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RESOLUTION NUMBER R-_ 3{}G'/ 42

DATE OF FINAL PASSAGE _ i!}l 190k

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SAN DIEGO ADOPTING MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION NO. 402137 AND THE MITIGATION,
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR NEW
STORM WATER MUNICIPAL PERMIT PLANNING
DOCUMENTS.

WHEREAS, the Storm Water Division of the Transportation & Storm Water Department
requests Council adoption of: the updated Jurisdictional Runoff Management Plan (JRMP) and
associated updates to the Minimum Best Management Practices (BMPs) for Residential,
Industrial, Commercial, and Municipal Sites/Sources; six (6) Water Quality Improvement Plans
(WQIPs) to identify and describe the activities needed to improve water quality and manage
flood risk and to comply with the 2013 Municipal Storm Water Permit, San Diego Regional
Water Quality Control Board Order No. R9-2013-0001, as amended by R9-2015-0001 (2013
Permit); and an ordinance amending portions of San Diego Municipal Code sections 43.0301 to
43.0312, Storm Water Management and Discharge Control, relating to the 2013 Permit
(collectively, the Project); and

WHEREAS, the issue was heard by the Council of the City of San Diego on June 16,
2015; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered the issues discussed in Mitigated Negative
Declaration No. 402137 prepared for the Project; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of San Diego, as follows:

1. That it is certified that Mitigated Negative Declaration No. 402137 has been

completed in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA)
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(California Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.), as amended, and State CEQA
Guidelines thereto (California Code of Regulations sections 15000 et seq.), and that Mitigated
Negative Declaration No. 402137 reflects the independent judgment of the City of San Diego as
Lead Agency, and that the information therein, together with any comments received during the
public review process, has been received and considered by the City Council in connection with
the approval of the Project.

2. That the City Council finds on the basis of the entire record that revisions to the
Project now mitigate potentially significant effects on the environment previously identified in
the Initial Study, that there is no substantial evidence that the Project will have a significant
effect on the environment, and therefore, that Mitigated Negative Declaration No. 402137, a
copy of which is on file in the Office of the City Clerk and incorporated herein by this reference,
is adopted.

3. That pursuant to California Public Resources Code section 21081.6, the Council
hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), or alterations to
implement the changes to the Project as required by this body in order to mitigate or avoid
significant effects on the environment, a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated
herein by this reference.

4. 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 after final
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passage of O- 2 0 0 1 Qnending portions of San Diego Municipal Code sections 43.0301 to
43.0312, Storm Water Management and Discharge Control.

APPROVED: JAN I. GOLDSMITH, City Attorney

o Loy

Heather L. Stroud
Deputy City Attorney

HLS:cw

05/26/15

Or.Dept: Transportation & Storm Water Department
CC No.: N/A

Doc. No.: 1014269

[ certify that the foregoing Resolution was passed by the Council of the City of San Diego, at this
meeting of JUN'16 2015

ELIZABETH S. MALAND
City Clerk

A - /'M_» .,
BY:/7 Ly TN

Approved: 6/ 20/ \S 7 %

(date) KEVIN L. FAULdONER, Mayor

Vetoed:

(date) KEVIN L. FAULCONER, Mayor

ATTACHMENT: Exhibit A, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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EXHIBIT A
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION NO. 402137

NEW STORM WATER MUNICIPAL PERMIT PLANNING DOCUMENTS -
PROJECT NO. 402137

LAND USE (MSCP/MHPA, ESL. REGULATIONS & HISTORICAL RESOURCES REGULATIONS)

Mitigation Framework (Compliance with Applicable Regulations)

LU-1a: Future projects implemented in accordance with the Project shall be subject to
environmental review at the project-level in accordance with the Mitigation Framework HIST-1
(Historical Resources — Archaeology) and HIST-2 (Historical Resources — Built Environment).

