place. The project would affect the following streets and nearby alleyways: Point 
Loma Avenue, Santa Barbara Street, Bermuda A venue, Pescadero Avenue, Cable Street, Orchard 
A venue, Froude Street, Sunset Cliffs Boulevard, Savoy Circle, and Del Monte A venue all within 
the Ocean Beach and Peninsula Community Planning Areas. 

Mitigation for Water Group 914: Historical Resources (Archaeological Monitoring)!!!!! 
(Built Environment) 
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SEWER AND WATER GROUP 732 (PROJECT NO. 206610) 

Sewer and Water Group Job 732 would consist of the installation of approximately 5,500 total 
linear feet (LF) of 8 inch Polyvinyl Chloride (PVC) sewer pipe, and approximately 3,000 total 
linear feet (LF) of 12 inch PVC water pipe. Approximately, 1,035 LF of water pipe would be 
rehabilitated using trenchless technology in the same trench, with the remainder of the installation 
accomplished through open trenching. Related work would include construction of new manholes, 
replacement and re-plumbing of sewer laterals, installation of curb ramps, pavement restoration, 
traffic control, and storm water best management practices. Construction of the project would 
affect portions of the following streets and adjacent alleys in the Peninsula Community Plan area: 
Xenephon Street, Yonge Street, Zola Street, Alcott Street, Browning Street, Plum Street, Willow 
Street, Evergreen Street, Locust Street, and Rosecrans Street. 

Mitigation Required for Sewer and Water Group 732: Historical Resources (Archaeological 
and Paleontological Monitoring). 

SUBSEQUENT PIPELINE PROJECT REVIEW (LONG TERM) 

Applications for the replacement, rehabilitation, relocation, point repair, open trenching and 
abandonment of water and/or sewer pipeline alignments within the City of San Diego PROW as 
indicated in the Subject block above and in the Project Description discussion of the Initial Study 
would be analyzed for potential environmental impacts to Historical Resources (Archaeoiogy. 
Paleontology and the Built Environment) and Land Use (MSCP/MHP A), and reviewed for 
consistency with this Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). Where it can be determined that the 
project is "consistent" with this MND and no additional potential significant impacts would occur 
pursuant to State CEQA Guideline § 15162 (i.e. the involvement of new significant environmental 
effects of a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects) or if the project 
would result in minor technical changes or additions, then an Addendmn to this MND would be 
prepared pursuant to §15164. Where future projects are found not to be consistent with this MND, 
then a new Initial Study and project specific :MND shall be prepared. 

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: See attached Initial Study. 

II. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: See attached Initial Study. 

III. DETERMINATION: 

The City of San Diego conducted an Initial Study which determined that the near term projects and 
any-future subsequent projects could have a significant environmental effect in the following 
areas(s): Land Use (MSCP/MHPA Land Use Adjacency), Historical Resources (Built 
Environment), Historical Resources (Archaeology) and Paleontology. When subsequent projects 
are submitted to DSD, the Environmental Analysis Section (BAS) will determine which of the 
project specific mitigation measures listed in Section V. would apply. Subsequent revisions in the 
project proposal create the specific mitigation identified in Section V of this Mitigated Negative 
Declaration. Projects as revised now avoid or mitigate the potentially significant environmental 
effects previously identified, and the preparation of an Environmental hnpact Report will not be 
required. 
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IV. DOCUMENTATION: 

The attached Initial Study documents the reasons to support the above Determination. 

V. MITIGATION, MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP): 

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS-PART I 
Plan Check Phase (prior to permit issuance) 

1. Prior to Bid Opening/Bid Award or beginning any construction related activity on-site, 
the Development Services Department (DSD) Director's Environmental Designee (ED) 
shall review and approve all Construction Documents (CD) (plans, specification, 
details, etc.) to ensure the MMRP requirements have been incorporated. 

2. In addition, the ED shall verify that the MMRP Conditions/Notes that apply ONLY to 
the construction phases of this project are included VERBA TIM, under the heading, 
"ENVIRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS." 

3. These notes must be shown within the first three (3) sheets of the construction 
documents in the format specified for engineering construction document templates as 
shown on the City website: 

http://www.sandiego.gov/development-services/industry/standtemp.shtml 

4. The TITLE INDEX SHEET must also show on which pages the 
"Environmental/Mitigation Requirements" notes are provided. 

B. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS - PART II 
Post Plan Check (After permit issuance/Prior to start of construction) 

1. PRE CONSTRUCTION MEETING IS REQUIRED TEN (10) WORKING DAYS 
PRIOR TO BEGINNING ANY WORK ON Tms PROJECT. The PERMIT 
HOLDER/OWNER is responsible to arrange and perform this meeting by contacting 
the CITY RESIDENT ENGINEER (RE) of the Field Engineering Division and City 
staff from MITIGATION MONITORING COORDINATION (MMC). Attendees must 
also include the Peni:tit holder's Representative(s), Job Site Superintendent and the 
following consultants as necessary: 

Biologist, Archaeologist, Native American Monitor, Historian and Paleontologist 

Note: Failure of all responsible Permit Holder's representatives and consultants to 
attend shall require an additional meeting with all parties present. 

CONTACT INFORMATION: 
a) The PRIMARY POINT OF CONT ACT is the RE at the Field Engineering Division 
858-62 7-3200 
b) For Clarification of ENVIRONMENTAL REQUIREMENTS, it is also required to 
call RE and MMC at 858-627-3360 
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2. MMRP COMPLIANCE: This Project, Project Tracking System (PTS) No. 255100, or 
for subsequent future projects the associated PTS No, shall confonn to the mitigation 
requirements contained in the associated Environmental Document and implemented to 
the satisfaction of the DSD's ED, MMC and the City Engineer (RE). The requirements 
may not be reduced or changed but may be annotated (i.e. to explain when and how 
compliance is being met and location of verifying proof, etc.). Additional clarifying 
information may also be added to other relevant plan sheets and/or specifications as 
appropriate (i.e., specific locations, times of monitoring, methodology, etc 

Note: 
Permit Holder's Representatives must alert RE and MMC if there are any discrepancies 
in the plans or notes, or any changes due to field conditions. All conflicts must be 
approved by RE and MMC BEFORE the work is performed. 

3. OTHER AGENCY REQUIREMENTS: Evidence that any other agency 
requirements or permits have been obtained or are in process shall be submitted to the 
RE and MMC for review and acceptance prior to the beginning of work or within one 
week of the Permit Holder obtaining documentation of those permits or requirements. 
Evidence shall include copies of permits, letters of resolution or other documentation 
issued by the responsible agency as applicable. 

4. MONITORING EXHIBITS: J\Jl consultants are required to submit, to RE and MivfC, 
a monitoring exhibit on a 1 lxl 7 reduction of the appropriate construction plan, such as 
site plan, grading, landscape, etc., marked to clearly show the specific areas including 
the LIMIT OF WORK, scope of that discipline's work, and notes indicating when in 
the construction schedule that work will be performed. When necessary for 
clarification, a detailed methodology of how the work will be performed shall be 
included. 

5. OTHER SUBMITTALS AND INSPECTIONS: The Permit Holder/Owner's 
representative shall submit all required documentation, verification letters, and requests 
for all associated inspections to the RE and MMC for approval per the following 
schedule: 

Document Submittal/Inspection Checklist 

Issue Area 

General 
General 
Biology 
Historical 
Archaeology 
Paleontology 
FinalMMRP 

Document submittal 

Consultant Qualification Letters 
Consultant Const. Monitoring 
Biology Reports 
Historical Reports 
Archaeology Reports 
Paleontology Reports 

Associated Inspection/Approvals/Note 

Prior to Pre-construction Mtg. 
Prior to or at Pre-Construction Mtg. 
Limit of Work Verification 
Historical observation (built envirnmt) 
Archaeology observation 
Paleontology observation 
Final MMRP Inspection 



SPECIFIC MMRP ISSUE AREA CONDmONS/REQUIREMENTS: 

A. LAND USE {MULTIPLE SPECIES CONSERVATION PROGRAM (MSCP) For 
PROJECTS WITHIN 100 FEET OF THE MHP Al 

I. Paior to Permit Issuance 
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A. Prior to issuance of any construction permit, the DSD Environmental Designee (ED) 
shall verify the Applicant has accurately represented the project's design in the 
Construction Documents (CDs) that are in conformance with the associated 
discretionary permit conditions and Exhibit "A", and also the City's Multi-Species 
Conservation Program (MSCP) Land Use Adjacency Guidelines for the Multiple Habitat 
Planning Area (MHP A), including identifying adjacency as the potential for 
direct/indirect impacts where applicable. In addition, ·a11 CDs where applicable shall 
show the following: 
1. Land Development/ Grading / Boundaries -MHP A boundaries on-site and 

adjacent properties shall be delineated on the CDs. The ED shall ensure that all 
grading is included within the development footprint, specifically manufactured 
slopes, disturbance, and development within or adjacent to the MHP A .. 

2. Drainage/ Toxins -All new and proposed parking lots and developed area in and 
adjacent to the MHP A shall be designed so they do not drain directly into the MHP A, 
All developed and paved areas must prevent the release of toxins, chemicals, 
petroleum products, exotic plant materials prior to release by incorporating the use of 
filtration devices, planted swales and/or planted detention/desiltation basins, or other 
approved permanent methods that are designed to minimize negative impacts, such as 
excessive water and toxins into the ecosystems of the MHP A. 

3. Staging/storage, equipment maintenance, and trash -All areas for staging, storage 
of equipment and materials, trash, equipment maintenance, ai-id other construction 
related activities are within the development footprint. Provide a note on the plans 
that states: "All construction related activity that may have potential for leakage or 
intrusion shall be monitored by the Qualified Biologist/Owners Representative to 
ensure there is no impact to the MHP A. " 

4. Barriers -All new development within or adjacent to the MHP A shall provide 
fencing or other City approved barriers along the MHP A boundaries to direct public 
access to appropriate locations, to reduce domestic animal predation, and to direct 
wildlife to appropriate corridor crossing. Permanent barriers may include, but are not 
limited to, fencing (6-foot black vinyl 9oated chain link or equivalent), walls, 
rocks/boulders, vegetated buffers, and signage for access, litter, and educational 
purposes. 

5. Lighting - All building, site, and landscape lighting adjacent to the MHP A shall be 
directed away from the preserve using proper placement and adequate shielding to 
protect sensitive habitat. Where necessary, light from traffic or other incompatible 
uses, shall be shielded from the MHP A through the utilization of including, but not 
limited to, earth berms, fences, and/or plant material. 

6. Invasive Plants - Plant species within 100 feet of the MHP A shall comply with the 
Landscape Regulations (LDC142.0400 and per table 142-04F, Revegetation and 
Irrigation Requirements) and be non invasive. Landscape plans shall include a note 
that states: "The ongoing maintenance requirements of the property owner shall 
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prohibit the use of any planting that are invasive, per City Regulations, Standards, 
guidelines, etc., within I 00 feet of the MHP A. " 

7. Brush Management - All new development adjacent to the MI-IP A is set back from 
the MHP A to provide the required Brush Management Zone (BMZ) 1 area (LDC Sec. 
142.0412) within the development area and outside of the MHPA. BMZ 2 may be 
located within the MHP A and the BMZ 2 management shall be the responsibility of a 
HOA or other private entity. 

8. Noise- Due to the site's location adjacent to or within the MHP A, construction noise 
that exceeds the maximum levels allowed shall be avoided, during the breeding 
seasons for protected avian species such as: California Gnatcatcher (311-8/15); Least 
Bell's vireo (3/15-9/15); and Southwestern Willow Flycatcher (5/1-8/30). If 
construction is proposed during the breeding season for the species, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service protocol surveys shall be required in order to determine species 
presence/absence. When applicable, adequate noise reduction measures shall be 
incorporated. Upon project submittal EAS shall detennine which of the following 
project specific avian protocol surveys shall be required. 

COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHER 

NO CLEARING, GRUBBING, GRADING~ OR OTIIBR CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 
SHALL OCCUR BETWEEN MARCH 1 AND AUGUST 15, THE BREEDING SEASON 
OF TIIB COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHE~ UNTIL Tiffi FOLLOWING 
REQUIREMENTS HA VE BEEN MET TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY 
MANAGER: 

a. A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST (POSSESSING AV ALID ENDANGERED SPECIES 
ACT SECTION lO(a)(l)(A) RECOVERY PERMIT) SHALL SURVEY THOSE 
HABITAT AREAS WITHIN ADJACENT TO THE MHPA THAT WOULD BE 
SUBJECT TO CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS EXCEEDING 60 DECIBELS 
[dB(A)] HOURLY AVERAGE FOR THE PRESENCE OF THE COASTAL 
CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHER. SURVEYS FOR THE COASTAL 
CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHER SHALL BE CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO 
THE PROTOCOL SURVEY GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED BY THE U.S. FISH 
AND WILDLIFE SERVICE WITIIIN THE BREEDING SEASON PRIOR TO THE 
COMMENCEMENT OF ANY CONSTRUCTION. IF GNATCATCHERS ARE 
PRESENT, THEN THE FOLLOWING CONDIDONS MUST BE MET: 

BETWEEN MARCH 1-AND AUGUST 15. NO CLEARING, GRUBBING, OR 
GRADING OF OCCUPIED GNATCATCHER HABITAT SHALL BE 
PERMITTED. AREAS RESTRICTED FROM SUCH ACTIVITIES SHALL BE 
STAKED OR FENCED UNDER TI-IE SUPERVISION OF A QUALIFIED 
BIOLOGIST; AND 

1. BETWEEN MARCH 1 AND AUGUST 15, NO CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES SHALL OCCUR WITHIN ANY PORTION OF THE SITE 
WHERE CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES WOULD RESULT IN NOISE 
LEVELS EXCEEDING 60 dB(A) HOURLY AVERAGE AT TIIE EDGE 
OF OCCUPIED GNATCATCHER HABITAT. AN ANALYSIS 
SHOWING THAT NOISE GENERATED BY CONSTRUCTION 
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ACTIVITIES WOULD NOT EXCEED 60 dB(A) HOURLY AVERAGE AT 
THE EDGE OF OCCUPIED HABITAT MUST BE COMPLETED BY A 
QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN (POSSESSING CURRENT NOISE 
ENGINEER LICENSE OR REGISTRATION WITH MONITORING 
NOISE LEVEL EXPERIENCE WITH LISTED ANIMAL SPECIES) AND 
APPROVED BY THE CITY MANAGER AT LEAST TWO w'EEKS 
PRIOR TO TIIE COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES. 
PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 
DURING THE BREEDING SEASON, AREAS RESTRICTED FROM 
SUCH ACTIVITIES SHALL BE STAKED OR FENCED UNDER THE 
SUPERVISION OF A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST; OR 

2. AT LEAST TWO WEEKS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES, UNDER THE DIRECTION OF A 
QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN, NOISE ATTENUATION MEASURES (e.g., 
BERMS, WALLS) SHALL BE IMPLEMENTED TO ENSURE THAT 
NOISE LEVELS RESULTING FROM CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 
WILL NOT EXCEED 60 dB(A) HOURLY A VER..i\GE AT THE EDGE OF 
HABITAT OCCUPIED BY THE COASTAL CALIFORNIA 
GNATCATCHER.CONCURRENTWITHTHECOMMENCEMENTOF 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES AND THE CONSTRUCTION OF 
NECESSARY NOISE ATTENUATION FACILITIES, NOISE 
MONITORING* SHALL BE CONDUCTED AT THE EDGE OF THE 
OCCUPIED HABITAT AREA TO ENSURE THAT NOISE LEVELS DO 
NOT EXCEED 60 dB(A) HOURLY AVERAGE. IF THE NOISE 
ATTENUATION TECHNIQUES IMPLEMENTED ARE DETERMINED 
TO BE INADEQUATE BY THE QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN OR 
BIOLOGIST, THEN Tiffi ASSOCIATED CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 
SHALL CEASE UNTIL SUCH TIME THAT ADEQUATE NOISE 
ATTENUATION IS ACHIEVED OR UNTIL THE END OF THE 
BREEDING SEASON (AUGUST 16). 

* Construction noise monitoring shall continue to be monitored at least twice weekly on 
varying days, or more frequently depending on the construction activity, to verify that noise 
levels at the edge of occupied habitat are maintained below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to 
the ambient noise level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. If not, other measures 
shall be implemented in consultation with the biologist and the City Manager, as necessary, 
to reduce noise levels to below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to the ambient noise level if it 
already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. Such measures may include, but are not limited 
to, limitations on the placement of construction equipment and the simultaneous use of 
equipment. 

b. IF COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHERS ARE NOT DETECTED 
DURING THE PROTOCOL SURVEY, THE QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST SHALL 
SUBMIT SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE TO THE CITY MANAGER AND 
APPLICABLE RESOURCE AGENCIES WHICH DEMONSTRATES WHETHER 
OR NOT MITIGATION MEASURES SUCH AS NOISE WALLS ARE 
NECESSARY BETWEEN MARCH 1 ·AND AUGUST 15 AS FOLLOWS: 
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1. IF THIS EVIDENCE INDICATES TIIE POTENTIAL IS HIGH FOR 
COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHER TO BE PRESENT BASED 
ON HISTORICAL RECORDS OR SITE CONDITIONS, THEN 
CONDITION A.III SHALL BE ADHERED TO AS SPECIFIED ABOVE. 

2. IF rtlIS EVIDENCE CONCLUDES THAT NO IMP ACTS TO THIS 
SPECIES ARE ANTICIPATED, NO MITIGATION MEASURES WOULD 
BE NECESSARY. 

LEAST BELL'S VIREO (State Endangered/Federally Endangered) 

NO CLEARING, GRUBBING, GRADING, OR OTHER CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 
SHALL OCCUR BETWEEN MARCH 15 AND SEPTEMBER 15, THE BREEDING 
SEASON OF THE LEAST BELL'S VIREO, UNTIL THE FOLLOWING 
REQUIREMENTS HA VE BEEN MET TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE CITY 
MANAGER: 

A. A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST (POSSESSING AV ALID ENDANGERED SPECIES 
ACT SECTION lO(a)(l)(A) RECOVERY PERMIT) SHALL SURVEY THOSE 
WETLAND AREAS THAT WOULD BE SUBJECT TO CONSTRUCTION 
NOISE LEVELS EXCEEDING 60 DECIBELS [dB(A)] HOURLY AVERAGE 
FOR THE PRESENCE OF THE LEAST BELL'S VIREO. SURVEYS FOR THE 
THIS SPECIES SHALL BE CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO THE PROTOCOL 
SURVEY GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED BY THE U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
SERVICE WITHIN THE BREEDING SEASON PRIOR TO THE 
COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION. IF THE LEAST BELL'S VIREO IS 
PRESENT, THEN THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS MUST BE MET: 

BETWEEN MARCH 15 AND SEPTEMBER 15, NO CLEARING, GRUBBING, 
OR GRADING OF OCCUPIED LEAST BELL'S VIREO HABITAT SHALL BE 
PERMITTED. AREAS RESTRICTED FROM SUCH ACTIVITIES SHALL BE 
STAKED OR FENCED UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF A QUALIFIED 
BIOLOGIST; AND 

BETWEEN MARCH 15 AND SEPTEMBER 15, NO CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES SHALL OCCUR WIIBIN ANY PORTION OF THE SITE WHERE 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES WOULD RESULT IN NOISE LEVELS 
EXCEEDING 60 dB(A) HOURLY AVERAGE AT THE EDGE OF OCCUPIED 
LEAST BELL'S VIREO OR HABITAT. AN ANALYSIS SHOWING THAT 
NOISE GENERATED BY CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES WOULD NOT 
EXCEED 60 dB(A) HOURLY AVERAGE AT THE EDGE OF OCCUPIED 
HABITAT MUST BE COMPLETED BY A QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN 
(POSSESSING CURRENT NOISE ENGINEER LICENSE OR REGISTRATION 
WITH MONITORING NOISE LEVEL EXPERIENCE WITH LISTED ANIMAL 
SPECIES) AND APPROVED BY THE CITY MANAGER AT LEAST TWO 
WEEKS PRIOR TO TIIE COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES. PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF ANY OF 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES DURING TIIE BREEDING SEASON, AREAS 
RESTRICTED FROM SUCH ACTIVITIES SHALL BE STAKED OR FENCED 
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UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST; OR 

AT LEAST TWO WEEKS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES, UNDER THE DIRECTION OF A QUALIFIED 
ACOUSTICIAN, NOISE ATTENUATION MEASURES (e.g., BERMS, WALLS) 
SHALL BE IMPLEMENTED TO ENSURE THAT NOISE LEVELS RESULTING 
FROM CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES WILL NOT EXCEED 60 dB(A) 
HOURLY AVERAGE AT THE EDGE OF HABITAT OCCUPIED BY THE 
LEAST BELL'S VIREO. CONCURRENT WI1H THE COMMENCEMENT OF 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES AND THE CONSTRUCTION OF NECESSARY 
NOISE ATTENUATION FACILITIES, NOISE MONITORING* SHALL BE 
CONDUCTED AT THE EDGE OF THE OCCUPIED HABITAT AREA TO 
ENSURE THAT NOISE LEVELS DO NOT EXCEED 60 dB(A) HOURL y 
AVERAGE. IF THE NOISE ATTENUATION TECHNIQUES IMPLEMENTED 
ARE DETERMINED 

TO BE INADEQUATE BY THE QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN OR BIOLOGIST, 
THEN THE ASSOCIATED CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES SHALL CEASE 
UNTIL SUCH TIME THAT ADEQUATE NOISE ATTENUATION IS 
ACHIEVED OR UNTIL THE END OF THE BREEDING SEASON (SEPTEMBER 
16). 

* Construction noise monitoring shall continue to be monitored at least twice weekly on 
varying days, or more frequently depending on the construction activity, to verify that noise 
levels at the edge of occupied habitat are maintained below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to 
the ambient noise level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. If not, other 
measures shall be implemented in consultation with the biologist and the City Manager, as 
necessary, to reduce noise levels to below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to the ambient noise 
level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. Such measures may include, but are 
not limited to, limitations on the placement of construction equipment and the simultaneous 
use of equipment. 

B. IF LEAST BELL'S VIREO ARE NOT DETECTED DURING THE PROTOCOL 
SURVEY, THE QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST SHALL SUBMIT SUBSTANTIAL 
EVIDENCE TO THE CITY MANAGER AND APPLICABLE RESOURCE 
AGENCIES WHICH DEMONSTRATES WHETHER OR NOT MITIGATION 
MEASURES SUCH AS NOISE WALLS ARE NECESSARY BETWEEN 
MARCH 15 AND SEPTEMBER 15 AS FOLLOWS: 

I. IF IBIS EVIDENCE IND I CA TES THE POTENTIAL IS HIGH FOR 
LEAST BELUS VIREO TO BE PRESENT BASED ON HISTORICAL 
RECORDS OR SITE CONDITIONS, THEN CONDITION A.ill SHALL 
BE ADHERED TO AS SPECIFIED ABOVE. 

