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COMMITTEE ACTION SHEET

COUNCIL DOCKET OF eteber o, Fon

[] Supplemental [ Adoption  {] Consent “_Unanimous Consent Rules Committee Consultant Review
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Helix Environmental Planning, Inc. As-Needed Environmental Services Contract 2007 through 2010

X Reviewed [] Initiated By NR&C  On 9/26/07 {tem No. 1a

RECOMMENDATION TO:
Approve

VOTED YEA: Fyre, Faulconer, Maienschein, Hueso
VOTED NAY:

NOT PRESENT:

CITY CLERK: Please reference the following reports on the City Council Docket:
REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL NO.
COUNCIL COMMITTEE CONSULTANT ANALYSIS NO.

OTHER:

Metropolitan Wastewater Department’s Executive Summary Sheet dated August 24, 2007

COUNCIL COMMITTEE CONSULTANTO/_)/] #;//; 3 /




100641 — EXECUTIVE SUMMARY SBEET ' ]

DATE REPORT ISSUED: Axigust 24, 2007 I‘f}gl" ORT
ATTENTION: - Council President and City Council ~ NR&L SEP 2 6 2007 #1<L
.ORIGINATING Metropolitan Wastewater Department
DEPARTMENT: -
| SUBJECT: Helix Environmental Planning, Inc. As-Needed Environmental
Services Contract 2007 thru 2010
COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): All
STAFF CONTACT: Mike Elling (858) 292-6477

REQUESTED ACTION:

Approve and execute an Agreement with Helix Environmental Planning, Inc. for As-Needed
Environmental Consulting Services to support MWWD, for an amount not to exceed $300,000, with a
contract duration of three years. :

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt the Resolution.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY':

The Metropolitan Wastewater Departmcnt (MWWD) proposes to enter into an agrcement with Helix Environmental
rl&ﬂl"ﬁug, ifnc. to y;uv.:uc as-nesded environmental- uuubuu.mv services tor the IVICLrUpUﬂLHII Wastewater ucpanmcm
(MWWD). The agresment would be for a duration of three years and at a not-to-exceed amount of $500,000.
MWWD’s current contract for environmental services is nearing completion and MWWD anticipates continued

need for as-needed environmental consultant services in support of the Department.

MWWD advertised and requested proposals for the 2007-2010 as-needed environmental services contract in April
2007. Eight proposals were received. A selection committee in compliance with MWWD guidelines was convened,
and four companies were short-listed. The four gave presentations to the commitiee, and Helix Environmental
Planning, Inc. was seiected as the most qualified firm overall.

The As-Needed Environmental Services Consultant will work with MWWD to support our implementation of the
City’s sewer inspection, cleaning, and maintenance program to comply with the United States Environmental
Protection Agencies’ Administrative Order. MWWD's ongoing Canyon Sewer Cleaning Program is focused on
¢leaning approximately 253 miles of non-right-of-way sewer pipelines, many of which are located within canyons or
other environmentally sensitive areas. In many cases, maintenance access through these environmentally sensitive
lands does not exist. .In these cases, the creation of temporary or permanent access paths have resulted in the need
for biological, archaeological, and general environmental expertise to minimize environmental impacts, evaluate
environmental impacts, and satisfy regulatory requirements.

The As-Needed consultant would also assist with MWWD’s Emergency Canyon Access Program and CIP facility
projects. Work to be performed under this contract will be completed on a task by task basis, and requires
environmental regulatory expertise to satisfy State and Federal compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA), as well as local and regional
environmental compliance in support of MWWD operations, MWWD anticipates ongoing needs for biological
surveys; archaeological surveys and monitoring; environmental impact evaluations; preparation of mifigation,
monitoring, and reporting programs (MMRP’s); revegetation and habitat restoration plans; preparation of
preliminary environmental constraints analysss and reports; water quality reports; construction monitoring; traffic
analyses; visual impact assessments; acoustical analyses; paleontological monitoring; geotechnical investigations;
GIS mapping; and overall environmental document preparation. These tasks reguirs MWWD to conduct work in a
iimely manner to meet required schedulss and satisfy regulatory conditions.

CM-1472 MSWORD2002 {REV. 2007-08-25)



FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS:
. The total amount of this request is SJOO 000. Funds are available in Sewer Funds 41506, 41508, and

Q6842

PREVIOUS COUNCIL and/or COMMITTEE ACTION: '
| This action will be reviewed by the Natural Resources and Culture Committee on September 26, 2007.

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION AND PUBLIC OUTREACH EFFORTS:
Not applicable to this action.

KEY STAKEHOLDERS & PROJECTED IMPACTS (if applicable);
Helix Environmental Planning, Inc.

] 2 - PR

Oﬁﬁn ting Departrent Deputy Chief/Chief Operating Officer
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REVISED |
Mitigated Negative Declaration

Land Development
‘Review Division

(613) 446-5460 - , | SCH No. N/A

Project No. 636354

- SUBJECT: Citvwide Pipeline Pfoiects: COUNCIL APPROVAL to allow for the replacement

rehapiittation, relocation, point repair, open trenching, and abandonment of water

- and/or sewer alignments within the City of San Diego. Proposed work would be
located within City of San Diego public rights-of-way (paved streets) including arsas
devoid of potentially sensitive biological resources. As such, the proposed projects
would not be Jocated within or adjacent to the City of San Diego’s Multi-Habitat

* Planning Arez (MHPA). The proposed project sites would be located within any
community planning areas. A}épllcants: ity of San Diego Engineering and Capital
Projects Department (EC&I{?, 1ty of San Diego Water Department, and City of San
Diego Metropolitan Waste Water Division (M'gJWD). .

UPDATE:

Minor revisions have been made to this Mitigated Negative Declaration subsequent to the
distribution of the draft document for public review and comment. Revisions are denoted by
strinesut and underling  Siibsequenti to distribution of the Final MND, an error was
detected within the Historical Resources (Archaeclogy) and Paleontological Resources
MMRP. The revised Final MND states the correct MMRZP language and is denoted by
deublestuilzeout and double underline. .

L PROJECT DESCRIPTION: See attached Initial Study.
I ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: See dttached 1ni1:i§1 Study.
I, DETERMINATION: |

The City of San Diego conducted an Initial Study which determined that the proposed project

could have a significant environmental effect in the following areas(s): HISTORICAL
RESOURCES AND PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES, 4NB-NOISE: 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 mitigates the potentially
significant environmental effects previously - identified, 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.
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V. MITIGATION, MONITORJNG AND REPORTING PROGRAM:

The fmlnwmg Mitjgation Monitoring and Repoxtmg Programs (MMRP) have recently :
been revised and z:pdated to mcorpox ate currently protocol and/or field procedures

(GENERAL

The following mitigation measures shall be noted on the submitted construction/grading
plans and spcmﬁcatlon and 1ncludcd under the heading, "Environmental Mitigation
Requirements." ' ' '

HISTORICAL RES OURCES

L Prior to Permit Issuance, dewasd-o

Opening
A, Land Development Review (LDR) Plan Check
1. Pnor to penmt 1ssuance or @_gmg, sr-sferawmerdalibooanirsat b i
he-Siaot-os saeter-mestme=whichever is ap 11cable thc A351stant Deputy
D1rector (ADD) Envzronmcntal designee shall verify that the requirements for
Archaeological Monitoring and Native American monitoring, if applicable, have
been noted on the appropriate construction documents. -
B. Letters of Qualification have been submitted to ADD
1. The applicant shall submit a letter of verification to Mitigation Momtormg -
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 quahﬁcatxons 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

(S T

H. Prior to Start of Construction
A, Verification of Records Search
1. . The PI shall provide vernification to MMC that a 51te specific records search ,(L
mile radius) has been completed. Verification includes, but is not Hmited to 2 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 PImay submit a detailed letter to MMC requesting a reduction to the ene- %
mile radius.
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- B. PIShall Attend Precon Meetings :

1. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, the Applicant shall arrange a

Precon Me=ting that shall include the PI, Construction Manager (CM) and/or

Grading Contractor, Resident Engineer (RE), Building Inspector (BI), if

appropriate, and MMC. The qualified Archaeologist 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 PIis unable to attend the Precon Metting, the Applicant shall scheduiea
focused Precon Meeting with MMC, the P[, RE, CM or B, if appropr: ate, prior-
to the start of any work that requires monitoring.

Acknowledgement of Responsibility for Curation (CIP or Other Pubhc Proj scts)

W

The applicant shall submit a letter to MMC acknowledging their responsibility for - - -

the cost of curation associated with all phases of the archacologlcal monitoring
. program.

3. Identify Areas to be Monitored :
Prior to the start of any work that reqmres monitoring, the PI shall submit an
Archaeological Monitoring Exhibit (AME) based on the appropriate
construction documents (reduced to 11x17) to MMC for approval identifying
the areas to be monitored including the delineation of grading/excavation limits.
The AME shall be basaed on the results of a site specific records search as well
as information regarding the age of existing pipelines, laterals and associated
appurienances and/or any known soil conditions (native or formation). ‘

4. When Monitoring Will Occur

' a. Prior to the start of any work, the PI shall also submit a construction schedule io

- 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., that may
reduce or increase the potential for resources to be present.

