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Council District Six 
City of San Diego 
MEMORANDUM 

DATE: September 9, 2008 

TO: Council President Scott Peters 

FROM: Councilmember Donna Frye 

SUBJECT: Request that "Appeal of Mesa College Amendment," on 
September 15, 2008 Council docket, be heard at later 
date 

tf* 

I am requesting that the item regarding: "Appeal of Mesa College Amendment to 
Site Development Permit 324476 to delete a mitigation requirement for an 
eastbound left-turn lane on Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street," which is on 
the September 15, 2008 Council docket, be heard at a later date. 

Additional study and meetings are needed on this matter. 

Thanks very much. 

DF/ms 

Cc: Development Project Manager Helene Deisher 
City Clerk Elizabeth Maland 
Mayor Jerry Sanders 
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Council District Six 
City of San Diego 
MEMORANDUM 

r9 
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SAN DIEGO. CALIF. 

m 
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09/15 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

August 28. 2008 

Council President Scott Peters 

Councilmember Donna Frye & & U 4 U & C < i A 

Remove item from September 15, 2008 Council docket 

Please remove the item regarding: "Appeal of Mesa College Amendment to Site 
Development Permit 324476 to delete a mitigation requirement for an eastbound 
left-turn lane on Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street," from the Sept. 15, 2008 
Council docket. 

Additional study and meetings are needed on this matter. 

Thanks very much. 

DF/ms 

Cc: Development Project Manager Helene Deisher 
City Clerk Elizabeth Maland 
Mayor Jerry Sanders 



0 0 0 1 2 3 RECOMMENDATIONS 

COMMUNITY PLANNING GROUP/STAFF'S/PLANNING COMMISSION 

Project Manager must complete the following information for the Counci! docket: 

CASE NO. PTS 139300 

STAFF'S 
Please indicate recommendation for each action, ie: resolution / ordinance 

Deny the appeal and uphold the Planning Commission's decision to approve Site Development Permit No. 485233, 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

YEAS:Schul tz, Gr izwald , Onta i , Otsu j i , Naslund, Sm i l ey 

N A Y S : -

ABSTAINING: One Vacancy 

1. TO: State for the record that the City of San Diego as the responsible agency under the Califomia 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has reviewed and considered the Addendum to Mitigated Negative 
Declaration prepared by the San Diego Community College District, and recommend adopting the 
Mitigation. Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

2. APPROVE Site Development Permit No. 485233. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING GROUP (choose one) 

LIST NAME OF GROUP: 

The Clairemont Mesa Communitv Planning Group has recommended approval ofthis project. 

The Linda Vista Communitv Planning Group has recommended denial of this project. 

By Helene Deisher 
Project Manager 

K:\HEARING\Checklist\Checklist-Process 3 & 4-Rev.3/24/05.wpd 
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T H E C I T Y O F S A N D I E G O 

REPORT TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION 

DATE ISSUED: Febmaiy 28, 2008 REPORT NO. PC-08-023 

ATTENTION: 

SUBJECT: 

Planning Commission, Agenda of March 6, 2008 

MESA COLLEGE DRIVE AMENDMENT - PROJECT NO. 139300 
PROCESS FOUR 

REFERENCE: Planning Commission Report PC-06-177 (Attachment 4) 

APPLICANT: 

•,+ i r t \ 

Latitude 33 

SUMMARY 

Issuefsl: Should the Planning Commission approve an amendment to Site Development 
Pennit No. 485233 to modify mitigation measures to remove the requirement of a left 
turn lane on Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street? 

Staff Recommendation: 

1. State for the record that the City of San Diego as the responsible agency under the 
California EnvironmentaJ Quality Act (CEQA) has reviewed and considered the 
Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared by the San Diego Community 
College District, and-recommend adopting the Mitigation. Monitoring and Reporting 
Proeram. 

A v * 

2. APPROVE Site Development Pennit No. 485233. 

Communitv Planning Group Recommendation: The project area is situated within 
two separate conimunity planning areas, Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista. 

On October 16, 2007, the Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee voted 10-3-0 to 
recommend approval ofthe amendment to delete the requirement for a dedicated left rum 
lane (Attachment 10). 

- 1 -
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On November 26, 2007, the Linda Vista Planning Committee voted 9-2-1 to recommend 
denial ofthe amendment to delete the mitigation requirement, however specific reasons 
were not provided in their meeting minutes (Attachment 11). 

Epvironmental Review: A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was prepared and 
revised by the San Diego Community Coilege District as Lead Agency in accordance with 
State of Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines, which addressed the 
potential impacts including Biological Resources and Traffic. The City of San Diego as 
Responsible Agency under CEQA has reviewed and considered the Addendum to the 
MND, State Clearing House No. 2005121106 dated August 7, 2007. Staff concurs with 
the analysis in the Addendum's traffic study which utilized the City's CEQA thresholds 
for significant impacts. Other than the eastbound left turn lane on Mesa College Drive at 
Ashford Street, all other Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program requirements 
would remain and be implemented with this project to reduce the impacts to a level below 
significance. 

Fiscal Impact Statement: All costs associated with the project are being paid by the 
applicant, 

Housing Impact Statement: The proposed amendment to the Site Development Pennit 
would not result in the potential loss or the generation of additional housing units. 

BACKGROUND 

On June 9, 2005, the San Diego Community College District (SDCCD) Board of Trustees • 
approved a Facilities-Master plan for the Mesa College Campus located at 7250 Mesa College 
Drive. A key component ofthe approved Master Plan included the development of a parking 
structure and a new east entry for the college. 

On January 8, 2007, the City Council approved a Site Development Permit, a Multi-Habitat 
Planning .Area Boundary Line Adjustment, Street Vacation ofthe western end of Mesa College 
Drive and the sale of 2.69 acres of land to the San Diego Community College District 
(Attachment 4). 

As part of that action, the City Council also adopted the associated Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP) for the project. The MMRP included a traffic mitigation measure 
requiring an eastbound turn lane on Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street which was to be 
provided for both interim and future conditions (Attachment 5). 

- 9 . 
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DISCUSSION 

Subsequent to.the City Council's approval ofthe project, a study determined that implementation 
of the-proposed left turn lane within the existing Mesa College Drive right-of-way would result 
in substandard lane widths and the removal ofthe existing curbside parking. Furthermore, it was 
detennined that an expansion ofthe right-of-way to accommodate standard, lane widths would 
impact the Keamy Mesa High Educational Complex. 

In researching the source ofthe mitigation measure, it was detennined that the following 
language appeared in the revised traffic study, dated September 28, 2005 (Section VTII), that was 
not included in the April 15, 2005 study. 

In order to provide more capacity and improved circulation on Mesa College Drive for 
the interim and future conditions, it is recommended that the project provide an 
eastbound left mm lane on Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street. This improvement 
would increase capacity and safety at this intersection. 

This language was carried forward in subsequent traffic study revisions and was also included in 
subsequent MND's dated June 28, 2006 and September 1, 2006 as a mitigation measure. 

Environmental Anaivsis: 

According to the traffic study prepared for the Mesa College Facilities Master Plan by Darnell & 
Associates, dated June 27, 2006, the intersection of Mesa College Drive and Ashford Street 
currently operates and will continue to operate at Level of Service "A" during both AM and PM 
peak hours. The analysis includes data for existing and future conditions with and without the 
parking structure project. 

Also according to the traffic study, Mesa College Drive between Annstrong Street and Ashford 
Street cunently operates as Level of Service "B" under existing conditions. The roadway 
segment is expected to operate at Levels of Service "B" and "C" in the 2010 and 2030 scenarios 
with or without the proposed parking structure. 

The San Diego Community College District and City staff .concur that the mitigation measure 
could be deleted for the MND and the MMRP based on the analysis in the traffic study using the 
City's CEQA thresholds for significant impacts. 

Conclusion: 

The City of San Diego as Responsible Agency under CEQA has reviewed and considered the 
Addendum to the Mitigated Negative Declaration; State Clearing House No. 2005121106 dated 
August 7, 2007. Staff concurs with the analysis in the Addendum's traffic study which utilized 
the City's CEQA thresholds for signincant impacts. Approving the Site Development Permit 
and adopting the Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration will only delete the requirement 
for the eastbound turn lane on Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street as a mitigation measure. 
All other Mitigation, Monitoring and Reponing Program requirements would remain and be 

- 3 -
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implemented with this project to reduce the impacts to .a level below significance. There would 
be no other changes or modifications to the pennit or mitigation with the approval ofthis Site 
Development Permit (Attachment 6). 

ALTERNATIVES 

1. Deny Site Development Permil No. 485233 to amend Mitigated Negative Declaration 
SCH No. 2005121106 to include the Addendum approved by the San Diego Community 
College District and Dated August 7, 2007 if the findings required to approve the project 
cannot be affirmed. 

Respectfully submitted, 

V 
Mike Westlake • 
Program Manager 
Development Services Department 

Helene Deisher 

Development Services Department 

BROUGHTON/HMD 

Attachments: 

1. 
2. 
<-> 

4. 

5. 
6. 

S. 
9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 

Aerial Photograph 
Community Plan Land Use Map Clairemont Mesa and Linda Visa 
Project Location Map 
Original Report (with attachments) to the Planning Commission PC06-177. Dated July 
13, 2006. 
Mitigated Negative Declaration SCH# 2005121106, Dated September 1, 2006 
Addendum to Mitigated Nesative Declaration SCH# 2005121106, Dated September 1, 
2006. 
Draft Permit with Conditions 
Draft Resolution with Findings 
Community Planning Group Recommendation Clairemont Mesa 
Community Planning Group Recommendation Linda Vista 
Project Chronology 
Ownership Disclosure Statement 
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Attachment 2 

'PROJECT ' 
LOCATION 

Legend 
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H- Sen ior High School) 
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E 3 Mini-Park 
05!] Open Space 

By deed restriction and in accordance 
with CUP 92-0666 this area shall be 
protected f rom Impacts ID biological 
or hlllsids resources 4 

Linda Vista Community Plan Land Use Map 

Mesa College Amendment - PROJECT NO. 139300 
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Attachment 2 

Community Plan Land Use Map 

MESA COLLEGE AMENDMENT - PROJECT NO. 139300 
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ATTACHMBFT 4 

T H E C I T Y O F S A N D I E G O 

REPORT TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION 

DIVERSITY 

DATE ISSUED: July 6, 2006 REPORT NO. PC-06-177 

ATTENTION: 

SUBJECT: 

OWNER: 

APPLICANT: 

SUMMARY 

Planning Commission, Agenda of July 13, 2006 

MESA COLLEGE STREET VACATION- PROJECT NO. 60885 
PROCESS 5 

San Diego Community College District (Attachment 13) 

Latitude 33 

Issuefsh Should the Planning Commission recommend approval to the City Council of a 
Site Development Pennit, a Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment and 
a Public Right-of-Way Vacation to accommodate the future development of a parking 
garage at Mesa College? 

Staff Recommendation: 

1. Recommend APPROVAL to the City Council of a resolution stating for the record 
that the City of San Diego as the responsible agency under the California 
Environmenta] Quality Act (CEQA) has reviewed and considered the Mitigated 
Negative Declaration prepared by the San Diego Community College District, and 
adopting the Mitigation, Monitoring and Reponing Program. 

2. Recommend APPROVAL to the City Council-of Site Development Pennit No. 
324476. 

3. P.ecommend APPROVAL to the City Council of a Multi-Habitat Planning Area 
Boundary Line Adjustment. 

4. Recommend APPROVAL to the City Counci! of Pubiic Right-of-Way Vacation No. 
130372. 
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Community Planning Group Recommendations: The project area is situated within 
two separate community planning areas, Clairemont Mesa and Linda Visia. 

On January 17, 2006, the Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee voted.12-0-0 to 
rscommend approval of the project (Attachmenl 10). 

On August 22, 2005, the Linda Vista Planning Committee voted 9-1-3 to recommend 
denial of the project. On February 27, 2006, the Linda Vista'Planning Committee voted 
again 12-2-1 to deny the project (Attachment 11). 

Environmental Revievr: A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was prepared by the 
San Diego Community Coilege Districi as Lead Agency in accordance with State of 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines, which addressed the potential 
impacts including Biological Resources and Traffic. The City of San Diego as 
Responsible.Agency.under CEQA has reviewed and considered the MND, State Clearing 
House No. 2005121106 dated June 28, 2006. Staff has' determined that the MND 
adequately addresses issues related to the project. A Mitigation, Monitoring and 
Reponing Program would be implemented with this project to reduce the impacts to a 
level below sisnincance: '• \ 1 
Fiscal Impact Statement: All c6sts associated with the project are being paid by the 
applicant. /* 

* 

Code Enforcement Impact: None. 

Housing Impact Statement: The proposed streel vacation would not result in the 
potenual loss or the generation of additional housing units. The area proposed to be 
vacated, which occupies approximately 1.12 acres, has no associated land use designation 
and is located on unimproved right-of-way shared by both the Clairemont Mesa 
community to the north and the Linda Vista community to the south. 

BACKGROUND 

The projecl is located at the western terminus of Mesa College Drive in the RS-1-7 zone, the 
Clairsmont Mesa Height Limit Overlay zone, Residenlial Tandem Parking Overlay zone and 
designated Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). The proposed street vacation is located at the 
tip of a canyon at the western terminus of Mesa College Drive, south of the Mesa College 
campus, and north of Keamy Mesa Park and Recreation Center in the Clairemont Mesa and 
Linda Vista communities (Attachment 6). 

On January 19, 1999, the City Council approved the deletion of the extension of Mesa College 
Drive from both the Linda Vista and Clairemont Mesa Community Plans transponation elements 
by Resolution 291206 (Attachment 12). Today, as part of the implementation of Mesa College's 
adopted Facililies Master Plan, the San Diego Community College District (SDCCD) is 

_ 7 . 



000135 ATTACHMENT 4 

requesting a public right-of-way vacation of the western end of Mesa College Drive to develop a 
parking garage and a new east entry for Mesa College (Attachment 6). 

The northern pordon of the propossd project is within the Clairemont Mesa Community Plannins 
area and the southern portion is within the linda Vista Community Plannina area (Attachment 
15). 

DISCUSSION 

Communitv Plan Analysis: 

The proposed public right-of-way vacation is located on the boundary between the Clairemont 
Mesa and the Linda Vista communities. The proposed public right-of-way vacation is located on 
partially improved right-of-way shared by both the Clairemont Mesa community to the north and 
the Linda Vista community to the south. 

On January 19, 1999, the City Council approved the deletion of the extension of Mesa College 
Drive from both the Linda Vista and Clairemont Mesa Community Plans. At that time, Council 
requested further analysis for a dedicated entrance to Mesa College and directed City staff to 
work with Mesa College and the community in that regard" (Attachment 12). 

The Clairemont Mesa Community Plan recommends that as student enrollment increases at Mesa 
College, the development of parking structures should be considered in order to alleviate future 
on-street parking problems in adjacent neighborhoods (page 109). The Linda Vista Community 
Plan does not provide any specific recommendations regarding the use of the right-of-way that 
had beeri intended.forthe,extension.of Mesa College Drive from its current terminus to Genesee 
Avenue. 

Staff has evaluated the proposed public right-of-way vacation with the understanding that the 
propeny is to be acquired by Mesa College for the future construction of a parking facility and 
the realignment of the existing road. A new sast entry is propossd at .Armstrong Street. The 
intent is to improve traffic circulation and accommodate quick access to the proposed parking 
facility. 

Staff has determined that the propossd public right-of-way vacation for the purpose of a paridng 
facility would implement recommendations in the Clairemont Mesa Community Plan for 
accommodatingthe school expansion, as well as. the direction from the City Council per 
Resolution Number 291206 (Attachment 12). Additionally, the proposal would not adversely 
affectihe goals, objectives, and recommendations in the Linda Vista Community Plan. 
Therefore, staff supports the proposed public right-of-way vacation. 

- j -
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Public Rjghi-of-Wav Vacation 

The public right-of-way vacation for the western end of Mesa College Drive is being requested to 
construct a future parking facility (Attachment 7). The actual parking facility will be reviewed 
and permitted by the State. 

The City of San Diego is the underlying owner of the entire right-of-way (1.13 acres) which is to 
be vacated. In order to complete the entire parking improvement project, the San Diego 
Community College District plans to acquire Parcel "A", approximateiy 1.13 acres of public-
right-of-way to be vacated; Parcel "B", approximately 1.048 acres adjacent and west of the 
public-right-of-way vacation; and Parcel "D", 0.511 acres, part of which (0.6 acres) is currently 
being leased from the City on a month to month basis to provide disabled parking for the college. 
The sale of this property will be considered by the City Council at a future date. 

Site Develonmsnt Psrmit 

The project requires Site Dsvslopment Permit and is requesting a deviation to the 
Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL) regulations for proposed grading within MHPA areas 
containing biologically sensitive-lands. A Multi-Habitat Boundary Line Adjustment is aiso 
requested to accommodate the future development. The future development of a parking garage 
and improved east campus sntry lies on partially undeveloped land areas occupied by a strest and 
a parking lot. The College's property l i ^ immediately to the north and east of the proposed 
vacation site, while Keamy Mesa Park |ies to the south. As proposed, the parking facility portion 
of the projecl will require grading a small portion of Kearny Mssa Park's slope. Since the 
Community College land is owned by the State of Califomia, they have permitting authority for 
the parking structure. The City of San Diego wili be permitling and regulating the grading and 
the pubiic improvements associated with the realignment of the East entrance of the college. 

The project is also within and adjacent to the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). The slope 
and Parcel "C" contain a portion of MHPA. The proposed project would impact approximately 
0.14 acres within ths existing limits of the MHPA, including 0.03 acres of non-native grassland, 
0.08 acre of eucalyptus woodland, and 0.03 acre of disturbed habitat. An adjustment to the 
MHPA boundary is proposed to ensure that the biological value of the MHPA is not reduced and 
to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA (Attachment 6). A Mitigaiion Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP) wiil be employed to ensure the impacts to snvironmsntally 
sensitive lands will be reduced to bslow a level of significance. 

The projecl will not otherwise adversely affect environmentally sensitive lands. A landscape and 
re-vegetation plan and maintenance agreement will be required for the re-vegetated disturbed 
area for a period of 25 monlhs. 

- 4 -
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Multi-Habitat Planning .Area Boundary line adjustment 

A Multi-Habitat Planning .Area Boundary Line Adjustment is being requested for the area of 
Parcel "B" which is currently within the MHPA and for the proposed grading. The proposed 
boundary adjustment would resuit in no effective net change in MHPA area. Approximately 0.14 
acre of habitat would be subtracted from within the MHPA, while a payment into the Habitat 
Acquisition Fund for 0.56 acres of MHPA habitat (4:1 Ratio) located in the East Elliott 
community would be purchased as an MHPA addition. Such a dedication of land within the 
MHPA would apply as a boundary adjustment "addition" at a 4:1 ratio, and the habitat wouid be 
precluded from future habitat mitigation. The East Elliott arsa consists entirely of Tier II and IU 
habitats. The habitats to be added would be of higher quality than those being subtracted, which 
are Tier IH and TV habitats and would result in higher habitat values within the preserve. 

Community Planning Group 

The Mesa College property as it exists today is entirely within the Clairemont Mesa Community 
Planning area. The south portion of the proposed vacated public right-of-way; the proposed 
grading into the Keamy Mesa Park and small portions of the lots proposed to be acquired are 
located within the Linda Vista Community Planning area (Attachmsnt 15). 

On January 17, 2006, the Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee voied 12-0-0 to recommend 
approval ofthe project with no conditions (Attachment 10). 

On Augusi 22, 2005, the Linda Vista Planning Committee voted 9-1-3 to recommend denial of 
the project (Attachment 11). 

The Linda Vista Planning Committee does not support the project or the sale of City owned 
property. The Committee recommended that the property within the Linda Vista Community 
planning area be preserved as open space through an open space land use designation and the 
application of the appropriate open space zone. 

On February 27, 2006, the Linda Vista Planning Committee reaffirmed their previous vote and 
voted 12-2-1 against any action to vacate Mesa Collegs Drive. 

Staff has dstermined that the proposed public right-of-way vacation for the purpose of a paridng 
facility would implement rscommsndations in the Clairemont Mesa Community Plan for 
accommodating the school expansion, as well as, the direction from the City Council per R-
291206. Additionally, the proposal would not adversely affect the goals, objectives, and 
recommendations in the Linda Vista Community Plan. Thsrefors, staff supports the proposed 
public right-of-way vacation. 

- s -
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Conclusion: 

Staff beiieves thai findings can be made for the Muld-Habitat Boundary Line Adjustment, Pubiic 
Right-of-Way Vacation, and Site Development Pennit. Staff finds the proposed project 
consistent with the recommended land use, design guidelines, and development standards in 
effect for this site per the San Diego Municipal Code. Staff has also determined the project 
wouid not have an adverse effect on the adopted Clairemonl Mesa Community Plan, Linda Vista 
Community Plan or the City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan. 

ALTERNATIVE 

1. Recommend to the City Council the Adoption ofthe Mitigation, Monitoring and 
Reporting Program; Approval of Sile Development Permit No. 324476; 
Approval of the Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment; 
Approval to the City Council of Pubiic Right-of-Way Vacation No. 180372; with 
modifications; 

2. Recommend to the Cily Council, the City not adopt the Mitigation, Monitoring 
and Reporting Program; Denial of Site Developmenl Pennit No. -324476; Denial 
of the Multi-Habitat Plannins Arsa Boundary Line .Adiustmsnt: Dsnia! of a 
Public Right-of-Way Vacation No. 180372 with modifications; if the findings 
required to approve the project cannot be affirmed 

Respectfully submitted, 

V p^r^ 
Mike Westlake 
Program Manager 
Development Services Department 

Helene Deisher 
Project Manager 
Development Services Department 

Attachments: 

1. 
2. 

4. 
5. 

Aerial Photograph 
Clairemont Mesa Community Plan Land Use Map 
Linda Vista Community Plan Land Use Map 
Project Location Map 
Project Data Shesr 
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6. Project Site Plan(s) 
7. Streel Vacadon "Exhibit B" 
8. Daft Pennit with Conditions 
9. Draft Resoiuuon with Findings 
10. Clairemont Mesa Community Planning Group Recommendation 
11. Linda Vista Community Planning Group Recommendation 
12. Council Resolution 291206 
13. Ownership Disclosure Statement 
14. Project Chronology 
15. Community Group Distribution Map 
16. Site Photos 
17. Planning Commission Resolution 
IS. Public Right-of-Way Resolution 
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Attachment 2 

Ml Community Plan Land Use Map 

MESA COLLEGE STREET VACATION • PROJECT NO. 6G8S5 
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Attachment 3 
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ATTACHMENT 5 

PROJECT DATA SHEET 
PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

COMMUNTTY PLAN 
AREA: 

DISCRETIONARY 
ACTIONS: 

COMMUNTTY PLAN LAND 
USE DESIGNATION: 

ZONING: 

ADJACENT PROPERTIES: 

NORTH: 

SOUTH: 

EAST: 

WEST: 

DEVL4TIONS OR 
VARIANCES REQUESTED: 

COMMUNITY PLANNLNG 
GROUP 
RECOMMENDATION: 

Mesa College Streel Vacation 

Vacate pordon of Mesa College Dr. and Site Development 
Pennii for eradins 

Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista 

Site Deveiopment Pennit for grading; Public Right-of-Way 
Vacation; MHPA boundary adjustment. 

Right of way 

RS-1-7 and OP-1-1 ' 

LAND USE 

ZONE 

RS-1-7 

OP1-1, OP-2-1 

RM-1-1: RM-3-7; RS-1-
7 

RS-1-1; OP-l-i 

EXISTLNG LAND USE 

Mesa College 

Open Space 

Residentiai 

Open Space 

DEVIATIONS PROPOSED 
Encroachment into Sensitive Bioiogicai Resources 

On January 17, 2006, the Clairemont Mesa Planning 
Comminee voted 12-0-0 to recommend approval ofthe 
project. 

On August 22. 2005. the Linda Visia Planning Committee 
voted 9-1-3 io recommend denial ofthe project. On 
February 27, 2006, the Committee voted again 12-2-1 ro 
recommend denial ofthe project. 
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000150 
EXHlSfT t 

PRCPtFTf ACDUISiVOH-z. 
BY S*N Df̂ GO 
COUUUNITT CDLLECC. 
DISTRICT. FAR: 

!3I£ 5HEE 

R F ^ W C F ORA m C S : 
13927-1. 10207-0. 49^-5 . l O ^ - J H ) 
WlS*-2-D. mt54-S-0.2B?9£-2~Q 

IHP 2B70. y.u. IC. X 

IfCICATES PCRTION OT !£$* CCOECZ DRIVE 
^ajps^if (TCH^air ARTHLERr DRIVE) DEDICATED PER 
" " ' " " KH! RECCRZED : 2 / I S / 1 9 6 1 AE E/P 2)8882. 

StRJiT 2. 3K. 196} O.P.. 12-15-51. 
VACATED APZA - ;. !!B ACRES (UORE OR LESS) 

IWSCATES DRAIfJACE EASEIGJT fcSEPVED 

AREA = 4.S12 f t . (0 . 110 

ACRF) (uCRE CP. LESS) 

P . O . B . ' POINT or S E C I W I K : . n-e UDST samtASTERLr 
PRCPERTY CORf€R OT KEAWr iCSA JR. COLLESE 
SITE (SDUSD) PER DEED RECXXCED IN SOCK 7517. 
PACE 27* DP OFFICIAL RECORDS. 

T.P.C.E. TRIE POIKT Or 3ECIWIH:. 

( } ItDICATEE RECCRD DATA PER DEED FECORDEL QV 
12-75-5! AS BOCK 7517. PACE 27* CF O.R. 

BASS OT B'ARINGE: ' 

n € BASIS CF EEARIHC ECR THIS DRAKlfiC IS The SOLm^RiT 
BOUWARX OF KEARNY i£SA JR. COLLECE AS DERIVED FROM NL T 
L i t e P.L- ;ZQ3 PEP. UAP 2 6 7 0 , ! . E . 5 8 5 ' ] € ' 2 C ' E . 

DRMNAGC CASEMENT 
RESERVED 

UNE DATA TABU 
UN£ \ BEARING | LENGTH 

Ll \ S26-4e'25-W | 9.76' 

L2 
LJ 

S26-4S'25'W | 2.J4' 

S29VS'G~W i £ 5 0 ' 

L* i mWt fy t \ 29s.sr 
L5 I NBOll'JfW I 175.57' 
L5 1 NQTIA'Qt'E \ 10.01' 
IT | SSOirXi'E I 180.22' 
LB 1 537*2; •*}'£• 1 30131 ' 

/ M E S A COUECE DRIVE- ' 
7 (FORMERLY ARTILLERY DRIVE) 

HEr. OPENING - IB-16 
ORD. -sess (W.S.) 8 - I J - 5 I 

-ti^—r 
IOC1 

i 

Latitude 33 
P l a n T t K n g a r u i I - n p i n m r r i n Q * ^ 
+B33 P a r M U O i m t D n v t , S n d F i o o r 
S u a I>i«fO. Zk S2".23 
afie-75i-oc:a F M B5B-T51-M34 

j j « * f 2 i . td 

ii*RK J,'f!0*SON RCE 3DH35 DATt 

he. IBEX J S 

l a . J-JI-2IXW I Z 

PROJECT 
SI 

KEARNY~^F=\ 
UESA. PARK 

H.T.S-

ur «Eci3TT?*TtON SPIRES J-31-2DOa * & / / * & ^ > S L l ^ 

SJXEu VACATION: A PORTION OF MESA COLLEGE DRIVE (FORMERLY ARVLLERY DRIVE) 
WESTERLY OF ARMSTRONG STREET 

' AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT RESERVED 

DEE C» I o n o . - " • O v E C O A I T 1 ILMES 

UJJ3 

! I 

crrr OF SAH DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 
DrVELOPKDfT SERTCCJ DCPAETMEKT 

SHEEV J of J s n e e r s 

POPS S I T V CM<S1NEE« 

soee; 

*ZJ95J 

ie7;-E:7° 
crs 'a; coonoiH'.rzs 

::.--i7ig 
LAMBEHl CODBDINiTES 

20322-1-3 
-J.:\600^fac^^LAC;t^tlN^3''•& 1-ITRVAC-sr.tl.awg t./?0/?506 =:5t'40 PM -ST 



EXHIBIT o ' 

M = 3A C0LL = -3 = 
P A R C E L ' D ' (PCRVON APN i 2 7 - C 2 D - 3 l ) 
PROPERTY ACQUISIVON BY SAN DIECO COUUUNITi 
COLLECE DISTRICT (1.D4S ACRES) (MORE OR LESS) 

ARMSTRONG STREET — 
PARCEL ' C REF- OWC 499*- B 
PROPERTY *COU/S'T70N BY SAH OIEGO COUUUNlTY QRG._57aQ_(_N.s.} / 
COLLEGE DISTRICT (1.1)8 ACRES) (MORE OR LESS) 

?U==LO 

" • / 

y 

'yEb=2^As-
J Rt2J0;L=9.5e . 

y 
's jr i ' i jy S_RI 

•S2c-^'J5"«: sSo ' 
(REC S2S'*7'*C'W) 

S- ( 

(RECORD 
S2B'*T*0'VI. n.DO"/ 

. . . S A COLLEGE DR. 
^••/(FORMERLY ARTILLERY DR) 

V ^ , ' REF, OPENING - 19-16 
/ ORO, 4692 (N.E.) e - K - 5 1 

VS.—^_ * - / " .7 / -,T * - ' . • ; 

nsm. 

F^-

- ^ N T S - y 

PROPERTY ACOUISTION SY SAN DIEGO COUUUNITY 
COLLE& DISTRICT. 
PARCEL 'C AREA - l .HS ACRES (UORE OF. LESS) 
PARCEL '0 ' AREA = 1.0*8 ACRES (MORE OR LESS) 

PARCEL T ' 
INDICATES DRAINAGE EASEUEKT RESERVED 
AREA = 2.300 / : , (0 .053 ACRE) (UORE OR LESS) 

DRAINAGE EASEUENT 
RESERVED 

j _ . . t i w-i i i m u c i . 

UNE 
Ll 
L2 
LJ 
L* 
1$ 

16 

LE 

| BEARING | 
I S0714'Q2'W ! 

LENGTH 
25.4S-

1 WSCnJ'J?"*' 1 141.25' 
\N2S'27'38'W\ 
1 mV2Z'43'E 1 
1 SZSITX 'Z 1 

1 ssoirjrr i 

92 .81 ' 
10.00' 
88 .96 ' 

125.98' 

-^m fewmuwy. 

PARCEL 'D' ACQUISIVON 

UHE'DATA TABLE 
LINE 
L7 
LS 

i BEARING \ 

\ S08-5r21'E \ 

I S02mU'02mW I 

LENGV-I 

I 0 Z 3 1 ' 

111.00' 

P.O.B. 

T.P.O.S. 

( ) 

AERFSSORS VARCV NUUR^R 
427-020-J1 . *27~01Q-23 

mz. 
SEE ShEET ! "OR BASIS OF 
aEARlNCS. REFERENCE 
iSnA»ii**3 Ai'-Ci VtCti' i iTY iiAF 

POINT OF StCIWSNC. ThE UDST 
50Un€A.STERLY PRCPERVf CORNER CT KZARNY 
UESA JR. COLLEGE SITE (SDUSD) PER AS BOOK 
7577, PACE 2 7 * CF OFFICIAL RECORDS. 
TRJE POINT CF.SEGlNNltC. 

IfCICATES RECORD DATA PER-DEED RECCRDED OV 
',2-19-5; AS SCCK 7517. PACE 2 7 i CF O.R. 

Latitude 33 
Piarmmf arui Pnp-inamng 
+833 PwaiDoxiiit. DTTTB. Snd Floor 
SMB Ih»iO. ZX 02122 
B56-751-0C^1 F u 655-75] -OCIM 

/ 
MARK f •iOVfZOH . RC; 3QEJ6 OAIZ 

U l =ECT3TRAnON £XP!REi 3 - 3 " , - 2 0 0 6 S S * * ' « 7 V 

- • » * * * • '-& ^CI=£. 

PROPERTY ACOUISITIGN SY SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 
AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT RESERVED FROM PROPERTY ACOUlSiTION 

OF A PORTION'OF PUE3L0 LOT 1204 OF MISCELLANEOUS MAP NO. 56 

D E S C w n o - i «Y .•B="IOVEO OATC I «i "FT1 

LATC2 
crrr OP SAN DIEGO, C;JJFORNU 

DrVELOPKEKT 3SHV1CS DD'AJmCMT 
SHCET 2 3 r J sweirrs 

<235IJ 

SO" = lT r CMWUCE" 

• •S7: -e27£ _ 
•S i =00«D«t.»TEE 

Z22-\7^ 
l .«M6eBT COQWQINATES 

20322-2-B 

!-1:\tiOO\ti!:3\C1SE:MLNTS\&s3-3-i' 'AC-snt=.c.>s b/?0/20C& SO-OB PM PST 



000152 EXHI8IT c ' 

CDi 
4 2 7 - 0 2 0 - 2 4 

PUESLO 
LOT 1204 

PARCEL 
T.P.O.S.-

PUH3LO 
LOT 1203 

PAflCS. ' 0 -

PONT 'B' — ^ 

(P0RT10N APN * 2 7 ' 0 1 0 - 2 2 ) 
PRCPERTY ACDUIS1VON BY 
SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE DISTRICT 
(C.511 ACRES) (MORE OR 

PUE3L0 
LOT 1203 

427-010-23 

ycrm V C F DRAWGS: 

G!TY OF SAM DiEGO 

1J927-L, 102Q7~D.499*-£. 10154-1-D V 
1015^-2-0. 10154S-O.2673B-2~D 
UAP 2870. U.U. NQ. 36 

BASS CF BE.ARING5: 

BOLfiDARY DF KEAfW i fSA J>. aXLTCT AS DERIVED FROU H. r . 
L i r e . ' . ' . . ;2C3 PER UAP 2S7C. I .E. Sa9 ' }6 '2C 'E . 

AfJFRSnR'S PARCR NUUBFR-

427-G2Q-31, 427-010-22 

i£gXQL 

TOO* 

i 

PARCEL r ACQUISIVON 

UNE DATA TABLE 
UNC 1 BCAJttNG ( 

LS 1 S!5'25'20'E i 
LS \S4;-5!'18'W\ 
LID \S40-57'3D-W\ 
LU \N2BmJ7'22'W\ 
L12 \N47'40'5J'W] 
i !J \N16'25'20'W\ 

LENGTH 

42.54 ' 

72 .15 ' 

55.97' 
38.9 7' 
60.23' 
16.72' 

CORVE] 

c i \ 

P.'JtCEL 'F J-IV^-

CUR^E DATA 

0G7A 

J77B'15' 

uc^nrvi 

TABLE 

1 RADIUS 

1 15 .27' 

iLENCTW 

1 96.99' 
! 1 1 

PROPERTY ACOUlSiTION BY SAN DIEGO COUUUNITY 
COLLEGE DISTRICT 
PARCEL T AREA = 0.511 ACRE (UORE OR LESS) 

P.Q.S. POINT CF 3EGIWJHC. T}£ UDST 
SOUThEASTLRLY PRCPERTY CCffeR CF KEARNY 
iCSA J?.. COLLECE SITE (SDUSD) PEP. AS BOOK 
7517. PACe 274 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. 

T.P.O.B. TRL€ POINT OF 3EGIWIMC. 

( ) IfCICATES RECORD DATA PER DEED RECCPDEL QV 
12-19-51 AS BOOK 7517. PAGE 27 * CF O.R. 

Latitiide 33 ^ ^ 
.P l ann ing a n d X-nffifurrvng '!,'"'!.'!!'!'*' 
vB33 Par^mouiil. D r m . Snd floor 
S u : Dt>fo. Cl 82123 

8se-75i-0f=3 Fu ose-Tsi-oea* 

UARrJ. R0WDN RCl JQE3E D*II , / 
I/T RESSTKAHON EXPIRES 3-31-3006 # r ' . 

PROPERTY ACQUISIVON BY SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 
OF A PORDON OF PUEBLO LOT 1204 OF MISCELLANEOUS MAP NO. 35 

DESCRIPTION ' " O V t C D*TE , ""ILUE 

L^ru 
CITY OF SAK DEGO, CALIPORKIA 

DrVELOPUCXT SEHVCB DCPAKIMEKT 
SHEET 3 or J sMerrs 

r o * STT EMC1NEEN 

: f f ' - • 60355 

i ;39;j 

'SW-SSTg 
; = 5 63 :3Dn01«- .TES 

L i^ f tERT S O O W O I M A T H S 

20322 -3 -3 

HA&00^6D3\EASEM£:NT.• ;•• ' - , 3 - 3 - 2 T R V A C - s h t 3 . a » 9 6 / 2 0 / 2 0 0 6 2^6=55 PM P " ' 



000153 
ATTACHMEHT 

ATTACHMENT S 

RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
CITYOFSANDiEGO 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
PERMIT INTAKE, MAIL STATION 501 

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO 
CITY CLERK 

MAIL STATION 2A 

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE 
JOB ORDER NUMBER: 42-3913 

Sits Development Permit No. 324476 
MESA COLLEGE DRJVE STREET VACATION (MMRP) 

Project Number 60885 

This Site Development Permit 324476, is granted by the City Council of the City of San Diego to 
'SAN DEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT, Owner/ Pennittee, pursuant to San Diego 
Municipal Code [SDMC] Section 126.0502. • The 86.S3 acre campus site is located at 7250 Mesa 
College Drive in the RS-1-7 zone ofthe Clairertiont Mesa Community Plan area. The project 
site is legally described as all that portion of Pueblo Lol 1203 of the Pueblo Lands of San Diego 
according to map thereof made by James Pascoe in "1870, a copy of which filed November 14," 
1921 and known as miscellaneous map number 36. 

Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Permit, permission is granted to SAN DIEGO 
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT, Owner/Permittee for grading adjacent to city park land 
(Keamy Mesa Park) associated with the construction of a parking facility, described and 
identified by size, dimension, quantity, type, and location on the approved exhibits, dated July 
XXX, on file in the Development Services Department. 

The projeci: 

a. Gradina as outlined in Exhibit A; 

b. Revegetation of Grading; 

c. Accessor.' improvements determined by the City Manager to be consistent with the land 
use and development siandards in effect for this site per the adopted community plan. 
Califomia Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, public and private improvement 
requirements of the City Engineer, the underlying zone(s), conditions of this Permit, 
and any other appiicabie regulations of the SDMC in effect for this site. 

Pase 1 of 6 



ATTACHMENT 8 

000154 
STANDARD REOUIREMENTS: 

1. Construction, grading or demolition must commence and be pursued in. a diligent manner 
within thirty-six months after the effective date of final approval by the City, following all 
appeals. Failure to utilize the permit within thirty-six months will automatically void the permit 
unless an Extension of Time has been granted. Any such Extension of Time must meet all ths • 
SDMC requirements and appiicabie guidelines in effect at the time the extension is considered by 
the appropriate decision maker. 

2. No pennit for the grading, nor shall any activity authorized by this Permit be conducted on 
the premises until: 

a. The Permittee signs and returns the Pennit to the Development Services Department; 
and 

b. The Permit is.recorded in the Office of the San Diego County Recorder; 

c. Propeny is acquired by the Owner/Permitee from the City. 

3. TFnless this Permit has been revoked bv the Citv of San Dieao the Timnp.rrv included ^v 

reference within this Pennit shall be used only for the purposes and under the terms and 
conditions set forth in this Permit unless otherwise authorized by the City Manager. 

4. This Permit is a covenant running with the subject property and shall be binding upon the 
Permittee and any successor or successors, and the interests of any successor shall be subject to 
each and every condidon set out in this Permit and all referenced documents. 

5. Theudlization and continued use of this Permit shall be subject to the regulations of this 
and any other applicable governmental agency. 

6. Issuance of this Permit by the City of San Diego does not authorize the Permittee for this 
permit to violate any Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, regulations or poiicies including, 
but not limited to, the Endangered Species Act of 1973 [ESA] and any amendments thereto (16 
U.S.C. § 1531 etseq.). 

7. Before issuance of any grading permits, complete grading and working drawings shall be 
submitted to the City Manager for approval. Plans shall be in substantial conformity to Exhibit 
"A," on file in the Developmenl Services Depanment. No changes, modifications or alterations 
shall be made unless appropriate application(s) or amsndment(s) to this Permit have been 
granted. 

8. All-of the conditions contained in this Permit have been considered and have been 
determined to be necessary in order to make the findings required for this Permit. It is the intent 
of the City that the holder of this Permit be required to comply with each and ever}' condidon in 
order to be afforded the special rights which the holder of the Permit is entitled as a result of 
obtaining this Permit. 

Pase 2 of 6 



000155 , ATTACHMENT 8 

In the event that any condition of this Permit, on a legal challenge by the Owner/Permittee 
of this Permit, is found or held by a court of competent jurisdicuon to be invalid, unenforceable, 
or unreasonable, this Permit shall be void. However, in such an event, the Owner/Permittee shall 
have the right, by paying appiicabie processing fees, to bring a request for a new pennit without 
•the "invalid" condiiions(s) back to the discretionary body which approved the Permit for a 
detennination by that body as to whether all of the findings necessary for the issuance of the 
proposed permit can sdll be made in the absence of the "invalid" condition(s). Such hearing shall 
be a hearing de novo and the discretionary body shall have the absolute right to approve, 
disapprove, or modify the proposed pennit and the condition(s) contained therein. 

ENVIRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REOUIREMENTS: 

9. Mitigation requirements, are ded to the environmental document, specifically the 
Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reponing Program (MMRP). These MMRP condidons are 
incorporated' into the pennit by reference or authorization for the project. 

10. As condidons of Site Development Pemiit No. 324476, the mitigation measures specified 
in the MMRP, and outlined in the Midgated Negative Declaradon, State Clearing House Number 
2005121106 shall be noted on the grading plans and specifications under the heading 
ENVmONMENTAlTMITIGATldN REQUIREMENTS. 

11. The Owner/Permittee shall comply with the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reponing 
Program (MMRP) as specified in the Mitigated Negative Declaration, State Clearing House 
Number 2005121106 satisfactory to the City Manager and City Engineer. Prior to issuance of 
the first grading permit, al! conditions of the MMRP shall be adhered to the sausfaction of the 
City Engineer. Ail mitigation measures as specifically outlined in the MMRP shall be 
implemented for the following issue areas: 

a.) Biological Resources 
b.) Traffic 

12. Prior to the issuance of any grading permit, the applicant shall contribute at a rate of 
S25,000 per acre plus 10 percent processing for 0.56 acre (4:1 MHPA replacement ratio) into the ; 
City of San Diego Habitat Acquisition Fund. 

13. Prior to issuance of any grading permit, the applicant shall pay the Long Term Monitoring 
Fee in accordance with the Developmenl Services Fee Schedule to cover the City's costs 
associated with implementation of permit compiiance monitoring. 

ENGINEERING REQUIREMENTS: 

14. Prior to the issuance of any construction permit, the applicant shall enter into a 
Maintenance Agreement for the ongoing permanent Best Management Practices maintenance., 

15. Prior to the conunencement of any construction activity, the applicant shall incorporate any 
construcdon Best Management Practices necessary to comply with Chapter 14, .Article 2, 

Paae 3 of 6 



/i i i r i « r r* ATTACHMENT 8 
000156 

Division 1 (Grading Regulations) of the San Diego Municipal Code, into the construction plans 
or specifications. 

16. Prior io the commencement of any construction activity the applicant shall submit a Water 
Polludon Contro! Plan (WPCP). Tne WPCP shall be prepared in accordance with the guidelines 
in Appendix E of the City's Storm Water Standards. 

-17. Prior to the commencement of any construction activity the applicant shall incorporate and 
show the type and location of all post-construction Best Management Practices (BMP's) on the 
final construction drawings, in accordance with the approved Water Quality Technical Repon. 

18. Prior to the commencement of any construction activity, the applicant shall obtain a 
engineering pennit from the city engineer for the proposed drainage system and all work in the 
public right of way. 

19. Prior to-the commencement of any construction activity, applicant shall dedicate a 
minimum 10 foot drainage easement along the proposed 24 inch drainage pipe and grant a 
physical a physical maintenance access easement satisfactory to the city engineer. 

^\j . a. nor to tuC commcnccmcnL Oi anv conSLruction activiLV, mc appiicani. SIIHII Outairi s ^""'.'̂ ng 
permit for the grading proposed outside of the school propeny for this projeci. All grading shall 
conform to requirements in accordance with the City of San Diego Municipal Code in a manner 
sadsfactory to the City Engineer. 

LANDSCAPE REOUIREMENTS: 

21. Landscape and irrigation plans for this grading will be required to be approved by the Park 
and Recreation Depanment. The project is proposing grading on City fee-owned parkland. 

22. San Diego Community College Districi is required to maintain the re-vegetation of the 
graded City parkland for 25 months. The Park and Recreation Depanment must be a signatory of 
the final sign off of this maintenance period. 

PLANNING/DESIGN REOUIREMENTS: 

31. There shall be compliance with the regulations ofthe underlying zone(s) unless a deviation 
or variance to a specific regulation(s) is approved or granted as a condition of approval of this 
Psrmit. Where there is a conflict between a condition (including exhibits) of this Permit and a 
regulation of the underlying zone, the regulation shall prevail unless the condition provides for a 
deviation or variance from the regulations. Where a condition (including exhibits) of this Permit 
establishes a provision which is'more restrictive than the conesponding regulation ofthe 
underlying zone, then the condition shal! prevail. 

32. Any future requested amendment to this Permit shall be reviewed for compliance with the 
reaulations of the underlying 2one(s) which are in effect on the date of the submittal of the 
requested amendment. 

Paae 4 of 6 



ATTACHMtNT 4 
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000157 
WATER REOUIREMENTS 

D 3 . Prior to the recordation of the Street Vacadon or the approval of any Fina! Map the 
owner/permittee shall cut, plug and abandon all unused water services, fire services located 
within the vacated street. The owner/permittee shall re-plumb as necessary any services required 
for the proposed development. The cut, plug and abandonment shall be in a manner which will 
receive operational acceptance by the Water Depanment, sadsfactory to the Water Department 
Director. 

INFORMATION ONLY: 

• Any pany on whom fees, dedications, reservations, or other exactions have been imposed 
• as conditions of approval of this development permit, may protest the imposition within, 

ninety days of-the approval of this development-permit by filing a written protest with the 
City Clerk pursuant to Caiiforaia Government Code section 66020. 

APPROVED by the City Council of the. City of San Diego on XXX Resoludon No. XXX. 
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AUTHENTICATED BY THE CITY MANAGER 

By 

The undersigned Permittee, by execution hereof, agrees to each and every condidon of 
this Permit and promises to perform each and every obligation of Permittee hereunder. 

San Diego Community College District 
Owner/Permittee 

By 

Bv 

NOTE: Notary acknowledgments 
must be attached per Civil Code 
section 1180 et seq. 
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Resolution for Approving/Denying Permits 

(R-xxx) 

•RESOLUTION NUMBER R-XXX 

ADOPTED ON XXX 

WHEREAS, THE SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT, 

Owner/Permittee, filed an application with the City of San Diego for a Site Development Permit 

(SDP)/Number 324476 and a Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment, for 

grading, .and„re.-yegetation„within. the.. Multi-Habitat. Planning ..area .projectJaiownlas the Mesa 

College Drive Street Vacation, located at 7250 Mesa College Drive in the RS-1-7 zone ofthe 

Community Plan area, and legally described as all that portion of Pueblo Lot 1203 of the Pueblo 

Lands of San Diego according to map thereof made by James Pascoe in 1870, a copy of which 

filed November 14, 1921 and known as miscellaneous map number 36, in the Clairemont Mesa 

Community Plan area, in the RS-I-7 and OP-2-1 zones. 

WHEREAS, on July 13, 2006, die Planning Commission of the City of San "Diego 

considered Site Developmenl Pennit (SDP)/Number 324476 and a Multi-Habitat Planning .Area 

Boundary Line Adjustment, and pursuant to Resoiution No.XXX -PC voted to "recommend City-

Council approval ofthe permit" OR "approved/denied the permit"; and 

WHEREAS, the matter was set for public hearing on XXX, testimony having 

been heard, evidence having been submitted, and the City Council having fully considered the 

matter and being fully advised concerning the same; NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Councii of the City of San Diego, that it adopts the following 

findings with respect to Site Development Permit (SDP)/Number 324476 and a Multi-Habitat 

Planning .Area Boundary Line Adjustment. 
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Site Development Permit findings - Section §126.0504(a')): 

1. The proposed deveiopment will not adversely affect the applicable land use plan. 

The acdons by the City will vacate a ponion of Mesa College Drive, permit grading and 
drainage, adjust the MHPA boundary, and sell propeny to the San Diego Community 
College District. These actions will allow the construction of a parking structure and a 
new east entry in accordance with the adopted Mesa College Facilities Master Plan. 
The exisung Mesa College campus and a major ponion.of the proposed campus 
expansion are located within the Clairemont Mesa Community Plan, which was adopted 
in 1989 and amended in January 1999. A pordon of the campus expansion is also located 
within the Linda Vista Community Plan, which was adopted in 1998 and amended in 
Januar/ 1999. 

The Clairemont Mesa Community Plan Map (Figure 40, page 133) designates the site as 
"School". The Plan also recommends that the Mesa College Master Plan incorporate the • 
following: 

As student enrollment increases, the Mesa College Master Plan should consider 
the development of parking structures in order to alleviate future on-street parking 
problems in adjacent neighborhoods, (page 109) 

The San Diego Community College District concurred, and on June 9, 2005, the Board of 
Trustees approved a Mesa College Facilities Master Plan that included the deveiopment 
of a parking structure as pan of Phase I. The proposed actions by the City of San Diego 
will allow the development of a parking structure as recommended by the adopted 

. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. Proposed actions will also allow the developmenl of 
a proposed new east entry from Mesa College Drive as recommended by the adopted 
Facilities Master Plan. 

Both the proposed new east entry and parking structure are located panially within the 
existing street right-of-way for Mesa College and on land which was originally intended 
to accommodate the future extension of Mesa College Drive from its western terminus to 
Genesee Avenue. On January 19, 1999-by Resoludon No. R-291206 the City Council' 
approved the deletion of the extension.of Mesa College Drive as a project from the Linda 
Vista Community Plan and amended the Clairemont Mesa Community Plan and City of 
San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan to reflect the deletion of the extension of 
Mesa College Drive. The Council aiso requested funher studies for a dedicated entrance 
to Mesa College with the objective for better circulation and directed City staff to work 
with Mesa College and the community in thai regard. 

The Linda Vista Community Plan does not provide any specific recommendations 
regarding the use ofthe right-of-way that had been intended for the extension of Mesa 
College Drive from its cunent terminus to Genesee Avenue. Since the vacated area will 
still be utilized for vehicular traffic and altemative uses are not addressed, it does not 
adversely affect the land use plan. 
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The Progress Guide and General Plan Map, as revised in April, 1992, designates the 
existing Mesa College as "Colleges and Universities." As stated above. Mesa College 
Drive was deleted from the Progress Guide and General Plan in 1999. 

As discussed above, the proposed project has been designed to be consistent with the 
Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista Community Plans and the City's Progress Guide and 
General Plan and implements their plan, goals and poiicies, and therefore will not 
adversely affect the appiicabie land use plan. 

2. The proposed deveiopment will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, and 
welfare. ' 

The proposed development as cunently designed will not be detrimental to the public 
health, safety, and welfare. 

The grading proposed in connection with the development will not result in soil erosion, 
silting of lower slopes, slide damage, flooding, severe scarring, or any other geological 
instability which would affect pubiic health, safety, and welfare as approved by the City 
Engineer. Erosion control measures. Best Management Practices, and dmely planting of 
nil dni-voc win i-vroyo-nf T̂T>pir»rj sjt̂ j nrov]de filfiDe stshilitv 

Additionally, the project preserves the overall MHPA acreage while complying with the 
. City of San Diego, Land Development Code (LDC) requirements. 

3. The proposed deveiopment will comply with the regulations of the Land 
Deveiopment Code. 

The proposed project complies with the Land Deveiopment Code with the exception of 
the requested deviadon from the Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL) Regulations 
which is requested for grading in and adjacent to biological resources and Multi-Habitat 
Planning .Area (MHPA). The proposed development has been designed to impact the 
least sensitive of the existing biological resources; however the slope and Parcel "C" 
contain a portion of MHPA. The proposed project would impact approximately 0.14 
acres within the existing limits of the MHPA, including 0.03 acres of non-narive 
grassland, 0.08 acre of eucalyptus woodland, and 0.03 acre of disturbed habitat. An 
adjustment co the MHPA boundary is also proposed to ensure that the biological value of 
the MHPA is not reduced and to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA 
(Attachment 6). A Mitigaiion Monitoring and Reponing Program (MMRP) will be 
employed to ensure the impacts to environmentally sensitive lands will be reduced io 
below a level of significance-

Environmentally Sensitive Lands supplemental findings-Section §126.0504(1)^: 

1. The site is physically suitable for the design and siting of the proposed development 
and the development will result in minimum disturbance to environmentally 
sensitive lands. 
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The project will not adversely affect Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL), except for 
minor impacts into sensitive biological resources and the Multiple-Habitat Planning .Area 
(MHPA). The project has been located on the least sensitive areas of the site to the 
maximum extent feasible. The proposed project would impact approximately 0.14 acre 
within the existing limits.of the MHPA, including 0.03 acre of non-native grassland, 0.08 
acre of eucalyptus woodland, and 0.03 acre of disturbed habitat (Table 2). An adjustment 
to the MHPA boundary is proposed to ensure that the biologica] value of the MHPA is 
not reduced and to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA. 

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reponing Program (MMRP) will be employed to ensure 
the impacts to environmentally sensitive lands will be reduced to beiow a level of 
significance. A landscape and re-vegetation plan and maintenance agreement will be 
required for the re-vegetated disturbed area for a period of 25 months. 

The project will nol otherwise adversely affect environmentally sensitive lands. 

The proposed development will minimize the alteration of natural land forms and 
will not result in undue risk from geologic and erosional forces, flood hazards, or 
fire hazards. 

The proposed parking garage will be tucked into the slopes to minimize topographic 
alternation. Therefore, the proposal would result in a less than significant change in 
topography or ground surface relief features. All nil and cut slope ratios will be 2:1. The 
project complies with city-wide applicable requirements for Best Management Practices 
as related to storm water runoff. Tne project area is locaied out of the floodway. 

The proposed project will not result in potential risks from geologic forces based on the. 
review of geotechnical repons provided by the geotechnical consultant. The project is not 
located within the boundaries of any special studies zone or within an area designated as 
geologically hazardous in the safety element of the local general plan as provided in 
subdivision (a) of Section 65302 of the Government Code. The Geotechnical renon has 
been reviewed by the Califomia Geological Survey (as required by the Division of the 
State Architect's office), who has concluded thai "the engineering geology and 
seismology issues at this site have been adequately addressed in the referenced repons, 
and no additional information is requested for this project" (Page 2, Engineering and 
Seismology Review, Mesa College Parking Structure and Police Buiiding, San Diego 
County, DSA file no. 37-C3). 

As such, the proposed development will minimize the alteration of natural landforms and 
will not resuit in undue risk from geologic and erosional forces, flood hazards, or fire 
nazards. 

The proposed development will be sited and designed to prevent adverse impacts on 
any-adjacent environmentally sensitive lands. 

The. site is locaied in and adjacent to ths Muld-Habitat Planning .Area (MHPA). The 
projecl has been sited and designed to minimize its adverse impacts to adjacent 
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environmentally sensitive lands such as the adjoining areas of the MHPA, as described in 
the Mitigated Negative Declaration, including the implementation of controls on runoff, 
noise, lighting and invasive plants, construction of appropriate barriers, and landscaping 
techniques in accordance with the City's Land Development Code and the Biology 
Guidelines. As proposed, the project will nol adversely impact adjacent environmentally 

• sensitive lands, except for encroachment into sensitive natural resources for which a 
request for deviation from the ESL Regulations has been made. Upon the approval of 
such deviation, and the implementation by the Owner/Permitee of the measures described 
in the request for deviation and the conditions contained in the Mitigation Monitoring 
Reponing Program, the impacts to environmentally sensitive lands will be deemed 
reduced to beiow a level of significance. 

4. The proposed deveiopment will be consistent with the City of San Diego's Multiple 
Species Conservation Program (MSCP) subarea plan. 

As part of the proposed project, a Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA) boundary 
adjustment is proposed to allow for modification to the MHPA boundary line on the site 
to conserve certain sensitive biological resources. . The proposed boundary adjustment 
would result in no effective net change in MHPA area. Approximately 0.14 acre of 
habitat would be subtracted from within the MHPA, while a payment into the Habitat 

!>Llo l I2,i.iii-'LL 

community would be purchased as an MHPA addition. Such a dedication of land within 
the MHPA would apply as a boundary adjustment "addition" at a 4:1 ratio, and the 
habitat would be precluded from future habitat mitigation. The East Elliott area consists 
entirely of Tier n and HI habitats. The habitats to be added would be of higher quality 
than those being subtracted, which are Tier IQ and IV habitats and would result in higher 
habitat values within the preserve 

Mitigation for all impacts to the MHPA areas wouid be provided in accordance with the 
MSCP. In addition, the controls imposed on drainage and toxics, lighting, noise, barriers, 
invasive plant species, and grading would all be consistent with the Land Use Adjacency 
Guidelines contained in the MSCP Subarea Plan. 

5. The proposed deveiopment will not contribute to the erosion of public beaches or 
adversely impact local shoreline sand supply. 

The proposed development is located approximately two' and a half miles inland from 
public beaches or local shoreline and therefore it is uniikeiy that on-site development will 
contribute to erosion of pubiic beaches or adversely affect shoreline sand supply. 
Moreover, rip-rap and dissipaters are provided at the existing point of discharge to reduce 
surface water runoff and reduce water runoff velocities to the extent water runoff might 
increase downslream siltation and contribute to the erosion of pubiic beaches.or adversely 
affect local shoreline sand supply. 
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6. The nature and extent of mitigation required as a condition of the permit is 
reasonably related to, and calculated to alleviate, negative impacts created by the 
proposed deveiopment 

The project specific Mitigated Negative Decloration (MND) included-a site specific 
impact analysis for this proposed development. An initial study was conducted for the 
proposed development on this site, which concluded that MND for the project must be 
prepared to address environmental impacts. Findings to support the MND's conclusion 
have been made and are pan of this project's record. In addition, all mitigation measures 
identified in the MND that are associated with this. proposed development have been 
adopted and wiil be incorporated into the Site Development Permit. 

As described in the MND, these'mitigation measures reduce the impact of ths proposed 
project to below a level of significance. As such, all mitigation reasonably related to and 
calculated to alleviate negative impacts created by the proposed deveiopment has been or 
•will be incorporated into the conditions of the development permit. 

Environmentally Sensitive Lands Deviations Supplemental findings—Section 
§126.0504rc)>: 

effects on environmentally sensitive lands. 

In order to develop the project encroachment into sensitive biological resources located 
within the Multi-Habitat Planning .Area is required. All reasonable measures were 
incorporated into the project to minimize the effects of the project on environmentally 
sensitive lands. Specifically, these include landform and-contour grading, planting native 
plant species, and incorporating water quality features to reduce storm water effects 
downstream. 

The majority of the area near Mesa Coilege Drive is comprised of sensitive biological 
resources. Realigning the entry and building the parking structure requires that portions 
of these sensitive bioiogicai resources be disturbed. Where feasible, the project's grading 
has been reduced from the original design to minimize additional impacts to sensitive 
biological resources, the projeci includes landform and contour grading. 

Based upon the factors described above, the.project's grading design has incorporated all 
feasible measures to minimize impacls to sensitive bioiogicai resources, and there are no 
feasible measures that can further minimize the potential adverse effecis of the proposed 
projecl on the environmentally sensitive lands. 

2. The proposed deviation is the minimum necessary to afford relief from special 
circumstances or conditions of the land, not of the applicant's making. 

The project incorporates the City of San Diego Street Design Manual requirements while 
endeavoring to minimize impacts to any areas containing sensitive biological resources. 
In constructing the proposed parking structure, encroaching into sensitive biological 
resources is unavoidable. The project proposes design features to minimize impacts to 

Paae 6 of 8 



ATTACHMEMT. 
ATTACHMENT 9 

000165 
sensitive habitat while still providing much needed parking for the campus and relieving 
parking pressure on the sunounding community. 

The project tenain, the need for design compatibility with adjacent projects and the desire 
to minimize visual impacts from neighboring properties impose a number of constraints 
relative to sensitive biological resource impacts. Consideration of these constraints,, 
while still being responsive to engineering, access and grading requirements, "creates the 
need to disturb sensitive bioiogicai resources. 

Given the foregoing, the requesl for a deviation to encroach into sensitive biological 
resources located within the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). This disturbed area 
wiil be removed from the MHPA through the proposed boundary adjustment and 
mitigated for through the A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). 
Approximately 0.14 acre of habitat would be subtracted from within the MHPA, while a 
payment into the Habitat Acquisition Fund for 0.56 acres of MHPA habitat (4:1 Ratio) 
located in the East Elliott community would be purchased as an MHPA addition. Such a 
dedication of land within the MHPA would apply as a boundary adjustment "addition" at 
a 4:1 ratio, and the habitat would be precluded from future habitat mitigation. The East 
Elliott area consists entirely of Tier II and HI habitats. The habitats to be added would bs . 
of higher quality than those being subtracted, which are Tier HI and TV habitats and 

| n ^ .11 v l i i t i i - ' J t t i L r U J l-J*-0 TT 1 C(f i l J t l • 

The MMRP will be employed to ensure the impacts related to the grading in 
environmentally sensitive lands will be reduced to below a level of significance. A 
landscape and re-vegetation plan and maintenance agreement will be required for the re-
vegetated disturbed area for a period of 25 months. This is the minimum necessary to 
afford relief from special circumstances or conditions of the land, not of the applicant's 
making. 

The above findings are supponed by the minutes, maps and exhibits, ail of which are 

herein incorporated by reference. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the rscommendation of the Planning Commission is 

sustained, Site Development Pennit (SDP)/Number 324476 and a Multi-Habitat Planning .Area 

Boundary Line Adjustment is granted to THE SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

DISTRICT, Owner/Permittee, under the terms and conditions set forth in the permit attached 

hereto and made a nan hereof. 
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APPROVED: MICHAEL AGUIRRE, City Attorney 

By : : 

Deputy City Attorney 

ATTY/SEC. INITIALS 
DATE 
Dept: Clerk 
Reviewed by Helene Deisher, Development Project Manager 
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Clairemont Mesa Planning 
Committee 

Minutes of the Meeting of 
January 17, 2006 

North Clairemont Friendshio Center 
P Jack Caroenter 
P Brandon Tappen 
? Francis "Jim" Knapo 
A Dave Konstantin-Treas. 

P Sheri Mongsau 
A Kathy Monsour 
P Eieanor Mang - Chair 
P Susan Moumian 

P Biliy Paul 
Brooke Peterson-Sec 

A Chris Rink 
P Thomas Schmidt 

P Donaid Steele • 
P Scott Wsntworth 
P Mike Vinti 
P Alys Masek 

P - Present A - Absent 

Cal l t o O r d e r / Ro l l Cal l 
The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m. by Eleanor Mang, Chair. Attendance called by 
Brooke Peterson and quorum present. 

C o m m u n i c a t i o n s f r o m C o m m i t t e e 
Francis Knapp asked regarding the status of Clairemonnf Village. Another member commented 
that yes there was a new owner who had remarked the center and some businesses have moved 
out following that. 
Billy Paul apologized for his absences and informed the Committee that he is now Chair of the 
Balboa Citizens Advisory Committee. 
Susan Mournian informed the committee that there have been problems now with the hornless 
camping out under Tecolote Bridge. The Council office is considering putting a barricade under 
the bridge in order to improve public safety in the area. 

C o m m u n i c a t i o n s f r o m the Pub l i c 
Ed Kramer, Chair of the Linda Vista Planning Committee made brief comments to the Committee 
regarding the situation of the dump trucks on Morena Bivd. that are now a problem in Linda Vista. 
He indicated that they wouid be voting on a 2-hr. time limit ordinance at their Monday meeting 
and expect that it will be approved. 
Clark Houston made a brief presentation to the committee regarding a neighbor that a large 
mount of scrap metal; a motor home-and a fifth-wheel parked on his property. Mr. Houston has 
called code enforcement but a past Sams Club case allows motor homes to be parked long term 
The Committee offered some recommendations to help Mr. Houston improve the situation 
including looking at inoperative vehicle regulations and looking to see if the way the vehicles are 
parked violate any fire access codes. 

M o d i f i c a t i o n s to t he A g e n d a 
Eleanor Mang noted that Jeff Rodgers would like to give a presentation regarding the status of 
Bay View Piaza. A motion was made to add the presentation to the Information Item part of the 
agenda and the motion was unanimously approved. 

A p p r o v a l of M i n u t e s 

A motion was made by Donaid Steele to approve the minutes. The motion was seconded by 
Susan Mournian. The minutes for the November 15, 2005 meeting approved 10-2-0. . 

I n f o r m a t i o n I t ems 

101. First Baptist Church of Clairemont- New Sign Permtt {Phil Wilson, Church 
representative) The church is requesting approval of a permit to install a new lighted and moving 
text sian at the corner of Luns St. and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard. The applicants provided a 
rendering ofthe proposed signs at the planned locations. It wouid be similar io the Chieftans 
school sign. The Committee had questions regarding the intensity of the illumination of the sign 
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as weli as the hours of operation. The applicants responded, that the sign is dimmabie and had 
anticipated that it would operate 24-hrs. a day. 
Committee comments included the importance of meeting all electrical codes, improving the 
colors/quality ofthe sign graphics, and the sensitivity that should be given to the surrounding 
community at night. Jack Carpenter asked regarding the aggregate amount of signage and 
whether would still be in conformance with the sign ordinance if all the signs operated or 
proposed to be operated by the applicant were instalied. There was significant additional concern 
regarding the "Vegas-ification" of Clairemont and the deteriorating effect that such signs have on 
the community. The signs are very commercial and not aesthetically pieasing and there are many 
signs like that in the Clairemont area..The Committee discussed the need to let that type of 
quality of signs to continue to be put up in Clairemont. 

Eleanor Mang concluded by noting to the applicants that comments made at this meeting, do not 
guarantee anything when the applicant comes back for actual approval. 

102. Bay View Plaza (Jeff Rodgers, applicant) 
Mr. Rodgers provided a brief status update on where the Bay View project. He made a request to 
come back to the committee in February with a study model of the proposed development, with 
revised plans, and with a photo analysis/visual simulation of ths development. He indicated that 
traffic and noise studies are currently underway, 

A c t i o n I t e m s 

201. Mesa Coiiege East Entry and Parking Garage (Constance Carroll, Chancellor) 
Ms, Carroll provided a brief summary of the parking garage project for Mesa College. She 

proposed project is an effort to resolve the traffic problems at ths west end of campus in the 
neighborhoods and re-direct traffic to the east entrance. The project will require an encroachment 
into the canyons in the amount of 1.196 acres with the remaining square footage ofthe garage 
within the footprint of the existing parking lot. They will create a newer and straight parkway at the 
entrance to the coilege. The garage will have five levels of parking; the lower grade of the canyon 
will hide the bottom two levels. They will use different types of glass to make it look more iike a 
building and-iess like a garage. They are asking for a full street vacation and sell of land-from the 
City to the San Diego Community College District. 
Comments from the Committee included: 

• Don Steele remarked that it was an excellent project, that the structure is great and 
appears to function very well. He stated that 1) it will make the surrounding communities 
safer, 2) will prevent litter and runoff into the canyon, and 3) beiieves that the police that 
will be patrolling the garage at all times will heip deter the homeless that congregate in 
the canyons. He added that using best management practices for runoff would put them 
on the cutting edge of runoff management practices. 
• One Committee member noted thai City Real Estate Assets should apply the revenue 
from the sale of the land to Clairemont Mesa parks. Donald Steele made a motion to 
approve the project as proposed. 
• Jack Carpenter commented in response to the Unda Vista communities concern 
regarding infringement into the canyon, that the proposed project was a good trade off as 
it will be certainly best serve the heavy college traffic flow, 
• Tom Schmidt noted that it was a great approach to resolving a horrendous traffic 
problem in the community and added that campus poiics are roving too far off campus 
and out of their jurisdiction; 
• Biiiy Paui was not in-favor of the infringement into the canyon and stated thai he 
believed it was contrary to the purpose of vacating the street in the first place. He had 
additional concerns regarding contaminate runoff and ths importance of using BMPs, He 
requested that the installation of a gate/ some sort of restricted access be part of the 
conditions of approval but there was not support from the rest of the Commitiee for that. 
The applicants noted that there will be 24-hr. surveillance ai ihe site. 
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• There was additional concern regarding lighting and the importance that the lights have 
good cutoffs. 

The project-applicant made additional comments, highlighting that mitigation will be done further 
down the canyon and wiil be used as an education tool/ demonstration project to Mesa Coiiege 
students. The mitigation wiil include a 3 to 1 ration replacement of dirt and take highly disturbed 
area and replace it with native dirt and vegetation. The impact to 0.2 acres of wetlands will have 
to be mitigated including consultations with the Department of Fish and Game. 
Public comments included concern from the Lines Vista Planning Committee with placing the 
structure so far from the location of the classrooms and whether college faculty had experience 
with natural Tecolote Canyon vegetation. The originai motion was seconded by Scott Wentworth. 
Vote, 12-0-0, motion passed. 

W o r k s h o p I tems 

None. 

R e p o r t s to C o m m i t t e e 

Counci l Office 6 - West (Keith Corry/ Mary Ann Kempczenski ) : 

The Council had its first meeting with the strong mayor form of governance. 
Donna Frye came out to the Town Councii and gave the "State of Clairemont" address. 
Scott Peters has been appointed Council President, with Tony Young serving as President Pro-
iem. 

Brian noted that the Committee should have received an agenda for the Balboa Avenue Citizens 
Advisory Committee as it had been requested that the CMPC be at least notified of the Advisory 
Committee meetings. Hs added that the Advisory Committee will be voting on the Balboa/ 
Genesee traffic light at their upcoming meeting. Brian will aiso be giving a presentation on the 
Revitalization Action Plan at the next Town Council meeting. 

Other Communi ty Organizat ions 

Clairemont Town Council has two programs scheduled for its next meeting (February 2): 1) 
Balboa Avenue Revitalization Action Plan; and a2) crime in Clairemont. Town Council meetings 

st 

are always the 1 Thursday of each month at 7:00p.m. at Clairemont High School 

CMPC Reports 

Treasurer's Report (Konstant in); n/a 
Secretary's Report (Peterson): n/a 
Vice Chair 's Report (vacant): n/a 

Chair 's Report (Mang): 
• Committee elections will take place in March and Aiys Masek has volunteered to take 
over the organization of election logistics with assistance from Doi Jensen. 
• The Visioning Committee has been formed, pulling together some people, Jack 
Carpenter, Brooke Peterson, Susan Mournian, and Dave Potter, to sit down and think 
about what needs to be done to prepare for setting a vision for Clairsmont whenever the 
opportunity comss to update the Community Plan. There will certainly be many 
opportunities for community involvement and input into the process, the Committee is 
simply meeting to prepare a way to pull the community together. 
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Sub-Commit tee Repor ts : 
Ai rports Adv isory (Monsour) : None. 
Bylaws (Masek): There was a request to make changes to the Bylaws. Alys will bring 
proposed changes to the Committee next month. She will also prepare flyers to post in the 
community for the elections. 
CPC (Mang): Nothing to report. 
Mission Bay Park (Rink): n/a 
Project Review (TBD): Eieanor verified the members that had volunteered to be on the 
project review subcommittee. 
Vis ions (D. Jensen) : n/a 
Traffic & Transpor ta t ion (PauI):"No comment. 
Baiboa Avenue Cit izens Adv isory (Paul): Comments made earlier. 
North Bay Redev Project (Knapp): n/a 

Schools (Knapp): The school board talked regarding decisions on the Hale/Horizon 
school shift. At this time, Horizon will iikeiy remain through next year. SDMA is now on the 
hook and doesn't know what to do if Haie/ Horizon doesn't become avaiiabie. There were 
significant comments made from the public at a pubiic meeting on the matter regarding the 
lack of maintenance and heavy bus traffic that would occur if the schoordistrict took back 
over the property. 

Vehicle Parking (Mournian) : Progress is being made. The City wili now move forward 
with changing all the parking ordinance and marking the changes to the curbs. The 
timeline of when this will take place however is not known. 

CPAC on Transpor tat ion (Mongeau): n/a 

Ad journment at 8:00 p.m. Next meeting to be held on February 21 , 200S. 
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Minutes of Linda Vista-Planning Committee On August 22. 2005 

Chair Ed Cramer called meeting to order at 7:10 at the Linda Vista 
-Public Library Roll Call Present Don Ballantyne, Wayne Bamford, 
Doug Beckham, Rick Bussell, Jo-Ann Carini, Margarita Castro, 
Gail Cole, Ed Cramer, Grover Diemert, Sandy Duncan, Greg 
Edwards, Roy Hughes, Gary Stang, Rob Spahitz, Xiongh Thao, 

' Ron Tomcek, Don Wetzel, Absent: Ester McNulty, Kathleen 
Morgan. 

33 people were in attendance. . 

A representative from Deputy Mayor Toni Atkins introduced 
herself and told us that the council districts that are vacant are 
» - I ^ / - » C > T > f '•"t t T r-"T r* • t- ' i - f t • • •»-*-r** r-% T = I 

Kirsten Clemons from Assemble Member'Lori Saldana passed out 
their newsletter and invited people to Child Safety Fair at Toys-R-
Us on Sept 24 from 10-2 pm. Beach cleanup on Sept 17 at West 
Bonita Beach 10-2 pm 

Katherine Fortner from Congress woman Susan Davis passed out 
the Davis Dispatch 

Cecelia Williams from Planning Dept. announced that the general 
plan update will not go before Council until 2006. 

Libby Day from Redevelopment office informed us that she will be 
negotiating the'new Lease with Gary Stang and that an RFP for the 
corner lot will be issued in September, 2005. 

Lots of public Comment: 
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Note new Park and Recreation Director is Calvin Tani replacing 
Mike Rodriquez Representatives from Wm Lyons Inc. will be 
speaking at September meeting ofthe Civic Association. 

Agenda Items: 

USD 3 story dorm issue: The building is already approved in the 
Master Plan. It will consist of 29 2 bedrooms and 7 one bedroom 
apartments. There was no need to vote. The plarming dept. wanted 
to inform us that this was a substantial conformance review. 
Complete construction by June 2006 

Verizon Neighborhood Use Permit (Project 72142 - Process 2) 
Project is to construct a wireless communication facility on USD 
campus consisting of 8 antennas 7 of which will be located behind 
structurui screens on tne ocience HncL leciinology Duiicing ano J. 
remote as a light standard on Marian Way. Zoning Subcommittee 
moved to approve the project subject to our former caveat to avoid 
using the Science and Technology Building 

Kelly Street Tentative Map Waiver (project #68915 - process 3) 
calls for conversion of 4 apartments to condominiums at 6766 
Kelly Street. Doug Beckham moved to deny the waiver, Margarita 
Castro seconded the motion. 12 voted in favor of motion to deny 
and 3 opposed the motion to deny the waiver. Asked owners to 
consider developing more parking spaces. 

