(R-2010-380)

RESOLUTION NUMBER R- 3 0 5 5 1 2

DATE OF FINAL PASSAGE  JAN 11 2010

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE MITIGATION,
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM REGARDING
SEWER GROUP 644.

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of San Diego [Council], that the Revised
Mitigated Negative Declaration, Project Number 18158, dated July 29, 2009 [Revised MND] for
Sewer Group 644 [Project] on file in the Office of the City Clerk, has been completed in
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (California Public Resources

Code section 21000 et seq.), as amended, and the State guidelines thereto (California Code of

Regulations sections 15000 et seq.).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Revised MND reflects the independent
judgment of the City of San Diego as Lead Agency and that the information contained in the '
report, together with any comments received during the public review process, has been

reviewed and considered by this Council in connection with the approval of the Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Council finds that revisions to the Project now
~ mitigate potentially significant effects on the environment previously identified in the Initial
Study and therefore, that said Revised MND Project Number 18158, a copy of which is on file in

the Office of the City Clerk and incorporated herein by this reference, is approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to California Public Resources Code
- section 21081.6, the Council hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program,

or alterations to implement the changes to the Project as required by this body in order to
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mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment, a copy of which is attached hereto and

incorporated herein by this reference.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Clerk is directed to file a Notice of
Determination [NOD] with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors for the County of San Diego

regarding the Project.

APPROVED: JAN L. GOLDSMITH, City Attorney |

ﬁp%/Z%«L

edro De Lara, Jr.
Deputy City Attorney

PDJ:amt
12/11/2009
Or.Dept:E&CP
R-2010-380

I hereby certify that the foreﬁoing Res%lutdon was passed by the Council of the City of San
Diego, at this meeting of N~ 5 201 .

ELIZABETH S. MALAND

City Clerk
By [%AW
Deputy City Clerk 0
Approved: l | R R : (’ﬁﬁl—a ,
(date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor
Vetoed:
(date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor
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REVISED
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Project No. 18158
SCH# N/A

SUBJECT: Sewer and Water Group Job 644 CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL to allow for the
replacement of approximately 6,346 6;341 linear feet of sewer main and the replacement
of approximately 688 708 linear feet of water main. The project sites are located within
the public right-of-way of Palm Street, McKinley Street, alley Block H, Quince Street,
Little Flower Street, Teresita Street, Felton Street, Nutmeg Street, Redwood Street,
Commonwealth Avenue, Laurel Street,” and Boundary Street in the Greater North Park
Community Plan area. Applicant: City of San Diego, Engineering and Capital Projects
Department, Right-of-Way Water-and-Sewer Design Division. Contact: Jericho Gallardo

NhonDens.

UPDATE: July 29, 2009

Revisions to this document have been made when compared to the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration (FMND) dated May 13, 2004. The FMND contained a MMRP for Archaeological
and Paleontological monitoring. Subsequent fo distribution of the FMIND the MMRP’s for
Archaeology and Paleontology have been updated. The updated MMRP has been included in
this revised final. In addition, the project has added a biofiltration feature to the project, the
revised document now includes a description of this feature. The modifications to the FMIND
are denoted by strikeout and underline format. In accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act, Section 15673.5 (¢)(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 of updated mitigation language and the description of the biofiltration feature
within the environmental document does not affect the environmental analysis or conclusions

of the MND.
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L PROJECT DESCRIPTION: See attached Initial Study.

II. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: See attached Initial Study.

1. DETERMINATION:
The City of San Diego conducted an Initial Sfudy which determined that the pgoﬁos’éii:‘jifoj;cct
could have a significant environmental effect in the following areas: paleontological resources.
and historical resources (archaeology). Subsequent revisions in the project proposal create
the specific mitigation identified in Section V. of this Mitigated Negative Declaration. The
project as revised now avoids or mltlgates the potentially significant environmental effects

previously 1dent1ﬁed and the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report will not be
required. :

IV. DOCUMENTATION:
The attached Initial Study documents the reasons to support the above Determination.
V. MITIGATION, MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM:

GENERAL REOUIREMENTS

1. - Prior to issuitice of a Notice to Proceed (NTP), the Ass1stant Deputy Director (ADD)

- Environmental Designiee of the Entitlements Division shall verify that Mitigation
Measures for Historical Resources/Archaeology and Paleontology have been included in

entirety on'the submitted construction documents and contract specifications; and

included under the heading, "Enviroimental Mitigation Reguirements.” In addition, the
: requirements for a Preconstruction Meeting shali be noted on all construction documents.

2. Prior to the commencement of work, a Preconstruction Meeting (Pre-con) shall be
conducted and include the City of San Diepo’s Mitigation Monitoring Coordination

(MMC) Section. Resident Engineer, Project Archaeologist and Paleontologist. Applicant

and other parties of interest.

3. Ewvidence of combliance with other permitting authorities is requifedj if applicable.

Evidence shall include either copies of permits issued, letters of resolution issued by the

Responsible Agency documenting compliarice. or other evidence documenting

compliance and deemed acceptable by the ADD Environmenta] Designee.

HISTORICAL RESOURCES (ARCHAEOLOGY)

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
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requirements for Archaeological Monitoring and Native American 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 (PI) for the

project and the names of all persons involved in the archagological 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. MMQC will provide a letter to the applicant confirming the gualifications of the PI and
' all persons involved in the archaeological monitoring of the project. :
- 3. Prior to the start of work, the applicant must obtain approval from MMC for any

personnel changes associated with the monitoring program.

Prior to Start of Constr'uction-
A. Verification of Records Search _
1. The PI shall provide venﬁcatlon to MMC that a site specific fecords search ( 1/4 mile

radius) has been completed. Verification includes, but is not limited to a copy of a
confirmation letter from South Coast 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 reauesting a reduction to the % 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, Construction Manager (CM) and/or Grading
Contractor, Resident Engineer (RF), Building Inspector (BI), if appropriate, and
MMC. The qualified Archaeologist and Native American monitor shall attend any

grading/excavation related Precon Meetings to rhake comments and/or suggestions

concerning the Archaeological Monitoring program with the Construction Manager

and/or Grading Contractor.
a. If the Pl is unable to attend the Precon Mesting, the Applicant shal] schedule a

focused Precon Meeting with MMC., the PL, RE. CM or BL, 1f 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 archaeolomcal monitoring program.
3. Identifv Areas to be Monitored

a. Prior to the start of any work that requires monitoring. the PI shall submit an
Archaeological Monitoring Exhibit (AME) based on the appropriate construction
documents (reduced to 11x17) to MMC for approval identifving the areas to be
monitored including the delineation of grading/excavation limits.

b. 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 and associated
appurtenances and/or anv known soil conditions (native or formation).