Mitigation Framework - MHPA Land Use Adjacency Guidelines

LU-2:

Future projects which are located adjacent to the MHPA shall be subject to environmental review
at the project-level in accordance with the Mitigation Framework detailed below. Projects shall
incorporate features that demonstrate compliance with the MHPA Land Use Adjacency
Guidelines to ensure avoidance or reduction of potential MHPA impacts.

Future projects which are located adjacent to the MHPA shall comply with the Land Use
Adjacency Guidelines of the MSCP in terms of land use, drainage, access, toxic substances in
runoff, lighting, noise, invasive plant species, grading, and brush management requirements.
Mitigation measures include, but are not limited to: sufficient buffers and design features,
barriers (rocks, boulders, signage, fencing, and appropriate vegetation) where necessary, lighting
directed away from the MHPA, and berms or walls adjacent to commercial or industrial areas
and any other use that may introduce construction noise or noise from future development that
could impact or interfere with wildlife utilization of the MHPA. The project biologist or City
staff meeting the qualifications of a Biologist III would identify specific mitigation measures
needed to reduce impacts to below a level of significance. Subsequent environmental review
would be required to determine the significance of impacts and compliance with the Land Use
Adjacency Guidelines of the MSCP. Prior to approval of any subsequent project within and/or
adjacent to the MHPA, the City of San Diego shall identify specific conditions of approval in
order to avoid or to reduce potential impacts to the MHPA.

Specific requirements, as applicable to the project shall include:

o Prior to the issuance of any permits, development areas shall be permanently fenced
where development is adjacent to the MHPA to deter the intrusion of people and/or pets
into the MHPA open space areas. Signage may be installed as an additional deterrent to
‘human intrusion as required by the City.
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o The use of structural and nonstructural best management practices (BMPs), including
sediment catchment devices, shall be required to reduce the potential indirect impacts
associated with construction to drainage and water quality. Drainage shall be directed
away from the MHPA or, if not possible, must not drain directly into the MHPA. Instead,
runoft shall flow into sedimentation basins, grassy swales, or mechanical trapping
devices prior to draining into the MHPA. Drainage shall be shown on the site plan and
reviewed satisfactory to the City Engineer.

J All outdoor lighting adjacent to open space areas shall be shielded to prevent light over-
spill off-site. Shielding shall consist of the installation of fixtures that physically direct
light away from the outer edges of the road or landscaping, berms, or other barriers at the
edge of development that prevent light over spill.

o The landscape plan for the project shall contain no exotic plant/invasive species and shall
include an appropriate mix of native species which shall be used adjacent to the MHPA.

o All manufactured slopes must be included within the development footprint and outside
the MHPA.
o All brush management areas shall be shown on the site plan and reviewed and approved

by the Environmental Designee. Zone 1 brush management areas shall be included within
the development footprint and outside the MHPA. Brush management Zone 2 may be
permitted within the MHPA (considered impact neutral) but cannot be used as mitigation.
Vegetation clearing shall be done consistent with City standards and shall
avoid/minimize impacts to covered species to the maximum extent possible. For all new
development, regardless of the ownership, the brush management in the Zone 2 area shall
be the responsibility of a homeowners association or other private party.

. Access to the MHPA, if any, shall be directed to minimize impacts and shall be shown on
the site plan and reviewed and approved by the Environmental Designee.

Land uses, such as recreation and agriculture, that use chemicals or generate by-products such as
manure, that are potentially toxic or impactive to wildlife, sensitive species, habitat, or water
quality need to incorporate measures to reduce impacts caused by the application and/or drainage
of such materials into the MHPA. Such measures shall include drainage/detention basins, swales,
or holding areas with non-invasive grasses or wetland-type native vegetation to filter out the
toxic materials. Regular maintenance should be provided. Where applicable, this requirement
shall be incorporated into leases on publicly owned property as leases come up for renewal.