Encroachment Maintenance and Removal agreement (Project 
62238 - Process 2) for a wall in the public right of way at 2883 
Comstock St. A letter of support for-the encroachment was asked 

. ofthe committee by the owner. Donald Ballantyne moved and 
Doug Beckham seconded motion to approve the project with the 
exception that the city will have to decide on the safety issue. 13 in 
favor, 1 opposed and one abstained. , 
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Tait Street Tentative Map waiver (Project 68875 - process 4) Ric 
Bussell moved to table the issue and Doug Beckham seconded 
motion. Motion to table passed 15-0. 

Committee reports 
Chair reported that Wm Lyons Company is revising the number of 
floor plans and that the purchase process is moving forward. 
No new information on the Olson proposal 
He talked about the complex ownership ofthe" Walsh Canyon" 
and Thrift Villase site. 

Mesa College Drive Extension: The issue was tabled at the July 
meeting. A motion was made to take issue off the table from last 
meeting with a vote of 8 in favor and 3 opposed. 

tne loiiowmg mouon was maae oy &on iomceK seconaea oy 
Doug Beckham as follows: 

A. The Linda Vista Community Planning Committee does not 
support the street vacation of Mesa College Drive, westerly of 
Armstrong Street extending approximately 460 feet in length 
which lies within the boundaries of the Linda Vista Community 
Plan area 
B. In addition, the Linda Vista Community Planning Committee 
does not support the sale of City7 owned property previously 
identified as the extension of Mesa College Drive and further 
described as parcels, 427-020-18 and 427-010-23 located within 
the boundaries ofthe Linda Vista Community plan area. 
C. The Linda Vista Community Planning Committee 
recommends that the city owned land described as parcels 427-
020-18 and 427-010-23 located within the boundaries ofthe Linda 
Vista Community Planning area be preserved as open space 
through an open space land use designation and the application of 
the appropriate open space zone 
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9 voted in favor ofthe motion. 1 opposed and 3 abstained. 

Islander Lease extension: Rick Bussel outlined the issue. There . 
owners want to extend the current lease 18 years so that they have 
a 50 year lease to sell the potential buyer. He asked committee 
members for their opinion on the issue. If the lease is extended it 
appears that the current owner will receive a SSO million lease 
premium once the sale is completed. There was much discussion 

Motion to approve minutes of last meeting was made'by Wayne 
Bamford and seconded by Ron Tomcek with the correction ofthe 
address on Comstock Street from 2882 to 2883. 

Motion passed 

Adjourned at 8:07 

Minutes as recorded by Secretary Grover Diemert 
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Minutes of the Linda Vista Planning Committse 
February 21, 2006 at Linda Vista Pubiic Library 

Meeting called to order by Chair Ed Cramer at 6 p.m. 

• Presentation of colors by Ksamy HS Ed. Complex's Junior ROTC Color Guard 

Roll call was called all present except Gary Stang, Greg Edwards. Several members arrived after 
meeting besan. 

Pari Sanati. Kirsten Clemons, Katherine Former and Officer Schaldach provided infonnation and 
answered questions. 

1. Mesa College Street Vacation #60885. A 30 minute presentation was made-to group 
concerning the construction of a parking structure on Mesa Coilege Campus, its impact on traffic 
and the need to vacate a portion of a street at Mesa College Drive . Doug Beckham made a 
motion to deny the request to vacate the street and the parking structure as presented, Rick 
Bussell seconded the mouon. 12 voted in favor of the motion co deny the request, 2 opposed the 
motion and 1 abstained. 

2. LVPC Letter of SUDDOII to continue Bus 25 as it is. Donna Erickson led the discussion on th? 
proposed change for Bus Route 25. 
After some discussion, Ron Tomcek made a motion to take the issue off the table as it had been 
tabled at last meeting. Someone seconded the motion. It passed with no dissent 

Motion was made by Margarita Castro to send a letter to MTS from the Committee requesting 
that Route.25 remain as.is. A.draft of letter is_cpntained in the agenda.packet. Motion was____ 
seconded by Gail Cole. All voted in favor of sending the letter. 

3. Information on proposed remodel and expansion of an existing self storage facility at 5175 
Pacinc Coast Highway was presented by Dean Grobbelaar. 

4. Anna Avenue . City is requesting if committee wouid suppon selling the property at the 
'Northwest comer of Pacific Highway and Friars Road .696 acres. 

The zoning sub committee had voted to deny the request by 4 to 0. Doug Beckham moved and 
Wayne Bamford seconded a motion to accept the sub committee rscommendation. All voted in 
favor of motion 

5. Consent "agenda: The following items were pressntsd to group for approval by the Zoning Sub 
Committee. 

Margarita Castro asksd that The Savannah Street # 72692 be puiied for separate discussion. 
It was. 
Motion was made to approve all projects except Savannah Street project by Doug Beckham and 
seconded by Ron Tomcek. All voted to approve the motion. 
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Figgins Residence # 50259 ( 9/16/05 ). 1688 Ulric Street . Site Development Permit (Process 3) 
• for Environmentally Sensitive Lands to construct a 3,316 sq ft single family residence on a 

vacant .77 acre'site in the OR-1-1 Zone. Applicant, Raul Thompson, 619-298-1595. Project 
Manager, Helene Deisher, 619-446-5223, HDeisheriS'sandieso.sov. 
(5 minutes) SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE, 5 YES, 0 NO. 

Lauretta Street # 79077 ( 8/8/05 ). 5765 Lauretta Street. (Process 4). Tentative Map to 
convert 6 existing residential units to condominiums on a .23 acre site in the RM 3-7 Zone. 
Applicant, Sarah Marij ana, 619-422-7269. Project Manager, Bill Tripp, 446-5273, 
WTripp@sandiego.gov. (5 minutes) 
SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO 

Mildred Street^ 85125 (( 11/18/05 ). 5860 Mildred Street. (Process 3). Map Waiver to waive 
the requirements of a tentative map to convert 4 existing residential units to condominiums on a 
.115 acre site within the RM 3-7 zone. Applicant, Hector Guillen, 619-230-1902. Project 
Manager, Bill Tripp, 619-466-5273, WTripp@sandiego.gov. 
(5 minutes) SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO 

Santa Paula Drive # 91427 ( 12/15/05 ) 1624 Santa Paula Drive . SCR to the USD Master Plan 

building - Sensitive Biologic resources - Steep Hillsides RS 1-7..RM3-7. Applicant, Jacob 
Wittier, 858-573-1205. Project Manager, Jennene Temple , 619-557-7908, 
JTempie@sandiego.gov. (5 minutes) 
SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO. 

Savannah Street # 72692 ( 12/15/05 ) 5143 Savannah Street . (Process••3)-Variance-to allow-
for tandem parking for 2 new single family residences on a 3,113 sq ft and 3,114 sq ft in the RM 
1-1 Zone. Applicant, Rick Rutstein. 858-454-4555. Project Manager, John Cruz, 619-446-
5439, JCruz@sandie20.20v. (5 minutes) 
SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO. 

T-Mobile #'5 93413 ( 1/12/06 ), 90774 ( 12/14/05 ), 91387 ( 12/19/05 ). (Process 2) Antennas 
for wireless communication facilities on Maher Hall. Jenny Craig, and Science facilities at the 
University of San Diego . Applicant, Krystal Patterson, 760-715-8703. Project Manager's, 
Karen Lynch-A.shcrafi, 619-446-5351, KLynchAshcraft@sandiego.gov, Amanda Nations, 619-
687-5984, ANations@sandiego.gov. (5 minutes) 
SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO .APPROVE, 5 YES, 0 NO 

6. Savannah Street # 72692 was pulled for discussion. ( 12/15/05 ) 5143 Savannah Street . 
(Process 3) Variance to allow for tandem paridng for 2 new single family residences on a 3,113 
sq ft and 3,114 sq ft in the RM 1-1 Zone. Applicant, Rick Rutstein, 858-454-4555. Project 
Manager, John Cruz, 619-446-5439, JCruz@sandiego.gov. (5 minutes) 
SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES. 0 NO. 

After discussion a motion to anorove the rscommendation of the Zonine Subcommittee was 

mailto:WTripp@sandiego.gov
mailto:WTripp@sandiego.gov
mailto:JTempie@sandiego.gov
mailto:JCruz@sandie20.20v
mailto:KLynchAshcraft@sandiego.gov
mailto:ANations@sandiego.gov
mailto:JCruz@sandiego.gov
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made by Don Ballantyne, seconded by Doug Beckham. .All voted in favor ofthe motion. 

7. Goshen Street map waiver for 1279 Goshen Street . Doug Beckham "made a motion to 
approve the request if one additional parking space was added and the project meets all other city 
requirements, Seconded by Don Ballantyne. Morion passed 15 in favor 1 opposed. 

8. Hyatt Street request was held over for lack of paper work 

9. Riley Street # 86853 5646 Riley Street tentative map to convert to condos and a waiver for 
undergrounding utilities. Margarita Castro made a motion to approve the project subject to the 
installation utility under grounding. 8 voted in favor of motion and 4 were opposed. 

10. Riley Street # 84811' 5760 Riley 

Motion to approve the project was mads by Rob Spahitz, seconded by???? 6 voted in favor of 
motion 9 were opposed. 

Wayne Bamford made a motion to accept the proposal if under grounding was installed, Xiongh 
Thao seconded the motion. 9 voted to approve projecl with under grounding and 6 were 
opposed. 

11. USD-SCR # 94078. Topic "to reduce number of tennis courts from 3 to 2 due to construction 
of School of Education building. Wayne Bamford moved to approve request and Rick Bussell 
seconded the motion. 15 voted in favor of motion, none opposed. 

12. Minutes of last meeting as attached to agenda were approved by all. 

A few subcommittee reports were made. 

Adjourned at 8 pm . 51 people attended. 
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(R-99-865) 

RESOLUTION NUMBER R-291206 

.ADOPTED ON JANUARY 19, 1999 

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN 
DIEGO REGARDING THE EXTENSION OF MESA COLLEGE 
DRIVE AS PART OF THE LINDA VTSTA COMMUNTTY PLAN 
.AND THE ASSOCIATED CLAIREMONT MESA 
COMMUNITY PLAN AND THE PROGRESS GUIDE AND • 
GENERAL PLAN. 

WHEREAS, on December 1, 1998, by Resolution No. R-291021, the Council of The City 

of San Diego approved the comprehensive update ofthe Linda Vista Conimunity Plan, with the 

exception ofthe final dete-nnination regarding the extension of Mesa Collese Drive. ACODV of 

the comprehensive updated Linda Vista Community Plan is on file in the office ofthe Ciry Clerk 

as Document No. RR-291021; and 

WHEREAS, on January 19, 1999, the Ciry Council considered the final determination of 

whether to include or exclude the extension of Mesa College Drive as part ofthe comprehensive 

update ofthe Linda Vista Community Plan and the associated Clairemont Mesa Community Plan 

and the Ciry of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan; NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Councii of Tne Ciry of Sac Diego, as follows: 

1. That it approves the deletion ofthe extension of Mesa College Drive as a project 

from the Linda Vista Communily Plan, dated October. 1998. 

2. Tnat it adopts amendments to the associated Clairemont Mesa Community Plan 

and the City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan to reflect the deletion oftbe 

extension of Mesa College Drive from the Linda Vista Community Plan. 

-PAGE 1 OF 2-



000180 ATTACHMENT 1 2 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Council requests further studies for a dedicated 

entrance to Mesa College, with the objective for better circulation and directs City staff to work 

with Mesa College and the community, in that regard. 

.APPROVED: CASEY GWINN, City Attorney 

By 
Richard A. Duvemay 
Deputy City.'Attorney 

RAD:lc 
02/01/99 
Or.Dept:Clerk 
R-99-865 

-PAGE 2 OF 2-
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Ciiy of San Diego 

. Development Services 
J??itSB : 1222 First Ave., MS-302 

San Dieso. CA 92101 
(619)445-5000 

Crrv D ' S^h O I C Q D 

Ownership Disclosure 
Statement 

rrojec: i ilie 

MESA COLLEGE DR. STREET VACATION 
r ro jec : No. .-or L.ny use uniy 

Proiecl Address: 

7250 MESA COLLEGE DR. (WEST OF •ARKSTRONG ST.) 

Part I - To be completed when property is held by Individual(s) 

Please lis' below the owner(s) and tenantfs) (if appiicabie) of the above referenced property. Tne list must include the names 
anc addresses of all persons who have an inierest in the property, recorded or otherwise, and state the type of Drooeny interest 
{e.g., tenants who will benefit from the permit, ail individuals who own the property). A sionature is required of at least ons pf 
th°"property owners. Attach additional pages if needed. Note: The applicant is responsible for notifying the Project Manaoer of 
any changes in ownership during the t imethe appiication is being processed or considered. Changes in ownership are to"be 
given to tiie Projsct Manager at least thirty days prior to any pubiic hearing, on the subjeci propertyr Failure to provide accurate 
and current ownership information could result in a delay-in the hearing process.-

Additional pages attached Q Yes Q No 

Name oi maiviouai (type or pnntj: 

Q Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Street Aadress: 

City/Siaie/Zip: 

Pnone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Dais: 

! \ame or matviouai ( type or pnn t j : 

Ll Owner j Tenant/Lessee 

Street Adaress; 

City /Sate/Zip: 

Pnone No; 

Signature ; 

Fax No; 

Date: 

i \ame oi maiviouai ( type or print; ; 

L l Owner U TenanfLessee 

Street Aaarsss: 

Ciiy/Stste/Zip: 

rnone Nc; 

Sior.Biure : 

Fax Nc; 

Date: 

N a m e oi maiv iouai (type or pnn t j : 

L l Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

Streel Aooress; 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No; 

Signature ; 

Fax No: 

Date: 

N a m e ot maiv iauai [ type or p n m j : 

i_t Owner L l Tenant/Lessee 

Street Adaress; 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No; 

Signature ; 

Fax No; 

uaie; 

Mame oi inaiv iouai (type or pnn t j : 

, U Owner U Tsr.ant/Lessee 

Stree: Aooress: 

City/S tats/Zip: 

Pnone Nc: 

Signature : 

.= 3X No: 

Date: 

This information is avaiiabie in alternative formats for persons with disabilities. 
To request Ihis information in alternative formal, call (519) 445-5445 or (800) 735-2=29 (TDD) 

5e sure to see us on the Worid Wide Web at www.sandieco.gDWdsveloprnent-sgrvices 
;S-3l& (5-03) 

http://www.sandieco.gDWdsveloprnent-sgrvices


ATTACHMENT 1 5 

000182 
Project T i t le : Project No. (For C i ty USE Only) 

Part I! - To be c o m p l e t e d w h e n p r o p e r t y is h e l d b y a c o r p o r a t i o n or p a r t n e r s h i p 

Lega l S t a t u s ( p l e a s e c h e c k ) : 

Q Co rpo ra t i on ( • L imited Liability -or- Q Genera l ) What State? 

G Par tnersh iD 

Corporate Ident i f icat ion No. 

Please list b e l o w the names , titles and addresses of a l l persons w h o have an interest in the p ropeny , recorded or o therwise , and 
state the type of proper ty interest (e .g . , tenan ts who wi l l benef i t f r o m the permit, all corporate of f icers, and al! p a r t n e r s in a part­
nership who o w n the property) . A s ignature is requi red of at least one o f t h e corporate offrcers or partners who o w n the property. 
Attach add i t iona l pages if needed . N o t e : The appl icant is respons ib le for notifying the Project Manager .o f any c h a n g e s in owner­
ship dur ing t he t ime the appi icat ion is being p rocessed or cons ide red . Changes in ownersh ip are to be given to t h e Proiect M a n ­
ager at least t h i n y days prior to any pubiic near ing on the subject property. Failure to provide accurate and cur ren t ownersh ip in­
format ion cou id resu l t in a delay in the hear ing process. A d d i t i o n a l pages a t t a c h e d Q Yes Q N o 

L-orporate/r-ar tnersnip Name (type or pnn t j : 

_• SAK DIEGO COMKUNTTY.COLLEGE DISTRICT 
5j! Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

3375 CAMINO DEL RIO SOUTH 
Sireet Address: 

SAK DIEGO. CA 92108-3883 
City/Siaie/Zip: 

(619) 3SS-6500 
Pnone No; Fax Nc; 

Name of Corporate Officer/Panner (type or print): 
(^r5vo.^.-i—f?'\ i/"-!-! ^ 4 <v W7 * ^ v D _ / •<. ^ r ; rS_ . £ . , £ ! nX 

i iiie (type or prim); 
K-v^w^g^Ea ' B u e i C M A ^ 

Sionature ; onaiure ; l Date: 

L -o rpo ra te / ranns rsn ip Name (type or pnn t j : 

" I j Owner Tenant/Lessee 

Street Adaress: 

Ciiy.'3taie/2ip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Offcer/Partner (type or print); 

iftle (type or print); 

sicnature : Date: 

o o r p o r a i s / r a n n e r s n i p Name (type or pnnt j ; 

U Owner *_! Tenant/Lessee 

Street Accrsss: 

City/State/Zio: 

Pnonb Nc: Fax Nc: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or pnnt): 

u o r p o r a i e / r a n n e r s n i p N a m e (type or pnnt j ; 

L l Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

street Aooress: 

City/State/Zip; 

Phone No; rax No: 

Titie (type or print): 

Signature : Date: 

c o r p o r a t e / r a n n e r s n i p N a m e (type or pnnt j : 

U Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address; 

City/S tate/^ip: 

Pnone No: r a x No: 

Titie (type o: prinlj: 

sionature : Date: 

L-orporate / rannersn ip ( \ame (type or pnnt j : 

U Owner LJ Tenant/Lessee 

Street Aaaress: 

City/Stat e/Zic: 

^none Nc: Fax Nc: 

i itle (type or print): 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner {type or print): 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Signature : sionature ; 
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ATTACHMENT 4 
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
Project Chronology 

MESA COLLEGE STREET VACATION-PROJECT NO. 60885 

D a t e 

1/05/05 

3/30/06 

7/28/05 

10/06/05 

12/07/05 

1/24/06 

3/09/06 

4/06/06 

4/27/06 

6/06/06 

Action 

First Submittal 

First Assessment Letter 

, Second submittal 

Second Review 
Complete 

Third Submittal 

Third Review Complete 

Fourth Review 

Meeting 

Meeting 

Last review' 

**TOTAL STAFF TIME 

TOTAL APPLICANT TIME 

TOTAL PROJECT RUNNING TIME 

Staff t ime anc i anDlicant response tir 

Desc r ip t i on 

Project Deemed Complete 

From deemed complete date to 
Hearine 

ne based on calendar davs inc 

City 
Review 

T i m e 

85 

70 

28 

40 

223 

A p p l i c a n t 

R e s p o n s e 

120 

62 

44 

52 

278 

562 

udins hoiida VS 

Total Project Time includes Scheduling Hearing. 
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*t fAOHlAEt. 

Mesa College Dr. Street Vacation 
Photographic Survey 

n 4 • 

Attachment 16 

1. haciriH West near LitersecDon of/u'mstrons and Mesa Colieae Dr. 

- 1-
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Photographic Survey 

Attachment T€-

7 Q̂ iirVi ci^» r»f Kytgeo PAIIAOP T)ri rioar Intersection of .Armstrong. 

4. Facin? the Southwest comer of Armstrone/Mesa Collese Dr. Intersection 

. • ) _ 
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Mesa Coilege Dr. Strest Vacation 

Photographic Survey 

5. South Side of Mesa College Dr. nearlntersecdon of Armstrong. 

Attachment 16 

6. South Side of Mesa Collese Dr. .t-acins West 

- 3 -



000188 Mesa College Dr. Street Vacatio. 
Photographic Survey 

Attachment 1&. 
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7. North Side of Mesa College Dr. Facing West 

m 

8. North Side of Mesa Collese Dr. 400ft from West End 

- 4 -
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Mesa College Dr. Street Vacation 

Photographic Survey 

3 *i ( ,VJ^" JE3 rt^w^ft ^ 

9. North Side of Mesa Collese Dr. 

Attachment 16 

10. West end of Mesa Collese Dr. 

- ;> -
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Photographic Survey 

Attachment 16-
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12. Northwest snd of Mesa Collese Dr. 
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000191 Mesa College Dr. Street Vacation 
Photographic Survey 

ATTACHf^ff 
Attachment 16 

13. Driveway entrance to Mesa College from West end of Mesa Collese Dr. 

- 7 -
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ATTACH^Bn 4 

ATTACHMENT 17 

PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. XXX-PC 
RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL OF A PUBUC RIGHT-OF-WAY VACATION NO. 

•180372, SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 324476; MULTI-HABITAT PLANNING AREA 
BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT. 

WHEREAS, on July 13, 2006, the Planning Commission ofthe City of San Diego held a public 
hearing for the purpose of considering and recommending to the City Council of the City of San 
Diego approval of a Public Right-of-Way Vacation No. 180372; Site Development Permit No. 

. 324476, and a Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Adjustment; 

WHEREAS, the San Diego Community College District, Owner/Permittee, requested a Pubiic 
Right-of-Way Vacation No. 180372, Site Development Permit No. 324476, and a Multi-Habitat 
Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment within the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista 
Community Plan area; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego has considered the Public Right-
of-Way Vacation No. 180372, Site Development Permit No. 324476, and a Muld-Habitat 
Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment and written documents contained in the file for this 
project on record in the City of San Diego, and has considered the oral presentations given at the 
public hearing; NOW THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Planning Cominission of the City of San Diego that it hereby 
recommends approval of the Public Right-of-Way Vacation No. 180372, Site Development 
Pennit No. 324476, a Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment. 

Helene Deisher 
Development Project Manager 
Dsvslopment Services Depanment 
Dated July 13,2006 
Bv a vote of 

Sabrina Curtin 
Plannins Commission Liaison 



000193 
ATTACHMENT 4 

• Attachment 18 

CR- ) 

• RESOLUTION NUMBER R-

.ADOPTED ON 

WHEREAS, ths portion of Mesa Collegs Drive west of .Armstrong Street as described on 

Exhibit "B" 20322 is excess right-of-way; and 

WHEREAS, a portion of a twenty one inch storm drain easement is to bs abandoned, 

relocated and ressrvsd as identified on Exhibit "B" 20322; and 

WHEREAS, the City of San Dieso shall grant San Diego Gas & Electric and SBC Pacific 

Bell Telephone Company a private easement for the facilities within that portion of Mesa 

College Drive to be vacated as shown on Exhibit "B,,-20322; and 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of San Diego, that it adopts the following 

findings with respect to Pubiic Right-of-Way Vacation No. 180372: 

1. There is no present or prospective public use for the public right-of-way, either for 
the facility for which it was originally acquired or for any other public use of a iike 
nature that can be anticipated. 

Tne proposed right-of-way vacation will allow for the reasonable developmenl of the 
project while maintaining or improving the level of access to the campus and improving 
parking in the surrounding communities of Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista. The 
right-of-way vacation plan is described in detail on the projecl maps on file with the Ciry. 
In addition, to the extent any temporary private easements within the project area exist, 
they will also bs rslocated and quitclaimed prior to construction ofthe project. 

In addition, the area proposed for vacation (Mesa Coilege Drive, west of .Armstrong 
Street) only provides access to Mesa College, and a minimal number of pubiic on-street 
parking spaces. The Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista Community Plans were amended 
in 1999 to eliminate the extension of Mesa Coiiege Drive between Genesee Avenue and 
its western terminus. Ths Gouncil Resolution deleting ths extension also requested 
further studies for a dedicated entrance to Mesa College with the objective for better 
circulation and directed City staff to work with Mesa College and the community in that 
regard. The proposed new entry way will provide the dedicated entrance and better 
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Attachment 18 
circulation. Therefore, there is no present or prospective use for the existing public 
right-of-way, either for the facility for which it was originally acquired for or any other 
pubiic use or a like nature that can be anticipated that requires it to remain. 

The public will benefit from the action through improved use of the land made 
available by the vacation. 

The action of vacating the right-of-way will benefit the pubiic because it makes possible 
the proposed project, which provides several significant public benefits to the City of San 
Diego and its residents. The land made avaiiabie by the right-of-way vacation will be 
improved to provide additional parking capacity needed by the campus thus relieving . 
pressure on the surrounding community, will provide a dedicated entrance to the Mesa 
College Campus and will provide for better circulauon/"' 

Therefors, ths pubiic will bsnsfit grsatly from ths use of the vacated right-of-way area 
that makes the projeci possible. 

The vacation does not adversely affect any applicable land use plan. 

The proposed vacation of Mesa College Drive right-of-way will allow the construction of a 
parking structure and a new east entry in accordance with the adopted Mesa College 
Facilities Master Plan. 

The existing Mesa Coilege campus and a major portion of the proposed campus expansion 
are located within the Clairemont Mesa Community Plan, which was adopted in 1989 and 
amended in January 1999. A portion of the campus expansion is also located within the 
Linda Vista Community Plan, which was adopted in 1998 and amended in January 1999. 

The Clairemont Mesa Community Plan Map (Figure 40, page 133) designates the site as 
"School." The Plan also recommends that the Mesa College Master Plan incorporate the 
following: 

As student enrollment increases, the Mesa Collese Master Plan should consider the 
development of parking structures in orderto alleviate future on-strest parking problems 
in adjacent neighborhoods, (page ,109) 

The San Diego Community Coiiege District concurred, and on June 9, 2005, the Board of 
Trustees approved a Mssa College Facilities Master Plan that included the deveiopment of a 
parking structure as part of Phase I. The proposed actions by the Ciry of San Diego will allow 
the development of a paridng structure as recommended by the adopted Clairemont Mesa, 
Community Plan. Proposed acdons will also allow the development of a proposed new east 
entry from Mesa College Drive as recommended by the adopted Facilities Master Plan. 
Both the proposed new east entry and parking structure are located partially within 'the 
existing street right-of-way for Mesa College and on land which was originally intended to 
accommodate the future extension of Mesa College Drive from its western terminus to 

Pase 2 of 5 



ATTACHMEHT 4 

000195 
Attachment 18 

Genesee Avenue. On January 19, 1999 by Resolution No. R-291206 the City Council 
approved the deletion of the extension of Mesa Coilege Drive as a project from the Linda 
Vista Community Plan and amended the Clairemont Mesa Community Plan and City of San 
Diego Progress Guide and General Plan to reflect the deletion of the extension of Mesa 
College Drive. The Council also requested further studies for a dedicated entrance to Mesa 
College with the objective for better circulation and directed City staff to work with Mesa 
College and the communiry in that regard. 

The Progress Guide and Generai Plan Map. as revised in April, 1992, designates the existing 
Mesa College as "Colleges and Universities." As stated above, Mesa Coiiege Drive was 
deleted from the Progress Guide and General Plan in 1999. 
The Linda Vista Community Plan does not provide any specific recommendations 
regarding the use of the right-of-way that had been intended for the extension of Mesa 

• College Drive from its current terminus to Genesee Avenue. Therefore, the proposal does 
not adversely affect the goals, objecdves, and recommendations in the Linda Vista 
Community Plan. 

Additionally, the propossd project has been designed to be consistent with the City's 
Progress Guide and General Plan. 

4. The public facility for which the public right-of-way was originally acquired will not 
be detrimentally affected by the vacation. 

The proposed Public Right-of-Way Vacation will allow for the reasonable deveiopment 
of the project. The pubiic facility for which ths public right-of-way was originally 
acquirsd willnot bs detrimentally affected by the vacation becauss ths roadway extsnsion 
was dslsted from the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista Community Plans and the City's 
Progress Guide and General Plan, which is the purpose for which the right-of-way was 
originally acquired. Providing reasonable public access to ths campus in the Clairemont 
Mesa Community Planning Area will continue under the proposed right-of-way vacation 
plan for the same reasons discussed in the finding above. 

In lieu of a pubiic right-of-way west of Armstrong Street, a private strssi will provide 
access to Mssa Collese. Therefore, the pubiic facility for which the public right-of-way 
was originally acquired will not bs detrimentally affected by the vacation. 
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WHEREAS-, under Charter section 280(a)(2) this resoludon is not subjeci to veto by the 

Mayor because this matter requires the City Council to act as a quasi-judicial body and where a 

public hearing was required by iaw implication due process rights to individuals affected by the 

decision and were the Council was required by law to consider evidence at the hearing and to 

make legal findings based on the evidence presented; NOW, THEREFORE, 

• BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of San Diego, that the Council finds that 

certain parcel legally described as all that portion of Pueblo Lot 1203 ofthe Pueblo Lands of San 

Diego according to map thereof made by James Pascoe in 1870, a copy of which filed November 

14, 1921 and known as miscellaneous map number 36, which is by this reference incorporated 

herein and made a part hsreof. is ordered vacated, reserving therefrom an easement for generai 

utility and emergency access together with ingress and egress for those purposes. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Clerk shall cause a certified copy of this 

resolution, along with Exhibit "B," attested by him under seal, to be recorded in the office ofthe 

County Recorder. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, this aco vity is covered under Mesa College East Entry 

and Parkins Garase Mitisated Nesative Declaration State Clearing House Number 2005121106 

dated March 3, 2006, certified by the San Dieso Community College District and revised June 

28, 2006. The activity is adequately addressed in the Mitigated Negative Declaration and there is 

not change in circumstance, additional infonnation, or project changes Co warrant additional 

environmental review. 

APPROVED: MICHAEL AGUIRRE, City Attorney 
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By 

Deputy City Attorney 
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San Diego Community College District 
Facilities Management, Room 310 
3375 Camino del Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108-3883 (619) 388-6546 

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
Pursuant to: Califomia Environmenial Quality Act (PRC 21080(f)) and Guidelines for 
Implementation of the Caiiforaia Environmental Quality Act (CCR 15070 and 15071) 

State Clearinghouse Number 2005121106 

SUBJECT: Mesa Collese East Entry and Parking Garage. 

Revision #1: Minor revisions were made to the Final-Mitigated Negative Declaration 
v̂nsJT*̂  when, comtiared tn the Draft MND. The revisions did not aifsct t-= 

environmental analysis or conclusions of this document The revisions are 
shown in strilccthrettgh/underline format On Marcfa 23, 2006, the San Diego 
Community College District (SDCCD) Board of Trustees considered and 
approved the Final MND. 

Revision #2: Subsequent to the approval by the SDCCD, minor refinements were made to 
the project and minor revisions were made to the technical reports addressing 
biology and trafiic/parking. As a result, tfae MND and Initial Study were 
furtfaer revised. The additional revisions are shown in double 
Dtril[:othrougIi/dQ.nhle underline format These revisions do not affect the 
environmental analysis or conclusions of this document. In accordance with 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not required when 
new information is added to the negative declaration that merely clarifies, 
amplifies, or makes insignificant modifications to the negative declaration. 

Revision #3: Subsequent to the Planning Commission hearing on July 13, 2006, revisions 
were made to tfae Biological Technical Report to address refinements to the 
proposed grading and to correct the location of MHPA Boundary. As a result, 
the MND and Initial Study were further revised. The additional revisions are 
shown in italicized strikcthrouzfi/underline format. These revisions do not 
affect the environmental analysis or conclusions of this document In 
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not 
required when new information is added to fhe negative declaration that 
merely clarifies, amplifies, or makes insignificant modifications to the 
negative declaration. 

Mesa College Bast Envy and Parking Garage MND-1 Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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SUBJECT: - Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage. SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE DISTRICT (SDCCD) BOARD OF TRUSTEES APPROVAL to 
acquire 2.69 acres from the City of San Diego for the deveiopment of a parking 
garage and a new east entry as part of the impiementadon of the adopted Mesa 
College Facihties Master Plan. The project site is located at the head of a canyon 
at the western terminus of Mesa College Drive, south ofthe Mesa College campus 
proper, and north of Keamy Mesa Park in the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista 
communities in the City of San Diego. 

SAN DIEGO CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL of the vacation of a portion of Mesa 
College Drive, the sale of 2.69 acres to the SDCCD, a Site Development Permit, 
Permission to Grade, and a Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Adjustment 

Applicant and Lead Agency; The San Diego Community College District 

Responsible Agency: The City of San Diego. 

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: See attached Initial Study. . 

H. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: See attached Initial Study. 

HI. DETERMINATION: 

ID compliance with the Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and State CEQA 
Guidelines, the San Diego Community Coiiege District, as Lead Agency, conducted an 
Initial Study which determined that the proposed project could have a signincant 
environment effect in the following areas: biological resources and traffic. 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 sigmficant environmental effects previously identified, and the 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report will not be required. 

IV. DOCUMENTATION: 

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

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-2 Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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V. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM: 

The following mitigation measures shall be implemented in conjunction with the 
constmction of the parking structure to be located at the western terminus of Mesa 
Coiiege Drive. 

Biological Resources 

The following mitigation measures shall be a condition of tfae Site Development 
Permit: 

• The San Diego Community College District shall contribute $10,500 SJ O,250 
SI0.500 to the City's Habitat Acquisition Fund. 

•—The San Diego Community College District chall create Q.0I acre of ciGmdntano 
alkali marsh, 0.02 acre of disturbed wetland, and 0.01 acre of jurisdiotionaj 
drainage at a location within tho MHPA that ic approved by the Corps, CDFG, 
and City. 

» Impacts to Corps and CDFG jurisdictional areas shal] be mitigated by 
restoration/enbancement on the Mesa College property within a nearby, highly 
disturbed wetland drainage that feeds into Tecolote Creek Oocated within tfae 
MHPA') as shown in Figure 11 in thelnitial Studyl Mitigatibn shall occur at a" 
5:1 ratir*. for impacts to cismontane aiKSii._n*srsji ujiQ Lusturpec wsnanu n^nitat 
and at a 4:1 ratio for impacts to Waters of the U.S./streambed. for a total of 0.10 
acre of mitigation. 

Restoration/enhancement shall involve removal of non-native invasive plant 
species, including giant reed (Arundo donax). pampas grass (Cortaderia 
jubata), mvoporum (Mvonorum sp.). castor bean (Ricinus communis). Canary 
Island date palm (Phoenix canariensis). and Mexican fan palm (Washingtonia 
robusta) followed bv establishment of native plant species associated with 
southern willow scrub, mule fat scrub, and cismontane alkali marsh habitats, as 
appropriate. In the restoration/enhancement areas, all non-native plant species 
shall be targeted for removal, excluding palm trees that are over 15 feet tall. 
Future maintenance will be required to prevent the re-establishment of these 
non-native plant species ip the future. 

The proposed restoration and enhancement activities shall be implemented in 
accordance with the "Wetland Restoration Plan for the Mesa College Parking 
Structure" dated February 23. 2006. 

• .All grading and clearing of vegetation, shall take place outside of the bird 
breeding season (February 15 through August 3]) to avoid impacting native 
wildlife, including raptors and the coastal Caiiforaia gnatcatcher that may be 
nesting in the project vicinity'. 

If construction is proposed during the breeding season of the Caiifornia 
gnatcatcher (between March 1 and August 15), a USFWS protocol survey shall 
be required to determine the presence or absence of this species within areas 
experiencing noise in excess of 60 dB(A) hourly L . If no gnatcatchers are 
identified in this area, no additional measures will be required. If it is 
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determined that Caiifornia gnatcatchers are present, constmction operations 
shall be suspended or measures to minimize noise impacts, including temporary 
noise walis/berms. will be required. If a survey is not conducted and 
construction is proposed during the breeding season, presence would be 
assumed and a temporary wall/berm would be required. Noise levels from 
construction activities during the gnatcatcher breeding season shall not exceed 
60 dB(A) hourly L at nest locations or ths ambient noise level if noise levels 
already exceed 60 dB(A) hourly L^. 

If constmction is proposed to occur during the raptor.breeding season (generally 
February 1 through September 15), a pre-constmction survey for active raptor 
nests-shall be conducted by a quaiified biologist to determine the presence or 
absence of nesting raptors. If no active nests are found, no additional measures 
will be required; however, no constmction may occur within 300 to 500 feet of 
any identified nests until all young have fledged. 

Traffic 

The following mitigation measures shal] be implemented during Phase 1: 

• An eastbound left turn lane on Mesa College Drive at Asftfarfl Street shall be 
provided for interim and future conditions. 

Street and the temporary east campus entry drive (Armstrong Place extension). 

• A temporary northbound left turn lane into the project shall be provided. 

• A traffic control plan with temporary alignment, turn lanes, and parking restrictions 
shall be submitted to the City of San Diego. 

VL PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION: 

A Notice of Intent to Adopt Mitigated Negative Declaration was. published in the San 
Diego Daily Transcript Draft copies of the Mitigated Negative Declaration were 
distributed to; 

Federal 

Robert J. Lawrence, Proj Manager U.S. Dept of the Interior* 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Fish & Wildlife Service 
16885 West Bernardo Dr, Ste 300A 6010 Hidden Valley Road 
San Diego, CA 92127 Carlsbad, CA 92009 

State of Califomia 

State Clearinghouse California National Guard 
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 7401 Mesa College Drive 
Sacramento, CA 95814 San Diego, CA 92111 
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Mario H. Orso* 
Chief, Deveiopment Review Div. 
State of Califomia 
Department of Transportation 
Caltrans, District 11 
P.O. Box 85406 MS 50 
San Diego, CA 92186-5406 

State of Califomia 
Division of Aeronautics 
1120'"N" Street , 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Greg Holmes, Unit Chief* 
Southern Ca. Cleanup Operations Branch 
Dept of Toxic Substances Control 
5796 Corporate Avenue 
Cypress, California 90630 

Citv of San Diego 

Honorable Donna Frye* 
Councilmember, District 6 
City of San Diego 
City Administration Building 
2 0 2 ' C Street, MS 10A 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Clairemont Branch 
Conimunity Service Center 
4731 Clairemont Drive 
San Diego, CA 92117 

Keith Greer* 
Deputy Director 
City of San Diego 
Planning Department (MSCP) 
City Administration Buiiding 
202 'CJ Street MS 5A 
San Diego, CA 92101 

California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board* 
San Diego Region (9) 
9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100 
San Diego, CA 92123 

Califomia Dept of Fish & Game* 
4949 Viewridge Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92123 

Cecilia Williams, Program Manager* 
City of San Diego 
Planning Department 
City Adrninistratiori Building 
2 0 2 ' C Street, MS 5A 
San Diego, CA 92101 

City of San Diego 
BaJboa Branch Library 
4255 Mt. Abernathy Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92117-5028 

Robert J. Manis* 
Assistant Deputy Director 
City of San Diego 
Development Services Department 
1222 First Avenue, MS 501 
San Diego. CA 92101-4155 
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Brian Schoenfisch* 
Senior Planner 
City of San Diego 
Planning Department 
2 0 2 ' C Street MS 4A 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Helene Deisher* 
Development Project Manager 
City of San Diego 
Development Services Department 
1222 First Avenue, MS 501 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Others 

Denise Abell-Hove* 
Center Director 
City of San Diego 
Keamy Mesa Recreation Center 
3170 Armstrong Street 
San Diego, CA 92111 

Jos Wolf, Director 
San Diego City Schools 
Instructional Facilities Planning 
j^nnex î, ivoom J.V/J. 