¢. MMC shall notify the PI that the AME has been approved.

4, When Monitoring Will Occur

/. 305512



Page 4 of 22

‘a_ Prior to the start of any works'the PLshall also submit a cénistruction schedule to

MMC through the RE mdxcatmg when and whare momtonng w1]] oceur,

b. The Pl may submit a detalled 1gtter fo- MMC pnor 1o the: start of work or during
' .+ construction reguestmg a miodification to the momtormg program. This request
' mshall beé based:oh relevait-information such a§ review of final: construcuon
“doéuments wh1ch ihdicaté condmons siich ds agé of: ex1stm‘ pipé.t
depthof! excavatlon and/or"SI ' vhic
- increase the' po by ;
5. Aggroval of AME atid Constriction S hedule .
Aftéc approval ofithe’ AME By MMCthié PI shall subrmt to MMC wntten
authonzatxon.of the AME and Cofistructioni Schedule ﬁ'om the CM:

__ 5-.

During Constructlon Cols .
A. Monitor Shall be Present Durmg Gradmg/Excavanon/T renching

1. The Archaeological monitor shall be present full ‘ -time dunng
ading/excavation/trenching activities including, but not limited to mamlme laterals

jacking and receiving. glts,,semces and gll other aggurtenances associated with
" undetground utilities as identified:on'the’ AME and as authorized by the CM. The

Nﬁnve American monitor shall ‘detstmine the extént of their presence dunng
tonstruction related aciivitie§ based on the AME and provide that information to the
PLand MMC. The Construction Manager is responsiblé for’ notlfvu_z,{the RE, PI,

and MMC of changes to any constriiction’ actlvmes. """

2. The monitor.shall dociment field-activity via the Consultant Site V 151t 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

Com letion). and in the case of" ANY dlscovenes The RE shall forward co ies to

3. The PI may submit a detaxled letter to the CM and/or RE for concurrence and
forwardmg to MMC during construction reguestmg a modification to the monitoring
program when a field condition suich as moderh disturbance post-dating the previous

" trénching activities, presence of fossil formations, or when native soils are
encountered may reduce or increase the potential for resources to be Qresent

B. Discevery Notification Process
1. In the event of a discovery, the Archaeclogical Momtor shall du-ect the contractor to

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

The Monitor shall immediately notify the PI gunless Momtor is the PI) of the

dxscoveﬂ .
3. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone of the dlsr'overv and shall als

submit written documentation to MMC within 24 hours by fax or email w1th Qhoto
of the resource in context. if possible. :
C. Determination of Significance

1. The Pl and Native American monitor shall evaluate the significance of the resource.
" 1f Human Remains are involved, follow protocol in Section IV below.

a. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone to discuss sigmificance
determination and shall also submit a letter to MMC indicating whether
additional mitigation is required.

b. If the resource is significant. the PI shall submit an Archaeological Data
Recovery Program (ADRP) and obtain written approval of the program from
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MMC. CM and RE. ADRP and any mitigation must be approved by MMC. RE
and/or CM before eround disturbing activities in the area of discovery will be
allowed to resume.

(1). Note: For pipeline trenching projects on]v the PI shall implement the
Discovery Process for Plpelme Trenching projects identified below under

) “D.” .

-~ ¢. Ifresource is not significant, the PI shall subm1t a letter to MMC mdlcatmg 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.

(1). Note: For Pipeline Trenching Projects Only. 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 Projects Only: If siggjﬁcance can not 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 Proiegs
The following procedure constitutes adequate mitigation Qf a sigg'ﬁcax_;t 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. Pmcedures for documentation, curation and reporting

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 demsnt within the limits of excavation (trench
walls) shall be left intact.

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

¢. The P1 shall be responsible for recording (on thc anproprxate State of California
Department of Park and Recreation forms-DPR 523 A/B) the resource(s)
encountered during the Archaeclogical 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 recommendat]on for monitoring of
anv future work in the vicinity of the resource.

Discoverv of Human Remains

If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area and the followlng procedures as
set forth in 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 Bl as appropriate, MMC, and the PIL if

the Monitor is not qualified as a PL. MMC will notify the appropriate Senior Planner

in the Environmental Analvsis Section (EAS).
The PI shall notify the Medical Examiner after consultation with the RE. either in

person or via telephone.
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“Work shall ba. diréected away: .from the locatlon of the dJSCOVBH and any nearbv area

easonably susgected to over]ay ad]acent human remains until a determination can be
Hiade: by the Medical Ex_armn t:in cofisultation with: the PI concemm rithe .

proveniencs of the:réniaing

2. The Medlcal Exammer in consoltatlon thh the PI w1ll detemune the need for a field

C If Humaﬁﬁli‘eioams
1. The Médical Exariinet will fiotify: thie Natlve Amencan Hentage Cormmssmn

(NAHCY withitii24:hours, By law, ONLY: the Medlcal Examiner can make this call.