II. IF THIS EVIDENCE CONCLUDES THAT NO IMPACTS TO nns 
SPECIES ARE ANTICIPATED, NO MITIGATION MEASURES WOULD 
BE NECESSARY. 
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SOUTHWESTERN WILLOW FLYCATCHER (Federally Endangered) 

I . Prior to the first reconstruction meeting, the City Manager ( or appointed designee) shall 
verify that the following project requirements regarding the southwestern willow flycatcher 
are shown on the construction plans: 

NO CLEARING, GRUBBING, GRADING, OR OTHER CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 
SHALL OCCUR BETWEEN MAY 1 AND SEPTEMBER 1, Tl-l..E BREEDING SEASON OF THE 
SOUTHWESTERN WILLOW FL YCATCHE~ UNTIL 

THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS HA VE BEEN MET TO THE SATISFACTION OF 
THE CITY MANAGER: 

A. A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST (POSSESSING AV ALID ENDANGERED SPECIES 
ACT SECTION lO(a)(l)(A) RECOVERY PERMIT) SHALL SURVEY THOSE 
WETLAND AREAS TIIAT WOULD BE SUBJECT TO CONSTRUCTION 
NOISE LEVELS EXCEEDING 60 DECIBELS [dB(A)] HOURLY AVERAGE 
FOR THE PRESENCE OF THE SOUTHWESTERN WILLOW FLYCATCHER. 
SURVEYS FOR THIS SPECIES SHALL BE CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO THE 
PROTOCOL SURVEY GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED BY THE U.S. FISH AND 
WILDLIFE SERVICE WITHIN THE BREEDING SEASON PRIOR TO THE 
COMMENCEMENT OF ANY CONSTRUCTION. IF THE SOUTHWESTERN 
WILLOW FLYCATCHER IS PRESEN1, THEN THE FOLLOWING· 
CONDITIONS MUST BE MET: 

BETWEEN MAY 1 AND SEPTElvffiER 1, NO CLEARfNG, GRUBBING, OR 
GRADING OF OCCUPIED SOUTHWESTERN WILLOW FLYCATCHER 
HABITAT SHALL BE PERMITTED. AREAS RESTRICTED FROM SUCH 
ACTIVITIES SHALL BE STAKED OR FENCED UNDER THE SUPERVISION 
OF A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST; AND 

BETWEEN MAY 1 AND SEPTEMBER 1, NO CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 
SHALL OCCUR WITHIN ANY PORTION OF THE SITE WHERE 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES WOULD RESULT IN NOISE LEVELS 
EXCEEDING 60 dB(A) HOURLY AVERAGE AT THE EDGE OF OCCUPIED 
SOUTHWESTERN WILLOW FLYCATCHER HABITAT. AN ANALYSIS 
SHOWING IHA T NOISE GENERATED BY CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 
WOULD NOT EXCEED 60 dB(A) HOURLY AVERAGE AT THE EDGE OF 
OCCUPIED HABITAT MUST BE COMPLETED BY A QUALIFIED 
ACOUSTICIAN (POSSESSING CURRENT NOISE ENGINEER LICENSE OR 
REGISTRATION WITH MONITORING NOISE LEVEL EXPERIENCE WITH 
LISTED ANIMAL SPECIES) AND APPROVED BY TIIE CITY MANAGER AT 
LEAST TWO WEEKS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES. PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES DURING THE BREEDING SEASON, AREAS 
RESTRICTED FROM SUCH ACTMTIES SHALL BE STAKED OR FENCED 
UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST; OR AT LEAST 
TWO WEEKS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION 
ACTMTIES, UNDER THE DIRECTION OF A QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN, 
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NOISE ATTENUATION MEASURES (e.g., BERMS, WALLS) SHALL BE 
IMPLEMENTED TO ENSURE TI1A T NOISE LEVELS RESULTING FROM 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES WILL NOT EXCEED 60 dB(A) HOURLY 
AVERAGE AT THE EDGE OF HABITAT OCCUPIED BY THE 
SOUTIIWESTERN WILLOW FLYCATCHER. CONCURRENT WITII THE 
COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIBS Al'4'D THE 
CONSTRUCTION OF NECESSARY NOISE ATTENUATION FACILITIES, 
NOISE MONITORING* SHALL BE CONDUCTED AT THE EDGE OF THE 
OCCUPIED HABITAT AREA TO ENSURE TIIATNOISE LEVELS DO NOT 
EXCEED 60 dB(A) HOURLY AVERAGE. IF THE NOISE ATTENUATION 
TECHNIQUES IMPLEMENTED ARE DETERMINED TO BE INADEQUATE 
BY THE QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN OR BIOLOGIST, THEN THE 
ASSOCIATED CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES SHALL CEASE UNTIL SUCH 
TIME TIIAT ADEQUATE NOISE ATTENUATION IS ACHIEVED OR UNTIL 
THE END OF THE BREEDING SEASON (SEPTEMBER 1). 

* Construction noise monitoring shall continue to be monitored at least twice weekly on 
va.. ... JiI'.g days, or more frequently depending on the construction activity, to verify that noise 
levels at the edge of occupied habitat are maintained below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to 
the ambient noise level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. If not, other 
measures shall be implemented in consultation with the biologist and the City Manager, as 
necessary, to reduce noise levels to below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to the-ambient noise 
level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. Such measures may include, but are 
not limited to, limitations on the placement of construction equipment and the simultaneous 
use of equipment. 

B. IF SOUTHWESTERN WILLOW FLYCATCHER ARE NOT DETECTED 
DURING THE PROTOCOL SURVEY, THE QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST SHALL 
SUBMIT SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE TO THE CITY MANAGER AND 
APPLICABLE RESOURCE AGENCIES WHICH DEMONSTRATES WHETHER 
OR NOT MITIGATION MEASURES SUCH AS NOISE WALLS ARE 
NECESSARY BETWEEN MAY 1 AND SEPTEMBER 1 AS FOLLOWS: 

I. IF THIS EVIDENCE INDICATES TIIE POTENTIAL IS HIGH FOR 
SOUTIIWESTERN WILLOW FLYCATCHER TO BE PRESENT BASED 
ON HISTORICAL RECORDS OR SITE CONDITIONS, THEN 
CONDITION A.III SHALL BE ADHERED TO AS SPECIFIED ABOVE. 

II. IF THIS EVIDENCE CONCLUDES THAT NO IMPACTS TO THIS 
SPECIES ARE ANTICIPATED, NO MITIGATION MEASURES WOULD 
BE NECESSARY. 

II. Prior to Start of Construction 

A. Preconstruction Meeting 

The Qualified Biologist/Owners Representative shall incorporate all MHP A construction 
related requirements, into the project's Biological Monitoring Exhibit (BME). 
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The Qualified Biologist/Owners Representative is responsible to arrange and perform a 
focused pre-con with all contractors, subcontractors, and all workers involved in grading or 
other construction activities that discusses the sensitive nature of the adjacent sensitive 
biological resources. 

m. During Construction 

A. The Qualified Biologist/Owners Representative, shall verify that all construction related 
activities taking place with:in er adjacent to the MHP A are consistent with the CDs, the 
MSCP/MHP A Land Use Adjacency Guidelines. The Qualified Biologist/Owners 
Representative shall monitor and ensure that: 

1. Land Development /Grading Boundaries - The MHP A boundary and the limits of 
grading shall be clearly delineated by a survey crew prior to brushing, clearing, or 
grading. Limits shall be defined with orange construction fence and a siltation fence 
(can be combined) under the supervision of the Qualified Biologist/Owners 
Representative who shall provide a letter of verification to RE/MMC that all limits 
were marked as required. \J/i.th:in ef aAdjacent to the MHP A, all manufactured 
slopes associated with site development shall be included within the development 
footprint. 

2. Drainage/Toxics - No Direct drainage into the MHP A shall occur during or after 
construction and that filtration devices, swales and/or detention/desiltation basins 
that drain into the MHP A are functioning properly during construction, and that 
permanent maintenance after construction is addressed. These systems should be 
maintained approximately once a year, or as often a needed, to ensure proper 
functioning. Maintenance should include dredging out sediments if needed, 
removing exotic plant materials, and adding chemical-neutralizing compounds (e.g. 
clay compounds) when necessary and appropriate. 

3. Staging/storage, equipment maintenance, and trash - Identify all areas for 
staging, storage of equipment and materials, trash, equipment maintenance, and 
other construction related activities on the monitoring exhibits and verify that they 
are within the development footprint. Comply with the applicable notes on the plans 

4 Barriers -New development adjacent to the MHPA provides city approved barriers 
along the MHP A boundaries 

5. Lighting - Periodic night inspections are performed to verify that all lighting 
adjacent to the MHP A is directed away from preserve areas and appropriate 
placement and shielding is used. 

6. Invasives - No invasive plant species are used iB-ef adjacent (within 100 feet) to the 
MHP A and that ¥1it:hm. the MHP.A, aJ.l fllaBt Sf.1eeies must ee aativ-e. 

7. Brush Management - BMZl is within the development footprint and outside of the 
MHP A, and that maintenance responsibility for the BMZ 2 located within the 
MHP A is identified as the responsibility of an HOA or other private entity. 

8. Noise-For any area of the site that is adjacent to ef vii-tain the MHPA, construction 
noise that exceeds the maximum levels allowed, shallbe avoided, during the 
breeding seasons, for protected avian species such as: California Gnatcatcher (3/1-
8/15); Least Bell's vireo (3/15-9/15); and Southwestern Willow Flycatcher (511-
8/30). If construction is proposed during the breeding season for the species, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service protocol surveys will be required in order to determine 
species presence/absence. When applicable, adequate noise reduction measures shall 
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be incorporated. 

IV. Post Construction 

B. 

A. Preparation and Submittal of Monitoring Report 

The Qualified Biologist/Owners Representative shall submit a final biological 
monitoring report to the RE/MMC within 30 days of the completion of construction that 
requires monitoring. The report shall incorporate the results of the MMRP/MSCP 
requirements per the construction documents and the BME to the satisfaction of 
RE/MMC. 

HISTORICAL RESOURCES (ARCHAEOWGY) 

Prior to Permit Issuance or Bid Opening/Bid Award 
A. Entitlements Plan Check 

1. Prior to permit issuance or Bid Opening/Bid Award, whichever is applicable,. the 
Assistant Deputy Director (ADD) Environmental designee shall verify that the 
requirements for Archaeological Monitoring and Native American monitoring have 
been noted on the applicable construction documents through the plan check process. 

B. Letters of Qualification have been submitted to ADD 
1. Prior to Bid Award, the applicant shall submit a letter of verification to Mitigation 

Monitoring Coordination (MMC) identifying the Principal Investigator (PI) for the 
project and the names of all persons involved in the archaeological monitoring 
program, as defined in the City of San Diego Historical Resources Guidelines 
(HRG). If applicable, individuals involved in the archaeological monitoring program 
must have completed the 40-hour HAZWOPER training with certification 
documentation. 

2. MMC will provide a letter to the applicant confirming the qualifications of the PI 
and all persons involved in the archaeological monitoring of the project meet the 
qualifications established in the HRG. 

3. Prior to the start of work, the applicant must obtain written approval from MMC for 
any personnel changes associated with the monitoring program. 

II. Prior to Start of Construction 
A. Verification of Records Search 

1. The PI shall provide verification to MMC that a site specific records search (1/4 mile 
radius) has been completed. Verification includes, but is not limited to a copy of a 
confirmation letter from South Coastal Information Center, or, if the search was in
house, a letter of verification from the PI stating that the search was completed. 

2. The letter shall introduce any pertinent information concerning expectations and 
probabilities of discovery during trenching and/or grading activities. 

3. The PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC requesting a reduction to the ¼ mile 
radius. 

B. PI Shall Attend Precon Meetings 
1. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring; the Applicant shall arrange a 

Precon Meeting that shall include the PI, Native American consultant/monitor 
(where Native American resources may be impacted), Construction Manager (CM) 
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and/or Grading Contractor, Resident Engineer (RE), Building Inspector (BI), if 
appropriate, and MMC. The qualified Archaeologist and Native American Monitor 
shall attend any grading/excavation related Precon Meetings to make comments 
and/or suggestions concerning the Archaeological Monitoring program with the 
Construction Manager and/or Grading Contractor. 
a. Jfthe PI is unable to attend the Precon Meeting, the AppJicant shall schedule a 

focused Precon Meeting with MMC, the PI, RE, CM or BI, if appropriate, prior 
to the start of any work that requires monitoring. 

2. Acknowledgement of Responsibility for Curation (CIP or Other Public Projects) 
The applicant shall submit a letter to MMC acknowledging their responsibility for 
the cost of curation associated with all phases of the archaeological monitoring 
program. 

3. Identify Areas to be Monitored 
b. Prior to the start of any work that requires monitoring, the PI shall submit an 

Archaeological Monitoring Exhibit (AME) (with verification that the AME has 
been reviewed and approved by the Native American consultant/monitor when 
Native American resources may be impacted) based on the appropriate 
construction documents (reduced to 1 lxl 7) to :MMC identifying the areas to be 
monitored including the delineation of grading/excavation limits. 

c. The AME shall be based on the results of a site specific records search as well as 
information regarding the age of existing pipelines, laterals an<l associated 
appurtenances and/or any known soil conditions (native or formation). 

d. MMC shall notify the PI that the AME has been approved. 
4. When ·Monitoring Will Occur 

a. Prior to the start of any work, the Pl shall also submit a construction schedule to 
MMC through the RE indicating when and where monitoring will occur. 

b. The PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC prior to the start of work or during 
construction requesting a modification to the monitoring program. This request 
shall be based on relevant information such as review of final construction 
documents which indicate conditions such as age of existing pipe to be replaced, 
depth of excavation and/or site graded to bedrock, etc., which may reduce or 
increase the potential for resources to be present. 

5. Approval of AME and Construction Schedule 
After approval of the AME by MMC, the PI shall submit to MMC written 
authorization of the AME and Construction Schedule from the CM. 

ID. During Construction 
A. Monitor Shall be Present During Grading/Excavation/Trenching 

1. The Archaeological Monitor shall be present full-time during all soil disturbing and 
grading/excavation/trenching activities which could result in impacts to 
archaeological resources as identified on the AME. The Construction Manager is 
responsible for notifying the RE, PI, and MMC of changes to any construction 
activities such as in the case of a potential safety concern within the area being 
monitored. In certain circumstances OSHA safety requirements may 
necessitate modification of the AME. 

2. The Native American consultant/monitor shall determine the extent of their presence 
during soil disturbing and grading/excavation/trenching activities based on the AME 
and provide that information to the PI and MMC. If prehistoric resources are 
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encountered during the Native American consultant/monitor's absence, work shall 
stop and the Discovery Notification Process detailed in Section III.B-C and IV.A-D 
shall commence. • 

3. The PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC during construction requesting a 
modification to the monitoring program when a field condition such as modern 
disturbance post-dating the previous grading/trenching activities, presence of fossii 
formations, or when native soils are encountered that may reduce or increase the 
potential for resources to be present. 

4. The archaeological and Native American consultant/monitor shall document field 
activity via the Consultant Site Visit Record (CSVR). The CSVR's shall be faxed 
by the CM to the RE the first day of monitoring, the last day of monitoring, monthly 
(Notification of Monitoring Completion), and in the case of ANY discoveries. 
The RE shall forward copies to MMC. 

B. Discovery Notification Process 
1. In the event of a discovery, the Archaeological Monitor shall direct the contractor to 

temporarily divert all soil disturbing activities, including but not limited to digging, 
trenching, excavating or grading activities in the area of discovery and in the area 
reasonably suspected to overlay adjacent resources and immediately notify t.lie RE or 
BI, as appropriate. 

2. The Monitor shall immediately notify the PI (unless Monitor is the PI) of the 
discovery. • 

3. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone of the discovery, and shall also 
submit written docum~tation to MMC within 24 hours by fax or email with photos 
of the resource in context, if possible. 

4. No soil shall be exported off-site until a determination can be made regarding the 
significance of the resource specifically if Native American resources are 
encountered. 

C. Deteunination of Si~uificance 
1. The PI and Native American consultant/monitor, where Native American resources 

are discovered shall evaluate the significance of the resource. If Human Remains are 
involved, follow protocol in Section IV below. 
a. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone to discuss significance 

determination and shall also submit a letter to MMC indicating whether 
additional mitigation is required. 

b. If the resource is significant, the PI shall sµbmit an Archaeological Data 
Recovery Program (ADRP) and obtain written approval of the program from 
MMC, CM and RE. ADRP and any mitigation must be approved by MMC, RE 
and/or CM before ground disturbing activities in the area of discovery will be 
allowed to resume. Note: If a unique archaeological site is also an historical 
resource as defmed in CEQA Section 15064.5, then the limits on the 
amount(s) that a project applicant may be required to pay to cover 
mitigation costs as indicated in CEQA Section 21083.2 shall not apply. 
(I). Note: For pipeline trenching and other linear projects in the public Right

of-Way, the PI shall implement the Discovery Process for Pipeline 
Trenching projects identified below under "D." 

c. If the resource is not significant, the PI shall submit a letter to MMC indicating 
that artifacts will be collected, curated, and documented in the Final Monitoring 
Report. The letter shall also indicate that that no further work is required. 
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(1). Note: For Pipeline Trenching and other linear projects in the public Right
of-Way, if the deposit is limited in size, both in length and depth; the 
information value is limited and is not associated with any other resource; 
and there are no unique features/artifacts associated with the deposit, the 
discovery should be considered not significant. 

(2). Note, for Pipeline Trenching and other linear projects in the public Right
of-Way, if significance cannot be determined, the Final Monitoring Report 
and Site Record (DPR Form 523A/B) shall identify the discovery as 
Potentially Significant. 

D. Discovery Process for Significant Resources - Pipeline Trenching and other Linear 
Projects in the Public Right-of-Way 
The following procedure constitutes adequate mitigation of a significant discovery 
encountered during pipeline trenching activities or for other linear project types within 
the Public Right-of-Way including but not limited to excavation for jacking pits, 
receiving pits, laterals, and manholes_to reduce impacts to below a level of significance: 
1. Procedures for docwnentation, curation and reporting 

a. One hundred percent of the artifacts within the trench alignment and width shall 
be documented in-situ, to include photographic records, plan view of the trench 
and profiles of side walls, recovered, photographed after cleaning and analyzed 
and curated. The remainder of the deposit within the limits of excavation (trench 
walls) shall be left intact. 

b. The PI shall prepare a Draft Monitoring Report and submit to MMC via the RE 
as indicated in Section VI-A. 

c. The PI shall be responsible for recording ( on the appropriate State of California 
Department of Park and Recreation forms-DPR 523 A/B) the resource(s) 
encountered during the Archaeological Monitoring Program in accordance with 
the City's Historical Resources Guidelines. The DPR forms shall be submitted 
to the South Coastal Information Center for either a Primary Record or SDI 
Number and included in the Final Monitoring Report. 

d. The Final Monitoring Report shall include a recommendation for monitoring of 
any future work in the vicinity of the resource. 

IV. Discovery of Human Remains 
If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area and no soil shall be exported 
off-site until a determination can be made regarding the provenance of the human remains; 
and the following procedures as set forth in CEQA Section 15064.S(e), the California Public 
Resources Code (Sec. 5097.98) and State Health and Safety Code (Sec. 7050.5) shall be 
undertaken: 
A. Notification 

1. Archaeological Monitor shall notify the RE or BI as appropriate, MMC, and the PI, 
if the Monitor is not qualified as a Pl. MMC will notify the appropriate Senior 
Planner in the Environmental Analysis Section (EAS) of the Development Services 
Department to assist with the discovery notification process. 

2. The PI shall notify the Medical Examiner after consultation with the RE, either in 
person or via telephone. 

B. Isolate discovery site 
1. Work shall be directed away from the location of the discovery and any nearby area 

reasonably suspected to overlay adjacent human remains until a determination can 
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be made by the Medical Examiner in consultation with the PI concerning the 
provenience of the remains. 

2. The Medical Examiner, in consultation with the PI, will determine the need for a 
field examination to determine the provenience. 

3, If a field examination.is not warranted, the Medical Examiner will determine with 
input from the PI, if the remains are or are most likely to be of Native American 
origin. 

C. If Human Remains ARE determined to be Native American 
1. The Medical Examiner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission 

(NAHC) within 24 hours. By law, ONLY the Medical Examiner can make this call. 
2. NAHC will immediately identify the person or persons determined to be the Most 

Likely Descendent (MLD) and provide contact information. 
3. The MLD will contact the PI within 24 hours or sooner after the Medical Examiner 

has completed coordination, to begin the consultation process in accordance with 
CEQA Section 15064.S(e), the California Public Resources and Health & Safety 
Codes. 

4. The MLD will have 48 hours to make recommendations to the property owner or 
representative, for the treatment or disposition \vith proper dignity, of the hwuan 
remains and associated grave goods. 

5. Disposition of Native American Human Remains will be determined between the 
MLD and the Pl, and, if: 
a. The NAHC is unable to identify the MLD, OR the MLD failed to make a 

recommendation within 48 hours after being notified by the Commission, OR; 
b. The landowner or authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the 

MLD and mediation in accordance with PRC 5097.94 (k) by the NARC fails to 
provide measures acceptable to the landowner, THEN 

c. To protect these sites, the landowner shall do one or more of the following: 
(1) Record the site with the NAHC; 
(2) Record an open space or conservation easement; or 
(3) Record a document with the County. 

d. Upon the discovery of multiple Native American human remains during a 
ground disturbing land development activity, the landowner may agree that 
additional conferral with descendants is necessary to consider culturally 
appropriate treatment of multiple Native American human remains. Culturally 
appropriate treatment of such a discovery may be ascertained from review of the 
site utilizing cultural and archaeological standards. Where the parties are unable 
to agree on the appropriate treatment measures the human remains and items 
associated and buried with Native American human remains shall be reinterred 
with appropriate dignity, pursuant to Section 5.c., above. 

D. If Human Remains are NOT Native American 
1. The PI shall contact the Medical Examiner and notify them of the historic era 

context of the burial. 
2. The Medical Examiner will determine the appropriate course of action with the PI 

and City staff (PRC 5097 .98). 
3. If the remains are of historic origin, they shall be appropriately removed and 

conveyed to the San Diego Museum of Man for analysis. The decision for 
internment of the human remains shall be made in consultation with MMC, EAS, the 
applicant/landowner, any known descendant group, and the San Diego Museum of 
Man. 
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V. Night and/or Weekend Work 
A. If night and/or weekend work is included in the contract 

1. When night and/or weekend work is included in the contract package, the extent and 
timing shall be presented and discussed at the precon meeting. 

