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Advertise and Award for Pump Station Upgrade — Group IV

Reviewed [ ] Initiated By NR&C  On 10/06/04  ltem No. 5f

- RECOMMENDATION TO:

Approve City Manager's recommendations regarding the substantive aspects of the project, with direction to the
~ City Manager to include the department's best management practices in the environmental documentation when it
comes forward to full Council.

VOTED YEA: Madaffer, Zucchet, Frye, Inzunza (District 4-vacant)
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:

Richard G. Mendes’ September 30, 2004, memorandum

COUNCIL COMMITTEE CONSULTANT Jh %




NR&C OCT O 6 2004 #5

CITY OF SAN DIEGO
MEMORANDUM
DATE: — Septechr 30, 2004
TO: Natural Resources and Culture Committee, Agenda of October 6, 2004
FROM: Richard G. Mendes, Deputy City Manager

SUBJECT: Metropolitan Wastewater Department Capital Improvement Program

BACKGROUND

The Metropolitan Wastewater Department (MWWD) is responsible for the operation of the
Metropolitan Sewerage System and the Municipal Wastewater Collection System, and provides
for the maintenance, upgrade and expansion of these systems. The current sewerage system
treats the wastewater generated by a Greater San Diego population of approximately 2 million,
from 16 cities and districts, contributing annrowmnfﬂv 180 million gallons of wastewater per

day.

The following projects are critical to the operation of the Municipal Wastewater Collection
System.

Contract with HDR. Inc. for Professional Engineering and Consulting Services

The Wastewater Collection (WWC) Division has a need for professional engineering and
consulting services to support the upgrade and expansion of the Municipal Collection System
and the implementation of several ongoing initiatives tied to best management practices for the
operation and maintenance of the City’s 3,000-mile wastewater collection system. The majonty
of those initiatives support MWWD’s response to a 2002 USEPA Admlmstl‘atlve Order and a
draft Consent Decree currently in negotiation.

MWWD advertised for professional engineering and consulting services on July 10, 2003. Four
(4) proposals were received and a selection committee was convened, in compliance with City
Standards. Three (3) companies were interviewed by the committee on September 11, 2003.
HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR, Inc.) was selected as the most qualified firm.

The twelve-month agreement between WWC and HDR, Inc. for work on Task B provided for (a):
the preparation of regular Progress Reports to the USEPA, Pump Station Emergency Response
Plans, and Interim Maintenance Access Plans to maintain infrastructure in environmentally-
sensitive areas; (b) the monitoring of optimization programs associated with the continued
implementation of best business practices; (c) the implementation of operational changes within
the Division’s Main Cleaning, Food Establishment Waste Discharge, and Construction/CCTV
sections; and (d) maintenance of the ISO 14001 certification.
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The initial total cost of this agreement was $800,000.00 from funds available in Sewer Revenue
Fund 41506. At this time the Wastewater Collection Division seeks to amend the contract for a
final twelve-month period at a cost not to exceed $600,000. HDR, Inc. is an employee-owned
corporation with 85 offices throughout the United States. The corporation’s CEQ is Richard R.
Bell, P.E., and the parent company is located in Omaha, NE. Throughout this amended contract,
HDR, Inc. will be working with MARRS Services, Inc. (MBE/WBE/DBE) and RBKA (DBE).

Funds for this project are on hand and available l'and have been budgeted in the Fiscal Year 2003
operations and maintenance budget for the Wastewater Collections Division.

Sewer Pump Station 77A and 77B Rehabilitation — Authorize Additional Funds

The Sewer Pump Station 77A and 77B Rehabilitation (SPS 77 A&B) project began construction
in December 2002. SPS 77A was last upgraded in 1984 and has been experiencing numerous
electrical and mechanical failures. SPS 77B was built in 1986 as an in-line booster station.
These pump stations work in tandem and must remain in operation during construction. If SPS
77A is shutdown or fails to operate for more than a few minutes, sewage is diverted to an open
pond which has a capacity of approximately 24 hours.

The construction 1s running significantiy Jonger than anticipated due to differing site conditions
and additional operational issues encountered as the work progresses. The original construction
contract amount was $4,893,000. To date six change orders have been executed for $§174,745
bringing the current contract amount to $5,067,745. At this time a number of potential change
orders necessary to complete the job have been identified by the contractor and construction
manager. These additional items include: instrumentation modifications, by-pass pumping,
.cathodic protection, electrical supply modifications, installation of a 20-inch isolation valve,
demolition of interfering underground equipment, replacement of wet well protective coating,

--and additional roofing. Our non-negotiated estimate for these change orders 1s $546,933. Due
to the added construction time additional funding in the amount of $429,765 is required to
continue the construction management services. An additional $140,000 for in-house labor and
related services is also required.

MWWD requests the approval of Amendment #3 to the existing As needed - Construction
Management contract with HDR Engineering, Inc. in the amount of $600,000: of which’
$429,765 is to continue the construction management services for SPS 774 & B, $50,000 for
claims analysis for the Pump Station 30A-Pipeline Alternative project (PS 30A), task order
number five of the existing contract, and $120,235. for continued mechanical engineering
support for various pump station upgrades. HDR, Inc. is an employee-owned corporation with
85 offices throughout the United States. The corporation’s CEQ is Richard R. Bell, P.E., and
the parent company is located in Omaha, NE.

The total project cost for SPS 77A & B is $8,489,561 of which $7,372,863 was previously
authorized. The total of this request is $1,166,698 of which $1,116,698 is for SPS 77A & B and
- $50,000 is for PS 30A. Funds in the amount of $1,116,698 will be transferred from Sewer Fund
41506, CIP No. 46-197.9 Lake Murray Trunk Sewer into CIP 46-106.0 Annual Aliocation -

(
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Pump Station Restoration. These funds are available due to a reduced cost estimate for the
Lake Murray Trunk Sewer. Funds are also available in Sewer Fund 41506, CIP No. 46-200.0,
Sewer Pump Station 30A Relocation. Funds for this project are on hand and available and have
been budgeted in Fiscal Year 2005.

We request that the following projects be reviewed by the Committee in regard to the
substantive aspects of the projects—e.g., the environmental documentation, the need for
the project, the scope of work, estimated costs, etc. However, we are not requesting
Committee approval of the projects at this time due to the current uncertainties regarding
the timing of financing for the capital program. We request that these projects be '
submitted directly to the Council by the administration once financing issues have been
resotved.

Large Pump Stations, Closed Circuit Television (CCTV) Security Svstem Installations

Sewer Pump Stations 1, 2, 64, 65, Grove Avenue (GAPS), East Mission Gorge (EMG), and
Penasquitos (PQPS) have closed circuit television (CCTV) systems that are used for both
operational monitoring and security. These systems, while adequate for operational monitoring
do not provide adequate coverage for security purposes. Enhanced security systems with
camera and sensor coverage are necessary to Improve wastewater system security and to prevent
and control vandalism. .

This action requests approval to upgrade and install CCTV security systems at seven (7) pump
stations, utilizing City forces from the Communications Division of the Information Technology
and Communications Department (IT&C) and the General Services Department. MWWD
intends to utilize City forces for this work because 1t will cost less for the installation, it will
significantly shorten the project schedule and IT&C staff has the experience to design and instail
these systems. These seven CCTV security systems are expected to cost a total of $615,000.
Funds in the amount of $340,000 are budgeted in Sewer Fund 41509, CIP 41-926.0, Annual
Allocation Metropolitan System Pump Stations and funds in the amount of $275,000 are
budgeted in Sewer Fund 41506, CIP 41927.0, Annual Allocation Pump Stations PS 64, PS 63,
Penasquitos and East Mission Gorge Pump Station.

Pipeline Rehabilitation in the Right-of-Wav (ROW). Phase C-1

On November 17, 2003, the City Council adopted Resolution R-298582, approving the plans and
specifications for the Pipeline Rehabilitation in the Right-of-Way, Phase C Project and
authorizing the City Manager to advertise and award the construction of this project for an
amount not to exceed $9,949,121. On December 9, 2003 the requests for bids were postponed
and the scope of work has been reduced. The reasons for the postponement and change in scope
of work were shifting priorities in meeting the requirements of the proposed Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) Consent Decree and lessons learned during construction of the
previous pipeline rehabilitation contracts. The new estimated cost for Phase C-1, which includes
just the lining of pipelines and the rehabilitation of manholes is $5,667,486. A second contract,
Phase C-2, will be advertised in Fiscal Year 2006 to rehabilitate the laterals connected to the
Phase C-1 sewers.
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The purpose of this project is to reduce maintenance requirements of the sewer system, lessen
community impacts from maintenance-related activities, extend the service life of the sewer
system, and decrease the overall number of sewer spills. This contract is the third in a series of

MWWD contracts to meet the EPA requirements to rehabilitate sewer pipeline in calendar year
2005.

This request is for authorization to re-advertise for bids and to award a contract to the lowest
responsible bidder, based on the actual low bid submitted. This project is categorically exempt
from CEQA, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15303(2) Replacement or
Reconstruction.

The total cost of this action is $5,667,486, and will be funded from Sewer Fund 41506, CIP 46-
506.0, Pipeline Rehabilitation in the ROW.

Advertise and Award for Pump Station Uperades — Group 1

The Pump Station Upgrade Projects involve four separate construction contracts involving 22

sewer pump stations. Pump Station Upgrades —~ Group I (North County Pump Stations) involves -

electrical, mechanical, and miscellaneous upgrades of seven sewer pump stations located in the
“north county area. The subject stations are: 71, 73, 74, 75, 76, 80, and 82. The upgrades
include: pumps, motors, piping, valves, vaults, passive odor-control systems, flow meters,
emergency storage tanks, emergency generators and appurtenances, and other miscellaneous
upgrades. A Mitigated Negative Declaration for this project was prepared and is attached.

The total cost of this action is $4,023,814, of which $3,450,720 is for construction, $297,036 is
for construction management, $103,522 is associated with related costs, and $172,536 is for
contingencies. Funds are budgeted in Sewer Fund 41506, CIP 41-929.0, Pump Station
Upgrades.

Advertise and Award for Pump Station Upgrades - Group IV

The Pump Station Upgrades — Group I'V (Comfort Stations) involves electrical, mechanical, and
miscellaneous upgrades of eight sewer pump stations that serve comfort stations in the Mission
Bay and Harbor Island areas of the City and the trailers at the City’s Chollas Operations Center.
The subject stations are, station 46 at Chollas; stations 52 and 53 on Harbor Island; and stations
154,55, 56, 57, and 58 along the east side of Mission Bay. The upgrades include: the addition of
water supply shutoff solenotd valves, telemetry systems, pumnps, passive odor-control systems;,
access hatches, concrete paving, jib cranes, flow meters, ventilation systems, handraiis, control
panels, instrumentation, upgrades to three-phase power, and other miscellaneous upgrades. A
Mitigated Negative Declaration for this project was prepared and is attached.

.,
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The total cost of this action is $1,856,350, of which $1,379,000 is for construction, $339,450 is
for construction management and related costs, and $137,900 is for contingencies. Funds are
budgeted in Sewer Fund 41506, CIP 41-929.0, Pump Station Upgrades.

Richard G. Mendes
Deputy City Manager

RGM/AXKS/as
Attachments: Contract with HDR - Project Location Map _

Contract with HDR - List of MBE/WBE/DBE Subconsultants
Contract with HDR - Work Force Analysis

Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Pump Station Upgrades

Ja L DI —
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Sewer Pump Station 77A and 77B Rehabilation

THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY CONTRACTING
1010 SECOND AVENUE, SUITE 500

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

PHONE (619} 533-4464 «» FAX (619) 533-4474

WORK FORCE REPORT

The objective of the Equal Employment Opportunity is to ensure that contractors doing business with the City, or receiving funds
from the City, will not engage in unlawful discriminatory employment practices prohibited by State and Federal law. Such
employment practices include, but are not limited to the following: employment, promotion or upgrading, demotion or transfer,
recruitment or recruitment advertising, layoff or termination, rate of pay or other forms of compensation and selection for training,
including apprenticeship.

NO OTHER FORMS WILL BE ACCEPTED
CONTRACTOR IDENTIFICATION

Type of Contractor: X Construction o Vendor/Suppiier o Financial Institution | >t| Lessee/Lessor
o Consnltant o Grant Recipient o Insurance Company o Other

Name of Company: Orion Construction Corporation

ADA/DBA:

Address (Corporate Headquarters, where applicabie): 1621 S Rancho Santa Fe Road . Ste A

City San Margos County San Diego State CA - Zip 92069 .

Telephone Number; (760} 591-9181 Fax Number: (760) 591-9207

Name of Company CEQ: __ Richard Dowsing

Address(es), phone and fax number(s) of company facilities located in San Diego County (if different from above):
Address:

City County . State Zip
Telephone Number: { )} - Fax Number: ( ) -

Type of Business: _General Contractor Type of License: A&B

The Company has appointed: Richard Dowsing

As its Equal Employment Opportunity Officer (EEOQ). The EEOO has been given authority to establish, disseminate and enforce
equal employment and affirmative action policies of this company. The EEQO may be contacted at:

Address: 1621 S Rancho Santa Fe Road, Ste A, San Marcos, CA, 92069

Telephone Number: (760} 591-9181 Fax Number: (760} 591-9207

For Firm's San Diego Work Force and/or Managing Office Work Force

[, The undersigned representative of Orion Construction Corporation

(Firm Name)
San Diego . California
{County) (State) -
hereby certify that information provided herein is true and correct. This document was executed on this day of September 23, 2004.

é&-n..\:m_g, %m ' Elaine Bonse

{Authorized Signature) (Print Authorized Signature Name)

Equal Oppartunity Contracting (EOC) Work Force Report [rev. 05/02} Attachment AA



Sewer Pump Station 77A and. 7/B Rehabilatiom

WORK FORCE REPORT — Page 2

NAME OF FIRM: Orion Construction Corporation DATE: September 23. 2004, ﬁ,""

INSTRUCTIONS: For cach occupational category, indicate number of males and females in every ethnic group. Total columns in
row provided. Sum of all totals should be equal to your total work force. Include all those employed by your company on either a

full or part-time basis. The following groups are to be included in ethnic categories listed in columns below:

(1)  African-American, Black ' (5)  Filipino
(2) Latino, Hispanic, Mexican-American, Puerto Rican  (6) Caucasian
(3) Asian, Pacific [slander {7 Other ethnicity; not falling into other groups

4) American Indian, Eskimo

OCCUPATIONAL CATEGORY

Executive. Administrative. Managerial

Professional Specialty

Engineers/Architects

Technicians and Related Support

Sales

Administrative Support/Clerical

Services

Precision Production, Craft and Repair

Machine Operators, Assemblers,
Inspectors

Transportaiion and Material Moving

Handiers, Equipment Cleaners, Helpers
and Non-construction Laborers*

*Construction laborers and other field emplovess are not to be included on this page
2 1 I

Lh

TOTALS EACH COLUMN

GRAND TOTAL ALL EMPLOYEES ' 21

INDICATE BY GENDER AND ETHNICITY THE NUMBER OF ABOVE EMPLOYEES WHO ARE DISABLED:

T
‘ ]
+ '
'
'

DISABLED :

|

+

T
'
'
]
+ '

NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS ONLY:

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

VOLUNTEERS

ARTISTS

Equat Opportunity Contracting (EOC) Wark Force Report {rev. 05/02] Attachment AA



Sewer Pump Station 77A and 77B Rehabilation

m

WORK FORCE REPORT - Page 3

" NAME OF FIRM: Orion Construction Corporation __ DATE: _September 23,

2004

INSTRUCTIONS: For each occupational category, indicate number of males and females in every ethnic group. Total columns
in row provided. Sum of all totals should be equal to your total work force. Include all those employed by your company on
either a full or part-time basis. The following groups are to be included in ethnic categories listed in columns below:

(1 African-American, Black (5) Filipino
(2) Latino, Hispanic, Mexican-American, Puerto Rican (6) Caucasian

(3) Asian, Pacific Istander {7y Other ethnicity; not falling into other groups
(4) American Indian, Eskimo 7

OCCUFATIONAL CATEGORY

Carpenter

Drywall Installer

Elevator Installers

Finishers, Concrete or Terrazzo

T
Electrician :

Glaziers

Helpers, Construction Trade

Ironworkers, Structural Metal Workers

17

Laborers

Millwrights

Masons, Brickiavers

Tile setters

o

Operators

Painters

20

Pipe fitter, Plumbers

P S NSRS NUUDUDID PUNDIPIS IPRPRPU JPUDNY DIUIpIpy RpIpepey DRI RUSppE EPUpSp) SRS RN S S

Plasterers

Roofers

|
.