NAHC will immediately identify the person or persons determined to be the Most

leelv Deseendent ( MLD) and:provide” contact 1nfonnat10nl
€ ill ‘éontact the PI within 24 hoiifs ot sooner “after the: Medlcal Examiner

.-TH&:MI )

has coxij leted cooidiiiation. tc begin the consultation process in’ accordance wuth the
Cahfoﬁika‘.Pubhc Resource and Health'& Safety:Codes. L ,,__z:; e :
' Tejlies ; : ions o rty Owner or

‘remsentanve, fort the treatment ‘of dxsposmon w1th proper dlgmtv of the. human

e e,

femains and associated grave goods. © AR :
Disposition of Native Amencan Human Remams shall be determmed between the

""a,__The NAHE is‘unable to 1dent1fy the MLD OR the MLD falled to rnake a

MLD and the PI IF:

. recoinméridati w1thm 48:hoiurs after being notified by.the Commission; OR;
b. . . The landowneéror: authorxzed representative rejects’ the'recommendation of the
/"MLD:and mediation: in ac¢ordance with PRC 5097.94 (k) bv the NAHC fails to
prowde measures acceptable to the landowneér.: - -
- To protect these sites, the landowner shall do one or more of the followmg
(1) Record the site with the NAHC; :
“{(2):Record: an open spacé or ‘conservation easement or.
* +(3)‘Record a document with'the'Coun :

d.: | Upon the discovery of multiple Native Amencan human remains during a pround

disturbing land development activity, the landowner may agree that additional

conferral with descendarits is' necessary to consider culturallv appropriate
treatment of multiple Native American human remains. Culturally appropriate
treatmént 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 buried with Native
American human remains shall be reinterred thh 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 not:fv them of the mstonc era context

of the burial.

2. The Medical Examiner will determine the appropriate course of action with the Pl
and City staff (PRC 5097.98).

3. If the remains are of historic origin. they shall be appropriately removed and

conveved to the Museum of Man for analysis. The decision for internment of the
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human remains shall be made in consultation with MMC, EAS, the applicant
department and/or Real Estate Assets Department (READ) and the Museum of Man.

Night and/or Weekend Work
A. If night and/or weekend work is 1ncluded 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 no discoveries were encountered during night and/or weekend
work, the PI shall record the 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 [V ~ DIScovery of Huiman

Remains.
c. Potentjally Significant Discoveries

If the PI determines that a potentially significant discovery has been made, the
procedures detailed under Section III - During Construction shall be followed.

d. The PI shall immediately contact the RE and MMC, or by 8AM of the next

business dav to report and discuss the findings as indicated in Section [11-B,

unless other specific arrangements have been made.

B. If night and/or weekend worl; 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.

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 C/D)
which describes the results. analysis, and conclusions of all phases of the '
Archaeclogical 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 archaeological resources encountered during monitoring. the
Archaeological Data Recovery Program or Pipeline Trenching Discovery Process
shall be in¢cluded 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 forms-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.
2. MMC shall return the Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for revision or,
for preparation of the Final Report.

The PI shail submit revised Draft Montioring Report to MMC via the RE for
approval.

L
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4. 'MMC shall provide written verification to the PI of the approved report.
5. MMC shall notify the RE of BI as appropriate, of receipt of all Draft Monitorin
Report submittals and approvals,
B. Handling of Artifacts A
The PI shall be reswnmble for ensuring that all cultural rcmams collected are cleaned

and catalogued o
2. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all” artxfacts dre analyzed fo'identify

function and chronology as thev relaté to the history of the area: that faunal material
is identified as to species: and that specialty studies are completed; ‘d$'appropriate.
C. Curatlon ‘of artifacts: ‘Accession Agreement.and Acceptancé Verification 7'

1. " "The P shall bé résponsible for ensuring thét all artifacts assocxatedthh the survey,

testing and/or data recovery for this project are permanently curated with an
appropriate institution. This shall be comgleted in consultatlon with MMC and the

Native American representatwe as:applicable.

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

3. The RE or Bl as aggrggnate shall obtain signature on the Accessmn Aszreement and
shall feturn t6 PLwith copy submittedtc MMC, S i :

4. The PI'shall includé:the Acceptance Vertfication from the curatlon mst1tut1on in the

- Fihal: Momtonng Remrt submltted to the RE or BI and MMC:

D. Fmal Monitoring Report(s) = " -

1. The PI shall submit one-cog’ Y. of the ap_groved Fmal Momtonng Report to the RE or

' BI'4as appropriate, and oné copy t6:MMC (even if negative), thhm 90 days after
‘notification from MMC of the dpproved report. =~ ¢ "
2. The RE shall. in no case, issue the Notice of Completion untll receiving a copy of the
approved Final Monitoring Report from MMC whlch mcludes the Acceptance

Verification fromi thé cliration institution,
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PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES

L 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 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 venﬁcatmn to Mitigation
Monitoring Coordination (MMC) identifying the Principal Investigator (PI) for the
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 confinming 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

personnel changes associated with the monitoring program.

I1. Prior to Start of Construction
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 anv pertinent information concerning expectations and

probabilities of discovery during trenching and/or srading activities.

£ 305512
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B. PI Shall Attend Precon Meetings o ~ .
1. Prior to beginning any work that reguires monitoring. the Applicant shall arrange a
Precon Meetmg that shall mclude the PI Constmctlon Managcr (CM) and/or Grading
idefit' Enginéer (RE): o Trisp BI): 1fa roy nate"and

HI.

A If the PIV is unable to attend the Precon Meetmg the Apphcant shall schedule a

=1k Sthrf of any work that fequires rbnitoring. o et
2. Acknowledgement of Responsibility for Curation (CIP or Other Publlc Pro ects
The adplicaiit shall'submit 3 lettet to MMC acknowledging their resporisibility for the
cost of curation associated with all ghases of the galeonto]oglcal momtormg program.,
3. Identify’ Aréas to beMonitdred ™ sriaEe e : :
a. a " - Prior to the stari 'of Ay work that reqirires monitoring; the PI shall submit a
Paleontologxcal Moiitogifis Exhibit (PMEY based on the appropriate:contruction
{(reduced o1 Ix17)fo MME'for approval ideritifying the areas to be
“'moiitored mcludmg ke delirigation of" gl_'admg/excavatlon limits.
b. b."The PME shall be based ori'the results'of a sitespecific records search as well
as information regarding existing known soil conditions (native or formation).
c. ¢ MMC shall notify the PI that the PME has been appmved
d 4. When Monitoring Will Occur
a. _Prior to the start of any work, the PI shall also submit a construcnon schedule 1o
MMC through the RE indicating'when and where ménitoring will occur.
b. The PI may submit a detailed letier to MMC prior to the start of work or during
“*construction requesting a 'modification to the momtormg program. This request
shall be based on relevant information such as review of final construction
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 regources to be present.
5. Approval of PME and Constructlor;.,Schedule
After approval of the PME By MMG, thé PI shall submit to MMC writien
authorization of the PME and Construction Schedule from the CM.