2. The following procedures shall be followed. 
a No Disc.overies 

In the event that no discoveries were encountered during night and/or weekend 
work, the PI shall record tlie information on the CSVR and submit to MMC via 
fax by 8AM of the next business day. 

b. Discoveries 
All discoveries shall be processed and documented using the existing procedures 
detailed in Sections III - During Construction, and IV -Discovery of Human 
Remains. Discovery of human remains shall always be treated as a significant 
discovery. 

c. Potentially Significant Discoveries 
If the PI determines that a potentially significant discovery has been made, the 
procedures detailed under Section III - During Construction and IV-Discovery of 
Human Remains shall be followed. 

d. The PI shall immediately contact the RE and :MMC, or by 8AM of the next . 
business day to report and discuss the findings as indicated in Section III-B, 
unless other specific arrangements have been made. 

B. If night and/or weekend work becomes necessary during the_ course of construction 
1. The Construction Manager shall notify the RE, or BI, as appropriate, a minimum of 

24 hours before the work is to begin. 
2. The RE, or BI, as appropriate, shall notify MMC immediately. 

C. All other procedures described above shall apply, as appropriate. 

VI. Post Construction 
A. Submittal of Draft Monitoring Report 

1. The PI shall submit two copies of the Draft Monitoring Report ( even if negative), 
prepared in accordance with the Historical Resources Guidelines (Appendix CID) 
which describes the results, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of the 
Archaeological Monitoring Program (with appropriate graphics) to MMC via the RE 
for review and approval within 90 days following the completion of monitoring. It 
should be noted that if the PI is unable to submit the Draft Monitoring Report 
within the allotted 90-day timeframe as a result of delays with analysis, special 
study results or other complex issues, a schedule shall be submitted to MMC 
establishing agreed due dates and the provision for submittal of monthly status 
reports until this measure can be met. 
a For significant archaeological resources encountered during monitoring, the 

Archaeological Data Recovery Program or Pipeline Trenching Discovery 
Process shall be included in the Draft Monitoring Report. 

b. Recording Sites with State of California Department of Parks and Recreation 
The PI shall be responsible for recording ( on the appropriate State of California 
Department of Park and Recreation fonns-DPR 523 A/B) any significant or 
potentially significant resources encountered during the Archaeological 
Monitoring Program in accordance with the City's Historical Resources 
Guidelines, and submittal of such forms to the South Coastal Information Center 
with the Final Monitoring Report. 
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2. MMC shall return the Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for revision or, 
for preparation of the Final Report. 

3. The PI shall submit revised Draft Monitoring Report to MMC via the RE for 
approval. 

4. MMC shall provide written verification to the PI of the approved report. 
5. :MMC shail notify the RE or BI, as appropriate, of receipt of aii Draft Monitoring 

Report submittals and approvals. 
B. Handling of Artifacts 

1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all cultural remains collected are 
cleaned and catalogued 

2. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all artifacts are analyzed to identify 
function and chronology as they relate to the history of the area; that fauna! material 
is identified as to species; and that specialty studies are completed, as appropriate. 

C. Curation of artifacts: Accession Agreement and Acceptance Verification 
1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all artifacts associated with the survey, 

testing and/or data recovery for this project are permanently curated with an 
appropriate institution. This shall be completed in consultation with MMC and the 
Native American representative, as applicable. 

2. When applicable to the situation, the PI shall include written verification from the 
Native American consultant/monitor indicating that Native American resources were 
treated in accordance with state law and/or applicable agreements. If the resources 
were reinterred, verification shall be provided to show what protective measures 
were taken to ensure no further disturbance occurs in accordance with Section IV -
Discovery of Human Remains, Subsection C. 

3. The PI shall submit the Accession Agreement and catalogue record(s) to the RE or 
BI, as appropriate for donor signature with a copy submitted to MMC. 

4. The RE or BI, as appropriate shall obtain signature on the Accession Agreement and 
shall return to PI with copy submitted to MMC. 

5. The PI shall include the Acceptance Verification from the curation institution in the 
Final Monitoring Report submitted to the RE or BI and MMC. 

D. Final Monitoring Report(s) 
1. The PI shall submit one copy of the approved Final Monitoring Report to the RE or 

BI as appropriate, and one copy to MMC (even if negative), within 90 days after 
notification from MMC of the approved report. 

2. The RE shall, in no case, issue the Notice of Completion until receiving a copy of 
the approved Final Monitoring Report from MMC which includes the Acceptance 
Verification from the curation institution. 

C~ P ALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

I. Prior to Permit Issuance or Bid Opening/Bid Award 
A. Entitlements Plan Check 

1. Prior to permit issuance or Bid Opening/Bid Award, whichever is applicable
1 
the 

Assistant Deputy Director (ADD) Environmental designee shall verify th.at the 
requirements for Paleontological Monitoring have been noted on the appropriate 
construction documents. 

B. Letters of Qualification have been submitted to ADD 
1. Prior to Bid Award, the applicant shall submit a letter of verification to Mitigation 

Monitoring Coordination (MMC) identifying the Principal Investigator (Pl) for the 
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project and the names of all persons involved in the paleontological monitoring 
program, as defined in the City of San Diego Paleontology Guidelines. 

2. MMC will provide a letter to the applicant confirming the qualifications of the PI 
and all persons involved in the paleontological monitoring of the project. 

3. Prior to the start of work, the applicant shall obtain approval from MMC for any 
personnei changes associated with the monitoring program. 

Il, Prior to Start of Constr1..1ction 
A. Verification of Records Search 

1. The PI shall provide verification to MMC that a site specific records search has been 
completed. Verification includes, but is not limited to a copy of a confirmation letter 
from San Diego Natural History Museum, other institution or, if the search was in
house, a letter of verification from the PI stating that the search was completed. 

2. The letter shall introduce any pertinent information concerning expectations and 
probabilities of discovery during trenching and/or grading activities. 

B. PI Shall Attend Precon Meetings 
1. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, the Applicant shall arrange a 

Precon Meeting that shall include the PI, Construction Manager (CM) and/or 
Grading Contractor, Resident Engineer (RE), Building Inspector (BI), if appropriate, 
and MMC. The qualified paleontologist shall attend any grading/excavation related 
Precon Meetings to make comments and/or suggestions concerning the 
Paleontological Monitoring program with the Construction Manager and/or Grading 
Contractor. 
a. If the PI is unable to attend the Precon Meeting, the Applicant shall schedule a 

focused Precon Meeting with lvilviC, the PI, RE, CM or BI, if appropriate, prior 
to the start of any work that requires monitoring. 

2. Acknowledgement of Responsibility for Curation (CIP or Other Public Projects) 
The applicant shall submit a letter to :Ml\.1:C acknowledging their responsibility for 
the cost of curation associated with all phases of the paleontological monitoring 
program. 

3. Identify Areas to be Monitored 
a. a Prior to the start of any work that requires monitoring, the PI shall submit a 

Paleontological Monitoring Exhibit (PME) based on the appropriate construction 
documents (reduced to 1 lxl 7) to MMC for approval identifying the areas to be 
monitored including the delineation of grading/excavation limits. Monitoring shall 
begin at depths below 10 feet from existing grade or as detennined by the PI in 
consultation with MMC. The determination shall be based on site specific records 
search data which supports monitoring at depths less than ten feet. 
b. b. The PME shall be based on the results of a site specific records search as 

well as information regarding existing known soil conditions (native or 
formation). 

·c. c. :MMC shall notify the PI that the PME has been approved. 
d. 4. When Monitoring Will Occur 

a. Prior to the start of any work, the PI shall also submit a construction schedule to 
MMC through the RE indicating when and where monitoring will occur. 

b. The PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC prior to the start of work or during 
construction requesting a modification to the monitoring program. This request 
shall be based on relevant information such as review of final construction 
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documents which indicate conditions such as depth of excavation and/or site 
graded to bedrock, presence or absence of fossil resources, etc., which may 
reduce or increase the potential for resources to be present. 

5. Approval of PME and Construction Schedule 
.After approval of the PME by ~AM'C, the PI shall sub!!'it to !'.-0.1C '.Vritten 
authorization of the PME and Construction Schedule from the CM. 

III. During Construction 
A. Monitor Shall be Present During Grading/Excavation/Trenching 

1. Toe monitor shall be present full-time during grading/excavation/trenching activities 
including, but not limited to mainline, laterals, jacking and receiving pits, services 
and all other appurtenances associated with underground utilities as identified on the 
PME that could result in impacts to formations with high and/or moderate resource 
sensitivity. The Construction Manager is responsible for notifying the RE, PI, 
and MMC of changes to any construction activities such as in the case of a 
potential safety concern within the area being monitored. In certain 
circumstances OSHA safety requirements may necessitate modification of the 
PlV.E. 

2. Toe PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC during construction requesting a 
modification to the monitoring program when a field condition such as trenching 
activities that do not encounter formational soils as previously assumed, and/or when 
unique/unusual fossils are encountered, which may reduce or increase the potential 
for resources to be present. 

3. The monitor shall document field activity via the Consultant Site Visit Record 
(CSVR). The CSVR's shall be faxed by the CM to the RE the first day of 
monitoring, the last day of monitoring, monthly (Notification of Monitoring 
Completion), and in the case of ANY discoveries. The RE shall forward copies to 
MMC. 

B. Discovery Notification Process 
1. In the event of a discovery, the Paleontological Monitor shall direct the contractor to 

temporarily divert trenching activities in the area of discovery and immediately 
notify the RE or BI, as appropriate. 

2. Toe Monitor shall immediately notify the PI (unless Monitor is the PI) of the 
discovery. 

3. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone of the discovery, and shall also 
submit written documentation to MMC within 24 hours by fax or email with photos 
of the resource in context, if possible. 

C. Determination of Significance 
1. Toe PI shall evaluate the significance of the resource. 

a. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone to discuss significance 
determination and shall also submit a letter to MMC indicating whether 
additional mitigation is required. The determination of significance for fossil 
discoveries shall be at the discretion of the PI. 

b. If the resource is significant, the PI shall submit a Paleontological Recovery 
Program (PRP) and obtain written approval of the program from MMC, MC 
and/or RE. PRP and any mitigation must be approved by MMC, RE and/or CM 
before ground disturbing activities in the area of discovery will be allowed to 
resume. 
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(1). Note: For pipeline trenching projects only, the PI shall implement the 
Discovery Process for Pipeline Trenching projects identified below under 
''D." 

c. If resource is not significant (e.g., small pieces of broken common shell 
:fragments or other scattered common fossils) the PI shall notify the RE, or BI as 
appropriate, that a non-significant discovery has been made. Toe Paleontologist 
shall continue to monitor the area without notification to MMC unless a 
significant resource is encountered. 

d. The Pl shall submit a letter to MMC indicating that fossil resources will be 
collected, curated, and documented in the Final Monitoring Report. The letter 
shall also indicate that no further work is required. 
(1). Note: For Pipeline Trenching Projects Only. If the fossil discovery is 

limited in size, both in length and depth; the information value is limited 
and there are no unique fossil features associated with. th.e discovery area, 
then the discovery should be considered not significant. 

(2). Note, for Pipeline Trenching Projects Only: If significance can not be 
determined, the Final Monitoring Report and Site Record shall identify th.e 
discovery as Potentially Significant. 

D. Discovery Process for Significant Resources - Pipeline Trenching Projects 
The following procedure constitutes adequate mitigation of a significant discovery 
encountered during pipeline trenching activities including but not limited to excavation 
for jacking pits, receiving pits, laterals, and manholes to reduce impacts to below a level 
of significance. 
1. Procedures for documentation, curation and reporting 

a. One hundred percent of the fossil resources within the trench alignment and 
width shall be documented in-situ photographically, drawn in plan view (trench 
and profiles of side walls), recovered from the trench and photographed after 
cleaning, then analyzed and curated consistent with Society of Invertebrate 
Paleontology Standards. The remainder of the deposit within the limits of 
excavation (trench walls) shall be left intact and so documented. 

b. The PI shall prepare a Draft Monitoring Report and submit to MMC via the RE 
as indicated in Section VI-A. 

c. The PI shall be responsible for recording ( on the appropriate forms for the San 
Diego Natural History Museum) the resource(s) encountered during the 
Paleontological Monitoring Program in accordance with the City's 
Paleontological Guidelines. The forms shall be submitted to the San Diego 
Natural History Museum and included in the Final Monitoring Report. 

d. The Final Monitoring Report shall include a recommendation for monitoring of 
any future work in the vicinity of the resource. 

JV. Night and/or Weekend Work 
A. If night ·and/or weekend work is included in the contract 

1. When night and/or weekend work is included in the contract package, the extent and 
timing shall be presented and discussed at the precon meeting. 

2. The following procedures shall be followed. 
a. No Discoveries 

In the event that ij.O discoveries were encountered during night and/or weekend 
work, The PI shall record the information on the CSVR and submit to MMC via 
the RE via fax by 8AM on the next business day. 
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b. Discoveries 
All discoveries shall be processed and documented using the existing procedures 
detailed in Sections III • During Construction. 

c. Potentially Significant Discoveries 
If the PI determines that a potentially significant discovery has been made, the 
procedures detailed under Section III - During Construction shaii be foHowed. 

d. The PI shall immediately contact the RE and MMC, or by 8AM on the next 
business ·day to report and discuss the findings as indicated in Section III-B, 
unless other specific arrangements have been made. 

B. If night and/or weekend work becomes necessary during the course of construction 
1. The Construction Manager shall notify the RE, or BI, as appropriate, a minimum of 

24 hours before the work is to begin. 
2. The RE, or Bl, as appropriate, shall notify MMC immediately. 

C. All other procedures described above shall apply, as appropriate. 

V. Post Construction 
A. Preparation and Submittal of Draft Monitoring Report 

1. The PI shall submit two copies of the Draft Monitoring Report ( even if negative), 
prepared in accordance with the Paleontological Guidelines which describes the 
results, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of the Paleontological Monitoring 
Program (with appropriate graphics) to MMC via the RE for review and approval 
within 90 days following the completion of monitoring, 
a For significant paleontological resources encountered during monitoring, the 

Paleontological Recovery Program or Pipeline Trenching Discovery Process 
shall be included in the Draft Monitoring Report. 

b. Recording Sites with the San Diego Natural History Museum 
The PI shall be responsible for recording ( on the appropriate forms) any 
significant or potentially significant fossil resources encountered during the 
Paleontological Monitoring Program in accordance with the City's 
Paleontological Guidelines, and submittal of such forms to the San Diego 
Natural History Musewn with the Final Monitoring Report. 

2. MMC shall return the Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for revision or, 
for preparation of the Final Report. 

3. The PI shall submit revised Draft Monitoring Report to MMC via the RE for 
approval. 

4. MMC shall provide written verification to the PI of the approved report. 
5. MMC shall notify the RE or Bl, as appropriate, of receipt of all Draft Monitoring 

Report submittals and approvals. 
B. Handling of Fossil Remains 

1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all fossil remains collected are cleaned 
and catalogued. 

C. Curation of artifacts: Deed of Gift and Acceptance Verification 
1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all fossil remains associated with the 

monitoring for this project are permanently curated with an appropriate institution. 
2. The PI shall submit the Deed of Gift and catalogue record(s) to the RE or BI, as 

appropriate for donor signature with a copy submitted to MMC. 
3. The RE or Bl, as appropriate shall obtain signature on the Deed of Gift and shall 

return to PI with copy submitted to MMC. 
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4. The PI shall include the Acceptance Verification from the curation institution in the 
Final Monitoring Report submitted to the RE or BI and MMC. 

D. Final Monitoring Report(s) 
1. The PI shall submit two copies of the Final Monitoring Report to MMC ( even if 

negative), within 90 days after notification from MMC of the approved report. 
2. ·me RE shall, in no case, issue the Notice of Completion until receiving a copy of 

the approved Final Monitoring Report from MMC which includes the Acceptance 
Verification from the curation institution. 

D. HISTORICAL RESOURCES (BUILT ENVIRONMENT) 

When a future project requires implementation of this mitigation measure, the following 
paragraph shall be included in the subsequent environmental document and applicable 
Historic District name, boundary and district guidelines, if applicable shall be inserted as 
noted below in [brackets]: 

The project is located within the [[insert District name]] Historic District, bounded by 
[[ enter District boundary]] All work within the District boundary must be consistent with 
the City's Historical Resources Regulations, the U.S. Secretary of the Interior's Standards 
and the [[enter district guidelines if applicable]] District Design Guidelines. The following 
mitigation measures are required within the District boundary and shall ensure consistency 
with these regulations, Standards and guidelines. 

A. Prior to beginning any work at the site, a Pre Construction meeting that includes Historic 
Resources and MMC staff shall be held at the project site to review these mitigation 
measures and requirements within the District boundary. 

B. A Historic Sidewalk Stamp Inventory prepared by a qualified historic consultant or 
archaeologist and approved by HRB staff is required prior to the Pre-Construction (Pre
Con) meeting. The Inventory shall include photo documentation of all existing stamps 
within the project area keyed to a project site plan. 

C. Existing sidewalk stamps shall be preserved in place. Where existing sidewalk stamps 
must be impacted to accommodate right-of-way improvements, the following actions are 
required: 

1. A mold of the sidewalk stamp will be made to allow reconstruction of the 
stamp if destroyed during relocation. 

2. The sidewalk stamp shall be saw-cut to preserve the stamp in its entirety; 
relocated as near as possible to the original location; and set in the same 
orientation. 

3. If the sidewalk stamp is destroyed during relocation, a new sidewalk stamp 
shall be made from the mold taken and relocated as near as possible to the 
original location and set in the same orientation. 

D. No new sidewalk stamps shall be added by any contactor working on the project. 

E. Existing historic sidewalk, parkway and street widths shall be maintained. Any work 
that requires alteration of these widths shall be approved by Historic Resources staff. 

F. Existing historic curb heights and appearance shall be maintained. Any work that 
requires alteration of the existing height or appearance shall be approved by Historic 
Resources staff. 
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G. Sections of sidewalk which may be impacted by the project shall be replaced in•kind to 
match the historic color, texture and scoring pattern of the original sidewalks. If the 
original color, scoring pattern or texture is not present at the location of the impact, the 
historically appropriate color, texture and scoring pattern found throughout the district 
r-:hl'l11 be used. 

H. Truncated domes used at comer curb ramps shall be dark gray in color. 

I. Existing historic lighting, such as acorn lighting shall remain. New lighting shall be 
consistent with existing lighting fixtures, or fixtures specified in any applicable District 
Design Guidelines. 

J. Existing mature street trees shall remain: New street trees shall be consistent with the 
prevalent mature species in the District and/or species specified in any applicable 
District Design Guidelines. 

K. Any walls located within the right-of-way or on private property are considered historic 
and may not be impacted without prior review and approval by Historic Resources staff. 

VI. PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION: 

Draft copies or notice of this Mitigated Negative Declaration were distrib~ted to: 

United States Government 
Fish and Wildlife Service (23) 
MCAS Miramar (13) 
Naval Facilities Engineering Command Southwest (8) 

State of California 
Department of Fish and Game (32A) 
State Clearing House ( 46) 
Resources Agency (43) 
Native American Heritage Commission (56) 
State Historic Preservation Officer ( 41) 
Regional Water Quality Control Board ( 44) 
Water Resources (45) 
Water Resources Control Board (55) 
Coastal Commission ( 48) 
Caltrans District 11 (3 1) 

County of San Diego 
Department of Environmental Health (75) 
Planning and Land Use (68) 
Water Authority (73) 

City of San Diego 
Office of the Mayor (91) 
Council President Young, District 4 (MS l0A) 
Councilmember Lightner, District 1 (MS lOA) 
Councilmember Faulconer, District 2 (MS lOA) 
Councilmember Gloria, District 3 (MS lOA) 
Councilmember DeMaio, District 5 (MS 1 0A) 



Councilmember Zapf, District 6 (MS l0A) 
Councilmember Emerald, District 7 (MS 1 0A) 
Councilmember Alvarez, District 8 (MS 1 0A) 
Historical Resource Board (87) 
City Attorney (MS 56A) 

Shannon Thomas ~MS 93C) 
Engineering and Capital Projects 

Marc Cass (MS 908A) 
Allison Sherwood (MS 908A) 
Matthew DeBeliso (MS 908A) 
Akram Bassyouni (MS 908A) 
Michael Ninh (MS 908A) 
Roman Anissi (MS 908A) 
Daniel Tittle (MS 908A) 

Development Services Department 
Myra Herrmann (MS 501) 
Kristen Forburger (MS 401) 
Jeanne Krosch (MS 401) 
Kelley Stanco (MS 501) 

Library Dept-Gov. Documents MS 17 (81) 
Balboa Branch Library (81B) 
Beckwourth Branch Library (81 C) 
Benjamin Branch Library (81D) 
Carmel Mountain Ranch Branch (81E) 
Carmel Valley Branch Library (81 F) 
City Heights/Weingart Branch Library (810) 
Clairemont Branch Library (8 lH) 
College-Rolando Branch Library (81 I) 
Kensington-Normal Heights Branch Library (81K) 
La Jolla/Riford branch Library (81L) 
Linda Vista Branch Library (81M) 
Logan Heights Branch Library (81N) 
Malcolm X Library & Performing Arts Center (810) 
Mira Mesa Branch Library (81P) 
Mission Hills Branch Library (81 Q) 
Mission Valley Branch Library (81R) 
North Clairemont Branch Library (81S) 
North Park Branch Library (81 T) 
Oak Park Branch Library (81 U) 
Ocean Beach Branch Library (81 V) 
Otay Mesa-Nestor Branch Library (81 W) 
Pacific Beach/f aylor Branch Library (8 lX) 
Paradise Hills Branch Library (81 Y) 
Point Loma/Hervey Branch Library (8 lZ) 
Rancho Bernardo Branch Library (81AA) 
Rancho Peiiasquitos Branch Library (81BB) 
San Carlos Branch Library (81DD) 
San Ysidro Branch Library (8 lEE) 
Scripps Miramar Ranch Branch Library (81FF) 
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Serra Mesa Branch Library (81 GG) 
Skyline Hills Branch Library (81 HH) 
Tierrasanta Branch Library (81 II) 
University Community Branch Library (81JJ) 
University Heights Branch Library (81KK) 
Malcolm A. Love Library ( 457) 