.

. ' . !
Security, Protective Services !
|

i

i

Sheet Metal, Duct Installers

‘Welders, Cutters '

TOTALS EACH COLUMN

GRAND TOTAL ALL EMPLOYEES 69
INDICATE BY GENDER AND ETHNICITY THE NUMBER OF ABQVE EMPLOYEES WHO ARE DISABLED:

DISABLED :
Equal Opportunity Contracting (EQC) Work Farce Report [rev. 05/02] ‘ Attachment AA
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Sewér Pump Station 77A and 77B Rehabilation

City of San Diego
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY CONTRACTING (EOC)

1010 Second Avenue * Suite 500 ¢ San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: (619) 533-4464 o Fax: (619) 533-4474

WORK FORCE REPORT

LoCAL WORK FORCE

The objective of the Equal Employment Opportunity Outreach Program, San Diego Municipal Code Sections 22.3501 through
22.3517, is to ensure that contractors doing business with the City, or receiving funds from the City, do not engage in unlawful
discriminatory employment practices prohibited by State and Federal law. Such employment practices include, but are not limited
to unlawful discrimination in the following: employment, promotion or upgrading, demotion or transfer, recruitment or
recruitment advertising, layoff or termination, rate of pay or other forms of compensation, and selection for training, including
apprenticeship. Contractors are required to provide a completed Work Force Report.

CONTRACTOR IDENTIFICATION

Type of Contractor: [] Construction  [] Vendor/Supplier [1 Financial Institution ] Lessee/Lessor
_ Consultant [] Grant Recipient [] Insurance Company [ Other

Name of Company: HDR Engineering, Inc

AKA/DBA: : .

Address (Corporate Headquarters, where applicable): 8404 Indian Hills Drive

. City _Omaba County ﬁougias Swate __Nebraska Zip oRiid
_ Telephone Number: (402) 399-1000Q ‘ FAX Number: (402) 399-1238

}Iame of Company CEO: Richard R, Bell, P.E

: - Address{es), phone, and fax number(s) of company facilities located in San Diego County (if different from above):

Address: _9444 Farnham Street. Suite 300

City _San Diego County San Diego State California Zip 92123
Telephone Number: (§858) 712-8400 _ FAX Number: (858) 712-8333
Type of Business: _Consulting Type of License: 230096637

The Company has appointed: _David LeCureux

as its Equal Employment Opportunity Officer (EEOQQ). The EEOO has been given authority to establish, disseminate, and enforce
equal employment and affirmative action policies of this company. The EEOO may be contacted at:

Address: 9444 Farpham Street, Sujte 300, San Diego, CA 92123

Telephone Number: {858) 712-8400 FAX Number; (858) 712-8333

For Firm'’s: San Diego Work Force and/or [X] Managing Office Work Force

I, the undersigned representative of HDR Engineering, Inc.

{Firm Name) -
San Diepo County . _ California hereby certify that information

provided (Counry) (State)
herein is true and correct. This document was executed on this day of  August 3. 2004,

Q«)%j M David [eCureux

{Authorized Signature) {Prinr Authorized Signature Name)

Equal Opportunity Contracting (EOC) Work Force Report [rev. 02/02] Consu[.tant Services
: 1



Sewer Pump Station 77A and 77B Rehabilatibn

WORK FORCE REPORT - Page 2 ’ :
NAME OF FIRM:_HDR. Epgineerine. log DATE: August 3. 2004 {

INSTRUCTIONS: For each occupational category, indicate number of males and fernales in every ethnic group. Total columns in
row provided. Sum of all totals should be equal to your total work force. Include all those employed by your company on either a
full or part-time basis. The following groups are to be inciuded in ethnic categories listed in columns below: '

(1) African-American, Black (5) Filipino
(2) Latino, Hispanic, Mexican-American, Puerto Rican {6) Caucasian
{3) Asian, Pacific Islander (7) Other ethnicity; not falling into other groups

(4) American Indian, Eskimo

OCCUPATIONAL CATEGORY

Executive, Administrative, Managerial

Professiona} Specialty

Engineers/Architects 1

13

Technicians and Related Support

Saies

Administrative Support/Clerical

Services

'

Precision Production, Crafi, ard Repair

Machine Operators, Assemblers, Inspectors

Transportation and Material Moving )

Handlers, Equipment Cleaners, Heipers, and
Non-construction Laborers*

*Construction Jaborers and other field empioyees are not to be included on this page

TOTALS EACH COLUMN 1 i 2 5 ! 1 2 : 1 : : 36 E 11 : J

" GRAND TOTAL ALL EMPLOYEES 59

INDICATE BY GENDER AND ETHNICITY THE NUMBER OF ABOVE EMPLOYEES WHO ARE DISABLED:

DISABLED i 3 | ) ' 1 1 |

NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS ONLY:

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

VOLUNTEERS

ARTISTS

I [ R ——
Fauowd e w -

Equal Opportunity Contracting (EQC) Work Force Report [rev. 02/02] Consultant Services
2
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TASK B CONTRACT ALLOCATION UNDER AMENDED CONTRACT

: _ AMENDMENT CONTRACT
INTTIAL ALLOCATION [ AMENDMENT ALLOCATION CONTRACT TOTAL

TEAM MEMBER ALLOCATION | PERCENTAGE 5] ALLOCATION PERCENTAGE PERCENTAGE
HDR Engineering, Inc. $539,984 | ; $456,643 71%
MARRS Services, Inc $184,000 $93,811 20%
Richard Brady & Assoc. $56,000 $27,581 6%
Larson Consulting $20,000 $21,965 3%
TOTAL $799,984 $600,000 $1,399,984 100%
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' Initial Stidy Checklist

Date: June 1, 2004

Project No.: 31233

Name of Project: ~ Sewer Pump Station Uperades

II. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

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 fo prepare an Environmental Impact Report, Negative Declaration
or Mitigated Negative Declaration. This Checklist provides a means to facilitate early
environmental assessment. However, subsequent to this pi'eliminary review, modifications to the
' ' project may mitigate adverse impacts. All answers of "yes' ' and "maybe" indicate that there is a

_ potential for significant envirorimental 1mpacts and these detennmahons are explained in Section
: IV of the Imtlal Study.

Yes Maylbe No
L 'AESTI-EBTICS/ NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER Wlll the proposal result in:

A. The obstruc’uon of any vista or scenlc
. view from a public viewing area? - o
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES S
- WOULD NOT OBSTRUCT ANY P ' |
COMMUNITY PLAN DESIGNATED
PUBLIC VIEWING AREAS,

b

B. The creation: of a necanve aestheuc
site or project? e .
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SiTtS . A
WOULD NOT RESULT IN A '
NEGATIVE AESTHETIC OR
PROJECT. '

e

C. Project bulk, scale, materials, or style
‘which would be incompatible with surroundmv
development? : .
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SR ' '
FACILITIES WOULD REQUIRE '
COMPLIANCE WITH THE LAND

-




s
<
|
4

I.  Substantial shading of other properties? . _
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES - |
WOULD NOT RESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL
SHADING OF OTHER PROPERTIES

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES / NATURAL RESOURCES / MINERAL
RESOURCES — Would the proposal result in:

- A, The loss of avajlability of a known

mineral resource (e.g., sand or gravel)

- that would be of value to the region and ‘
the residents of the state? o — -

. THE-PROPOSED PROJECT SITES )

. ARE NOT LOCATED WITHIN '
LAND DESIGNATED FOR
AGRICULTURAL USES.

B. The conversion of agncultural 1and to
nonagricultural use or impairment of the
. agricultural productivity of agricultural A
1a:1c1'? o o . _
- THE PROJECT SITES ARE NOT ' -

- DESIGNATED FOR AGRICULTURAL
"USES.

ATR QUALITY — Would the proposal: -

A. Conflict with or obstruct implementation ‘ :

~ of the'applicable air quality plan? o .
THE PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD : '
NOT OBSTRUCT IMPLEMENTATION S '
QF THE REGIONAL AR QUALITY .
PLAN OR REQUIRE ANY PERMITS IN-
COMPLIANCE WITH THE COUNTY OF
SAN DIEGO AIR POLLUTION . .
CONTROL DISTRICT REGULATIONS,

Z

I

e

e

It



. A substantial change in the diversity =

of any species of animals or plants?

NO SUBSTANTIAL CHANGE IN

BIODIVERSITY WOULD RESULT
W[TH THE PROJECT.

. Introduction of invasive spf:cles of
plants into the area?
'PLEASE SEE IV-B ABOVE,

. Interference with the movement of any
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species

- or with established native resndent or migratory

wildlife corridors? . :

THE PROJECT SITES ARE LOCATED

OUTSIDE OF ANY MIGRATORY

. WILDLIFE CORRIDORS. -

. An impact to a sensitive habitat,
including, but not limited to streamside
' vegetation, aquatic, Tiparian, oak woodland
coastal sage scrub or chaparral? :
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
.. RESULT IN IMPACTS TO SENSITIVE
UPLAND AND WETLAND HABITAT.

. An impact on City, State, or federally regulated
wetlands (including, but not limited to, coastal

salt marsh, vernal pool, lagoon, coastal, etc.) throuch
direct removal, filling, hydrologlca.l mterrupnon

or other means?

PLEASE SEE V- E__ABOV&

. Conflict with the provisions of the City’s

- Multiple Species Conservation Program -

- Subarea Plan or other approved local,

* regional or state habltat conservation
plan? '

THE PROJECT SITES ARE NOT
LOCATED WITHIN THE MSCP

- BOUNDARIES AND SITES
ADJACENT TO THE MHPA WOULD

<!

™

b

™

I

v
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VIIL

" E. Thedisturbence of any human remeins,

Mavbe No

¥

HISTORICAL RESOQURCES - Would the prop.osal result in;

A. Alteration of or the destruction of a

prehistoric or historic archaeological
site? ' o
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES . '
MAY RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE S

EFFECTS TO PREHISTORIC OR

HISTORIC RESOURCES, PLEASE

SEE INITIAL STUDY DISCUSSION

FOR HISTORICAL RESOURCES.

e

- B. - Adverse physical or aesthetic effects toa

- prehistoric or historic buﬂdm:,, structure,
obJ ect, or site?
LY l‘

PLEASE SEE V VE.

I A AEYM
oM MDDV VD

C. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to
. an architecturally significant building,
structure, or object? o o . .
- -NO SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURES Lo a
EXIST ON ANY OF THE PROJECT
SITES. .

e

D. Any impact to existing religious or °
sacred uses within the potentlal
impact area? e

. NO SUCH USES ARE LOCATED : C '
ON THE PROJECT SITES. : ' '

e

including those interred outside of formal .
. cemeteries? = : _— -
- NO SUCH DISTURBANCE 18 o _ o , _
ANTICIPATED WITH THE PROJECT
SETES

be

HUMAN I—IEALTH / PUBLIC SAPETY / HAZARDOUS MATERI_ALS Would the
proposal:

A. Create zry known health hazard

(excluding mental health}? , . L
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES ' L

WOULD NOT CREATE ANY HEALTH
HAZARDS.

I




Yes Mavbe

IX. HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY - Would the proposal result in:

A. An increase in pollutant discharges, including
. down stream sedimézntation, to receiving
waters during or following construction?
Consider water quality parameters such as
temperature dissolved oxygen, turbidity and
. other typical storm water poliutants.
'THE PROJECT WOULD NOT RESULT
IN ANY INCREASE IN POLLUTANT
DISCHARGES. '

B. An increase in impervious surfaces and -
associated increased runoff? -

THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES .~ -~ -

WOULD NOT RESULT IN ANY
~ SIGNIFICANT INCREASE
IMPERVIOUS SURFACE AREA.

C. Substantial alteration to on- and off-site
drainage patterns due to changes in mnof_f
flow rates or volumes?

PLEASE SEE [X-B ABOVE. R - =

D. Discharge of identified pollutants to
~ an already impaired water body (as listed -
on the Clean Water Act Section 303(b) list)? CL -
PLEASE SEE IX-A ABOVE: . | |

'E. A potentially significant adverse impact on
- ground water quality? :
NO ADVERSE EFFECT.TO GROUND
"WATER QUALITY WOULD RESULT
‘WITH THE PROJECT SITES.

F. Cause or contribuie to an exceedance
" of applicable surface or groundwater

receiving water quality objectives or
degradation of beneficial uses :
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD NOT RESULT IN ANY -
ADVERSE EFFECTS.TO GROUND
WATER QUALITY.

be

be ‘V

e

I

e



‘  NOISE - Would the proposal result in:

A A significant increase in the
' existing ambient noise levels?
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT

INCREASE AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS
WITHIN ANY COMMUNITY.

B. Exposure of people to noise levels which

exceed the City's adopted noise
ordinance?
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
" RESULT IN THE GENERATION OF -
- EXCESSIVE NOISE LEVELS. '

C.. Exposure of people to current or future
" transportation noise levels which exceed
standards established in the Tra.nsportanon
. Element of the General Plan or an
adopted airport Comprehensive Land
Use Plan?
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
EXPOSE RESIDENTS TO
EXCESSIVE TRANSPORTATION
NOISE LEVELS.

PALBONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the
proposal lmpact a umque pdleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

' THE PROJECT SITES WOULD

INVOLVE EXCAVATION FOR

- SUBSURFACE FACILITIES AND AS

SUCH MAY RESULT IN ADVERSE
AFFECTS TO PALEONTOLOGICAL

RESOURCES. PLEASE SEE INITIAL
- STUDY DISCUSSION FOR

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESQURCES.

Yes

May.be

I

e

 |_><:_

e
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. Parks or other racreational

. THE PRQJECT SITES WOULD '

facilities?
PARKS AND RECREATIONAL
FACILITIES ARE ADEQUATE.

E. Maintenance of public
 facilities, including roads?

PUBLIC MAINTENANCE
SERVICES ARE ADEQUATE.

. Other governmental services?

GOVERNMENTAL SERVICES ARE -

-ADEQUATE, -

'RECREATIONAL ‘RESOURCES -~ Would the proposal result in:

: A Would the project increase the use of

existing neighborhood and regional parks

. or other recreational facilities such that -

substantial physical dsterioration. of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD
NOT RESULT IN ANY EFFECTS
TO EXISTING PARKS AND
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES.

. Does the project include recreational

facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilitiss which
might have an adwverse physical effect on
the environment?

NOT REQUIRE ANY
MODIFICATIONS OR EXPANSION .
TO EXISTING PARK AND

- RECREATIONAL FACILITIES,

XV1 TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION - Would the proposal result in:

A. Traffic generation in excess of speclnc/ '

community plan allocation?
THE PRQJECT SITES WOULD
NOT RESULT IN EXCESSIVE
TRAFFIC OR ADVERSELY
AFFECT EXISTING PARKING
WITHIN ANY COMMUNITY.