Mitigation for Short-term Impacts to Sensitive Species from Project Construction

Measures necessary for reducing potential construction-related noise impacts during
nesting/breeding season to the coastal California gnatcatcher (March 1 and August 15), least
Bell’s vireo (March 15 and August 15), southwestern willow Flycatcher (May 1 and September
1), the California cactus wren or the burrowing owl shall be incorporated into project-level
construction documents to minimize direct impacts on wildlife movement, nesting or foraging
activities and shall be addressed in a Biology Letter report submitted for review at the project
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level. The Biology Letter report shall include recommendations for preconstruction protocol
surveys to be conducted during established breeding seasons, construction noise monitoring and
implementation of any species specific mitigation plans in order to comply with the FESA,
MBTA, Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, State Fish and Game Code, and/or the ESL
Regulations.

In addition, future project sites may contain trees and shrubs that could support nesting sites for
bird species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). Impacts to nesting birds
could occur if vegetation clearing were to take place during the avian breeding season (generally
February 1 to August 31). The following design measure shall be incorporated into the
construction plans to ensure that nesting activities of birds covered by the MBTA would not be
significantly impacted by construction-related activities during the nesting season:

Vegetation clearing shall take place outside of the general avian breeding season
(February 1-August 31), when feasible. If vegetation clearing must occur during the avian
breeding season, a qualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey for nesting
birds no more than three days prior to vegetation clearing. Active nests shall be avoided
until the young have fledged or the nest is otherwise abandoned. If no active nests are
found, clearing can proceed. The results of the pre-construction nesting bird survey shall
be reported to the City in a brief memorandum. If no nesting birds have been detected
during the preconstruction surveys, then no further measures shall be required.

HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Mitigation Framework for Historical Resources (Archaeology)

Future projects implemented in accordance with the JRMP & WQIPs which result in, or have the
potential to impact Historical Resources (Archaeology) shall be subject to review in accordance
with the Mitigation Framework detailed below. For future projects which are not within a
recorded archaeological site requiring further analysis, but have a potential to impact unknown
resources, only monitoring shall be required. In those cases, the archaeological monitoring
program included after STEP 5 of the evaluation program shall be implemented.

HIST-1: Future projects implemented in accordance with the Project that could directly affect
an archaeological resource, shall be subject to environmental review at the project-level in
accordance with the Mitigation Framework to determine: (1) the presence of archaeological
resources and (2) the appropriate mitigation for any significant resources which may be impacted
by a development activity. Sites may include, but are not limited to, residential and commercial
properties, privies, trash pits, building foundations, and industrial features representing the
contributions of people from diverse socio-economic and ethnic backgrounds. Sites may also
include resources associated with pre-historic Native American activities.

INITIAL DETERMINATION

The environmental analyst will determine the likelihood for the project site to contain historical
resources by reviewing site photographs and existing historic information (e.g. Archaeological
Sensitivity Maps, the Archaeological Map Book, and the City’s “Historical Inventory of
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Important Architects, Structures, and People in San Diego™) and conducting a site visit. If there
is any evidence that the site contains archaeological resources, then a historic evaluation
consistent with the City Guidelines would be required. All individuals conducting any phase of
the archaeological evaluation program must meet professional qualifications in accordance with
the City Guidelines.

STEP 1:

Based on the results of the Initial Determination, if there is evidence that the site contains
historical resources, preparation of a historic evaluation is required. The evaluation report would
generally include background research, field survey, archaeological testing and analysis. Before
actual field reconnaissance would occur, background research is required which includes a
record search at the SCIC at San Diego State University and the San Diego Museum of Man. A
review of the Sacred Lands File maintained by the NAHC must also be conducted at this time.
Information about existing archaeological collections should also be obtained from the San
Diego Archaeological Center and any tribal repositories or museums.

In addition to the record searches mentioned above, background information may include, but is
not limited to: examining primary sources of historical information (e.g., deeds and wills),
secondary sources (e.g., local histories and genealogies), Sanborn Fire Maps, and historic
cartographic and aerial photograph sources; reviewing previous archaeological research in
similar areas, models that predict site distribution, and archaeological, architectural, and
historical site inventory files; and conducting informant interviews. The results of the
background information would be included in the evaluation report.