Other Interested Individuals or Groups 
Community Planning Groups 

Community Planners Committee (194) 
Balboa Park Committee (226 + 226A) 
Black Mountain Ranch -Subarea I (226C) 
Otay Mesa - Nestor Planning Committee (228) 
Otay Mesa Planning Committee (235) 
Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee (248) 
Greater Golden Hill Planning Committee (259) 
Serra Mesa Planning Group (263A) 
Kearny Mesa Commur.Jty Pla..,ning Group (265) 
Linda Vista Community Planning Committee (267) 
La Jolla Community Planning Association (275) 
City Heights Area Planning Committee (287) 
Kensington-Talmadge Planning Committee (290) 
Normal Heights Community Planning Committee (291) 
Eastern Area Planning Committee (302) 
North Bay Community Planning Group (307) 
Mira Mesa Community Planning Group (310) 
Mission Beach Precise Planning Board (325) 
Mission Valley Unified Planning Organization (331) 
Navajo Community Planners Inc. (336) 
Carmel Valley Community Planning Board (350) 
Del ~ Mesa Community Planning Board (361) 
Greater North Park Planning Committee (363) 
Ocean Beach Planning Board (367) 
Old Town Community Planning Commi~ee (368) 
Pacific Beach Community Planning Committee (375) 
Pacific Highlands Ranch - Subarea ID (377 A) 
Rancho Peftasquitos Planning Board (380) 
Peninsula Community Planning Board (390) 
Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board ( 400) 
Sabre Springs Community Planning Group ( 406B) 
Sabre Springs Community Planning Group ( 407) 
San Pasqual - Lake Hodges Planning Group (426) 
San Ysidro Planning and Development Group (433) 
Scripps Ranch Community Planning Group (437) 
Miramar Ranch North Planning Committee ( 439) 
Skyline - Paradise Hills Planning Committee (443) 
Torrey Hills Community Planning Board (444A) 
Southeastern San Diego Planning Committee ( 449) 
Encanto Neighborhoods Community Planning Group (449A) 
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College Area Community Council ( 456) 
Tierrasanta Community Council ( 462) 
Torrey Highlands- Subarea IV (467) 
Torrey Pines Community Planning Group (469) 
University City Community Planning Group ( 480) 
Uptown Planners ( 498) 

Town/Community Councils - PUBLIC NOTICE ONLY 
Town Council Presidents Association (197) 
Harborview Community Council (246) 
Carmel Mountain Ranch Community Council (344) 
Clairemont Town Council (257) 
Serra Mesa Community Council (264) 
Rolando Community Council (288) 
Oak Park Community Council (298) 
Webster Community Council (301) 
Darnell Community Council (306) 
La Jolla Town Council (273) 
Mission Beach Town Council (326) 
Mission Valley Community Council (328 C) 
San Carlos Area Council (338) 
Ocean Beach Town Council, Inc. (367 A) 
Pacific Beach Town Council (374) 
Rancho Penasquitos Community Council (378) 
Rancho Bernardo Community Council, Inc. (398) 
Rancho Penasquitos Town Council (383) 
United Border Community Town Council ( 434) 
San Dieguito Planning Group (412) 
Murphy Canyon Community Council (463) 

Other Interested Individuals or Groups 
San Diego Unified Port District (109) 
San Diego County Regional Airport Authority (110) 
San Diego transit Corporation (112) 
San Diego Gas & Electric ( 114) 
Metropolitan Transit Systems (115) 
San Diego Unified School District (125/132) 
San Ysidro Unified School District (127) 
San Diego Community College District (133) 
The Beach and Bay Beacon News (13 7) 
Sierra Club (165) 
San Diego Canyonlands (165A) 
San Diego Natural History Museum (166) 
San Diego Audubon Society (167) 
Jim Peugh (167 A) 
California Native Plant Society (170) 
San Diego Coastkeeper (173) 
Endangered Habitat League (182 and 182A) 
South Coastal Information Center@ San Diego State University (210) 
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San Diego Historical Society (211) 
Carmen Lucas (206) 
Clint Linton (215b) 
San Diego Archaeological Center (212) 
Save Our Heritage Organization (214) 
Ron Christman (215) 
Louie Guassac (215A) 
San Diego County Archaeological Society (218) 
Kwneyaay Cultural Heritage Preservation (223) 
Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee (225) 
Native American Distribution (NOTICE ONLY 225A-T) 
San Diego Historical Society (211) 
Theresa Acerro (230) 
Unified Port of San Diego (240) 
Centre City Development Corporation (242) 
Centre City Advisory Committee (243) 
Balboa A venue CAC (246) 
Theresa Quiros (294) 
Fairmount Park Neighborhood Association (303) 
John Stwnp (304) 
San Diego Baykeeper (319) 
Debbie Knight (320) 
Mission Hills Heritage ( 497) 

VII. RESULTS OF PUBLIC REVIEW: 

() No comments were received during the public input period. 
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( ) Comments were received but did not address the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration 
finding or the accuracy/completeness of the Initial Study. No response is necessary. 
The letters are attached. 

(x) Comments addressing the findings of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and/or 
accuracy or completeness of the Initial Study were received during the public input 
period. The letters and responses follow. 

Copies of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, the Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting 
Program and any Initjal Study material are available in the office of the Entitlements Division for 

view, or for purch e at the cost of reproduction. 

rm , Senior Planner 
opment Services Department 

Analysts; J. Szymansk.i/M. Herrmann 

September 14. 2011 
Date of Draft Report 

October 24, 2011 
Date of Final Report 



Attachments: _ 
Figure 1 - Harbor Drive Pipeline Location Map 
Figure 2 - Water Group 949 Site 1 Location Map 
Figure 3- Water Group 949 Site 2 Location Map 
Figure 4- Water Group 949 Site 3 Location Map 
Figure 5- Sewer Group 787 Location Map 
Figure 6- Water Group 914 Location Map 
Figure 7- Sewer and Water Group 732 Location Map 
Figure 8- Water Group 949-Site 2 with the MHPA 
Initial Study Checklist 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Governor's Office of Planning and Research 

State Claaringhouae and Planning Unit 

Ocmber 14, 2011 

Jeffrey Szymanski 
City of Sin Diego 
1222 Fillt A-, MS-S01 
San Diego; CA 92101 

Subject Citywide Pipclim> Projects 2011 
SCH#: 2011091045 

The State Clea.ringhouse IUbmitted the above named Mitigated Negative Doclaration to Klected slate 
oga,ciea for review. On the encloled Document Details Rq,cxt plouo 110te lb.ot thc Clearinghoule hu 
listed tho•- qenciea tb&tnnliewed yourdocmneot. lben:viewperiod closed on Oclllber 13, 2011, end 
the cemmema from the mpODding age,,cy.(ir,) ii (ate) enclosed, lfthia commontpadmge ~ DOI in order, 
ploue notify thc State Clearinghouse immDdiately, Pleue refer to the project'• ten-digit Slate 
~• nmnberin futute coneapamlezu:e so diat...., m,.y ie,pond promp!ly. 

Pleue note that Section 21104(c} of the Califomia Public Reaourca Code state. that: 

"A rcsp0!1Sible or o1bet public agel!C)' 1ball only mah 1ub.tantlve coo,menlB regarding tho•• 
a.ctivitieainvolved in a project which m: within lltl atea ofexportisc oflhl: agen,;y or which are 
required 1D be cauied out or approved bytbe agency. Those COllllllm1II shall be supported by 
spccmc doc:ummlalion." 

These C01111DCnt1 ""' fonrlaided mr ose in p,epu:ing your fim1 enviromnontal doc:ument. Should you ~cd 
nmre mfomlation or clarification oftbc cm:10M!d commenta,...., recommend diat you comact the 
commcotiJ,g agency dlrecdy. • 

This let!er acknowledg,,a that you have complied wJtb the State Clearingboule review requin:mentl for 
draft cnvironmental docummtl, pun,w,I to the Califimlia Envlromm,nlal Quality Act. Pleaao COOIBct tbc 

, State C1oaringhou3e at (916) -44S-0613 if )'OU have any qumtimll reprdmg thc envirunmeatal· imcw 
. pmce11. 

• Scott Morgan 
Director, State Clearinghouse 

I!nclolllfCI 
cc: R.eoourcca Agency 

1400 TliN'1B llI'lllDIT P.O. BOX 80« BACRAMlDN'rO, OALtrORNIA 1111112-aM4 
• TIIIL(lll9)'4!Ml9U PAX(ll1e)lllll-l01.1 ......,._...._ 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

CALIFORNIA STATE CLEARING HOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT (10/14/2011) 

1. Col!llllelll. acknowledged no resp011Sc is necessary. 
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SCH# 201109104$ 
Pro/ect TTtle C'rtywlda Pipeline Projeclll 2011 

t.ead A119ncy San Diego, City of 

Type MND Mltlgaled Negallve Declaratlon 

Deacrlptlon Council Appmval lo allow Ille replacement, n,habilltaUon, relocation, point n,pair, new lrenchlng, 
lrenc:hlen conwuctlon, and abandoM1ent of water and/or -alignments and usoclaled 
lmproYamenls euch u curb nomps, -1a1era1 oonnec11ona, waler l■Nlc:e connecllona, manholes. 
n-pavament/slulT)', the removal and/or n,placement of alnlllt 1rees and the removal and/or 
replacement of street llghls. The oonalrucllon foolptnt. Including ataglng an,u end olhar areas (such 
u acceu) ehotAd be localed wilhln the City of San Diego Pubic Rlghl«-Way andlorwfthln publlc 
euementa. The pmpoaal may lnc1ude planned plpellne conslruclion within prlllate eaaementa !tom 
the PROW lo the se,vlce connecllon. A. signed ag""'ment between the City and the pro;,erty owner 
would be requln,d for work conducled on pilvale property. Projecl typee that v.uuld be Included In th~ 
-lysla conlall,ed herein would consist of - and waler group ]oba, lnlnk 88W8111, ta,ge diameter 
water plpellne projei:b, manholes and other 11t!Q1!8sary appu!lenances. A.II asaociated equJpr.,ent 
would be s1aged in e>dsUng right-ol--ys adjacent lo the pmpoeed work areas.• The proposed project 
would not Impact Senslllw Blol!>glcal Reaowt:ea or Envlmnmenlaly Sena1""8 Lands (ESL) M defined 
by the Land Development Code and would not encroach Into the Cly's Mul1I-Habitat Plannlng Arva 
(MHPA). Appllcant The City of San Dteao Engineering and Capital Projeda Department ANO Public 
UUIIUea Depar1ment. 

Lead Agency Corrtact 
Name Jetrray Szymanskl 

Agwncy City of San Dlago 
Pttone 8194485324 

Add,...s 1222 First Avenue, MS-501 
City San Otego 

Project Location 
County San Diego 

City San Dlago 
Region 

utlt.ong 
c,...a SlrHfs Citywide 

l'ffl:eJNa. 

Town.hip 

Prolllmity to: 
Highways 

Alipc>t1» 
Railways 

Wdll'M)'a 
s-. 

t..nd u.. Citywide 

Rall(le 

PraJ•ct ,-_,,.. Archaeofaglo-Hlsloitc; LAlnd<Jse; Olller 1SSUII 

Stal9 CA Zip 92101 

San 

~wing R8aOUfCBII Agency; Callfomia Coaltal Commlalan: Department of F1811 and Game, Region 5; Offlce of 
A(l9nCIII• Historic Preoll!Vllllon; Oepar!ment of Parks and RecreaHon; Oepar1ment of Waler Retource1; Ca1tran&, 

Division of A.eronau!lca; Callfomla Highway Patrol; C&llrana, D18lrlcl 11; CA Oeparfment of Publfc 
Health; Stale Wat« Resoutcee Comal Boerd, DMaon of Flnanclal Asstslanee; Reglonal Waler Qualtly 
Control Board, Region 9; Native American Herflage Comm/aalon; Public utfllllee Commiaalo~ 

Nole: 8lanlca In data f191da 111SUft tiom lnsufflclent lnfcrmatlon pnwlded by lead agency, 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

CALIFORNIA STATE CLEARING HOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT (10/14/2011) 

This page has been intentionally left blank. 



Sbrt2 C!eal1nghouu DUO Ba.H 

St:aJrtotR'ellil!W 09'14'2011 £mtr;,flffvfvw 10i'\lf20I1 
RL'<l'ONSJt TO COMMEX1'8 

CALIFORNIA STA".11: Cl.EARING HOUSE ASD Pl.ANNI.NG UNIT (10/14/lGl I) 

This -has beenin1'11tion•lly :et· blmlc. 

Nom: e1an11.srn diaOa "811b Ntsl.dtfrom ~sufficle10WtN!Oll,rvri:tod'byfvad agency. 



2., 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPOR.TATION 
DISTRICT 11 
Pl.A'NNTNO DIVISION 
40S0TAYLOR STREET, MS 2Ml 
SAN DIEGO, CA 92110 
PHONE (619) 611~ • 
FAX (619) 6118-4299 • 
TIY 711 
www.dDLc■,.gov 

September 28, 201 l 

RECEIVr:D 
SEP 2 9 2011 

>Tttyourpmw.r.' 
II, "f"P tjfkkn1.' 

STATE CLEARING HOUSE I I-SD-Var 
PMVarjous 

Citywide Pipeline Projce'.s2011 
SCH# 2011091045 Mr. Jeffiey Szymanski 

City of San Diego Development Services Center 
1222 First Avenue MS 501 
San Diego, CA 9210 I 

Oear Mr. Szymanski: 

The California Department of Transportation (CaltraH) appreciates the opportunity to cor:iment on 
the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the North-South District Interconnection 
System Project (Project). The project is identified in the MND lo cross Stilte Route 52 (SR-52) and 
State Route 94 (SR-94). Caltmns would like to submit the following comments: 

Any work performed within Caltrans Right-of-Way (R/W) will require an approved encroachment 
permit by Caltrans. All Caltrans standards for utility encroachments shall _be met. • 

3, 

Additionally, any work performed within Caltrans R/W must provide an approved final 
environmental document including the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
dctennina1ion addressing any environmental impacts within the Caltrans' R/W, and any 
conesponding technical studies. If these materials are not included with the encroachment permit 
application, the applicant will be required to acquire and provide these to Caltrans before the permit 
application will be accepted. Identification of avoidance and/or mitigation meuun:s will be a 
condition of the encroachment permit approval as well as procurement of 1111y necessary rcgulato~ 
and resource agency pennits .. 

Additional information n:garding encroachment permits may be obtained by contacting the CallnPls 
Pennits Office at (619} 688-61 S8. F,arly coordination with Caltrans is strongly advised for all 
encroachment permit 

If you have any questions on the comments Caltrans has provided, please contact Marisa Hampton of 
the Development Review Branch at (619) 688-6954. 

Sin?l/ y 

J;JJ,, ARMSTRONG, Chief 
Development Review Branch 

2. 

R.ESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (9/28/2011) 

T:ie comment letter has been forwarded to the applicant department and it is acknowledged 
that any work conducted within the Caltrans RJW will ri,quire an approved encroachment 
permit by Caltrans. 

3. Tle aP))licant department acknowledges that they must prcovide the certified CEQA doc111Dent 
to Caltrans prior to the approval of an encroachment permit. 
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NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
"4:f CAPITOL MAU, ROOll-
~CRAMEJrm:J. CA 151114 
(lt11)11U2!1 
Fa(91111157-
.... Bttem MbC&I QQY 
de~LnM 

September 27, 2011 

Mr. Jeffrey Szymanski, Environmental Planner 

'fdmtr!ft Bn:Mn •r Aor,moc 

01-e1n r 
,o/13f2..;,IJ 
e 

RECEIVED 
SEP 2 9 2011 

City of San Diego Development Services Department STATE CLEARING HOUSE 
1222 First Avenue, MS 501 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Re: SCH#2011091045: CECA Notice of Completion: proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration for the •citywide Plpellne Proiects 2011. City Prolect No. 255100;" located 
in the City of San Diego: San Diego County California. 

Dear Mr: Szymanski: 

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), the State of Califomia 
'Trustee Agency' for the protection and preservation of Native American culrural resources 
pursuant to California Public Resources Code §21070 and affirmed by the Third Appellate Court 
in the case of EPIC v. Johnson (1985: 170 Cal App. 3rd 804). The NAHC wishes to comment on 
the proposed project. 

This letter includes state and federal statutes relating to Native American 
historic properties of religious and culttlral significance to American Indian tribes and interested 
Native American Individuals ae 'consulting parties' under both state and federal law. State law 
also add11111S811 the fnledom of Native American Religious Expression In Public Resources Code 
§5097.9. 

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA - CA Public Resources Code 
21000..21177, amendments effective 311812010) requires that any project that causes a 

substantial advenie change In the significance of an historical resource, that includes 
an:haeological reaources, ls.a 'significant effect' requiring the preparation of an Environmental 
Impact Report (El R} per the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the envin:m",ent 
as 'a substantial, or potentially substllntlal, adverse change In any of physical conditions 'lllithin 
an area affected by the proposed project, including ... objects of historic or aesthetic 
significance." In onter to comply with this provision, the lead agency ill required to assess 
whether the project will have an adverse impact on these resources within the 'area of pot!lntiet 
effect (APE), and if so, to mitigate that effect. The NAHC Sacred Lands File (SLF) search 
resulted as follows: Native American cultu,.I resoun:es -re identified In several areas of 
the City of San Diego. 

The NAHC "Sacred Sites,' as defined by the Native American Heritage Commission and 
the California Legi■lature in California Public Resource■ Coda §§5097.94(1) and 5097.96. 
Items in the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory ara confidential and exempt from the Public 
Records Act pursuant to California Government Code §625'4 (r ). 

Early consultation with Native American tribes in your area is the best Waif to avoid 
unanticipated discoveries of cultural resources or burial sites once a project is underway, 
Culturally affiliated tribes and Individuals may have knowledge of the religious and cultural 
significance of the historic properties in the project area (e.g. APE). We strongly urge that you 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMM:ISSION (9/29/2011) 

4. Comment noted. Staff acknowledges that Native Americ!U1 cultural resources have been 
iden~fi~ within several axeas of the City of San Diego. Archaeological and Native American 
momtonng bas ~en included as mitigation within the MND and would preclude a substantial 
adverse change 1n the significance of historical resources. 

5. Comment noted. The draft MND was sent to all individual! on the recommended list from the 
N~C, wi~ the ex~~on_of the Inter-Tribal Cultural Ri~urce Council. This new group will 
b~ 1~l~ed m the distri~ution of the final MND and will also added to the City's list for 
drntnbutlon of draft enVU'Onmental documents which incl.ude a discussion of archaeological 
aoj/or Native American cultural resources. 



make contact with the list of Native American Contacts on the attached list of Native American 
~. to see 1f your proposed project might impact Native American cultural r11110urces and to 
obtain their recommendations concerning the proposed project. Purauant to CA Public 
Resources Code § 5097.95, the NAHC requests that the Native American consulting parties be 
provided pertinent project information. Consultation with Native American communities is also a 
matter of environmental justice as defined by Callfomla Government Code §65040.12(e). 
Pursuant to CA Public Resources Code §5097 .95, the NAHC requests that pertinent project 
information be provided consulting tribal parties. The NAHC recommends avoidance as defined 
by CEQA Guidelines §15370(a) to pursuing a project that would damage or destroy Native 
American cultural resources and Section 2183.2 that requires documentation, data recovery of 
cultural resources. 

Consultation with tribes and interested Native ·American consulting parties, on the NAHC 
11st, should be conducted In compliance with the requirements of federal NEPA and Section 106 
and 4(f) of federal NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470 et seq), 36 CFR Part 800.3 (f) (2) & .5, the Presidem's 
council on Environmental Quality (CSQ, 42 U.S.C 4371 et seq. and NAGPRA (25 U.S.C. 3001-
3013) as appropriate. The 1992 Secretary of thtt Interiors Standen18 for the Treatment of 
Historic Properties were revised so that they could be applied to all historic resouree types 
included In the National Register of Historic Places and Including cultural landscapes. Also, 
federal Executive Orders Nos. 11593 (preservation of cultural environment), 13175 
(coordination & consultation) and 13007 (Sacred Sites) are helpful, supportive guides for 
Section 106 consultation. The aforementioned Secretary of the Interior's Standards Include 
recommendations for all 'lead agencies' to consider the historic context of proposed projeds 
and to "research" the cultural landscape that might include the 'area of potential affact.' 

Confidentlallty of 'historic properties of religious and ctdtural significance" should also be 
considered as protected by California Government Code §6254( r) and may also be protected 
under Section 304 of he NHPA or at the Secretary of the Interior discretion 1f not eligible for 
listing on the National Register of Historic Places. The S8C19tary may also be adVlsed by the 
federal Indian Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.S.C., 1996) in issuing a decision on whether er 
not to disclose items of religious and/or cultural significance identified in or near the APEs and 
possibility threatened by proposed project activity. 

Furthermore, Public Resourcas Code Section 5097.98, California Government Code 
§27 491 and Health & Safety Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for accidentally 
discovered archeological resources during construction and mandate the processes to be 
followed in the event of an aec:idental discovery of any human remains in a project location ether 
than a 'dedicated cemetery'. 

To be effective, cOT1sultation on specific project& must be the result of an ongoing 
relationship between Native American tribes and lead agencies. project proponents and their 
contractors, in the opinion of the NAHC. Regarding tribal consultation, a relationship built 
around regular meetings and informal involvement with local tribes will lead to more qualltati,•e 
consultation tribel input on specific projects. 

If you have any questions about this rasponse to your request, please do not hesitate to 
contact me at (916) 653-6251. 

?. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION (9/29/2011) continued 

Please sec Response to Comment 5. In addition, the MND includes mitigation requirements 
that would require the preparation of background research including a ¼ mile radius 
archaeological record search at the South Coastal Inform,ltion Center prior to the 
commencement of construction. The record search of the suxrounding area would provide the 
historic context and inform the consultant of the cultural landscape for the APE of the project. 

Comment acknowledged. 

Please see Section III and IV of the MMRP under Histori.cal Resources (Archaeology). 
Mitigation measures are in place in case of discovery of human remains and archaeological 
resources during construction that would ensure compliai1ce with Public Resources Code 
Se.:tion 5097.98, California Government Code §27491 and Health and Safety Code Section 
7050.5 

Comment noted. The City has gone to great efforts to establish and maintain productive 
working relationships with the Native American commwlity. 



RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

NATCVE AMERICAN HERITAG:E COMMISSION (9/29/2011) continued 

Attachment Native American Contact Ust 

This page has been left in1cntionally left blank. 
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San Diego County 
September 27, 201 t 

.lamul Indian Village 
Kenneth Meza, Cfialrperson 
? .O. Box612 DleguenoJKumeyaay 
lamul , CA 91935 
amulrez@sctctv.net 
(619) 669-4785 
(619) 689-48178 - Fax 

Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians 
llllark Romero, Chairperson 
P.O Box 270 Dlegueno 
Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 
mesagrandeband@msn.com 
lf760) 782-3818 
(760) 782-9092 Fax 

IKumeyaay Cultural Heritage Preservation 
Paul Cuero 
36190 Church Road, Suite 5 Dlagueno/Kurneyaay 
,Campo , CA 91906 
(619) 478-9046 
(619) 478-9505 
(619) 478-5818 Fax 

Kwaaymii Laguna Band of Mission Indians 
Cannenl.JJcas 
P.O. Box 775 Dlegueno -
Pine Valley , CA 91962 
(619) 709-4207 

lnaja Band of Mission Indians 
Rebecca Osuna, Spokesperson 
2005 S. Escondido Blvd. Diegueno 
Escondido , CA 92025 
(760) 737-7628 
(760) 747-8568 Fax 

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Comrnittee 
Steve Banegas, Spokesperson 
1095 Barona Road Diegueno/Kumeyaay 
Lakeside , CA 92040 
(619) 74~5587-cell 
(619) 742-5587 
(619) 443-0681 FAX 

Ewiiaapaayp Tribal Office 
WIii Micklin, Executive Director 
4054 Willows Road Diegueno/Kumeyaay 
Alpine , CA 91901 

wmicklln@leanfngroclc:.net 
(619) 445-6315 - voice 
(619) 445-9126 -fax 

Ewiiaapaayp Tribal Office 
Michael Garcia, Vice Chairperson 
4054 Willows Road Dieguer:o/Kumeyaay 
Alpine , CA 91901 

mlchaelg@leaningrock.net 
.. (619) 445-6315 - voice 

(619) 445-9126 - fax 

,,_onol-llat--rel-.■ny-ofllle-.io,y,-pao-.,a_ln_anTOSG.Soflh■He■ltllands.r.tJCodo, 

-IOll7.MofllleP,__C:O-andSec11an5097.WoflllePUllllc-Codo. 

I■ Hat Ill a,tpllc■lllefar-.. lac■I -A"""1can■ _, -"'la cllllun,J rNOu,.... fartho propoMCI 
!CHll20U09"1048; CEQA -.. al c:amii-; propoMCI Mlllplod Neg■lift --for 11■ CH:rwtde Plpall- Pl'o)km Z1111; IOl:allld 
thoCllyaflll■dlllagD;S.nDI-C■llraml■. 

RESPONSE TO COMME?ll~rs 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION (9/29/2011) continued 
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San Diego County 
September 27, 2011 

Jarona Group of the Capitan Grande 
=dwln Romero, Chairperson 
1095 Barona Road Diegueno 
.akeside , CA 92040 
lUe@barona-nsn.gov 
u19) 443-6612 
319-443-0681 

_a Posta Band of Mission Indians 
3wendolyn Parada, Chairperson 
='0 Box 1120 Diegueno/Kumeyaay 
;Joulevard , CA 91905 
j p&rada@lapostacaslno. 
:619) 478-2113 
; 19-478-2125 

San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians 
fJlen E. Lawson, Chairperson 
PO Box 365 Diegueno 
\'alley Center, CA 92082 
.Hen1@sanpasqualband.com 

1760) 749-3200 
(760) 749-3876 Fax 

llpay Nation of Santa Ysabel 
Vlrgll Perez, Spokesman 
PO Box 130 Diegueno 
Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 
brandietaylor@yahoo.com 
!760) 765-0845 
(760) 765-0320 Fax 

Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay Nation 
Danny Tucker, Chairperson 
5459 Sycuan Road DleguenoJKumeyaay 
El Cajon , CA 92021 
ssllva@sycuan-nsn.gov 
619 445-2613 
619 445-1927 Fax 

Viejas Band of Kumeyaay Indians 
Anthony R. Pico, Chairperson 
PO Box 908 Dlegueno/Kumeyaay 
Alpine , CA 91903 
Jrothauff@IVlejas-nsn.gov 
(619) 445-3810 
(619) 445-5337 Fax 

Kumeyaay Cultural Historic Committee 
Ron Christman 
56 Vlejas Grade Road Dlegueno/Kumeyaay 
Alpine , CA 92001 
(619) 445-0385 

Campo Kumeyaay Nation 
Monique LaChappa, Chairperson 
36190 Church Road, Suite 1 Diegueno/Kumeyaay 
Campo , CA 91906 
mlachappa@campo-nsn.gov 
(619) 478-9046 
(619) 478-5818 Fax 

a list 19 ........t only a aftM-altllltl documonl 

1t.-onal-llstdonnot-..any_,oft11a-.t,,,y-panalblllty•-nadlallectlon'IDllll.lloltllaHNllftands.fwtyCoda, 
>'Ion S097.Koftlle-lc--~•nd-on IOl7.N aftlla Public-~-

la ns119 •1-for-c:tlng locol -Amortca,. _ "'ll•nl lo cultural,_,,_,., Illa p_.i 
t HNll!tllt104l:CEQANaacaafCGnlplOllon;~Wligllllllllllglll,l9-fOrllleCllywlde,,_,...,..Prajac:ts211!t;
... C:-. al .... Diogo; S., Diogo ea-. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION (9/29/201 I) continued 
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San Diego County 
September 27, 2011 

oai Nation of Santa Ysabel 
:'.:lint Linton, Director of Cultural Resources 
:i .0. Box 507 Diegueno/Kumeyaay 
Santa Ysabel, CA 92070 
; jllnton73@aol.com 
;760) 803-5694 
:jllnton73@aol.com 

Manzanita Band of the Kumeyaay Nation 
l..eroy J. EIHott, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 1302 Dleguenoll<umeyaay 
Boulevard , CA 91905 
(619) 766-4930 
j619) 766-4957 - FAX 

t<umeyaay Diegueno Land Conservancy 
M. LouiS Guassac 
~.O. Box 1992 Dieguenoll<umeyaay 
1\ lplne , CA 91903 
1:1uessacl@onebox.com 
!619) 952-8430 

Inter-Tribal Cultural Resource Council 
Frank Brown, Coordinator 
:!40 Brown Road Dlegueno/Kumeyaay 
·"lpine , CA 91901 
r lREF1GHTER89TFF@AOL 
COM 
((619) 884-8437 

I• Hot lo curnnto,,.,. a of tllo -oftllls -..,.,.n1. 

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee 
Bernice P"alpa, Vice Spokesperson 
P.O. Box 1120 Dtegueno/Kumeyaay 
Boulevard , CA 91905 
(619) 478-2113 

• ltllNlllonoftlll911std ___ anypo,_o,tt,o-.u,,y-nslbllltrN--ln-7050.5oftlNt-andS.,'otyC-, 
-IClll'.Mol--11•----m_.,.Naftllol'llllllc--c-. 

L• 1lot le ■Plllabl9 far COlllaedng local N-ilmortc.,_ _ ...,.i 10 cullllr■I -fortllo .,,.,..-
ICHif201109t11411; CEQA N-of CGmp-n: ....,_.. lllllo■Nd llegdft llKlar■llon lw-c:ar-Plp■l11- Praj■cls 20t1; localed 
,..CltJ,ofSanDJogo;8■11D19goC■I- • 

RESPONSE TO COMMF:NTS 
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Water Boards 

State Water Resources Control Board 

OCT 102011 
Jeffrey Szymanski, Associate Planner 
City of San Diego, Development Services Department 
1222 First Avenue MS 501 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Dear Mr. Szymanski, 

ISIMND) FOR THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO (CITY); CITYWIDE PIPELINE PROJECTS 2011 
(PROJECT}; SAN DIEGO COUNTY; STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO.2011091045 

We understand the City maybe pursuing Clean War State R8110Mng Fund (CWSRF) financing for 
this Project. As a funding agency and a State agency with jurisdiction by law to preserve, enhance, 
and restore the quality of California'• water re10urcas, the State Water Resources Control Board 
(State Wamr Board) Is providing the following information for the environmental document prepared 
for the Project. 

~lease provide us with the following documents applicable to the proposed Project: (1) 2 copies of the 
~draft and final IS/MND, (2) the resolution adopting/certifying the IS/MND making California . 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) findings, (3) all comments received during the review period and 
the City's response to those commelll$, (4) the adopted Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program, and (5) the Notice of Detennination filed with the Governor's Office of Planning and 
Research State Clearinghouse. In addition, we would appreciate notices of any hearings or meetings 
held regarding environmental review of any projects to be funded by the State Water Board. 

The State Water Board, Division of Financial Assistance, is responsible for administering CWSRF 
funds. The primary purpoee for the CWSRF Program is to implement the Clean Water Act and 
various state laws by providing financial assistance for wastewater treatment facllitiea necessary to 
prevent water pollution, recycle water, correct nonpoint source and storm drainage pollution 
problem,, and provide for estuary enhancement, and thereby protect and promote health, safety and 
waif an, of the inhabitants of the state. The CWSRF Program provides low-interest funding equal to 
one-half the most recent State General Obligation Bond Rates with a 2~ar term. Applications are 
ac:c:epted and processed continuously. Please refer to the State Water Board's CWSRF website at 
www.watertJoards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/grants loans/srf/index.ahtml. 

The CWSRF Program Is partially funded by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and requires 
additional "CEQA-Plus· environmental documentation and review. Four enclosures are included that 
further. explain the environmental review proceaa and some additional federal requirements in the 
CWSRF Program. The State Wall!Jr Board is required to consult. directly with agencies resp0ns'ble for 
lmplemanting federal environmental laws and regulations. Any environmental isauea raised by federal 
agencies or their representatives will need to be resolved prior to state Water Board approval of a 
CWSRF funding commftmentforthe proposed Project. 

CHARL.1:s Ft HOPPIH, CHAIAIMN I THo; wi Hm !ARO, ElCECUTfVl; DIAECTml 

1001 I .Sl'9eC. Sacnmarmi, CA D!Sill-4 I Ma::;ng Addrua: P.O. Box ~00. Sac,a-rilit, CA 9~12-0100 j ..,._ •·•;-..etlrtJcerdll.ca.gc:n, 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD (9/10/2011) 

10. This co=ent does not address the adequacy of the CEQA docwnent; therefore no response is 
necessary. The comment letter has been forwarded to the £pplicant City Department that is 
prc:paring the "CEQA-Plus" materials required for the CWSRF Program. 
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It is important to note that prior to a CWSRF funding commitment, projects are subject to provisions of 
the Federal Endangered Species Act, and must obtain Section 7 clearance from the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS), and/or National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for any potential effects 
to special status species. Please be advised that the State Water Board wi!I consult with USFWS, 
and/or NMFS regarding all fedenll special status species the Project ha& the potential to impact if the 
Project is to be funded under the CWSRF Program. 

The City will need to identify whether the Project will involve any direct affects from construction 
activities or indirect effacta, such as growth inducement, that may lll'fect federally listed threatened, 
endangered, or candidate species that are known, or have a palential to occur on-site, In the 
surrounding areas, or in the service area, and to Identify applicable conservation measures to reduce 
such effects. 

In addition, CWSRF projects must comply with federal laws pertaining to cultural resources, 
specifically Sedion 106 of the National Historic Preservation M.. The State Water Board has 
responsibility for ensuring compliance with Section 106 and the Stlilte Water Board's Cultural 
Resources Officer (CRO) must consult directly with the Callfomla State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO). SHPO consultation is initiated when sufficient infonnation Is provided by the CWSRF 
applicant. Please contact the CRO, Ms. Cookie Him, lilt (916) 341-5690, to find out more about tt,e 
requirements, and to initiate the Section 106 process if the City decide& to pursue CWSRF financing. 
Note that the City will need to identify the Area of potential Effects (APE), including construction and 
staging area& and the depth of any excavation. The APE i& three-dimensional and includes all areas 
that may be affected by the Project The APE includes the surface area and extends below ground to 
the depth of any Project excavations. The n,corda search request should be made for an area larger 
than the APE. The appropriate area varies for different projects but should ba drawn large enough to 
provide lnfonnatlon on what types of Bites may exist in the vicinity. 

Other federal requirements pertinent to the Project under the CWSRF Program include the following: 

A. Compliance with Iha federal Clean Air M.: (a) Provide air quality studies that may have been 
done for the Project; and (b) if the Project is in a nonattainment area or attainment area 
subject to a maintenance plan; (i) provide a summary of the estimated emi111ions (in tons per 
year) that are expected from both the construction and operation of the Project for each 
federal criteria pollutant in a nonattainment or maintenance area, and indicate if the 
nonettalnment designation 11 moderate, serious, or severe (if applicable); OQ If emiSstons are 
above the federal de mlnjmis lewls, but the Project ie aimd to meet only the needs of current 
population projections that are used In the approved State Implementation Plan for air quality, 
quantitatively Indicate how the proposed capacity incn,ase was calculated using pcpulati:in 
projections. 

B. Compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act: identify whether the Project I& within a 
coastal zone and the status of any coordination with the California Coastal Commission. 

C. Protection of Wetlands: Identify any portion of the proposed Projed area that may contal11 
areas that should be evaluated fer wet1aitc111 or U.S. water& delineation by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers (USACE), or require a permit ftom the USACE, and identify the status of 
coordlnauon with the USACE. 

D. Compliance with the Migratory Bird Trelilty Act: List any birds protected under this Ar:J. that 
may be impacted by the Project and identify conservliltion measures to minimize impacts 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD (9/10/2011) 
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The State Water Board has no comments at this time. Thank you for the opportunity to revit.'W the 
City's IS/MND. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at 
(916) 341-5855 or akashkoli@waterboards.ca.gov, or Terry Singleton at (916) 341-5686 or 
TSingleton@waterboards.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

4LI\(0kk 
Ahmad Kashkoli 
Environmental Scientist 

cc: state .Clearinghouse wfo enclosures 
(Re: SCH# 2011091045) 
P. 0. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 

• bee: Lisa Lee, DFA 
Cookie Him, DFA 
Ahmad Kashkoli, DFA 
Pete Mizera, DFA 

Enclosures (4) 

1. SRF & CEQA-Plus Requirements 
2. Quick Reference Guide to CEQA Requirements for state Revolving Fund Loans 
3. Instructions and Guidance for 'Environmental Compliance Information• 
4. Basie Criteria for Cultural Resources Reports 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD (9/10/2011) 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Governor's Office of Planning and Research 

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 
l!dmmrJI o. 8-k 

·~ 

JI, 

/1, 

October 14, 2011 

JefrrGy Szymanski 
City of San Diego 
1-222 Firat Avonue, MS-SOI 

. San Diego, CA 9210 I 

Subject Citywide Pipoline Project., 201 I 
SCH#: 2011091045 

Dear Joffn:y Szymanski: 

The enclodled COIDIDellt (s) on your Mitigated Negative Declaration wu (were) received by the State 
Clellringbousc after the end of the state m.iew period, which closed on OclOber 13, 2011. We are 
forwatding tbeae commenls to you because they provide information or raise issues that should be 
addtes1ed in your !mat environmental docun:IJ.llt. 

The California Bnvironmenlal Quality Act doeo not require Lead Agencies to respond to late commcllls. 
However, we encourage yon io incoiporate these additional comments into your final cnmomnental 
doc:umcnt and to CODBider them prior to taking final action on lhe proposed project 

Please contact the State CleorinaJwuse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any q~om concerning the 
environmental review procesa. If you have a queation regatding the above-named project, please refer IO 
thc ten-digit-State Clearinghouse number (2011091045) when 00DIBcting 1bit off'lce. 

Bnclosurea 
cc: Resources Agonoy 

lCOO 'l'BNTII B'1'RIIBT P.O. BOX ao" ~ OAlDOllNlA 91i812-80" 
'l'm,(916l'411-00U rAXceIGJam..<1018 www.opr..._.... 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

CALIFORNIA STATE CLEARING HOUSE AND PLJ.NNING UNIT (10/14/2011) 

11. TI1e City acknowledges that the comment letter from Th,: California Department of Fish and 
Game (CDFG) was received after the end offr.e state review period ended . 

12. TI1c City responses to the CDFO comment letter arc inch1d:d herein. 
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State cf California -The NahJral Resources Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
South Coast Region I 
3883 Ruffin Road 61 t-e 
San Diego, CA 92123 I O/J3., "'"I J 
(858) 487-4201 JJ-V 
www.dfg.ca.gov € 
October 11, 2011 

Mr. Jeffery Szymanski 
City of San Diego 
Development Services Center 
1222 First Avenue, MS 501 
San Diego, CA 92101 

ED/1111/ND G, BROWN. JR, Go11emor 
CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director 

AEC~tyED 
OCT 14 2D11 

STATE CLEARING HOUSE 

Subject Comments on tha Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for Citywide Pipeline 
Projects, City of San Dlago, San Diego County, Califomla (Project No. 255100; 
SCH #2011091046) 

Dear Mr. Szymanski: 

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the above-referanced draft 
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), dated September 14, 2011. The comments provided 
herein are based on lnfonnatlon provided in the draft MND, our knowledge of sensitive and 
declining vegetation communities in the County of San Diego, and our participation in ~ional 
conservation planning efforts. 

The following statements and comments have been prepared pursuant to the Department's 
authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over natural resources affected by the project 
(CEQA Guidelines §15386) and pursuant to our authority as a Responsible Agency under 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15381 over those aspects of the proposed project that come under 
the purview of the California Endangered Species Act (Fish and Game Code §2050 et seq.) end 
Fish and Gama Code Section 1600 at seq. The Department also administers the Natural 
Community Conservation Planning Program (NCCP). The City of San Diego (City) participates 
in the NCCP program by implementing itS approved Multiple Species Conservation Program 
(MSCP) Subaraa Plan. 

The proposed project covers five near-tenn. pipeline projects (Harbor Drive Pipeline, Waler 
Group 949, Sewer Group 787, Water Group 914, and Sawer/Water Group 732), as well as any 
subsequent Mura pipeline projects. The project description specifies that the construclic,n 
footprint for a typical pipeline project, including staging areas and other areas (such as access) 
would be locatad within City Public Right-of-Way (PROW) and/or within public easemenm and 
may include planned pipeline construction with private easements from the PROW to the 
seNlce connection. The types of projects evaluated In the analysis consists of sawer and water 
group jobs, trunk sewers, large diameter water pipeline projects, manholes and other nac:essary 
appurtenances. The project scope defines that all associated equipment would be stage:! in 
exllltlng PROW adjacent to the proposed work area(s). The project analysis concludes that no 
impact would occur to Sensitive Biological Resoul'CQs or Environmentally Sensitive Lands as 
defined by 1he Land Development Code and the project would not encroach into the City's Multi
Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). 

Conseroino California's 'Wiliilife Since 1870 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME (10/13/2011) 
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Mr. Jeffefy Szymanski 
October 11, 2011 
i'age2of3 

We offer our recommendations and comments to assist the City In avoiding, minimizing, and 
adequately mitigating project related impacts to biological reaourt:e11, and to ensure that the 
project Is consistent with ongoing regional habitat planning efforts. 

1. The Initial study nmirenceirthat along with the environmental ·analysla that cove111 the nve 
near-term plpellne projects, any subsequent future pipeline projects would be reviewed for 
consistency with the analyala covered in the Citywide Pipeline Project MND. Further, the 
inltlal study states 'Where it can be determined that the project la •consistent' with the MND 
and no additional potential significant Impacts would occur punsuant to State CECA 
Guideline §15162 (i.e., the involvement of new significant environmental effects of a 

• substantial Increase in the severity of previously identified _effects) or if the project would 
result In minor technical changes or additions, then an Addendum to this MND would be 
prepared pursuant to §15184. Where future projects are found not to be consistent with this 
MND, then a new Initial Study and project specific MND shall be prepared.• From a 
substantive and procedural context of CEQA, the Department considers the application of all 
forthcoming analysis covering •any subsequent future pipellne projects" as tiering upon the 
project II/IND; consequentlyWII consider the City's environmental determination problematic. 
Lacking supplemental guidance from the lead agency, the Department Interprets this 
approach as essentially 'tiering' upon this MND as all similar types of "future pipeline 
projects• will be processed under an addendum to the adopted document. If it is the City's 
intel'lt to tier upon this MND and apply it to those Mure pipellne projects, we would focus 
attention to CECA Guldellnes, Section 15152(b) and Public Resources Code, Sections 
21093-21094, which defines tiering a■ being appropriate when the sequence of analysis is 
from an environmental Impact report (EIR) prepared for a general plan, policy, or program to 
an EIR or negative declaration for another plan, policy or program of lesser scope, or to a 
site-specific EIR or negative declaration. Additionally, we would highlight Public Resources 
Code, Section 21166 which precludes any Mure projects with significant impact from tiering. 

Based on the relevant CEQA sections cited above, the City's approach to essentially 'tier" 
upon thla MND has not been fully supported In the analysis. The presumption provided In 
the initial study ls that at the lime when the City can determine that any forthcoming project 
is "consistent" with the baseline analysts provided in the project MND, any subsequent 
CEQA analysls/proceaalng would be limited to preparing an Addendum to this MND. In 
contrast, when considering CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162(a), we believe that it has been 
misapplied as currently explained in the prooessing guidance provided In this MND (I.e., 
§15162 is being appltedto cover Mure projects when dearty the intentof §15162 is limited 
to a single project). Therefore, wi, request that the City reevaluate the statuto,y mandates 
under the CEQA and the circumstances for when any subsequent future pipeline projects 
could be processed from an adopted environmental document. 

2. The biologlcal resources analysis detenn!ned that for those five near-term projects that are 
located within the public right-of-way no significant project-related impacts on biologlcal 
resources would occur. Compliance with CEQA is predicated on a complete and accurate 
description of the •environmental setting" that may be affected by the proposed project. We 
feel there la limited Information in adequ~ defining (1) 01111r-all width of the PROW (e.g., 
are there areas of the PROW that extend outside existing paved roadways); (2) proximity to 
environmentally sensitive lands to the PROW; and (3) accurate envlronmantal baseline 
conditions of all proposed staging area■ (which should include a qualified blologist 
evaluating those existing site conditions). AbMnt a complete and aocurate description of 
the existing physical condltlons in and around all of the projects, we believe relying on the 
current environmental determination in this MND could result in an Incomplete or inaccurate 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME (l 0/13/2011) continued 

13. The discussion within CEQA Guidelines section 151S2(B) d.iscusses tiering doc11111ents in 
terms ofEIRs; however, the section does not definitively iita1e that tiering documents require 
the preparation of an EIR and often times the term EIR is used universally to refer to MNDs 
and NDs. (See also Guidelines section 1S152 (b ): "Agen.cies are encouraged to tier the 
environmental analyses which they prepare for separate but related projects ... ") Please refer to 
CEQA Guidelines section 15064 (Determining the Significan:e of the Environmental Effects 
Caused by a Project) which clearly states when the preparati<Jn of an EIR would be required. In 
accordance with CEQA Guidelines section 15064(a)(l) a dmft EIR is prepared when there is 
substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before a IC!ld agency, that a project may bavc 
a significant effect on the environment. Guidelines section i5064 (t)(3) also provides: "(3) If 
the iead agency detemrines there is no substantial evidence tllat the project may have a 
significant effect on the environment, the lead ag:ncy sh.all prepare a negative declaration 
(Friends ofB Street v. City of Hayward 0980) 106 Cal. Apt>. 3d 988). 

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines section 15063 the City conducted an Initial Study of the 
Citywide Pipeline project and it was determined that the JllOject, with mitigation, would not 
result in significant unmitigated impacts and an MND was prepared. 