<

b

I

be

b

s



Yes ‘Mavbe No
XVII. UTILITIES - Would the proposal result in a need for new systems, or require substantial
alterations to existing utilities, mciudmc

A. Natural gas? C —_— ——
NATURAL GAS UTIL[TIES ARE - ) N
ADEQUATE. :

X

B. Communications systems'? | _ . X
" COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS ARE
ADEQUATE.

C. Water? | : : S
- WATER UTILITIES ARE = -, - : :
"ADEQUATE. :

Ioe

. .

SEWER UTILITIES ARE S
o ADEQUAT'E- ' '

E. Storm water drainage? - S S .
STORM WATER DRAINAGE |
SYSTEMS ARE ADEQUATE. ' '

b

- F. Solid waste disposal? o . L
SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL - - ' .
SERVICES ARE ADEQUATE.. ' ‘

e

XVIIL WATER CONSERVATION — Would the proposal result in:

- A. Use of excessive amounts of water? S _
“THE PROJECT SITES WOULD :
NOT RESULT IN EXCESSIVE B '
WATER USAGE

o

B. Landscapmcr which is predommantly
~ non-drought resistant vegetation? T . .
PLEASE SEE XVII-AASOVE, .

b




Does the project have environmental
effects which would cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectiy? L .
THE PROJECT WOULD NOT RESULT IN ANY o

DIRECT OR INDIRECT ADVERSE EFFECTS TO
HUMAN BEINGS.

|



. Site Specific Report:

California Department of Fish and Game, California Natural Diversity Database, "State

and Federally-listed Endangered, Tbrcatencd and Rare Plants of California,” January
2001.

California Department of Fish & Game, California Natural Diversity Database,

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

Ciiy of Szn Diego Land Development Code Biolbgy Guidelines.

Energy

boboA

L

GeologylSoils

City of San D_e 0 S ¢ Safety Study.

U.S. Department of Agriculture Soﬂ Survcy San Diego Arca Cahforma, PartIand II,

" December 1973 andPartII'L 1975.

K Sitc Specific chort: Geatechnicdl Investigarian Jor City of San Diego Sewer Pump Station

Upgrade Project, Pump Stations 43, 44, 46, 47, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 604, 71, 73, 74,

75, 76,-80, 81, and 82, prepared by Ninyo & Moore, August 11,2003 and Rewsed N ovember
11, 2003 '

" Historical Resources

City of San Dicgo Historical Resources Guidelines.
C1ty of San chro Archasology lerary
Historical Resourccs Board Llst

Community Historical Survc;y:

Human Health / Public Safety / Hazardous Materials
Szn Diego County Hézardous Materials Environments] Assessment Llstmg, 1996,

-San Diego County Hazardous Materials Management Division

" FAA Determination

219



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

Site Speeiﬁc Report:

Paleontological Resources -

Clty of San Diego Paleontolomcal Guidelines,

Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh, "Paleontological Resources City of San Diego," Degartment
of Paleontology San Diego Natural History Museum, 1996

Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Peterson, "Geology ‘of the San Diego Metropolitan Area,
- California, Del Mar, Lz Jolla, Point Lomz, La Mesa, Poway, and SW 1/4 Escondido 7 1/2

Minute Quadrangles," Cahfornm Division of Mines and Geologv Bulletm 200, Sacramento,
1975,

Kennedy, Michael P., and Siang g Tan, "Ceclogy of National City, Imperial Beach and Otay

Mesa’ Quadra.ngles Southem San D1ego Metropohtan Area, Cahforma " Map Sheet 25, 1977.
Slte Specific Report

Population / Housing _
City of San Diego Progress Guide exd General Plan,
Community P‘lan. .
"S_’eries 8 Population Forecasts, SANDAG..

© Other:

Public Services

City of San Diego Progréss Guide and General Plan.
Community Pl_an..

Recreational Res ources

ity of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan,
Community Plan. |

Department of Park and Recreation
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R REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION . | F g 1O

i) AUTHORITY APﬂpMAL SIGNATURE SIGNED #) AUTHORITY 4 APPROVAL SIGNATURE SIGNED

CITY OF SAN DIEGO M/7A q I

o 7. FROM (ORIGINATING DEB ARTMENTY: 1 DATE:
CITY ATTORNEY T METROPOLITAN WASTEWATER DEPARTMENT 5/22/2007

4. SUBJECT:

Pump Station Upgrades ~ Group [V - Advertise and Award
5, FRIMARY CONTACT (NAME, PHONE, £ MAIL STA] %, SECONDARY GONTAGT (NAME, FHONE, & MAIL 57A.) | 7. CHECK BOX IF REPORT TO COUNGIL 1S ATTACHED
Craig Whittemore, (858) 292-6471, MS 901 {RolfH Lee, (858) 2902-6432, MS 901 } OJ

8.COMPLETE FOR ACCOUNTING PURPOQSES ‘
FUND T 41506 41506 . 8. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ! ESTIMATED COST:
DEPT, : 773 773
- : Construction: $1,712,043 ~
ORGANIZATION 960 960 Const Mgmt & Rel Costs:.  $695,637
DBJECT ACCOUNT 4278 4905 Subtotal $2,407.680
Y p— 140060 461930 ‘ ) Contingency: . $85,602
CLLP. NUMBER 41-929.0/41-932.3 46-193.0 TOTAL THIS REQUEST 52,493,282
AMOUNT $2,407,680 $85,602
10. ROUTING AND APPROVALS

ROUTE |  APPROVING DATE ROUTE APPROVING DATE

. Jons e 42 %f N ——

1 . {ORIG. DEPT, " (o J ] } 071 & |ozurvcwer ‘!?L IW_ &-26- 67
2 |EOC, - ' ° o.0. /_{”@JLZA ’ 4 M(._i(’ﬂ A //3 Q,{,: 5
KIS olrn, 774

1

1. Approving the plans and specifications for the construction of the Citywide Pump Station Upgrades — Group 1V — Comfort Stations,
as advertised by the Purchasing and Contracting Dspartment.

2. Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a contract with the lowest responsible bidder, provided that the City Auditor first
furnishes a certificate demonstrating that the funds necessary for expenditure under said contract are, or will be, on deposit in the City
treasury,

NOTE: See Continuation Page

A [ 7 4 ,
4 [LIAISON OFFICE [('] A 11 |oRIG. DEPT. pm\fﬁﬂ ‘pf jj{’,d/"""—‘? Jaete —:{;L/ ! V/;‘i’
¢ S N j
5 (Fb w\(‘,ﬁ\}{//ﬁ %{ //a 7~ DOCKET GOGRD: \ | counct LialsoN
7 R 7]
§  JAUDITOR W CMM/ 6[2‘5/07 / poooncr D spos H CONSENT O aoopmioN
! [ ReFERTO:______ COUNCILDATE:
1. PREPARATION OF: [ RESOLUTIONS - ] ORDINANCE(S) L] AGREEMENT(S) [} DEED(S}

11A. STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Adopt the Resolutions.

12, SPECIAL CONTHTIONS (REFER TO A.R. 3.20 FOR INFORMATION QN COMPLETING THIS SECTION.)

COUNCIL DISTRICT(SY: Two (2) and Four (4)
COMMUNITY AREA(S): Mission Bay Park, Harbor Island, and Choilas

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT: The City of San Diego, as lead agency under CEQA, has prepared and completed a Mitigated Negative -
Deciaration;, LDR File number 31233, dated September 3, 2004, and Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program covering this activity.

ATTACHMENTS: Plans and Specifications

CITY CLERK INSTRUCTIONS: Please forward two copies of the Resolution to MWWD, MS 901A, Atm: Rose Salarda.

L

J

CM-1472

MSWORD2002 (REV. 2007-05-23)



- SEC

3.

CM-1472

TION 11- PREPARATION OF: 'RESOLUTIONS? ORDINANCES, ETC. (CONTINUED):

Authorizing the expenditure of $2,493,282 of which $2,407,680 will be funded from Fund 41506,
CIP 41-929.0, Pump Station Upgrades, for the purpose of providing funds for project construction
and related costs for Pump Station Upgrades Group [V — Comfort Stations, and $85,602 will be
funded from Fund 41506, CIP 46-193.0, Annual Allocation — Muni Pooled Contingency for the
purpose of providing funds for project contingency, contingent upon the approval of the Fiscal Year
2008 Capital Improvement Program and Appropriation Ordinance and provided that the City
Auditor first furnishes a certificate demonstrating that the funds necessary for expenditure under
established contract are, or will be, on deposit in the City treasury, and authorizing the Auditor and
Comptroller, upon advice from the administering department, to transfer excess budgeted funds, if
any, to the appropriate reserves.

Certifying that the information contained in LDR File Number 31233 has been completed in
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act and State CEQA Guidelines, and that
said Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the independent judgment of the City of San Diego as
Lead Agency. Stating for the record that the final Mitigated Negative Declaration has been reviewed
and considered prior to approving the project. Adopting the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting
Program. ‘

MSWORD2002 (REV. 2007-05-22)



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY SHEET

DATE REPORT ISSUED: May 15, 2007 - | II:](E)P.ORT
ATTENTION: Council President and City Council

ORIGINATING ' Meitropolitan 'Wastewater Department

DEPARTMENT:

SUBJECT: . Pump Station Upgrades — Group IV — Advertise and Award
COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): Two (2) and Four (4)

STAFF CONTACT: Rolf H Lee, (858) 292-6432

REQUESTED ACTION:

Authorize the approval to advertise, bid, a.nd award the construction contract to the lowest responsible
bidder and requesting certification of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) document.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt the Resolutions.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 7

The Citywide Pump Station Upgrade Projects involve four separate groups of construction contracts,
totaling 22 sewer pump stations. Citywide Pump Station Upgrades — Group IV — Comfort Stations
involves electrical, mechanical, and miscellaneous upgrades of eight sewer pump stations that serve
comfort stations in the Mission Bay and Harbor Island areas of the City and the trailers at the City’s
Chollas Operations Center. Specifically, it involves station 46 at Chollas; station numbers 52 and 53 on
Harbor Island; and station numbers 54, 53, 56, 57, and 58 along the east side of Mission Bay. The
upgrades include: the addition of water supply shut-off solenoid valves, radio telemetry systems, new
pumps, passive odor-control systems, concrete paving, jib cranes, flow meters, ventilation systems, safety
measures, control panels, wet-well level monitoring systems, and inverter upgrades for motor protection.

All of these pump stations are identified in the Final Consent Decree as required projects.

A Final Mltlgated Negative Declaration (MND), including an Initial Study Discussion, was prepared i in
2004. ,

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS:

The total of this request is $2,493,282 of which $2,407,680 will be available in Sewer Fund 41506, CIP
41-929.0, Pump Station Upgrades, and $85,602 will be available in Sewer Fund 41506, CIP 46-193.0,
Annual Allocation — Muni Pooled Contingency, contingent upon the approval of the Fiscal Year 2008
Capital Improvement Program and Appropriation Ordinance. The project costs may be bond reimbursed

approximately 80% by current or future debt ﬁnancmgs An Auditor’s Certificate will be issued prior to
contract award.

PREVIOUS COUNCIL and/or COMMITTEE ACTION:

This action was reviewed and approved by the Natural Resources and Culture Committee on October 6,
2004,

L

CM-1472 MSWORD2002 (REV., 2007-06-04)




-{ COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION AND PUBLIC OUTREACH EFFORTS: :
MWWD staff will present these projects to the Mission Bay Park Committee as an informational item
prior to the award of the contract. The Committee has been advised of these projects previously and is a
proponent of the projects. MWWD staff will continue to ¢oordinate this pI‘O_]CCt with staff from the Park
and Recreation Department.

Pre-construction notices will give the public notice of the upcoming rehabilitation, and temporary facilities
will be provided for the public during temporary shut-downs, if required.

KEY STAKEHOLDERS & PROJECTED IMPACTS (if applicable):

Those who enjoy Mission Bay Park, Harbor Island and those who use the applicable trallers at the Chollas
yard.

Park and Recreation Department - MWWD is working with them to sufficiently coordinate and facilitate
the project.

MWWD will be able to better monitor and prevent sewer spills, minimize station downtime, and respond
more quickly to alarms through the implementation of this CIP.

A8

Biow—

Origiqiating Department Deputy Chiet/Chief Operating Officer




Mitigated Negative Declaration

'Land Development
Review Division

{619) 446-5460 . - . SCE No. N/A

Prbject No. 31233

SUBJECT: Citvwide Sewer Pump Station Upgrades COUNCIL APPROVAL to allow for
various upgradss 1o twenty-two Sewer Pump Stations (SPS) throughout the City of
San Diego - Metropolitan Wastewater Department service area.. Upgrades to the
existing facilities would include the following improvements: 1installation of
emergency underground storage tanks, construction of secondary force mairs,
ventilation system improvements, installation of emergency generators, electrical
upgrades, drainage system improvements, various site improvements, and instaliation
of Supervisory Coniro]l and Data Acquisition (SCADA) interfaces. .The overall

roject would be divided into four construction packages: Group I - North City
ump Station Upgrades; Grmll_% II - Crri’?mde Pump Station Upgrades; Group I -
Forcemain Upgrades; Group IV - Comdjort Station Upgrades. The project sites are

located within the following community planning areas: Otay Mesa-Nestor, Otay
Mesa, Rarrio Logan, Mid-City, Greater Golden I—fill,' Centre City, MCRD, Midway,
Ocean Beach, Peninsula, Old Town, Uptown, Balboa Park, Greater North Park,
Mission Bay, Pacific Beach, La Jolla, University, Torrey Pines, . Sorrenic Hills,
- Black Mountain, North City Future Urbanizing Area, Clairemont Mesa, MCAS
Miramar, Sabre Springs, Miramar Ranch, Rancho Bernardo, Mira Mesa, Mission
Valley, and Linda Vista. Applicant: City of San Diego Metropolitan Wastewater
Depariment. : :

UPDATE.:

Minor revisions have been made to this Mitigated Negative Declaration subsequent to the
distribution of the draft document for public review and comument. Revisions are denoted by
strikeout and underjine. . ‘ : - :

! PROJECT DESCRIPTION: See attached II'u'tial"Sthdy.
I ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: See attached Initial Study. -
II. DETERMINATION:

The City of San Diego conducted an Initial Study which determined that the proposed project
could have a sigmficant environmental effect.in the following areas(s): HISTORICAL

- RESOURCES AND PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES. . 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 reguired. '
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N DQCUMENTA_TION e e e e e

The attached Imttal St’uay documents the reasons {0 support the above Determmatmn

V. MITI

GATION, MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM:

HisTORICAL RESOURCES

Prior to Preconstruction (Precon) Meeting
1. Land Developmeént Review (LDR) Plan Check

a.

2. L
a

-
o

Prior to the first Precon Meeting, the Assistant Deputy Director (ADD) of LDR |
shall verify that the requirements for Archaeological Monitoring and Native
American monitoring, if applicable, have been noted on the appronrlate
construction documents.

etters of Qualification have been submitted to ADD
Prior to the first Precon Meeting, the applicant shall provide a lstter of verification
to the ADD of LDR stating that 2 qualified Archaeologist, as defined.in the City of

. San Diego Historical Resources Guidelines (HRG), has been retained to implement -

* the monitoring program. If applicable, individuals involved i the archaeological

monitoring program must have completed the 40 hour HAZWOPER training
with certification documentation.

Second Letter Containing Names of Monitors has been sent to Mitioation Monitoring
Coordination (MMC)

At least thirty days prior to the Precon Meeting a sncond letter shall be submitted to
MMC which shall include the name of the Principal Investigator (PI) and the names of
all persons involved in the Archaeological Monitoring of the project.

MMC Will provide Plan Check with a copy of both the first and second Jetter.

Records Search Pnor to Precon Meetmo

© At least thirty days prior to the Precon Meeting the quahﬁed Archasologist shall venfy

that & records search has been completed znd updated as necessary and be prepared 10
introduce any pertinent information concerning expectations and probabilities of

- discovery during renching and/or grading activities. Verification includes, but is not |
‘limited to a copy of & confirmation letter from South Coast Information Center, or, if

the search was in-house, a letter of verification from the PI stating thet the search was
completed. : ‘

Precon Meeting

1.