Riss Dunng Construction
A. Monitor Shall be Present During Gfade/Excavatlon/T rcnchmg
1. The monitor shall be present full-time during grading/excavation/trenching
activities including, but not iimited to mainline, laterals, services and ail other
appurtenances associated with underground utilities 2s identified on the AME and
as authorized by the construction manager, The Construction Manager is
responsible for notlfymo the RE, PI, and MMC of changes to any construction
activities.
2. The monitor shall document field activity via the Consuitant 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 uscovones The RE shall forward coples to
MMC.
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3. The PImay submit a detailed letter to CM and/or RE for concurrence and
{opwarding to MMC during construction requesting a modification to the 7
monitoring program when a field condition such as modem disturbance post-dating
the previous trenching activities, presence of fossil formations, or when native soils
are encountered may reduce or increase the potential for resources to be present.

B. Discovery Notification Process
1. Inthe event of a discovery, the Arnl . 1eclogical Monltor shall direct the contractor to
- ternporarily divert trenching activities in the area of discovery and immediaicly
notify the RE or Bl, as appropriate.

2. The Monitor shall smmedl ately notify ihe PI (unless Monitor is the P1) of the -
discovery.

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

C. Determination of Significance

1. The PI and Native American representative, if apphca.blc shall evaluate the ,
mgmﬁcance 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 mg:uﬁcance
" determination and shalil also submit a letter to MMC mchcatmg whether
additional mitigation is required.
b. Ifthe resource is significant, the PI shall submit an Archacologxcal Data
Recovery Program (ADRP) and obtam wntten approval of the grog@ from
MMC QMmd@ SO E-RHRERRG = '

Gt o e

g anv nga’ugg gust be approved b_g MMQ; _r;g and/o; QM bcfore grou.nd

disturbing activities in the area of discovery will be allowed to resume.

1), Note: For pipeline trenching project onlv, the P shall implement

Discoverv Process for Pipeline Trenching proiects identified below under *“D.”

¢. Ifresource 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 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 shuld be

- considered not significant.

(2). Note, for Plpehnc Trenching Projects Only: Ifs1gmﬁcance can not be
determined, the Final Monitoring Report and Site Record (DPR Form
523A/B) shall identify the diSCOVery as Potentially Significant.
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D. Discovery Process for Significant Resources - Pipeline Trenching Projects
The following procedure constitutes adequate mitigation of a significant discovery
encountered during pipeline frenching activities includifie but not limited to excavation
for jacking pits. recejving pits, laterals. and manholes to reduce impacts to below a
level of significance:

1. Procedurcs for documentation, curatlon and reporting

a. One hundred percent of the artifacts within the trench ali grment and width shall
‘be documented in-sity, lo 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 dcpos1t within the limits of excavation
(trench walls) shall be left intact. ‘

b. The PI shall prepare a Draft Monitoring Report and submit to MMC via the RE &E,

- as indicated in Section VI-A. . _

c. The PI shall be responsible for recording (on the appropriate State of California -
Department of Park and Recreation forms-DPR 523 A/B) the resource(s)
encountered during the Archaeological Monitoring Program in accordance with
the City’s Historical Resources Guidelines. The DPR forms shall be subrhitted
to the South Coastal Information Center for either a Primary Record or SDI
Number and 1nu1uded in the Final Momtonng Report,

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

fl.

IV. Discovery of Human Remains
If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area and the following procedures
set forth in the California Public Resources Code (Sec. 5097. 98) and State Heaith and -
Safety Code (Sec. 7050.5) shall be undertaken: '
A. Notification _

‘ 1. Archaeological Monitor shall notify the RE or BI as appropriate, MMC, and the PI,
if the Monitor is not qualified ags a PL MMC will notify the appropnate Senior
Planner in the Environmental Analysis Section (EAS).

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

B. Isolate discovery site

1. Work shall be dirscted 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.

2. The Medical Examiner, iz consuitation with the PI, shall determine the need fora
field examination to determine the provenience.

3. Ifa field examination is not warranted, the Medical Examiner shall determine with
1nput 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 shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission

(NAHC). Bv law, ONLY the Medical Examiner can make this czll.
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2. Thc NAHC shall contact the PI within 24 hours or sooner, after Medical Examiner
has completed coordination.

3. NAHC shall identify the person or persons determined to be the Most Likely

UCsccndent (MLD) and provide contact information.,

The PI shall coordinate with the MLD for additional uonsultarlon

5. Disposition of Native American Human Remains shall be dstermined between the

MLD and the PI, IF: :

Page 6 . e

b

a. The NAHC isunable to 1dent1fy the MLD, OR 1‘m3 MLD failed to make a
recommendation within 24 hours afier being notified by the Commission; OR,;
b. The landowner or authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the
MLD and mediation in accordance with PRC 5097.54 (k) by the NAHC fails to
provide measures accepiable to the landowner.
D If Human Remains are NOT Native American |

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

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

3. If the remains are of historic origin, they shall be appropnately removed and
conveyed to the Museum of Man for analysis, The decision for internment of the
human remains shall be made in consultation with MMC; EAS, the applicant
department and/or Real Estate Assets Department ('READ) and the Museum of Lo
Man.

V. Night Work _
A. Tf night work is included in the contract
1. When night work is incjuded in the contract package, the extent and timing shall be
presented and discussed at the precon meeting,.
2. The following procedures shall be followed.
2. No Discoveries
In the event that no discoveries were encountered during ni ght work, The PI
" shall record the information on the CSVR and submit to MMC yig the RE via
fax by 9am the following mormng, if possible.
b. Discoveries
- All discoveries shall be proccssed and documented using the ex1stmcr
procedures detailed in Sections III - Dunng Constructlon, and IV - Discovery
of Human Remains. -
c. Potentially Significant Discoveries
If the PI deterrnines that a potentially significant dlscovery has been made, the
procedures detailed under Section I1I - During Construction shall be followed.
d. The PIshall immediately contact the RE and MMC, or by 8AM the following
- morming to report and discuss the findings as indicated in Section III-B, unless
other specific arrangements have been made.
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. B. If mght work becomes necessary during the course of construction
1. The Copstruction Manager shall notify the RE, or BI, as appropriate, a minimum of
24 hours before the work is to begin.
2. The RE, or B, as appropriate, shall notify MMC immediately.
C. All other procedures described above shall apply, as appropriate.




:v_l_ Post Construction .
A, Submittal of Draft Monitoring Report

1. e PI shall submit two copies of the Draft Monitorine Report (even if necative

which describes the results, analvsis, and conclusions of all phases of the
chaeological Monitoring Pro with appropriate eraphics) to via the
RE for review and approval within 90-davs following the completion of monitoring,
a._For significant archaeological resources encountered during monitoring, the -
Archaeological Data Recovery Program or Pipeline Trenching Discovery

_ ocess shall be includad in the Draft Monitord 0 _
b. _Recording Sites with State of California Department of ga,r__k and ‘gecreatiog

e PI sha c e onsible fo recordl g g ate tateo Callfo
[ ' 23 A/B) ant o

otentiallv significant resources encountered durine the Archaeological
Monitoring Program in accordance with the Citv’s Historjcal Résources
- Guidelines d submittal of such forms to the South Coastal Informatio
ter with the Final Monitori ort. ‘ -
2. C shall re he Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for revision o
or preparation of the Final ort ' a

'3.. The PJ shall submit revised Draft Monitoring Report tg MMC via the RE for

roval.
4, shall provide written verification to the PI of the approved
5, shall notify-the RE or BL, as approprate, of receipt of all Draft Monitorin
Report submittals and approvals, -
1. _The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that al] cultural remains collected are
: 1eaned and catalogued
2. shall be responsible for ensuri that all artifacts are e analvzed to identi

function and chronologv as thev relate to the historv of the area; that faunal material
~isidentified as to species; and that specialty studies are completed, as appropriate. -
C._Curation of artifacts: Accession Ageegent and Acceptance Verification
1 The P shal] be responsibie for ensuring that afl artifacts associated with the survey,
. testing and/or data recovery for this proiect are gcmgegt]v curated with an

appropriate institution. This shall be completed in consultation Wlth and the

Native American representative. as apnlicable.
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e PI shall submit the Accession Agreement and catalogue record(s) to the RE or
BI, ag appropriate for donor signature with a cony submitted to MMC.
3. The RE or BI as appropriate shall obtain siepature on the Accession Agregment
and shall rebwim 1o PI with copy submitted to MMC.,
4. The PJ shall include the Accsptance Verification from the curation institution in the
' onjtoring Report submitted to the RE or BI and MMC,

PAIBONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES

L Prior to Permit Issuances—4ard-of
Opening
A. Land Development Review (LDR) Plan Check

Dn'ector (ADD) Envuonmcntal designee shall verify that the requirements for

Paleontological Momtonng have been noted on the appropriate constructmn
documents.