Once the background research is complete, a field reconnaissance must be conducted by
individuals whose qualifications meet the standards outlined in the City Guidelines. Consultants
are encouraged to employ innovative survey techniques when conducting enhanced
reconnaissance, including, but not limited to, remote sensing, ground penetrating radar, and other
soil resistivity techniques as determined on a case-by-case basis. Native American participation
is required for field surveys when there is likelihood that the project site contains prehistoric
archaeological resources or traditional cultural properties. If through background research and
field surveys historical resources are identified, then an evaluation of significance must be
performed by a qualified archaeologist.

STEP 2: :

Once a historical resource has been identified, a significance determination must be made. It
should be noted that tribal representatives and/or Native American monitors will be involved in
making recommendations regarding the significance of prehistoric archaeological sites during
this phase of the process. The testing program may require reevaluation of the proposed project
in consultation with the Native American representative which could result in a combination of
project redesign to avoid and/or preserve significant resources as well as mitigation in the form
of data recovery and monitoring (as recommended by the qualified archaeologist and Native
American representative). An archaeological testing program will be required which includes
evaluating the horizontal and vertical dimensions of a site, the chronological placement, site
function, artifact/ecofact density and variability, presence/absence of subsurface features, and
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research potential. A thorough discussion of testing methodologies, including surface and
subsurface investigations, can be found in the City Guidelines.

The results from the testing program will be evaluated against the Significance Thresholds found
in the Guidelines. If significant historical resources are identified within the Area of Potential
Effect, the site may be eligible for local designation. At this time, the final testing report must be
submitted to Historical Resources Board staff for eligibility determination and possible
designation. An agreement on the appropriate form of mitigation is required prior to distribution
of a draft environmental document. If no significant resources are found, and site conditions are
such that there is no potential for further discoveries, then no further action is required.
Resources found to be non-significant as a result of a survey and/or assessment will require no
further work beyond documentation of the resources on the appropriate Department of Parks and
Recreation (DPR) site forms and inclusion of results in the survey and/or assessment report. If no
significant resources are found, but results of the initial evaluation and testing phase indicates
there is still a potential for resources to be present in portions of the property that could not be
tested, then mitigation monitoring is required.

STEP 3:

Preferred mitigation for historical resources is to avoid the resource through project redesign. If
the resource cannot be entirely avoided, all prudent and feasible measures to minimize harm
shall be taken. For archaeological resources where preservation is not an option, a Research
Design and Data Recovery Program is required, which includes a Collections Management Plan
for review and approval. The data recovery program shall be based on a written research design
and is subject to the provisions as outlined in CEQA, Section 21083.2. The data recovery
program must be reviewed and approved by the City’s Environmental Analyst prior to draft
CEQA document distribution. Archaeological monitoring may be required during building
demolition and/or construction grading when significant resources are known or suspected to be
present on a site, but cannot be recovered prior to grading due to obstructions such as, but not
limited to, existing development or dense vegetation.

A Native American observer must be retained for all subsurface investigations, including
geotechnical testing and other ground-disturbing activities, whenever a Native American
Traditional Cultural Property or any archaeological site located on City property or within the
Area of Potential Effect of a City project would be impacted. In the event that human remains
are encountered during data recovery and/or a monitoring program, the provisions of Public
Resources Code Section 5097 must be followed. These provisions are outlined in the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) included in the environmental document. The
Native American monitor shall be consulted during the preparation of the written report, at
which time they may express concerns about the treatment of sensitive resources. If the Native
American community requests participation of an observer for subsurface investigations on
private property, the request shall be honored.

STEP 4:

Archaeological Resource Management reports shall be prepared by qualified professionals as
determined by the criteria set forth in Appendix B of the Guidelines. The discipline shall be
tailored to the resource under evaluation. In cases involving complex resources, such as
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traditional cultural properties, rural landscape districts, sites involving a combination of
prehistoric and historic archaeology, or historic districts, a team of experts will be necessary for a
complete evaluation.