Monitor Shall Attend P con Meetings

a. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, the Apphcant shall arrange 2
Precon Mesting that shall include the Archaeologist, Construction Manager and/or
Grading Contractor, Resident Enginser (RE), Building Inspector (BI), if
appropriate, and MMC. The qualified Archaeologist shall attend any grading related
Precon Meetings to make comments and/or suggestions concerning the
Archaeological Momtonng program with the Construction Manager and/or Grading
Contractor.

b. If the Monitor is not able to attend the Precon Meeting, the RE or B, if appropriate,

will schedule & focused Precon Meeting for MMC, EAS staff, s appropriate,
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will schedule a focused Precon Meeting for MMC, EAS staff as appropriate,

 Monitors, Construction Manager and appropriate Confractor’s representafives 1o

-~~~ meetand review the job on-site prior to'start of any work that requires monitoring,”

L8]

‘- Units. of Measure and Cost of Curation for CIP or Other Public Projects

a. Units of mezsure and cost of curation will be discussed and resolved at the Precon
eeling prior to start of any work that requires monitoring.

' Identify A.reas to be Monitored

At the Precon Meeting, the Archasologist shall submit to MMC 2 copy of the
site/grading plan (reduced to 11x17) that identifies areas to be momtored as weil as
ereas that may require delineation of grading limits.

- When Monitoring will Occur

& Pror to the start of work, the Archaeologist shall also submit a construction
.schedule to MMC through the RE or BI, as appropriate, indicating when and where
monitoring is to begin and shall notify MMC of the start date for monitoring.

- During Construction

L.

!Q

L3

Monitor shall be Present During Grading/Excavation
The qualified Archaeologist shall be present full-time during gradmcr/excavatmn of
native soils and shall document activity via the Consultant Site Visit Record. This

. record shall be sent to the RE or BI , as appropriats, each month. The RE, or Bl as

appropriate, will forward copies to MMC.

Monitoring of Trenches Will Include Mainline, Laterals, and all Appurtenances

a. Monitoring of frenches is required for the mainline, laterals, services and 21l other
appurtenances that impact native soils one foot deeper than existing as detfailed on
the plans or in the contract documents identified by drawing number or plan file

number. Jt is the Construction Manager's responsibility to keep the monitors up-to- '

-date with current plans.

Discoveries
2. Discovery Process
(1) In the event of a discovery, and when rsquested by the Archaeologist, or the PI
if the Monitor is not qualified as a PI, the RE or BI ,as appropriate, shall be
contacted and shall divert, direct or temporarily halt ground disturbing '
activities in the area of discovery to allow for preliminary evaluation of .-

- potentially significant archaeological resources. The PI shall also immediately
notify MMC of such findings at the time of discovery. MMC will coordinate
with appropriate LDR staff. :

b. Determination of Significance
(1) The significance of the discovered resources shall be deter'mned by the Plin
cousultation with LDR and the Native American Community, if applicable.
LDR must concur with the evaluation before grading activities will be allowed
to resume. For significant archasological resources, a Research Désign and

~ Data Recovery Program shall be prepared, approved by DSD and carried out o
mitigate impacts before ground disturbing activities in the area of discovery

- will be allowed to resume. :
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. ___Mmor DlSCOV"I‘V Procnss for Pme}me Pro1 ects

For all projects: The following is a summery of the criteria and procedures related

to the evaluation of small historic deposits during excavation for pipelines.
(1) Coordination znd Notification
(a) Archaeological Monitor shall notify RE, or BI, as appropriate, PL, if
monitor 1s not qualified as a PI, and MMC. . '
(b) MMC shall notify the Senior Planner in the Environmental Analysis Section
(EAS) of DSD.
(¢) MMC shall coordinate all ]:ustonc discoveries with the applicable Senior
Planner, PI and the RE, to determine the appropriate level of evaluation that
should oceur.

- (2) Criteria used to determine if'1t is a Small Hlstonc Deposit

(&) The deposit is Iimited in size both in length and depth; and,
(b} The information value is limited and is not associated Wlth any other

resources: and,

(¢} There are no unique features/artifacts associated with the dsposit.

(@) A prchmmary descnp‘uon and photo graphs, if available, shall be transmitted
“to MMC.

(e} MIMC will forward the information io EAS for consultation and verification
that it is a small historic deposit.

(3) Procedures for documentation, curation and reportmc'

" The following constitutes adequate mitigation of 2 small historic deposn to
reduce impacts due to excavation activities to below a level of significance.

(a) 100% of the artifacts within the trench aligrmiment and width shall be
documented in-situ, 1o include photographic records, plan view of the trench
and profiles of side walls, recovered, photographed after cleaning and
analyzed and curated.

(b} The remainder of the deposit within the limits of excavation (trench walls)

~ shall be left intact.
(¢} If site significance can 1ot be determined, the Final Results Report and Site
" Record (DPR Form 373 AJB) shall identify the deposit as Apotentlally

significant.

. (&) The Final Results Report shall include a requirement for momtormcr of any
future work in the vicinity,

4, Human Remains : _
If human remeins are discovered, work shall halt in that area and the following .
procedures set forth in the California Public Resources Code (Sﬂc 5097.98) and State
Health and Safety Code (Sec. 7050.5) w111 be taken:

-

Notification
(1) Archasological Monitor shall notify the RE or BI as appropriate, MMC, and the
_PL if the Monitor is not qualified as a PI. MMC will notify the appropriate
Senior Planmer in the Environmental Analysis Section (EAS).


http://are.no

B ""“"(’)) The PIshall riotify the Medical anmmer after consultatmn with the RE; en‘.he:r T

In personor-viatelsphone— - - -mm s . -

Isolate dlscovery slte

(1) Work will be directed from the location of the discovery and any nearby area
reasonzbly suspected to overlay adjacent human remains until 2 determination
can be made by the Medical Examiner in consultation with the PI conc=rmnc
the provenience of the remains.

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

(3} If 2 field examination is not warranted, the Medical Exammer shzall determine
with input from the P, 1f the remains are or are most likely to be of Native
American origin. :

If Human Remains are detcnmned to be Native Amcncan

(1) The Medical Examiner shall notify the Native American chtave Commission

(NAHC). By law, ONLY the Medical Examiner can make this call.

(2) The NAHC will contact the PI within 24 hours or sooner, after Medical
“Examiner has completed coordination.

(3) NAHC will 1dentify the person or persons determmed to be the Most L1Lely
‘Descendent (MLD) and provide contact information..

(4) The PI will coordinate with the MLD for additjonal consultation.

E (3) Dlsposmcn of Native Amcnca.n Human Remains will be determined butween

the MLD and the PL, IF:

(a) The NAHC is unable tc identify the MLD OR the MLD failed to make 4
recommendation within 24 hours after being notified by the Commlsmon
OR; . .

(b) The landowner or authorized representative rejscts 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.

If Human Remains are NQT I\atwe A.mencan

{1) The PI shall contact the Medical Exammer and noury them of the hlthI'lC era

context of the bunial. :

(2) The Medical Examiner will determine the appropriate course of action With the
P1 and City staff (PRC 5097.98).

(3) If the remains are of historic origin, they shall be approp‘iataly removed and
conveyed to the Museurn of Man for analysis. The decision for reinterment of
the human remains shall be made in consultation with MMC, EAS, the -

applicant department ané/or R°a1 Estate Assets Department (READ) and the -
Museum of Man.

5. Night Work
If night work is included in the contract

(1) When night work is included in the contract package, the extent and timing shall

=T

be presented and discussed at the precon meeting.



== (2)-The following procedures shall-be followeds- e v - - .

(2)-No Discoveries - rE—— —
In the event that nothmo was found dunncr the maht wo;‘k The PIwill

" record the information on the Site Visit Recora Tom.

(b) Minor Discoveries :
All Minor Dlscovcnes will be processed and documented using the existing
. procedures under During Construction; 3. ¢., for Small Historic
Discoveries, with the exception in During Construction; 3. c. (1)Xe), that
the PI will contact MMC by 9 A M. the following morning.

(¢) Potentially Significant Discoveries
If the PI determines that a potentially significant dlscovery has been made,
the procedures under During Construction; 3. 2. & b, will be followed,
with the exception that in Durlno Construction; 3. 2., the PI will contact
MMC by 8AM the following morning to report and dlscuss the findings.

If mvht work becomes necessary dmno the course of constmctzon
(1) The Construction Manager shall notify the RE, or BI, as appropnate a minium
“of 24 hours before the work is to begm
()) The RE, or BI, as appropnate will nomy MVIMC immediately.

c. All other procedures descnbed above will apply, as appropriate,
6. Notification of Completion ‘
" a. The Archaeologist shall notify MMC and the RE or the BI, as appropriate, in

writing of the end date of monitoning.

Post Construction

- 1. Handling and Curation of Artifacts and Letter of Atceptance

The Archaeologist shall be responsible for ensuring that all cultural remains coﬂe\,tpd
are cleaned, catalogued, and permanently curated with an appropriate institution; that a
letter of acceptance from the curation institution has been submitted to MMC; 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 appropnate.

Curation of artifacts associated with the survey, tastin'g and/or data recovery for this
. project shall be completed in consultation with LDR and the Native American
representative, as applicable. .

2. Fina! Results Reports (Monitoring and Research Design and Data Recovery Program)
a. Within three months following the completion of monitoring, twe copies of the-
Final Results Report (even if negative) and/or evaluation report, if applicable,
which describes the results, analysis, and conclusions of the Archaeological
‘Monitoring Program (with appropriate graphics) shall be submitted to MMC for
approval by the ERM of LDR.
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~“Research Design-and Data Recovery'Pro gram shall‘be-ithehided as part of the Final

—Results-Report. .

c. MMC shall notify thme RB or BI, as approprizte, of receipt of the Final Results
eport.

Recording Sites with State of California Department of Park and Recreation

The Archaeologist shall be responsible for recording (on the appropriate State of
Califormia 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 Results Report.

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESQURCES

Prior to preconstruction (precon) meeting
1. Land Development Review (LDR) Plan Check © .
a. Prior to the first Precon Mesting, the Assistant Deputy Dlrector {ADD) of LDR
shall verify that the requirements for Paleontological Morutormo have been noted
on the appropriate construction aocuments

t~2

Lcttcrs of Qualification have been subrnitted to ADD '

a. Prior to the first Precon Mesting, the applicant shall provide a letter of -
verification to the ADD of LDR stating that a qualified Paleontologist, as defined
in the City of San Diego Paleontological Guidelines, has been retained to
implement the monitoring program. :

Second Letter Containing Names of Monitors has been sent to Mitigation Monitoring
Coordination (MMC).

. a~ Atleast thirty days prior to the Precon Meeting, a second letter shall be subnutted
to MMC which shall include the name of the Principal Investicator (PI) and the
names of all persons involved in the Paleontological Monitoring of the project.
MMC will provide Plan Check with a copy of both the first and second letter.

L5 e

. Records Search Prior to Precon Mesting

a. - At least thirty days prior 1o the Precon meeting, the qualified Paleontologist shall
verlfy that a records search has been completed, and updated as necsssary, and be
prepared to introduce any pertinent information concerning expectations and
probabilities of discovery during trehiching and/or grading activities. Verification
includes, but is not imited to, a copy of a confirmation letter from the San Dieao
Natural Fistory Museum, other institution, or, if the record ssarch was in-house,
letter of verification from the P1I stating that the search wes completed.

I

Precon Meeting
1. Momitor Sha]l Attend Precon Meetmcrs : - :
Prior to beginning of any work that requires momtonn , the Applicant shall arrange &
Precon Meeting that shall include the Paleontoloozst, Construction Manager -
and/or Grading Contractor, Resident Engineer (RE), Building inspector (BI), and
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e MMC.-The qualified Paleontologist shall attend any. grading related Precon’...

~—Meetings-to-make-comments-and/or-suggestions-concerning-the Paleontological ——
Monitoring Program with the Constructlon Manavcr and/or Gradmg Contractor _

!\)

L

b. If the Monitor is not able to attend the Precon Meeting, the RE, or BI as
‘appropriate, will schedule a focused Precon Meeting for MMC, Monitors,
Construction Manager and appropriate Contractor=s representaiives to meet and
review the job on-site prior to start of any work that requires monitoring.

Identify Areas to be Monitored
At the Precon Meeting, the Paleontologist shall submit to MMC a copy of the
site/grading plan (reduced to 11x1 7) that identifies areas to be monitored.

When Momtonnv Wil

Prior to the start of work, the Paleontolo cqst also shall submit a construction schedule
to MMC through the RE, or Bl, as appropriate, indicating when and where
monitoring is to begin and shall notify MMC of the-start date for monitoring.

During Construction

1.

1~

~
2.

. a.

Monitor shall be Present During GradincfExcavatidn '

P e P e n3T L + £3a11 Avssmtum

.LiLG kiLLd.LlﬁDLL PdlUUuLUlUELDL Slidl: DS P Pl GDUJ-AL .LL-LJ..I.'LJ.J.J.LG LLL-LLLL.LD th u.uual \JL-I..L.LJ.LJ."‘ \Jf
previously undisturbed formations with high and moderate resource sensitivity at
depths of 10 feet or more (measured from existing grade), and shall document activity
via the Consultant Site Visit Record (form). This form shall be sent to the RE, or BI
as appropriate, each month. The RE, or BI as appropriate, will forward copies o
MMC.

" Monitoring of Trenches Will Include Mainline, Laterals, and all Appurtenances

Monitoring is required for the mainline, laterals, services-and all other appurtenance
that impact formations with high and moderate resource at depths of 10 feet or greater
as detailed on the plans or in the contract documents, identified by drawing number or -
plan file number. It is the contractor s responsibility to keep the monitors up-to-date
with current plans. :

Discoveries

Minor Paleontological Discovery :

In the event of a minor Paleontological discovery (small pieces of broken common
shell fragments or other scattered common fossils) the Paleontolegist shall notify
the RE, or Bl as appropriate, that a minor discovery has been made. The
determination of significance shall be at the discretion of the qualified
Paleontologist. The Paleontologist will continue to monitor the area and
immediately notify the RE, or BI as appropriate, if a potential significant discovery
BINSTges. ‘ : '
Significant Paleontological Discovery

In the event of 2 significant Paleontological discovery, and when requested by the
Paleontologist, the city RE, or BI as appropriate, shall be notified and shall divert,
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direct, or temp oranly halt construction activities in_the area of discovery to allow

recovery ‘of fossil Temains. The determination of significance shall be at the

e diseretionro fthe-qualified-Paleontolo gist=Fhe-Palsontologist-with-Principal=
' Investigator (PI) level evaluation responsibilities shall also immediately notify

MMC staff of such finding at the ume of discov ery MMC staff w111 coordinate with
- appropriate LDR staff.

4. Night Work
a. Ifnight work 1s included in the contract

(1) . When night work is included in the contract package, the extent and
timing shall be presented and discussed at the precon meﬂtmc
(2) The following procedures shall be followed: '

(a) No Discoveries
- In the event that nothing was found during the mfrht work, The PI
will record the mformatzon on the Site Visit Record Form.
b. ManI' Discoveries . :
(1) All Minor Discoveries will be processed and documunted using the
existing procedures under 3.z., with the exception that the R.E w111 contact
MMC by 9 AM. the following moming.
Potentially Significant Discovenes : ‘ ‘
(1) If the PI determines that a potentially significant dlscovery hes been made,
' - the proccdu.res under 3.b., will be followed, with the exception \ that the
RE will contact MMC‘by 8 AM. the following moming to report and -

discuss the findings.
d. If night work becomes necessary during the course of construction
(1) The Construction Manager shall notify the RE, .or B, as appropriate, a

_ minium of 24 hours before the work is to begin.
(2) The RE, or BL, as appropriate, will notify MMC immediate }y
All other procedures described above will apply, as appropriate.