DurmgConstruchon

g

) P
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Ty
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A. Monitor Shall be Present During Gradin Excavatlon/Trenchm

{

1. The 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 and as authorized by the CM that could result it impacts to formations with
high and/or moderate resource sensitivity at depths of 10 feét or greater and as
authorized by the construction manager.. The Construction Manager is
responsible for notifying the RE. PI. and MMC of changes to anv construction
activities. '

2. 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 Mogitoring

{0}
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Completion). and in the case of ANY discoveries. The RE shall forward copies to
MO . .

3. The PI may submit a detailed letter to the CM and/or RE for concurrence and
forwarding 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 unigue/unusual fossils are

encountered. which may reduce or increase the potential for resources to be present.
B. Discovery Notification Process
1. In the event of a discoverv, the Paleontological Monitor shall direct the contractor to
temporarily divert trenching activities in the area of dlSCOVCTY and immediately notify

the RE or Bl as appropriate.

_ 2. The Monitor shall immediately notify the PI (unless Monitor is the PT) o_f 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 Siggjﬁcance
1. The PI shall evaluate the significance of the resource.

a. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone to discuss siggiﬁcance

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 PL

b. If the resource is sienificant. 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 mitication must be approved by MMC, RE and/or CM
before ground disturbing activities in the area of discovery will be allowed to

resume.
{1). Note: For plpehne trenchine projects only, the PI shall implement the

Discovery Process for Pipeline Trenching projects identified below under
. “D.” .
c. Ifresource is not significant (e.g., small pieces of broken common shell

fraoments or other scattered common fossils) the PI shall notifv the RE. or Bl as

appropriate. that a non-significant discove_ry’ has been made. The Paleontologist

shall continue to monitor the area without notification to MMC uniess a

ggﬁcant resource is encountered
d. The PI shall submit a letter to MMC indicating that fossxl 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 Proiects Only. If the foss11 discoverv is
limited in size. both in length and depth: the information value is limited
and there are no unigue fossil features associated with the 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 the
discovery as Potentially Significant.

D. Discoverv Process for Significant Resources - Pipeline Trenching Projects
The following procedure constitutes adequate mitigation of a significant discovery
encountered during pipeline trenching activities incjuding but not limited to excavation

£. 305512
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for jacking pits. recexvmg pits.-laterals..and manholés te teducé impacts to below a leve]

of significance.
1. Procedures for docimmentation; cuistion and reportmg R T P

IV.

Ore hundréd percent-of the: fossil resourcas within the’ trench ali efit and
+ $width'shall be docurfieried in-situ photographically:2drawn in‘plaii view (trench
' ind profiled 6f sidé wills). recovéred from the trenchiand photographied after
¢cléaning - thenlanalvzed and curiated consistént with'Sotiety of Invertebrate
Paleontology Standards. The remainder of the“deposit wnhm the lumts of
excavation'{french walls) shall bé leftintact and so:docu SR
b, The PI shall prepare a Draft Moniforing Report and submlt to MMC wa the RE as
- indicated in Section VI-A. ; AR
¢. The PI'shall bétésporsible for recording (on the aDDropnate forms for the San
Diego Natural History Museumn) the resource{ s) encountered durmg the
Paleontological Monhitoring Program in accordance withi the City’s
Paléontological Guidelines. The. formis shall be:submitted to the San Diego
Natural History Museum and included ifithe Final Moiitoring Report.
d. The Final Monitoring Report shall include a recommendation for monitoring of
any future work in the. v1cm1tv of the résource. o

Night and/or Weeekend Work S

V.

A, If night and/or weekend work is included in the contract
1. When night and/or weekend work is inchided in the contract package. the extent and

timing shall be presented and discussed at the precon meeting
2. The following Drocedures shall be followed

‘a. No stcovenes R : :
In the evént that no discoveriés were encountered durm2 night and/or weekend

work, The PI shall record the mformatlon on the CSVR and suhm;t to MMC via
fax:by. 8 AM of the next business daz ’

b. Biscoveries
All discoveries shall be processed and documented using the emstmg procedures

* detailed in Sections III - During Constructlon
c. Potentially Significant Discoveries” ~ . .
If the PI determines that a potentially significant discovery has been made, the
nrocedures detailed under Section III-- During Construction 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 1II-B,
unless other speci fi¢ artangements have been made.

If mg}_lt and/or weekend work becomes necessary during the caiirse of construction

1. The Construction Manager shall notify the RE. or Bl. as appropnriate, 2 minimum of
24 hours before the work is to begin. ‘
2. The RE. or Bl, as appropriate. shall notify MMC immiediately,

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

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. analvsis. and conclusions of all phases of the Paleontological Monitoring
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Program.(with appropriate graphics) to MMC via the RE for review and approval

within 90 days following the completion of monitoring,

a. For sienificant 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
sienificant 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 Museum with the Final Monitoring Report. .
2. MMQC shall return the Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for revision or,

for prcgaration of the Final Report.
3. . The PI shall submit revised Draft Monitoring Remrt 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 reswnmble 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. Thé PI shall submit the Deed of Gift and catalogue record(s) to the RE or BI as
appropriate for donor signature with a copy submiited 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.
4. The PI shall include the Acceptance Verfication from the curation institution in the
Final Monitoring Report submitted to the RE or Bl and MMC.
D. Final Monitoring Report(s)
* 1. The PI shall submit two copies of the Final Monitoring Report to MMC jeven 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
~aporoved Final Monitoring Report from MMC which includes the Acceptance '
Verification from the curation institution. :

Paleentolosieal Resourees
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VL PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION:

Draft copies or notice of this Mitigated Negative Declaration were distributed to:

City of San Diego
Councilmember Gloria Aﬂ&ﬁs District 3
Planning Department
Historic Resources Board (87)
Development Services Department
Library, Greater North Park (81)
Nosth-Park Connmunity Sepvice Cemter {365)
Engineering and Capital Projects, Nhon Dong (86)
ﬁf}an
Dr. Jerry Schaefer (208A)
South Coastal Information Center (@ San Diego State University (21 0)
San Diego Archaeological Center (212)
Save Our Heritage Organisation (214)
Ron Christman (215)
Louie Guassac (215A)
San Diego County Archaeological Society (218)
Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee (225)
Native American Distribution (NOTICE ONLY)
San Diego Natural History Museum (166)
Greater North Park Planning Committee (363)
North Park Community Association (366)

£ 305512
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VII.  RESULTS OF PUBLIC REVIEW
() --No comments were received durmg the pubhc mput penod

() Comments were received but dxd not address the draft M1t1gated Negauve Declaratlon
finding or the accuracy/completeness of the Initial Study No response is necessary
The letters-are attached. o

(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 [nmal Study material are available in the office of the Entitlements Land
Dmsmn for review, or for purchase at the cost of reproductlon

March 26, 2004
Myra/Herrfann, Semor Planner Date of Draft Report
Devélopment Services Department -
' May 13, 2004
Date of Fmal chort
Analyst: J. Szymanski k—Ferburger TLly 29 2009
_ " Date of Revised Final
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City of San Diego

Development Services Department

LAND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION
1222 First Avenue, Mail Station 501

San Diego, CA 92101

(619) 446-5460

INITIAL STUDY
Project Number: 18158

SUBJECT: Sewer and Water Group Job 644 CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL to allow for the replacement

Py
[l

1L

Tal

[

of approximately 6,346 6;34% linear feet of sewer main and the replacement of approximately

- 688 708 linear feet of water main. The project sites are located within the public right-of-way
of Palm Street, McKinley Street, alley Block H, Quince Street, Little Flower Street, Teresita
Street, Felton Street, Nutmeg Street, Redwood Street, Commonwealth Avenue, Laurel Street,-
and Boundary Street in the Greater North Park Community Plan area. Applicant: City of San
Diego, Engineering and Capital Projects Department, Right-of-Way Water—aad—Sewe; Design
Division. Contact: Jericho Gallardo NhenBens.

PURPOSE AND MAIN FEATURES:

The proposed project inciudes the replacement of approximately 6.346 6;341 linear feet of sewer

iR

main and the replacement of approximately 688 708 linear feet of water main. Open trench method
would be employed for installing the new sewer and water mains. For the replacement of sewer
mains, 285 Imear feet would be replaced in the same trench or at a shallower depth than the existing
trench. Approximately 3,652 linear feet of sewer main would be replaced at the same depth as the
existing alignment and 2,405 2 linear feet of sewer main would be replaced at a depth deeper than
existing to a maximum of 18-feet deep. The proposed replacement of water mains would consist of
trenching at the same or shallower depth than the existing alignment.

ENVIRONMENTAL S ETTINC

The project sites are located in the public, nght—of—way within Palm Street, McKmley Street, alley
Block H, Quinge Street, Little Flower Street, Teresita Street, Felton Street, Nutmeg Street,
Redwood Street, Commonwealth Avenue, Laurel Street, and Boundary Street in the Greater North
Park Community Plan area (Figure 1). Land uses within the project area consist of single- and

multi-family residential units.

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: See attached Initial Study checklist.

DISCUSSION:

The following issues were analyzed and determined to be potentially significant:
paleontological resources and historical resources (archaeology).

Paleontological Resources

The geologic formations which underlie the project alignment consists of the Lindavista Formation.
With respect to paleontological fossil resource potential, Lindavista Formation is assigned a
moderate sensitivity within the project area. Based on the sensitivity of the affected formation and

3
-
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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 10 or more feet would be monitored by a qualified
paleontologist or paleontological monitor. Any significant paleontological resources encountered
would be recovered and curated. These requirements are outlined in Section V. Mitigation,
Monitoring and Reporting Program, of the Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Historical Resources (Archaeology)

Based on the presence of recorded archaeological sites in the vicinity of the project area and the
potential for archaeological resources to be present within the project area, where new trenches
would be excavated or where existing trenches would be deepened, the potential exists for
significant archaeological resources to be encountered. Therefore, the project could result in
significant impacts to archaeological resources. To reduce this impact to below a level of
significance, excavation within undisturbed soils would be monitored by a qualified archacologist
or archaeological monitor. Any cultural resources encountered during monitoring would be
analyzed for significance and curated at an appropriate institution. If encountered resources are
determined to be significant, a Research Design and Data Recovery Program would be prepared
and implemented. These requirements are outlined in Section V., Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program, of the Mitigated Negative Declaration.

The following issues were analyzed and determined NOT to be potentially si gnificant:
traffic/ pub]ic services, and geology. :

Traffic and Public Services -

During the construction phase of the project, anticipated work hours would eccur during the
daytime, Monday through Friday. The contractor would comply with the requirements described in
the Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction, and California Department of
Trensportation Marual of Traffic Controls for Construction and Maintenance Work Zones. A traffic
control plan would be prepared and implemented in accordance with the City of San Diego
Standard Drawings Marnual of Traffic Control for Construction and Maintenance Work Zones.

Geology

The project area is located in a seismically active region of California, and therefore, the potential
exists for geologic hazards, such as earthquakes and ground failure. According to the City of San
Diego's Seismic Safety Study, the project area lies within Geologic Hazard Category 52. Category
52 is characterized as having a favorable geologic structure with low risk for instability. Proper
engineering design would ensure that the potential for geologic impacts from regional hazards

would be insignificant.
RECOMMENDATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

The proposed project would not have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared.

| £ 305512
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X Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will notbe a s1gmﬁcant effect in this case because the mitigation measures
described in Section IV above havé been added to the project. A MITIGATED

NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared

The proposed projéct MAY have a 31gruﬁcant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMP ACT REPORT should be required.