B. Letters of Qualification have been submitted to ADD .
1. 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 paleoniological 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.

3. Prior to the start of work, the applicant must obtain approval from MMC for any

personnel changes associated with the momtonng program.

!\)

IL 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, 2 copy of 2
confirmation letter from San Diego Natural History Museum, other institution or, if
the search was in-house, 2 1et‘ter of verification from the PI stating that the search
was completed. .
- 2. The letter shall introduce any pertment information conceming expectations and
- probabilities of discovery during trenching and/or grading activities.

B. PIShall Attend Precon Meetings
1. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, the Applicant shall arrange &
Precon Meeting that shall include the PI, Construction Manager (CM) and/or
Grading Contractor, Resident Engineer (RE), Building Inspector (BI), if
- appropriate, and MMC. The qualified paleontologist shall attend any
grading/excavation related Precon Meetings to make comments and/or suzgestions

concerning the Palsontological Monitoring program with the Construction Manager
{ and/or Grading Contractor.
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a. [fthe PIis 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 menitoring,

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 paleontoicmcal monitoring

program, : :

Identify Areas to be Monitored

Prior to the start of any work that requires mogitoring, th'= P1shall submit a

Paleontological Monitoring Exhibit (PME) based on the appropriate construction

documents (reduced to 11x17) to MMC for approval identifying the areas to be

monitored including the delineation of grading/excavation limits. The PME shall
be based on the results of a site specific records search as well as information
regarding existing known soi] conditions (nanve or formaﬁon)

When Monitoring Will Occur

a. Prior to the start of any work, the P! shall also submit 2 construction scheduie to
MMC through the RE indicating when and where monitoring will occur. |

b. The Pl 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, ete., that may L
reduce or increase the potential for resources to be present. o

III.  During Construction
A. Monitor Shall be Present During Gradmg/Ex cavation/Trenching

L.

The monitor shall be present full-time during gradmg,/e::{cava‘non/trenci:u'nfr

. activities including, but not limited to mainline, laterals, services and all other

ko

appurtenances associated with underground utilities as identified on the PME that
could result in impacts to formations with high and moderate resource sensitivity at
depths of 10 feet or greater and as authorized by. the construction manager The

Construction Manager is responsible for notifying the RE, PI, and MMC of
changes to any construction activities.

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. :

The Pl may submit a detailed letter to MMM
forwarding to MMC duning 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. | ' ' |

o
Vs
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B. Discovery Notification Process
1. Inthe event of a discovery, the Paleontological Monitor shall dirsct the contractor

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

2. Th= Monitor shall immediately notify the PI (unless Momtor is the PI) of the
discovery.

3. The PI shall immediately nouf y MMC by phone of the discovery, and shall also
submit written documentation 0 MMC within 24 hours by fax or cmdﬂ with photos

- of the resource in context, if possible:

C. Determination of Significance
1. The PIshall evaluate the significance of the resource.
a. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone to dlscuss 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 PL .
b. If the resource is significant, the PI shall submit a Paleonotlogscal Recovery
Program (PRP) and obta.m written approval from MMC Hesin

U‘ !

52 and /or QM before ground d;s

be allowed to resume. _ , :

(1), Note: For pipeline trenching projects onl ¢ PI shall implement the

Discoverv Process for Pipeline trenching proiects 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 Bl as
appropriate, that a non-significant discovery has been made. The Paleontologist

shall continue to monitor the area without not1f1catmn 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 Momtonng Report. The letter
* shall also indicate that no further work is required.

(1) Note: For Pipeline Trenching Projects Only. If the fossﬂ discovery is
limited in size, both in length and depth; the information value is limited
and there are no unique fossﬂ features associated with the discovery area,:
then the discovery shouid 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.

turbing activities in the area of discovery will

D. Discovery Process for Significant Resources - Pipeline Trenching Projects
The followi:g procedure constituies 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 2
level of significance.
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1. Procedures for documentahon curation and reporting
2. Omne hundred percent of the fossil resources within the trench alignment and
width shall be documentied in-situ photographically, drawn in plan view (tranch
and profiles of side walls), recovered from the trench and photographed afl«r
cleaning, then analyzed and curated consistent with Society of Invertebrate
Paleontology Standards. The remainder of the deposit within the limits of
- excavation (trench walis) shall be left intact and so documented. ,
b. The PI shall prepare a Draft Monitoring Report and submit to MMC via the RE
" asindicated in Section VI-A. '
¢. The PI shall be responsibic 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. 7
d. The Final Monitoring Report shall include a recommendation for monitoring of
_ any future work in the vicinity of the resource.

IV.  Night Work
A. Ifnight work is mcluded in the contract
1. When night work 15 Included in the contract package, the extent and mmng 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 work, The PI
shall record the information on the CSVR and submit to MMC via the RE via -
fax by 9am the following morning, if posmble ‘
b. Discoveries -
All discoveries shall be processed and documented using the exzstmo
procedures detailed in Sections ITT - During Construction.
¢. Potentially Significant Discoveries
If the PI determines that a potentially significant discovery has been made, the
procedures detailed under Section IH - During Construction shall be followed.
d. The PI shall immediately contact the RE and MMC, or by 8AM the following
" morming to report and discuss the findings as indicated in Section III-B, unless
other specific arrangements have been made.
B. Ifnight work becomes necessary during the course of construction
1. The Construction Manager shall notify the RE, or B, as appropriate, a mimimum of
24 hours before the work is 1o begin.
2. The RE, or BI, as appropriate, shall notify MMC immedizately.
C. All other procedures described above shal] apply, as appropriate.
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VI Post Construction.
A Completmn of Momtormc Procra.m and Subrruttal of Draft Momton..c Report

Ea eonfol 0 cal Momtonng Program (with r.LpDronnatk c'ret}hics) th I\’FMC via the
RE forreview and approval within 90-davs following the completion of monitoring

- a.__For significant paleontological resourees encountered durmg monitoring, the
aleontological Recovery Prooram or Pipeline Trenching Discoverv Process

shall be included in the Draft Monitoring Report. .
b. MMC shall return the Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for revision
or, fo aration of the Final Repo o ‘
c. gecogdjgg Sites with the San Diego Natura] Historv Museum
The PT shail be responsibie for recording (on the appropriate forms) anv
- significant or potentially significant fossil resources encountered during the

aleontological Monitoring Pro in accordance with the Citv’s
Paleontological Guidelines, and submittal of such forms to the San Diego
atural Histo useum with the Final Moniton 0 -
d. shall notify the or Bl._as appropriate, of receipt of the Draft
onitori ort . : -
andling of Fossi] Remainsg - .
2. The PI shall be responsible for e:;su:‘j;; g that al] fossi] femains collected are
cleaped and catalogued : . . :
e a]] be responsible for ens at a]) fossils are agalvzed to identify

ctio d chronologv as thev relate to the historv of the area: that fauna

ma @'al 18 id@'ﬁed as to species: and that specialtv studies are completed. as

aggrogg ate, : ‘
3. Curat) fossﬂ Deed of Gift and Acc ce Verificatio ‘
a, ¢ PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all fossils associated with the
onitoring pre for this proiect are permanently curated with an appropriate
institution. ' - o ' ' ‘

b. The PI shall submit the Deed of Gift and catalogue i'ecordg s) to MMC for
signature by the RE or BL, as appropriate, .
¢. The RE or Bl as aggroggate shall obtain signature on Deed of Gift and shal]

return to MMC, : i
shall return the siened Deed of Gift to the

~ g._The PI sha include the Acceptance Verification from the curation institution to
with subrnittal of the Final Monitorine Reno
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B. Final Monitorine Rf:port( s)

1. The PI shall submit two conies of the Final Menitoring Report to MMC (even 1f
negative). wittiin 80-davs after approval of the draft report, which describes the
resultn. analvsis, and conclusions of the Paleontciogical Momtonnc Program (with

- approvsdate eraphics).