5. Notification of Complehon
The Paleontologist shall notify MMC and the R_ or Bl as appropnate, of the end
.date of monitoring. , . _

Post Construction
The Paleontologist shall be responsibie for prﬂpara’mon of fossils to & pomt of curation as
defined by the City of San Diego Paleontological Guidelines. 7 '
1. Submit Letter of Acceptance from Local Qualified Curation Facility.
The Paleontologist shall be responsible for submittal of a letter of acceptance to ADD
of LDR from a local quahned curation facility. A copy of this letter shall be
Iorwarded 1o M"MC

2. IfFossil Collectmn is not Accepted, Contact LDR for Alternatives
If the fossil collection is not accepted by a local qualified curation facility for reasons -
other than inadsquate preparation of specimens, the project Paleontologist shall
contact LDR, to suggest an altemative disposition of the collection. MMC shall be

‘notified in writing of the situation and resolution. -
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7 Recording Sites with'San Diego Natural History Museum ~

" The Paleontologist shall be respon51b1° for the recordation of any G.lSCOVEI"Cd fossil

_-sites at.the San Diego Natural History Museum.

VL

4, Final Results Report

Within three months following the compl stion of grading/trenching, two coptes of the
Final Results Report (sven if negative), which describes the results, analysis, and
conclusions of the above Paleontological Monitoring Program (with appropriate
graphics}) shall be submitied to MMC for approval by the ADD of LDR and one
additional copy shall be sent to the RE or BI, as appropriate.

MMC shall notify the RE or BI, as appropnate of receipt of the Final Results Report

PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION:
Draft copies or notice of this Mitigated Negative Declaration were distributed to:
Federal

U.S. Border Patrol (22)
MCAS Miramaear (13)

- Srate

- Celifornia Coastal Commission (48)
California Department of Parks and Recreatlon (40)

' C1ty of San Diego

Councilmember Zucchet District 2
‘Councilmember Maienschein, District 5
Councilmember Lewis, District 4
Councilmember Atkins, District 3

" Councilmember Peters, District 1
Councilmember Inzunza, District & . .
Councilmember Lewis, District 4
Councilmember Frye, District 6
Councilmember Madzaffer, Distriet 7
Developmeant Services Department
Engineering and Capital Projects, Riyadh Makani {908A)

"~ Engineening and Capital Projects, Reza Taleghani (614)
Mission Bay Park Committee (320)
Peninsula Community Service Center (389)
Library, Gov’t documents (81)
Parks and Recreation Dﬂpartmcnt (83)
Others

San Diego Unified Port Authority (109)
Peninsula Community Planning Board (390)
Carmel Mountain Ranch Communily Council (344)
Rancho Penasquitos Community Council (378) .
'Rancho Penasquitos Planning Board (380)
Rancho Bernardo Community Council (398)
Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board (400)
Seripps Ranch Community Planning Group (437)
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_Miramar-Ranch-North-Planning Committes-(439)rrmmmmrmrmr s e o e

South Coastzl Information Center, San Diego State Dmverszty (210)
Save Qur Heritage Organisation (214)

San Diego County Archasological Society, Inc. (218)

San Disgo Archaeological Center (212)

Dr. Jerry Schaefer (208)

Dr. Lynne Christenson (208A)

Ron Christman (215)

Louie Guassac (215A) .

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Comm1ttee (223)

Barona Group of Capitan Grande Band of Mission Indians* (225A)
Campo Band of Mission Indians* (2235B)

Cuyapaipe Band of Mission Indians* (225C) _

Inaja and Cosmit Band of Mission Indians* (225D)

Jamul Band of Mission Indians* (225E) ‘

‘'Posta Band of Mission Indians* (225F)

Manzanita Band of Mission Indians* (225G)

Sycuan Band of Mission Indians* (225H)

Vigjas Group of Capitan Grande Band of Mission hldla.ns* (7751)
Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians* (2257} . '

San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians* (225K)

Santa Ysabel Band of Disguefio Indians® (2251L)

‘La Jolla Band of Mission Indians* (225M)

Pala Band of Mission Indians* (225N)
Pauma Band of Mission Indians* (2250)
Pechanga Band of Mission Indians* (225P)

_Rincon Band of Luiseno Mission Indians* (225Q)

Los Coyotes Band of Mission Indians* (225R)
*public notice only

. VI RESULTS OF PUBLIC REVIEW:

¥eo
0

()

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/completeness of the Imual Study. No response 1s

necessary. The’ letters are attached.

Comments addressing the findings of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and/or

accuracy or complsteness of the Initial Study were received during the public input
period. The letters and responses follow. - :

Copies of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, the Miticatldn Monitoring and Reporting

Program and any Initial Study material are available in the “office of the Land Develonment :

Review D1V1510n for review, or for purchase at the cost of reproduction.
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- Myra 4nm, Senior Planner
Develepment Services Department

Analyst: K. Fofburger

Aucust 6. 2004
Date of Draft Report

August 30. 2004
Date of Final Report
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‘City of San Diege

-~ ——————Development Services “Department
‘ LAND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION

— == | 2 First Averme, Mail Staton 507 i ' S ——
San Diego, CA 92101 :
(619} 446-5460‘

INITIAL STUDY
PTS No. 31233

SUBJECT: Citvwide Sewer Pump Station Upgrades COUNCIL APPROVAL to allow for
various upgrades to twenty-two Sewer Pump Stations (SPS) throughout the City of
San Diego - Metropolitan Westewater Department service area. The upgrades
would comprise the following improvements: instaliation of emergency
underground storage tanks, construction of secondary force mains, ventilation
system improvements, installation of emergency generators, electrical upgrades,
drainage system improvements, various site improvements, and instaliation of
Supemsory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) interfaces. The overall
project would be divided into four construction packages: Group I - North City
Pump Station Upgrades; Group II - Citywide Pump Station Upgrades; Group III -
Forcemain Upgrades; Group IV - Comfort Station Upgrades.. The project sites are
located W1thm the followmg commui:jty plamunU areas: Otay Mesa—antor, Otay
Ocean Beach, Peninsula, Oid Town, Uptown, Baiboa Park, Greater North Park,
Mission Bay, Pacific Beach, LaJ olla, University, Torrey Pines, Sorrento Hills,
Black Mountain, North City Future Urbanizing Area, Clairemont Mesa, MCAS
Miramar, Sabre Springs, Miramar Ranch, Rancho Bernardo, Mira Mesa, Mission

.Valley, and Linda Vista. Apphcant Czty of San Diego Metropohtan Wastewater
epartment , .

I PURPOSE AND MAIN FEATURES:

The praposed project would aliow for the upgrades of 22 Sswer Pump Station (SPS)
facilities located throughout the City of San Diego. As directed by an Administrative :
Order issued by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to the City of
San Diego, Metropolitan Wastewater Department (MWWD) 1s required to inspect, clean,
and/or upgrade exisung wastewater facilities. As a result, MWWD is proposing 1o
implement various upo_-rades to 22 Sewer Pump Stations (SPS) throughout the City of San
D1e00 Pump Stations to be upgraded under this project include the followmo stations:
3, 44, 46, 47, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 604A, 71, 73, 74, 75, 76, 80, 81, and 82 {for
: locauons of Pump Stations, se¢ FIQ‘UIBS 1- 3) Upg c_rrades wowld vary for each facility and
generally comprise of one of or & combination of the following improvements: (&)
1nstallauon of emergency underground storage tanks, (b) construction of secondary force
- mains, ¢) ventilation system improvements, (d) instaliztion of EMErgency generators, (e)
electrical upgrades, (1) drainage system mmprovements, (g) various site improvements, (h)
and installation of Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) interfaces. -

For construction purposes, the overall project would be divided into four groups. The
four groups are identified as:

Group I:  North City Pump Station Upgrades (71, 73, 74, 75, 76, 80, and 82);

Group II:  Citywide Pump Station Upgrades (43, 44, 47, 51, and 6CA);

Group Ill:  Forcemain Upg orades (4-1-, 51,54, 604, 71 73 74 75,76, 80, 81, and
87) _
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~THE project hias been reviewed by the City of Safi Disgs Developmen: Serviges
Department (IDSD) for comphance with the Land Development Code and as such, has
been determined to be.exempt from a Site Development Permit and Coastal Development
Permit. Furthermore, the project would not result in any significant effects to the
environment or pose sw.mﬁcant risk to public health and safety. The project would
invoive excavations within areas having a high potential to yield archaeological as well
as paleontological resources. All equipment would be staged in existing right-of-ways

~ adjacent to the proposed Sewer Pump Station of repair. Mitigation would be

. meorporated into the project to reduce potentially adverse effects to archaeoiogical
resources, and paleontological resources during grading activities into undisturbed soils.
In addltlon the contract documents would inciude specific storm water pollution control
and management requirements in compliance with the Federal Clean Water Act,
Municipal Storm Water/National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit. SPS is
located within the California Coastal Commission Junsdwtlon and reqmres approval and
1ssuance of a State Coastal Development Permit.

Pump stations 43, 47,52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 82, and Forcemain 34 are located within

* the California Coastal Cornrnission jurisdiction and would require approval of State
Coastal Development Permit (for locations of Pump Stations, see Figures 1-5). Proposed
work for SPS’s 52 and 53 are Jocated on San Diego Unified Port District jurisdiction and
as such would require review and approval by the agency.

During the construction phase of the project, anticipated work hours would occur during
the davtune Monday through Friday, The confractor 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. A traffic control plan would be prepared and
implemented 1n accordance with the Cizy of San Diego Standard Drawings Manual of
Tr ajj’zc Control for Construction and Mamrenance Work Zones.

II. ENVIRONI\EENTAL SETTING:

The project sites are fully developed and located on either man-made land, disturbed
soils, or native soils. All of the sites are located outside of Environmentally Sensitive
Lands (ESL) and the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). Pump Stations 43, 47, 52,
53, 54, 35, 56, 57, 58 are located within the State Coastal Zone, and Pump Station 44 is
located within the City of San Diego Coastal Zone. The SPS's are surrounded by various -

land uses including public park land, open space, remden‘nal mdustnal parking lot, and
public nght-of-way.

I ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: See attached Initial Study checklist.
IV. DISCUSSION:

The following environmental issues were analyzed and determinad to be significant.
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‘archaeological resources. These areas 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 have been

identified within 2 one-mnile radius of the projsct area. Based on this information, there is

a potential that buried archaeological resources could be impacted during excavation

related to the installation of underground tanks. The table below identifies the Sewer

Pump Stations that would result in excavations extending beyond existing artificial fill

material and as such would require monitoring by a qualiﬁed archaeologist:

Sewer Pump Station Upgrades —
Archaeological Monitoring Required

Sewer Pump - :
Station Geologic Data

44 Artificial Fill to 6 feet, underlain
g by alluvium.
51 Artificial Fill to 16.5 feet.
60A Artificial Fill to 4-6 feet,
: | underlain by Mission Valley
Formation
71 ‘ Artificial Fill 1o 14 feet, underiain
o by Friars Formation '
73 _ | Aruficial Fill to 9 feet, underlain

by Friars and possibly Mission
Valley Formations
74 Artificial Fill to 5.5 feet,
| underlain by Friars & Mission
Valley formation in the vicinity
Artficial Fill to 4 feet, underlain
by colluvium to 8 feet and gramte
bedrock
176 . Artficial Fill at 7 and 3 feet,

' underlain by colluvium and
granite bedrock
1 80 Artificial fill up to 15 feet,
underiain by alluvium and Friars
: formation
1 82 Artificial fill up to 5-9.5 feet,
underiain by Torrey Sandstone

=~
Ln

Therefore, in order to mitigate potentially significant impacts to archaeological resources,
an archaeolocical monitoring program for excavation work that involves prevmusly
undisturbed soils wouid be implemented. This program requires thet an archaeological
monitoring program managed by a qualified archaeologist be required during all
construction involving new excavations and/or deeper trench work into native soils. If

~ cultural deposits are discovered, excavation would temporarily cease to allow evaluation,
recordation, and recovery of cultural material. With implementation of the
archaeological monitoring program, impacts to cultural resources would be reduced to -
below a level of significance.
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~==TheProject proposes excavations for tank installafionsmio undistirbed soils at depths ™~ 7

beyond existing fill. The excavations are considered potentially significant impact to
paleontolocncal resources therefore mitigation is required. The foliowing project sites -
that would require monitoring by a quahﬁed Paleontological Monitor are listed in the
table below:

Sewer Pump Station Upgrades -
Paleontological Monitoring Required

Sewer Pump | ,
Station Geologic Data
60A Artificial Fill to 4-6 feet,
underlain by stsmn Valley
Formation
71 Artificial Fill to 14—feet underlam
by Friars Formation
73 Artificial Fill to 9-feet, underjain.
by Friars and possibly Mission .
Valley Formations :
74 | Artificial Fill to 5.5-feet underlain.
: by colluvium to 8-feet, and
: granite bedrock
8C Artificial Fill up to 15-feet,
underlain by alluvium and Fnars
Formation
82 Artificial Fill vp to 5-9.5-feet,
underlain by Torrey Sandstone

A Miiigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) wouid be required for
mplementatlon This program requires that 2 qualified paleontological monitor be
present during all ground disturbance activities in previously undisturbed soils with
moderate potential to produce fossilized resources. If paleontological deposits are
discovered, excavation would temporarily cease to allow evaluation, recordation, and
recovery of material. With implementation of this monitoring program, impacts to
paleontological resources would be reduced to below a level of signific

Water Quality

"The proposed project has the potential to result in downstream effects to State of
California Listed Impaired Water Bodies from associated transport of constructicn runoff
and/or dewatering activities. As such, the proposed project is required to comply with the
Federal Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1368) and the Mumc1pal Stozmwatcr Natlona.l
Poliutant Discharge Ehnnnanon §yst°m (NPDES) Perrmt i‘= ; T
WLl equITeR "; ATRBI

éPractwes«"( BNMPis: 1e2R] ; ;
OOt A1 PIAT AW CP)‘%"aﬁELaxWaterzPolluh@n-Centro%ﬁsﬂe‘M"aﬁéoement"Plana('WPCS)

FiitHsforesrevisw and approval by the City Resident Engineer of the aforementioned
water guality management plans wouid be achieved before commencement of any

R ‘ : S ‘ Page4
——Paleontological-Resources : — . oo
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T construction” activities” and as such potemlal eercts to water quahty are” con31dered less—

than mgmﬁcant and no rrutlcranon 18 requlred

(Geologv

Geologic Reconnaissance Reporis were completed for each of each of the proposed sewer
pump station and forcemain upgrades project locations. The project site lies within areas
designated as low, moderate, and high development risks by the City of San Diego as
shown within the Seismic Safety Study Maps. Geotechnical Reports for each pump
station were prepared by Ninyo & Moore, August 11, 2003 and Revised November 11,
2003 and were submitted for review by Land stelopment Review (LDR). The reports
are available for public review at the Offices of LDR at 1222 First Avenue, 5th floor.

The reports concluded that the project sites Would not result in significant gaologic
hazards. Proper engineering design of all new structures as recommended by the
geotechnical reports would ensure that the potential for geologic impacts from reomnal
hazards would be con51dered less than sigmficant.