Specific types of historical resource reports are required to document the methods (see Section
I1I of the Guidelines) used to determine the presence or absence of historical resources; to
identify the potential impacts from proposed development and evaluate the significance of any
identified historical resources; to document the appropriate curation of archaeological collections
(e.g. collected materials and the associated records); in the case of potentially significant impacts
to historical resources, to recommend appropriate mitigation measures that would reduce the
impacts to below a level of significance; and to document the results of mitigation and
monitoring programs, if required.

Archaeological Resource Management reports shall be prepared in conformance with the
California Office of Historic Preservation "Archaeological Resource Management Reports:
Recommended Contents and Format" (see Appendix C of the Guidelines), which will be used by
Environmental Analysis Section staff in the review of archaeological resource reports.
Consultants must ensure that archaeological resource reports are prepared consistent with this
checklist. This requirement will standardize the content and format of all archaeological
technical reports submitted to the City. A confidential appendix must be submitted (under
separate cover) along with historical resources reports for archaeological sites and traditional
cultural properties containing the confidential resource maps and records search information
gathered during the background study. In addition, a Collections Management Plan shall be
prepared for projects which result in a substantial collection of artifacts and must address the
management and research goals of the project and the types of materials to be collected and
curated based on a sampling strategy that is acceptable to the City. Appendix D (Historical
Resources Report Form) may be used when no archaeological resources were identified within
the project boundaries.

STEP 5:

For Archacological Resources: All cultural materials, including original maps, field notes, non-
burial related artifacts, catalog information, and final reports recovered during public and/or
private development projects must be permanently curated with an appropriate institution, one
which has the proper facilities and staffing for insuring research access to the collections
consistent with state and federal standards. In the event that a prehistoric and/or historic deposit
is encountered during construction monitoring, a Collections Management Plan would be
required in accordance with the project MMRP. The disposition of human remains and burial
related artifacts that cannot be avoided or are inadvertently discovered is governed by state (i.e.,
Assembly Bill 2641 and California Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of
2001) and federal (i.e., Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act) law, and must
be treated in a dignified and culturally appropriate manner with respect for the deceased
individual(s) and their descendants. Any human bones and associated grave goods of Native
American origin shall be turned over to the appropriate Native American group for repatriation.

Arrangements for long-term curation must be established between the applicant/property owner
and the consultant prior to the initiation of the field reconnaissance, and must be included in the
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archaeological survey, testing, and/or data recovery report submitted to the City for review and
approval. Curation must be accomplished in accordance with the California State Historic
Resources Commission’s Guidelines for the Curation of Archaeological Collection (dated May
7, 1993) and, if federal funding is involved, 36 Code of Federal Regulations 79 of the Federal
Register. Additional information regarding curation is provided in Section II of the Guidelines.

Historical Resources (Archeological Monitoring Program)

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

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.

|98

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.

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.

. Prior to the start of work, the applicant must obtain written approval from MMC

for any personnel changes associated with the monitoring program.

I1. Prior to Start of Construction
A. Verification of Records Search

I.

2.

Io)
J.

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.

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

The PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC requesting 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, Native American consultant/monitor
(where Native American resources may be impacted), Construction Manager
(CM) and/or Grading Contractor, Resident Engineer (RE), Building Inspector
(BI), if appropriate, and MMC. The qualified Archaeologist and Native American
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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. If'the Pl is unable to attend the Precon Meeting, the Applicant 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.

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.

Identify Areas to be Monitored

a. 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 11x17) to MMC identifying 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 any known soil conditions (native or formation).

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

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 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.

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.

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

I.

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.

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
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resources are 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.

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
fossil formations, or when native soils are encountered that may reduce or
increase the potential for resources to be present.

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 the RE or BI, as appropriate.

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

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.

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. Determination of Significance

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 submit 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 defined 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.
(1). 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.”
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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.