4100 Normal Street 
San Diego, CA 92103 

Environmental Coordinator 
County of San Diego 
DPLU, Environmental Planning Section 
Suite B, MS O-065 
5201 Ruffin Road 
San Diego, CA 92123 

Gary Gallegos 
Executive Director 
San Diego Assoc, of Governments 
(SANDAG) 
401 ' B ' Street, Suite 800 
San Diego, CA 92101^231 

San Diego County Regional 
Airport Authority 
P.O. Box 82776 
San Diego, CA 92138-2776 

Ed Cramer, Chair* 
Linda Vista Comm. Planning Committee 
727 Armada Terrace 
San Diego, CA 92106 

Mrs. Lela Inman 
Clairsmont Senior Citizens Club 
3605 Clairemont Drive 
San Diego, CA 92117 

Eleanor A. Mang, Chair* 
Clairemont Mesa Planning Committej 
5525 Mt Acara Drive 
San Diego, CA 92111-4009 

Clairemont Chamber of Commerce 
P.O. Box 178798 
San Diego, CA 92177 

Clairemont Town Council 
Attn; Judy Bramer, President 
P.O. Box 17793 
San Diego, CA 92177 

Friends of Tecolote Canyon: 

Sherlie Miller 
5643 Tamres Drive 
San Diego, CA 92111 
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Eloise Battle, Chair* 
Tecolote Canyon Citizens Advisor}1 

Committee 
5635 Tamres Drive 
San Diego, CA 92111 

California Native Plant Society 
c/o Natural History Museum 
P.O.Box 121390 
San Diego, CA 92112-1390 

Conservation Coordinator 
Sierra Club, San Diego Chapter 
3820 Ray Streel 
San Diego, CA 92104 

Ron Tomcek* 
6801 Elmore Street 
San Diego, CA 92110 

San Diego County Archaeological 
Society, Inc. 
EIR Review Committee 
P.O. Box A-81106 
San Diego, CA 92138-1106 

Union-Tribune 
P.O. Box 191" 
San Diego. CA92112 

•Also received Final Mitigated Negative Declaration. 
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VII. RESULTS OF PUBLIC REVIEW: 

X 

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 Initial 
Study. No response is necessary. The letters are attached. 

Comments addressing the findings ofthe draft Mitigated Negative 
Declaration and/or. accuracy or completeness of the Initial Study were 
received. The letters of comment and responses follow. 

Copies of the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study are available for 
review or for purchase at the cost of reproduction in,the following office: The San 
Diego Community College District, Facilities Management, Room 310, 3375 Camino 
del Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108-3883. 

Q^KiA 
Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor 
Facilities Management 

December 14, 2005 
Date of Draft Report 

March 3, 2006 
Date of Final Report 

June 28, 2006 
Date of Revised Final Report 

September 1,2006 
Date of Revised Final Report 
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VIIL LETTERS OF COMMENT AND RESPONSES: 

Letters of comment were received from the foUowing agencies, organizations and individuals. 

A. State of California, Governor's Office of Planning and Research- 1/19/06 
B. State of California, Governor's Office of Planning and Research - 1/26/06 
C. Department of Transportation - 1 /20/06 
D. Department of Toxic Substances Control - 1/12/06 
E. City of San Diego Transportation Development Section - 1/11/06 
F.' San Diego County Archaeological Society - 12/27/05 
G. Friends of San Tecolote Canyon-1/15/06 
H. Linda Vista Community' Planning Committee - 2/03/06 
I. Denise Abell-Hove - 1/27/06 

Page No. 

MND-09 
MND-11 
MND-12 
MND-15 
MND-20 
MND-24 
MND-25 
MND-27 
MND-32 

The comment letters and responses follow. 
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S T A T E Or C A L I F O R t M A 

G o v e r n o r ' s Office of P l n n n i n g a n d R e a a a r c h 

S t a t e C l e a r i n g h o u a o n n d P l a n n i n g U n i t 
SoBWtljh-

Directoi 

o 

o 

JAN 2 3 ZDD5 
Jnouaiy IS.JOOS 

Dlinon Sehdrau 
San Diego Communitjr College IMmict 
3J7SC«minodel RioSonlh. RwnnSIO 
Sar. nicfio. CA WIOS-JSBJ 

Subjeel: M " " College Eait fintiy JmfFaiUng Quige 

SCtW: iwsiinos 

UtJt Dimen Scfiuirn: 

The State Cleatinphouse snbmilleH the •bom rained Mltigtted tJegstivv Ueelmtion to Mlcded itate 
ag(*n<Hc» foi levlea-. The icricw pcttod ctoied on Iiniuijr IS. 3(J0fi, (nd no iilile agenctei sobmitlwl 
tommenij by llal daio. lhi» Idler «ttno» W g « 'lul >ou ti»*B complied with the Slate CtcarfnghDuie 
icvlcir irqulttmcnu fat diifl enritonmenul docunient*, pirDnint to the CallRmiia EnWtoiunenlil Qiatiiy 
Acl. 

PICIIM call the Slsre Clciilnghpuje it (,91 A) *-15-0613 ifyuiihive •n j qtteilloi« regaining (he 
enviionnienwl leylcwptotfii. If you have » question •bon I (he Bbove-namcd project, please lefci to the 
ittvdigii State Clear in ghoiue number when conuciine thi* ofllce. 

Slnceiely, 

AI Comment acknowledged. 

TenyRobpti 
Ditectoi, State CleMiogJwute 

1400TENraSmRGT P.O.BOX 30« aACRAMEtno.OAUfORHIA BSmjD«1 
TEL 1916) 4«6 MI8 FAX [PJBJSM^OIS w*».«pr.e.,|e* 
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ProxlmHyto: 
l l l g h y n y t 1-605 nnd SR-163 

A l i p u f l i MonlgwtWiy Ftelil 
Ra/Jways 

t V X a n n y s Tecolola O e s h 

Schoof t E'em: Ross, UndbergWSchwgllzef, Riley. LaFayellB. Sequoia. Ital 
L v i d U»» Maea Colleoe, Mosa CoNaga Drive riglit-of-way. and vacBnl land / RS-1-7 and RM-1-1 

Pra/wcl I t * o a t AaaUiellc'VlsirBl: Archaeotoglc-Hlslorlc: Qeoioglc/5oi»rnlc: Landuaa; SchoolsAJnlvorslHes; 

TDrfcrtlaiBidousnrairKrfCliculalkiniVegBtalioniWlltJll le 

nav lawlnp Rasoutcos Afloncy: Regional W a l w Q u a i l y Cohlre* Boaid. RpolonS; Departmsrt o l T a k s snd 

Agtnelma ftaciaatlon; Naliva American Heittaoa Commission: Omo« o l Hlalorfc pfaservHllon; Doparlmonl o l Flsli 

and Game, Raofo" 5: Depailmeivt ol Walat Rl»ou^ccs•, Calilointa Hlgtwav P t t r a t Cal rans, DliUict, 11; 

Cattians, Division o l ABiwauUcs 

Dafa R i c i l v d 12/20/2005 Start o f R»v/e>* 12/30/2005 find of R t v h w 0l/ief2DO6 

IJola; Blanks ki data fields resull 'mm Insulllclont In (oi ma I Ion piovided By load agency. 
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Arnold 
Schnincntfjtr 

Oo'Cmoi 

B 

JAN 3 0 2006 S!0&. 
S T A T E OF C A L I F O R N I A 

Q o v o r n o r ' e O f i i c e of" P l a n n i n g a n d U e s o a r o h 

S t n t e C l e a r i n g h o u s e a n d P l a n n i n g U n i t 

ft 

JamiBiy 26, 2006 

Se»a Wttth-
Director 

O 

o 

o 

D union SchsiDH 
Sm Diego Cmnmunlly College Diinlct 
i j l i Camino del Rio Sooth, Room 310 
SanDiego.CAWIOgJSSJ 

Subject: Mesa College Eati Eotty md Paridng Garage 
SCH*: 3005111106 

Dtat Damon SchBiiu: 

The tnclojed comment (J) on your Mitigaied Ncgathe DeclnatiDn T " (were) itceWetJ by ibe Shie 
Ctearinghoute allet ihe end of (he )ia(c reriew period, which closed on Jannaiy 18, 3006, We aie 
form tiding lht»< conmenu lo you beciuse ihcy piovide inlbmiadon or raise itmes lhat Jhtnild be 
addictied m your final eoviiomneDiil document. 

The Coii/bmb Bnviioiunenlat Quilily Act iloe* nol rj^iibo Lew) Agencies to tespmnl ID late cummenis. 
Iloivtver, ne encoiuage you to ineoipotare these addiiionai commenU into your (mai cnvinmmantal 
docrnnenl and lo comldef them prior to taking nna) action oo the piopoied project. 

Please contact the Stats CleaTingbouse ai (916) 445-0613 If TPII h a n any questions concetnlng Ihe 
envliDomenliilirvicwpioceM. If you have t tpipjlitm Tegti(Sin|i the atcrvt-ramteil pmject, please icfti to 
the len-dtell Suie Cleaihietioute immbci (2003121 IOS) when contacling thii of&ce. 

Slnoeicly, 

^jU^iy. /&{-'•tXT 
TenyRobcilf 
Senior PlatmcT, Slate Cleaiinnhousc 

Bl The referenced comment letter was from the Department of Transportation. The 
letter was also sent directly fo (lie San Diego Cominunity College District and is 
included below. 

M: RMDWCCS Agency 

MMTENTIlBTIfflBT P.O. BOX 30M SACnAMBmO, CAliTOHMlfc BBSlMMt 
1El.(9iamS-03ti FAX(OJE) SM-a018 wB-.ppr,™ox 
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C5 

i r f tninfr^">""T*—wiw*^ TiiHi"Tmi*,""H"mHouumJiOitiCL. wtnin* rM^^" , 'MM i rn nnmiw 

DEPAKTMEHT Of TRANSPORTATION 
Disrmcril 
T. O. BOXViM.MSSO 
SAN DIEOO, CA 91IIM4D* 
rilONB (ffl5)(l||-653» 
PAX (( l9)( l l -OW 
ITTf («l5J*II-«670 

CJ 

Januaty 20,2006 

RECEIVED 
JAN 2 6 WOG 

STATE CLEARIHQ HOUSE 

" 1 ClCWr 

11-50-163 
PM 5.B4 
Mesa CdlegB East Enliy and Paiking 
Garage Ptojsct 
SCH#Z005ia i1 09 

Damon Sdia inu 
San Diego Communily Coilega Olslilcl 
Fadlilies Managemant, Room 310 
3376 Camino dal R b Soulh 
San Dtego. CA9210B 

Dear Mf. Schantu: 

Itie.CdMornte DepBitmenl o( Tieuspoilatton (Caltrans) has revleWHd tha -Nollce o( liilenl lo 
arfopl d Diad Mlllgaled Nogallve Declafalloti (DMND) for tha Mosa College East Entry and 
Paiking Garags" end line Tialllc Impact Analysis (TIA) piepered by Damall & Assodalas. Inc. 
dated October 2005. and has Uie Following conimsnls: 

• Page 9, Flgxn* 3 - Erfattiip Inlmseclton CoiiUBuraltan-. liilereecton lene contlgwaUon at tlte 
Geneeae Avenue/NB SR-J63 ram pa/Card fnai Road luleisecdon Is Incoiroct 

. Pane 10, FIBOIO 8 - Year 2010 Trainc Volumes: Rnadway Nelwoik la missing. 

• Caltrans believes l l ieie wffl an Inciease In Itaflic genatnled by \Ws proiect an i theieloie lha 
TIA mosl analyzo impacts to tialllc opBiatton al llm (ollowing InlerdiangeB. induding all 
ramps and mainline freeways. 

o 8n-ie3/Mesa Coilege Dtlve 
o SR-ieS/GBnasaa Avenue 
o l-aOBJMesa College Drive' 
o l-BOS/Balboa Avenue 

• Based on Ilie volumes on Figure 12 - Year 2030 Wilh Student Trainc, Iho AM IntBisectlng 
Lane Vehide (ILV) calculsllon al the Stale Route 163 <SR-163) soultibound ramp/Genesee 
Avenue InterBecllon te 1433. The AWPM ILV eatauteltena at Ihe SR-1B3 [rottdbound 
ramp/Genesee Avenue Interseclion aie 1290/1372. I h e AM/PM ILV calculallons el Ihe I-B05 
aoulhbound rflmp/Mesa College aie 12-10/1260- I h e s i mimbeis ere oppioadilng ihe 1500 
capadty lliraeliold. TheialDie. widening Ihe SR-163 SB/NB ranips at Genasee Avenue and 
Hie I-80G SB ramp at Mesa College Dtlve Is lecommendod. 

. Callrans curtenlly has a piojecl [EA 2B940iq lo inalsll n lisfnc signal at Ihe aoulhbound I-B05 
etitiPiicfj ramp, trom Mesa College Drive, lo millgala mcurring congestion al ihls locallon. 
I h e SR-IBa/Genesea Avenue Iniordiange also requlios Improvementa due to heavy tialllc. 
This Inldtdiange ts used to eccess Ihe Meaa ColIegB Campus lo the west and olher medical 

C4 

=" — O 

o 
Fi)!,\iie 3 has been revised to conect the interseclion geometries. Appropriate j s ^ 
atiEiIysis results and appendices pages were revised in accordance with the ^ ^ 
co (reeled geometries. -—^ 

Q 2 Tl115 error, which occurred only in tlie electronic copies, has been corrected. No 
conclusions were changed as a result ofthis correction. 

Tin; traffic study was initially prepared to address the Mesa College Facilities 
Muster Plan and the Middle Coilege High School. The Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND) (State Clearinghouse No. 2005041131) concluded that uo 
new traffic would resull from the Facililies Master Plan since emollment would 

C 3 ictnaiii at 25,000 sludents. A nominal amount of traflic was attributable to Uie 
Middle College High School to be operated by the San Diego Unified School 
Diulrict as well as ternpoiary constniction traffic tbat would occur during the 
early phases of hnplemenling tlie Mesa College Facililies Plan. The current MND 
(Stale Clcaiinghouse No. 2005121106) addresses Ihe early phases and 
specifically the construction of Ihe Mesa College East Entry, a Paiking Garage, 
and related circulation iinprovements. Oilier than temporary construction traffic, 
these improvements do not create new traffic. The intersection of SR-163/Mesa 
Coiiege Drive, SR-163/Geuesee Avenue, and I-803/Mesa College Drive are 
already included in the Uaffic stndy. Volumes to die norlli at Balboa Avenue are 
noiS significant. The report has been revised to include Caltraus ILV analyses of 
tlie current study locations. 

Although the volumes are approaching capacity, they do not exceed capacity. 
The SR-163 Southbound/Genesee reports the highest demand at 1433. However, 
pioject traffic attributable to tlie Middle College High School in the year 2030 
represents one (1) vehicle in the morning peak hour and zero (0) in the evening 
peak hour (conslruclion traffic is near term and temporary). Based on 25-year 
projections Uiat remain beneath the Caltrans Uireshold. there is no nexus within 
the traffic report (o support widening of Uiese ramps. Note that the volumes at the 
oilier ramps identified in the connnent are reporting less than H0U vehicles in 25 
yeitits and are not considered to represent significant congestion. No conclusions 
in Ihe!traffic report were changed as a result of this comment; however, ILV 
calculation tables are included in Ihe revised report. 

It is acknowledged Uiat Caltrans has a projecl to install a traffic signal to solve 
msting congestion. Note that this projecl docs not generate significant 

C5 additional traffic, as (lie student population is not increased. Short-lcnn 
constniction traffic and nominal traffic from the Middle Coiiege High School 
ms analyzed in Uie traffic study. The revised traffic study docs not demoiislrate 
project related impacts at the identified locations aud is not required to miligate. i'i 

Mesa Col lege E a s t En t ry n n d P a r k i n g G a r a g e MND-13 Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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CH 

C9 
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CU 

C12 

C13 

CM 

C15 

Ir. Demon Schnmu 
anuary 19. 200a 
tND (or tlta Mesa Collegs East Entry and Packing Gatage Projecl 
age 2 

facilities (o Ihe east. If ((afflc Impacls f iom this pioject are Idenllfied, then Callrans suppoils 
Ihe concept of a ' fa i r ehsra' conlribullon f iom the project proponent (oi fuluie InlerdiaiiQe 
Imptovemenl pfcflecls and/or other mWpatkni it>HBaute3. 

• The T IA must ba In accordance wilh Callians Guide for Ihe Piepaial ion of Traffic Impncl 
Studies, daled December 2002 {WS guide). Minimum cantenle ol the t ial l lc Impact sludy aie 
lialed In Appendix ' A ' o l lha TIS guide. 

• CBUtana endeavors to maintain a latgat LOS e l Ihe transl lbn between LOS 'C" and LOS ' D ' 
(see Appendix "C-S' of O19 Callrans Gulda for (he Pieparallon of Treffic Impact BludieH, 
December 2002).on Stale highway faclliltea. However, Celtrsns acknowledges Dial this rnay 
no l always bo feasible and recommends lhat the Load Agency connult wilh Callrans lo 
delermlnQ Ilie appropriate tamel LOS. If an existing Slate highway fadil ly la oporallng al less 
than tha appropiialo ta igal LQS, Uie extsVIng nveasur^s o l eltectlvenesa (MOE) strould bo 
maintained. 

• 11 an IntaiBBcHon Is cuiientty bslow LOS C, any Inciease In delay (rom pi<i)ect-geneieled 
Irafflc mus l bo analyred and niil lgaled. Analygla of tha Inlersedlons shall be done using 
Intersacllng Lane Vehide (ILV) calculallons ns per (be Highway Design Manual (HDM). 
Section 400 . paga 4QQ-2I. 

• • The Cumulallve Impacts ol a project, togelher wi lh other related p in jeds, musl be 
consldetad whon determltilng the proiect's Impects. The lerni 'CumulaUvs Impac f Is defined 
BS Ihe sum o l the Impacls of exlsllng, oil ier projects, and lha project Itself, no mai ler how 
small the conlribution Is hom tbo p i u l ed BseK. I l i o t e Is no minimum size fltnltatlon on 
projects Ihal may ba required lo mlllgals for cumulative Impacts, If the ptojecl conlribules lo 
Iho problem In any amount. 

• A slle dlslanca analysis may be required in c ider (o determine If adaquale site dlslanca 
exists at the proposed prpjecl's access to State fadli l ies. 

• All lighting (Induding reflected sunlight) wilhln Ihls ptojecl should bo placed and/or shielded 
so as not )D be hazardous to vehides traveling on slale roadways. 

• Consideration mual bo given to delermine If grading would divert drainage Irom lha proposed 
pin}ect and cause Increased nmott lo Stale (scllWes, 

• If necessary, Impiovement plana for conslruclton within the Slale rlghl-of-way (R/W) must 
Inclwdo: typical cross sections, adequate s l iud iBa l Bection, traflic handling plans and signing 
and striping plans stamped by a piofessbnel enghmer. 

• Any wo ik perlQimed within Hie Caltrans ( IWV) will require an encroachment permil. For Ihe 
portion of the project within Uio Callrans R/W, tho permil applicalion must be slated In bolh 
English and Melrlc unils (Metric l lrsl. with English In pafanlhoses). Addiiionai InlormallDn 
regarding encroadiment permlls can be oblelnerf by contacling our Permfts Office a l (016) 
688-8159. Early coordlnallon wilh our agency Is elrongly advised lor aU endoachrnenl 
permlls. 

• If ihe pioject enlails any work or ImprovBrnente wilhln lha Callrans R/W. Ilie projeds 
envlronmanlal studies musl Include such woik, l h a prefect ptoponsnt is tesponslble for 

2 
'OaOftxnj faprvv** tfltrbiNty ffmw* Catyfrmij" 

ro 

£ 6 The i revised report includes ILV calculations for CalUana freeway ramp 
itilersections. 

Q^ Coininenl noted. 
1 

Although "any increase in delay.,.musl be miligaled" is not fully conect for dhecl 
project impacls due lo published thresholds of 2.U seconds of delay (or exceeds 

C 8 I;')00jmaxumiin ILV) lo be considered significant, the revised report will show nil 
ILV calculations at Callrans controlled intersections and delay/LOS for all City 
contrplled intersections witli mitigation provided where the projecl meets 
significance criteria. 

\ 

See Response C3 above. I ! )e jyl iddle_Col leqcLlJ iRl lJ^gnJt^JSiLi l^U^j^f 
C 9 UlC-CUrretit uruiect^ will generate a noniinal inaease in traffic. The project ( j ^ 

i ! U l i 4 ^ = £ s ^ § = B ^ - S ^ t ^ B t t ^ 4 a i L f i ^ ^ i ; 4 l £ U £ ^ I £ i ^ o e s not generate new 
tiiiffic nor contribute (o Uie cumulative impact and, therefore, is not required to 
participate in fair share mitigaiion. 

j 

C i O ^ i e proposed project access points are not in close proximity to Slale facilities 
and sight distance for Uie pioject access points is not required of die traffic study. 

!' 
C l \ The proposed project is not in close proximity to any state roadway. 

i - ' 
p i 2 L'ramage ftom the ptoposed project would not be directed or divert lo any Slate 

facilities. 

^ ^ The proposed project docs not include any improvement or conslmclion withi 
Un: Stkte right-of-way. 

nn 

C14 The projecl does not include any improvement or constmction within Uie Stale 
iijj,tit-of-way. 

i 

^ i J 'Hie ptojecl docs not entail any work or improvements williin the Caltrans' right-
oi- way. 
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Mr. Damon Schamu 
January 10, 2006 
MND for the Mesa College Easl Enlry and Parking Oarage Project 
Pago 3 

quanllfylng Ihe environmenial Impacts of (ho Improvomonls (pioject level analysis) end 
compiellng all approprtale miligation measures for Die Impacls. IVie Indlifeel elloeis ol eny 
mitigaiion within Callians R/W musl also be addressed. The piofacl proponenl will also be 
responsible (or oblalnlng any neceosary permlls or approvals from Ihe regulalory and 
teaoutco agencies fot the ImpravemenlB. 

II yoti have any questions, please contact Mr. Viigal WoolfolK. Devalopmenl Ravlaw Biand*. at 
(616)680-2510. 

O 

Slncecely. 

/MARIO H. ORSO, Chief 
/ Development Review Brandi 

Cc; EGojuangco 
JMarkey 
BTrlnh 
SMmgan - Slats Cleaiinghousa 

"CnBitm* 6iijinjMi mobiTiljl n m i « Cef^bt r io ' 
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:w> JAN I 7 20QG 

Depailmenl of Toxic Substances Conliol 

SJBB Cnrporal* Avenus 
. Gvpi«»«, C»IKefnl» 80630 

RESPONSES O 

JO. 

January 12, 2006 

D2 

Mr. Damon Bdiarmi 
Vice Clianoellor 
San Diego Communily College Olsliict 
Facililies Management. Room 310 
3375 Camino del Rio Soulh 
Son Diego. Calllomla 02108-3883 

ORftFT (Nil IAL SI UOY ftMD Mil 1GATF.D MEOAT1VE DECUARAt ION FOR THE 
MESA COLLEGE EAST EN I RY AND PARKING GARAGE 

Dear Mr. Sdiamu; 

The DepBrtmenl of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your Bubmllled dial! 
Inllla! Study and Miligated Negflllva Declarnlton (ND) tor Ihe above-niBnlloned project 
As staled In your documsnl: "1 he Facililies Master Plan, which Is designed Io 
accommodale up lo a maxlrmim of 23,01)11 stodenls. Includeo projeds lo be funded by 
Proposition "S" as well as tha fuluie repiacemenl and addlllon of other buildings and 
lactliUes on 86.B3 acieg." 
Based on Iho review ol Ihe submilted documonl DTSC has comments es follows: 

1) The ND should Identify and delermine whellier current or histodc uses al Uie 
pioJBol site may have lauultud in any releBBB of hazaidous wasles/substances. 

2) For all Idanlided slloa, Ihe ND sliould eweluale whelher conditions el Ibe silo may 
pose a throat to hitman heallh or Iho onviionmonl. A Phase I Asaossmenl may 
be suindent lo Identify Uiese elles. Following aie Ihe databases of KDITIO ol the 
regulaloiy agencies: 

• National Pilodlles List (NPL): A llsl malnlelned by the United Slates 
Envlranmental ProlecUon Agency (U.S.EPA). 

PiMM w Btcj^JM P n m 

D 

02 

Nole ou cpmniculs &om DTSC and icspoiises 

As stated in die MND, the Facilities Master Plan was previously addiessed in a 
Mitigated Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse No. 201)5041131), which 
iwas approved hy Ihe San Diego Communily College District Boaul of Tiuslees 
on June 9, 2005. The issue of hazardous waste/substances ou a campus-wide 
basis was fully addressed in that document. For reference, a copy of tlie Final 
MND, which included responses to very similar coniments received from the 
Department of Toxic Subslances Control, was sent to Mr. Greg Holmes. 

The current MND (State Clearinghouse No. 2005121106) specifically addresses 
implementalion project for Phase 1 aud Stage 1 of Phase 2 as described in Section 
] (Purpose and Main Features) of the Initial Study. 

Current and historic uses at live project site dial may have resulted in a release of 
hazardous wastes/substances were identified in Section 3 of the Hazardous 
Materials Technical Study (HMTS) picpared by Ninyo & Moore. 

Known or potentially contaminated siles wilhin the proposed Project area weie 
identified in Seclioiut 5 and 6 of Uie HMTS. Ou pages 24 and 25 Uic UMTS 
evaluated whellier conditions at the sile may pose n threat lo human health or the 
environment. The following federal stale and local databases were reviewed: the 
Multiple Agency Leaking Underground Storage lank (LUST) list; the Multiple 
Agency Underground Storage Tank (UST) and Above Ground Storage Tank 
(AST) Registration lists; Ihe United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Resource Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA) Generator list; Ihe United Slates 
Environmental Proledion Agency Emergency Response Notification System 
(ERNS); and tlie County of San Diego Department of Environinental Heallh 
(DEH) Hazardous Malcrials Establishment Permils. Ninyo & Moore also 
contacted Uie San Diego Couniy Air Pollution Conliol District (APCD) and the 
Cily of San Diego Fire Deparlmeut. 

Mesa College Easl Entry and Parking Garage MND-1 Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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Mr. Damon Schamu 
January 12. 2005 
Paga 2 

4 ^ 

D3 3) 

• Sile Miligation Program Properly Database (formerly CalSites); 
A Dalabase.piimarily used by Uie CalitmnlB Oepartiuenl of Toxic 
Subslances Conl iol . 

• Resource Conservation and Rscovety Information System IRCRIS): 
A database ot RCRA (adli l ies that Is maintained by U.S. EPA. 

• Compreliensiva Environmenial Response CompensaUon and Liability 
Infomiafion System (CERCUS): A dalabase o l CERCLA sties Ihal Is 
malnlained by U.S.EPA. 

• Solid Wasle Infoimation System (SWIS): A dalabase piovided by the 
Caiifornia Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of bolh 
opau as welt aa closed and Inactive solid waste diG^aaal facilities and 
tfansfer stations. 

• Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) / Spills. Leaka, 
Investigaltons and Cleanups (SLIC): A list that Is maintained by Regional 
Water Quality Conlrol Boarda. 

• Local Counties and Cities malnlain lists for hazardous substances cleanup 
siles and leaking underground storage tanks. 

• The United Stales Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wlisliire Boulevaid, 
Los Angeles, California. 90017, (313) 452-3908. maintains a l islof 
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS). 

The ND should identify the mechanism lo tniliale any required invesligalion 
andfor remediation lor any sitg that may be cotitaminaled. and the government 
agency to provide apptopriate regulatory oversight. If haraidous materials or 
wasles were stored at Ihs site, an environmental assessment should be 
conducted lo delermine if a release bas occurred. If so, futlher studies should 
he catded out lo delineate the nature and extent of the contamination, and the 
potential threat to public health and/or the environment should be evaluated. 
II may be necessary to determine if sn expedited response action is required 
to reduce existing or potential threats to putjllc heallh or the enviionmeut. If no 
lirmiediata threat exists, the Ilnal remedy should be Implemented In compliance 
with state regulations, policies, and laws. 

The HMTS did not identify any contamination Uiat would require further 
investigation or remediation. Tlie HMTS, however, did recommend that 

n , precautions should be observed during excavation activities associated with Ihe 
J-^' -proposed improvemeiils that occur in die imraediate vicinity of the former USPS 

or active UST at the site. These precautions were included in Uie previous Initial 
Study on pages IS-35 and ]S-36 and were included as part of Uie Miligaiion 
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRF) on page MND-6 of Uie previous 
Mitigated Negative Declaration. 
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Mr. Damon Schamu 
January 12. 2005 
Page 3 

OX 

D4 

D6 

4) Al! environniental invesligallons. sampling and/or remediation should be 
conducted under a Woikplan approved and overseen by a regulalory agency 
thai has Jurisdiclion to oversee hazaidous substance cleanup. The findings of 
any invesligallons, including Phase I and II Invesligalions, sl iould ba summarized 
In the docunient. All sampling results In which hazardous substances weie found 
should be cleaily summaiized In a table. 

T ) 5 5) f r o p e r invesligalion, sampling and remedial actions oveiseen by a regulatory 
agency, if necessary, should be conduded al the site prior to the new 
development or any construcUon. 

C) If any propeity adjacent to fhe projecl sile is contaminated wilh hazardous 
chemicals, and if the proposed prD)sc\ Is wil l i in 2,000 fael from a contaniinated 
site, except for a gas station, then tiie proposed development may fall wilhin tl ie 
'Border Zone of a Contaminated Property." Appfopriate precautions should be 
taken prior to constiucl ion if the pioposed projecl is wilhln a 'Bolder Zone 
Propeity." 

7) If building slructures, asphalt or conctele-paved sutface areas or Iratisportatlon 
structures are planned lo be demolished, an invesligalion should be conducted 
for Ihe presence of laad-based paints or pioducts, asbestos containing malailals 
(ACMs), biohazards and other waste water chemicals of concern, If lead-based 
paints or pioducts or ACMs, or other chemicals of concern are identiiied, proper 
precautions should be taken during dernolillon aclivltles. Additionally, the 
contaminants should be remediated in compliance with Calilornia environmental 
regulalions, policies, and laws. 

8) The projecl construction may require soil excavalion and soil filling in certain 
areas. Appropriate sampling Is required prior to disposal ol the excavaled soil. 
If the soil is contaminsted, properly dispose of II rather than placing it in anolher 
location. Land Disposal Restiictions (LDRs) may bo applicable lo these soils. 
Also, II the pioject pioposes lo Import soil to backllll Hie areas excavaled, proper 
sampling should be conduded Io make sure that Ihe irnpoifed soil is Iree of 
conlaminalion. 

9) Human heallh and Il ie environment of sensitive receptors should be protected 
during Ihe construdion or demolition eclivilleB. A study of l ite site overseen by 
Il ie appropriale government agency mlghl have to be conducted to determine if 
there are, have been, or will he, any teieases of hazardous materials lhat may 
pose a risk to human heallh or Ihe environment. 

D7 

D8 

D9 

I>1 ;No cuvironmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation are anticipated for 
ithe inipleinentatioii projects addressed by tins MND/IS. 

D.!! No environmental hivesligations, sampling and/or remediation are anticipated for 
the implementalion projecls addressed by this MND/IS. 

As indicated in Seciion 7.2 of the HMTS, there is a low likelihood that off-site 
„ ,- facilities would adversely impact Uie enviromnental condition of the subject site 
^ •' based on the research performed for the HMTS. However, precautionary 

measures were included hi Section 10 of Uic HMTS report. 

No buiiding slructures are planned lo be demolished as part of Ihis specific 
T-p implementation project; asphalt and concrete-paved surface areas, however, will 

be demolished. Any conlaininanls encountered will be remediated hi compliance 
with Califomia environmental regulations, policies, and laws. 

D8 

D9 

Connnent acknowledged. Excavated soils will be sampled to detennine if they aie 
conlaminaled; any contaminated soils will be properly disposed of rather lhan 
placing it in ano titer location. Imported soils will also be sampled to make sure 
that the imported soil is free of conlmnination. Language that addresses these 
necessilies is included in Section 10 of the HMTS report. 

Comment acknowledged. Based on the research performed for Uie HMTS, thcie 
is a low likelihood that soil and/or groundwater on tlie sile has been contaminated 
from adivities occurring on or near Uie site. However, language (haf addresses 
what to do from a human health standpoint in the event lhat undocumented areas 
of contain hi ation are identified during future redevelopment activities is included 
in Section 10 of Uie HMTS report. 

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MNJMS Miligated Negative Declmaiion 
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Mr. Damon Schamu 
January 12, 2005 
Page 4 

D 1 0 10) If ll is datermlned ttiat hazaidous wastes aie, or will be, generated by the 
proposed operations, the wasles must be managed fn accordance wilh Ihe 
California Hazardous Waste Conlrol Law (California Health and Safety Code. 
Division 20, cl iaplerB.B) and Ihe Hazardous Waste Conlrol Regulations 
(California Code of Regulalions, Tille 22, Division 4.5). 

11) If It is deterrnfnod that hazaidous wasles are or will be generaled and Ihe wastes 
are (a) stored In tanks or containers for more than ninety days, (b) trealed onslle, 
or (c) disposed of onslle, then a permil from DTSC may be required. If so, Hie 
facility should conlacl DTSC at (818)551-2171 lo initiate pre applicalion 
discussions and delemi lne tlie permilllng process epplicabla to tlie facility. 

12) If It is detennined Ihat hazardous wastes will be genersted. Hie facillly sliould 
obtain a United Stales Environnienlal Protection Agency Idenlification Number 
byconlBcling (BOO) 618-6942. 

D 13 ' 3 ) Certain hazardous waste trealrnenl processes may requite aulliorization Irom tlie 
local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). information about tlie 
requirement (or aulliorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA. 

If the projecl plans Include discharging wastewater to slorm drain, you may be 
required lo obtain a wastewaler discharge permil from Ihe overseeing Regional 
Water Quality Control Board. 

If during conslructlon/demolitlon of Hie project, soil and/or groundwater 
conlaminalion Is suspecfed. construdion/demolll ion in the area should cease 
end appropriale heallh and safety piocedures sliould be implemenled. If it is 
determined lhat conlaminaled soli and/or groundwater exist. Hie ND should 
identify how any requlied investigation and/or remediation will be conducted, 
end the appropdale govemmenl agency to piovide regulalory oversight. 

10) If Ihe project aiea was used for agiicultuio or if weed abalement was done 
onsite, soils may conlain pesllclde and agticullural chemical residue. If so, 
activities at tiie sile may have conlributed to soil and groundwater conlaminalion. 
Proper invesligalion and remedial aclions, If necessary, should be conducted at 
Ihe site prior to construdion of Hie pioject. 

D14 

D15 

D16 

14) 

15) 

o 

Dll 

The District will comply wilh federal, stale (including California Hazaidous 
n i n ^ a s l e Control Law [California Heallh and Safely Code, Division 20, chapter 6.5) 
D I U ai;i<] (]1C Harjirdous Wasle Conliol RegulaUons [California Code of Regulalions, 

Tille 22, Division 4.5j) and local regulalory lequiremenls vvith regard to Ihe 
Imjiidlhig, storage, and disposal of hazardous substances and wastes. Language Io 
thin effect is included in Section 10 of the HMTS repoit. 

Comment acknowledged. If it is determined ihat hazardous wasle are or will be 
generaled and the wastes are (a) stored in laiiks or containers for more than ninety 
dais, (b) heated onsite, (c) disposed of onsite, Ihe Dishict will contact DTSC to 
delermine if a pennit is required, and, if so, initiate pre application discussions 
and determine the perniilling process applicable lo (he facility. 

Coniment acknowledged. If it is determined dial hazardous wasles will be 
D 1 2 getieraled, a United States Enviromnental Troteclion Agency Identification 

Number will be obtained. 

Connnent acknowledged. If hazardous waste trcatnienl is proposed, Ihe Distiict 
T)13 will contact the local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) to determine if 

auihorizalion is required. 

Comment acknowledged. Jf wastewater is to be discharged lo a slorm drain, the 
D 1 4 District will contact Uie San Diego Regional Water Qualiiy Board (Region 9) to 

detennine if a wastewater pennit is required, aud, if so, apply for Ihe permil. 

Comment acknowledged. If during conslruclioii/deinolition of the project, soil 
D 1 5 amj/or gioundwaler conlamhiaUoii is suspected, conslruclion/ demoliiion would 

ceaje land appropriate health and safely procedures will be implemeiiled. 
language to tins effect is included in Section 10 of die HMTS report. 

D 1 6 fhe- HMTS did not idenlify any history of agricultural use on the site. No known 
wet d abatement has occurred on the project sile. 

TO 
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Mr. Damon Sdiamu 
January 12. 2005 
Page 5 

ro 
-v3 

DTSC provides guidance for cleanup oversiyhl tlirough the Voiunlaty Cleanup Program 
(VCP). For additional informaiion on Ihe VCP. please visit DTSC's web site al 
www.dtsc.ca.gov. 

If you have any questions regarding Ihis lelter, please contad Mr. Joseph Cully, Projed 
Manager, al (714) 464-5473 or email at icuily@dlsc.ca.gav. 