V.o RECOMI\&EI\DATION.
On the basis of this inifial evaluation:

- The proposed proj ect would not have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared. :

X Although the proposed project could have a significant effact on the
environment, there will not be a 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 IZMPACT RE ORT should be requlred

PROIPCT ANALYST: K. Forburger

Figure 1: Location Map Group 1

Figure 2: Location Map — Group II

Figure 3: Location Map — Group III

Fluur= 4: Location Map - Group IV ' :
Figure 3: Sewer Pump Station and Forcemain Upgrade Addresses
Initial Study Checklist
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DEL MAR

PACIFIC |
OCEAN

MISSION BAY

CORONADO
| SEWER PUMP STATION .7 W2E7 MATURIN DRIVE
SEWER PUMP STATION 73 15715 AVENIDA VENUSTO
SEWZR PUMP STATION 74 W71l AVENIDA SIVRIT A
SEWER PUMP STATION 75 12602 STONE CANYON ROAD
SIWER PUMP STATION 75 18685 POMIRADO ROAD
SEWER PUMP STATION 80 €715 VIA'DEL CAMPO

“SEWER PUMP STATION. G2 2775 ‘SAN AMDREAS DRIVE

L OCATION MAP ~ GROUP |

Environmental Review ' , ?

CITY OF SAN DIEGQ » Development Services Department
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DEL MAR

PACIFIC
OCEAN

MISSION BAY

CORONADO

SEWER PUMP STATION 43 4892 MIOWAY DRIVE

SEWER PUMP STATION 44 743 RODEAR RCAD
SEWER PUMP STATION 47 - 2305 QUIVIRA COURT

SEWER PUMP STATION &

B340 CAMIND SANTA FE
SEWER PUMP STATION S04 © 1080 RUE CHAUSERRY |

Environmental Review

Figurs

LOCM’EON MAP GROUP i 15

CITY OF SAN DIEGO Development Services Department




001572

DEL MAR

PACIFIC
'OCEAN

MISSION BAY

- CORONADO

'FORCE MAIN 44 'j743 RODEAR ROAD

FORCE MAIN 5l B340 CAMINO SANTA FE
FORCE MAIN 54 2800 EAST MISSION BAY DRIVE
FORCE MAN 604 - N0 RUE CHAUBERRY

FORCE MAIN T : 267 MATURIN DRIVE

FORCE MAIN T3 " I5715 AVENDA VENUSTO

FORCE MAIN ‘74 : ilTllAVENl_DA_ SIVRITA

FORCE MAIN T3 ' 12502 STONE CANYON ROAD
FORCE MAIN 76 18555 POMERADO ROAD
FORCE MAIN 80 E75 VIA DEL CAMPO

FORCZ MAIN 8l 120 MONTICOOK COURT

FORCE MAIN 82 2775 SAN ANDREAS DRIVE

%wcmaow MAP GROUP I

Environmental Review ' ' 3

CITY OF SAN DIEGO + Development Services Depaﬁment



DEL MAR

PACIFIC
OCEAN

MISSION BAY

CNRONANON

SEWER PLM® STATION 45
SEWER PUMP STATION 52
SEWER PUMP STATION I3
© - 'SEWER PUMP STATION 54
STWER PUMP STATION 55
STWER PUMP STATION 56
(SEVER PUMP STATION 57

SFWFR PlIME STaTIAN SR

2757 CAMINTO CROLLAS
I87| HARBOR ISLAND DAIVE

BES HARBOR ISLAND DRIVE

2800 EAST MISSION BAY DRIVE

2530 EAST MISSION BAY DAIVE

'2270 TAST MISSION BAY- DRVE |
1520 TAST MISSION BAY DRIWE

1740 FAST WMISSINAN RAY NEWT

Environmental Review

| OCATION MAP

- GROUP IV

CITY OF SAN DIEGO » Development Services Department

~ Figure




. City.of San Diego_

' Metropohtan Wastewater Department

SEWER PUMP STATION
AND FORCE MAIN
UPGRADE LOCATIONS

———

~ Community
Sewer Pump Station Address Planning. Area
43 4892 Midway Drive . Mission Bay”
44* 1743 Rodear Road - Otay
: , 47 2505 Quivira Court Ocean Beach
I : 51~ | 8340 Camino Santa Fe Mira Mesa
- BOA” 10110 Rue Chauberry Scripps Ranch
46 2797 Caminito Chollas Mid-City
52 1871 Harbor Island Drive Pensinsula
53 .} 885 Harbor !sland Drive - Peninsula
54* | 2800 East Mission Bay Dr. | Mission Bay
55 2590 East Mission Bay Dr. | Mission Bay .
56 2270 cast Mission Bay Dr. | Mission Bay
57 '| 1920 East Mission Bay Dr. | Mission Bay
58 1740 East Mission Bay Dr. | Mission Bay
71 11287 Maturin Drive - | Carmel Mountain
: ' Ranch
BAC 15715 Avenida Venusto Carme! Mountain-
' - " Ranch
747 11711 Avenida Sivrita Ranche
. o Penasqguitos
75%* 12602 Stone Canyon Road | Carme! Mountain
: - | Ranch
767" 18685 Pomerado Road Rancho Bernardo
8o™ 16715 Via Del Campo | Rancho . '
Penasguitos
g1 1120 Monticook Court Rancho Bernardo
g2~ 2775 San Andrees Drive - North City Future
Urbanizing
84 157086 Camino Crisalida Rancho
' ‘ Penasauilos

(* = with Force Main)
" {** = only Force Main)

Sewer Pump Stations and Forcs Mains .

Location Table

Environmental Analvsis Sacfion

Proiect No. 31233

CITY OF SAN DIEGO - DEVELOPMENT SERVICES




e il eien.... . Initial Stady.Checklist - ..

e [y

Project NO 31233

Name of Project: Sewer Pump Station Upgrades

II ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

The purpose of the Initial Study is to 1dentify the potential for significant environmental impacts
which could be associated with a project pursuant to Section 15063 of the State CEQA
Guidetines. 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
environmental assessment. However, subsequent to this preliminary review, modifications fo the
project may mitigate adverse impacts. All apswers of "yes" and "maybe" indicate that there is a
potential for significant environmental impacts and these determinations are explained in Section
TV of the Initial Study

]Z
&

Yes Maybe
L AESTHETICS / NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER ~ Will the proposal result in:

A. The obstruction of any vista or scenic
view from a public viewing area?
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD NOT OBSTRUCT ANY
COMMUNITY PLAN DESIGNATED
PUBLIC VIEWING AREAS.

I

B.. The creation of a negative aesthetic
site or project? o
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD NOT RESULTIN A
- NEGATIVE AESTHETIC OR
PROJECT. '

o

C. Project bulk, scale, materials, or style
" which would be incompatible with SllI'I‘OU.I‘ldlIlU
development?
THE PROPOSED PROJECT :
FACILITIES WOULD REQUIRE
COMPLIANCE WITH THE LAND

s
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No

e _DEVELOPMENT-CODE.-- P

- REQUIREMENTS AND AS SUCH" =

WOULD NOT RESULT IN

© T INCOMPATIBLE BULK, SCALE.,
MATERIALS. OR STYLE.

D. Substantizl alteration to the existing
character of the area?
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD NOT SUBSTANTIALLY
ALTER THE EXISTING
CHARACTER OF ANY

b

—_ COMMUNITY PLANNING-AREAS.

‘E. The Joss of any distinctive or landmark
tree(s), or a stand of mature trees?
NO DISTINCTIVE LANDMARKING
FEATURES OR STAND.OF _
MATURE TREES EXISTS ON ANY
OF THE PROJECT SITES,

F. Substantial change in topography or
ground surface rehief features? =
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD NOT SUBSTANTIALLY
ALTER GROUND SURFACE
RELIEF FEATURES.

G. The loss, covering or modification of any
unigue geologic or physical features such
as a natural canyon, sandstone bluff, rock
‘buterop, or hillside with a slope in excess
of 25 percent? _ ‘

THE PROJECT SITES INCLUDE
EXISTING DEVELOPED AND
FLAT SITES AND AS SUCH THE
PROJECT WOULD NOT
ADVERSELY AFFECT ANY

- UNIQUE GEOLOGIC FEATURES.

E. Substantia] light or glare?.
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD -
NOT RESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL
LIGHT OR GLARE.

1
-2
[l

I

.

I
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U S i : "‘”’Y_CS*‘M'a_VbG ...... .—1\19 — - =

—Ac The&essw-f—avaﬂ&bﬂi&of-&lméwn

I. - Substantial shading of other properties?
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES _
WOULD NOT RESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL
SHADING OF OTHER PROPERTIES.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES / NATURAL RESOURCES / MINERAL

RESOURCES - Would the proposal result mn:

X

mineral resource (e.g., sand or gravel)
that would be of value to the region and
the residents of the state?

THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
ARE NOT LOCATED WITHIN
LAND DESIGNATED FOR
AGRICULTURAL USES. '

B. The conversion of agricultural land to
nonagricultural use or impairment of the
- . agricultural productivity of agnculmral
land? -
~ THE PROJECT SITES ARE NOT
DESIGNATED FOR AGRICULTURAL
USES.

AIR QUALITY — Would the proposal: -

A. Conflict with or obstruct implementation
~ of the applicable air quality plan?

THE PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD
NOT OBSTRUCT IMPLEMENTATION
OF THE REGIONAL AIR QUALITY
PLAN OR REQUIRE ANY PERMITS IN
COMPLIANCE WITH THE COUNTY OF
SAN DIEGO AIR POLLUTION =~
CONTROL DISTRICT REGULATIONS.

I

I

b
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- B ﬁ_f\, iolate any air quality- standard Or contrlbuteﬂ--ﬁ——----- T
- -~ - substantially 1o an existing or projected '

air quality violation?

Mavbe

“PLEASE SEE lILAABOVE.

Expose sensitive receptérs to
substantial pollutant concentrations?
PLEASE SEE lll-A ABOVE.

Create objectionable odors affecting a

substantial number of people?
PLEASE SEE Ill-A ABOVE.

|

'l><:._

V.

Exceed 100 pounds per day of
Particulate Matter 10 (dust)?
PLEASE SEE |lI-B ABOVE.

Alter air movement in

the area of the project?
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES

WAL ™ AT S IDOTAMTIAL T W
FYUILL INU | OUD O L AN IALLT

ALTER AIR MOVEMENT WITHIN THE
PROJECT AREA.

Cause z substantial alteration in moisture,
or temperature, or any change i . _
climate, eitherlocally or regionally? -
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT

. ADVERSELY AFFECT THE EXISTING

CLIMATE

BIOLOGY ~ Would the proposal result in:

A. A reduction in the number of any unique,

rare, endangered, sensifive, or fully
protected species of plants or animals?
THE PROJECT SITES ARE LOCATED

- OQUTSIDE OF THE MULTI-HABITAT

PLANNING AREA (MHPA) AND ARE
EITHER DEVELOPED AND/OR .~
CONTAIN NON-
NATIVE/ORNAMENTAL - ,
VEGETATION., NO ADVERSE
EFFECTS TO SENSITIVE
VEGETATION AND WILDLIFE WOULD
RESULT WITH THE PROJECT.

Y

<

<

e



B. A substantial change in the diversity
of any species of animals or plants?
NC SUBSTANTIAL CHANGE IN
BIODIVERSITY WOULD RESULT
WITH THE PROJECT.

C. Introduction of invasive species of
- plants into the area?
-PLEASE SEE_IV-B.ABOVE

I

D. Interference with the movement of any
restdent or migratory fish or wildlife species

or with established native resident or mic’*atory

wildiife corridors?
THE PROJECT SITES ARE LOCATED

OUTSIDE OF ANY MIGRATORY
- WILDLIFE CORRIDORS,

E. Animpact tc a sensitive habitat,

" - including, but not limited to streamside
vegetation, aguatic, riparian, oak woodland,
coasta) sage scrub or chaparral?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
RESULT IN IMPACTS TO SENSITIVE
UPLAND AND WETLAND HABITAT.

F. Animpact dn City, State, or federally regulated

wetlands (including, but not limited to, coastal
salt marsh, vernal pool, lagoon, coastal, etc.) through

direct remoyval, filling, hydrolo gical mterruptmn

or other means?
PLEASE SEE JIV-E ABOVE

G. Conflict with the provisions of the City’s
Multiple Species Conservation Program -
Subarea Plan or other approved local, .
re U1011211 or state nabnat conservation
plan?

THE PROJECT SITES ARE NOT
LOCATED WITHIN THE MSCP
SBOUNDARIES AND SITES
ADJACENT TO THE MHPA WOULD

wn

X

o

e

e
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MHPA LAND USE ADJACENCY.

A,
- of fuel or energy (e.g. natural gas)?

REQUIRE COMPLIANCE WITH THE

“Yes Mavbe

GUIDELINES.

. ENERGY — Would the proposal:

Result in the use of excessive amounts

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
RESULT IN EXCESSIVE ENERGY
USAGE.

<

VL

Result in the use of excessive amounts

of power?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
RESULT IN EXCESSIVE AMOUNTS

OF POWER USAGE

GEOLOGY/SOILS — Would the proposal:

Al

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. PLEASE SEE

(INITIAL STUDY DlSCUSSiON FOR

GEOLOGY.

Result in a substantial increase in wind or

water erosion of soils, either on or off the site? -

THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD NOT RESULT IN
SUBSTANT!AL EROSION OF SOILS.

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is

unstable or that would become unstable as

a result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
PLEASE SEE VI-A ABOVE.

I

>4

b

lo<
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HISTORICAL RESOURCES - Would the proprosal result 1n:

A, Alteration of or the destruction of &
prehistoric or historic archaeological
site?

THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
MAY RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE
EFFECTS TO PREHISTORIC OR
HISTORIC RESOURCES, PLEASE
SEE INITIAL STUBY DISCUSSION

e

VI

FOR HISTORICAL RESOURCES.

B. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a
prehistoric or historic building, structure,

object, or site?
PLEASE SEE Vil-A ABOVE.

ls<

C. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to
an architecturally significant building,
structure, or object?

NO SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURES
EXIST ON ANY OF THE PROJECT
SITES.

b

D. Anyimpact to existing rebgious or
sacred uses within the potentlal
impact area?

NO SUCH USES ARE LOCATED
ON THE PROJECT SITES.

b

~ E. Thedisturbance of any human remains,

inclnding those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

- NO SUCH DISTURBANCE !S ‘
ANTICIPATED WITH THE PRQJECT
SITES.

>4

HUMAN HEALTh / PUBLIC SAFETY / HAZ, A,.R,'DOUS MATERlALS Would the
proposal: :

A, _Create any known health hazard

(excluding mental health)?

THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD NOT CREATE ANY HEALTH
HAZARDS.

o4
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Expose people or the envu'onment to

a significant hazard through the routine
transport, use or disposal of hazardous

materials?
NO STORAGE OR TRANSPORT OF

‘HAZARDOUS MATERIALS WOULD

RESULT WITH THE PROJECT SITES.

Create a future risk of an explosion or the
release of hazardous substances (including
but not limited to-gas, oil, pesticides,-chemicals,

()

radiation, or explosives)?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
STORE OR RESULT IN .
SUBSTANTIAL RISK OF RELEASE
OR EXPLOSION OF HAZARDOUS
SUBSTANCES. '

. Impair impiementation of, or physically inierfere

with an adopted emergency response plan
or emergency evacuation plan?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
IMPAIR IMPLEMENTATION OF ANY
EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN,

Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5
and, as a result, create a significant

hazard to the public or environment?

NONE OF THE PROJECT
LOCATIONS ARE LISTED BY THE
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRON MENTAL
HEALTH AS HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS SITES,

-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 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS WOULD

BE STORED, TRANSPORTED. OR UTILIZED
ON SITE, : >

b

I

I

I
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Yes Mavbe,‘,

No

- DX, - HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY — Would the proposa] result in:

A. An increase in pollutant discharges, including
down stream sedimentation, 1o receiving
waters during or foliowing construction?
Consider water quality parameters such as
temperature dissolved oxygen, turbidity and
other typical storm water pollutants.

THE PROJECT WOULD NOT RESULT
IN ANY INCREASE IN POLLUTANT
D!SCHARGES

- B. Anincrease in impervious surfaces and
associated increased runoff?
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD NOT RESULT IN ANY
SIGNIFICANT INCREASE _
IMPERVIOUS SURFACE AREA.