PROJECT ANAL__YST:J . _Szymanski K—Forburger

Attachments: Inmal Study Checkhst
Figure 1 - Location Map Sewer and Water Group Job 644
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Initial Study Checklist

Date: Seplembar 30, 2003

_',P_rojcctNo.; " 18158 _

*,. Name of Project: Sewer and Watcr Group 644

" fII. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

' The purpose of the Initial Study is to identify the potential for s1gmﬁcant environmental 1mpacts

" which could be associated with a project pursuant to Section 15063 of the State CEQA
‘Guidelines. In addition, the Initial Study provides the lead agency-With inforination which forms
the basis for deciding whether to prepare an Environmental Impact Report, Negative Declaration

" or Mitigated Negative Declaration, This Checklist provudes a means to facilitate early '
environmental assessment. However, subsequient to this pn:hmmary review, modifications to the
project may mitigate adverse impacts. All answers of yes” and "maybe” indicate that there is a
potential for significant environmental 1mpacts and these determinations are explained in Sectlon

- 1V of the Initial Study.

T

| | | Yes Maybe No
1 AESTHETICS / NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER ~ Will the proposal result in:

A. The obstruction of any vista or scenic
view from a public viewing area? ' - -

No such impact wou]d résult.

B. The crcatxon of d negative aesthetic site or project? - _

The gropgsed grozect would not create a-negative

aesthetic.

M

-

- C. Project bulk, scale, materials, or style which would _
be incompatible with surrounding development? - _
The proposed sewer and water group job
would be compatible with the surrounding
development.

D. Substantial alteration to the existing character of
the area? o
No such alteration would result. '

>

X




Yes Maybe No

E. The }oss of any d1stmctzve or landmark tree(s) ora
stand of mature trees? ; — —
- No such Joss would result, '

e

F. Substantial change in topography or ground
surface relief features? . ' — —

No such change would result.

G. The loss, covering or modification of any
unique geologic or physical features sach
as a natural canyon, sandstone bluff, rock
outcrop, or hillside with a slope in excess
of 25 percent? - —
No such loss would result. '

X

-

X

H. Substantial light or glare?. — -
No such impact would result, .

1. Substantial shading of other properties? , — —_

No shading would resuit from project

implementation.

[

'‘AGRICULTURE RESOURCES/ NATURAL RESOURCES I MINERAL

- RESOURCES - Would the proposal rcsuit in:.

A, The loss of availability of a known mineral o
resource (e.g., sand or gravel) that would be ' - A
of value to the region and the residents of the state? _ _ X

No such loss would result.

B. The conversion of agricultural land to
nonagricultural use or impairment of the
agricultural productivity of agricultural land? _ — =

No agricultural land exists on the project sites .
AIR QUALITY — Would the proposal:

A. Conflict w1th ar obstruct 1mplemcntanon of the

applicable air quality plan? : —_ —
No such impact would result,

I

B. Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation? — —
No such violation would result. “ _

b6
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C. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant - .
concentrations? _ :
No such exposure would result,

D. Create objectionable odors affeciing- a
substantial number of people?
No such crcatiori would result.

E. Exceed 100 pounds per day of Parnculate Mattcr 10
{dust)? i

construction oniy and would be controlled
with standard construction practices.

F. Alter air movement in the area of the project?
~No such alteration would result.

G. Cause a substantial alteration in moisture, or
temperature, or any change in climate, exther locally
or regionally?

Na such change would result. .
BIOLOGY — Would the hdiibﬁal resultin: . -

* .- A. A reduction in the number of any unique, rare, .
endangered, sensitive, or fully protected species of
plants or animals? f

No such reduction would result .

B. A substantial change in the diversity of any species of
animals or plants?

-No such change would resuit.

C. I*ltroductzon of invasive species of plants mto the

area?
No invasive plant species are proposed.

Interference with the movement of any resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors?

No such interference would result.

v

E. An impact to a sensitive habitat, including, but not
limited to streamside vegetation, aguatic, riparian, oak
woodland, coastal sage scrub or chaparral?

All work is to be contained within public street right-
of-wavs. No habitat exists on-site,

I
X
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Dust would be generated temporarily durmg Lo«
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F. An impact on City, State, or federally regulated
wetlands (including, but not-limited to, coastal
salt marsh, vernal pool, lagoon, coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption or
other means? ' — -
No wetlands exist on-site. : : ‘ :

;e

G. Conflict with the provisions of the City’s Multiple
Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan or other
approved local, regiongl or state habitat conservation .
plan? : - -
No such conflict would result, :

X

ENERGY — Would the proposal:

A. Result in the use of excessive amounts of fuel or
energy (e.g. natural gas)? - : _ -
No such use would result with project
implementation.

I

[

B. Resultin the use of excessive amounts of power? . _
See V. A, '

.. GBOLOGY/SOILS — Would the proposal: .

A. Expose people or property to geologic hazards such
as earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground T
failure, or simjlar hazards? -
The City of San Diego’s Seismic Safety Study
maps have the site rated as Geologic Catagory 52.
See Initial Study Discussion.

>

B. Resultin a substantial increase in wind or water
erosion of soils, either on or off the site? _ _
No such increase would result.

M

C. Be located on a geologic unit or soi 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 coilapse? - .
See VI A. '

I
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- HISTORICAL RESOURCES ~ Would the proposal result in:

A. Alteration of or the destruction of a prehxslonc or
historic archaeclogical site? _— -

See Initial Study Discussion.. .

B. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric
or historic building, structure, ob_ycct or site? -

See Initial Study Discussion.

C. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects toan -
‘architecturally significant building, structure, or
object? :

No structures exist on the project sites.

D. Anyimpact to existing rehglous or sacrcd uses w‘xthm
the potential impact area?

-NO cxzstmg rehglous or sacred USCS occur On-SIlC

E. The disturbance of any human remains, mcludmg

those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
See VIIL A,

- HUMAN HEALTH/ PUBLIC SAFETY/ HAZARDOUS
. MATERIALS: ‘Would the proposal - o

A. Create any known health hazard (excludmg
mental heaith)?
There is no proposal for the storage of any
hazardous maieriais on-siie.. :

B. Expose people or the environment to a significant
hazard through the routine transport, use or disposal
of hazardous materials?