(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 can not be determined, the Final
Monitoring Report and Site Record (DPR Form 523 A/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:

Procedures for documentation, curation and reporting

a. One hundred percent of the artifacts within the trench alignment and width

1.

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.

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

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

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 15064.5(e),
the California Public Resources Code (Sec. 5097.98) and State Health and Safety Code
(Sec. 7050.5) shall be undertaken:

Notification

Archaeological Monitor shall notify the RE or Bl as appropriate, MMC, and the
PL, if the Monitor is not qualified as a PI. MMC will notify the appropriate Senior

A.

1.
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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 be made by the Medical Examiner in consultation with the PI
concerning the provenience of the remains.

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

If a field examination is not warranted, the Medical Examiner will determine with
input from the PL, 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.

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

Likely Descendent (MLD) and provide contact information.

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 15064.5(e), the California Public Resources and

Health & Safety Codes.

The MLD will have 48 hours to make recommendations to the property owner or

representative, for the treatment or disposition with proper dignity, of the human

remains and associated grave goods.

Disposition of Native American Human Remains will be determined between the

MLD and the PI, 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 NAHC 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
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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.

2.

The PI shall contact the Medical Examiner and notify them of the historic era
context of the burial.

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

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.

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

1.

2.

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.

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 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 I1I-B,
unless other specific arrangements have been made.

B. If night and/or weekend work becomes necessary during the course of construction

1.

2.

The Construction Manager shall notify the RE, or BI, as appropriate, a minimum
of 24 hours before the work is to begin.
The RE, or BI, 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

Archaeological Monitoring Program (with appropriate graphics) to MMC via the
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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 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.

MMC shall return the Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for revision

or, for preparation of the Final Report.

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

approval.

MMC shall provide written verification to the PI of the approved report.

MMC shall notify the RE or BI, as appropriate, of receipt of all Draft Monitoring

Report submittals and approvals.

B. Handling of Artifacts

1.

2.

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

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 faunal
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.

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.

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

The RE or BI, as appropriate shall obtain signature on the Accession Agreement
and shall return to PI with copy submitted to MMC.
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5. The PIshall 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 Bl as appropriate, and one copy to MMC (even if negative), within 90 days
after notification from MMC of the approved report.

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.

o

Mitigation Framework for Historical Resources (Built Environment)

Future projects which result in, or have the potential to impact Historical Resources (Built
Environment) shall be subject to review in accordance with the Mitigation Framework detailed
below.

HIST-2: Consultation with Historical Resources Staff shall be required when a future Project,
located within the public right-of-way is within a Historic District and requires implementation
of this mitigation measure. The future project shall be reviewed for compliance with the
Historical Resources Guidelines and Regulations. Subsequent to project review and as directed
by Historical Resources Staff, the following paragraph shall be included in the subsequent
environmental document and include the 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. Amold 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.
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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.

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
shall be used.

H. When new or replacement truncated domes are required at corner curb ramps the
preferred replacement color shall be dark gray unless a color consultation has been
conducted with Historical Resources Staff demonstrating compliance with the
Standards and which shall not adversely affect the historic district.

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.

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Mitigation Framework for Paleontological Resources

Future projects implemented in accordance with the Project which result in, or have the potential
to impact Paleontological Resources shall be subject to review in accordance with the Mitigation
Framework for Paleontological Resources further detailed below.

PALEO-1: Prior to the approval of subsequent projects, the City shall determine the potential
for impacts to paleontological resources based on review of the project and recommendations of
a project-level analysis completed in accordance with the steps presented below. Future projects
shall be sited and designed to minimize impacts on paleontological resources in accordance with
the City’s Paleontological Resources Guidelines and CEQA Significance Thresholds. The
requirement for monitoring to reduce potential impacts to paleontological resources shall be
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identified the project-level for future subsequent projects that are subject to environmental. In
those cases, the paleontological monitoring program provided at the at the end of STEP 1.B.
shall be implemented during construction activities.