In addition, the comment letter from CDFG states that Public Resources Code, section 21166 
precludes future projects with significant impacts from tierin.g. As mentioned above, an Initial 
Study was conducted and significant impacts were not id..-nti:fied which could not be mitigated 
to below a level of significance. 

The MND analyzes Citywide pipeline projects on a "programmatic" level (i.e., as a whole at a 
broad level of detail), but also analyzes the proposed projects on a site-specific basis where 
appropriate. As stated in the draft MND subsequent pipeline projects located within the 
developed public rigbt of way will be reviewed and where it can be determined that the project 
is consistent with the MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section I 5162 any necessary CEQA 
document will be prepared or if the project would result in minor technical changes or 
additions, then an Addendum to this MND woulc, be prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
section 15164. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section!Sl 62 the Lead Agency has the ability to 
analyze proposed projects with previously certified enviromnental documents and neither 
CEQA Guidelfoes sections 15162 or 15164 limit the application to an individual project. In 
fact, CEQA Guidelines section IS 162 {b) states: "If changes to a project or its circumstances 
occur or new infonnatioo becomes available after adoption of a negative declaration, the lead 
agency shall prepare a subsequent EIR if required under subdivision (a). Otherwise the lead 
agency sball dete:rmfoe whether to prepare a subsequent negative declaration, an addendum, or 
no further documentation." 

The City has utilized this procedure numerow times in the past without challenge. We note 
that CDFG has used the progr8Dllllatic MND procedllll: in the past as well. However, we 
welcome your iulditional input on this issue as wt continue to evaluate the statutory mandates 
under CEQA and the circumstances for when any subsequent future pipeline projects could be 
processed from an approved environmental document as you requested we do in your October 
II, 2011 comment letter. 
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analysis of project-related environmental impacts by the City. Also, the Initial study 
discusses that near-term projecla may be located in close proximity to, or adjacent to the 
City's MHPA, but not within the MHPA. The CEQA is Intended to foster Informed public 
decision making, therefore we believe that It would have been appropriate to include 
corresponding flgu'es· In the initial ·study that depict the MHPA boundarfea in relationship to 
all of the anticipated construction-related activities. There is the intent provided In the MND 
to avoid any direct, Indirect and· coo,ulatfvely Bignlllca1t lmpacta to environmentally sensitive 
lands, however whether there 18 sufficient information provided in the environmental analysls 
.to.demonstrate that condition remains In question. Addilionaly, In evaluating the MHPA 
Land Uae Adjacency Guidelines that were provided in the MND, there are a number of 
referrals for development within or adjacent to the.MHPA. If It is correct that the near-term 
projecta woud entirely avoid the MHPA then it appears appropriate for the mitigation 
language to specifically state that condition. 

3. The Initial study identifies that construdlon for the near-term projects is anticipated to occur 
during the daytime hours. Should there be any potential for construction activities to occur 
during.evening hours 1hen the mitigation meaiuea that ant currently provided In the MND 
for addressing indirect effects to MHPA preserve lands should be revised to include 
conditions that specify that all auxiliary construction-l'ated lighting shall be shielded Irr 
proximity to the MHPA. 

The Department requests the oppommy to review any revialon to MND prior to finalization to 
ensure that the commenta and recommendations, contained herein, are adequately addressed. 
We appreciate the opportunlty to comment on the MND for this project and to assist the City in 
further minimizing and mitigating project lmpacta to biological resources. If you -have questions 
or comments regarding this letter, please contact Paul Schlitt of the Department at 
(858) 837-5510. • 

Edmund Pert 
Regional Manager 
South Coast Region 

cc: State Clearinghouse, Saaamento 
Patrick Gower, USFWS, Carlsbad 
Paul Schlitt, San Diego 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
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14. The :MND and Initial Study Checklist have been updated to include a thorough descripciai of 
the projects that are adjacent to the MHP A. In addition, a graphic have been added for Group 
Job 949 - Site 2 which depicts the project location in relation to the MHP A. The und Use 
Adjacency Guidelines (LUAGL) provide, additional assurances that development adjacent to 
the MHP A would not result in direct or indirect edge effects from construction related 
activities. No projects have been or will be implemented under this MND which are within the 
MHP A. The LU AGL measures would be implemented when a pipeline project is within I 00 
feet from the edge of the MHP A and would be monitored for compliance by a qualified 
biological consultant. The MHP A LU AGL measures in the MND have been modified b 
eliminate references to ''within the MHPA." Please not:, t:owever, tha1 many existing P"ed 
public right-of-ways may cross over areas mapped within the MHP A but would not result in 
any direct impacts to the MHP A. Please note that Scwu Group 787, which is adjacent to the 
·MHPA, has been mnoved from fuis projecL 

15. Please sec section A. I. 5. of the Land Use MMRP in the MND which requires adequate 
shielding to protect sensitive habitat In addition, section A. ID. A 3. of the Land Use MMRP 
in the MND requires that periodic night inspections be conducted to verify that all ligblimg 
adjacent to the MHP A be directed away from the Preserve. 
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~c:;==?► • • ,. Environmental Review Committee 
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,.f: ,.o 5 October 2011 
o,001 C Ii'\. 

To: 

Subject: 

Mr. Jefficy Szymanski 
Development Services Department 
City of San Diego 
1222 First Avenue, Mail Station 501 
San Diego, California 92101 

Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration 
Citywide Pipeline Project -- 2011 
Project No. 255100 

Dear Mr. Szymanski: 

I have reviewed the subject DMND on behalf of this comnrittec of the San Diego County 
Archaeological Society. 

Based on the information in the DMND and initial study, we have the following 
comments: 
I. It is not clear why Water Group 949 does not include archaeological monit~ring 

mitigation measures for some or all of the portions where the line is installed in new 
trenches. • 

2. The last sentence: of cultural resources mitigation measure IV.5.d appears to be 
missing one or more words. The portion in question currently reads • ... appropriate 
m:atment measures the human remains and buried with Native American human 
remains ... " 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment upon this DMND. 

cc: SDCAS President 
File 

Sincerely, 

~-"l':..-4-.,,..~!S--....,.,.... . 
(Ji.6ies W. Royle, Jr., Cb !'Jl son 

Environmental Review Committee 

P.O. 00)( 81108 • San Diego, CA 92138-1106 o (8ea) 538--0935 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

SAN DIEGO COUNTY ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY, INC (10/5/2011) 

16. Wattt Group 949 would be located in three different areas ~Ii.thin the City of San Diego: 
Skyline-Paradise Hills, Univcrsity/Clairernont M,~ and Gt"eater Golden Hill/ Barrio Logan. 
New trenching would only occur in the Clairemont Mesa area, and existing previously 
excavated trenches would be utilized in the Greater Golden Hill/Barrio Logan and Skyline
Paradise Hills meas of the City. The University/Clauemont Mesa area is not located on the 
City of San Diego's Historical Sensitivity Map and therefor,, archaeological monitoring would 
not be required for this project segment. As mentioned previously, the existing trenches would 
be utilized in the other areu where native soils have already been disturbed. Therefore, 
archaeobgical monitoring would not be required in these at :as. 

17. Comment noted. Staff has reviewed the section fiom the Mt,iRP and determined that the 
language in subsection "d" came directly from the Public Rt:sources Code and three words 
were somehow omitted when this section of the City MMRP was created. The missing words 
have been added to section IV.C.5.d of the arclw.-ologicai 1/.[MRJ> and shown in underline 
format. The master MMRP has been updated and BAS strlfhave been notified of the revision 
for future environmental documents. 



RINCON BAND OF LUISENO INDIANS 
Culture Committee 

September 28, 2011 

To whom it may concern 

On behalf of the Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians, I have received your letter. We thank 
you for informing us of the projects you propose and for including us In your research to.
cultural resource identification on the property. However the area ls not In the Luiseno 
Tribe's territory. We highly recommend that you seek the assistance of the tribes that are 
located in the area of potential effecl 

Although the Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians does not have cultural significance in this 
area; we would like to recommend the following guidelines. The first recommendation is to 
oontact the tribes In the territory to receive instructions on how to handle any findings 
appropriately according their custom and tradition. Second to have Native American site 
monitors on site to identify artifacts that may be found during any ground disturbance In 
order to have the artifact& handled with dignity and respect; should human remains be 
discovered follow the California Resource Code 5097.98 and the proc.edures in this 
section. 

Onc.e again thank you for informing of your project and keeping Native Americans 
informed of these projects. We wish you suc:cess in your endeavors and hope the projeci 
is oompleted with the satisfaction of all parties Involved. 

_ Sin~~u} 

~uro 
Rinoon Culture Committee Chair 

Ba Mazzetti 
Trib.J Owrman 

Stephanie Spencer 
Vice Chairwom1n 

CharlitKolb 
CO'unctl Member 

Steve Stallings 
CounoilManbor 

Laurie Gonzales 
Council Member 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTI, 

RINCON BAND OF LUISENO INDIANS (9/28/2011) 

18. Comment noted; Please see Response to Comment 5. The draft MND was sent to all 
individullls on the recommended list from the NARC, with the exception of the Inter-Tribal 
Cultural Resoun:e Council, this group will be included in th: distribution of the final MND. 

19. Please sec section B of the General Requirements of the Ml'ID and Section A. I . of the 
Hwtorical Resoun:es section of the MMRP which requires Native American monitors to be 
pIESent on-site during all construction related activities. 
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INITIAL STIJDY CHECKLIST 

1. Project Title/Project number: Citywide Pipeline Projects 

2. Lead agency name and address: City of San Diego, Development Services Department, 1222 
First A venue, MS 501, San Diego, CA 92101 

-'· Contact person and phone number: Jeff Szymanski, Associate Planner, 619-446-5324 

4. Project location: Near-term and future projects would be located within various public right
of-ways (PROW) within any community planning areas in the City of San Diego. All project 
sites and areas of potential affect would not support Sensitive Biological Resources as defined 
in the Land Development Code (LDC) § 143.0110. Project locations may be within the State 
Coastal Zone and/or within the City of San Diego's Coastal Zone and/or within Designated 
Historic Districts. Project locations and the associated areas of potential affect may be adjacent 
to, but not encroach into the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). Specific locations for near
term projects analyzed in this document are included below under Item 8 - Description of 
Project. 

5. Project Applicant/Sponsor's name and address: City of San Diego, Engineering &Capital 
Projects Department, City ef San Diego Public Utilities Department - WaterDepartmeftt and 
City of San Diego Mea=0f!Ol~ Waste Water Division (MWWD). 

6. General Plan designation: City of San Diego Public Right-of-Way (PROW) land is not a 
designated land use in the General Plan. However, Right-of-Way is categorized as 
Road/Freeways/Transportation Facilities in the General Plan. 

7. Zoning: Near-term and future projects would take place within various Public Right-of-ways 
and public easements within the City of San Diego. Adjacent zoning may include, but would 
not be limited to Open Space, Residential, Agricultural, Commercia!, and Industrial. 

8. Description of project (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to, later 
phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its 
implementation.): COUNCIL APPROVAL to allow for the replacement, rehabilitation, 
relocation, point repair, new trenching, trenchless construction, and abandonment of water 
and/or sewer pipeline alignments and associated improvements such as curb ramps, sewer 
lateral connections, water service connections, manholes, new pavement/slurry, the 
removal and/or replacement of street trees and the removal and/or replacement of street 
lights. This environmental document covers the analysis for fi¥e four fSj ffi near-term 
pipeline projects (Harbor Drive Pipeline, Water Group 949, Sev.rer Gi:eup 787, Water 
Group 914, and Sewer/Water Group 732), as well as any subsequent future pipeline 
projects. The construction footprint for a typical pipeline project, including staging areas 
and other areas (such as access) would be located within the City of San Diego Public 
Right-of-Way (PROW) and/or within public easements and may include planned pipeline 
construction within private easements from the PROW to the service connection. A signed 
agreement between the City and the property owner would be required for work conducted 
on private property. Project types that would be included in the analysis contained herein 
would consist of sewer and water group jobs, 1runk sewers, large diameter water pipeline 
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projects, new and/or replacement manholes, new/or replacement fire hydrants, and other 
necessary appurtenances. All associated equipment would be staged within the existing 
PROW adjacent to the work areas. The near-term and future projects covered in the 
document would not impact Sensitive Biological Resources or Environmentally Sensitive 
Lands (ESL) as defined in the Land Development Code and would not encroach into the 
City's Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). 

Construction for the near-term and any future projects is anticipated to occur during the 
daytime hours Monday through Friday, but may occur during the weekend, if necessary. 
The contractor would comply with all applicable requirements described in the latest 
edition of the Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction ("GREENBOOK'') 
and the latest edition of the City of San Diego Standard Specifications for Public Works 
Construction ("WHITEBOOK''). The City's supplement addresses unique circumstances 
to the City of San Diego that are not addressed in the GREENBOOK and would therefore 
take precedence in the event of a conflict. The contractor would also comply with the 
California Department of Transportation Manual of Traffic Controls for Construction and 
Maintenance Work Zones. If the Average Daily Traffic (ADT) within a given project(s) 
vicinity is t0,000 ADT or greater, a traffic control plan would be prepared and 
implemented in accordance with the City of San Diego Standard Drawings Manual of 
Traffic Control for Constructio~ and Maint~nance Work Zones. For proposals subject to 
10,000 ADT or less, traffic control may be managed through shop drawings during 
construction. Construction methods to be employed would consist of, but not be limited to: 

Open Trenching: The open trench method of construction would be us~<l for complete 
replacement and new alignment portions of the project. Trenches are typically four feet wide 
and are dug with excavations and similar large construction equipment. 

Rehabilitation: Rehabilitation of alignment involves installing a new lining in old pipelines. 
The insertion is done through existing manhole access points and does not require removal of 
pavement or excavation of soils. 

Abandonment: Pipeline abandonment activities would be similar to rehabilitation methods in 
that no surface/subsurface disturbance would occur. This process may involve slurry or grout 
material injected into the abandoned lines via manhole access. The top portion of the manhole 
is then typically removed and the remaining space backfilled and paved over. 

Potholing: Potholing would be used to verify reconnection of laterals to main where lines 
would be raised or realigned (higher than existing depth, but still below ground) or to verify 
utility crossings. These "potholes" are made by using vacuum type equipment to open up 
small holes into the street of pavement. 

Point Repairs: Point repairs include replacing a portion of a pipe segment by open trench 
excavation methods in which localized structural defects have been identified. Generally, 
point repairs are confined to an eight-foot section of pipe. 

The following near term project( s) have been reviewed by the City of San Diego, 
Development Services Department (DSD) for compliance with the Land Development 
Code and have been determined to be exempt from a Site Development Permit (SOP) 
and/or a Coastal Development Permit (CDP). These projects would involve excavation in 
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areas having a high resource sensitivity and potential for encountering archaeological and 
paleontological resources during construction related activities. Therefore, mitigation 
would be required to reduce potential significant impacts to archaeological and 
paleontological resources to below a level of significance. With respect to Storm Water, 
all projects would be reviewed for compliance with the City's Storm Water Standards 
Manual. All projects that are not-exempt from the Standard Urban Storm Water 
Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) would incorporate appropriate Permanent Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) a.Tl.d construction BMPs into the project desig.'l(s) and during 
construction, as required. As such, ail projects would comply with the requirement of the 
Municipal Storm Water Permit. 

HARBOR DRIVE PIPELINE (PROJECT No. 206100) 

The Harbor Drive Pipeline includes the replacement of 4.4 miles of 16-inch cast iron (CI) 
and asbestos cement (AC) pipe that comprises the Harbor Drive 1st and 2nd Pipelines (HD-
1 and HD-2) at a depth no greater than five (5) feet. Facility age and cast iron main 
replacement are the primary drivers for these projects, but due to the history of AC breaks 
in the area, approximately 1.0 mile of AC replacement is also included. The project is 
anticipated to be awarded in Fiscal Year 2013. 

HD-1 and HD-2 were built primarily in the 1940's and 1950's and were made out of cast 
iron or asbestos cement and serve the western most part of the University Heights 390 
Zone and the northern section of the Point Loma East 260 Zone. The pipelines also serve 
as redundancy to each other. Several segments were replaced by various City of San 
Diego Public Utilities Department projects throughout the years and those segments are 
not a part of the CUJ."Tent scope. Previously replaced segments were 16 inch PVC, except 
for the bridge crossing which used 24-inch CMLC. The pipeline is located entirely within 
the PROW, will not require any easements, and is not adjacent to the MHP A or located 
within any designated historical districts. The following streets would be affected by this 
project: West Laurel, Pacific Highway, North Harbor Drive (within the roadway, under the 
bridge and within landscape areas), Nimitz Boulevard, Rosecrans Street, Evergreen Street, 
Hugo Street, Locust Street, Canon Street, Avenida De Portugal, and Point Loma Avenue. 

WATER GROUP 949 (PROJECTNO. 232719) 

Water Group 949 would consist of the replacement and installation of 5.27 miles of water 
mains within the Skyline- Paradise Hills, University, Clairemont Mesa, Southeastern San 
Diego (Greater Golden Hills) community planning areas. 16,931 Linear Feet (LF) of 16-
inch cast iron water mains would be replace-in-place with new 16-inch polyvinyl chloride 
(PVC) pipe within the existing trench. The remaining 10,913 LF of new 16-inch PVC 
would be installed in new trenches All work within Regents Road, Site 2 (Figure 8). adjacent 
to the MHPA would only occur within the developed foot_print such as the paved right of way, 
and concrete sidewalk or slab areas. In addition, all work within I 00 feet of the MHP A would 
observe mitigation such as but not limited to bird breeding season measures. avoidance of 
discharge to the MHP A, and avoidance of direct lighting towards the MHP A areas. As such, 
no impacts to MHP A and/or sensitive resources would occur. The project would also include 
replacement and reinstallation of valves, water services, fire hydrants, and other appurtenances 
and would also included the construction of curb ramps, and street resurfacing. Traffic control 
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measures and Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be implemented during construction. 
Any street tree removal, relocation, and/or trimming would be done under the supervision of 
the City Arborist. All staging of construction equipment will be located outside of any 
potentially sensitive areas. The following streets and nearby alleyways would be affected by 
this project: Tuther Way, Cielo Drive, Woodman Street; Skyline Drive, Regents Road, 
Hidalgo A venue, Clairemont Mesa Boulevard, Luna A venue, B Street, F Street, Ash 
Street, 25th Street, and 27th Street. 

SEWER GR-OUP 787 (PROJECT No. 231928) 

Se•.-,,rer Gt=eup 787 v,rould eonsist of the replaeement-of-26,436 lie.eal feet (Lf) of eKistie.g 
16 inch east iron se'wer fJif!e ,v4~ e.ew I 6 inSfl polyvie.yl Sflloride (PVC) pi.fie wi~i-.a. the 
Emistmg treneh. A total of 1,267 LF of aew 16 inch PVC sewer alignmeftt •.-,.,ould be 
installea in BOW trenehes. le. ac:ldi-tioe., ~e project ·.vould abae.doe. 1,6{)6 LF of e~asang 16 
m.eh east iron pi.fie. The pro1:1osed Jlrojeet ,.,rould be m.sta.Ued by eow;eHtioflB:l OKoa-vatioe. 
(open tFen6h) in tree.eaes Hom 3 5 feet deep. The flFojeet ·.,rould affeet the follo•.vmg streets 

• !Ml 
ae.d nearby alleyv,ia-y:s: 42 Street, Moaroe },.venue, Edgev,'Ofe R:oaa, Polk AvOE.-Ue, Orae.ge 
.i\veflilO, Mee.lo Avenue, 4 i™ Street , Dwight Street, Mynle A1t'enue, Man21ani-ta Plaoe, 
Heather Street, Dahlia Street, Poplar Street, Col-uf:ebine Street, Pepper Drrre, Jani.per 
Street, Marigola Street, Sumae Dri•re, 4 4™ Street, Laurie LEme, anEl Rostwie,n Plaee all 
wi-thia the City Heights ae.d KensiRgtoa Talmaage Gomml:H'ii-ty Planniag /ueas. 

WATER GROUP 914 (PROJECT NO. 233447) 

Water Group 914 would consist of the replacement and installation of approximately 
21,729 lineal feet (LF) of existing 6-inch, 8-inch and 12-inch cast iron pipes and 6-inch 
asphalt concrete pipes with new 8-inch, 12-inch and 16-inch polyvinyl chloride (PVC) 
pipe. Also included would be the construction of two 1mderground pressure regulator 
stations that measure 54 square-feet and 6.5 feet deep each. 17,472 LF would be located in 
existing trenches and 4,257 LF would be located in new trench lines. The proposed project 
would be installed by conventional excavation (open trench) in trenches from 3-5 feet 
deep. However two 300 LF parallel line sections (600 LF total) of the water alignment 
would be installed by trenchless methodology utilizing two (2) 40 square foot launch and 
receiver pits. The trenchless installation would occur at the intersection of Coronado 
A venue and Ebers Street and is designed to avoid a recorded archaeological resource at 
this intersection. The trenchless methodology would employ directional underground 
boring that would install the pipe at a depth deeper than the recorded resource. In addition, 
a 4-inch AC water segment of approximately 520 LF located along Point Loma Avenue 
between Guizot Street and Santa Barbara Street will be abandoned in place. The project 
would affect the following streets and nearby alleyways: Point Loma Avenue, Santa 
Barbara Street, Bermuda A venue, Pescadero A venue, Cable Street, Orchard A venue, 
Froude Street, Sunset Cliffs Boulevard, Savoy Circle, and Del Monte A venue all within 
the Ocean Beach and Peninsula Community Planning Areas. 

SEWER AND WATER GROUP 732 (PROJECT No. 206610) 

Sewer and Water Group Job 732 would consist of the installation of approximately 5,500 
total linear feet (LF) of 8 inch Polyvinyl Chloride (PVC) sewer pipe, and approximately 
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3,000-total linear feet (LF) of 12 inch PVC water pipe. Approximately, 1,035 LF of water 
pipe would be rehabilitated using trenchless technology in the same trench, with the 
remainder of the installation accomplished through open trenching. Related work would 
include construction of new manholes, replacement and re-plumbing of sewer laterals, 
installation of curb ramps, pavement restoration, traffic control, and storm water best 
management practices. Construction of the project would affect portions of the following 
streets and adjacent alleys in the Peninsula Community Plan area: Xenephon Street, Yonge 
Street, Zola Street, Alcott Street, Browning Street, Plum Street, Willow Street, Evergreen 
Street, Locust Street, and Rosecrans Street. 