See VIIL. A,

C. Create a future risk of an explosion or the release of
hazardous substances (including but not limited to
gas, oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, or explosives)?

See VIII. A.

D. Impair implementation of, or physically interfere

with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?
The proposed project would not impair or interfere

with an adopted emergency plan.,

Mavbe
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E. 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,

create a significant hazard to the public or

environment?
No sites have been identified,

F. Create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment through reasonably foreseeable upset

and accident conditions involving the felease of |
hazardous materials into the environment? -
No such hazards would result.

HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY — Would the proposal

“csult in:

A. Anincrease in pollutant discharges, including down
stream sedimentation, to receiving waters during or

following construction? Consider water guality

parameters such as temperature dissolved oxygen,
turbidity and other typical storm water pollutants _

Comghancc with the City-of San Diego Storm

. Water Standards is required-and Best Mapagement -

 Practices would be incorporated into the project

specifications. Therefore, no mitigation is reguired,

B. An increase in impervious surfaces and associated

increased runoff?
See IX A.

C. Substantial alteration to on- and off-site drainage
patterns due 1o changes in runoff flow rates or

volumes?
The project would not substantially alter drainage

patterns.

D. Discharge of identified pollutants to an already

impaired water body (as listed on the Clean Water

Act Section 303(b) list)?
No such discharge would result.

E. A potentially significant adverse impact on ground

water quality?
" No such impact would result.

M

e

e
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F. Cause or contribute to an exccedancc of apphcablc o

surface or groundwater receiving wat 'f 'quahty f
objectives or degradation of beneficial 1;1se.'.~;'7 )
- No such exeedance would result, a

LAND USE - Wbu]'d the proposal result in:

A. Aland use which is inconsistent Wwith the adopted
community plan land use designation for the'site or
* conflict with any applicable land use plan; pohcy or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction OVEra

project?
The project is consistent wnh the Greater North Park

Community Plan.

B. A conflict with the goals, objectivcs and
recommendations of the commumty plan in whlch it

is located? _ .
No such conflict would result. -

A3
5
!

C. A conflict with edopted environmental plans,
including applicable habitat conservation plans
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or rmtlgatmg an:’
cnwmnmcnta] effect for the ama" S
See X. A. X A, o

D. Physically divide an established commumty"

Proposed project would not physically divide an
estabiished community. .

E. Land uses which are not compatible with aircraft
accident potential as defined by an adopted a1rport
Comprehensive Land Use Plan?

No such impact would result.

" NOISE ~ Would the proposal result in:

A. A significant increase in the existing ambient noise

levels?
No such increase would result.

B. Exposure of people to noise levels which exceed the
City's adopted noise ordinance?
See X1 A.

kg w

>

I

>

o

™

>

I



C. Exposure of people to current or future
transportation noise levels which exceed standards

established in the Transportation Element of the =
General Plan or an adopted airport Comprehensive
Land Use Plan?

See XI. A,

XII. PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the

’ proposal impact a unique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?

- See Initial Study Discussion.

XOI. POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the proposal:

A. Induce substantial population growth in an area, 1
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

The propesed project would not induce population

‘AOWth.

~ B. Displace substantia! numbers of existing housmg,
. necessitating the construction of replacc:ment

housing elsewhere?
The project would not displace or necessitate

the construction of housing

C. Alter the planned location, distribution, density or
growth rate of the population of an area?

The project would not alter the poputation of the .
community.

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES ~ Wouid the proposal have an effect
upon, or result in a need for new or aliered governmental services

in any of the following areas:

A. Fire protection?
No additional fire protection services would be

reguired.

B. Police protccUon"
No additional police protection would be rcqulrcd

C. Schools?
No chanee to existing schools would occur.
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Yes Mavbev No

D. Parks or other recreational facilities? T - X

Existing access to recreational areas wouldnotbe =~ ., ..
 affected. ) o

I

E. Maintenance of public facilities, mcludmg roads7 - -

Emsung public facilities would not be affected. -

F. Other governmental services? . . T _ o
Exxstmgservrccs would remain unaffectcd R

®

XV. RECREATIONAL RESOURCES ~ Woutd the proposal result if:

A. Would the project increase the use of existing’
neighborhood and regional parks orother
recreational facilities such that substantta] pbysxcal
deterioration of the facility would, occur or - be

accelerated? — o
The project does not include rccrcanonal fac:lme_g

or reguire the construction or cxgansmn of - )
recreational facitities. : _

C. Does the project include recrcanonal facilities or
© ‘require the ¢onstruction or expansion of rccrcanonal
- facilities which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment? o _
See XV. A, v

1Y

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION — Wouid the Dronosal
result in: .

A. Traffic generation in excess of specific/
community plan allocation? - -
No such generation would resuit.

I

B. Anincrease in projected traffic which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic Joad and capacity of the
street system? , ’ - —_
No such increase would result.

.

o

C. An increased demand for off-site parking? - _

No parking is proposed with the Group Jobs

D. Effects on existing patking? - —
No such effects would result.

i




E. Substantial impact upon existing or planned
transportation systems?

Project would not impact existing or planned

transportation systems. A traffic control plan would

-be implemented upon construction.

F. Alterations to present circulation movements
including effects on existing public access to
beaches, parks, or other open space areas?
No such alteration would reslult,

‘G. Increase in traffic hazards for motor vehicles,
bicyclists or pedestrians due to a proposed, non-
standard design feature (e.g., poor sight distance or
driveway onto an access-restricied roadway)?

Project would not increase traffic hazards for motor

vchlcles, brcychsts orgcdestnans o i

H. A conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs
supporting alternative transportation models {e.g.,
bus turmnouts, bicycle racks)?

See Initial Study Discussion.

. UTILITIES ~ Would the proposal result i in a need for new

systems, or require substanual altcrauons to exlsung
utilities, including: - '

A. Naturzl ges? v
Existing utilities would not be affected.

B. Communications systems?

Existing utilities would not be affected.

C. Water?
The project is the replacement of or the
construction of new alignment.

D. Sewer?
The project is the replacement of or the

construction of new alignment.