Sincerely, 

Greg Holmes 
Unil Chief 
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Oiiice 

cc: Governor's Olfice of Planning and Research 
Slate Cleaiingbouso 
P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento. California 95012-3044 

Mr GuentherW. Moskal, Chief 
Planning snd Environmenial Analysis Section 
CEQA Tracking Center 
Depailmenl of Toxic Subslances Conlrol 
P.O. Box 60G 
Sacranienio. California g5Gl2-0606 

CEQA » 1279 

Mesa College Easl Enlry and Parking Garage MND-20 Mitigaied Negative Declaration 

http://www.dtsc.ca.gov
mailto:icuily@dlsc.ca.gav


COMMENTS RESPONSES 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

CITY OFSAN DIECO 
M K M O R A N 1> U M 

January 11,2006 

Helene Dcisticr, Developmenl Ptojecl Manager 

Ann French Gonsalves, Transpoiiation Developmenl Sectioa 

Ttalfic Study for Mesa Collego Facilities Master 
Mesa College Streel Vacation. PTS 60885/JO 42-3913 

We have reviewed tho second draft traffic study froni Dntncll & Associates fot the subject 
projecl dated September 28, 2005 and received on December 9.2005. Pleaso see attached 
photocopied sheets for specific cominents. 

Additional cominents may apply afler resubmillal. Please conlact mc at (619) 446-5294, or 
Faiah M. Mahzari at (619) 446-5360 if you havo any questions. 

£7_ 7A^ _#/«-»*£*. 
Ann Ftruch Gonsalves, P.E. 
Senior Traffic Engineer 

Altachmcnt 

Marlha Blake, Enviionmonlal Analysis Section 
Bill B Darnell, Darnell & Assooialcg 
David Poller, Potter and Associntes 
Damon Schamu, SDCCD 

I:\AII\U>R\WrWBE.N"CKiMcn celltje SBTM Vicnion PIS m M . d o t 
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FORPOSE AND BACKOROUNU 

^ ^ ^ . c 

d * &"^i\tfr 
ZO 

J ^ 

Ths piupolo ol ihii rcpa't li Io docMmtnl ths letnllt o( the uaffic uiiiysft tonducipd fni iho pmpniod Stn bl • 
DlBgo M e n College ledevelopmrnl. The ptojecl It locsicd eail or Omcts* Avenue, wtil of l.lnda Virla 
Rostl, Kid ion(h of Mm l « la Dtlvo on Mess CaUcge Dri»o. Figure 1 lllnstiiilei iho too l loo of (hs piojtct 
iiie. Fig me 2 ihowi (lie ills plan ror Ilie utcimata buiMinp canrrgmilion Ior Ihe prqjtcl. 

In lidilion lo Iho etitllng conilllion, ihii irport miaXyret » neu term 21)11) CDndlllon ID incluio frtowlh 
itulbulibla from oilier piojeetl tn ihe aiei, u well u « 3030 future condllloa-

Hfttr term teinpomry conslrucl)on traflic )) evaluated wilhln lb* exliting condilion. Muir School 
bocVBiDOna trtflic i l sndyied «i p*n ot Iho yew 2010 t n i 1030 tnndHirm. 

The ti«(Ilc »o«lj»ii ™ M ptiftmnca In MtonSsMR n h h SAKTSC inKfe Eludj requiienicntt tnd inl 
c o m p i " ^ 6 " i ' ' 1 tht leglonil Conjtsllnn Mamgemem Troium (CMF) iltndnrd*. T he CMP pmc«s It \ 
l i lggmd (oilwge itailo pinjcctt which •metptcted to jenetttal.'WK) or moia sveingo diilji Itlpt.ot 200 
or more pesfc hoar tript. 

Neither Ihe letnporaiy con sit action utfric nor Iho Mulr' School Incicmenl exceed tho minlraiun CMP 
thruholdt, 

ROADWAY SEGMENT ANU INIERSECTION CArACITV SrANDARDS 

Tbo Ctty ol Stn Diego Oential F)>n Clicolilion Blement lEcommendf LOS D or better U tcceptable for 
ulei t i l roBdwsy icgoient ADT TOIWDSS. In pi'evfoutly iinitavelopoi IOC«I|OT»», howevei", Ibo Qly of Saa 
Diepo milniilnt a goal of •chlerlni LOS C These stemitidi n o genemlly used u.ionB-Tmga plmnlng 
guldellnu to deienrftiB iho funcflonBl olsiRltlcillDn ol nxdyiys. Tho »cMd functltmil c»p»clty of 
Jw4»aj_(idlWr^ciuijrWLby_(ht)[^c(ticj;h^UQ[isilcj_^cfL^5^ 
TyplwiHy. Ihe periotmuicc sn i LOS of »imttvny legmcnl l» htnA on the ibiVity «( wttriHt lalnitrlteii) 
lo •cconunodtle petk hour volumes. For the purposes of Ihii (iflftio inRlyEli, LOS D li conildeied 
•EWplsHa nndu ww-t t im Mid long-renn condilUmi (<w iwd-flsy wamcat*. Msoming »d)Kcnl 
inceneciton pecfDnnince is aneptable L-05 Ll oi belter, 

Rpudway Spemenlt 

The Cily of Stn Diego h u esiiblishtd LOS sUndardj nod tbieiholdi lo tiulyze ulnlal loidwsy scemenl 
peifotminre. For the putpoiei of detemdidng rcadwty cipielty, Ib« Qly'a ilandaid) were used. Tha 
indyt l i of toidwsy (cgtneot lerol of service <• bited oo lha fliitctJonBl cltnilji^tlun of the imduiy , ihe 
muimuni detired level of service capicily. londvur geotnetilci, and (he exlldns or roiecisled ivetlfie 
ditly linfllc (ADT) volume. Table I mmmulrei lbs City'i roadway legment thretboid criteili «nd 
uiodatcrf letela of icrHce wheie diily trafTic demand li eompaied to the given rotdway csp id t j . I h o 
remltlng V/C (volume lo capicily) l i then compared lo accepted raagei cooespondlnj: ID the vnidUB 
la veil of sci vice ftn each hcilily elttiiilcslbn ni shotvn on Table I. 

(This study must also document ihe shift in traffic patterns expecled due (o 
the proposed street vacation and evaluate ihe impact ofthis.) 

rj j The Iraffie sludy is predicated upon (he street vacation lo pemiil Ihe conslruclion 
o! the parking garage aud campus cast entry. Therefoie, the Iraffie sludy provides 
the requesled analysis. 

{Disagree. They report a significant impact but do not p ropose miiigation.) 

Ihe project does not generate significant new tiaffic, only temporary consliuctkm 
£ 2 tiaflic. The nominal traffic identified in tlie report is altribuled to the Middle 

College High School to he operated by Ihe San Diego Unified School District and 
isi not part of this project. This project does not exceed llic CMP process 
thresholds of 2400 daily vehicles of 200 peak hourly vehicles. 
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C3 

E4 

E5 

£6 

ROADWAV COARACTBRISIICS 

IE of iWi WVldj ' , , , ; J 

* M — j . ; . ...-f( lAm 

EXISTING CONULTIONS 

THt tecllntnepieienw Uw exliling condition b ilie tltld « o( ihs ottgln»l dklE of iWi wvrfj 

OsneSeaAycnil? l»lypiciHyinoiih-!nu(h40«neinnjorioi<lwii}. from B»lbo» Avenuo to Mwletla Drive, j f ^ . ^ 
Soulh of Mulefta Drive, Oeneieo Avenm luiultioni lo a Ino-lmo rotd»«y for a ihoit tiros enlil ^ ' a U , 
apptoaching Osier Streel where It iinnthloni biek le> a 4-line m^or road and l i oriented enl-ived. «vfr &'*\)-
cioiilng Linda Vista Road and povldieg access lo State Route 163. Oenesee Avenoe Is posted al A5 . 
miles per hour. Tralrlc counti t<* ihii ficllily *eie obliilned nn ihe fouiOane major portions ol Genetee , { "J fw"J' 
Avenue which hat a imxiimim capicily or^0.000 daily vehicles at LOS R strJ*^ 

UndaJls tLBsl^l '• • noith-iouth 4~line in»jor roadway finm Btlboa Avenue to (omh of Oenesee 
Avenae. Linda Vltla Road has a livo-tvay left turn line fiom Stalmer Street lo Oenesee Avenue, and It 
considered lo have a manimum capacity of^MOQdaily vchlclet i lLOSB. 

J6 n o 
Mem-QlU«*Ji!ye la "n east-wast (am l»ne taetllLy ftoul ABO) Dti*i to Annsdonj Sticel, wttew ll 
Bansilions to * 2-l»no ioad within the campm property. On the fora lane legttwnii of Meia College 
Pilve, the owxttmnn ftmt-Uno majot cup telly of 'tO/XW daily vehlclea wat ntcd fot anatjali. WlsWft the 
campus, ihe Iwo-tane conOgnrailon wu iisnmed to have a mnxlmum captcliy of 10,000 daily vthiclei. 
Mesa College Diire piovidts accest» both S(ite P.culc 163 and lolejittle 805. 

A^iWB^jJttStilEl la a noilh-simth iwo-We reildenUnl taclllly hDin Balboa Aveirae lo MuleM Drive, 
Parking ts avalliblo on bolh aldet of Anbutndtle Siieel and ii polled at 15 miles per hom. Soirtb of 
M i d e s l i J J r i m _ A u h u i a t a l B ^ 5 t t s a J « C B n i H - . & ^ g l L 5 m e j j B d j . P ^ 
confiiuratlon. For the pmpotea of Ihe inalyies, AubumdalB Street and Rexgle Street Were motced to 
have a maximum capacity of S.DOO daily vehlclea, the equlvatem ol a multi-family lealdenDil collecloi. 

•^ do! tf M ( t i n l i t i a t . tA tnW 
d>hfQ(d_Stt5et I" » noith-toulh ii»o-l(me lutdcnlia) facility fiom Balboa Avenue ta Me« Collego Drive. 
Faildng Isavjllab'e on bolh aides of Ashford Sneel and It posted al 25 milet p r honr. For the purpotes 
of Uje^airtljioi, Aihtwa-Sneci-watjijjniDcd to havo a marimnm capacity ot 1,000 daily vehicle*, the 
eqmvalenl of a multi-family rcsldentiBfcottoctor. 

1'(jure 3 oeinoiiiBate*the IMIO geomelilea used for ilteeaittlngcondilioni analyils. . 

lOJSTJNG TRAFFIC VOLUMES / 
Vfln 

GajoimU y q e coIlecloji.aut'rfy^nwtreSioni and altrng icidwaj tcpnenli In the project vklnhy In 
April 2004. Iho rei oiling Jusfc bumly uid daily tiatric volumei aie shown on Plgme 4. 

E4 

E5 

(Need to clearly slale ullimate classifications and note where raised medians 
i'jctst when discussing existing configuration of four lane roads.) 

o 

ro 
o 

g3 Roadway cliaracleristics and descriptions arc updated in the revised 
report. 

(Revise capacity of Linda Vista Road to 30,000 [equivalent of a four lane 
collector]). 

i 
:l:he-:4egeffptien—ef-tindft—Viete—Road-ts-eKnanded—in—this—digenssion—and 
demoMfrfltefl-thflMhis-reftdwHy^s-the-equivment-^f-^hHTe^ 
/rdditigngHy^he-Gi^Vadepted-Undg-A^sta-Ggmmanity-Plgn-galla-thig-feadway 
(i -foui^afie-mnjot-sfeeet-feF-^ie-wti9tmg-6ot\ditien-(Fi gura-fT-on-page-SO-and-page 
!'^r-|A8^Hebrthe40;OO(J-«flpa6i(y^ne^h9nged4H4he-Fevised4fflffie-stHdyr 
Unda, Visfy Road is, a iiorU^-southjyaiie^ roadwav and is identified in both Uie 

i!dsBiE4=Qsu£mai]lIMga^ndJ^Hk^lala^^Uffl^ 
R ^ L ,Thei.Regment from Aero Drive tft Mesa College. ,priyer hQweve£r.js 

siap^bLfau£tLtHiiflg=agLAMlg£te^M^ 
Mfricles â , LQS E. From Mesj^CQllgg^squth t p ^ e n ^ e j ^ J J i u i ^ ^ l ^ prflvideg 
JiliuJanes (8.p feetpijr^ .Iq.ctirb.) with, a widepaintec^ .island, left .turn pockets, bike 

SJmi£wlm|Jimited_abij^thisjie^meuL.aljp^lag-^^^^^JJ^Ji'HiL^gL'gil'.^qgar 

tlQMSmgJliis^EgmeuLteyfii^^ 
L;. altl^ough it focks a .raised vapXm\. SoaUi of Genesee. Linda ylsta cntilimtes aq 
iimr lanes. .\yil]li„a.T^eidiimediqni and, iq.txmaidercd.a.mqjpr .roarlwav.wilh,, ^ 

(Not if not classified as collector) 
I 

Atibnrndale/Ueagle Street i»-qqHtvateiit-to-thfr-Gily^B-feBidential-e#tieBtotwitfeel 
^'i*h-aw-eBp«e^^-^.0Q0 daily vehiefeg^V4>9S-&^M»t-feifr-6tBseifiQ«liert-ii&-ngt 
iJig-Bflmg-BB-ft-^pieaJ—qqllegtef^-whteh^rovideo' a oapaq%-om-9-QQq—i^QPQ 
diHty-yehialeB-flnd-trwwp«ftB vehifllefl"te~fliierifd^T^g~«h«Hg«fl-tff-the-tFftffifrBtttdy 
•̂ era-modo bnood on thio 8omfflgn^3J^-dassiikd^asj^dl£££iL^U^a^adJUii&^ 
IK gych: ti>eieforer \i\c ^ap^cify ofJ.tUlQ ayer^e daily |Tips is pp^^opnajp, 

{include all sireet segments ff/wwt^g^ in Table 4 plus Armstrong Stfeet). 

E 6 The revised report discusses all effected roadway segments that aie sh«w» j i f i ^ 
oil Pigw© Xakjg.4 aodJiiiUudEaAmiskaiifi-Sltget-

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MJNO-23 Mitigated Negative Declaradon 
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E7 

E8 

COMMENTS 

SECTIOH IV 

VKAnJOlO TRAFFIC 

YBAR J010 MODEL DATA 

To accpunl for near leim Iraffie growth surroandhig Ihe pioposed csmput expanilon proiecl: the 
SAHDAO totetasl model lot Ihe yt»i 2U10 was genei*ted ind eompaied to Ihe exinioauaffic voiuniet, 

1 he 2010 model lypically ihowi the foi lo whig Incieises In Uallic vo lume^ ' wM ( k 2 0 0 1 O I U A I H , Vafuwj : 

Genecae Avenue Jncreatei fioin 2% noith of Mailesla Drive lo i % n e u U a d a VldaRoad; 

IJnifa Vbt» Road Increaiet sppionimately 4SW north of Mesa Colloge Dtlve; 7% between Meja 
CtJlcgaDilvanndOencMe Aienue; and 1 0 ^ aoutb of (Jenetea Avenue; 

Mesa Collegehaj nominal inciease* ot lesl than 1 * littm MatlesU DiWe to InlHsUle 805. 

Inlersettion ttimtiig vrtlumet were adjusted by the incteatcd near term lialfle volumes lo remain 
consistenl wilh piojecled gtowtli. 

^ i ^W,v 
, f /!*!> 

The bate ye«i MIO volornes aie pttseBted on Fijuta 8. 

-VEAR 1010 PROJECT THAFFIC 

In additton lo tho area growth tbi ibe year 3010 biifle condhloo, adfllllonii ti»(iSc snlSripaltd ftom^) 
ledevelopmenl of ihe Mulr School was Included M I projecl ipecific genetator. TTie Mulr schoolf 
cutreniiy Jia» 308 itiidenU. The projecled populitlon for Ihe Mulr School li 400 ctudeou. Note: this 
tchont {*clliiy U eovetned by San Oiego Gty School! and nol by (ho San Diego Mesa CWIeee, However, 
for the pmpoiea of ihoil-tange planning, these volumes were Included at • result of ibe piopoied project 1 
ledevelopaierl. / . 

Tratflc gnneiated by the propmed inciCJiiB \n MTIII School tnlHe la wtnmulEed on Table 6.1 At Blw>*n 
on Table 6. the school Increisei uca-wlde trntffc by apposirMlety |76 tripi per day, Tvilh 3J occimlng 
in ihe njoming peak hour and 25 In the evening per t hour. 

Trip disliibolioo asiumed elmilai patwroi M the SANDAO select tone model, l h a retuldng student 
related tiaffic li shown on Ftgure 9. These volumei weio added lo ihe base year 3010 volumes. Year 
2010 plui atudent uaffic is leflected on Bguie 10. 

&h,el 

E8 

RESPONSES 
O 

o 

(Add-over the 2004 counted volumes.) 

E7 The text has been revised as recoiiiniendcd by the City. 

(Clarify location of Muir School) 

Hie; text has been revised to clarify that John Muir Alternative School was 
located on tlie west side of Annstrong Street north of Armstrong Place. Prior lo 
Ihe adoption of Uie Facilities Master Plan, Uie John Muir Altenialive School was 
uwiied and operated by the San Diego Unified School District (SDUSD). 
Subsequent to Uie adoption of the Facilities Master Plan, the SDUSD sold (he 
l!.53racre Muir campus to the San Diego Community College District (SDCCD). 
ThefSDUSD acquired from Uie SDCCD 0.99 acre for the constniction of tlie 
Middle College High School, which will be operated by the SDUSD. The 
tmrollment at John Muir Altemative School prior fo closing was 308 students. 
The projecled emollment at the Middle College High School is 400 sludents. 
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To: 

Subjeci: 

San Diego County Arcliaeolngical Society, Inc 

Enviiomncmal Review Commiltee 

27IJeceinber2005-

Mr. Daninii Sdunm, Vice Chnncellor 
San (JieRo Communily College Distiict 
Facililiw Swtccs, Room 31U 
3375 Camino del Rio South 
Sm Diego, CaUfomia91103 

Pioposed Mitigated NeRntive Declaialion 
Mesa College Baat Entiy and pmking Gaioga 

re 
ro 

Fl 

Dcai Mr, Schamu: 

I havo icviewcfl Uie Biibjeqt Proposed Mitigated Ncpelive Declmaiion on behalf of Ihis 
cominillen of Iho Snn Diego Couniy Archaeological Sociely, 

Ueaed on Uie iiiroimnlion contained in the PMND and tho culluml tcsonice survey for Ihe 
pmjccl, wo afcieo Uiat Ihe project should have no Bigntficant impacls on cultural 
lesotiices. Consequently, we also agree lhat mitigaiion tiiBasmes for <uch tcsourcea are 
not ttqMhcd. 

IlinnltyDufoi including SDCAS In the Disliicl'B enviionmentalicvievipiotess lortlwa 
pioject. 

Sincciely, 

Wrtnie* W. Royle, Jr.. CSaLftienioii 
Enviionraenlal Review Comtnittta 

p 1 Connnent acknowledged. 

cc: Kyle Consulting 
SDCAS Pieiidenl 
File 

I 
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Januaty 15.2006 

San Diego Community College Dislrici 
Pacilitlcs Mflnflpement, Room 310 
3375 Camino del Rio Somli 
SwtDltgoCA 92108-3883 

DS 

RB: Mosa College Bust Entiy nnd I'nrking Onnigo Miligalnd Negative Declaialion 

Dear Sit; 

I oltciiilcd llic meeling hcltl last fall nt Mtsfl Colloge to nlbw commnnliy refildenis to 
commont pn tlio iw>)ODt. 1 bcliewo thn Is « good projecl tlial will holp aJdrcss ihe 
alioitage uf pfliking on cnmpus. 

In Seciion V of llic MltiBnted Hegntl vc Dcclnrntlon. ihoio Is a ptovlsion thot Raiding mwJ 
clewing tako place outsido of iho bird breeding season. This slnlcmeni Is followed by 
piovisions lo bo Implomontad in llm evoni conslmclion fs proposed duiing ilie breeding 
season. If conslmclion docs proceed during Ihe breeding season, plcnso supervise Iho 
work so that Uw piovisions aiei octvially liTtplcnwnted. 

Miligaiion tneasureB include Ihe ercailon of 0.0) acre ofclsmoniane alkali marsh and 
0.02 acre of disltubed wetland. Will these he part of mWgoilon for oihar piojects. and if 
so, wlwm wtll ihcy bo located? 

Afler (he meeting nl Mesa Collejje, lilolse Baltic of the Tcctilotc Canyon Clllzens 
Adviswy CommUtee and I had a convrnwlon wllli Mr. Daman Sclwraw, Mo Indicalcd a 
plan to remove the Invasive plants. Including the palm Irccs, from Ilie aroa along 
Oenesee Avenno smith nf Mnttestn. Slnca these plnnu can Impact (lie area ofTccololo 
Canyon NnUirai Park to ihe west ol OeneBee, it wmild be a bcnclit to tlw pmk for them to 
be removed and I hope It will be accomplished as pml of the projecl. I am enclosing n 
copy ol my Idler to Councilmember Donna Frye concerning this meeting. 

Sitvcerely, 

SheiiloMlllci 
Presidenl 

eticlosuis 

Q \ l.'oniinenl acknowledged. 

All provisions of Uie Miligation Monitoring and Repotting Program will be 
G 2 implemented. 

i 
i 

ImpacLs to Corps and CDFG jimsdicUoiial areas will be miligated by 
it storalion/eiihancemenl on Ihe Mesa College property williin a nearby, liighly 
disturbed wetland drainage llial feeds inlo Tecoiole Creek (locaied witlnn (lie 

(33 MHPA) east of Genesee Avenue. See Figure II in the Initial Study. Miligation 
will occur at a 5:1 ratio for impacls to cisnionlane alkali marsli and disturbed 
wetland habital and at a 4:1 ratio for impacls to Waters of the U.S./streambed, for 
a total of 0.10 acre of mitigation. 

Tlie mitigation area described in G3 above was chosen because it would improve 
the riparian wildlife habitat functions of Ihe existing drainage and, furliiermoic; i( 
would reduce a source of non-nalive seed into Tecoiole Creek downslream within 

£14 Uie Tecolote Canyon Natural Park. The District will confer with tlie Friends of 
Tecolote Canyon and llic Tecolote Canyon Citizens Advisory Committee to 
delermine tf additional areas along Genesee Avenue south of Marlesta Drive on 
property owned by the District will be cleared of invasive plants, including palm 
tices: 

fi643 TAMRES DRIVE SAN DIEOO CAtlFOHNIA M I M 
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C O P Y 

September 20. 2005 

= 0 
O 

ro 

ComicUmember Donna Fvye 
Cily AdminisUation Bltlg. 
202 C Street 
San Diego. CA 92101 

Dear Ms. Frye: 

1 am writing os a follow up to my phone call last week.i am concerned about 
tlie proposal to sell city owned land lo raise money to go toward the pension 
fund deficit. I appieciale your questioning the wisdom of this approac i. Eloise 
Baltic and I met wilh you last year to express our concern nl Uiat lime about 
city owned land tlial had been piesented as cullaleral.lo.lhe pension fund. At 
tlie time no information Identifying tlie land was made available. I think that is 
still not known. If.llie majority ofthe council goes ahead this year, I think 
Uiere should be open public hearings to examine Ihe list of properties 
recoinmended for sale. Once land is sold, we won't get it back. This should 
not be approached lighUy. 

Also,.! want.to.Uiairk you, again, for your involvement.in Uie meeting al 
Mesa College conceniing^the proposed padcing slmciure on campus. As a 
graduate of Mesa, mid one who Uuuted fur paiking along wilh eveiyone, t 
Ouuk Uie parking slniclure is a good use of space. It will be a net gain for Uie 
well being of Tecolote Canyon if Uie Community College Distri ctfollows 
through and removes invasive plants from the area along Genesee Avenue 
south of Mariesln. (We will be walching!) I appreciate Iiie ftuslration of 
neighbois. TTiauk you [or stepping in to help Uie residenls in their sliuggle lo 
get Uielr needed peirnlls for parking in front of their homes. People in Uie 
.neigltborhood.can.be glad yon care.about such-things. 

Sincerely, 

Sherlie Miller 
President 

«. i 

q. 
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LINDA VISTA COMMUNITY PLANNING COMMITTEE 

727 Ammda Terrace, San Dlcgo, CA 92106 

Febmaiy 3,2006 

ro 
•-o 
CM 

Son Diego Communily College Distiict 
Facilities Managcnient, Room 310 
3375 Camino tlel KJo SouUi 
San Diego, CA 92108 

Subjeci: Mitigaied Negative Dcclttiotion (MND) Comments (Mesa College Kast Entry & 
Paiking Garage). 

Genii omen: 

Thank you for llic two week extension of lime which you gianletl our commUlM to 
provide commcnls on Uic MND regaiding Mcso College. David Potter has bcon very 
helpful in providing Uic roisslng Exhibits whidi bid not been included ia Uio CD which 
accompanied llio docuinents. 

Our conuuUtce is vitally imercsttd in this project. Out planning area includes much of 
tho land being requested by the Distriet for (lie proposed paiking slmciure, and we share 
the many concerns expressed by the community. Our desire, as is (he District's, is to 
provide Uie best neighborhood conditions possible. 

The Dislriot's slated objeclvvc, to be achieved by providing a 1,000 car parking strucluio 
in Exhibit E, is fo reduce cgniownity concerns legardiag non-resident nafkine on 
rcstdcnUal streets. 

Our commentB in bold type follow each MND qmitalloa Distiict dooBmenls we in 
italics. 

(MND 12/J4/J003> Page IS-36 —TTw proposed parking strudure lo be locaied ot fhe 
westtnt termima qfMejca College would provide apprmimatefy 1.000 addiiionai parking 
spaces. TTie Preliminary Parking. Analysis conducted by Darnell & Associates dated 
April 15. ^pffXdefp^mlmdfkcff flie additional gprkio!? spaces yopldproYide oyft 30fi 
mprc par/ting titan cWTentlv provided. JTitrtfore. ihe project would actually result in a 
beneficial Impact on parking bolh onsite and tn Ibe surrotmding residential area (K'S) 

(MND - Mjt/ZQQJ) Poge IS-30 -—T?i« proposed project would actually provide 
approximately 1,000, plus or minitr. addiltonnl parking spaces Itt a new parking slniclure 
to be located at the western terminus afMesa College Drive. TJte Preliminary Parking 
Analysis conducted by Damell & Assaciaies dated April 15, jOOS deiermlned that tfie 
pfidUIoml fforAfrig ittwgy votifd prpytde. the abflliy for all rtwfeftf, facuhy. m d ffffflT/p 
park on-site,, Ihere the project would aclually resull in a bentficlal impact on parking 
bolh on-site and tn ihe surrounding residendal area (K~7) 
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A compiir isun of (he two s(a(enieiits above indicates that Darnell & 
| H Associates chnngcit thei r repor t between M a y and December of 21)05 

and no longer believe that the s t ruc tu re will facilitate all s tudent , faculty 
and staff pa rk ing . 

(MND 12/14/2003} Page 15-36—As an incenlive to use ihe parking slruclure. the 
Dislrici has provided the following incenlives: 

• At Ihe beginning ofeach semester there will be a Iwo-week grace period in 
which sludents can park on campus free of charge; and 

• All on-site parking will be free of charge afler 1:00 P M throughout Ihe 
semester. 

H 2 T h e incentives above were pot included in the M a y 31 ,2005 M N D but 
were added as a resul t of a S. P . City Devcloumcnt Services cycle 
reques t da ted 5 /17,2005. 

(sdmesa.edu/police~campus/mesaporking.him - 2/3/2006)— 

Mesa College has 3236parking spaces distributed between nine surface his . 

Parkin% Permits are required (EXVEPT BETWEEN 12:00 NOON AND 6: .00 PM DAILY 
JN THE STUDENT LOIS) 

Automobile permits are $30, $20 for financial a id sludenls and moiorcycle permits are 
$15. 

Vi a p p e a r s tha t the incentives offered iu the MNIJ a r e nut thuse offered 
by the coUege un their website,. T h e incentive of free park ing after 1 
p.m. is negated by Ibe c u r r e n t Mesa College Park ing requi rements that 
after 6 p.m. it is not free. 

{MND 12/14/2005)—Exhibit £ - Table 2. Summary of Peak Parking - Page E-3 — M a x 
Park AM. Max Park P M and Max Park 11R 

T h e above menl iuned table shows tha t the max imum park ing demaud is 
J \ 4 achieved between the hours of 10 a.m a n d noon on fhe three days 

surveyed. Approximately 2600/2700 ca r s a r e parked in the a.m. hours , 
1300/1400 in fhe afternuon hours and I80U/I900 at 6 p.m. 

(MND 12/14/2005 - Exhihil E - P a r k i n g Analysis Report Page E-3 — I h e proposed 
projecl does nol increase fhe maximum allowable student population. Therefore, il can 

Appendix Ii in both the April 15, 2005 Traffic Study and Ihe September 28jjfl05 

H3 

HI 

112 

H3 

114 

Traffic Study specifically stales, "1,000 space slruclure provides over 30Q/o~more 
parking than in the cunent configuration." The statement in the MND (or the 
Facilities Master Plan was based on a telephone conversation with Bill Darnell, 
President of Darnell & Associales. While (he statement was nof reiterated in flic 
MND for (lie East Entry and Parking Garage, il is slili Mr. Darnell's professional 
opinion that the additional parking spaces (1,129) would provide (he ability for 
all sludenls, faculty, and staff lo park on-site. 

A memo from (lie Transportation Development Section, dated May 17, 2005, was 
submitled to (lie City's Environmental Analysis Seciion lo address the Draft 
Miligaled Negative Declaration (MND) for the Mesa College Facilities Master 
Plan. The memo included the following: "Will there be incenlives for sludents lu 
use Uie on-site parking rather than continue to park in the surrounding 
neighborhoods? The document should describe any incenlives." 

The memo, however, was not transmitted lo (lie San Diego Community Dislrici 
(District) along with olher City comments (daled May 20, 2005) on the Draft 
MND and, therefore, was not addressed in the Final MND for the Master Flan. 

On August 22, 2005, (be connnenls were transmitted diredly to the Dislrici. As a 
result, a discussion of incentives was included in ihe revised traffic study and the 
subsequent Drafl MND prepared for tlie East Entry and Parking Garage. 

The Traffic Study and Iniiial Sludy have been revised (o indicale that student 
permils are not required between 12 Noon and 6 P.M. 

fliis comment is acknowledged. Further, the worst case parking demand on 
Thursday at 10:00 A.M. with 2770 vehicles left approximately 476 available 
parking spaces on site. The traffic study also acknowledges that sludeiUs park in 
outlaying areas. It is also iniporlant (o understand that with fewer spaces 
available on sile during these worsl-case peak demands, Ihe perception to 
incoming drivers is (here is no paiking (or it is difficult lo find). The addiiionai 
1,129 overall new spaces (current count) would provide proportionally more 
spaces Uiroughout the campus, relieving perception lhat the campus lots ave lull. 
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be concluded based on existing parking demand, thai 476 spaces remain avaiiabie on site 
dutine the worst case demand, 

However to reduce communily concern ihat students are parking ojf-sile inlo residential 
areas, port nf redevelopment oftbe college will include a !,000 parking space structure 
near ihe main campus enlry from Mesa College Drive. Ihis parking slnictWe is nol 
expecled io replace the amount of existing on-site spaces, hut provides additional overall 
parking. 

l\5 

m 

117 

1-18 

The traffic expert states that there are 476 spaces available during the 
worst case demand. Apparently Darnell is saying that, even though 
(here is adequate parking, the District should reduce community 
concern by building a structure reported to cost $17,000,000. The o r 
above statement by Darnell questions the very basic need fur the project. 

(MND - 12/14/2005) Page IS-36 - Although not an incentive provided by the District, the 
proposed expansion of the Residential Permil Parking area lo ihe east will iikeiy result in 
more students parking on campus. 

Iii March of 2003, the San Diego City Council created a Residential 
Permit Parking area in response to concerns that non-residents were 
parking on residential streets north of Mesa College. The area is 
extremely large and is ool only a cost burden to the residents, but, also 
imposes extreme inconveniences for guest parking, etc. The area 
presently covered ia only to the north and by the evidence of residents af 
the 12/12/2005 meeting at Mesa College, there is a cry for student non­
resident parking remedies which will nut burden residents as does the K 
Permit system. 

An attached tetter dated 1//27/2006, from Denise Abell Hove, a long (ime 
Mesa College resident, provides excellent insight info the problems 
student parking and traffic creates for residents. She primarily offers 
the wisdom that students park in her neighborhood because tliey do nut 
wish to pay the parking fee and are willing (o risk their personal 
security, particularly at night, to do so. 

This provides a dilemma for the College because they, as yet, do not 
offer totally free parking and, probably as important, they offer only 
the most distant space to students. If musUv fforkine stutlcnls, who 
have the least lime and funds, are to be persuaded to park on campus 
lots, wouldn't giving them (he most desirable locations at no cost 
provide the answer? 

H6 

H7 

H8 

X2 

^ 3 

The need for additional on-site parking is well established by ihe fact Ihat 
sludenls still park in Uie surrounding areas not addiessed by Ihe current 
Residential Permit Parking Area E. As staled above, the perception to incoming 
drivers is there is limited parking which may be difficult to locate. A number of 
residents testified accordingly at the public meeting at Mesa College on August 
24, 2005. Furthermore, based on observations and a telephone conversation 
(2/7/06) with Ms. Denise Abell-Howe, Kearny Mesa Recreation Center Director, 
students park al the Keamy Mesa Recreation Center. There is not a conflict 
between available parking on campus during a worsl-case demand and (lie need 
for more parking. The additional 1,129 overall new spaces (current count) would 
provide proportionally more spaces throughout the campus, relieving perception 
that Uie campus lots are full. 

The pioposed parking structure is intended to alleviale Ibe parking problems in 
the surrounding areas. Further, if the additional on-site paiking spaces (current 
count of 1,129) more than existing) solve the student parking spilling over inlo 
residenlial areas, it may be possible lo climiimtc the need for Residential Permit 
Parking. 

Please see the attached letter for the specific statements by Ms. Abell-Hove and 
the responses to her slatemenls. 

The parking permit fees are used for Uie express purpose of providing parking 
facilities in accordance wiUi Education Code Sedion 76360. After conducting a 
parking study (see Response HI3), the District selected the proposed parking 
structure location. 

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-30 Mitigated Negative Declaration 



COMMENTS RESPONSES 

H9 

H10 

Hll 

H12 

H13 

H14 

(MND I2/I4/2Q0S) Page iS-37 —Two bus lines operated by Melropolilan Transit System 
serve Mesa College. Route 41. which provides service belween Fashion Valley Transit 
Center and Route 44. which proivdes service belween Old Town Transit Center 
and Clairemonl Town Square. 

There is no mention in the M N D regard ing (he Comprehensive 
Opera t ional Analysis (COA) being conducted cur ren t ly by 
Metropol i tan Trans i t Service which is changing bus routes all over the 
city including Kearny Mesa, Attent ion should be given to M T S plans as 
they will affect Mesa College bus service. 

(MND 12/14/2005) Page IS-37—6. The proposed project would nol alter present 
circulation movements nor have an effect on existing public access lo Kearny Mesa 
Communily Park locaied sonih afMesa College Campus. Nor would the projeci ajfect 
access Io Tecolote Canyon Natural Park locaied west of Genesse Avenue. 

The traffic consul tants figures which show massive traffic on Mesa 
College Drive between Linda Vista Road and (he College a r c reflected 
well in (he com men Ls by Mrs . l luvo in he r let ter of J a n u a r y 27 ,2006. 
Similar cumincii ts w e r e offered by the mul t i tude of residents a t tending 
the meet ing a t Mesa CoUege on 12/12/2U05. 

Why position a large traffic building s l r u c lu r e w h e r e traffic to Kearny 
Uigh Scluml, the Nat ional G u a r d Armory , Kea rny Mesa Communi ty 
Park , S h a r p Hospi ta l Complex, a n d many o the r businesses a l ready a r e 
in grid lock? Uow c a n it be (hnt a i r condit ions will not be worsened in 
the a rea of schools, a child care center , a n d a Conimuni ty P a r k by 
focusing addi t ional exhaus t exhaling vehicles in (he vicinity? 

The Linda Vista Communi ty Planning Commit tee respectfully requests 
tha t ser ious cons iders t ion be given (o the m a n y available al ternative 
sites for the location of (his pa rk ing s t ruc tu re as well as providing 
s tudent incentives which will w o r k because they a r e in the s tudent ' s best 
interest . "S tuden t s wan t to p a r k near their dest inat ion more than older 
adults'* (Alan I loffman, Trans i t Consul tant , in a lecture a t USD in 
J a n u a r y , 2006) 

Very Uuly yours, 

Ed Cramer. Chair 

H9 

H10 

Hll 

H12 

H13 

H14 

According lo the Comprehensive Operational Analysis, Route 41 will coi 
provide service between Fashion Valley Transit Ccnfer and UCSD a" 
continue to operale along Genesee Avenue west of the campus,-Altho 
alignment belween Beagle Street and Limerick Avenue will be revised, 
will continue lo provide service between Uie Old Town Transit Center aud 
Clairemont Town Square and will conlinue to operale on Armslioiig Street 
adjacent to the campus. The base frequency for both routes will he 15 minutes or 
belter. Therefore, (here will be no negative affect ou Mesa College bus service. 

The traffic sludy shows almost 18,000 daily vehicles on the idenlified segment. 
This roadway is classified as a four-lane major road and has the ability to 
accommodate 40,000 vehicles per day according to thresholds established by (he 
City of San Diego and adopted for use hy traffic consultants lo determine level of 
service (LOS). The 18,000 daily vehicles equates to iess lhan 50% capacity and 
results in LOS B conditions, which is well wilhin the acceptable operating 
parameters. 