C. Substantial alteration to on- and off-site
drainage patierns due to changes in runoff
- flow rates or volumes? :

PLEASE SEE [X-B ABOVE.

D. Discharge of identified pollutants to
an already impaired water body (as listed -
on the Clean Water Act Section 303(b) list)?
PLEASE SEE [X-A ABOVE.

E. A potentially significant adverse impact on
~ ground water quality?
NO ADVERSE EFFECT TO GROUND
-WATER QUALITY WOULD RESULT
WITH THE PROJECT SITES.

F. Cause or contribute 1o an excesdance
of applicable surface or groundwater
receiving water quality objectives or -
degradation of beneficial uses? :
THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD NOT RESULT IN ANY -
ADVERSE EFFECTS TO GROUND
WATER QUALITY.

be

I

S

Sl
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- Yes-- Mavbe - - ~No

"X, LAND USE — Would 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 PROPOSED PROJECT SITES
WOULD-BE CONSISTENT WITH-THE

™

APPLICABLE ADOPTED COMMUNITY
PLAN DESIGNATED LAND USE.

A conflict with the goals, objectives
and recommendations of the community

plan in which it is located?

PLEASE SEE X-A ABOVE,

A conﬂlct with adopted environmental

plans, including applicable habitat conservation
plans adopted for the purpose of avoiding

or mitigating an epvironmental effect for the area?
THE PROJECT SITES ARE NOT
LOCATED WITHIN THE MULTI-

-HABITAT PLANNING AREA OR ANY

OTHER ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL
PLANNING AREA.

Physically divide an established community? -
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
PHYSICALLY DIVIDE ANY
COMMURNITY.

Land uses which are not compatible with

aircraft accident potential as defined by

an adopted airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan?
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT

BE INCOMPATIBLE WITH ANY
COMPREHENSIVE LAND USE

PLANNING AREA PLANS,

-10-

b

I

™
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——--Yes ,,“.Max}beg,,,k s

No

XL

NOISE - Would the proposal result in:

.A_ A significant increase in the
existing ambzent noise levels?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
INCREASE AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS
WITHIN ANY COMMUNITY.

ud

XIL

Exposure.of: pcopleio_no1se levels Whlch

I

exceed the City's adopted noise

ordinance?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
' RESULT IN THE GENERATION OF
- EXCESSIVE NOISE LEVELS,

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?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
EXPOSE RESIDENTS TO
EXCESSIVE TRANSPORTATION
NO!SE LEVELS,

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the |

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

" THE PROJECT SITES WOULD

INVOLVE EXCAVATION FOR

SUBSURFACE FACILITIES AND AS

SUCH MAY RESULT IN ADVERSE
AFFECTS TO PALEONTOLOGICAL
RESOURCES. PLEASE SEE INITIAL

 STUDY DISCUSSION FOR

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES,

S11-

be

I
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m__Mavbe_l\I_o i

XIIL POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the proposal:

A. Induce substantial population growth in

an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or

XIV.

indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT
ADVERSELY AFFECT EXISTING
HOUSING NOR AFFECT
POPULATION AND HOUSING

MAJITLIER] A RTV I'\I:C.‘Iﬁhlh'l'l:l'\
YL Y MY ] et NN W

COMMUNITY.

. Displace substantial numbers of existing

housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
PLEASE SEE Vill-A ABOVE.

. Alter the planned location, distribution,

density or growth rate of the population |
of an area?
PLEASE SEE VIiiI-A ABOVE.

PUBLIC SERVICES ~ Would the proposal
have an effect upon, or result in 2 need for
new or altered governmental services in any
of the following areas:

A, Fire protection?

FIRE SERVICES ARE ADEQUATE.

B. Police protection?

POLICE PROTECTION IS

-ADEQUATE.

C. Schools?

SCHOOLS ARE ADEQUATE.

e

v

I

I

b<

S
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e A..........‘m_.w.MaVbe EQ -

D. Parks or other recreational
_ facilities? i L .
PARKS AND RECREATIONAL )
FACILITIES ARE ADEQUATE.

E. Maintenance of public
~facilities, including roads?
PUBLIC MAINTENANCE
SERVICES ARE ADEQUATE.

F. Other governmental services?

e

™

~-GOVERNMENTAL SERVICES-ARE
-ADEQUATE. '

XV. RECREATIONAL RESOURCES - Would the proposal result in:

A. Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks
- or other rccreational facilities such that

1l b nl Aatorm meatimen A dhe
.:hu.u.:u.ml.uuj. }_.u.i._y ciCa, CQEeIeriorausn Ciwas

facility would oceur or be accelerated?
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD
NOT RESULT IN ANY EFFECTS
TO EXISTING PARKS AND
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES.

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

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD
NOT REQUIRE ANY
MODIFICATIONS OR EXPANSION
TO EXISTING PARK AND
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES.

XVL TRANSPORT,ATION/CRCIIL.ATION — Would the proposal result in:

A Traffic generation in excess of sp°01n<:/
community plan allocation?
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD
NOT RESULT IN EXCESSIVE
TRAFFIC OR ADVERSELY
AFFECT EXISTING PARKING
WITHIN ANY COMMUNITY.

I

~

b



e .._..substantial in relation to the existing wraffic ...

001588

B. Anincrease irrprojected traffic which is

LT U— - S ,E_-- Mavbe_ .AN_O_-_—.- - —

load and-capacity of the strest system?
- PLEASE SEE XVI-A ABOVE.

C. Anincreased demand for offsite parking? -
PLEASE SEE XVI-A ABOVE.

D. Effects on existing parking? ‘
PLEASE SEE XVi-A ABOVE.

s

\><_

™

Substantial impact-upon-existing or

tt

planned transportation systems?
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD
- NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT
EXISTING PUBLIC
"TRANSPORATION SYSTEMS.

F. Alterations to present circulation
movements including effects on existing
public access to beaches, parks, or
other open space areas?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD
NOT ALTER EXISTING
CiRCULATION AND ACCESS
ROUTES.

G. Increase in traffic hazards for motor vehicles, -
bicyelists or pedestrians due to a2 proposed,

" non-standard design feature (e.g., poor sight
distance or driveway onto an access-restricted
roadway)?

THE PROJECT SITES WOULD
'NOT CREATE OR INCREASE
TRAFFIC HAZARDS WITHIN THE
AREA. '

H. A.conflict with adopted policies, plans or
' programs supporting alternative transportation
modeis (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD -
NOT REQUIRE IMPLEMENTATION -
OF ANY ALTERNATIVE
TRANSPORTATION PLAN,

214

>

it

I
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— S— Yes--Mavbe-- No :

X\fII UTILITIES Would the proposal resultin a n“ed for new systems or require substantial
_alterations to existing utilities, including:

A. Natural gas? - X
NATURAL GAS UTlLITIES ARE '
ADEQUATE,

i

B. Communications systems?
COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS ARE
ADEQUATE.

C- Water? 7 : . : X
WATER UTILITIES ARE ~ - :
ADEQUATE. :

D. Sewer? _
‘ SEWER UTILITIES ARE
. ADEQUAT‘E.

\»4

E. Stom water drainage?
STORM WATER DRA!NAGE
SYSTENMS ARE ADEQUATE.

I«

I

F. Solid waste disposal?
© SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL
SERVICES ARE ADEQUATE.

XVIII. WATER CONSERVATION -~ Would the proposal result iﬁ: |

A Use of excessive amounts of water?

"THE PROJECT SITES WOULD

NOT RESULT IN EXCESSIVE
WATER USAGE.

e

B. Landscaping which is pfsdor’ninﬁntly
non-drought resistant vegetation?
PLEASE SEE XVII-A ABOVE.

b

-15.
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‘ .. . --Yes- Mavbe - No
XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

A. Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below seif
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?
THE PROJECT WOULD NOT
RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE
EFFECTS TO BIOLOGICAL
RESOURCES. EXCAVATIONS
MAY AFFECT SUBSURFACE
PREHISTORIC OR HISTORIC

RESGURCES, PLEASE SEE-

INITIAL STUDY DISCUSSION FOR
HISTORICAL RESOURCES.

<

B. Does 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 PROJECT SITES WOULD
NOT RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE
LONG TERM EFFECTS,

5

C. Does the project have impacts which ars
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerabie? (A project may impact on
two or more separate resources where the
impact on each resource is relatively small,
but where the effect of the total of those
impacts on the environment is significant.)
THE PROJECT SITES WOULD NOT RESULT IN
ANY CUMULATIVELY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS.

™

- 16 -
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D.

- e es Mavbe
Does the project have environmental

effects which would cause substantial _

‘adverse effects on human beings, sither — T T

directly or indirectiy?
THE PROJECT WOULD NOT RESULT IN ANY
DIRECT OR INDIRECT ADVERSE EFFECTS TO

HUMAN BEINGS.

I

=17



INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

REFERENCES

L Aesthetics / Neighborhood Character .
City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan. |

X - Community ?lan.

Loéal_Coastal,P,laIi.

IL. Agricultural Resources / Natural Resources / Mineral Resources
City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.
x U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Survey - San Diego Area, California, Part I and IT, 1973,

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

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

Site Specific Repoﬁ:
Hor. Air
California Clean Air Act Gudelines (Indirect S.burce Control Programs) 1990.

X Regional Air Quality Strategies (RAQS) - APCD.

Site Specific Report:
IV.  Biology
~ City of San Diego, Multipie Species Conservation Program (MSCP), Subarea Plan, 1997

X City of San Diege, MSCP, "V é:getation Communities with Sensitive Species and Vernal Pools"
maps, 1994, o ‘

City of San Diego, MSCP, "Multple Habitat Planning Arez" maps, 1997.

Community Plan - Resource Element.

-18:
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California Dépa.rtmcnt of Fish and Gamé Celifornia Natural Divnrsi.ry Database, "State
and Paderally 11st~d Endangersd Thrpatcned and Rare Plants of Cahfomw. " J anuary

')001—.-- R e e - e e e

California Department of Fish & Game, California Natural Diversity Database,
"State and Federally-listed Endangered and Threatened Animals of Californiz,"
January 200G1.

X City of San Diego Lend Development Code Biolbgy Guidelines.

. Site Specific Report:

V. Energy

VL. Geology/Soils
X_  City of San Diego Seismic Safety Smudy. |

- U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Survey - San Diego Arsﬁ, Celifornia, Part I and II,
" December 1973 and Part TIT 1975, '

X Site Specific Report: Geomchnicdl Investigation for City of San Diego Sewer Pump Station
" Upgrade Project, Pump Stations 43, 44, 46, 47, 51, 52, 33, 54, 55, 56, 537, 58, 604, 71, 73, 74,

73, 76, 80, 81, and 82, prepared by Ninyo & Moore, August 11, 2003 and Rcwsed November
11, 2003 '

- VIL Historical Resources
X City of San Diego Historical Resources Guidelines.

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

Comm{lnity Historical Survey: .

VIIL. Human Health / f‘ublic Safety / Hazardous Materials

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

FAA Determination

-10.
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- Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan, ™ 7

‘State Assessment and I&:&igéﬂon, Uﬁzumt-horized Rcleaée Listing, Public Use Authorized 1995.

Site Specific Report:

Hydrology/Water Quality
Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).

Federa] Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), National Flood Insurance Program - Flood
Boundary and Floodway Map.

Site Specific Report:

Clean Water Act Section 303(b) list, dated May 19, 1999,
htto://www . swreb.ca. pov/tmdl/3034d lists.hiznl).

City of San Diego Standard Urban Stormwater Mifigation Plan (SUSMP)

Site Specific Report:

Land Use
City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.
Community Plan. |
| Airport Comprchensive Land Use Plan
c@ of San Diego Zoning Maps
- FAA Determination
Noise

Community Plan

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

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


http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/tmdl/3Q3d

001595

< b B |

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

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

Site Specific Report: :

Paleontological Resources .

City of San Diego Paleontological Guidelines.

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

of Peleontoloey San Diego Natural History Museum, 1996,

Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Peterson, “Géology‘o'f the San Diego Mefropolitan Area,

- California. Del Mar, Lz Jolla, Point Loma, La Messa, Poway, and SW 1/4 Escondido 7 1/2

Minute Quadrangles," California Division of Mines and Geology Bulletin 200, Sacramento,
1975, '

Kennedy, Michael P., and Siang S. Tan, "Geology of National City, Imperial Reach and Otay
Mesa Quadrangies, Southern San Diego Metropolitan Area, California," Map Sheet 29, 1977.

Site Specific Report:
Populaﬁon / Housing
City of San Diego Prog;ri-:é;. 'Gu.ide and General Plan.
Comrnunity Plan.
lS_éries § Population Forecasts, SANDAG.

Other:

Public Services

City of San Diego Pro greSs Guide and General Plan.
Community Plan.

Recreationgl Resources

City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

Community Plan.

Department of Park and Recreation

-7 -
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Yes Mavbe No i
City of San Diego - San Diego Regional Bicycling Map

Additio:iéj Resourc'es:

XVL Transportation / Circulation
City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan,
Community Plan.

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

San-Diego-Region-Weekday Traffic-Volumes; SANDAG:

Site Specific Report:

XVIL.  Utilities

XVIII. Water Conservation

Sunset Magazine, New Western Garden Book. ‘Rev. ed. Menlo Park, CA: Sunset Magazine.
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—0 OI ke REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Pump Station Upgrades — Group IV — Advertise and Award

1. CERTIFICATE NUMBF™
{FOR AUDITOR'S U¢ I o ;2
CITY OF SAN DIEGO /V / /4
TO: Z FROM {ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT): ~[5. DATE: q /Lf
CITY ATTORNEY METROPOLITAN WASTEWATER DEPARTMENT 57222001
4. SUBJECT:

Craig Whittemore,

5. PRIMARY CONTACT (NAME, PHONE, & MAIL STA.)

(858) 292-6471, MS 901

6. SECONDARY CONTACT {NAME, PHONE, & MAIL STA.)

Rolf H Lee, (858) 292-6432, MS 901

7. CHEC¥ BOX IF REPORT TO COUNCIL IS ATTACHED

]

8.COMPLETE FOR ACCOUNTING PURPOSES

freasury.

NOTE: See Continuation Page

FUND 41506 41506 ®. ADDITIONAL INFGRMATION  ESTIMATED COST:
DEPT. 773 773
Construction: $1,712,043
ORGANIZATION 960 960 Const Mgmt & Rel Costs: $695,637
OBJECT ACGOUNT 4278 4905 Subtotal - $2,407,630
o8 ORDER 140060 261930 - Contingency: $85,602
C..P. NUMBER 41-925.0/41-932.3 46-193.0 TOTAL THIS REQUEST $2,493,282
AMOUNT $2.,407,680 $85,602
10. ROUTING AND APPROVALS
ROUTE APPROVING ] DATE ROUTE APPROVING DATE
i AUTHORITY APFRDYAL SIGNATURE SIGNED ) AUTHORITY A APPROVAL SIGNATURE SIGNED
1 |ORIG. DEPT. ﬁ\ L b “ ’0 A CHlEF—U, m &-26- ¢
: g 7 Pl oy ' o
2 |eoc e, . L/§/0 7] s feoo a4 /éw( S
7 ; / 1 .
3 |EAS. ‘m % % éM 10 |CITY ATTORNEY 7‘7 Z‘-"/O
4 L Y L .
4 ILIAISON OFFICE A A AN 11 {ORIG. DEPT. Dm\@ f‘dfj,é’{/t/—"—“? [ae /oD /i V/@’[
ALLT ST faf 1 p- R —
5 |Fm ) V2l - DOCKET GOORD: £ N 7 _l COUNGIL uAlson(_Vﬂ_
Fetot CEpess 6 [2500| I oroe |
. COUNCIL .
& |aupmor - ; “ 07 Lounet. SPOB CONSENT [} ADDPTIO:I
AN . Y B
7 et D REFER TO: COUNCIL DATE: /‘1 rj
11. PREPARATICN OF: (] RESOLUTIONS [C] ORDINANCE(S) [ AGREEMENT(S)} ] DEED(S)

1. Approving the plans and specifications for the construction of the Citywide Pump Station Upgrades — Group IV — Comfort Stations,
as advertised by the Purchasing and Centracting Department.