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

V1 PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION:
Draft copies or notice of this Mitigated Negative Declaration were distf_ibuted to:

Federal
U.S. Border Patrol (22)
MCAS Miramar (13)
Jose de Lona, Real Estate Division, Navy (8)
Jennifer Weilbacher, Realty Specialist, Navy (82)
Marine Corps Recruit Dcpot (14)
State of California
Coastal Commussion (48)
Department of Parks and Recreation (40)
Caltrans (31)
 Regional Water Quality Control Board (44)
San Diego County
Department of Environmental Health (DEH) (75)
Planning and Land Use (68)
‘County Public Works
Water Authority (73) -
‘ Clty of San Diego
Mayor’s Office (91)
Councilmember Peters, District 1
Councilmember Zucchet, District 2
Counciimember Atkins, District 3
Councilmember Young, District 4
Councilmember Maienschein, District 5
Counciimember Frye, District 6
Councilmember Madaffer, District 7
Councilmember Inzunza, District 8
Development Services Department
Planming Department .
Clairemont Community Service Center (CSC) (MS 97)
Mid City CSC (MS 94)
Navajo CSC (MS 95)
Carmel Valley CSC (MS 101)
Central CSC
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~ Rancho Bernardo CSC (MS 90)
San Ysidro CSC (MS 93)
Engmeunng and Capital Prcjects (MS 908A)
Dick Rel, Senior Environmental Planner
Nhon Deng, Project Engineer
. Mohsen, Maali, Project Engineer
Collins Solomon, Project Engineer
Pau] Hanna, Project Engineer
Riyadh Makani, Project Engineer
Metropolitan Wastewater Division (MW WD), Richard Grunow
Water Department, Mike Gonzalez _
General Services Department, Anthony Ragine
Mission Bay Park Committee (320) '
Peninsula Community Service Center (389)
Library, Gov’t documents (81)
Parks and Recreanon Department (83)
Others
SD Unified School (125)
SD City Schools {132)
SD Community College (133)
Community Planning Committee (194) : - L
SDGE (144) ‘ . | {
MTDB (115) : : : 5 ' -
SD Transit (112) ' ‘ '
Balboa Park Committee (226)
~ Otay Mesa Nestor Planning Committee (228)
- Otay Mesa Planning Committee (235)
Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee (248)
Greater Golden Hill Planning Committee (259)
Hillcrest Business District (262)
- Serra Mesa Plarming Group (263A)
- Kearny Mesa Town Council (263) :
Linda Vista Community Planning Committee (267)
- La Jolla Community Planning Association (275)
La Jolla Shores Association (272)
Balboa Park Committee (226A)
Presido Park Counci} (MS 93)
College Area Community Council (456)
City Heights Area Planning Comunittee (287)
Mid City Development Corporation (289)
Kensington Talmadge Planning Cominittes (290}
Normal Heights Community Planning Committee (291)
Eastemn Area Planning Committee (302)
Midwey Community Planming Advisory Committee (307)
Mira Mesa Camriunity Planning Group {310) '
Mission Beaci: Precise Planning Board (325)
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Mission Hills Association (327)

Mission Valley Unified Planning Organization (331) .
Navajo Community Planners Inc.(336)

Carmel Mountein Ranch Community Council (344}
Carme! Valley Community Planning Beoard (350)
Del Mar Mesa Cormununity Planning Board (361)
Grezater North Park Planning Committee (363)
Gaslamp Quarter Council (239)

Barreo Station (241)

Tarborview Community Couneil (246)

Centre City Development Corporation (MS 510)
Ocean Beach Planning Board (367) - _

Pacific Beach Community Planning Committes (345)
Old Town Community Planning Committee (368)
San Diego Unified Port Authority (109)

Peninsula Community Planning Board (390)

- Torrey Hills Community Planning Group (444A)

Rancho Penasquitos Planning Board (380)

Rancho Bemardo Community Planning Board (400)
Sabre Springs Planning Group (406B)

Sabre Springs Community Planning Group (407)

- San Dieguido Planning Board (412)

San Pasqual/Lake Hodges Planning Group (426)
Southeastern San Diego Planning Commities (449)
SESD Community Planning Group (449A)
Tierasanta Community Council (462)

Uptown Planners (498)

Murphy Canyon Community Council (463)

Torrey Pones Community, Planning Group (469)
University City Community Plannirg (480) |

San Ysidro Planning and Development Group (433)
Scripps Ranch Comrnunity Planning Group (437)
Miramar Ranch North Planning Committee (439)
Skyline Paradise Hills Planning Committee (443)
Town Council Presidents Association (197)

- Community Planners Council (198)

San Diego Natural History Museum (166)

SD Historical Society (211) ' '
South Coastal Information Center, San Diego State Umvcrsﬂ:y (210)
Save Qur Heritage Organisation (214)

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc. (218)

San Diego Archaeological Center (212)

Dr. Jerry Schaefer (209)

Ron Christinan (215)

Louie Guassac (215A) |

Kumeyazy Cultural Repatriation Comrmittee (225)

-
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Barona Group of Capitan Grande Band of Mission Indians* (225A)
Campo Band of Mission Indians* (225B)
Cuyapaipe Band of Mission Indians* (225C)
inaja and Cosmit Band of Mission Indians* (225D)
Jamu! Band of Mission Indians* (225E)
Posta Band of Mission Indians* (225F)
Manzanita Band of Mission Indians* (225G)
Sycuan Band of Missior F:dians* (225H) , .
Vigjas Group of Capitan Grande Band of Mission Indians* (2251)
Mesa Grande Band of Mission indians* (2257])
San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians* (225K)
Santa Ysabel Band of Dieguefio Indians™® (2251.)
'La Joila Band of Mission Indians* (225M)
Palz Band of Mission Indians* (225N)
Pauma Band of Mission Indians* (2250)
Pechanga Band of Mission Indlans* (225P)
Rincon Band of Luiseno Mission Indians* (225Q)
- Los Coyotes Band of Mission Indians* (225R) '
*PUBLIC NOTICE ONLY

~ VIL RESULTS OF PUBLIC REVIEW:
| () No comments were received during the public input period.

() Comments were received but did not address the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration |
finding or the accuracy/compieteness of the Initial Study. No response is necessary.
The letters are attached. : o

(X) Comments addressing the findings of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration aﬁd/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 chbrﬁng
Program and any Initial Study material are available in the office of the Land Development.
Review Division for review, or for purchase at the cost of reproduction.

)Z WM ' Mirch 14. 2005

Myra Hérredann, Senior Planner o Date of Draft Report
Develgpment Services Department '

April 21, 2005
Date of Final Report

Mav 24. 2005

Date of Revised Final Report
Analyst: I Forburger .
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Development Services Department
LAND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION
1222 First Avenue, Mail Station 501

. San Diego, CA 92101 o ' ,

(619) 446-3460

1 - | ' . INITIAL STUDY
- PTS No. 63654

SUBJECT: Citvwide Pipeline Projects: COUNCIL APFROVAL to allow for the replacement

rehabilitation, relocation, pont repair, open irenching, and abandonment of water
and/or sewer alignments within the Citf{ of San Diego. Proposed work would be
located within City of San Diego public rights-of-way (paved streets) including
areas devoid of potentially sensitive biological resources. As such, the proposed
%roggcts would not be located within ‘or adjacent to the City of San Diego’s Multi-

abitat Planning Area (MHPA), The proposed project sites. would be located
within any community planning areas. Applicants: City of San Diego Engineering
and Capital Projects Department (EC&P?, City of San Diego Water Department, -

and City of San Diego Metropolitan Waste Water Division (MWWD).
PURPOSE AND MAIN FEATURES:

The proposed project would allow for the replacement rehabilitation, relocation, point
repair, new trenching, and abandonment of water and/or sewer alignmments where the
entire construction footprint, including staging areas and other areas (such as access)
necessary for temporary construction use, would be located within the City of San Diego
public right-of-way (PROW), public easements, including areas devoid of potentially
sensitive biological resources. Proposed projects would not be located adjacent or within
close proximity to the City of San Diego’s Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA) where
construction activities and/or associated noise would exceed 60 dBA hourly LEQ at the
edge of any protected species occupied MHPA. The proposal may include planned
pipeline construction within private easements from the PROW to the service commection.
A signed agreement between the City and the property owner would be required for work
conduced on private property. The areas proposed for pipeline construction would be
devoid of potentially sensitive biciogical resources. ‘ '

Projects to be included in the analysis contained herein would consist of Sewer and/or
Water Group Jobs, Trunk Sewers, large diameter water pipeline projects, manholes, and
other necessary appurtenances. All equipment would be staged in existing right-of-ways
adjacent to the proposesd work area. Duning the construction phase of the project,
anticipated work hours would occur during the daytime, Monday through Friday. The
contractor would comply with the requirements described in the Standard Specifications
Jor Public Works Construction, and California Department of Transportation Manual of
Traffic Controls for Construction and Maintenance Work Zones. 1f the Average Daily
Traffic (ADT) within the proposed project’s vicinity is 10,000 ADT or greater, a traffic
control plan would be prepared and implemented in accordance with the City of San
Diego Standard Drawings Manual of Traffic Control for Construction and Maintenance
Work Zones. For propasals subject to 10,000 ADT or less, traffic control may be
managed through shop drawings during construction. Construction methods to be
employed would consist of, but not be limited to:

Open Trenching: The open trench method of construction would be used [or comiplete -
replacement and new alignment portions of the Project. Trenches are typically four feet
wide and arc dug with excavators and similar large construction equipment.
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Rehabxhtatlon Rehabilitation of alignment involves installing 2 new lining in old pipes.
The insertion is done through existing manhole access points and does not require

‘removal of pavement or excavation of soils.

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

Potholing: Potholmc would be used to VGI'Lfy reconnection of laterzls to mains where
lines would be ralsed or realigned (higher than existing depth but still below ground) or
to verify uiility.crossings. These ‘potholes’ are made by usmg vacuum type equipment to
open up small holes mto the street or pavement. .

Point Repairs: Point Repairs include replacing a portion ofa pipe segment ‘by open
trench excavation methods in which localized structural defects have been identified.