Response H10 above demonstrates that Mesa College Drive is not "grid-lock" 
(whreb-weuld-be-FepreBented -by -LOS- F} and lhat there is capacity for this 
roadway to accommodate Uie parking structure. Changes to Uic circulation 
system within the college to access the parking structure are also proposed fo 
provide improved transition from the Cily streel. 

According to the City's DtaflB"Significaiice Deteiniiiiation Thresholds" (Pefe HQX 
2004), "if a proposed development causes a four-lane major road lo drop lo LOS 
E or worse, er c?{QOQd ito'design eQpflcfcy-of-30;000-iM->¥? the extended wail at tlie 
signalized hileiseclion weBi4-y9BttlMiH?-SO-rp^aHi8-o£-€0-(€afben-Menem4«) 
emwtweng-^ep-day-flR^ could cause a significant air quality impact (andjjjjsite^ 
sccsifip CQ hotspot screaxiagji idZgiLaMh^is_slmu^^ 

.ILtoiUuiiaii^yidsjii^ 
jegeglgL" o r "'f a proposed development is wilhin 400 feet of a sensitive receptor 
•md the LOS is worse than D, a site-specific CO hotspot analysis sliould be 
performed to determine if lieallh standards are polenlially exceeded and to 
detenuiue Uie level of adverse effect on the receptors." Even iu the year 2030 the 
roadway segments and intersections will not reach the levels that would cause a 
significant air qualify impact. 

Attached lo (he. Iniiial Sludy is a graphic showing 7 ailernaiive parking siles 
considered by District - followed by a discussion of liie advantages and 
disadvantages ofeach of (lie 7 ailernaiive sites. A copy of these documents was 
also piovided to Mr. Ed Cramer on February 2. 2006. The proposed sile remains 
the District's preferred sile. Tlie provision of additional parking is considered an 
incentive. Uiat is in the student's interest. 

la a telephone conversation (2/7/06), Alan Hoffman stated he did not make this 
or any similar statement during his lecture at USD; his lecture addressed transit 
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Mesa Cutlcgc rurkhiji InionntMiiMi 

Mesn College Ims 3,236 paiking spnces titslribmctl bclwccn nine jurlhce lols. 

Parking Permits nrc required (HXCI-PT Bli'I'WBEN 12:00 NOON and 6:00 PM DAILY IN THE 
STUDENT UJTS) 
and enroicemem (cilntions will be issued for nol displaying a pemiit or parkins "" raculty-Sioff low). 

Studenl Pniktng Permils may bo purchased nt iho Accoimling ORico, or through Classlnlk oi Rcg-c. and 
picked up nl Ihe Cnmptis Police J202. 

Aulomobile permits me $30, $21) for financinl aii! sludenls and moiorcycle peimits are J15. (Cmpool 
parking requires an addiiionai permit.). 

Vlsilore mny usc dnity permit macliincs iocnled in lots I nnd 2 to pnrk In dcsignalcd student parking. 
Rate is $ I per hour, $5 ntiday - mnchinc lakes coins nnd bills, but does not make change. 

MotoristB with slate issued disabled placards may park in any sludenl stalTor edmintstnuor pntking. 
Dcsignalcd disabled parking is nvnllable across Uio sueel rrom llic "ll" buildings, and in lots fll, #3, ll 
and A. 

Omvenienl cntpool pm king located in rrotiloftlie MOO building, (be tennis courts, and Ihe 
admin islralive otliccs is avnilnblit to moloiisls vritli a stwlcnt pcimit ^or daily pcmdl). one ov more 
passengers and a daily enrpool [JCtmiL Daily carpool pennits may be obtained at ihe informaiion boolh 
i»Urttfl. 

No Pflrldng on Mesa College Ncighborliood Slreels Veliiclcs parked on rcsidcnlinl strecls amind 
Mesa College willtoin the required aten "E" rcsidcnlitd pmking permit will be ciled by Cily of San 

Oiego pmking enloicemeni pcisonncl. 'li>c fine for paiking withoirt thoictiuircd residential permit is 
$35. 

O 
TZT 

versus driving and he stated il would not be appropriate fo cxlrapolsffe any 
position on the location of sludenl parking. » . j 

CD 
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DATB; 
I O : 
TROM: 
RB: 

JANUARY 37.3006 
LINDA VISTA PLANNERS 
UENISE ABRI.L HOVR 
MESA COLLEtlE PARKIHa 

To Wham 11 Wny Concern; 

M? name Is Denbe Itove sml I BIH BTCTWCTII ofllio Merm CollfifiB "re* ilnco flw mM 
)960"l . I deel wilh Uio I tnpad of tbc Mess Collega tntTic nn a diiltjr b u l l tnd I b u e >!» 
roy obserTBUoni: 

1. Mew College Drive is In p l d lode when tbecoHcgo b InMmion. I H s i m p i c U all 
ihe mrounding nelghboibood because Mew College DriTO Is the only BCCBSS to 
the rrenwny enbtmces Tur 163 nnd 805 soulh. Add Ibe tradlc frrm Die High 
School and when Ibe National tiuartl Annoty blocks a lime with tnuses to h o t i i 
tho tnwps, nnd you can enally undentand why it can lake multiple cycles of the 
lights In jus t clem Linda Vtsts Road, much less pet onloellherfieeway, Plicinga 
mulll-stoiy paiking lol with lis only aixtss off this toad li suie roily, 

2. I h o hva Mop on Airostmig is Jn U\e wjon^ plnce. You Iravo a g«te to the puking 
lol right (here, wilh cms htminji righl nnd led m l h tha view obitiocted by ihe City 
bus. CnmplitatB this -wilh a curve In the m*A llm; CmthH obaftucls Ihe view. A M 
In Armstrong an n IhoroiiHhfnTo fbr tha neighborhood, with thoso can asiumlng 
thoy h» ie the riEht-a-w«y, MinRlc In Toni tt*Hio on snA ofl iho biB, doog •wilh 
the fool tntfEo of shidtnis outfioR noinss the psikinft lot for access lo Ihe carnpiw. 
Finally, make some ol Ihal Toot traiTic dljublcd )n Tvheetchaira oi eld o ly . As you 
can see, this Is a i t d p e Tor d lsutc i . 

3. Ihr.re never Is any police presence lo enforce not btocftlng the intersccllona. Or 
for that malter, enforcing the right-of-way of traQlc iMTing the p t V Wid Rolng 
stinlgbt thnmnh the intersection when tbo college •rtudeots arc tinning lefl onto 
Mesn College IJilve. 1 Ms funlier slows down tlie lime II lakes lo make ll to 
Linda Vista Rosd when tho tnlereectlons i re falocfccd wilh traflic. 

4. I truly feci lhat the sludenls will not park lo the pnikfog Btructiire u long the 
parking fee Is nol a raandjilory pint of Ihe reglsttalloo Tee. All you ha te to do is 
Aive mounti the commnuity to see how (kr the students axo willing lo walk lo 
pntk /br ftee. IJiey also lake up ctory avdlable ipncei in iho City Paik; and risk 
Wklkiog ihose disttmces In the daik ttftei wenins clnsscs, Jatt to pwk fot tiee. 
What makes yoo think that they will ifi 11 ing!y pay lo paik In the slmcture? 

5. t h o Mesa College child rare cenler Is locaied on Ihe comer ofMesa College Dr. 
nnd Amulrong., t i g h t « t h e main intereedlon impacied by all Iheae CBISL I l i e tot 
quality miwi be awfnL Since the Slate Lcgislatun; Is discuuing lightening down 
where yon can smoke clgiteHes nroimd children, does ll not make sense that flie 
eame concern be ahown Ibr something as fti more seHoua as car emissions? 

12 

Hie (raffic study sliovvs almost 18,000 daily vehicles on Mesa College Drive 
between Linda Vieta Road and Mesa CoUege. This roadway is clasgified as a 
fuur-laiie niajar toad aud has the abilily (o accommodafe 40,000 vehicles per day 
according to thresholds cslablished by Ihe City of San Diego and adopled for use 
b) Irarfic consultants to determine level of service (LOS). The 18,000 daily 

II vehicles equales to less than 50% enpacily and lesults in LOS 13 comlitions, 
which is well wilhin Uie acceptable operaling parameleis. The pioject is not 
itt'ipoiisible for Nalional Guard Armory vehicles that may block Uavel lanes. 
Changes to the circulation system williin the college lo access (he parking 
shucture are also proposed lo provide improved transition from (he City sireet. 
hileiseclion capacity analyses in the study area also demonstrate acceplable 
levels; of service during peak hours in accordance with Cily of Snn Diego 
published (hresholds. 

The San Diego Community College Distiict in conjunction wilh MTS is 
proposing to re-direct Ihe Route 44 bus onto the campus to belter serve A Indents 
and Id nnnumze conflicts on Armstrong Street. In addition lo providing bus 
sluilters on campus, bus stops for Ihe neighborhood will be retained on 
Annsfroiig Street north of Arrasdong Place. 

llic proposed project has been designed to enhance traffic flow and eliininate 
conflicts that are currently experienced in the vicinity of die project. As staled in 

IT Response 12 above, bus stops will be located mlernally on die campus lo better 
seive sludenls and to miniimze couflicts on Annstrong Street norlh of Annstrong 
Phice.! Additionally, Uie drive (o lire parking structure will pass under (lie 
BouVhbovmd lanea of Mesa CoUegfc Drive, thug creating improved liansition ftom 
Uie City streets including Uie Mesa College Drive/Annstrong Sfrect mterseclion. 

Ai demonstrated in tlte parking sludy prepared for the existing comlition, up to 
M 2,?70 vehicles are parked on campus which require paid parking peimils. 11 is 

flliM iniporlant to understand (hat wi(h fewer spaces avaiiabie on sile during lliese 
wotst-cBRc peak demands, Ihe perception to incoming dvivetfl is Uiere is uo 
paiking (or it is difflciilt (o find). The additional 1,129 ovciall hew spaces 

- (current count) provide proportionally more spaces Uiroughout the campus, 
cefieving peiceptioti Utat the campus lots are full. 

15 Set; Response H12 above. 
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San Diego Community College District 
Facilities Management, Room 310 
3375 Camino del Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108-3883 (619) 388-6546 

INITIAL STUDY 

State Clearinghouse Number 2005121106 

SUBJECT: Mesa College East Entry and Parkinp Garage. 

Revision #1: Minor revisions were made to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(MND) when compared to the Draft MND. The revisions did not affect the 
environmental anaivsis ot conciysion.s of tViis rlncmsRxstt ^"^^ ?*?««??*»»»"? •*•••» 
shown in strikcthrough/underiine format. On March 23, 2006, the San Diego 
Community College District (SDCCD) Board of Trustees considered and 
approved the Final MND. 

Revision #2: Subsequent to the approval by the SDCCD, minor refinements were made to 
the project and minor revisions were made to the technical reports addressing 
biology and traffic/parking. As a result, the MND and Initial Study were 
further revised. The additional revisions are shown in double 
otrikothrouph/double underline format. These revisions do not affect the 
environmental analysis or conclusions of this document. In accordance with 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not required when 
new information is added to the negative declaration that merely clarifies, 
amplifies, or makes insignificant modifications to the negative declaration. 

Revision #3: Subsequent to the Planning Commission-hearing on July 13, 2006, revisions 
were made to the Biological Technical Report to address refinements to the 
proposed grading and to correct tfae location of MHPA Boundary'. As a result, 
the MND and Initial Study were further revised. The additionai revisions are 
shown in italicized strikcthro ucli/underline format. These revisions do not 
affect the environmental analysis or conclusions of this document In 
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not 
required when new information is added to the negative declaration that 
merely clarifies, amplifies, or makes insignificant modifications to the 
negative declaration. 

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage IS-1 Initial Study 
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MHPA Boundary Adjustment Alternative: 

On July 13, 2006, the Planning Commission suggested that if an MHPA boundary adjustment 
were to occur, the addition area should be located in the vicinity of the project. In response, an 
alternative MHPA boundary addition area was identified on land owned by the San Dieso 
Community College District just east of Genesee Avenue. The altemative 0.42-acre area Is 
iocated 150 feet north of the existing MHPA; the intervening land is owned by the City of San 
Diego. 

On August 18, 2006, City staff presented the alternative MHPA addition area to the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service and the California Department of Fish and Game (the wildlife agencies). 
The agencies, however, continued to support the MHPA addition in East Elliott According to 
staff, the 4:1 in-iieu fee to be applied in East Elliott makes sense for the following reasons: 1) 
the continuing MSCP effort to obtain large core biological areas in the East Elliott MHPA; and 
2) the availability of state matching funds to acquire land in East Elliott (thus, doubling the 
acquisition area). While the PC-suggested urban canyon lands'enhancement is an acknowledged 
City-goal, the current bio core acquisition is the current short-term, major MSCP effort. 

Location of MHPA: During more detailed review of the MHPA mapping, engineering design, 
and impact analysis, an error was discovered (by the consultants) relative to the location of the 
MHPA compared to the final project engineering drawings. The MHPA location used for the 
previous biology report (May 1, 2006) was found to have been inadvertently shifted slightly out 
of position. More precise piGrtirig ox tne iVLtiî A rcvcaleu tuat it neeueu to be smttcu rjorihward. 
The result in this shift of the MHPA is that the impact to the MHPA is 0.28 acre and not the 0.14 
acre that was previously reported. 

SUBJECT: Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage. SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE DISTRICT (SDCCD) BOARD OF TRUSTEES APPROVAL to 
acquire 2.69 acres from the City of San Diego for the development of a parking 
garage and a new east entry as part of the implementation of the adopted Mesa 
College Facilities Master Plan. The projecl site is located at the, head of a canyon 
at the western terminus of Mesa College Drive, south ofthe Mesa College campus 
proper, and north of Kearny Mesa Park in the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista 
communities in the City of San Diego. 

SAN DIEGO CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL of the vacation of a portion of Mesa 
Coiiege Drive, the sale of 2.69 acres to the SDCCD, a Site Deveiopment Pennit, 
Permission to Grade, and a Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Adjustment. 

Applicant and Lead Agency: The San Diego Community College District. 

Responsible Agency: The City of San Diego. 

I. PURPOSE AND MAIN FEATURES: 

On June 9, 2005, the San Diego Community College District Board of Trustees approved 
a Facilities Master Plan for the Mesa College Campus located at 7250 Mesa College 
Drive in the City of San Diego (see Figures 1 and 2). The Facilities Master Plan (see 
Figures 5 and 6), which is designed to accommodate up to a maximum of 25,000 
students, includes projects to be funded by Proposition "S" as well as the future 
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Regional Location Figure 1 
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replacement and addition of other buildings and facilities on 86.83 acres. The Facilities 
Master Plan was addressed in a Mitigated Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse No. 
2005041131), which also was approved by the Board of Trustees on June 9, 2005. 

Specific implementation projects that are addressed by this Initial Study include the 
following: 

Phase 1 - Stage 1 

• Vacate Mesa College Drive between Armstrong Street and the existing entrance to 
the campus as shown in Figure 8. 

• Acquire 2.69 acres as shown in Figure 8 from the City of San Diego. 
• Construct a new temporaiy east campus entry drive (Armstrong Place extension). 

Phase 1 -Stage 2 

• Construction site and staging for parking structure #1. 

Phase 1 - Stage 3 

• Construct new Mesa College Drive entrance as shown in Figure 7. 
• • Construct new parking structure (± 1.000 cars) as shown in Hgure^T.-Sructure will 

— " - • include'new"C^^puTP6IiceTIeadquartefs"(i7,000 gross "square" feet) 

Phase 2 - Stage 1 

• Construct staging area for road and parking lot constniction. 
• Construct/reconfigure the road extending from the new Mesa College Drive entrance. 
• Construct/reconfigure the parking lots east of the newly reconfigured road. 

The following summarizes the grading that wiil occur on 2.97 acres for the new east entry 
and the paridng garage: 

Amount of cut - 1,518 cubic yards 
Maximum depth of cut - 15 feet 
Amount of fill - 4,154 cubic yards 
Maximum depth of fill - 4 feet 
Maximum height of fill slopes - 11 feet 
Fill slope ratio - 2:1 
Maximum height of cut slopes - 18 feet 
Cut slope ratio - 2:1 
Amount of import/export soil - 2,636 cubic yards 

Mesa CoUege East Entry and Parking Garage IS-11 Initial Study 



00024 

IL ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: 

Mesa College is located in the central portion of the metropolitan San Diego region (see 
Figure 1). More specifically, Mesa College is located at the western temiinus of Mesa 
College Drive (7250 Mesa College Drive) and east of Genesee Avenue in the City of San 
Diego (see Figure 2). The project site is located at the head of a canyon at the western 
terminus of Mesa College Drive, south of the Mesa CoUege campus proper, and north of 
Kearny Mesa Park in the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista communities. It lies 
approximately 0.5 mile west of the Interstate S05/State Route 163 interchange on 
unsectioned lands within Township 16 South, Range 3 West, on the USGS La Jolla, 
Califomia quadrangle. 

The existing Mesa College campus is shown in Figure 3 and the area of the proposed east 
entry and parking garage is shown in Figure 4. 

The existing campus consists of classroom, maintenance, and administrative buildings, 
driveways and parking areas; various athletic fields and associated facilities; and 
landscaped areas. Five main parking lots are situated around the perimeter of the main 
campus along Mesa College Drive and Mesa College Circle. The western portion of the 
main campus consists of the Apollad Theatre, the Art Gallery, Learning Resource Center, 
administrative building, and classroom facilities. The central portion ofthe main campus 
consists-of- classroom faciIities,-the-cafeteriar-andthe-bookstore"." The eastern portion" of 
*-Ua ™->;- ^ n , . ~ ;,-..-. —c t u - T T _ _ I * I . e i - — : - . - i-•---*'-j|r-..-, .-ir..-! ,—,.-,i-;-.-. -r.-..-.:::-:...-. : ;.-_--_ , 

gymnasium, tennis courts, swimming pool, baseball field, softball/soccer field, and the 
Merrill Douglas Stadium. The existing campus is zoned RS-1-7. 

East of Mesa College Circle is the former John Muir Alternative School campus (zoned 
RM-1-1) that consists of several buildings associated with the school and associated 
parking areas. A portion of the campus has been converted to a Mesa College student 
parking lot Also east of Mesa College Circle is the Child Development Center located 
at the intersection of Mesa College Drive and Armstrong Street 

The north westernmost portion of the campus, between Marlesta Drive and Mesa College 
Circle, consists of the Mesa College Animal Health Tech building and associated 
paridng, the Nursery Landscape building and associated parking, and vacant, 
undeveloped land. 

The southwestern portion of the site, southwest of Mesa CoUege Circle, consists of an 
undeveloped westerly-si oping miiside covered with native and non-native vegetation. 

The campus is bounded on the north by single-family residential development; on south 
by an undeveloped southerly-facing slope and Keamy Mesa Park and Recreation Center; 
on the east by single- and multi-family residential deveiopment; and on the west by 
Genesee Avenue and Tecolote Canyon Natural Park. 

The proposed parking garage and east campus entry lies on undeveloped land areas 
occupied by a street and a parking lot Mesa College lies immediately to the north and 
east of the project site, while Keamy Mesa Park lies to the south. Beyond the community 
college, existing residential developments occur to the north, while the National Guard 
Armory, Stephen Watts Keamy High School, and a mix of commercial and multi-family 
residential developments occur to the east The proposed parking garage is located at the 
head of a canyon to the west -
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m . ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: See following discussion and attached Initial 
Study Checklist 

IV. DISCUSSION: 

This section provides an explanation for the determinations made in Section HI. See 
Attachment B for references cited at end of discussion. 

A. Geologr/Soils 

1. Ninyo & Moore conducted a limited geotechnical evaluation for the Mesa 
CoUege Facilities Master Plan (A-4) According to the report, the master plan 
area is not located in a special studies zone on any map, or maps, compiled by 
the State Geologist pursuant to Chapter 7.5 (commencing with Section 2621 
known as the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act) of Division 2 of the 
Pubiic Resources Code. 

Additionally, the master plan area is not located within the boundaries of any 
special studies zone or within an area designated as geologically hazardous in 
the safety element of the local general plan asproyided. in.subdivision (g) of. 
Section~'65302^of"fhe Government Code. To implement its Seismic Safety 
Blement the Cirv nf San Dicno adopted the Seismic Ssfstv Stad-' that was mosl 
recently updated in 1995. According to the Seismic Safety Study, the majority 
of the master plan area is located in Hazard Category No. 51. This category, 
which.is assigned to generally level mesas underlain by terrace deposits and 
bedrocks, is considered generally stable and a nominal risk. A small portion of 
the northwest comer of the site is located in Hazard Category No. 24. This 
category, which is assigned to slide-prone formations with unfavorable geologic 
structure, may be subject to failure during a seismic event and is considered a 
moderate risk. However, no improvements are proposed for this area-
Based on the above, it can be determined that the project would not result in the 
exposure of people or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes, 
landslides, mud-slides, ground failure, or similar hazards. (A-1 and A-4) 

2. The soils in the vicinity of the project area are classified as follows: 

• Northern portion of the project site - "Chesterton-Urban land complex, 2 to 
9 percent slopes (CgC);" and 

• Southern portion of the project site - *Terrace escarpments (TeF)." 

There is no soil erodibility by water rating for "CgC" because of the urban nature 
of the existing campus. There would not be a significant increase in wind or 
water erosion of soils, either on of off the site, due to the relatively flat terrain 
and project landscaping within these portions of the campus. (A-2) 

However, the soil erodibility by water for the soils classified as 'TeF' located at 
the western terminus of Mesa Coiiege Drive are rated as severs due to the slopes. 
Best Management Practices will be employed for construction and operation of 
the parking, garage. (A-2) 
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B. Air 

1. Regional air quality impact significance derives in part from a project's 
consistency with the Regional Air Quality Strategy (RAQS) which utilizes 
SANDAG's growth forecasts to project future mobile source emissions. 
Development of the site would generally be consistent with the adopted 
Clairemont Mesa Community Plan and would, therefore, be consistent with the 
assumptions used in the growth forecast and RAQS. As a result^ implementation 
of the project wouid not significantly affect the ability of the County to meet the 
Federal clean air standards according to the revised RAQS. Furthermore, the ~ 
construction and operation of the facilities would be required to comply with all j 
applicable air quality standards and regulations of the Air Pollution Control • 
District (APCD) for stationary sources. Therefore, the proposal would not 
conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan nor ! 
violate any air quality standards or contribute substantially to an existing or i 
project air project violation. (B-2 and B-3) 

2. The Child Development Center located at Mesa College Drive and Armstrong :'.. j 
Street is a sensitive receptor in terms of air quality, particularly elevated levels 
of carbon monoxide (CO) such as might be generated by cars in stop and go 
congestion or idling at traffic signals. The proposed project, however, will not ~1 
result in such traffic conditions. Therefore, the Child Development Center will j 
not be exposed to substantial pollutant concentrations. 

3 ^ b " nroiect would r.r-.t r&xilt in —P "~a^~n of ob^ec^enable "-dori 

4. Short-term fugitive dust may be generated during the construction phase. 
Standard watering practices, however, would be utilized to minimize the 
amount of dust generated during constmction. 

5. Anticipated project scale and design would not result in any alteration of air •; 
movement in the area of the project 

6. Anticipated project scale and design would not result in a substantiaJ alteration 
in moisture, or temperature, or any change in climate, either locally or :;. ] 
regionally. • . j 

C. Hvdrologv/Water Ouality 

Latitude 33 Planning and Engineering prepared a water quality technical report (C-
4) to analyze the water quality impacts of the project and to identifv the Best 
Management Practices fBMP) that will be installed on the site. Other sources as 
noted were also used in the following analysis. 

1. Tecolote Creek is located approximately one mile west of the project site. The 
project would not result in any changes in currents, or the course or direction of 
water movements. (C-1) 

2. The proposed parking stmcture would increase the amount of impervious 
surface on the campus resulting in a change in absorption rates, drainage 
patterns, and the rate and amount of surface runoff. The impact, however, will 
be less than significant because of the constmction of a standard storm drain 
system. 
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. 3. See C.2 above. 

4. The project site is located in the Tecolote Creek Hydrologic Area. Waters from 
Tecolote Creek drain into Mission Bay and eventually into the Pacific Ocean. 
Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act requires states to identify waters 
that do not meet water quality standards after application of technology-based 
controls. States are required to compile this information in a list and submit the 
list to USEPA for review and approval. This list, which was most recently 
approved in 2002, is known as the Section 303(d) list of impaired waters. 
Tecolote Creek is included on the list because of a high coliform count and 
toxicity and the presence of cadmium, copper, lead, and zinc. A 0.5 acre area at 
the mouth of Tecolote Creek in Mission Bay is listed because the water is 
eutrophic and the presence of iead. The project, however, will not result in the 
discharge of any of these pollutants. 

5. Pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizers may be utilized for landscaping. However, 
compliance with local, state, and federal regulations would preclude significant 
amounts of these chemicals from discharging into surface or ground waters. 

6. See C.5 above. 

7. See C.5 above. 

p ; - Biology " 

HELIX Environmental Planning prepared a biological technical report (D-10) to 
determine if the project would result in any of the following: 

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

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

3. Introduction of invasive species of plants into the area? 

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

5. An impact on a sensitive habitat, including, but not limited to streamside 
vegetation, aquatic, riparian, oak woodland, coastal sage scmb or chaparral? 

6. An impact on City, State, or federally regulated wetlands (including, but not 
limited to, coastal saltmarsh, vernal pool, lagoon, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling hydrological intermption or other means? 

7. Conflict with the provision of the City's Multiple Species Conservation 
Program Subarea Plan or other approved local, regional or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

The biological technical report describes existing biological conditions for the Mesa 
Coiiege Parking Stmcture project site and provides the project applicant (San Diego 
Community College District), City of San Diego, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), Regional Water Quality Control Board, and 
the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) with information necessary to 
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assess impacts to biological resources under the Califomia Environmental Quality 
Act, federal and state Endangered Species Acts, the federal Clean Water Act, and 
the Califomia Fish and Game Code. 

The 4T£? 4rQ0 5.PQ-acre study area supports nine vegetation communities (in order 
of sensitivity); cismontane alkali marsh, disturbed wetland, Diegan coastal sage 
scrub, southern mixed chaparral, non-native grassland, eucalyptus woodland, 
disturbed habitat, non-native vegetation, and urban/developed land. Additionally, 
the project site supports 0.02 acre of jurisdictional areas, including one patch of 
cismontane alkali marsh covering less than 0.01 acre fl22 •i5© square feet), two 
patches of disturbed wetland totaling approximately 0.01 acre, and two small 
drainages totaling approximately 0.01 acre. Both drainages are located at the 
bottom of the canyon and are considered Corps jurisdictional non-wetland Waters 
of the U.S. as well as CDFG jurisdictional streambeds. 

According to the bioiogicai technical report, the following impacts would occur. 

Direct Impacts 

Upland Vegetation Communities 

The proposed parking structure would not be confined to existing disturbed or 
developed areas, but wouid extend west of the current terminus of Mesa College 
Drive. - For-purposes of the technical-report; the entire-project"'site would be 
considered impacted. As a result, direct impacts would oecu.*- lo G.Q? S?S£ acre of 
Diegan coastal sage scrub, 0.53 &£2 QS& acre of southern mixed chaparral, Q.16 
OdS acre of non-native grassland, 0.39 ̂ 4 £ &£9 acre of eucalyptus woodland, p.3% 
©T39 acre of non-native vegetation, 0.12 OrtS- acre of disturbed habitat, and 2.30 
ZTSI Sr?9 acres of developed land (Figure 9, Table 1). 

Tiers II through III B habitats on site (Diegan coastal sags scmb, southern mixed 
chaparral, and non-native grassland) are considered sensitive vegetation 
communities and impacts to these communities would require mitigation pursuant 
to the City's MSCP requirements. 

J 

Table 1 
IMPACTS TO VEGETATION COMMUNITIES 

(acre[s]) 

VEGETATION COMMUNITY TIER IMPACTS 
Wetlands 

Cismontane alkali marsh 
Disturbed wetland 

1 <0.01 
I 0.01 

Uplands 
Diegan coastal sase scrub I II 
Southern mixed chaparral 
Non-native srassland 
Eucalvptus woodland 
Non-native vesetation 
Disturbed habitat 
Developed land 

HIA 
IIIB 
IV 

rv 
IV . 
IV 

TOTAL 

0.07 M £ 
Q33QT§2-QS& 

O.J6Qr±$ 
0.39Qr44QS$ 

&21&32 
QJ2&& 

2.30 QrSl 2.79 
3 M 4 m A ^ 
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Jurisdictional Areas 

Jurisdictional areas that wouid be impacted by the project include less than 0.01 
acre of cismontane alkali marsh and 0.01 acre of disturbed wetland, as well as 0.01 
acre of jurisdictional non-wetland Waters of the U.S./streambeds. The total impact 
to jurisdictional areas is 0.02 acre. 

Impacts Within 'the MHPA 

The proposed project would impact approximateiy 0.28 Qrl4 GT=3- acre within the 
existing limits of the MHPA, including 0.05 acre of Southern mixed Chaparral. 
0.09 QrQ3 ©T©4 acre of non-native grassland, 0.09 Q£& &T44 acre of eucalyptus 
woodland, and QrQ3- 0r0£ acre of disturbed habitat (Table 2). An adjustment to the 
MHPA boundary is proposed to ensure that the bioiogicai value of the MHPA is not 
reduced and to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA. 

Adjustments to the MHPA boundary may be made without amending the Subarea 
Plan or the MSCP Plan in cases where the new MHPA boundary preserves an area 
of equivalent or greater biological value. The final determination regarding the 
biological value of a proposed boundary change would be made by the City per the 
MSCP Plan and with concurrence of the wildlife agencies (Section 5.4.2 of the 
MSCP Regiona] Plan [August 1998J). Because there is no available land near the 

-proiect. the -proposed MHPA addition would occprin the communitv of Ea^ETIjny, 
approximately 7.5 miles to the nnrfheacr The, nrnn^ggj addition \srA sunsort Tisr IT 
and lil habitate entirely within the MHPA. To offset the 0.14-acre MHP^ 
subtraction. 0.56 acre of Tier and III habitats would be purchased in East Elliott Ta 
4:1 ratiol. 

PROPOSED MHP. 
Tnblc 2 

lY ADJUSTMENT ANALYSIS* 

TOGETATION 
COMaiUNITY 

• MSCP 
Subtraction xVddition Differcnee 

Diomm ooaQtol oagc Dorub U Odd 0-4^ •OrGS-

Southom rriiJiod chaparral ffiA OrQQ 0 r ^ •M£ 
MOD nativo grausland msr Gr©4 e ^ • ^ T ^ 

Euoalyptuc woodlgg^ Pri 6r44 M d -044 
Dinturbod habitat P* n n^ O r ^ 

TOT.\L feOS &2a ^m 
*/ilI oroar; are prcncntod in acrcj roundod to the noaroijt 0.01. 
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Table 2 
PROPOSED MHPA BOUNDARY ADTUSTMENT ANALYSTS 

VEGETATION 
COMMUNITY 
Diepan coastal sage scmb 
Southern mixed chaparral 
Non-native grassland 
Eucalvptus woodland 
Disturbed habitat 

MSCP 
Tier 

II 
IIIA 
HIB 
IV 
IV 

TOTAL 

MHPA 
Subtraction 

0.00 
0.05 &QQ 
0.09 am-
0.09 &Q& 
0.05 &Q3 
0.28 &14 

MHPA 
Addition 

0.25 QrM* 

0.00 

0.28 0^4* 

•Net 
Difference 

+ 0.J4 
i O.JI 

• - 0 J 4 

0.00 
A total of 1.12 0zS4 acits of Tiers II and III habitats within the East Elliott 

mitigation parcel in the MHPA (4:1 ratio) would be preserved to meet the 0.28 
•0J4 acre MHPA addition and result in not net loss of native habitat within the 
MHPA. 

For a boundary adjustment to be approved, the following six factors must be 
addressed in terms of the biological value of the areas being evaluated (City 1997b). 

1. 'Effects on significantly and sufficiently conserved habitats (i.e., the exchange 
maintainsor improves -the conservation, configuration; or status' of significantly 
rrnd wj'ffir'TPritJ.v ^^^^ervcd. habitats. 
Pianff." 

^ z'ji i £,••" —. t • ~ i vj vns yviij c i 

Ovorall, tho propoDDd boundary adjuotmont would roGult in no not cbango in MHPA 
aroa, but would inoludc a not addition of 0.05 acre of DiogDD ooaotal cage oorub, 
0.15 aofo of oouthDm miJiDd chaparral ac woll ar' Q not •ubtraohon of 0.03 aero of 
non nativo graoaland, Q.l'l aoro of ouoalyptac woodland, and Q.Q3 aero of dicrturbod 
habitat. Tho boundary adjuotroont would involve an incroaoo in tbo aroa of Tiorc II 
and IIL\ habitatr and a docroaDo the aroa of Tior: UIB and TS habitatc, rooulting in 
highor habitat voluos within the prDGon^o. 

The proposed boundary adiuftrpent would result in no effective net change iq 
MHPA area. Approximately 0.28 QTH acre of habitat would be subtracted from 
within the MHPA. while 7.722 0 ^ acres of MHPA habitat located in the East 
Elliott communitv would be purchased as MHPA addition. Such a dedication of 
land within the MHPA would applv as'a ^boundary adjustment "addition" at a 4:1 
fatin. and thp habitat would be precluded from future habitat mitigation. According 
to the Citv. ths East Elliott area consists entirely of Tier H and IH habitats. The 
habitats to be added would be of higher quality thfin those being subtracted, which 
are Tier III and TV habitats. This would result in higher habitat values within the 

2. Effects on covered species (i.e., the exchange maintains or increases the 
conseryation of covered species). 

Mo'covered cpccicD wore objorved in cither tho MHPA subtraotiot} or addition 
oroaD.—Howovor, with the inoreaciod aroa of highor tior habitatc within the MHPA 
undor the propoDcd boundary adjuGtmont, the potontial foi covcrod opooien to usc 
tho MHPA would be marginally incroaood. 
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No covered species were observed in either the MHfA subtraction areas. However, 
because the MHPA addition lands support higher tier habitat;?, fhe pntentia,! fnr 
covered species to use the MHPA wqi^d be marginal]v increased, 

3. Effects on habitat linkages and function of preserve areas (i.e., the exchange 
maintains or improves any habitat linkages or wildlife corridors). 

Ths projeci would not significantly change the overall area or shape of the MHPA. 
BoDauDD tho propoaod boundary adjuotmont would occur at tho caDtom tGrminup-e-^a 
branch of tho MHPA, it would not have a nogativo impact on habitat linliagoc or 
wildlifo oorridorc.—Moroovor. tho MHPA ourrontly oxtondc woll into dovclopcd 
arDac of Koamy Moaa Pork, IpcatDd to tho couth of tho project pito, and tho 
boundary adjuotmont would acrualty movo tho northern odgo oftho htHPA in tho 
Tiricimty north to inoludo moro ponGitivo habitat than it would othonriop protoct. 
Because the proposed MHPA subtraction areas lie at fhe eastern ed^e of a branch nf 
the MHPA within a developed portion of Keamv Mesq Park, it would not hav^a 
negative impact on habitat linkagps or wildlife corrifiqrs. 

4. Effects on preserve configuration and management (i.e., the exchange results in 
similar or improved management efficiency andlor protection of biological 
resources). 

The proposed MHPA boundary_adjustment_is_nq^ anticipated jo__haye a negative 
" effect'oiTthTnfaSagMnent"efficiency of the preserve because it would not change 

the balance of development and preserve, ir, the area. FiiiLiicrxaure, fencing would 
be installed within the development area adjacent to the MHPA to prevent human 
and pet access to the preserve. 

5. Effects on ecotones or other conditions affecting species diversity (i.e., the 
exchange mainxains topographic and structural diversity and habitat interfaces 
ofthe preserve). 

The areas to be subtracted from the MHPA s^e include a small amount of 
chaparral, non-native communities and disturbed areas, whereas the areas to be 
added ore highor quality habitatc. including support higher quality Tiqr IT and TTT 
habitat^. suclTas Diegan coastal sage scmb and southern mixed chaparral. Because 

. of the overall increase of higher-tier habitats looatod in a email canyon coupled with 
.the decrease of lower-tier habitats located in fl» a mosth disturbed urban park 
setting, the boundary adjustment would result in an ovorall improvomont of g 
feduffrign of topographic and stmctural diversity. 

6. Effects on species of concern not on the covered species list (i.e., the exchange 
does not significantly increase the likelihood that an uncovered species will 
meet the criteria for listing under either the federal or state ESAs J. 

The proposed boundary adjustment wouid not increase the likelihood that an 
uncovered species will be significantly impacted and meet the criteria for listing 
under federal or state ESAs. The projoct would result in a not incroooc of 0.C5 acr& 
Of D i c O n COaCtal CQgC jCnifr "".J n 1 ? ' i r ' r n n £ ^ " ^ " ^ mi rn t 3 nTin-nnrrnI whi t -k 
would fncroajD tho available habitat within tho frJHPA to Dupport jonaitivo cpooicD. 
nnr.ausn all mhtractad arnar arr assnr.iatcd witk-an urban park ajyi .mnuort onlv 
fm^nativc habitat, nc covnrad species ars andemated W he impaeiedr Because the 
subtracted areas support mostly (except for 0.05_ acre of chaparral) non-native 
grassland arid other disturbed communities such as eucalvptus woodland and 
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disturbed habitat, no covered species are anticipated to he impacted. ]V4oreovf 
MHPA addition fireas support Tier II and IH habitats, yich as Diecr? 
scpib, ar\fj chaparral, which generally spppnrt more covered spt 
Quality cpmmunities. 

Sensitive Species 

^ 

Construction of the proposed parking structure would not cause impacts to any 
listed or sensitive plant or animal species. Because trees in ths canyon provide 
marginal raptor nesting habitat, their removal would potentially impact raptor 
nesting habitat 

Indirect Impacts 

Development activities adjacent to the MHPA are subject to special conditioris that 
ensure minimal direct or indirect impacts to the preserve area. Potential indirect 
impact issues include drainage/water quality, construction noise, fugitive dust, 
lighting, noise, roadkill, exotic plant species, nuisance animal species, and human 
intrusion. 