Authorizing the Mayor or his designee to execute a contract with the lowest responsible bidder, provided that the City Auditor first
furnishes a certificate demonstrating that the funds necessary for expenditure under said contract are, or will be, on deposit in the City

11A. STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Adopt the Resolutions.

12 SPECIAL CONDITIONS (REFER TO A.R. 3.20 FOR INFORMATION ON COMPLETING THIS SECTION.)

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): Two (2) and Four (4)
COMMUNITY AREA(S): Mission Bay Park, Harbor Island, and Chollas

CITY CLERK INSTRUCTIONS: Please forward two copies of the Resolution to MWWD, MS 901A, Attn: Rose Salarda.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT: The City of San Diego, as lead agency under CEQA, has prepared and completed a Mitigated Negative
Declaration, LDR File number 31233, dated September 3, 2004, and Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program covering this activity.

ATTACHMENTS: Plans and Specifications

CM-1472

MSWORD200Z (REV. 201

07-05-23)
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SEC(}I%N 11- PREPARATION OF: RESOLUTIONS, ORDINANCES, ETC. (CONTINUED):

3.

CM-1472

Authorizing the expenditure of $2,493,282 of which $2,407,680 will be funded from Fund 41506,
CIP 41-929.0, Pump Station Upgrades, for the purpose of providing funds for project construction
and related costs for Pump Station Upgrades Group IV — Comfort Stations, and $85,602 will be
funded from Fund 41506, CIP 46-193.0, Annual Allocation — Muni Pooled Contingency for the
purpose of providing funds for project contingency, contingent upon the approval of the Fiscal Year
2008 Capital Improvement Program and Appropriation Ordinance and provided that the City
Auditor first furnishes a certificate demonstrating that the funds necessary for expenditure under
established contract are, or will be, on deposit in the City treasury, and authorizing the Auditor and
Comptroller, upon advice from the administering department, to transfer excess budgeted funds, if
any, to the appropriate reserves.

Certifying that the information contained in LDR File Number 31233 has been completed in
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act and State CEQA Guidelines, and that
said Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the independent judgment of the City of San Diego as
Lead Agency. Stating for the record that the final Mitigated Negative Declaration bas been reviewed
and considered prior to approving the project. Adopting the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting
Program.

MSWORD2002 (REV. 2007-05-22)
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YU VY EXECUTIVE SUMMARY SHEET
DATE REPORT ISSUED: May 15, 2007 NEPORT
ATTENTION: Council President and City Council
ORIGINATING Metropolitan Wastewater Department
DEPARTMENT:
SUBJECT: Pump Station Upgrades — Group IV — Advertise and Award
COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): Two (2) and Four (4)
STAFF CONTACT: Rolf H Lee, (858) 292-6432
REQUESTED ACTION:

Authorize the approval to advertise, bid, and award the construction contract to the lowest responsible
bidder and requesting certification of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) document.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt the Resolutions.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Citywide Pump Station Upgrade Projects involve four separate groups of construction contracts,
totaling 22 sewer pump stations. Citywide Pump Station Upgrades — Group IV — Comfort Stations
involves electrical, mechanical, and miscellaneous upgrades of eight sewer pump stations that serve
comfort stations in the Mission Bay and Harbor Island areas of the City and the trailers at the City’s
Chollas Operations Center. Specifically, it involves station 46 at Chollas; station numbers 52 and 53 on
Harbor Island; and station numbers 54, 55, 56, 57, and 58 along the east side of Mission Bay. The
upgrades include: the addition of water supply shut-off solenoid valves, radio telemetry systems, new
pumps, passive odor-control systems, concrete paving, jib cranes, flow meters, ventilation systems, safety
measures, control panels, wet-well level monitoring systems, and inverter upgrades for motor protection.

All of these pump stations are identified in the Final Consent Decree as required projects.

A Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), including an Initial Study Discussion, was prepared in
2004.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS:

The total of this request is $2,493,282 of which $2,407,680 will be available in Sewer Fund 41506, CIP
41-929.0, Pump Station Upgrades, and $85,602 will be available in Sewer Fund 41506, CIP 46-193.0,
Annual Allocation — Muni Pooled Contingency, contingent upon the approval of the Fiscal Year 2008
Capital Improvement Program and Appropriation Ordinance. The project costs may be bond reimbursed
approximately 80% by current or future debt financings. An Auditor’s Certificate will be issued prior to
contract award.

PREVIOUS COUNCIL and/or COMMITTEE ACTION:
This action was reviewed and approved by the Natural Resources and Culture Committee on October 6,
2004.

CM-1472 MSWORD2002 (REV, 2007-08-04)
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- COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION AND PUBLIC OUTREACH EFFORTS:

MWWD staff will present these projects to the Mission Bay Park Committee as an informational item
prior to the award of the contract. The Committee has been advised of these projects previously and is a
proponent of the projects. MWWD staff will continue to coordinate this project with staff from the Park
and Recreation Department.

Pre-construction notices will give the public notice of the upcoming rehabilitation, and temporary facilities
will be provided for the public during temporary shut-downs, if required.

KEY STAKEHOLDERS & PROJECTED IMPACTS (if applicable):

Those who enjoy Mission Bay Park, Harbor Island, and those who use the applicable trailers at the Chollas
yard.

Park and Recreation Department — MWWD is working with them to sufficiently coordinate and facilitate
the project. ‘ :

MWWD will be able to better monitor and prevent sewer spills, minimize station downtime, and respond
more quickly to alarms through the implementation of this CIP.

A8

o

Or%%ting Department Deputy Chiet/Chief Operating Officer
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(R-2008-99)

RESOLUTION NUMBER R-

ADOPTED ON

A RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND
SPECIFICATIONS; AUTHORIZING AWARD OF PUBLIC
WORKS CONTRACT FOR THE METROPOLITAN
WASTEWATER DEPARTMENT; AND TAKING RELATED
ACTIONS.

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

1. That the plans and specifications for the construction of the Citywide Pump Station

Upgrades — Group IV — Comfort Stations [the Project] filed in the office of the City Clerk aé

Document No. _ are approved.

2. That, after advertising for bids in accordance with law, the City Mayor, or his
designee, is authorized to award a contract for the Project to the lowest responsible and reliable
bidder, provided that the City Auditor and Comptroller first furnishes one or more certificates
cértifying that the funds necessary for the contract are, or will be,r on deposit with the City

Treasurer,

3. That the expenditure of an amount not to exceed $2,493,282, of which $2.,407.680 will
be funded from Sewer Fund 41506, CIP 41-929.0, Pump Station Upgrades Group IV — Comfort
Stations, and $85,602 will be funded from Fund 41506, CIP 46-193.0, Annual Allocation — Muni
Pooled Contingency for the purpose of providing funds for project contingency provided that the
City Auditor and Comptroller first furnishes one or more certificates certifying that the funds are,

or will be, on deposit with the City Treasurer.

-PAGE 1 OF 2-
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(R-2008-99)

4. That the City Auditor and Comptroller is authorized, upon advice from the

administering department, to transfer excess budgeted funds, if any, to the appropriate reserves.

APPROVED: MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE, City Attorney

ittty

B)’W
Uames W. Lancaster,
Deputy City Attorney

JWl:ca
07/25/07
Or.Dept: MWWD
R-2008-99

I hercby certify that the foregoing Resolution was passed by the Council of the City of San
Diego, at this meeting of .

ELIZABETH S. MALAND

City Clerk -
By
Deputy City Clerk
Approved:
: (date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor
Vetoed: ‘ ] '
(date) _ JERRY SANDERS, Mayor

-PAGE 2 OF 2-
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(R-2008-100)

RESOLUTION NUMBER R-

ADOPTED ON

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of San Diego, that it 1s certified that
Mitigated Negative Declaration, LDR No. 31233, dated September 3, 2004 on file in the office
of the City Clerk, has been completed in compliance with the California Environmental Quality
Act of 1970 (California Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.), as amended, and the State
guidelines thereto {California Code of Regulations section 15000 et seq.), that the declaration.
reflects the independent judgmént of the City of San Diego as Lead Agency and that the
information contained in said declaration, together with any comments received during the
public review process, has been reviewed and considered by this Council in connection with the

approval of the Pump Station Upgi'ades Project - Group IV --Comfort Stations [Project].

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council finds that Project revisions now
mitigate potentially significant effects on the environment previously identified in the Initial
Study and therefore, that the Mitigafted Negative Declaration, a copy of which 1s on file in the

office of the City Clerk and incorporated by reference, is approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to California Public Resources Code
section 21081.6, the City Council adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, 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 as Exhibit “A” to this resolution.



001604 (R-2008-100)

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Clerk is directed to file a Notice of

Determination with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors for the County of San Diego regarding

the Project.

APPROVED: MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE, City Attorney

—————

By
Jameés W. Lancaster

Deputy City Attorney

JWL:cla

7/25/07

Or.Deptt MWWD
R-2008-100

[ hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was passed by the Council of the City of San
Diego, at this meeting of .

ELIZABETH S. MALAND

City Clerk '
By
Deputy City Clerk
Approved:
(date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor
Vetoed: '
(date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor
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COMMITTEE ACTICN SHEET
COUNCIL DOCKET OF
] Supplemental [] Adoption  [] Consent {_] Unanimous Consent Rutes Committee Consultant Review
R -
O -

Advertise and Award of Water Group 3001

D] Reviewed [ Initiated By NR&C  On 2/21/07  Item No. 1

RECOMMENDATION TO:
tnformation only. No action taken.

VOTED YEA: N/A
VOTED NAY: N/A

NOT PRESENT: N/A

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

OTHER:

Executive Summary Sheet dated February 14, 2007; Engineering & Capital Projects’ PowerPoint

COUNCIL COMMITTEE CONSULTANT /)T‘ ?ﬁ/zz 2 /|




CM-1472

WSD 07-
NR&C FEB 21 2007 #)

DATE REPORT ISSUED:"  February 14, 2007 REPORT NO.

ATTENTION: Natural Resources and Culture Committee Chair and Council Members
ORIGINAL DEPT.. Engineering and Capital Projects, Water & Sewer Design Division
SUBJECT: : Fiscal Year 2007 Cast Iron Water Main Replacement Projects
COUNCIL DISTRICTS: City Wide

STAFF CONTACT: J. Nagelvoort (619) 533-5100

REQUESTED ACTION:

No action, informational item only.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
None, informational item only.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

As part of the City of San Diego’s Cast Iron (CI) Water Main Replacement Program as mandated by the
Department of Health Services (DHS) Compliance Order No. 04-14-96-022, the projects listed below
are scheduled to be awarded before the end of fiscal year 2007. The DHS Compliance Order requires
that the City of San Diego award contracts for construction of at least ten (10) miles of CI Water Main
replacement each fiscal year. The accumulated total for CI replacement of all the subject projects is

124 miles. The age of the CI mains being replaced varies approximately from 55 to 90 years old. The

projects are located in Council Districts 1, 2, 3, 6, and 7. The scope-of-work for each project varies.
However, they typically include CI main replacement, water services, fire hydrants, curb ramp
installations, and street repatr.

Fiscal Year 2007 Cast Iron Water Main Replacement Projects:
s  Water Group 521

¢ 4™ Avenue Accelerate Water

o Sewer & Water Group 741 Change Order
Water Group 3000

Water Group 3001

Water Group 682

Water Group 3003

Water Group 3002

Water Group 3004

Water Group 530

MSWORD2002 (REV, 2007-02-15)



FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS:

The total project cost estimate and funding source for each of the Fiscal Year 2007 Cast Iron Water
Main Replacement Projects is listed below. Water Group 521, 4th Ave Accelerate Water, Sewer &
Water Group 741 CO, Water Group 3000, and Water Group 3001 are Non-Phase Funded Contracts that
are not depended on potential revenue from Water Revenue Bonds issued in August 2007. All of other
Fiscal Year 2007 Cast Iron Water Replacement Projects will be Phase Funded Contracts, and it is
anticipated that a portion their funding is dependent on Water Revenue Bonds issued in August 2007.

Water Group 521: Total project estimated cost is $1,689,128, of which all is cash funded.

4™ Avenue Accelerate Water: Total project estimated cost is $707,506, of which all 15 cash
funded.

Sewer & Water Group 741 Change Order: Total project estimated cost (water portion only) is
$656,109, of which all is cash funded.

Water Group 3000: Total project estimated cost is $5,625 556 $3,937.889.20 will be financed
with proceeds from the Subordinated Water Revenue Notes, Series 2007A. The rcmammg
$1,687,666.80 will be cash funded.

Water Group 3001: Total project estimated cost is $4,810,779 for the projects. $3,367,545.30
will be ﬁnanced with proceeds from the Subordinated Water Revenue Notes, Series 2007A. The

.......... 47 927 TN L fis
Lcumunug $1 '?“f.J,L.JJ 70 will be cash funded.

Water Group 682; Total project estimated cost is $2,316,152 for the projects. $526,404.20 will
be financed with proceeds from the Subordinated Water Revenue Notes, Series 2007A and
$1.251,316.80 from currently anticipated to be Water Revenue Bonds issued in August 2007,
The remaining $538,431 will be cash funded.

Water Group 3003: Total project estimated cost is $4,000,000 for the project. $731,500 will be
financed with proceeds from the Subordinated Water Revenue Notes, Series 2007A and

- $2,364,000 from currently anticipated to be Water Revenue Bonds issued in August 2007. "The

remaining $904,500 will be cash funded,

Water Group.3002: Total project estimated cost is $6,777,266 for the projects. $1 ,611,883 will
be financed with proceeds from the Subordinated Water Revenue Notes, Series 2007A and

$3,579,660.80 from currently anticipated to be Water Revenue Bonds issued in August 2007
The remaining $1,585,722.20 will be cash funded.

Water Group 3004: Total project estimated cost is $3,903,000 for the projects. $726,460 will be
financed with proceeds from the Subordinated Water Revenue Notes, Series 2007A and
$2,292,160 from currently anticipated to be Water Revenue Bonds issued in August 2007, The
remaining $884,38(0 will be cash funded.

Water Group 530: Total project estimated cost is $2,553,543 requested for this project,
$439,026.70 will be financed with proceeds from the Subordinated Water Revenue Notes, Series
2007A and $1,541,089.60 from currently anticipated to be Water Revenue Bonds issued in
August 2007. The remaining $573,426.70 will be cash funded.



PREVIOUS COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

All Fiscal Year 2007 Cast Iron Water Replacement Projects will be presented to City Council for
approval, with the exception of 4™ Avenue Accelerate. Also, depending on the nature of the impacts of
the projects either an Environmental Exemption or a Mitigated Negative Declaration along with a
Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program was prepared.

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION AND PUBLIC OUTREACH EFFORTS:

During the Design Phase the Fiscal Year 2007 Cast Iron Water Main Replacement Projects were
presented to the effected Community Planning Committees. Once financing is approved for each
project, the effected community will be updated on the project. In addition, residents and businesses
will be notified by mail by the Ciry’s Engineering and Capital Projects Department at least one (1)
month before construction begins and again ten {10) days before construction begins by the Contractor
through hand distribution of notices.

KEY STAKEHOLDERS & PROJECTED IMPACTS (if applicable):

The citizens of the City of San Diego will encounter inconveniences during construction. After
completion, residents will experience improved reliability of the water distribution system.

Patti Boekamp, Originating Department

Attachments: .F iscal Year 2007 Cast Iron Water Replacement Projects Map
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