SUBSEQUENT PIPELINE PROJECr REVIEW {LoNG TERM) 

Applications for the replacement, rehabilitation, relocation, point repair, open trenching 
and abandonment of water and/or sewer pipeline alignments within the City of San Diego 
PROW as indicated in the Subject block above and in the Project Description discussion 
of the Initial Study would be analyzed for potential environmental impacts to Historical 
Resources (Archaeology. Paleontology and the Built Environment) and Land Use 
(MSCP/MHPA), and reviewed for consistency with this Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(MND). Where it can be determined that the project is "consistent" with this MND and no 
additional potential significant impacts would occur pursuant to State CEQA Guideline § 
15162 (i.e. the involvement of new significant environmental effects of a substantial 
increase in the severity of previously identified effects) or if the project would result in 
minor technical changes or additions, then an Addendum to this MND would be prepared 
pursuant to § 15164. Where future projects are found not to be consistent with this MND, 
then a new Initial Study and project specific MND shall be prepared. 

9. Surrounding land uses and setting. Briefly describe the project's surroundings: The scope of 
the MND is city-wide and future projects would be located within the Right-of-Way, which is 
categorized as Road/Freeways/Transportation Facilities in the General Plan. Surrounding land 
uses would vary depending on the location proposed. 

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or 
participation agreement.): None. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at 
least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the 
following pages. 

□ Aesthetics □ Greenhouse Gas □ Population/Housing 
Emissions 

□ Agriculture and □ Hazards & Hazardous Materials□ Public Services 
Forestry Resources 

□ Air Quality □ Hydrology/Water Quality □ Recreation 

□ Biological Resources ~ Land Use/Planning □ Transportationff raffic 

~ Cultural Resources □ Mineral Resources □ Utilities/Service 
System 

□ Geology/Soils □ Noise Mandatory Findings 
Significance 

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by Lead Agency) 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

0 The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

~ Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will 
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or 
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be 
prepared. 

D The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

0 The proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant 
unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect (a) has been adequately 
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (b) has been 
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. 
An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

D Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all 
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or 
(MITIGATED) NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have 
been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or (MITIGATED) NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the 
proposed project, nothing further is required. 
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I) 

Less Than 
Potentially Significant Le.,s Than 

Issue Significant with Significant No Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 

AESTIIETICS- Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista? □ □ □ l8l 
Near-term or future projects would involve the replacement, rehabilitation, relocation, point repair, 
new trenching, and abandonment of water and/or sewer alignments and associated improvements 
such as curb ramps, pedestrian ramps, lateral connections, manholes all located below the existing 
PROW. It is not anticipated that removal and/or replacement of street trees and the removal and/or 
replacement of street lights; therefore scenic vistas would not be impacted. 

b) Substantially damage scenic 
resources, including but not limited 
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 
historic buildings within a state 
scenic highway? 

□ □ □ 

Near-term or future projects may involve work that could affect street trees, historic buildings or a 
scenic state highway; however, any work of this type would be reviewed by qualified historical staff 
to ensure that construction related activities not impact the integrity of the any scenic resources. 
Additionally, any associated street improvements, if located within a historic district, would be 
required to comply with the mitigation measures incorporated in Section V of this MND. 

c) Substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the site 
and its surroundings? 

Please see l.b. 

d) Create a new source of substantial 
light or glare that would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ □ 

The scope of development for near-term and/or future projects would predominantly be located below 
existing grade, with the possible exception of any associated street improvements ( e.g. curb ramps, 
pedestrian ramps, street trees, etc.). The removal and/or replacement of street lights within any 
particular project alignment would not create a new source of substantial light or glare. Additionally, 
no associated street improvements would involve the use of highly reflective materials. Therefore, the 
project would not have the potential to create substantial light or glare impacts. • 

II) AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural 
resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural 
Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of 
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In 
determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental 
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Issue 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and 
Fire Protection regarding the state's inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range 
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement 
methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. - Would 
the project: 

a) Converts Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on 
the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the California Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

□ □ D 

Near-tenn and/or future pipeline alignments would be located within the developed PROW which 
would not be classified as farmland by the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP). 
Any adjacent areas in agricultural production would not be affected by near-term and/or future 
pipeline projects. Therefore, the project in and of itself would not result in the conversion of 
farmlandto non-agricultural uses. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricuitural use, or a Williamson Act 
Contract? 

Please see II.a 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, forest land ( as 
defined in Public Resources Code 
section 1220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code 
section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by 
Government Code section 5 l 104(g))? 

u 

□ 

LJ D 

□ □ 

The public right of way and land surrounding any near-term and/or future pipeline alignments is not 
zoned as forest land as all areas are within the urbanized boundaries of the City of San Diego. 
Therefore, the project would not conflict with existing zoning for forest land. 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-
forest use? 

□ □ D ~ 

The project is located within the developed public right of way and the land surrounding any near
term and/or future pipeline alignments is not designated forest land as all areas are within the 
urbanized boundaries of the City of San Diego. Therefore, the project would not convert forest land 
to a non-forest use. 
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Issue 

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment, which, due to their 
location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Fannland to non
agricultural use or conversion of 
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No Impact 

The project would not involve a change in land use and would not impact farmland or forestland. 

III. AIR QUALITY - Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality 
management or air pollution control district may be relied on to make the following determinations -
Would the project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable 
air quality plan? 

D D □ 

Near-term and/or future pipeline alignments would not involve any future actions that would 
generate air quality emissions as a result of the proposed use ( e.g. vehicle miles traveled, etc). 
However, emission would occur during the construction phase of the project and could increase 
the amount of harmful polJutants entering the air basin. The emissions would be minimal and 
would only occur temporarily during construction. Additionally, the construction equipment 
typically involved in water/sewer projects is small-scale and generates relatively few emissions. 
When appropriate, dust suppression methods would be included as project components. As such,. 
any near-term and/or future projects would not be inconsistent with the region's air quality plan. 

b) Violate any air quality standard or 
contribute substantially to an 
existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

Please see III.a 

c) Result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase of any 
criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment 
under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard 
(including releasing emissions 
which exceed quantitative 
thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

D 

□ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

As described above, construction operations could temporarily increase the emissions of dust and 
other pollutants. However, construction emissions would be temporary and implementation of 
Best Management Practices would reduce potential impacts related to construction activities to 

9 



Issue 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
!\-litigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

below a level of significance. Therefore, any near-term and/or future pipeline alignments would 
not result in a cwnulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project is non-attainment in the region under applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standards. 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

□ □ □ 

Construction operations could temporarily increase the emissions of harmful pollutants, which 
could affect sensitive receptors adjacent to the project. However, construction emissions would 
be temporary and it is anticipated that implementation of construction BMPs would reduce 
potential impacts related to construction activities to minimal levels. Therefore, any near-tenn 
and/or future pipeline projects would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations. 

e) Create objectionable odors 
affecting a substantial number of 
people? 

n □ □ 

Operation of construction equipment and vehicles could generate odors associated with fuel 
combustion. However, these odors wouid dissipate into the atmosphere upon release and would 
only remain temporarily in proximity to the construction equipment and vehicles. Therefore, any 
near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not create substantial amounts of objectionable 
odors affecting a substantial number of people. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the project: 

a) Have substantial adverse effects, 
either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species 
in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service? 

□ □ □ 

Near-term and/or future pipeline projects would be limited to development proposals that do not 
impact Sensitive Biological Resources. Any near-term and/or future actions that would impact 
Sensitive Biological Resources would not be consistent with this MND and a new Initial Study 
and MND would be prepared in accordance with the provisions of CEQA. 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect 
on any riparian habitat or other 
community identified in local or 
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regional plans, policies, and 
regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

See IV. b) 

Have a substantial adverse effect 
on federally protected wetlands as 
defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including but 

□ □ □ not limited to marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 

Any near-term and/or future pipeline projects would be located in the developed public right of 
way where wetlands would not be present, either within or adjacent to th.e project's boundaries. 
Therefore, any near-term and/or future pipeline projects do not have the potential to impact these 
resources. Any near-term and/or future actions that would impact wetland resources would not 
be consistent with this MND and a new Initial Study and MND would be prepared in accordance 
with the provisions of CEQA. 

d) Interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident 
or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? 

□ □ □ jg] 

Any near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not result in adverse impacts on wildlife 
movement in the project's areas. As previously mentioned above, these projects would be located 
in the developed public right of way which would not contain wildlife corridors. 

e) Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

□ □ □ jg] 

Any near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance. Any 
near-term and/or future pipeline projects may involve associated street improvements such as the 
replacement of street trees. However, trees that are covered under any kind of a preservation 
policy or ordinance would not be part of any future actions. Additionally, future project areas 
would lack any sensitive biological resources and would not require the removal of any unique or 
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sensitive trees. As such, the project would not result in conflict with local policies protecting 
biological resources. 

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

□ 181 □ □ 

Near-term and/or future pipeline projects may be located in close proximity to, or adjacent to the 
City's Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA), but not within the MHPA. MHPA Land Use 
Adjacency mitigation has heen incorporated into the Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting 
Program (MMRP) to mitigate indirect impacts to the MHP A. Therefore, the project does not 
have the potential to impact any habitat conservation plans and would not result in indirect 
impacts to the MHP A. 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of an 
historicai resource as defined in 
§15064.5? 

□ □ □ 

The purpose and intent of the Historical Resources Regulations of the Land Development 
Code(Chapter 14, Division 3, and Article 2) is to protect, preserve and, where damaged, restore 
the historical resources of San Diego. The regulations apply to all proposed development within 
the City of San Diego when historical resources are present on the premises. 

CEQA requires that before approving discretionary projects, the Lead Agency must identify and 
examine the significant adverse environmental effects, which may result from that project. A 
project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource 
may have a significant effect on the environment (Sections 15064.5(b) and 21084.1). A 
substantial adverse change is defined as demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration 
activities, which would impair historical significance (Sections 15064.S(b)(l)). Any historical 
resource listed in, or eligible to be listed in the California Register of Historical Resources, 
including archaeological resources, is considered to be historically or culturally significant. 

Near-term and/or future pipeline projects may include future actions that would be analyzed for 
the potential to impact archaeological resources. For those proposals that include ground 
disturbing activities and are located within mapped areas of the City that indicate a potential for 
the discovery of archaeological resource, monitoring would be required. As such, when 
required, archaeological monitoring would reduce potential impacts to archaeological resources 
to below a level of significance. 
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Any near-term or future project which is located within a designated historical district would be 
subject to review by qualified historical staff to determine whether the project would have an 
adverse effect on the district requiring specific mitigation, as detailed in Section V., of the ~1) 

or if the project requires further review in accordance with the Historical Resources Regulations. 
A project which would adversely affect a designated historical district because it could not 
comply with the Secretary of the Interior Standards or implement the required MMRP would not 
be consistent with this MND and a new Initial Study and MND would be prepared in accordance 
with the provisions of CEQA. 

b) Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant 
to §15064.5? 

□ ~ □ □ 

Near-term and/or future pipeline projects would include work that requiring trenching in areas 
where there is a potential for archaeological resources to be encountered. As such, the 
requirement for archaeological monitoring has been included in the MMRP. Projects that would 
have a direct impact on a recorded or designated archaeological site which requires Phase 2 
Testing and mitigation measures (e.g. Archaeology Date Recovery Program) would not be 
consistent with this MND and a new Initial Study and MND would be prepared in accordance 
with the provisions of CEQA. Projects which could be found to be adequately covered under 
this MND and only require monitoring would not resuit in a significant adverse change in the 
significance of a resource pursuant to § 15064.5 with implementation of the MMRP identified in 
Section V., of the MND. 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a 
unique paleontological resource 
or site or unique geologic feature? 

□ lZI □ □ 

Near-term and/or future pipeline projects may include work that is underlain by sensitive fossil 
bearing formations which could be impacted if trenching is anticipated at depths greater than IO 
feet. Therefore, based on the sensitivity of the affected formation and the proposed excavation 
depths, the project could result in significant impacts to paleontological resources. 

To reduce this impact to below a level of significance, excavation within previously undisturbed 
formations at a depth of IO or more feet would be monitored by a qualified paleontologist or 
paleontological monitor. Any significant paleontological resources encountered would be 
recovered and curated. Paleontological monitoring would be required and would reduce 
potential impacts to below a level of significance. 

d) Disturb any human remains, D ~ D 0 
including those interred outside of 
formal cemeteries? 
A potential to encounter human remains during construction activity within the City's public 
right-of-way exists for any near-term or future pipeline alignment project; especially in areas 
where work would occur within high sensitivity areas for archaeological resources which can 
include Native American remains. Mitigation measures addressing the unanticipated discovery 
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of Native American human remains are included in Section V of the MMRP. Implementation of 
these measures would reduce potential unanticipated impacts to below a level of significance. 

For projects that are not covered under this environmental document (e.g., meet the criteria for a 
Statutory or Categorical Exemption under CEQl' .. ), then standard language regarding the 
unanticipated discovery of human remains of unknown origin found in the City of San Diego 
Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction ("WHITEBOOK'')would take 
precedence. Upon notification by the Contractor of the discovery of human remains of unknown 
origin, these requirements require that the Engineer shall immediately notify the San Diego 
County Coroner to start the investigation process, in accordance with the California Health and 
Safety Code §§7050.5 and 7051 and the California Public Resources Code. 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS- Would the project: 

a) Expose people or structures to 
potential substantial adverse 
effects, including the risk of loss, 
injury, or death involving: 

i) Rupture of a known 
earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by 
the State Geologist for the 
area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a 
known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 
42. 

□ □ □ 

Near-tenn and/or future pipeline projects would utilize proper engineering design and 
standard construction practices in order to ensure that potential impacts in this category 
based on regional geologic hazards would remain less than significant. Therefore, risks from 
rupture of a known earthquake fault would be below a level of significance. 

ii) Strong seismic ground 
shaking? □ □ □ 

Near-tenn and/or future pipeline projects would not expose people or structures to strong 
seismic ground shaking. The design of the proposed project and any subsequent projects 
would utilize proper engineering design and standard construction practices to ensure that the 
potential for impacts from ground shaking would be below a level of significance. 

iii) Seismic-related ground 
failure, including 
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The design of any near-term and/or future pipeline projects would utilize proper engineering 
design standard construction practices to ensure that the potential for impacts from seismic
related ground faiiure, inciuding iiquefaction wouici be beiow a ievei of significance. 

iv) Landslides? □ □ □ 

Near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not include actions that would expose people 
or structures to the risk ofloss, injury, or death involving landslides. Pipeline design for 
projects covered under this MND would utilize proper engineering design and standard 
construction practices to ensure that the potential for impacts would be below a level of 
significance. 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion 
or the loss of topsoil? □ □ □ ~ 

Construction of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects covered under this MND would 
take place within the developed public right of way. Any disturbances to streets and alleys 
would be replaced in kind. Additionally, appropriate BMPs aimed at preventing soil erosion 
would be incorporated during construction and design of the project. As such, project 
implementation would not result in a substantial amount of soil erosion or loss of topsoil. 

c) Be located on a geologic wiit or 
soil that is unstable, or that would 
become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in 
on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

□ □ □ 

Near-term and/or future pipeline projects are located entirely within the City's PROW (See 
project descriptions). It is possible, that any near-term and/or future projects may be located 
throughout the City within the Public Right-of-Way and may be located within various Geologic 
Hazard Categories. However, proper engineering design and utilization of standard construction 
practices would ensure that the potential for impacts would be less than significant. 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the 
Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial risks to life or 
property? 

□ □ □ 

The design of any near-term and/or future pipeline projects would utilize proper engineering design 
and utilization of standard construction practices would ensure that the potential for impacts would 
be less than significant. 
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□ 

The design of any near-term and/or future pipeline projects covered under this MND would utilize 
proper engineering design and standard construction practices to ensure that the potential for impacts 
would be below a level of significance. 

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS - Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may 
have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

□ □ □ 

The City of San Diego is utilizing the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association 
(CAPCOA) report "CEQA and Climate Change" (CAPCOA 2009) to determine whether a GHG 
analysis would be required for submitted projects. The CAPCOA report references a 900 metric ton 
guideline as a conservative threshold for requiring further analysis and possible mitigation. This 
emission level is based on the amount of vehicle trips, the typical energy and water use associated 
with projects, and other factors. 

CAPCOA identifies project types that are estimated to emit approximately 900 metric tons of GHG's 
annually. This 900 metric ton threshold is roughly equivalent to 35,000 square feet of office space, 
11,000 square feet of retail, 50 single-family residential units, 70 multi-family residential units and 
6,300 square feet of supermarkets. 

Since any future pipeline projects covered in this CEQA document do not fit in the categories listed 
above, a GHG modeling analysis would be conducted for each project. 

A GHG modeling analysis was conducted for each near-term project also covered in the MND. This 
modeling was conducted to determine the level of GHG emissions. The Roadway Construction 
Emissions Model is a spreadsheet program created by the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District to analyze construction related GHGs and was utilized to quantify the project's 
GHG emissions. The model utilizes project information (e.g. total construction months, project type, 
construction equipment, grading quantities and the total disturbance area, etc.) to quantify GHG 
emissions from heavy-duty construction equipment, haul trucks, and worker commute trips 
associated with linear construction projects. 

Harbor Drive project: Results of the Roadway Construction Emissions Model output demonstrated 
that during the 6 months of construction the project would generate approximately 250 metric tons of 
emissions per year. On an annualized basis, the output would be approximately 500 metric tons per 
year. The output for the project falls well below the 900 metric ton per year figure. Therefore, based 
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upon the analysis showed above the project would result in a less than significant CEQA Greenhouse 
gas impact and mitigation would not be required. 

Sewer/Water Job 732: Results of the Roadway Construction Emissions Model output demonstrated 
that the project duration of 6 months, and assuming a May start date, this project would produce 
162.5 metric tons of CO2 in the first year and O metric tons of CO2 the second year. The output 
for the project falls well below the 900 metric ton figure. Therefore, based upon the analysis 
showed above the project would result in a less than significant CEQA Greenhouse gas impact 
and mitigation would not be required. 

SeweF CFoup 787: &es'l•dts ehae R~aawa:,· Gensa:uetien Emissiens Medel emput demensa:atea 
that this projeet v,reula prodooe a total ef 555.9 metrie tons of CO2 duriag the 19 month 
eensfftietien perietl. Asswrung a September start, 117.0 metrie tons ;1,10uld be generated iB. the 
seeona year, aBa. 87.8 metric tons of CO2 v.10ula be generatea in :fue thira year. The prOjeet's 
estimatea. GHG emissions results are well eelo1H tile 900 metrie tons of CO2 end; therefore, 
impacts are less than CEQ2A .. signifieaat aBa mitigation ·noula not ae reqmre&.-

Water Group 914: Results of the Roadway Construction Emissions Model output demonstrated 
that this project's duration is 14 months and assuming a September start date the project would 
produce 141.5 metric tons of CO2 in the first year, and 353.7 metric tons of CO2 in the second 
year. The project's estimated GHG emissions results are well below the 900 metric tons of CO2 
and; therefore, impacts are less than CEQA significant and mitigation would not be required. 

Water Group 949: Results of the Roadway Construction Emissions Model output demonstrated 
that the project duration of 6 months, and assuming a May start date, the project would produce 
162.5 metric tons of CO2 in the first year and O metric tons of CO2 the second year. The output 
for the project falls well below the 900 metric ton figure. Therefore, based upon the analysis 

showed above the project would result in a less than significant CEQA Greenhouse gas impact 
and mitigation would not be required. 

For a determination of whether future projects would be consistent with this MND, the Roadway 
Construction Emissions Model can be utilized. If the output is less than 900 metric tons of OHO 
annually, then no further analysis is needed and the project would be consistent with the GHG 
analysis in this document. If, however, the output from the Roadway Construction Emission Model 
is greater than 900 metric tons annually, then a formal GHO Analysis would be conducted 
incorporating appropriate mitigation measures. If the analysis indicates project implementation 
would result in 900 metric tons or more annually, then the project would not be consistent with the 
GHG analysis in this MND as the project would be required to incorporate mitigation to reduce its 
OHG output by 30% compared to the California Air Resources Board (CARB) 2020 business-as
usual forecast and a new Initial Study and MND would be prepared pursuant to CEQA. 

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
policy, or regulation adopted for the 
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Please see VII.a. It is anticipated that the any near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not 
conflict with any applicable plans, policies, or regulations related to greenhouse gases. 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project: 

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

□ □ □ 

Construction of any near-term and/or future pipeline projects covered under this MND may require 
the use of hazardous materials (e.g., fuels, lubricants, solvents, etc.) which would require proper 
storage, handling, use and disposal; however, these conditions would not occur during routine 
construction within the PROW. Construction specifications would include requirements for the 
contractor regarding where routine handling or disposal of hazardous materials could occur and what 
measures to implement in the event of a spill from equipment. Compliance with contract 
specifications would ensure that potential hazards are minimized to below a level of significance. 

• b) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materiais into 
the environment? 

□ □ □ 

Any near-term and/or future project alignments covered under this MND have the potential to 
traverse properties which could contain Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) cleanup sites, 
permitted UST's, or contaminated sites located within a 1,000 feet from the project alignments; 
however, in the event that construction activities encounter underground contamination, the 
contractor would be required to implement§ 803 of the City's "WHITEBOOK" for "Encountering 
or Releasing Hazardous Substances or Petroleum Products" of the City of San Diego Standard 
Specifications for Public Works Construction which is included in all construction documents and 
would ensure the proper handling and disposal of any contaminated soils in accordance with all 
applicable local, state and federal regulations. Compliance with these requirements would minimize 
the risk to the public and the environmental; therefore, impacts would remain less than significant. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

□ D □ 

Several of the near-term projects are located within a¼ mile radius of an existing or proposed school 
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and would involve trenching activities that could result in the release of hazardous emissions if 
unanticipated contamination is encountered within the PROW. Th~ same would be true for any 
future projects that may be proposed within ¼ mile of an existing or proposed school and would 
involve trenching activities that could result in the release of hazardous emissions if unanticipated 
contamination is encountered. In both cases, §803 of the City of San Diego;s ''WHITEBUOK" is 
included in all construction documents to ensure that appropriate protocols are followed pursuant to 
County DEH requirements should any hazardous conditions be encountered. As such, impacts 
regarding the handling or discovery of hazardous materials, substances or waste within close 
proximity of a school would be below a level of significance with implementation of the measures 
required pursuant to the contract specifications and County DEH oversight. 

d) Be located on a site which is included 
on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government 
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant 
hazard to the public or the 
environment? 

□ □ □ 

Although none of the near-term project alignments covered in the document are identified on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, future projects 
could be located within ciose proximity to hazardous materials sites or within 1,000 feet from 
leaking USTs. However, as previously outlined in VIII a-c above, specific mea,:;ures have been or 
will be incorporated into the contract specifications to address any contaminated soils encountered 
during construction related activities in accordance with local, state, and federal regulations. 
Therefore, with implementation of measures contained in the contract specifications, potential 
hazards would be reduced to below a level of significance. 