Drainage/Water Quality 

Landscape irrigation and increased hardscape area associated with the proposed 
. parking-structure may-result in- increased -runoff: "Such runoff "maybe" associated 
with increased erosion, sedimentation, asd pollution that could sigmScanily unpact 
drainage and water quality within the canyon and MHPA areas off site to the west. 
However, the existing habitat area that would be developed is small and landscaped, 
irrigated areas already occur to the north and south of the development area. 
Excessive runoff associated with constmction should be reduced through project 
erosion control measures that are consistent with Best Management Practices, while 
post-construction runoff is expected to be treated using fossil filters prior to being 
released into existing drainages. 

Construction Noise 

Construction activities have the potential to temporarily displace any sensitive 
mammals or birds occurring in the canyon to the west, which may result in 
decreased reproductive success or increased mortality. Such indirect impacts to 
raptors or any federally or state listed species, such as the coastal California 
gnatcatcher would be considered significant Raptors have potential to nest in 
eucalyptus trees on site and in the adjacent habitat within the canyon to the west 
Although no gnatcatchers were detected on site, and the project area supports oniy a 
small area of coastal sage scmb, areas of sage scmb with potential to support 
gnatcatchers occur to the west of the site. 

Should construction occur during the gnatcatcher breeding season (March 1 through 
August 15) or during the raptor breeding season (generally February 1 through July 
31), any nesting gnatcatchers and/or raptors may be susceptible to disturbance from 
constmction, and any such activity within 500 feet of an active raptor nest would be 
considered potentially significant 

1 
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Night Lighting 

Night lighting may expose wildlife species to an unnatural light regime and alter 
their behavior patterns, and may result in a loss of species diversity. However, 
Mesa College Circle, which runs north of ths canyon, is lined with existing 
streetlights. Additionally, the proposed parking stmcture would only extend a small 
way beyond the existing lighted, developed areas. As a result, night lighting is not 
anticipated to cause a significant indirect impact Regardless, all propossd lighting 
should be directed away from the canyon and other preserved areas. 

Fugitive Dust 

Dust released through constmction activities, could disperse onto vegetation in 
proposed open space areas in close proximity to the constmction areas. Dust-
induced shading could reduce plant productivity. The resulting disturbance could 
displace native vegetation, reduce species diversity, increase susceptibility to fire, 
pave the way for non-native plant invasions, and adversely affect wildlife 

"dependent on native plant species. However, dust may be controlled through the 
implementation of measures that would be required as a condition of the grading 
permit, including application of water on unpaved, unvegetated surfaces during 
construction activities. 

Invasive Plant Species 

Non r.?.t\ve plants could colomzt ziitz di-jinrbzd by construction and couid 
potentially spread into adjacent native habitats, especially following a disturbance 
such as fire. Many of these non-native plants are highly invasive and can displace 
native vegetation reducing native species diversity, potentially increase 
flammability and fire frequency, change ground and surface water levels, and 
potentially adversely affect native wildlife that is dependent on the native plant 
species. However, habitat within the project site already contains a large proportion 
of invasive non-native plant species, so no increase is anticipated. Regardless, the 
exotic and invasive plants are a key concern because ths City's MHPA occurs both 
on and adjacent to the project site. 

Human and Pet Intrusion 

Human and pet intrusion into the surrounding natural areas can often occur 
following development This could significantly degrade sensitive habitats adjacent 
to a project site. Domestic cats in particular are adept predators of native birds and 
small mammals and can greatly reduce wildlife diversity if they are allowed to gain 
access and hunt in the adjacent habitat The proposed parking stmcture is not 
expected to facilitate access or intmsion by humans or nuisance animals to the 
MHPA.' 

Roadkill 

Roadidll impacts would be considered significant if they result in adverse effects to 
federally or state listed species. No listed species were detected during biological 
surveys of the site. Vehicular traffic along Mesa College Drive would not increase, 
and no new roads will be constmcted that will encroach on existing habitat areas 
following construction of the proposed parking stmcture, so no increase in roadkill 
is anticipated. 
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Mitigation for Direct Impacts 

Mitigation measures for direct impacts caused by the Mesa College Parkin^ 
Stmcture project would satisfy the requirements of the City's MSCP and Biology 
Guidelines (City 1997a and 2001, respectively). Mitigation ratios follow tfae City's 
Environmentally Sensitive Lands Regulations (ESL) categorized tier system for 
impacts to sensitive vegetation/habitat communities within the MSCP (City 1999). 
All direct impacts to sensitive habitats (Tiers I through HIB) would require 
mitigation (Table 3). Required mitigation calculations assume the proposed 
boundary adjustment is in place and that all impacts would occur outside the 
MHPA, and all mitigation would occur within the MHPA. Mitigation ratios follow: 

• Tier I: Southern foredunes, Torrey Pines forest, coastal bluff scmb, 
maritime succulent scrub, maritime chaparral, native grassland, and 
oak woodlands (mitigation ratios range from 1:1 to 3:1, depending 
on the location of mitigation, inside or outside the MHPA; NOTE: 
based on verbal communication with City staff, scmb oak chaparral 
is also considered Tier I habitat); 

• Tier II: Coastal sage scmb and coastal sage scrub/chaparral ecotone 
(1:1 to 1.5:1); 

• T i e r lUA: Mixed chaparral and chamise chaparral (0.5:1 to 1:1); 
• Tier IIIB: Non-native grassland (0.5:1 to 1.5:1); and 
" Tier IV: Disturbed, agriculture, and eucalyptus woodland (0:1). 

Tinlnnd l/po*tation (Communities 

The proposed project couid cause permanent, direct impacts to 0.78 0^4 & J £ acre 
of sensitive upland vegetation communities, including 0.07 6T©6 acre of Diegan 
coastal sage scmb, 0.53. QSZ 0.55 acre of southern mixed chaparral, and 0.76 &J-S 
acre of non-native grassland. Impacts to Diegan coastal sage scmb, which is a Tier 
II habitat, would be mitigated at a 1:1 ratio through preservation of 0.07 0.06 acre 
of coastal sage scmb (Table 3). Impacts to southern mixed chaparral and non-
native grassland, Tier IIIA and UIB communities, respectively, would be mitigated 
at a 0.5:1'ratio through preservation of 0.27 Q£4 GrsS acre of southsm mixed 
chaparral and 0.08 acre of non-native grassland. 

Mitigation may occur either through preservation of habitat off site at a City-
approved location within the MHPA or through contribution to the City's Habitat 
Acquisition Fund. For projects requiring less than five acres of mitigation, the City 
allows mitigation to occur through contribution to the fund at a rate of $25,000 per 
acre. Because the total.mitigation required for upland impacts is 0.42 QT4J- GT43 
acre, this would correspond to $10.500 £1^250 44^0Q. 
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Table 3 
MITIGATION FOR PROJECT IMPACTS 

TO UPLAND VEGETATION COMMUNITIES1 

VEGETATION 
COMMUNITY 

Diegan coastal sage scmb 
Southern mixed chaparral 
Non-native £rassland/ 

Eucalvptus woodland 
Non-native vegetation 
Dismrbed habitat 
Developed land 

TIER 

II 
IIIA 
IIIB 
IV 
rv 
IV 
IV 

TOTAL 

IMPACTS 

QiTZGrOS 
0.53QrS3-&i& 
z\L>ajs 
0.39 &44 ft^S 

032 £09 
012 045-

2..?0 3=£Za^9 
3.90 4 ^ 4 . 5 3 

MITIGA­
TION 

RATIO 
1:1 

0.5:1 
0.5:1 

~ 
— 
__ 
~ 

REQUIRED 
MILIGATION 

002 0 ^ 
0.27 0^4 ft5S 

0.08 
— 
— 
— 
— 

0.42 &4J- &4S 
'All areas are presented in acres, rounded to the nearest 0.01. 
2Mitigation ratios assume the MHPA boundary adjustment is in placs 
would occur within the MHPA. 

and ail mitigation 

Jurisdictional Areas 

FederaJ and state agencies typically require "no net loss" of wetlands, a criterion 
under which mitigation regimes wouid generally include a creation element at a 
minimum 1:1 ratio, often accompanied by a restoration element at a minimum 1:1 
ratio. Impacts to jurisdictional drainages (non-wetland Waters of the 
U.S/streambeds) are generally mitigated through creation at a 1:1 ratio. 

Impacts to Corpc and CDFG juricdictional areas total approximately 0.02 acre, 
including less than 0.01 acre of cismontane alkali march, 0.01 acre of disturbad 
wetland, and 0.01 acre of non wetland Waters of the U.S. Cismontane alkali marsh 
impacts would be mitigatad at a 3:1 ratio, those to disturbed wetland would bo 
mitigat&d at a 2:1 ratio, and those to non wetland Waters of the U.S. would bo 
mitigatod at' a 1:1 ratio. Thus, tho required mitigation for those impacts would bo 
0.01 acre of cismontane alkalf marsh, 0.02 acre of disturbed wetland, and 0.01 aero 
of jurisdictional drainage (Table 1). Due to the small impact area, all mitigation for 
jurisdictional areas would occur through creation at a location within the MHPA 
that is approved by the Corps, CDFG, and City. 

Due to the small size of the impact area, however, it is proposed that mitigation 
occur as restoration/enhancement on the Mesa Collegs property within a nearby, 
highly disturbed wetland drainage tbat feeds into Tecolote Creek (located within the 
MHPA) fFigure IO-). Proposed mitigation would occur at a 5:1 ratio for impacts to 
cismontane alkali marsh and disturbed wedand habitat and at a 4:1 ratio for impacts 
to Waters of the U.S./streambed. for a total of 0.10 acre of mitigation iTable 4 and 
Figure 11). This mitigation would improve the riparian wildlife habitat functions of 
the existing drainage and reduce a source of non-native seed into Tecolote Creek 
downstream. 
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Table 4 
MITIGATION FOR IMPACTS TO JURISDICTIONAL AREAS1 

VEGETATION 
COMMUNTTY 

Cismontane alkali 
marsh . 

Disturbed wetland 
Waters of the 
U.S./Streambeds 

TOTAL 

IMPACTS 

<0.0i 
ri20 sq m 

0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

MITIGATION 
RATIO* 

• 5:13*4-

5:10^1 
4:14^-

— 

PROPOSED REOUTRED 
MITIGATION 

. 0.01 
CeOQsq.feefl 

0.05 OOO 

0.04 004 

0.10 0*04 
lAll areas are presented in acres, rounded to tfae nearest 0.01. 

Restoration and enhancement activities on site would improve tfae wetland function 
and value of an unnamed tributary to Tecolote Creek, which feeds into Mission 
Bav. Restorationyenhancement involves removal of non-native invasive plant 
species, including giant reed (Arundo donax'). pampas grass (Cortaderia Jubata'). 
mvoporum (Mvoporum sp.). castor htzn-(Ricinus communis')^ -Canary Island date 
naim (Phnenir mrinriprisi?) ""d Mexican fw. galm CQ'ashinytnnia ^ohusta"'! 
followed bv establishment of native plant species associated with southern willow 
scmb. mule fat scrub, and cismontane alkali marsh habitats, as appropriate. Once 
established, many non-native species are capable of out-competing native plant 
species and can take over natural landscapes, displacing both native vegetation and 
ths wildlife that depends upon i t Many non-native plant species not only out-
compete the native species in an area but also pbvsicallv change the environment to 
allow furtfaer invasion. In some instances, soil nutrients are depleted, and large 
areas are overtaken with a monoculture of a single non-native species. Increased 
fire hazards and erosion are also possible consequences of non-native species 
infestation. In the restoration/enhancement areas, all non-native plant species are 
targeted for removal, excluding palm trees that are over 15 feet tall. Future 
maintenance will be required to prevent the re-establishment of these non-native 
plant species in the future. 

Details of the proposed restoration and enhancement activities are addressed in 
''Wetland Restoration Plan for the Mesa College Parking Stmcture" fdated February 
23. 2006) prepared bv HELIX Environmental Planning. Inc. 
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Mitigation for Indirect Impacts 

The. project is not anticipated to cause significant indirect impacts associated with 
drainage/water quality, constmction dust, invasive plant species, or human/animal 
intmsion. However, constmction noise has potential to impact native wildlife, 

.including raptors and the coastal Califomia gnatcatcher that are nesting in the 
project vicinity. Because of the high potential for nesting birds on site, all grading 
and clearing of vegetation should take place, outside the bird breeding season 
(Febmary 15 through August 31). 

Construction noise could impact any coastal Caiiforaia gnatcatchers nesting within 
the immediate vicinity of the project area. These effects would be considered 
significant if constmction noise displaces nesting gnatcatchers from their nests and 
prevents them from successfully breeding. 

Due to the proximity of ths project to Diegan coastal sage scmb, noise impacts 
related to construction will need to be avoided during the breeding season of the 
California gnatcatcher (between March 1 and August 15). If construction is 
proposed during the breeding season, a USFWS protocol survey will be required to 
determine the presence or absence ofthis species within areas experiencing noise in 
excess of 60 dB(A) hourly L^. If no gnatcatchers are identified in this area, no 
additional measures will be required. If it is determined that gnatcatchers are 

- present, construction operations shall'be suspended or measures to minimize noise 
imnacts, including te-mporary noist vvalls/borms. vvi" be reanirdd. If « survey is not 
conducted and constmction is proposed during the breeding season, presence would 
be assumed and a temporary wall/berm would be required. Noise levels from 
construction activities during the gnatcatcher breeding season should not exceed 60 
dB(A) hourly L^ at nest locations or the ambient noise level if noise levels already 
exceed 60 dB(A) hourly L^. 

The City requires that if construction is proposed to occur during the raptor 
breeding season (Febmary 1 through September 15), a pre-constmction survey must 
.be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine the presence or absence of 
nesting raptors. If no active nests are found, no additional measures will be 
required; however, no constmction may occur within 300 to 500 feet of any 
identified nests until all young have fledged. 

E. Noise 

1. Although additional traffic that would be generated by the proposal may result 
in an increase in ths existing ambient noise levels, the impact is not considered 
to be significant based on number of trips that would be generated 

2. The project would not generate noise that would result in the exposure of people 
to noise levels that exceed the City's adopted noise ordinance. (E-10) 

3. Montgomery Field, which is iocated approximately one mile northeast of the 
campus, is the closest airport However, the subject property is not within the 
Airport Influence Area of the Montgomery Field Comprohonrnvo ftirpnrt Land 
Use Compatibility Plan as amended October 2004. Mesa College is located in 
an area of less than 60 CNEL and is considered a compatible use. Therefore, tfae 
project would not expose people to current or future transportation noise levels 
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that exceed standards as established in the Transportation Element-of the 
Genera] Plan. (E-4 and E-9) 

F. Light. Glare and Shading 

1. The proposed project would not result in any substantial light or glare. (F-l and 
• F-2) 

2. Because the existing campus lies to the north, the proposed projsct would not 
result in any shading of other properties. (F-l and F-2) 

G. Land Use 

1. Mesa College and portions of the areas of expansion are located in the 
Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. The Community Plan Map (Figure 40, page 
133) designates the site as "School." The area of campus expansion intended to 
accommodate a parking garage, which is located on the southeastern edge of tfae 
campus, is located in both the Linda Vista and Clairemont Mesa community 
planning areas. (G-3 and G-4) 

The Progress Guide and General Plan Map, as revised in April, 1992, designates the 
existing Mesa College as "Colleges and Universities" and the area of expansion as 
"Residential Neighborhoods/ Communities of Primary ResidentiaJ use Containing 
Dwelling Units of Various'types^and'Attendant^ Detailed 

2. The proposed project is consistent with the following recommendations of the 
adopted Clairemont Mssa Community Plan: 

The Mesa Coiiege Master Plan should incorporate the following 
recommendations. 

As student enrollment increases, tfae Mesa College Master Plan should 
consider the development of parking strnctures in order to alleviate 
future on-street parking problems in adjacent neighborhoods. 

• Alternative forms of transponation to ths single occupant motor vehicle, 
sucfa as bicycling, car-pooling and transit, should be promoted by Mesa 
Collegs in order to reduce the student demand for off-campus parking 
simultaneously with posting limited parking restrictions on streets in the 
adjacent neighborhoods. 

3. A portion of the project site is located within the City of San Diego's Multi-
Habitat Planning Area (MHPA) as shown in Figure 4 of the City of San Diego 
MSCP Subarea Plan. The project is not in conflict with any other adopted 
environmental plans for the area. (G-9) 

4. The project, which straddles the boundary between Linda Vista to the south and 
Clairemont Mesa to the north, would not physically divide an established 
community. 

5. Montgomery Field, which is located approximately one mile northeast of the 
campus, is the closest airport However, the subject property is not within the 
Airport Influence Area of the Montgomery Field Comprofaoncivo .Airport Land 
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Use Compatibility Plan (GUJ2ALUCP) as amended October 4, 2004. The 
ALUCP does not identify any aircraft accident potential within the vicinity of 
the project site nor are there any land use/noise incompatibilities. (G-6) 

H. Natural Resources 

1. The soils classified as "CgC are considered unsuitable sources for gravel, sand, 
or decomposed granite. The soils classified as "TeF1 are considered suitable 
sources for gravel. The site is located in the MRZ-3 Area which is an area 
containing mineral deposits the significance of which cannot be evaluated from 
available data. The City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan, 
however, does not identify the project site as being in an area with sand and 
gravel resources. Therefore, the proposal would not result in the prevention of 
future extraction of.sand and gravel resources that are considered significant 
(H-l, H-2 and H-3) 

2. The site faas not been in the recent past nor is it currently being used for any 
agricultural use. The soils, which are classified as "CgC" and "TeF," are not 
considered suitable for agriculture. Therefore, the project would not result in 
the conversion of agricultural land to nonagricultural use or impairment of the 
agricultural productivity of agricultural land. (H-2) 

I. Recreational Resources 

Center is iocated south of the proposed parking garage. Recreational areas, 
however, would not be impacted by the 'project There are no other existing or 
proposed recreational facilities or resources either on site or within the immediate 
vicinity of the project that would be impacted by the proposal. (1-2 and 1-3) 

J. Population and Housing 

1." The proposed project wouid not induce growrth in the area, either directly or 
indirectly, through the extension of roads or other infrastmcture. 

2. There are no residential units on tfae project site. Tfaerefore, the project would 
not displace existing housing, necessitating the constmction of replacement 
housing elsewhere. 

3. The Clairemont Mesa Community Plan and Linda Vista Community Plan do not 
designate the site for residential use nor wouid the proposal alter the. planned 
location, distribution, density, or growtfa rate ofthe population ofthe area. (J-3) 

K. Transportation/Circulation 

Darnell & Associates prepared a traffic study (K-8) to determine if the Mesa 
Coiiege Facilities Master Plan, including the proposed parking garage, would result 
in the following: 

1. Traffic generation in excess of specific/community plan allocation? 

2, An increase in projected traffic whjch is substantial in relation to tfae capacity of 
the street system? 
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The traffic study addressed the short-term impacts that would occur during the 
construction of Phase 1 and the long-term impacts that would occur based on futurs 
enrollment at Mssa College and the Middle College High School. ] 

Short- term Construction Impacts 

The analysis of short-term constmction impacts during Phase I is based on the i 
construction and utilization of a new temporary east campus entry drive (Armstrong '•••'' 
ConnectofCoiirt Place eKtenaion) and the traffic associated with constmction 
workers and vehicles. 

Subsequent to the completion of tfae new temporary east campus entry drive • 
(Armstrong ConnectQ^Court Plaoo ojitongi&ft). interim westbound traffic into tfae 
college will be redirected north onto Armstrong Street and then west into the ! 
college at the new temporary entry drive. Approximately 860 vehicles are ' 
anticipated to make this maneuverduring the morning peak hour and 480 during the 
evening peak hour. " } 

The temporary short-term constmction traffic is expected to generate approximately 
1,200 daily trips, with 156 occurring in the morning peak and 98 during the evening -^ 
peak hour. j 

The.traffic study concludes that existing intersections would operate at acceptable 
. .levels, o f service tfaroughout the smdy^arcawiththe'temporaiyentiy" drive and the "\ 

temporary cnn^tmction traffic. Aithough the iempcrary construcLion would add 
traffic to tfep&e idLstreet segments fn the vicinity, foe iiqpapt wo,tilfl,beiiithp greatest 
on Annstrong Street between Armstrong P)ace and Mesa College Drive. (Aohford „ ; 

Stroot from Balboa Avonuo to Boaglo Stroot, Marloota Drivo from Gonoooo Avonuo 
to Choiiowood StroDt, and GcnoDoo Avonuo from Oolor Stroot to MarlostD Drivo), • 
Other than the .traffic control plan discussed .below, however, no mitigation is 
recommended because the impacts wouid be temporary. "] 

The traffic study rscommsnds that the temporary access with Annstrong Street and 
the college be controllsd with a stop sign for eastbound traffic. The stop control 
would allow through movement for north/south traffic and provide more free I 
movement of northbound left turns. The study aiso recommends a temporary ' 
northbound- left turn lane into the project The proposed recommendation would 
allow vehicles traveling westbound to northbound Annstrong Street to stack along 
Armstrong Street and Mesa College Drive without intermpting tfarougfa traffic 
movements. A traffic control plan with temporary alignment, turn lanes, and 
parking restrictions will be required by the City of San Diego. 

Following the realignment of Mesa CoUege Drive, the temporary access 
(Armstrong Connector Place extonoion) is proposed to be modified to accommodate 
bus only traffic, a right in/out only drive onto Armstrong Street To ensure these 
access restrictions, a "porkchop" is proposed to preclude northbound left turns from 
the drive and eastbound left rums into the drive. With the installation of tfae traffic 
control, access to parcels along Armstrong Street would not be affected. Similarly, 
the intersection at Armorrong Place could be maintained without restrictionE. \ 

Long-term Impacts 

Tfae long-term traffic impacts are based on future enrollment for both Mesa Coiiege 
and Middle College High School, which is to be operated by the San Diego City 
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Schools. The maximum enrollment for Mesa College will remain at 25,000 students 
even with the acquisition of Muir Altemative School and its conversion to the Mesa 
College Technology Center. The estimated enrollment for the proposed Middle 
Collegs High School is 400 students. Since Muir Alternative School has a current 
enrollment of 302 students, there will be a net increase of 98 students. . 

According to the traffic smdy, Mesa College will not increase future traffic volumes 
since the existing student enrollment of 25.000 will nnt be increased, asd Middle 
College High School would generate approximately 176 additional trips per day, 
with 35 occurring in the morning peak hour and 25 in the evening peak hour. 
Although Middle College High School is not part of the proposed Mesa College 
East Entry and Paridng Garage proiect the trips generated bv Middle College High 
School are included in the traffic studv to provide the cumulative impact 

Intersections 

Under existing conditions all smdy area intersections operate at aoooptablc Level of 
Service (LOS) B C or better with the exception of Mesa College Drive/I-8Q5 
southboundramp which operates at LOS D in the PM peak hour. In 2010 and 2030 
all study area intersections will continue to operate at LOS © C or better with or 
without the proposed project with the exception of Mesa College Drive/Linda Vista 
Road and Mesa College Drive/I-805 southbound ramp which will operate at LQS D 
in the PM peak hour. In 2030 all study area intersections will continue to operate at 

- LQSG-or better-with or'without the proposed'pfoiecTwith'the exception of Mesa 
Collftge- Drive/Linda Vista Road. Gene^sg Avenue/Linda Vi.-ta Rnari and Mesa 
College Drive/I-805 southbound ramp which will operate at LOS D in the PM peak 
hour. Tfaerefore, the project, including the proposed garage and realigned east entry, 
would not have a significant impact on study area intersections. See Table 5 for a 
summary of intersection level of service. . 

Roadwav Segments 

Under existing conditions the foilowing roadway segments demonstrate 
deficiencies: 

• Ashford Street from Balboa Avenue to Beagle Street (LOS E): 
• Marlesta Drive from Genesee Avenue to Chasewood Street fLOS F): 
• Genesee Avenue from Osier Street to Marlesta Drive CLOS Ft: 
• Mesa College Circle from Chasewood Street to Armstrong Street (LOS F). 

Mesa College Circle is an on-site -facility that is not intended to carry 
through traffic but to provide access to the campus and parking facilities. 

All other roadwav segments operate at LOS C or better with the exception of 
, Genesee Avenue between Linda Vista Road and SR-163. /Armstrong Street between 
- Stalmer Street and Armstrong Place, and Ashford Street between Beagle Street and 
Mesa College Drive which operate at LOS D: and ftrrnsfrong Street from ^talmer to 
Mesa College Drive which operates at LOS worse than C, 

In 2010 and 2030 &es& the deficient segments identified above will continue to 
operate at the same LOS D or F with.or without implementation of the Mesa 
College Facilities Master Plan and the Middle College High School. In addition; 
Linda Vista Road between Stalmer Street and Mesa College Drive will operate at 
LOS D and E in 2010 and 2030. respectively, with or without the projects. The 
projects (Mesa College and Middle Coiiege High School and including ths parking 
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garage), however, does not meet significance criteria and, therefore, no mitigatioh is 
recommended. 

Table 5 
INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE CLOS) SUMMARY 

AM PEAK HOUR 

Imsrsectinn 

GcneseeiTvlarl esta 
Chasewood/ EB 
Marlesta WB 

NB 
SB 

Aubumdale/ EB 
Marlesta WB 

NB 
SB 

Beasie/Ashford 
Mesa CoUepe/Armstrono 
Mesa College/Asfaford 
Mesa Colleffe/Linda 
Vista 
Mesa Coliepe/SR-163 

m Mesa Colieffe/I-805 SB 
"Mesa CbIIepe/I-R05 NB 
CrCncsp-fi/T ,;T,,-iH VictS 
Genesee/SR-163 SB 
Genesee/SR-ieSNB 

'i Existing 1 Year 
Without 

Construction 
• a 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 

A 
Q 
A 
Q 

a 
fi 
Q 

a 

Plus 
Construction 

E 
A 
A 
A 
A 

-A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
£ 
A 
£ 

fi 

fi 
£ 
L-
fi" 

Without 
Project 

fi 
A 
.A 
A 
fi 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
£ . 
A 
£ 

fi 

£._.. 
£ 
^ . i 

£ 1 
C 1 Q I C I 

203 0 
Plus 

MCHS 
fi 
A 
A 
A 
fi 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
£ 
A 
£ 

fi 

. - fi. • 
£ 
i _ 

£ 
£ t 

Yea: 
Without 
Proiect 

B 
A 
A 
A 
fi 
A 

A • ' 
A 
A 
A 
C 

• A 

£ 

fi 

_.B 
C 
<-
C 
£ 

2030 I 
PlUf! 

MCHS 
B 
A . 
A 
A 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
£ 
A 
£ 

. fi 

B 
C 
£ 
C 
£ 

PM PEAK HOUR 

Intersection 

Genesee/Marlesta 
Cnasewood/ pB 
Marlesta WB 

NB 
SB 

Aubumdale/ pB 
Marlesta WB 

NB 

Beasie/Ashford 
Mesa Coliege/Armstronp 
Mesa Colleffs/Ashford 
•MssaCoUepe/Linda 
Vista 
MBSaCoUepe/SR-163 
HS 
Mesa College/I-805 SB 
Mesa CoUcEe/1-805 KB 
Genesee/Linda Vista 1 
Genesee/SR-163 SB 1 
Genesee/SR-163 NB I 
WB=Westbmmd. NB=Norl 
ftiCflS* Middle rollesre t 

Easting 
Without 

Construction 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
fi 
A 
£ 

£ 

D 
C 
£ 
B 
£ 

Plus 
Construction 

B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
£ 
A 
£ 

£ 

n 

Year: 
Without 
Proiect 

£ 
• A 
A 
fi 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
£ 
A -
D 

£ 

D 
C J c 1 
£ 1 £ 1 
B ( B I 
£ 1 £ [ 

hbound. SB=Southbound. EB=Rastbounri 
ItfJi School 

1010 
Plug 

MCHS 
£ 
A 
A 
fi 
fi ' 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
£ 
A 
D. 

£ 

U 
C 
£ 
B 
C 

Year 
Without 
Proiect 

C 
A 
A 
fi 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
£ 
A 

u 
£ 

D 
£ 
D 
B 
C 

2030 I 
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MCHS 
£ 
A 
A 
fi 
fi 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
C 
A 
D 

£ 

n 
c. D 
B 
C 
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Duriqg the temporary construction period of approximately 13 months. Armstrnm> 
Street between Armstrong Place and Mesa College Drive will operate at worse than 
LOS C. Because of the temporary nature, however, nn mitigation is require^. 

In 2010 and 2030 all other roadwav segments will operate at acceptable LQS D or 
better. See Table 6 for roadway segment level of service summary. 

Table 6 
ROADWAY SEGMENT LEVEL OF SERVICE rLOS) SUMMARY 

Roadwav Segment 

Aubumdale: south of Balboa 
Aubumdale: Chase wood/Marl esta 

Beapie: Marlesta/Ashford " 
Ashford: Balboa/Beaele 
Ashford: Beaele/Mesa CoUege 
Marlesta: Cbasewood/Genesee 

Genesee: Balboa/Marl esta 
Genesee: Marlesta/Osler 
Genesee: Osier/Linda Vj,sta 
Genesee: Linda Vista/SR-]63 
! .imlrt Vista: Smimrr/Mesa Collepe 

Linda Vista: Mesa/Genesee 
I .inda Vista: south of Genesee 
Chasewood: south of Marlesta 

Mesa College Circle: 
Chas ewood/A rmstron E 
Mesa College D r Annstrona/Ashford 

Mesa College D r SR-163/1-805 

Maximum 
Capacitv 

8000 
8000 
8000 
8000 
8000 

8000 
40000 

Exisune 1 Ycar20in I Ycar2030 
Without-

Construc-
tioD 

fi 
B 

A 
B 

a 
£ 
£ 

10000 1 £ 
...,..-40000-1 £- '•— 
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Construc­
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fi 
fi 
A 
fi 

a 
£ 
C 

£ 
• — - £ - - — 

4O0OO I D n 

30000 
40000. 
40000 

2200 
10000 

40000 
4O0O0 

Armsirnnp: Stflimer/ArniKn-dno Place I 2200 1 
ArmsTrnnp: Armstrong Pi/Mesa Coll Dr 2200 1 

£ 
fi 
£ 
A 
&£ 
E 

B 
C 

<c 
<£ 

£ 
fi 
£ 

2 £ 

E 

fi 
£ 

<C 
£ 

Without 
Proiect 

£ 
£ 
£ 
fi 

a 
E 
C 

£ 
- £ - " 

Ty 

a 
fi 
D 

;>£ 
E 

fi • 

£ 
<C 
<C 

Plus 

MCHS 
£ 
E 
E 
E 

a 
£ 
£ 
£ 

- • - £ • • 

Without 
Proiect 

E 
E 
D 

E 
S 
£ 
£ 
£ 
£ 

Plus 
frroioot 
MCH.S 

E 
D 
D 
E 
D 

£ 
C 
F 

£ 
D ! D ! n ! 

Q 
fi 
D 

E 

B 

£ 
<£ 
^C 

E 
£ 
D 
A 

E 

C 

£ 
<£ 
£C 

E 
£ 
D 

• A 

F 

£ 
£ 

' <£ 
<C 

MCHS = Middle College High School <C = worse than C 

Parking 

Damell & Associates also prepared a preliminary parking analysis (included as 
Appendix E in the traffic study) to detennine if the Mesa College Facililies Master 
Plan would result in tfae following: 

3. An increased demand for off-site parking? 

4. Effects on existing parking? 

As background for off-site parking concerns, the City Council on Marcfa 25, 2003 
(reference City Manager's Report No. 03-032 issued March 19, 2003 and City 
Council Minutes for March 24, 2003 [Item-333]) created a Residential Permit 
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Parking Area in response to concerns that non-residents were parking on residential 
streets north of Mesa College. Tfae Residential Permit Parking Area included the 
following streets: 

a. 3400-block of Aldford Drive (between Aldford Place and Chasewood 
Drive); 

b. 6200-bIock of Aldford Place (between Rollsreadfa Drive and Aldford 
Drive); 

c. 3500-block and 3600-block of Aubumdals Street (between Marlesta 
Drive and Tfaornwood Street); 

d. 3500-bloc of Bacontree Placs (between beginning and Bacontree Way); 
e. 6900-block of Bacontree Way (between Aubumdale Street and end); 
f. 3400-block of Beagle Place (between Beagle Street and end); 
g. 6900-block and 7000-block of Beagle Street (between Marlesta Drive 

and Atoll Street); 
fa. 3500-block and 3600-block of Brooksfairs Street (belween beginning 

and Thornwood Street); 
i. 3400-block and 3550-block of Chasewood Drive (between Marlesta 

Drive and Auburndale Street); 
j . 6700-block, 6750-block, and 6800-block of Erith Street (between 

Chasewood Drive and end); 
• k. 3400-block, 3500-block, and 3600-block of Rreway Drive (entire 

street); 
- 1.—-7000-block of Hilton Place (between Marlesta Drive andend);"" ~' 

™ I A A f i U l ^ « l , ~ .£ 1 7 ~~4—— i ' i —* / T . _ J T-> , , . i ' r-i, . i _„»•>. . . 
m . . i ^ n J i - ' - u i W I - A . «JJ J ^ O L W M \_-i,iuiL ^UCLlVCCil 12£&!£.!£ i L T S e i U n C S H C ! . 

n. 6800-block of Lanewood Court (between Auburndale Street and end); 
o. 3200-block, 3500-block, and 3600-block of Marlesta Drive (between 

Genesee Avenue and end); 
p. 3300-block and 3400-block of Rollsreach Drivs (between beginning and 

Chasewood Drive); and 
q. 6400-block of Shirehall Drive (between beginning and Brookshire 

Street). 

The proposed parking structure to be located at the western terminus of Mesa 
College would provide approximately 1,000 additional parking spaces. The 
Preliminary Parking Analysis conducted by Darnell & Associates dated April 15, 
2005, detennined that the'additional parking spaces would provide over 30% more 
parking than cunently provided. Therefore, the project would actually result in a 
beneficial impact on parking both on-site and in the sunounding residential area (K-
8). 

As an incentive to use the parking structure, the District faas provided tfae following 
incentives: 

• At tfae beginning of each semester there will be a two-week grace period in 
which students can park on campus free of charge; and 

• All on site paridng will be free of charge after. 1:00 PM throughout the 
semester. Student permits are not required between 12 Noon and 6 PM. 

Although not an incentive provided by the District, the proposed expansion of the 
Residential Permit Parking area to the east include Apollo Street will likely result in 
more students parking on campus. 
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5. On January 19, 1999, City Council amended the Clairemont Mesa Community 
Plan, the Linda Vista Community Plan, and the Progress Guide and General 
Plan by deleting the proposed extension of Mesa College Drive between 
Genesee Avenue and Mesa College Circle. The resolution (Number R-291206) 
amending the plans also 'Requested further studies for a dedicated entrance lo 
Mesa College with the objective for better circulation and directs City staff to 
work with Mesa College and the community in that regard." Although not 
included in the motion, the action also effectively precluded the deveiopment of 
a Class II bikeway along the deleted extension. 

Two bus lines operated by the Metropolitan Transit System serve Mesa College. 
Route 41, which provides service between Fashion Valley Transit Center and 
UCSD, operates on Genesee Avenue west ofthe campus with a stop at Marlesta 
Drivs. Service at Marlesta Drive is available from 5:45 AM1 northbound (NB) 
and 6:15 .AM southbound (SB) until 11:00 PMNB and 10:35 PM SB. Service is 
available every 15-20 minutes until 10:45 AM, and every 30 minutes thereafter 
until 9:45 PM NB and 9:35 PM SB. The proposed project would not impact the 
existing bus service. 

Route 44, which provides service between Old Town Transit Center and 
Clairemont Town Square, operates on Armstrong Street immediately adjacent to 
the campus on the east with a stop north of Mssa College Drive at Armstrong 
Place. Service at Armstrong Street is available from approximately 6:00 AM 

- NB-and'5rl5AM-SB-until 11:05 PMNB and T 0:25'PM SBVService is available 
every 30 minutes until 10:05 PMNB and 9:25 PM S3. The pronose-d projecr 
wouid not impact the existing bus service. 

The San Diego Communitv College District in conjunction with MTS is 
proposing to re-direct the Route 44 bus onto the campus to better serve students 
and to minimize conflicts on Armstrong Street. In addition to providing bus 
shelters on campus, bus stops for the neighborhood would be retained on 
Armstrong Street north of Armstrong Place. 

Based on the above considerations, the proposed project would not have a 
substantial impact upon existing or planned transportation systems. (K-2) 

6. The proposed project would not alter present circulation movements nor have an 
• effect on existing public access to Kearny Mesa Community Park located south 

of Mesa College Campus. Nor would the project affect access to Tecolote 
Canyon Natural Park located west of Genesee Avenue. There are no nearby 
beaches, otfaer open space areas, or other parks that would be affected by the 
project (K-2 and K-7) 

7. The proposed project doss not propose anon-standard design feature that would 
resuit in an increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists or 

• pedestrians. 

8. As discussed above under G.2, the proposed project does not conflict with 
adopted policies, plans or programs supporting alternative transportation 
models. 

^All times are approximate and are extrapolated from schedules effective 01/30/05. 
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L- Public Services 

The proposed project is located in an urbanized area where all pubiic services are 
currently available. Also, ths proposal would not result in a need for new or altered 
governmental services including fire protection, police protection, schools, parks or 
other recreational facilities, maintenance of pubhc faciiitiss (including roads), or 
other governmental services. (L-2) 

M. Utilities 

The proposed project would not result in a need for new systems, o r require 
substantial alterations to existing utilities, including power, natural gas, 
communications systems, water, sewer, or storm water drainage. (M-l)Demolition 
of the existing Mesa College Drive and construction of the new Mesa College East 
Entry and Parking Garage would generate solid waste. Pursuant to ths California 
Code of Regulations, the District requires that a Construction and Demolition 
(C&D) Waste Management Plan be prepared by the contractor and submitted to ths 
District for review and approval. The plan must indicate how the contractor 
proposes to recover at least 75% ofthe C&D wastes for reuse and recycling. 