- Generally, point repairs are confined 1o an eight-foot section of pipe.

The following near term projects have been reviewed by the City of San Diego
Development Services Department (DSD) for compliance with the Land Development
Code and as such, have been determined to be exempt from obtaining a Site
Development Permit and Coastal Development Permit. Furthermore, the projects would
not result in any. s1gmﬁcant effects to the environment or pose smmﬁcant risk to public
health and safety. The projects would involve excavations within areas having 2 high
potential to yield archaeological as well as paleontological resources. Mitigation would .
be required to reduce potentxally adverse effects to archaeological and paleontological
resources during construction activities. In addition, the contract documents would
include specific storm water pollution control and management requirsments in
compliance with the Federal Clean Water Act, Municipal Storm Water/National Pollutant

Discharge Elimination System Permit. Pipeline projects which are located within the

California Coastal Commission (CCC) jurisdiction may require CCC approval and
issuance of a State Coastal Development Permit.

Sewer Greun Job 822. Proiect Numb.er' 45829

The project would consist of 6, 930 total inear feet of sewer plpes which includes
approxzmaiely 2,710 feet of replacement in place (2,710 feet is to be replaced deeper '
than existing), 4, 220 feet of new alignment, and 4,480 fest of abandonment. The

proposed depth of the sewer alignment varies from seven-feet to 18-feet. The project
would also consist of 2,692 total linear feet of water pipes. The proposed project would .
be located within the public right-of-way of Imperial Avenue, Ocean View Boulevard, T
Street., 45th Street, West Street, 46th Street, and a portion of the alley between 45th St
and West Street The project a.hgnment is located within the Southeastern San Diego
Commumty Plan area (Figure 1). ,

Sewer and Water Group Job 772. Project Number: 46878

The proposed project would consist of the replacement of approximately 1,700 linear feet
of sewer main and 660 linear fest of water main, approximately 5,047 linear feet of sewer
abandonment, and the addition of 3,900 linear feet of new sewer main. The proposed

- project ahonment is located Wﬁhln the public rights-of-way of Dick Street, Collier

Avenue, Adams Avenne, 50™ Str eet, Altadena A venuce, and 51% Street Wlthln the
Kensmrrton/T almadge Community Plannmg area {Figure 2).
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Sewer Group Job 783, Project Number: 47736

The proposed project would consist of the replacement of approximately 12,137 linear
fest of sewer main, installation of 2,061 linear feet of new sewer main, and rehabilitation -
0f 245 linear feet of eustmg sewer mmn The proposed project ahnnment is located
within the pubhc rights-cf-way of 69 Street, Mohawk Street, 70 Street El Cajon
Boulevard, 72™ Stieet Harbinson Avenue, Amherst Avenue, and 73™ Street in the
College Area Commumty Plan area (P1gure 3).

Sewer and Water Group Job 754, Project Nurhber: 47965

~ The propdsed project would consist of the replacement of approximately 5,350 linear feet

of existing sewer main, addition of approximately 1,669 linear feet of new sewer main,
and the replacement of approximately 167 linear feet of existing water main. The
proposed project alignment is located within the public rights-of-way of Strand Way,
Morena Boulevard, Sioux Avenue, Kenosha Avenue, Moraga Avenue and Elsinore Place
within the Claucrnont Mesa plan area (FIC"UI‘C 4).

'Sewcr and Water Group 796. Prm ect Number: 525 53

The proposed project would consist of the replacement of 13, 835 linear fest of existing
six-inch vitrified clay sewer main with eight-inch PVC pipe. The majority of the -
proposed work would be replace-in-place. The proposal includes the abandonment of
3,340 hncr feet of existing sewer. Approxlmately 1,230 linear feet of water main is
proposed for replacement. The prupuscu prO_] ect angnmcm is located within the puouc
rights-of-way of Livingstone Street, 69" Street North, Nassau Drive, Aragon Drive,
Suffolk Drive, Rockland Street, Waite Drive, Racine Drive, Zena Dnve Meridian .
Avenue, Lemarand Avenue, and 54™ Street within the Eastern Area Commumty Plamming

area (Flcrure S)

LaJ olla/Paciﬁc Beach Trunk Sewer Number 3, Proj ect Number'- 39430

The proposed prog ect would consist of the replaccment of approximately 6,850 linear fest
of 33-inch trunk sewer and 27-inch trunk sewer, Open trench method of construction

would be employed. for installing the new trunk sewer mains. Due to the new alignment,
95 percent of the pipeline would be located in new trenches and five percent would be
located in an existing trench. The proposed project alignment is located within the public
right-of-way of Balboa Avenue, Olney Street, Thomas Avenue, Noyes Street, Morrell
Strest, Pacific Beach Drive, Honeycutt Street, Fortuna Avenue, Sequoia Street, Crown
Point Drive, and La Playa Avenue within the Pacific Beach Commumty Plannmg area
(Figure 6). _

Subs‘;equeut Pipeline Project Review (Long Term)

. Future applications for the replacement rehabilitation, relocation, point repair, open
trenching, and abandonment of water and/or sewer pipeline alignments as indicated in the

Purpose and Main Features discussion of the Initial Study within the City of San Diego
would be reviewed for potential impacts and consistency with this Mitigated Neoatlve
Declaration, Where it can be determined that the project is consistent with this Mitigated
Negative Declaration, if the project alignment and/or staging areas does not impact

' pmcntiaﬂv gensitive biological resources, and no additional potentiaily significant

impacts would result pursuant to Section 15162 of the State of Californiz Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), ar addendum to this Mitigated Negative Declaratinn would be
prepared. The addendum would discuss the speciﬁcs of each project inciuding the
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. location, environmental setting, and construction methods. Where the projects are

Page 4

inconsistent with the assumption in this environmental document or in the event an
impact would result, 2 determination of environmental document to be prepared would be
made based on completion of an Initial Study. Proposed pipeline projects which are less
than one mile in length would continue to qualify for a Statutory Exemption pursuant to
Section 15282 (1) "Pipeline” of the State CEQA Guidelines. . . '

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

The proposed project alignments would be located within various public rights-of-way
withun the City of San Diego. All proposed alienments would be located outside of
Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL) and the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA).
Proposed alignments may be located within the State Coastal Zone and/or within the City
of San Diego Coastal Zone. Surrounding land uses within the proposed project vicinities
may include, but not be limited to, single-family residential, multi-family residential,
commercial, industrial, parking lots, and public rights-of-way. ‘ :

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: Se attached Initial Study checklist.
DISCUSSION: -

The following environmental issues were analyzed and deterrnined to be significant:
HISTORICAL RESOURCES (ARCHAEOLOGY), PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES, AND

______ '

INOISE

HISTORICAL RESOURCES (ARCHAEOLOGY)

San Diego County is known for intense and diverse prehistoric occupation and important
archasological resources. These argas have been inhabited by various cultural groups
spanning 10,000 years or more. Camp sites and villages have been recorded from Del
Mar to Tijuana. Additionally, previously recorded archaeological sites consisting of both
prehistoric and/or historic resources have been identified within a one-mile radius of the
proposed project alignments. Based on this information, there is a potential that buried

-archaeological resources could be impacted during excavation for new and/or deeper

trenches. Therefore, trenching activities could result in significant impacts to
archaeological resources. c ‘ '

To reduce this impact to below a level of significance, a preconstruction record search
would be required and utilized to determine areas of high to moderate resource potential.
The predetermined areas would be monitored by a qualified archaeclogist 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 wouid be prepared and implemented. These requirements are outlined in

Section V., Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, of the Mitigated Negative
Declaration. . ‘

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES .

The geologic formations which could underlie the proposed project alignments consist of
the formations which are assigned “High” and “Moderate™ resource sensitivities, Basad
on the sensitivity of the affected formation and the propencd zxcavation depths, the
project could result in significant impacts to paleontological recources. To reduce this
impact to below a level of siznificarce, sxcavation within previously undisturbed
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formations at a depth of 10 or more feet would be monitored by 2 qualified '
paleontolagist, If paleontological deposits are discoversd, excavation would temporarly

-cease to allow evaluation, recordation, and recovery of meaterial, These requirements are

outlined in Section V. Mltlcratlon Monitoring and Reporting Program, of the Mitigated
Negative Declaration. .

The following envxrunmental issues were analyzed and determined to be less than

significant: WATER QUALITY, HEALTH AND SAFETY/HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, AND
NOISE.

" WATER QUALITY

Best Management Practices (BMPs) are required during construction activities which
would include (but is not limited to) features such as storm drain inlet protection, catch
basin inlet protection, stabilized construction entrance/exit areas, and silt fencing. Storm
drain inlet protection consisting of gravel bags and filter fabric such as polyethylene or.
polypropylene would be placed around curb inlets. Catch basin inlet protection would be -
specified in paved.areas by using filter fabric over catch basin grates. Specifications for
stabilized construction enfrance/exit areas would be provided to minimize transport of .