E. Storm water drainage?
No change in drainage patterns is anticipated.

F. Solid waste disposal?
Existing service would remain unaffected.
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XVII. WATER CONSERVATION Would the proposal result in;

A. Use of excessive amounts of water?

The project would not require the use of excesgw

amounts of water

B. Landscapmg which is predommantly non-dmught
resistant vegetation?

No landscaping is proposed.
XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

A. Daes the project have the potential | to, dcgradc the
quality of the environment, substantially reducesthe
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildiife population to drop below self sustaining

levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or amrna]
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 hiSLG"y p‘chstc"}‘?
See Inmal Studv stcusgon

B. Does the projcct havc the potc’ntiél to achieve
short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals? (A short-term impact on the
environment is one which occurs in a relatively
brief, definitive period of time while long-term
impacts would endure well into the future.)

The proposed project would not result in an impact

to long-term environmental poals.

C. Does the project have impacts which are
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(A project may impact on w0 Or more separate
resources where the impact on each resource is
relatively smail, but where the effect of the total of
those impacts on the environment is significant.)
The proposed project would not result in cumulative

impacts.

D. Does the project have environmental effects which
would cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

The project would not result in en vironmental

effects which would czuse substantial effects
on human beings.
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

X

REFERENCES
I Aesthetics | Neighborhood Character
City of San Diego Progreés Guide and Genera] Plan.
X  Community Plan. '
- Local Coastal Plan.
)4 8 Agricultural Resources / Natural Resourceé / Miﬂn_eral Resources
p. 4 dty of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plaz;.
X i]g._SBDepamncnt of Agriculture, Soil Survey - San Diego Area, Cahforma, Part Tand II,
- California Dcpartmcm of Conservation - Division of Mines and Geology, Mineral Land
- Ciassxﬁcanon . ‘ L _
;_ Dw:smn of Mines and Géolégy; Spccxal -P;epo‘.rt' 153 ‘-VS.‘igﬁiﬂc.:.atit Résoﬁfcé‘s Méps..-' B
m. Air - .
- California Clean Air Act Guidelines (Indiréct Source Control Programs) 1990.
_ Regional Air Quality Strategies (RAQS) - APCD.
_ Site Specific Report:
iv. Biology
p.4 C;ty of San Diego, Mumple Spemes Conservation Program (MSCP), Subarea Plan,
1997
x City of San Diego, MSCP, "Vegetation Commumﬂcs with Sensitive Species and Vernal
Pools" maps, 1996.
D, ¢ City of San Diego, MSCP, "Muitiple Hgbitat Planning Area" maps, 1997.
X Community Plan - Resource Element.

12
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X 5

X ‘Ix_:gl.g

California Department of Fish and Game, Califomia Nétd?al Diversity Database, "State
and Federally-hsted Endangered, Threatened, and Rare Plants of California,” January

2001.

California Department of Fish & Game, Cahfomxa Natura] Diyersity Database
"State and Federally-listed Endangered and ’I‘hreatcned Animals of Cahforma

January 2001.

City of San Diego Land Devciopmcm Code Biology Guidelines,

Energy

Geslogy/Soils
City of San Diego Sexsmlc Safety Stundy.

U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Survey - San Dlego Arca, California, Part I and I,
December 1973 and Part I, 1975. '

Hlstornca! Rwources

| City of San Dnego sttorlcal Resources Gu;dehnes

City of San Diégo Archaeology Library.
Historical Resources Board List.

Community Historical Survey:

. Human Health / Public Safety / Hazardous Materials

San Diego County Hazardous Materials Environmental Assessment Listing, 1996.
San Diego County Hazardous Materials Management Division

FAA Determination

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

. 1995,

Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan.



IX.

I

b

X

>4

;>

>

Site Specific Report:

Hydrolegy/Water Quality

Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).

Federal Eﬁlergency M'anagcmcnt Agéncy (FEMA), National Flood Iﬁsurance Program -
Flood Boundary and Floodway Map.

Clean Water Act Section 303(5) list, dated May 19, 1999,

http://www.swrcb.ca.goy/tmdl/303d Iists.htm]}..

Land Use

City of San Diego Progress Guiﬁe and General Plan.
Community Plan. | |

Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plen

City of San Diego Zoning Maps.

FAA Determination " " .

Noise

Co?nrl'lunity Plan

Site Specific Report:

San Diego International Airport - Lindbergh Field CNEL Maps.
Brown Field Airport Master Plan CNEL Maps.

Montgomery Field CNEL Meps.

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

San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volume Maps, SANDAG.
City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

Site Specific Report:
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Paleontological Resources ' S e

City of San Diego Palcontological Guidzlines. TR

.Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh "Paleontologlcal Resources City.of San Dlego,

Deganment of Paleontologz San D1ego Natural Hnstory Museum, 1996. R

Kennedy, Mlchacl P., and Gary L. Pcterson, "Geology. of the San Diego Metropolitan- .
Area, Cahforma Dcl Mar,Lal olla, Poml Loma, La Mssa, Poway, and SW 1/4

Bulletin 200, Sacramento 1975.

Kennedy, Michael P., and Siang S. Tan, "Geology ¢ of, National City, Imperial Beach and
Otay Mesa Quadranglcs Southern San Diego Metropollmn Area, Ca]zfonua," Map Sheet

29, 1977.

Population / Rousing

- City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan. - -

ﬁCommun-ity Plan.
Series 8 Population Forecasts, SANDAG.

Other:

Public Services

City of San Diego ngws Guide and General Plan.
Community Plan.

Recreational Resources

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

~ Commdnity Plan.

Department of Park and Recreation

City of San Diego - San Diego Regional Bicycling Map



Additional Resources:

XVIL. Transportation / Circulation
_ City of San Diego Px-'ogrc;ss Guide and General Plan.
X Commﬁnity Plan. ‘
X San Diegb Metropolitan Area Average ‘\N.fcckday Traffic Volume Maps, SANDAG.
- San Diego Region Weekday Traffic Volumes, SANDAG.
XVII. Utilities : : B
S s
XVIil. Water Conservation

Sunset Magazine, New Western G
Magazine.

arden Book. Rev. ed. Menlo Park, CA: vSunset
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