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan 
has not been adopted, within two mile 
of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

□ □ D 

Several near-term projects covered in this MND (Harbor Drive Pipeline, Water Group 914, and 
Sewer/Water Group 732) are located within or in close proximity to the Airport Influence Area 
(AJA) of the San Diego International Airport's Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). This 
geographically demarcated area that surrounds Lindbergh Field ensures that factors such as noise, 
land use, safety and airspace protection are considered anytime a land use decision is made. Since 
these near-term projects and any future projects are linear underground projects, construction of 
these types of projects would not introduce any new features that would result in a safety hazard for 
people residing"in or working in the area or create a flight hazard. 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the project 
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None of the near-term or future project alignments would he located within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip; no provide airstrips are located with the jurisdictional boundaries of the City of San Diego; 
therefore, no impact would result under this category. 

g) Impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of any near-term or future projects would temporarily affect traffic circulation within 
the project Area of Potential Effect (APE) and its adjoining roads. However, an approved Traffic 
Control Plan would be implemented during construction which would allow emergency plans to be 
employed. Therefore, the project would not physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan. 

h) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wiidland fires, including 
where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences 
are intermixed with wildlands? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of any near-term or future projects would be located within the City's Public Right-of
Way and would not be located within or adjacent wildlands that could pose a threat ofwildland fires. 
Additionally, sewer and water infrastructure projects would not introduce any new features that 
would increase the risk of fire. 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements? □ □ D 181 

Potential impacts to existing water quality standards associated with the any near-term and/or future 
projects would include minimal short-term construction-related erosion/sedimentation, but would not 
include any long term operational storm water impacts. Any near-term and/or future projects would 
be required to comply with the City's Storm Water Standards Manual. Depending on the area of 
disturbance, projects would have to comply with either a Water Pollution Control Plan (WPCP) or 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). These plans would prevent or effectively 
minimize short-term water quality impacts during construction activities. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not violate any existing water quality standards or discharge requirements. 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially 
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Any near-term and/or future projects do not propose the use of groundwater. Furthermore, these 
projects would not introduce a substantially large amount of new impervious surfaces over ground 
that could interfere with groundwater recharge. Therefore, construction of these projects would not 
substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. 

c) Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, in a 
manner, which would result in 
substantial erosion or siltation on- or 
off-site? 

□ □ □ 

Any near-term and/or future projects would be located below the surface of the developed public 
right of way within paved streets. Upon completion of the installation of the utility lines the streets 
would be returned to their preexisting conditions. Therefore these projects would not substantially 
alter any existing drainage patterns. 

d) Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, or 
substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner, 
which would result in flooding on- or 
off-site? 

Please see IX.c. 

e) Create or contribute runoff water, 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stormwater 
drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

□ 

□ 
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Less Than 
Signifi~ant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Conformance to Bl\.1Ps outlined in an approved WPCP and compliance with the City Stormwater 
Standards would prevent or effectively minimize short-term construction runoff impacts from any 
near-term and/or future pipeline projects covered under the MND. Additionally, these projects would 
not result in a substantial increase in impervious surface, and therefore, would not contribute runoff 
water that would exceed the capacity of existing storm water systems. 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade D D D ~ 
water quality? 
Conformance to Bl\.1Ps outlined in an approved WPCP and compliance with the City Stormwater 
Standards would prevent or effectively minimize short-term construction runoff impacts from any 
near-term and/or future pipeline projects covered under the MND. See IX-a. 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood 
hazard area as mapped on a federal 
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood 
hazard delineation map? 

□ □ □ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not include the construction of any housing. 

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard 
area, structures that would impede ur 
redirect flood flows? 

r, 
LJ 

r, 
LJ 

r-, 
LJ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not impede the direction of flows or 
substantially impact a 100-year flood hazard area. 

i) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the failure of a 
levee or dam? 

□ □ □ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not include any new features that would increase 
the risk associated with flooding beyond those of any existing conditions. 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? □ □ □ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would not include any new features that would increase 
the risk associated with seiche, tsunami, or mudflow beyond those of any existing conditions. 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established 
community? 
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Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would involve replacing and 
installing utility infrastructure and would not introduce new features that could divide an established 
community. 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, policy, or regulation of an 
agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including but not limited to 
the general plan, specific plan, local 
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding 
or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

□ □ □ 

Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would involve replacing and 
installing utility infrastructure and would be consistent with all applicable land use plans, policies, or 
regulations of an agency with jurisdiction over the project and would not conflict with any land use 
plans. 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural 
community conservation plan? 

n 
L...J 

r, 
LJ □ 

Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would involve replacing and 
installing utility infrastructure located entirely within the developed public right of way. Although 
some projects could be located within proximity to the City's MHPA which is covered by the MSCP 
Subarea Plan, no conflicts are anticipated because implementation of the MHPA Land Use 
Adjacency Guidelines would be required for any project located within 100 feet from the MHP A. 
Measures to reduce potential indirect impacts to the City's MHPA have been included in the MMRP 
contained within Section V. of the MND. 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project? 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would 
be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

□ □ □ 

Areas surrounding the near-term project alignments are not being used for the recovery of mineral 
resources. Similarly, these areas are also not designated for the recovery of mineral resources on the 
City of San Diego General Plan Land Use Map. Additionally, any future projects submitted for 
review in accordance with this MND would be evaluated based on their proximity to areas where 
mineral resources could be affected. At this time however, it is not anticipated that any future 
pipeline project, which would be located entirely within the PROW would result in the loss of 
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availability of a known mineral resource of value to the region and the state. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact . 
Significant 

Impact 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a iocai 
general plan, specific plan or other 
land use plan? 

,...., 
l~I 

,--, 
LJ 

No Impact 

Areas surrounding the near-term project alignments have not been delineated as being used for the 
recovery of mineral resources or designated for the recovery of mineral resources on the City of San 
Diego General Plan Land Use Map. Additionally, any future projects submitted for review in 
accordance with this MND would be evaluated based on their proximity to areas where mineral 
resources could be affected. At this time however, it is not anticipated that any future pipeline 
project, which would be located entirely within the PROW would result in the loss of availability of 
a locally important mineral resource recovery site. 

XII. NOISE - Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to, or generation 
of noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan 
or noise ordinance, or applicabie 
standards of other agencies? 

□ □ □ 

Any near-term or future pipeline projects covered under this MND would not in and of itself result in 
the generation of operational noise levels in excess of existing standards. However, some 
construction related noise would result, but would be temporary and transitory in nature and strictly 
regulated under San Diego Municipal Code Section 59.5.0404, ''Noise Abatement and Control" 
which places limits on the hours of construction operations and standard decibels which cannot be 
exceeded. Therefore, people would not be exposed to noise levels in excess of those covered by 
existing noise regulations. 

b) Exposure of persons to, or generation 
of, excessive ground borne vibration 
or ground borne noise levels? 

□ □ □ 

Any near-term or future pipeline projects covered under this MND would result in negligible ground 
disturbing vibrations during construction based on the type of equipment being used and the 
construction methodology being employed for each project type. Noise occurring during 
construction activities would be temporary and transitory in nature and would be strictly regulated 
under San Diego Municipal Code Section 59.5.0404, ''Noise Abatement and Control" which places 
limits on the hours of construction operations and standard decibels which cannot be exceeded. 
Therefore, people would not be exposed to excessive ground disturbing vibration levels after 
completion of each project. 

c) A substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

Any near-term or future pipeline projects covered under this MND all occur within the developed 
PROW would not permanently increase the ambient noise levels beyond those which exist without 
the project. Please see XII.a & b. 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above existing 
without the project? 

□ □ □ 

A portion of one near-term project would be located along Harbor Drive where the existing noise 
environment is already high due to its proximity to Lindbergh Field and from high traffic patterns 
surrounding the airport and nearby businesses. Other near-term and/or future projects covered under 
this MND may occur City-wide and result in temporary construction related noise impacts; however, 
the increase in noise due to construction activities would be temporary in nature and strictly 
regulated in accordance with the Municipal Code. These temporary and periodic construction related 
noise increased would not be considered substantial and therefore, the increase in ambient noise 
levels would be less than significant. Please see XII.a. 

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan, or, where such a plan 
has not been adopted, within two 
miles of a public airport or public use 
airport would the project expose 
people residing or working in the area 
to excessive noise levels? 

□ □ □ 

Several near-term projects covered in this MND (Harbor Drive Pipeline, Water Group 914, and 
Sewer/Water Group 732) are located within 2 miles of a public airport; specifically to the Airport 
Influence Area (AIA) of the San Diego International Airport's Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 
(ALUCP). This geographically demarcated area that surrounds Lindbergh Field ensures that factors 
such as noise, land use, safety and airspace protection are considered anytime a land use decision is 
made. Although these near-term projects and any future projects are linear underground projects, 
construction would not in and of itself expose people residing in the area or construction workers to 
excessive noise levels beyond those that may currently exist. For projects within proximity to 
Lindbergh Field and heavily traveled roadways, the ambient noise level is already loud. Strict 
compliance with OSHA standards for worker safety would ensure that exposure to excessive noise 
levels would not occur for all other near-term and/or future pipeline projects. 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the project 
expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 
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None of the near-tenn projects are located within proximity to a private airstrip and it's not 
anticipated that any future projects would be either; mainly because no private airstrips are located in 
the urbanized areas within the City's jurisdictional boundaries. Therefore no impacts in this category 
would occur. 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING- Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial population growth 
in an area, either directly (for 
example, by proposing new homes 
and businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of roads 
or other infrastructure)? 

□ □ □ 

The near-tenn and/or future pipeline projects would replace, rehabilitate and install new utility 
infrastructure. These upgrades are intended to improve currently outdated sewer and water systems 
in order to keep up with current demand. These projects would not extend any existing roadways into 
undeveloped areas or introduce any ne,v road,vays that could induce population 01owth and 
therefore, no impact would occur. 

b) Displace substantial numbers of 
existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

□ □ □ 

The near-term and/or future pipeline projects would replace, rehabilitate and install new utility 
infrastructure. These upgrades are intended to improve currently outdated sewer and water systems 
in order to keep up with current demand. These projects would not displace any housing. 

c) Displace substantial numbers of 
people, necessitating the construction 
ofreplacement housing elsewhere? 

SeeXIIl b). 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

a) Would the project result in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated 
with the provisions of new or 
physically altered governmental 
facilities, need for new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service 
rations, response times or other 

□ □ □ 
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Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
performance objectives for any of the 
public services: 

i) Fire Protection □ □ □ [81 

Any near-term or future pipeline project would not physically alter any fire protection facilities. 
Replacement and installation of utility infrastructure would not require any new or altered fire 
protection services. Future projects may require a Traffic Control Plan to ensure major 
disruptions to traffic flow do not occur. Disruptions to response times are not anticipated. 

ii) Police Protection □ □ D 
Any near-term or future pipeline project would not physically alter any fire protection facilities. 
Replacement and installation of utility infrastructure would not require any new or altered police 
protection services. Future projects may require a Traffic Control Plan to ensure major 
disruptions to traffic flow do not occur. Disruptions to response times are not anticipated. 

iii) Schools D □ D 
Any near-term or future pipeline project would not physically alter any schools. Additionally, 
these projects would not include construction of future housing or induce growth that could 
increase demand for schoois in the area. 

v) Parks □ □ □ [81 

Any near-term or future pipeline project would not physically alter any parks. Therefore, these 
projects would not create demand for new parks or other recreational facilities. 

vi) Other public facilities □ □ □ 

Any near-term or future pipeline project would not result in the increased demand for electricity, 
gas, or other public facilities. These projects would improve the sewer and water utility system to 
keep up with current and projected demand. 

XV. RECREATION -

a) Would the project increase the use of 
existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities 
such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would 
occur or be accelerated? 

□ □ □ 

Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would replace and improve utility 
infrastructure. The improved infrastructure would not allow for increased access to existing 
recreation areas. These projects would not directly generate additional trips to existing recreation . 
areas or induce future growth that would result in additional trips to these facilities. Therefore, these 
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projects would not increase the use of existing recreational areas such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated. 

b) Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction 
or expansion of recreational facilities, 
which might have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment? 

D LJ □ 

Implementation of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would replace and improve utility 
infrastructure and would not include the construction of recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities. 

XVI. TRANSPORT A Tl ON/TRAFFIC - Would the project? 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation 
system, taking into account all modes 
of transportation including mass 
transit and non-motorized travel and 
relevant components of the 
circulation system, including but not 
limited to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, pedestria..11 
and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

□ n 
L...J □ 

Construction of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would temporarily affect traffic 
circulation within the project's Area of Potential Effect (APE). However, an approved Traffic 
Control Plan would be implemented during construction so that traffic circulation would not be 
substantially impacted. Therefore, these projects would not result in an increase of traffic which is 
substantial in relation to existing traffic capacities. 

b) Conflict with an applicable 
congestion management program, 
including, but not limited to level of 
service standards and travel demand 
measures, or other standards 
established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated 
roads or highways? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term and/or future pipeline projects would temporarily affect traffic 
circulation within the project's APE and its adjoining roads. However, an approved Traffic Control 
Plan would be implemented during construction so that traffic would not exceed cumulative or 
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n 
LJ 

Less Than 
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r, 
LJ 

No Impact 

Toe near-term and any future projects covered under this MND would not include any tall structures 
or new features that could affect air traffic patterns or introduce new safety hazards related to air 
traffic. 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to 
a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

□ □ □ 

The near-term and any future projects covered under this MND would not include any tall structures 
or design features that would increase hazards in the area. All projects would be designed to meet 
City standards and therefore would meet existing levels of service. 

e) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? □ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future project would temporarily affect traffic circulation within 
the project's APE. However, an approved Traffic Control Plan would be implemented during 
construction so that there would be adequate emergency access. 

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, 
or programs regarding public transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or 
otherwise decrease the performance 
or safety of such facilities? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future project would temporarily impact circulation during 
construction activities as it relates to traffic, pedestrians, public transit and bicycles. However, the 
preparation of a Traffic Control Plan would ensure that any disruption to these services would not be 
significant. 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS- Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable 
Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 
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Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this MND would facilitate the 
treatment of wastewater and would not exceed the requirements of the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board. 

b) Require or result in the construction 
of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities er expansion cf existing 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

D D □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this MND would result in 
improvements to water and sewer pipeline infrastructure. Use of this MND is limited to projects that 
would not result in a significant unmitigated impact to the environment. 

c) Require or result in the construction 
of new storm water drainage facilities 
or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

□ □ □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this MND would not result in an 
increase in impervious surfaces as the scope is completely within the City Right-of-Way. Therefore, 
these projects would not require the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion 
of existing facilities. 

d) Have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project from 
existing entitlements and resources, 
or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

D D □ 

Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this MND would not increase the 
demand for water. These projects would improve the existing water pipelines system throughout the 
City. 

e) Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provided which 
serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the 
project's projected demand in 
addition to the provider's existing 
commitments? 

See XVII c) 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 

□ 

□ 
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Construction of the near-term or any future projects covered under this MNU would not result in the 
demolition of structures. Construction of these projects would likely generate minimal waste. This 
waste would be disposed of in accordance with all applicable local and state regulations pertaining to 
solid waste including permitting capacity of the landfill serving the project area. Demolition or 
construction materials which can be recycled shall comply with the City's Construction and 
Demolition Debris· Ordinance. Operation of the project would not generate waste and, therefore, 
would not affect the permitted capacity of the landfill serving the project area. 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulation related to solid 
waste? 

□ □ □ 

See XVII f). Any solid waste generated during construction related activities would be recycled or 
disposed of in accordance with all applicable local state and feral regulations. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -

a) Does the project have the potential to 
degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wildlife population to 
drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

□ □ □ 

Any near-term and/or future pipeline projects covered under this MND would be located within the 
developed public right of way and would not impact any Sensitive Biological Resources. Projects 
that would be located adjacent to the MHPA would be required to incorporate MHPA Land Use 
Adjacency measures to reduce any potential indirect impacts. As such, indirect impacts would be 
mitigated to below a level of significance. With respect to historical resources, mitigation for 
archaeology, paleontology and the built environment have been incorporated into the MND. Each 
project would be analyzed and a determination made regarding which mitigation measures would be 
applied in the subsequent environmental document and would be required to comply with the 
mitigation measures further detailed in Section V of this MND. As a result, project implementation 
would not result in a significant impact to these resources. 

b) Does the project have impacts that are □ □ □ 
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individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the 
incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 
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Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

When viewed in connection with the effects of the near-term projects and any future pipeline 
projects on a Citywide basis, construction trenching has the potential to impact archaeological and 
paleontological resources which could incrementally contribute to a cumulative loss of non
renewable resources. However, with implementation of the mitigation measures found in Section V 
of the MND, this incremental impact would be reduced to below a level of significance. 

Although any near-term and/or future projects could be located within a designated historical district, 
no direct or cumulative impact is anticipated because each project would be subject to review in 
accordance with the City's Historical Resources Guidelines, and for consistency with the Secretary 
of the Interior Standards and this environmental document. Measures to reduce potential indirect 
impacts for projects ·located within a historic district would be incorporated into each subsequent 
environmental document when applicable to the conditions and environmental setting of the 
alignment. Therefore, no cumulative impact would result under these project types. 

Because the near-term and/or future projects would not be located in areas where biological 
resources could be encountered and would not result in a cumulative loss of resources. Measures to 
reduce potential indirect impacts for projects located adjacent to the City's MHPA would be 
incorporated into each subsequent environmental document when applicable to the conditions and 
environmental setting of the alignment. Implementation of the MHP A Land Use Adjacency 
Guidelines is consistent with the MSCP Subarea Plan & FEIR which addressed the cumulative loss 
of sensitive biological resources and edge effects on the MHP A from future development. Therefore, 
no cumulative impact would result under these project types. 

c) Does the project have environmental 
effects, which will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? 

□ □ □ 

As stated previously, potentially significant impacts have been identified for Paleontological 
Resources, Archaeological Resources, Historical Resources (Historic Districts) and MHPA Land 
Use Adjacency. However, mitigation has been included in Section V of this MND to reduce impacts 
to below a level of significance. As such, project implementation would not result in substantial 
adverse impact to human beings. 
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

REFERENCES 

I. AESTHETICS/ NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER 

_x_ Cit-y of San Diego General Plan . 

..X.. Community Plan. 

Local Coastal Plan. 

II. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES & FOREST RESOURCES 

..X.. City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Survey- San Diego Area, California, Part I and II, 

1973. 

California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model ( 1997) 

Site Specific Report: 

ill. AIR QUALITY 

California Clean Air Act Guideiines (Indirect Source Control Programs) 1990. 

_x_ Regional Air Quality Strategies (RAQS) -APCD. 

Site Specific Report: 

IV. BIOLOGY 

..X.. City of San Diego, Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP), Subarea Plan, 1997 

..X.. City of San Diego, MSCP, "Vegetation Communities with Sensitive Species and Vernal 

Pools" Maps, 1996. 

_x_ City of San Diego, MSCP, "Multiple Habitat Planning Area" maps, 1997. 

Community Plan - Resource Element. 

California Department offish and Game, California Natural Diversity Database, "State and 

Federally-listed Endangered, Threatened, and Rare Plants of California," January 2001. 

California Department offish & Game, California Natural Diversity Database, "State and 

Federally-listed Endangered and Threatened Animals of California," January 2001. 

City of San Diego Land Development Code Biology Guidelines. 

Site Specific Report: 
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES (INCLUDES HISTORICAL RESOURCES) 

...x_ City of San Diego Historical Resources Guidelines . 

...x_ City of San Diego Archaeology Library. 

X Historical Resources Board List. 

Community Historical Survey: 

Site Specific Report: 

VI. GEOLOGY/SOILS 

...x_ City of San Diego Seismic Safety Study. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Survey - San Diego Area, California, Part I and II, 

December 1973 and Part III, 1975. 

Site Specific Report: 

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

...x_ Site Specific Report: 'Roadwav Construction Emissions Models' conducted for each near

term project (2010 & 2011). 

VIII. nAZARDS AND IIAzARDous rviA TERIALS 

...x_ San Diego County Hazardous Materials Environmental Assessment Listing 

San Diego County Hazardous Materials Management Division 

FAA Determination 

State Assessment and Mitigation, Unauthorized Release Listing, Public Use Authorized. 

Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. 

Site Specific Report: 

IX. HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY 

...x_ Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), National Flood Insurance Program -

Flood Boundary and Floodway Map. 

Clean Water Act Section 303(b) list, http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/tmdl/303d lists.html). 

Site Specific Report: 
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X. 

_x_ 
_x_ 

_x_ 

LAND USE AND PLANNING 

City of San Diego General Plan. 

Community Plan. 

Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan: Lindberg Field 

City of San Diego Zoning Maps 

FAA Determination 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 

California Department of Conservation - Division of Mines and Geology, Mineral Land 

Classification. 

Division of Mines and Geology, Special Report 153 - Significant Resources Maps. 

_x_ California Geological Survey - SM,1\.R.,A~ Mineral Land Classification Maps. 

Siie Specific Report: 

XII. NOISE 

_x_ Community Plan 

_x_ San Diego International Airport Master Plan CNEL Maps. 

MCAS Miramar ACLUP 

Brown Field Airport Master Plan CNEL Maps. 

_x_ Montgomery Field CNEL Maps. 

San Diego Association of Governments- San Diego Regional Average Weekday Traffic 

Volumes. 

San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volume Maps, SANDAG. 

City of San Diego General Plan. 

Site Specific Report: 

XIII. PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

..X. City of San Diego Paleontological Guidelines. 

Demere, Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh, "Paleontological Resources City of San Diego," 

Department of Paleontology San Diego Natural History Museum, 1996. 

_x_ Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Peterson, "Geology of the San Diego Metropolitan Area, 

California. Del Mar, La Jolla, Point Loma, La Mesa, Poway, and SW 1/4 Escondido 7 1/2 
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Minute Quadrangles," California Division of Mines and Geology Bulletin 200, Sacramento, 

1975. 

_x_ Kennedy, Michael P., and Siang S. Tan, "Geology of National City, Imperial Beach and Otay 

Mesa Quadrangles, Southern San Diego Metropolitan Area, California," Map Sheet 29, 1977. 

Site Specific Report: 

XIV. POPULATION/ HOUSING 

_x_ City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 

Series 11 Population Forecasts, SANDAG. 

Other: 

XV. PuBLIC SERVICES 

X City of San Diego Generai Pian. 

_x Community Plan. 

XVI. RECREATIONAL RESOURCES 

_x__ City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 

Department of Park and Recreation 

City of San Diego - San Diego Regional Bicycling Map 

Additional Resources: 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION/ CIRCULATION 

_x_ City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 

San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volume Maps, SANDAG. 

San Diego Region Weekday Traffic Volumes, SANDAG. 

Site Specific Report: 

XVIII. UTILITIES 

_x_ City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 
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Site Specific Report: 

XIX. WATER CONSERVATION 

City of San Diego General Plan. 

Community Plan. 

Sunset Magazine, New Western Garden Book. Rev. ed. Menlo Park, CA: Sunset 

Magazine. 

Site Specific Report: 
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