- sediment pff-site, Silt fences and fiber rolls would be specified to minimize surface

transport of sediments. The construction contractor would be required to prepare and use
a Sewer Spill Prevention and Response Plan. The implementation of BMP’s as stated in
the contract documents in accordance with the City’s Stormwater Regulations would
reduce water quality impacts to a below level of 51gmﬁcance

| HEALTH AND SAFETY/HAZARDOUS WTERLALS

The County of San Diego Department of Environmental Health (DEH) Hazardous
Materials Establishment Listing database identifies potentially hazardous material release
sites thronghout the City of San Diego. As a result, 2 DEH website search was conducted
for the projects listed above resulting in “open™ sites along several alignments. As such,
trenching activities in this area could possibly encounter some petroleum-contaminated .
soils. Therefore, the proposed projects would include language within specifications and
Contract Documents which address the handling of hazardous materials. Compliance
with the County (DEH) Hazardous Materials pcrrmttmg requirements and an approved
health and safety plan would reduce potentially significant impacts for the identified
{near term) and future (long term) projects to below a level of significance; therefore, no
it} Ea‘non isrequired.

NOISE

Noise is generally defled as unwanted or annoying sound that is typically associated with

" human activity and which interferes with or disrupts normai activities. Although

exposure 10 high noise levels has been demonstrated to cause hearing loss, the principal -
human response to environmental noise is annoyance. The response of individual to
simiiar noise events is diverse and influenced by the type of noise, the perceived
importance of the noise, and its appropriateness in the setting, time of day, they type of
activity emitting the noise, and the sensitivity of the individual hearing the sound. Sound
levels are usually measurcd and expressed in units of decibels (dB). Community Noise
Equivalent Level (CNEL) is defined as an average sound level dunng a 24-hour period.
CNEL results form the summation of the hourly average noise levels (Leq), which
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includes the addition of five decibels to sound levels in the evening from 7:00 p.m. to —
- 10:00 p.m., and a ten decibel addition to nighttime noise produced form 10:00 p.m. to

7:00 2m. ch 1s an average noise level based on the average energy content of sound

rather than the average sound pressure level. CNEL recognizes that noise annoyance is

related to duration, how often the noise is present how 10:10 it persists, and when it

ocecurs.

Potenual noise from construction of the p1pe11nes projects may- affect land uses along the .
proposed alignments. The uses included, but not limited to, residential, commercial,
“schools, and churches, all of which would be subject to short-term construction noise
associated with the heavy equipment used during the construction operation. This effect
would be short-term in nature because the noise would be associated with construction
activities, which would vary along the proposed alignments as different construction
-activities occur. A noise permit would be required from the Noise Abatement and
- Control Administrator for construction work to be conducted during the evening hours

pursuant to Municipal Code Section 59.5.0404. Because the construction noise would be
short-term and construction activities would comply with the City of San Diego -

Notise Ordinance, potenual noise impacts are considered insignificant,

V. RECOMI\/IENDATION

On -the bas1s of this unnal evaluation:

The prc“csed nrotect would not havwve 2 eirmificant affart on the environment

and 2 NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared. -

X Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be 2 significant effect in this case because the
mitigation measures described in Section IV above have been added to the
project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared.

___ The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT should be reqmred

PROIECT ANALYST: K. Forburger

Figure 1: Location Map— Sewer Group Job 822

Figure 2: Location Map— Sewer and Water Group Job 772
Figure 3: Location Map— Sewer Group Job 783

Figure 4: Location Map- Sewer and Water Group Job 754
Figure 5 3 Location Map- Sewer and Water Group 796

Figure 6: Location Map- La Jolla/Pacific Beach Trunk Sewer Number 3
Initial Study Checklist _

Aftachments:

NOUIW R
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Initial Study Checklist

Date: June 6, 2004

Project No.:' 63654
I1L. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: Name of Project:  Citywide Pipeline Projects

The purpose of the Initial Study is to identify the potential for significant environmental impacts
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 information which forms
the basis for deciding whether to prepare an Environmental Impact Report, Negative Declaration
‘or Mitigated Negative Declaration. This Checklist provides a means to facilitate early

* envirorsmental assessment. However, subseguent to this preliminary review, modifications to the
project may mitigate adverse impacts. Alt answers of "yes" and "maybe" indicate that there is a
potential for significant environmental impacts and these determinations are explained in Secnon
IV of the Imitial Study.

Yes Mavbe No
L AESTI—IETICS / N'EIGI—IBORHOOD CHARACTER ~ Will the proposal result in:

A, The obsu*uctlon of any vista or scenic
' view from a public viewing area?
No obstmctlons of any vistas or scenic Views

)

B. The creation of a negative aesthetic site or project?
The nroposed project would not create a negative
" aesthetic.

2

C. Project bulk, scale, materials, or style which would
be Incompatible with surrounding development?
The proposed renlacement rehabilitation. relocation.
point repair. open trenching. and/or abandonment of
water and/or sewer alignments within the City of

- Sag Diego would be compatible with the
smrounding development.

X

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

I

E. The loss of any distinctive or landmark tree(s), or a
stand of mature trees?
No such loss would result.

et

F. Substantial change in topography or ground
surface relief features?
No such change would result.

b




Yes Mavbe

0 0 Og The Joss, covering or thodification of any
- unique geologic or physical features such
as a natural canyon, sandstone bluff, rock
outcrop, or hillside with a slope in excess
of 25 percent?
No such loss would result as alI nronosed work is
confined to City of San Diego public-rights-of-way.

H. Substantial light or glars?
No such impact would result.

1. Substantial shading of other properties?
-+ No shading would result from project

mpicmcntatlon

0. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES / NATURAL RESOURCES /I\/DNERAL
RESOURCES — Would the proposal result in:

. A. The loss of availability of a known mineral

-~ resource (e.g., sand or gravel) that would be
of value to the region and the residents of the state?
No such loss wouid result.

B. The conversion of agricultural land to

- nonagricultural use or impairment of the
agricultural productivity of agricultural land?
No agricultural land exists within the project
alignment .-

I AR QUALITY — Would the proposal: ’

A. Conflict with or obstruct implementatic;n of the
. applicable air quality plan?
No such impact would result.

B. “Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or proj jected
-air quality violation?
No such violation would resuit.

C. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
No such gxposure would result.

D. Create objectionable odors affecting 2
substantial number of peopie?
No such creation would result.

E. Exceed 106 pounds per day of Partlculate Matter 10
(dust)?
Dust would be generatad temporarilv durine
construction only and weuld be controlled
with standard construction practices as specified in
- the Contract Documents.

I

[
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F. Alter air movement in the arez of the proj ect'?
No such alteration would result,

G. Cause a substantial alteration in moisture, or'
iemperature, or any change in climate, either locally
or regionally?

- No such chan ge would result

IV. BIOLOGY - Would the proposal result in:

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

No such reduction would result as all proposed wo;l_c
would include areas devoid of potentiallv sensitive
biological resources. As such. the proposed projects

would not be located within or adiacent to the Citv of

San Diego’ 8 Multi—Habitat Planning A.raa (MHPA).

B. A substantial changc in the diversity of any species of
animals or plants?
No such change would result. See IV. A,

C. Introduction of invasive species of plants mto the
" area?

No invasive nlant species would be proposed.

E. 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, See TV.A.

E. An impact to a sensitive habitat, including, but not

" lirnited to streamside vegetation, aquatic, riparian, oak
woodland, coastal sage scrub or chaparral?
No such impact would result. See [V.A .

F. An impact on City, State, or federally regulated
weflands (including, but not limited to, coastal
salt marsh, vemal pool, lagoon, coastal, ete.) through -
direct rernoval filling, hydrologicai mterrupnon or
~ other means?
No such impact would resulf. no wetland habitat

occurs on the propesed project sites. See TV, A,

G. Conflict with the provisions of the City’s Multiple
Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan or other
approved local, regional or state habitat conservation

plan?
No such conflict would result. Sec VA,

L

I
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E RGY 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, ‘

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
failure, or similar hazards?

The project sites are located within various
geologic hazard zones. Proper engineering design
would epsure that the potential for seolo gic impacts
from remonal hazards would be insienificarit,

B. Resultina substannal increase in wind or water
erosion of soils, either on or off the site?
No such increase would result.

~ C. Belocated on 2 geologic unit or soil that is unstable

VIL

or that would become unstable as a result of the

_r\rh?nr'f and ﬂnfen'h'ﬂlv reenlt in on- or nff-cife

LIPS

la.ndshdc lateral sprcadmg, subsidence, liguefaction
or collapse'?
See VI. A.

HISTORICAL RESOURCES - Would the proposal result in:

A. Alteration of or the destructlon ofa prehlstonc or.
historic archaeclogical site?
See Initial Studv Discigsion.

B. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric
or historic building, structure, object, or site?
See Initial Studv Discussion. :

C. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to an
architecturally significant buﬂdmg, structure, or

object?
No structures exist within the proposed project
alienments.

D. Any impact to existing rehgmus or sacred uses within
thé potential impact area? |
No existing religions or sacred uses occur on-site.

" E. The disturbance of any human remains, including

those interred outside of formai cemeteries?
SesVILA.