I.  Prior to Project Approval

A. The environmental analyst shall complete a project-level analysis of potential impacts
on paleontological resources. The analysis shall include a review of the applicable
USGS Quad maps to identify the underlying geologic formations, and shall determine
if construction of a project would:

s Require over 1,000 cubic yards of excavation and/or a 10-foot, or greater, depth in
a high resource potential geologic deposit/formation/rock unit.

¢ Require over 2,000 cubic yards of excavation and/or a 10-foot, or greater, depth in
a moderate resource potential geologic deposit/formation/rock unit.

e Require construction within a known fossil location or fossil recovery site.
Resource potential within a formation is based on the Paleontological Monitoring
Determination Matrix.

B. If construction of a project would occur within a formation with a moderate to high
resource potential, monitoring during construction would be required.

e Monitoring 1s always required when grading on a fossil recovery site or a known
fossil location.

» Monitoring may also be needed at shallower depths if fossil resources are present
or likely to be present after review of source materials or consultation with an
expert in fossil resources (e.g., the San Diego Natural History Museum).

e Monitoring may be required for shallow grading (<10 feet) when a site has
previously been graded and/or unweathered geologic deposits/formations/ rock
units are present at the surface.

Monitoring is not required when grading documented artificial fill. When it has been
determined that a future project has the potential to impact a geologic formation with a
high or moderate fossil sensitivity rating a Paleontological MMRP shall be implemented
during construction grading activities.

Paleontological Resources Monitoring Program

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, the
Assistant Deputy Director (ADD) Environmental designee shall verify that the
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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 (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.

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.

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

Prior to Start of Construction
A. Verification of Records Search

1.

The P1 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.

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.

3.

Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, the Applicant shall arrange
a Precon Meeting that shall include the P1, 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. Ifthe Pl is unable to attend the Precon Meeting, the Applicant 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.

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 paleontological monitoring

program.

Identify Areas to be Monitored

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 11x17) to MMC for approval 1dentifying
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 determined by the PI in consultation with MMC. The determination shall
be based on site specific records search data which supports monitoring at
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depths less than ten feet.

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. MMC shall notify the PI that the PME has been approved.

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 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.

Approval of PME and Construction Schedule

After approval of the PME by MMC, the PI shall submit to MMC written

authorization of the PME and Construction Schedule from the CM.

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

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 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 PME.

The 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.

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 BL, as appropriate.

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

(1). Note: For pipeline trenching 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
fragments or other scattered common fossils) the PI shall notify the RE, or BI
as appropriate, that a non-significant discovery has been made. The
Paleontologist shall continue to monitor the area without notification to MMC
unless a significant resource is encountered.

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

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.

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

IV.  Night and/or Weeekend Work
A. If night and/or weekend work is included in the contract
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.
The following procedures shall be followed.
a. No Discoveries

1.

2.

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 the RE via fax by 8AM on the next business day.

Discoveries

All discoveries shall be processed and documented using the existing
procedures detailed in Sections III - During Construction.

Potentially Significant Discoveries

If the PI determines that a potentially significant discovery has been made, the
procedures detailed under Section 111 - During Construction shall be followed.
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 111-B,
unless other specific arrangements have been made.

B. If night and/or weekend work becomes necessary during the course of construction
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 notifty MMC immediately.
C. All other procedures described above shall apply, as appropriate.

1.

V. Post Construction

A. Preparation and Submittal of Draft Monitoring Report
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

1.

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
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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 Museum with the Final Monitoring Report.

MMC shall return the Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for revision

or, for preparation of the Final Report.

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

approval.

MMC shall provide written verification to the PI of the approved report.

MMC shall notify the RE or BI, as appropriate, of receipt of all Draft Monitoring

Report submittals and approvals.

B. Handling of Fossil Remains

1.

The P1 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.

2.

3.

4.

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.

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.

The RE or BI, as appropriate shall obtain signature on the Deed of Gift and shall
return to PI with copy submitted to MMC.

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.

2.

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.
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.
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