=

ss Mavbe
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VII. HUMAN HEALTE / PUBLIC SAFETY / HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS: Would the proposal:

A. Create any known health hazard (excludmcr

mental health)?

The Countv of San Diego Department of
Environmental Health (DEH) Hazardous
Materials Establishment Listing database
1dentifies potentially hazardous material
release sites throughout the City of San Dieco.
As aresult. 2 DEH website search was -

" conducted for the nrojects listad above

resulting in “‘open’ sites alone several

aliecnments. As such. trenching activities in

this area could possibly encounter some
petroleum-contaminated soils. Therefore. the

. provosed projects would incinde lancuacs

within specifications and Contract Documents
which address the handling of hazardous materials,
See Initial Studv Discussion.

. Expose people or the environment to a significant
hazard through the routine transport, 1se or disposal
of hazardous materials?

See VIIL. A,

. Crezate a future risk of an expiosion or the release of
hazardous substances (including but not limited to

gas, oil, pesticides, chernicals, radiation, or explosives)?
See VITI. A, :

. Impair implementation of, or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

The proposed proiects would not irpair or interfere
with an adonted emergency pian. :

. Belocated on = sife which is included on a 'nst of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a2 result,
create a significant hazard to the public or
enwronment"

No sites have been 1dent1ﬁed

. Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

No such hazards would result. -

o

I ¢
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HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY — Would the proposal
result in:

A, Anincrcase in pollutant discharges, including down
stream sedimentation, to receiving waters during or
following construction? Consider water quality ‘
parameters such as temperature dissolved oxvgen,
turbidity and other typical storm water pollutants,
Compliance with the City of San Diego Storm’
Water Standards is required and Best Management
Practices would be incorporated into the project
specifications. Therefore. no mitication is reguired.

B. Anincrease in impervious surfaces and associated
increased runoff?
See X A.

~C. Substantial alteration to on- and off-site drainage
patterns due to changes in runoff flow ratesor
volumes?
- The project would not substa.ntlallv alter drainage
- patterns.

- D. Discharge of identified pollutants to an already

mlpalred water body (as listed on the Clean Water
Act Sectior 303(d) list)? '
No such dlscha:rcre would resuit.

E. A potentially significant adverse impact on ground
water quality?
No such impact would result.

F. Cause or contribute to an exceedance of apphcable
surface or groundwater receiving water quality
objectives or degradation of beneficial uses?

No such exeedance wouid result.

LAND USE - Wouid the proposal result in:

A. A land use which is inconsistent with the adopted
community plan land use designation for the site or
conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over a

. project?
The projects would be consistent with the
applicable Communitv Plan.

B. A conflict with the goals, objectives and
recommendations of the community plan in which it
18 located?
No such conflict weuid result.

b
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X1

. A conflict with adopted cnv1ronmental plans,
including applicable habitat conservation plans ‘
" adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect for the area?
No such conflict would result. See X. A.

D. Physically divide an established community?
Pronosed project would not phvsically divide an
established communitv.

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

No such impact would result.

NOISE - Would the proposal resut in:

A. A significant increase in the existing ambient noise

levels?
No such increase wounld result, Address mght work
and construction noise.

B, Exposure of people to noise ievels which exceed the
City's adopted noise ordinance?
See XI. A, :

~ 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 XL A. -

 PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the

proposal impact 2 unique paleontological Tesource or -
site or unique geologic feature?
See Initial Studv Discussion.

POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the proposal: :

A. Induce substantlal populatlon growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
The proposed project would not induce population
growth.

B. Displace substantial pumbers.of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement
- housing elsewhere’? .
The project would not disnlace or necessitaie
the construction of housing.

1es  vidvDe

>

b

= % =5

I

<

I

[



ad

es Mavbe

000680

C. Alter the planned location, disﬁ'ibution, density or -

growth rate of the population of an area?
The proiect would not alter the population of the
communitv,

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES — Would the proposal have an effect
upon, or result in 2 need for new or altered governmental services
in any of the followinc areas;

A, Fire protectx on?

. Parks or other recreational facilities?

. Maintenancé of public facilities, including roads?

. Other governmental services?

. The project doss not include recreational facilities

No additional fire protection services would be

required.

. Police protection?
No additional police protection would be reguired.

. Schools?

No chanee to existine schools would occur.

Existing access to recreational areas would not be
affected. :

Existing public facilities would not be affected.

Ex1st1n° services would remain unaffected

: RECREATIONAL RESOURCES Would the pr0posal result in:

A Would the project increase the use of existing

neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility woild occur or be
accelerated?

or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities.

. Does the project include recreational facilities or

require the construction or expansion of recreational -

- facilities which might have an adverse physical

effect on the epvironment?
See XV. A, ‘
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/CERCULATION Would the proposal |
resultin:

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

I
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B. Anincrease in projected traffic which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the
street system?

No such increzse would result.

" C. Anincreased demand for off-site parking? |

No parking 15 propesed wnh the Citvwide Pipelines
Proiect. .

D. Effects on existing parking?
© No such effects would result,

E. Substantial impacf upon existing or planned

transportation systems?
" Project would not impact existing or planned

fransportation svstems. A trafnq 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 result.

G. Increase in traffic hazards for motor vehicles,

Aﬁ!‘f‘?“! ans Ana [ :RossstaTalar i
bicyelists or ped ne to 2 proposed, non-

standard design feature (e.g., poor sight distance or
driveway onto an access-restricted roadway)?
Projsct would not increase traffic hazards for motor
vehicles. bicvelists or pedesirians.

H. A conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs
supporting alternative transportation modcls (e.g.
bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
- See XVLE gbOVe

. UTILITIES — Would the proposal result in 2 need for new

systems, or require substantial alterations to existing
utilities, including:

A, Natural gds?
Existing ntiliies would not be affected.

B. Communications systems? '
Existine utilities would not bc affected.

C. Water?,
The pronosed project consists of the renlacement
rehabilitation, relocation. point repair. open

trenching, and abandonment of water alisnments
within the Citv of San Diegoa,

3
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D. Sewer?
The proposed project consists of the renlacement
rehabilitation. relocation, point repair. open
trenching, and abandonment of sewer ali enments
within the City of San Diego. - ‘

- E. Storm water drainage?
No chancre in drainage patterns is anticipated.

L

F. Solid waste disposal?
Existing service would remain unaffccted

XVIL WATER CONSERVATION — Would the proposal _resulf in:

A. Use of excessive amounts of water? ,
The project would not require the use of excessive
amounts of water. :

B. Landscaping which is predommanﬂy non—drought
resistant vegetation?
No landscaping is proposed.

3
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A. Does the proj ect have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

See Initial Studv Discussion.

B. Doss the project have the potential 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 proiect would not result in an impact
to long-term environmnental goals.

10
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C. Does the project have impacts which are
000 6@1 jvidually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
Aproject may impact on two Or more separate
=sources where the impact on sach resource is
-relatively small, but where the effect of the total of
those impacts on the environment is s1gnificant.)
The proposed project would not result in cumujative
impacts.

et

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 environmental
effects which would cause substanmal efxects
on human bemos

I
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST
' 'REFERENCESJ
Aeétﬁeti-cé / Neighborhood Character
City of -San Diego Pro gress Guide and General Plan.
Community Plan. |
Local Coastal Plan.

Agricultural Resources / Natural Resources / Mineral Resources

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Survey San Diego Area, California, Part Tand 0,
1973.

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

Division of Mines an and Ceolow Special Report 153 - Significant Resources Maps,
Air

California Clean Air Act Guidelines (Indirect Source Control Programs) 1990.
Regional Air Quality Strategies (RAQS) - APCD.

Sife Specific Report:

Biology

City of San chvo Mulnple Spemes Conservatlon Program (MSCP), Subarea Plan,
1997 -

City of San Diego, MSCP "Vecetahon Commumues with Sensitive Species and Vernal
Pools" maps, 1996. ' :

City of San-Diego, MSCP, "Multiple Habitat Planning Area"” maps, 1997,
Commumty Plan - Resource Element.
Caiifornia Depariment of Fish and Game, California Natural Diversity Database, "State

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

AR

California Department of Fish & Game, California Natural Diversity Database,
"State and Federally-listed Endangered and Threatened Animals of California,”
January 2001.

City of San Diego Land Development Code Biology Guidelines.

Energy

Geology/Soils
City of San Diego Seismic Safety Study.

U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Survey - San Diego Area, California, Part I and I,
December 1573 and Part III, 1975.

I-Iistorical Resources .

City of ‘San Diego Historical Resources Guideli-nesl.

City of San Diego Archasology Library.:

Historical Resources Board List.

Comrmunity Historical Survey:

Human Health / Public Sﬁfety / Hazardous Materials |

San Diego County Hazardous Materials Environmental Assessment L'isting, County
Website, .

- San Diego County Hazardous Materials Management Division |

FAA Determination

State Assessment and Mitigation, Unauthorized Release Listing, Public Use Authorized
1995, , :

- Alrport Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

Site Spé:ciﬁc Reﬁaort:
Hydrology/Water VQu ality
Piood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA); Nationél Flood Insurance Prbgram -
Flood Boundary and Floodway Map.
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- Site Specific Report:

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

‘ httn /www.swreb.ca. oov/rmdlf303d lists.htmi).

Land Use

City of San DIEUO Procrrﬂss Guide and General Plan.

‘Com.mumty Plans.

* Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan

City of San Diego Zoning Maps

' FAA Determination

Noise

- Community Plans

Land Development Code -

San Diego International Airport - -Lindberlgh Ficld CNEL Maps,
Brown Field Airport Master Plan CNEL Maps. |
Mon-tgomery Field CNEL Maps.

San Diego Association of Governments - San Diego Regional Average Weskday Traffic
Volumes.

San Dlego Metropohtan Area Average Weekday Trafﬁc Volum'= Maps, SAND AG
City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

. : Paleontolocrlcal Resources

City of San Diego Paleontological Guidelines. .
Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh, "Paleontological Resources City of San Dleoo,"
Denartment of Palﬂontology San Diego Natural History Museum, 1996.

Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Petcrson, "Geology of the San Diego Mefropolitan
Area, California. Del Mar, La Jolla, Point Loma, La Mesa, Powzay, and SW 1/4
Escondido 7 1/2 Minute Quadranvles " California Division of Mines and Geology
Bulletin 200, Sacramento 1975.

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

Otay Mesa Quadra.ncrles Southern San D1ecro Metropolitan Area, Californie," Map Sheet
29, 1977.

14
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[ DOCKET SUPPORTING INFORMATION DATE:
8'7 CITY OF SAN DIEGO
QUAL OPPORTUNITY CONTRACTING PROGRAM EVALUATION | September 18, 2007

102
10/16

SUBJECT: As Needed Environmental Services Contract 2007 thru 2010

m—— ——————— ——

p— P—————— —

GENERAL CONTRACT INFORMATION

Recommended Consultant:  Helix Environmental Planning, Inc.
Amount of this Action: $500,000
Funding Source: . City of San Diego

SUBCONTRACTOR PARTICIPATION

Affinis Environmental Services (Other) $ 50,000 10%
Kimley-Horn & Associates, Inc. (Other) $ 15,000 3%
Ninyo & Moore (MBE/Hispanic Male) ' $ 15,000 3%
Scientific Resources Associated (WBE/Caucasian Femaie) $ 15,000 3%
Stantec Consulting (Other) $ 15,000 3%
Total Certified Participation S 30,000 6%
Total Other Participation $ 80,000 16%
Total Participation $110,000 22%

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMPLIANCE

Equal Opportunity: Required

Helix Environmental Planning, Inc. submitted a Work Force Report for their San Diego employees dated
September 11, 2007, indicating 77 employees in the Administrative Work Force. The Administrative Work
Force Analysis indicates under representations in the following categories:

. Blacks in Professional
Hispanics in Mgmt & Financial, Professional and Administrative Support
Asians in Mgmt & Financial and Professional
Filipinos in Mgmt & Financial and Professional

EOC Staff is concerned about the under representations in the firm’s workforce report and therefore, has
requested an Equal Opportunity Plan.

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

The Work Force Analysis is attached.

il
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GAEOCPALL EOC DOCS\1472B onsultantiHelix - As Needed Environmental - 091307.doc
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Fila: Admin WOFO 2000

Cify of San DiegorEqual Opportunity Confracting

Date WOFO Submitted: /1112007 Goats rafiect statigtical latior force WORK FORCE ANALYSI|S REPORT.
Input by: SH avaliability for the foltowing: 2000 CLFA . FOR
{San Diego, CA Company: Helix Environmental
1. TOTAL WORK FORCE:
CLFA Black CLFA I CLFA Aslan CiFA Ainerican Indian CLFA Filipina Whnite Other
Goals | 1] F Goals 2] F Goalg M F Goals " F Goals M F M F M F
Mgmt 8 Financial 1I% 0 1 11.9% ,: o 1 6.2% 1] o C4% 0 [ B.2% ] 4] 1 a o [¢]
Professional 4.0% o L] 12 6% 1 1 6.5% o t 05% L] 0 6.5% ] 4] 15 21 1 1]
ASE, Science, Computer 2.8% 0 L] 7.3% 0 0 18.2% 0 0 S 03% )] ] 16.2% 0 0 0 1 0 a
Technlcal 6.6% o ] 14.6% L] a 17.2% 0 0 0.4% ] 0 17.2% 1] 0 2 L] 0 1}
Sales 3.9% 0 [} 19.5% o [} 6.8% 0 0 0.6% ] 0 8.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0
Administrative Support 7.0% 1] 3 20 8% o 1 B.B% 1 0 0.6% 0 .0 B.8% 4] t 2 5 0 0
Services 5.5% o - [} 38.9% 4 0 8.7% 0 0 06% ] o 0.7% 0 0 0 0 [} 0
Crafts 4.5% [} 0 258% 4 (1] 9.1% 0 0 07% n 0 9.1% 0 0 o 0 [} 0
Operative Workers 43% (L o 38.6% 1] 0 208% ] 0 0.3% ] a 20.8% Q 0 o L] Q 0
Transporiation B.1% [} 1} 32.1% L} 0 45% 0 0 05% ] [} 4.5% [ 0 0 L} 0 0
Laborers 4.4% [} [ 54.0% [4 0 4.1% 1] 0 0.5% 0. ¢ 4.1% [} 0 [ 0 [ 0
TolAL N N N S T O N e T 4 | T ST | L+ T o}
TOTAL EMPLOYEES Femate
ALL 3 Goals
HOW TO READ TOTAL WORK FORCE SECTION: Mgmt & Financial 21 1 10 30.8% HOW TO READ EMPLOYMENT ANALYSIS SECTION:
Professional 40 17 23 59.5%
ABE, Science, Computer 1 [} 1 22.3%
The Information blacks in Seclion 1 (Tolal Work Force) Technical 2 2 [ 49.0% The percentages histed in (e goals column are calcutaied
identify tha absoluta number of the firm's employess. Sales ] 0 1] 49.4% by multiplying ihe CLFA goals by the number of
Each emplayea is listed In theif respactive ethric/gander Administrative Support 3 3 10 73.2% employees in that job category. The number Ir that
and employment category. Tha percenlages listed under Services 1] [} 4] 62 3% column repi the p ge of zach p
the hesding of “CLFA Goa's™ are {he Counly Labor Force Crafts 0 (1] o BE&% group that should be emplayed by the firm to meet Ihe
Avaltability goals for each employ snd igender Operative Workers (] [+] o 38.7% CLFA goal. A regative number will be shewn in the
calegory. Transportation 0 4 0 15.2% discrepancy cofumn for sach underrepresentad goal of at
Laborers D 1] 1] 11.1% Jeast 1,00 pasition.
II. EMPLOYMENT ANALYSIS TOTAL [omr T s [ e ]
Black I Hispanlc Aslan Amertca 3 Indlan Filipino Female
Goals_ | Actual |Discrepand  Goals | Actual_|Discrepand  Goa2is | Actusl |Discrepand Goals | Actual [Distrepand  Goals | Actual [Discrepan]. Goals Attual | Discrepant,
Mgmt & Financial 069 1 WA 250 1 1.50) 1.30 0 1.30) .08 [ NA 1.30 [} {1.30) 8.38 10 1.64
Profassional 1.60 ] {1.60) 504 2 {3.04) 260 1 {1.60) 020 L MN/A 260 [ (2.60) 23.80 23 NA
A&E, Science, Computer 0.03 0 NIA o.07 o NIA 0.18 0 MNA o.00 [ NA, a.18 [} MNIA 022 1 A
Tachnical 0.13 0 NiA 0.30 [3} NA 0.34 o N/A .01 4 M/A 034 [} N/A 0.98 o A
Sales .00 Q 0.00 6.00 o 00 0.00 o 0.00 0.00 4 000 - 0.00 [ e.00 o000 [ .00
Adminlstrative Support o091 3 2.00 270 1 {1.70} 1.14 1 NIA 0.08 o NiA 114 L) N/A 9.52 10 WA
Services 000 0 0.00 0.00 [ 0.00 0.00 o 0.00 0.00 C 0.00 0.00 [ 0.00 0.00 1] 0.00
Crafts 0.00 a ¢.00 0.00 a 0.00 0.00 ] 0.00 000 ¢ 0.00 0.00 a 0.00 @00 4] 0.00
Operative Workers 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.0 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 g 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.co 1} 000
Transportation 000 0 000 000 0 000 0.00 o 0.00 0.00 [3 0.co 0.00 0 000 0.00 0 000
Laborers 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 . 0.00 [} 0.00 0.00 C 0,00 0.00 D 0.00. 0.00 0 0.00

Goals are set by job categories for each protected group. An underrepresentation is indicated by a negative number, but if the
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DISCREPANCY Is less than -1,00 position, a N/A will be displayed to show there is no underrepresentation.
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