N. Energy 

Trellises, which will be located on the upper deck of the parking garage, will 
_ support-photQ-vQltaic-panels-to-provide-additional"siectricaj'energ\' for use in the 

noririTnp structure and rvth" buildings on csrnLJUS. 

The project must comply with California Government Code §15814.30 which 
requires that "all new pubiic buildings for which construction begins after January 
1, 1993, shall be models of energy efficiency and shall be designed, constructed, 
and equipped with all energy efficiency measures, materials, and devices that are 
feasible and cost-effective over the life of the building or the iifs of the energy 
efficiency measure, whichever is less." Therefore, the proposed project would not 
result in the uss of excessive amounts of fuel or energy. (N-l) 

O. Water Conservation 

The project must be designed to comply with State water conservation requirements 
which include low flush toilets, water efficient plumbing fixtures, and otfaer 
conservation measures and recommends use of landscaping with drought tolerant 
plants and installation of drip irrigation systems that minimize runoff and 
evaporation. The incorporation of these conservation measure will ensure that the 
project would not result in the use of excessive amounts of water. 

P. Neighborhood Character/Aesthetics 

1. Tecolote Canyon Natural Park, which is located west of the campus and tfae 
proposed parking garage, can be considered scenic. Although the proposed 
parking structure, to be constructed at the western terminus of Mesa College, 
would be located on the upper reach of a finger of Tecolote Canyon, there 
cunently is no view of Tecolote Canyon from Mesa Coiiege Drive. Views of 
Tecolote Canyon Natural Park will still be possible from the Mesa College 
Campus and from Kearny Mesa Park Therefore, the proposed project would not 
result in the obstruction of any vista or scenic view from a public viewing area. 

' (IM) . 
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2. The existing Mssa College Drive will be transformed into a parkway entrance 
into the campus. The new entry will include landscaping, including in ths 
median. A new portal will be created at Armstrong Street. Where possible the 
existing fence in front of the Child Development Center will be relocated 30 
feet from the curb to create a new non-contiguous walk and approximately IS 
feet of landscaping between the sidewalk and the relocated fence. 

Based on the above considerations, the design of the proposed project would not 
result in the creation of a negative aesthetic site or project (P-4) 

3. The proposed five level cast-in-place concrete parking garage f l will be 5 
stories and will be located at the western terminus of Mesa College Drive 
partially within the existing campus and partially within property to be acquired 
from the Citv of San Diego, ic located to the north and Keamy Mesa Park and 
Recreation Center is located to the south. The parking garage will be "nestled" 
into the existing topography of the adjacent canvon edge, thus minimizing its 
apparent height and size, and only four ctories will be above the street elsvation. 
The proposed garage will be setback 30 feet ffom ths curb, and the setback area 
wili be landscaped (including trees) to screen the garage. As viewed from Mesa 
College Drive, onlv two levels of covered parking plus the upper parking deck 
will be visible. Architectural treatment will enhance the Mesa College Drive all 
facade^. Openings will be treated, as architectural elements incorporating a 

- multi-colored "glazing system and landscape screens tb create an aesthetically 
rich facade with varying levels of complexity. The top of thr. gtmcture wil] also 
utilize trellises tu support photo-voltaic panels which will provide shade for 
parked vehicles and provide additional electrical energy for use in the parking 
structure and other buildings on campus. The trellises will also add an additional 
level of visual interest to what would otherwise be a basic upper level parking 
deck. A driveway will separate the garage from the park to the south, and 
landscaping (including trees) will be placed between the driveway and the 
garage to screen the garage from the park. 

Based on the above considerations, the design of the proposed project would not 
result iu project bulk, scale, materials, or style that would be incompatible with 
the surrounding area. (P-5) 

4. due to the already developed nature ofthe Mesa College campus, the proposed 
project (garage and east entrance) would not result in any substantial alteration 
to the existing character of the area except as noted above. (P-5) 

5. According to the biological technical study, 0.43 acre of eucalyptus woodland 
would be lost The proposal, however, would not result in the loss of any 
distinctive or landmark tree(s). (D-10 and P-5) 

6. The proposed parking garage will be tucked into the slopes to minimize 
topographic alternation. Therefore, the proposal would, result in a less than 
significant change in topography or ground surface relief features. (P-5) 

7. Other than the canyon head referenced above, there are no unique geologic or 
physical features that would be lost, covered, or modified by the project (P-5) 
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Q. Cultural Resources. 

Kyle Consulting conducted a Cultural Resource Survey for the Mesa College 
Facilities Master Plan including the proposed project CQ-6) Tfae smdy included^a 
literature review, record search, and field survey of ths project site. No cultural 
resources were identified within tfae study area by the literature review and record 

' search, and no prefaistoric. rssourcss were identified during the field survey. 
Therefore, no additional cultural resource work is recommended for the proposed 
project 

Based on the results of the cultural resource survey it can be dstermined that the 
project would not result in any of the following: 

1. The alteration of or the destruction of a prefaistoric or historic archaeological 
site; 

2. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building, 
structure, object, or site; 

3. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to an architecturally significant building, 
structure, or object; nor 

4. Any impact to existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impact area. 

R. Paleontological Resources 

-The-pr<)jectsil£-is-underlain-bythe~Lindavisla'Formation'tQlnOr'TMs" formationTs 
assigned a modernts paleontological resource seiisitiviiy. The cousLrucdon of the 
parking garage will require excavation of 1,518 cubic yards at a maximum depth of 
fifteen (15) feet Since less than 2,000 cubic yards would be excavated, a 
paleontological monitoring program will not be required. (R-l, R-2 and R-3) 

S. Human Health/Public Safety 

Ninyo & Moore prepared a Hazardous Materials Technical Study (HMTS) for the 
Mesa College Facilities Master Plan including the proposed project (S-6) The 
scope of work included the following: 

1. Reviewed readily available maps, photographs, plans, reports and other 
environmental documents pertaining to die site. 

2. Performed a limited site reconnaissance to visually identify areas of possibly 
contaminated surficial soil or surface water, improperly stored hazardous 
materials, possible sourcss of polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and possible 
risks of contamination from activities at the site and adjacent properties. 

3. Reviewed avaiiabie regulatory agency databases for the site and for properties 
located witfain a 1.000-foot radius of the site. The purpose of tfais review was to 
evaluate the possible environmental impact to the site. Databases identified 
locations of known hazardous waste sites, landfills, and leaking underground 
storage tanks, permitted facilities tfaat utilize underground storage tanks, and 
facilities that use, store or dispose of hazardous materials. 

4. Reviewed readily avaiiabie local regulatory agency files for properties of 
potential environmental concern located within the study area (i.e., site and 
properties within a 1.000- foot radius of the site). Requests were made to the 
San Diego County Department of Environmental Health (DEH). 
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5. Reviewed readily available historical aerial photographs of the study area. 

6. Prepared a HMTS report documenting findings and providing opinions and 
recommendations regarding possible environmental impacts at the site. 

The report (dated November 15, 2004) addressed the following relevant issues as 
stated in the State CEQA Guidelines Checklist: 

1. Would the projsct create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

Based on Ninyo & Moore's review of the project, it is their opinion that the 
proposed activities would not involve ths routins transport, uss, or disposal of 
hazardous materials 

2. Would tfae project create a significant faazard to the public or the environment 
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into tfae environment? 

Based on Ninyo & Moore's review of tfas projsct, it is'their opinion that the 
propossd activities would not create a significant hazard to tfae public or the 
environment tfarougfa reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions 
involving the release of hazardous materialsTrito the environment 

j . w Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing 
or proposed school? • 

Muir Altemative School and Keamy High School are located within one-quarter 
mile of the campus. Muir Altemative "School, which currently provides special 
education for the San Diego Unified School District, is located between Mesa 
College Drive and Armstrong Street The San Diego Community CoUege 
District, however, proposes to purchase the site, demolish three buildings, and 
conven tfae remaining facilities to a Mesa College Tecfanoiogy Center. Keamy 
High School is located south of Mesa College Drive and west of Linda Vista 
Road. 

Based on Ninyo & Moore's review of the project, it is their opinion that the 
proposed activities would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste tfaat would impact nearby 
schools. 

4. Would the project 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 the environment? 

Based on Ninyo & Moore's review of the environmental database report, the 
proposed project is not located in area that is listed on the Resource 
Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA) Generator, County Department of 
Environmental Health (DEH) Permits, the Underground Storage 
Tack/Aboveground Storage Tank (UST/AST), and the Leaking Underground 
Storage Tank (LUST) databases. 
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T. . Mandatory Findings of Signifiranrp 

1. The project would not reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a 
fish or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the ran<*e 
of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or prehistory. 

2. The project would not achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, 
environmental goals. 

3. No impacts have been identified which are individually limited, but 
cumulativeiy considerable. 

4. Redevelopment of the site would not have environmental effects that would 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

~~i 

: 1 

V. RECOMMENDATION: 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

The proposed project would not have a significanl effect on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATIGN-should-be prepared- -

there will not be a sigmficant effect in this case because the mitigation measures 
described or referenced in Section IV above have been added to the project. A 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION should bs prepared. 
The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT should bs required. 

CONTACT: Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor 

Attachments: A. Initial Study Checklist 
B. Initial Study Checklist References 
C. Parking Alternatives Study 
D. MHPA Boundary Adjustment Alternative on Mesa College Campus 
E. Comparison of Vegetation and Sensitive Resources Impacts 

Mesa CoUege East Entry and Parking Garage IS-52 Initial Study 



000283 
ATT/ ::T 

Attachment A 

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

This checklist is designed to identify tfae potential for significant environmental impacts that could be 
associated with the proposed project. These determinations are explained in Section IV of the Initial 
Study.. 

PoicntialJy 
Sigmficant 

Imcact 

Less Than 
Significanl 

widi 
Mitigation • 

Ineorooraicd 

Less Than 
Significanl 

Imnact 
N o 

Impact 

A. GEOLOGY/SOILS. Would the proposal result in: 

1. Exposure of people or property to geologic 
hazards such as earthquakes, landslides, 
mudslides, ground failure, or similar hazards? 

2. A substantial increase in wind or water erosion of 
soils, either on or off the site? 

1. Conflict with or obstruct implsmentation of the 
applicable air quality plan? 

2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or project air quality 
violation? 

3. Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations? 

4. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

5. Exceed 100 pounds per day of Particulate Matter 
10 (dust)? 

6. Alter air movement in tfae area of .the project? 

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

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

D 

• . a 

a D 

[SJ 

IE! 

a 

a 

a 
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C. HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY. Would the 
proposal resuit in: 

1. An increase in pollutant discharges, including 
downstream sedimentation, to receiving waters 
during oi following construction? Consider water 
quality parameters such as temperature-dissolved 

• oxygen, turbidity and other typical storm water 
pollutants? 

2. An tncrease in impervious surfaces and associated 
increased runoff? 

3. Substantial alteration to on- and off-site drainage _ 
patterns due to changes in runoff flow rates or 
volumes?' 

4. Discharge of identified pollutants to an already 
impaired water body (as listed on the Clean Water 
Act Section 303(d) list)? • 

5. A potentially significant adverse impact on ground 
water? 

PoteniiaJiy 
Significanl 

Imoact 

Less Than 
Significant 

widi 
Mitigaiion 

In co TDO rated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Imnact 
No 

Imnact 

• 

a 

d 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

6. Cause or contribute to an exceedance of appiicabie 
surface or groundwater receiving water quality • • 
objectives or degradation of faensficial uses? 

7. Cause or contribute to an exceedance of applicable 
surface or groundwater receiving water quality • • 
objectives or degradation of beneficial uses? 

D. BIOLOGY. Wouid the proposal result in: 

1. A reductionin the number of any unique, rare, 
• endangered, sensitive, or fully protected f l • ^ 

species of plants or animals? 

2. A substantiaJ change in the diversity of any 
speciss of animals or plants? O ' CH 

3. Introduction of invasive species of plants into • • 
the area? 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

• 

• 

a 

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

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

6. An impact on City, State, or federally regulated 
wetlands (including, but not limited to, coastal 
saltmarsh, vernal pool, lagoon, coastal, etc.) • 
through direct removal, filling hydrological 

' interruption or otfaer means? 

7. Conflict with the provision ofthe City's Multiple 
Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan or 
other approved local, regional or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

E. NOISE. Would tfae proposal result in: 

1. A significant increase in the existing ambient 
noise levels? 

2. Exposure of people to noise levsls which 
exceed the local agency's adopted noise 
ordinance? 

Less Tnan 
Significant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significanl Mitigation Significanl 

Imnact incorporated imoact 
No ' 

ImDacI 

D D a si 

a a 

• a 

LJ 1̂ 1 

D 

a 

a 

a • ia 

3. Exposure of people to cmrent or future 
transportation noise levels which exceed 
standards as established in the Transportation • 
Hement of the local agency's General Plan or an 
adopted Airport ComprcbeHGive Land Use 
Coiripatibilitv Plan? 

LIGHT. GLARE AND SHADING. Would tfae 
proposal result in: 

1. Substantial light or glare? • 

2. Substandal shading of other properties? • 

a 

a 
a a IS! 
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G. LAND USE. Would the proposal result in: 

PoteniiaJiy 
Significant 

Imnact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigaiion 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Imnact 
No 

Irrroact 

1. 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? 

2. A conflict with the goals, objectives and 
recommendations of the comnmnity plan in • 
which it is located? 

• • 

• • 

3. A conflict with adopted environmental plans, 
including appiicabie habitat conservation plans, CD iZ] CD 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
an environmenta] effect for the area? 

4. Physically divide an established community? CD CD CD 

5. Land uses which are not compatible with 
aircraft accident potential as defined by an CD CD CD 
adopted Airport Comprohcnsivc Land Use 
Comnatifailitv Plan? 

H. NATURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal 
result in: 

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

• • • 

2. The conversion of agricultural land to 
nonagricultural use or impairment of the I 1 
agricultural productivity of agricultural land? 

RECREATIONAL RESOURCES. Would the 
proposal result: 

1. An increase in the use of existing neighborhood, 
community and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical CD 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated? 

• • 

• • 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Imnact 

Less Than 
Significant 

wilh 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Imnacl 
No 

I m e act 

2. The inclusion of recreational facilities or require 
the construction or expansion of recreational I I 
facilities which might have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment? 

J. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the 
proposal: 

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

2. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 
necessitating-the construction of replacement CD 
housing elsewhere? " 

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

KL TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Would 
the proposal result in: 

1. Traffic generation in excess of specific/ I j 
community plan allocation? 

2. An increase in projected'traffic which is 
substantial in relation to the capacity of the 
street system? 

3. An increased demand for off-site parking? 

4. Effects on existing parking? 

5. Substantial impact upon existing or planned 
transportation systems? 

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

• 

• 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a EI 

.a ISI 

a 

a 

[SI 

isi 

a 

a 
a 
a 

.a 

D 

a 
a 

IS) 

a 
a 
IS-

i i 

IXI 

IXI 

i i 

a \E1 
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7. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, 
bicyclists or pedestrians due to aproposed, non­
standard design feature (e.g., poor sight distance 
or driveway onto an access-restricted roadway)? 

8. A conflict with adopted policies, plans or 
programs supporting alternative transportation' 
models (e.g., bus tumours, bicycle racks)? 

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

1. . Firs protection? 

Potentially 
Significaot 

Impaci 

Less Than 
Significant 

wilh 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Imnacl 
No 

Imnact 

D 

D 

• 

a 

a 

a 

a a a 

2. Police protection? 

3. Schools? 

4. Parks or other recreational facilities? 

5. Maintenance of pubiic facilities, including 
•roads? 

6. Other governmental services? 

M. UnLITIES. Would tfae proposal result in a need 
for new systems, or require substantial alterations 
to existing utilities, including: 

1. Electricity? • 

2. Natural gas? 

3.' Communications systems? 

4. Water? 

5. Sewer? -

6. Storm water drainage? 

7. Solid waste disposal? 

• 
D 

• • 

• 

D 

• 
• 
• 

ra 

• D 

D 

• 
• 
D 

D 

D 

D 

n 
D 

• 
a 
a 
a 
a 

n 
a 
a 
• 

a 

a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
D 

a 
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N. ENERGY. Would the proposal result in; 

1. The use of excessive amounts of fuel or energy CD 
.(e.g. natural gas)? 

2. The use of excessive amounts of power? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

• 

• 

Less Tii an 
Significant 

widi 
Mitigation 

Incoroorated 

• 

a 

Less Than 
Significanl 

Impact 

IS 

IS 

No 
Impact 

• 

a 

O. WATER CONSERVATION. Would the proposal 
result in: 

1. Use of excessive amounts of water? 

2. Landscaping wfaicfa is predominantly 
non-drought resistant vegetation? 

P. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER/ 
AESTHETICS. Would the proposal result in: 

1. The obstruction of any vista or scenic view 
from a pubiic viewing area? 

a • 

a a 

a a a is 

2 The creation of a negative aesthetic site or 
project? 

3. Project bulk, scale, materials, or style which 
would be incompatible with surrounding 
development? 

4. Substantial alteration to tfas Existing character 
of tfae area? 

5. The loss of any distinctive or landmark 
tree(s), or a stand of mature trees? 

6. Substantial change in topography or ground 
surface relief features? 

7. The loss, covering or modification of any 
unique geologic or physical features such as a 
natural canyon, sandstone bluff, rock outcrop, 
or hillside with a slope in excess of 25 percent? 

• • 

• 

• • 

• 

• 

a 

a 

a 

D 

a a 

a 

a 
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Q. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal 
result in: 

1. Alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric 
or historic archaeolosical site? 

to a 2. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a 
prehistoric or historic building, stmcture, 
object, or site? 

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

4. Any impact to existing religious or sacred uses 
within the potential impact area? 

5. The disturbance of any human remains, including 
those interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

R. PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would 
the proposal impact a unique paleontological resource 
or.site or unique geologic feature? 

S. HUMAN HEALTH/PUBLIC 
SAFETY/HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would 
the proposal: 

1. Create any health hazard (excluding 
mental health)? 

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

3. 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)? 

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

Potcniiaily 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigaiion 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

impaci 
No 

I mo act 

• 

• 

• 

• 

D 

D 

• 

• 

D 

• 

• 

D 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

isr 
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5. Be locaied on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials site compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, create a significant hazard to the public or 
environment? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impaci 

Less Than 
Significanl 

with 
Mitigaiion 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Imnacl 
No 

impact 

• • • 

6. 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? 

• D • 

T. MANDATORY FINDINGS QF 
SIGNIFICANCE. 

1. 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 
oelcw GSji. suSkuining icvcis, uireaten io 
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce 
tfae number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 
important examples ofthe major periods of 
Caiiforaia faistory or prehistory? 

2. Does the project have the potential to achieve 
short-term, to tfae disadvantags of long-term, 
environmental goals? (A sfaort-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.) 

• D a 

a a a 

3. Does the project have impacts which are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? (A project may impact on two or 
more separate resources where the impaci on 
each resource is relatively small, but where the 
effect of the total of those impacts on the 
environment is significant.) 

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

• 

• 

• 

a 

a 

• 
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Attachment B 

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 
REFERENCES 

A. Geology/Soils 

X A-1 City of San Diego. Updated 1995. Seismic Safety Studv. August 21. Map 26. 

X A-2 U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1973. Soil Survey. San Diego Area. Califomia 
Parts I and II. Dscsmber. Part II, 1975. Sheet 53. 

A-3 U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1975. Soil Survey rSoil Interpretation Manual). 
Part - III. June. 

X A-4 Site Specific Report: Ninyo & Moore. 2004. Limited Gp.ntf-chnical Evaluation. 
Mesa College Master Plan. November 30. 

g_ Air- /"Wi.qTJt" 

B-l Califomia Clean Air Act Guidelines (Indirect Source Control Programs), 1990. 

X B-2 Air Pollution Control District 1992. Regional Air Quality Strategy (RAQS). 
June 30. 

X B-3 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Sourcepoint 1999. 2020 
Regionwide Forecast February. 

B-4 Site Specific Report 

C. Hydrology/Water Quality 

X C-1 National Flood Insurance Program. 1997. Hood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). 
June 19. Map No. 06073C1616. 

C-2 Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). 1989. National Rood 
Insurance Program - Rood Boundary and Floodway Map. September 29. 

X C-3 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 2002. Clean Water Act Section 3030?) 
list. 

X C-4 Site Specific Report: Latitude 33 Planning and Engineering. 2006. Water Oualirv 
Tschnical Report for Mesa Collsge East Entry Realignment February. 

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage B-l Initial Study Checklist - References 
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0 . Biology 

X D-l City of San Diego. 1997. Multiple Species Conservation Program fMSCP\ 
Subarea Plan. March. 

D-2 City of San Diego. 1996. MSCP. "Vegetation Communities with Sensitive 

Species and Vernal Pools" maps. 

X D-3 City of San Diego. 1997. MSCP. "Multiple Habitat Planning Area" maps. 

D-4 Community Plan-Resource Element: 

D-5 State of Califomia Department of Fish and Game, California Natural Diversity 
Databass, 2001 .State and Federally-listed Endangered. Threatened, and Rare j 
Plants of California. January. 

D-6 State of California Department of Fish and Game, Califomia Natural Diversity ~l 
', Database, 2001.State and Federally-listed.Endangered and Threatened Animals of • 

California. January. J 
..— . _^ 

D-7 Cods d jTCiaertLi ivCguuations, iitic ^u, ra i t lu. j^ist of jviigj'atoi'y Sirus. 

D-8 Code of Federal Regulations, Title 50, Part 17. 1989. Endangered and Threatened ~~ 
Wildlife and Plants. January 1. 

D-9 City of San Diego. 2002. Land Development Code Biology Guidelines. July. ] 

X D-iO Site Specific Report: HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 2006. Mesa College 
Biological Technical Report August 30 May 1. 

X • D- l l Site Specific Report HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 2006. Wetland 
Restoration Plan for the Mesa College Parkinp Structure. February 23. 

E. Noise 

X E-l City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Communitv Plan. January 
19. 

E-2 San Diego Unified Port District 1999. San Diego International Aimort -
-Field 1999 Annual Noise Contours, in Decibels, of Aircraft CommunitvNoise 
Equivalent Level (CNEL1. January 1. 1999 through December 31. 1999 
(Drawing No. 1760, Rev. 18). March 22. 

E-3 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1982. Brown Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. 

Mesa CoUege East Entry and Parking Garage B-2 Initial Study CheckUst - References 
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X E-4 Son DiDno Aiopooiarion of Govommontt r.SANDAG1SDCRAA/(Airport Land Use 
Commission). 19962004- Montgomery Field ComprcfaGnnivo Airp01^ Land Use 
Compatibility Plan. October. 

E-5 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1992. Comprehensive Land Use'Plan NAS Miramar. September. 

E-6 ' San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego 
Metropolitan Area 2001 Traffic Row Map (Average Weekday Traffic Volumes 
tfarougfa 2000). 

E-7 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG. 2001. San Diego Region 
Weekday Traffic Volumes. 1997-2001. 

• E-8 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
• Commission). 1994. Lindbergfa Reld Comprehensive Land Use Plan. April. 

X E-9 City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department. 
June. _ __ 

X E-10 '^itv of Sa" Dis^c S^n Die"o Municipal Code Chapter 5. Article 9.5: Noise 
Abatement and Control (S59.5.0101 etssq)^ 

E-l 1 Site Specific Report: 

F. Light, Glare and Shading 

X F-l Site visit: Multiple dates. 

X F-2 Otfaer: Project plans. 

F-3 Site Specific Report: 

G. Land Use 

G-l City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and Gsneral Plan. Planning Department. 
June. 

X G-2 City of San Diego. 1992. Progress Guide and General Plan Map. Planning 
Department April. 

X G-3 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Communitv Plan. January 
19. 

X G^- City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Community Plan. January 19. 

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage B-3 Initial Study Checklist - References 
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G-5 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airpoit Land Use 
Commission). 1982. Brown Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. 

X G-6 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1996. Montgomery Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. October. 

G-7 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1992. Comprehensive Land Use Plan NAS Miramar. September 

G-S San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Uss 
Commission). 1994. Lindbergh Reld Comprehensive Land Use Plan. April. 

X G-9 City of San Diego. 1997. Multiple Species Conservation Program fMSCPI. 
Subarea Plan. March. 

G-10 FAA. 

G-ll Other: Site visits. 

X H-l City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department 
June. 

X H-2 U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1973. Soil Survey. San Disgo Area. Califomia 
Parts I and II. December. Sheet 20. 

X H-3 State of CaJifomia, Department of Conservation, Division of Mines &. Geology. 
1983, Mineral Land Classification: Aggregate Materials in the Western San 
Diego Countv Production Consumption Region: Special Report 153. Plats 20 (La 
Jolla Quadrangls), 

I. Recreational Resources 

1-1 City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department 
June. • 

X 1-2 City' of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January 
19. 

X 1-3 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Communitv Plan. January 19. 

1-4 City of San Diego Department of Park and Recreation. 

1-5 City of San Diego. San Diego Regional Bicycling Map. 

Mesa CoUege East Entry and Parking Garage B-4 Initial Study Checklist • References 
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1-6 Additional Resources; 

J. Population and Housing 

J-l City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Depanment. 
June. 

J-2 City of San Diego. 2000. Draft Progress Guide and General Plan Housing 
Element FY 1999 - FY 2004. Planning and Development Review Department 
August. 

X J-3 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Communitv Plan. January 
19. 

1-4 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Sourcepoint 1999. 2020 
Regionwide Forecast Febmary. 

K. Transportation/Circulation 

T/" i I ^ L ^ . - r n r>..! t i-iorv r \ , _ / - < . , ; j - a t - * . , . . , „ i T-IT . . ™ . . , , . ! „ _ *-•. , . .- *. 
j .v-i \_ii_y ui Oim i- ' ic^u. L ioy . r j u ^ c s h u m u c iniu •jeiiKtut r t nu . r i a j u u u g j -zcumuiic i iu 

June. 

X K-2 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January 
19. 

X K-3 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego 
Metropolitan Area 2001 Traffic Row Map (Average Weekday Traffic Volumes 
tfarougfa 2000). 

K-4 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego Region 
Average Weekday Traffic Volumes. 1997 - 2001. 

K-5 City of San Diego. Revised 2003. Trip Generation Manual. May; 

K-6 City of San Diego. 1998. Traffic Impact Studv Manual. July. 

X K-7 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Community Plan. January 19. 

X K-8 Site Specific Report: Darnell & Associates, Inc. 2006. Traffic Studv for San 
Diego Mesa College Rodcvclopment Facilities Master Plan. March 7 1^5422-

L. Pubiic Services 

L-l City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department. 
June. 

Mzsa CoUege East Entry and Paridng Garage B-5 initial Study Checklist - References 
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X L-2 City of San Diego. Amended 1999.- Clairemont Mesa Communitv Plan. January 1 
19. 

L-3 Other: 

M. Utilities 

X M-I City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Communitv Plan. January 
19. 

M-2 Other: 

N. Energy 

X N-l State of California. Government Code S15S14.30. 

O. Water Conservation 

_. O-l City of San Diego. 1989. Landscape Technical Manual. Planning Department 

0-2 Other: 

P. Neighborhood Character/Aesthetics 

P-1 City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department 
June. 

X P-2 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January 
19. 

X P-3 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Community Plan. January 19. 

P-4 Local Coastal Plan: 

X P-5 Other; Sits Visits 

Q. Cultural Resources 

Q-l City of San Disgo. 1997. Historical Resources Guidelines. 

Q-2 City of San Diego Arcfaaeology Library. 

Q-3 City of San Diego. Historical Site Board List 

Q-4 City of San Diego. 1993. Uptown Cultural Resource Inventory Volumes I-DX 

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage B-6 Initial Study Checkhst • References 
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Q-5 Community Historical Survey: 

X Q-6 Site Specific Report: Kyle Consulting. 2005. Cultural Resource Survey for ths 
Mesa College Facilities Master Plan. March. 

R. Paleontological Resources 

X R-l City of San Disgo. 1999. Paleontoiogica] Guidslines. 

X R-2 Demsre, Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh. 1993. Paleontological Resources 

Countv of San Diego. Department of Paleontology, San Diego Natural History 
Museum. 

X R-3 Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Peterson. 1975. Geology of the San Diego 
Metropolitan Area. Califomia. DelMar. La Jolla. Point Loma. La Mesa. Poway. 
and SW 1/4 Escondido 7 1/2 Minute Quadrangles. California Division of Mines 
and Geology Bulietin 200. Plate 2A (La Jolla Ouadrangiel. 

R-4 Kennedy, Michael P. and Siang S. Tan. 1977. Geology of National Citv. Imperial 
Beach and Otav Mesa Quadrangles. Southern San Diego Metropolitan Area. 
California. Map Sheet 29. 

R-5 Site Specific Report: 

S. Human Health/Public Safety/Hazardous Materials 

S-l County of San Diego Department of Environmental Health. 2003. Environmental 

Assessment Listing. May. 

S-2 County of San Diego Hazardous Materials Management Division. 

S-3 FAA Determination. 

5^4 Stats Assessment and Mitigation, Unauthorized Release Listing, Pubiic Uss 
Authorized, 1995. 

S-5 State of Califomia, Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics. 2002. 
Airport Land Use Planning Handbook. January. 

X S-6 Site Specific Report: Ninyo & Moore. 2005. Hazardous Materials Technical 
Studv. Mesa College Master Plan. April 18. 

Mesa College East Entryand Parking Garage B-7 Initial Study Checklist • References 
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Mosa Col lego Park ing St ructure Scl iemat lc P lann ing 

ArcWtecls J Delawle Wilkes Rodilguos Barker 
ProjectNo. 01141 
11,07.2002 
Page 1 of 1 

Advan laqes •- Pa ih lnq Structure t o c a t l o n " A " 
QanaiaaAvanun 

• Main access lo parkinp strudure Is off of Genesee 
Avenue, wtilc.li helps reduCB veliicular load Inlo exIsUtig 
campus parking areas. 

• Local ion Is nol a desirable Btta lot luluia buildings fo i 
campus uses. 

• LocBlltm tlaes not displace any exlslliig paiWng or 
campus uses while under conslmclion. 

• Has minimal visual Impact on surrounding residenlial 
neighborhoods. 

• Provides a patklng urea that Is on the opposite end o l 
campus Irom lha esslern remote surface lols. 

p lsadvantagas - Perk ing Structura Locat ion " A " 
QenftBBQ Avonuft 

• * l - 80' grade dll lerenca belween lower level of parking 
slruclure and perimeler campus roadway. This would 
requhe a speed tamp appendage to gel vehicles up to 
campus roadway as well as a slalr end elevator tower lo 
get people up to campus roadway level. The Campos 
roadway at this location Is ellll +/- 40 ' tower lhan Ihe main 
campus building elevallons. 

• Building In Ihe canyon aiea would more than likely require 
a lull E.I.R. and processing and approval time would 
probably delay complellon of construcllon beyond whal ts 

. deslted by SDCCD and Mesa College. 
• Cosl of construcllon would be considerably higher than a 

more ImdWanally Ital sl le. 
• A Irefflc signal would more tl ian likely be requited, which 

would Inciease (Im cosl of Ihls slla by */- 5125,000, 
• Dlfllcull slle for conslruclion sieging ataas. 

Advaplaqes - Par k in Q S t ruc lme t-otatlgin " B " 
Norlh PHiklno Lot 

• Location Is not a desitabie sits (or lulure buildings for 
campus uses, 

• Localion allows (or lop level of BloiclLire lo be close lo 
campus elevallon lof convenient pedestdan bridge 
access to campus. 

• Sliuclure would be In ihe most populuv parking tocatlon, 
so students would have minimal Edjuiilment when using 
this new parking siiuctute. 

• Traditional parking elructura design thnl could be precast 
elemenls Ihal would be most coel i t lecl lve and lime 
edeclive lo construct, 

• Slruclure Is easily expendable 11 a second stmcture 
should need lo be added in the fultira. 

Disadvantages - Parking S l ruc lure Loct i l ion " B " 
HOTIII PmWriH Lrt ' 

• Have to ovei-bulld by +f- 200 splices to accommodale 
displacement of sorfaco patklng. ' 

• Inneasee Iralllc load In main paiking Btea, which Is nol 
desired. j 

• Displaces parking while under con sinter! on. 
• Polenlially visually obtrusive Io refldenHal neighborhood 

lo the norlh. 
• Resltlcled to long linear shape due In exlsllng ulliilles/ 

InfraBlruclute running Ihrough slle. Infra situ clute could be " 
re-muted, bul I Ms would considerably Increase (tie 
conslruclion cosl. 

Advantages - Patk lng Structure Locat ion " C " 
Football Field S Track 

• Location does nol displace any existing parking while 
under conslmclion. 

• Provides one largo single level ol parking lhat is more 
desirable lo usets. 

• Visually Ihls design and locallon is unoblrusiva since il Is 
locaied below playing fields. 

• Provides for convenlenl paiking location lot bolh campus 
buHdings end playing Held access. 

• Access to parking Is not pulled all Ihe way Into lha noith 
surtaca lot. 

D l sadvan ta i i es -P i i r k l pg Stmcture Loca l lon " C " 
FoDlboll FWd A I rw* 

• Cosl of construcllon would be consldeiably higher lhan a 
mora Iradilional stmcture due to lite loads ol Ihe playing 
fields located dlieclly over Ihe parking. 

• Drainage form lha playing fields above is more complex 
and expensive, lo conslrucl. 

• Playing fields would nol be usable during conslmclion. 
• The existing (rack, grandsland and support slruclutes 

would have to be demolished and ie placed adding lo (tie 
cost of cons true Hon. 

• The grade level of tho parking area is weil below Iho main 
campus elevalion creaflng Inconvenient access from 
parking lo campus buildings. 

• The only reasonable access point Is on lha norll i end of 
the slruclure, which brings vehicles larlher inlo Ihe sile 
lhan Is desired. 

• Placing a aliuclure In Ihis area minimizes (he polenlial for 
beating any tulure buildings in this atea. 
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o 

Advantages - Park ing Structura Locat ion " D " 
North• i is l PaiMng Lai 

• LocallnH la not a daskable slle lor (uluie buildings (or 
campus uses. 

• Tradil lonal patklng st iuclme design.lhat cmtid be piecast 
elemenls (hat would ba mosl cost effecllve and lime 
efleclive to coi is l iuci , 

• Access lo parking Is from multiple locations (3). 

D lsadvanlaqea - Park ing St ruc lu rs Locat ion " D " 

• Have to over-build by •+(- 300 spaces lo accommodBle 
displacement of sutface patklng. 

• Displaces parking while under constiuclion. 
' Polenlially visually obtrusive to residential neighborhood 

to the nmlh and aasl . 
• Visually obltusiva lo adjacent Mulr School. 
- Inconvenient access from parking lot to main campus 

(mosl temole parking localion). 

Advanlagea - Parking Sl ruc lure Locat ion " E " 
SoulhBBrt PaiWno Lol 1 

• Locnlion Is nol a desitabie sile (or (uUiie buildings (oi 
campus uses, 

• Traditional parking st iucluie design Ihal could be piecaat 
elemenls lhat would be mosl cosl: elfeclive and time 
ellecilve lo constiuct. '• 

• Slrucluie is easily expandable If a lecond slniclure 
should need to be added in lh» tufam. 

• Polenlially Ihree access poinls into this fiark ng aiea. 
• Vehicles patklng In this aten do nol need o go beyond 

the main campus entry inlBtseclbn. This would teducs 
tiaflic loads wilhln the campus roadway loopl 

• Location Is not visually obtiuslva to nearby residential 
neighborhoods and does nol tncteane Iralllc at Ihe 
exlsllng notltiwest enliy point bilo Ilie ca mpua. 

p lsadyantagee T Pa ik ing Structura Local Ion " E " 
3tnrthBBrt PBIWIIB Lol * 

• Have io over-build by * ( - 200 spacas to accominodale 
dlsplacemenl of surface parking. ' 

» InCoiwenlent accass from paiWng lol to main campus. A 
tiaflic signal and/or pedestrian bridgn would probably be 
tequlted to mlllgale vehicle and ptdesi i lan access 
confl ids. 

• Oispiaces psi king while under conslmdl yn. j 
• May create addiiionai congestion tnlc m d n campus entry 

(cunent l ie sway backup could ba vrontened 11 queuing 
Issues aren't tesolved), j 

AdvaiHages - Patk lng Sl ruc lu te Loca l lon " p " 
Socesr I Sotlhi l l FIsHs S. I minis Caurls 

• Locallon does nol displace any exlsllng patklng while 
under conslruclion. 

• Visually Ihis design and locallon Is unobtrusive since 11 Is 
located below playing fields and lennis couits. 

• Ptovldes one laige single level ol parking ihat Is mote 
desirable to users. 

• Could be multiple levels to Inciease parking counl, 
• Provides for convenlenl parking localion for bolh campus 

buildings and playing field access. 
• Access lo parking Is nol pulled ail the.way Inlo Ihe 

campus. 
• Creales the opporlunfty for a more visually pleasing anliy 

Into Ihe campus wi lh Ihs reoiganlzalion of Ihe playing 
raids end lennis courls. 

Plsadvantagas - Parking Struclura Locat ion " F " 
SDCCBI / SoflbBll Fteld* S Tannl* Coui l i 

• Cosl ol constiuclion would be consldeiably higher lhan a 
more dadllional ettudure due lo Ihe toads of Uie playing 
fields located diredly over the parking. 

• Drainage fbtm Ihe playing fields above is mote complex 
and expensive lo construct. 

• Playing fields would not be usable during conslmclion. 
, • Placing a sttuclute In Ihls area minimizes fhe polenlial for 

locating any future buildings In (his area. 

-_J 
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Adyantat iBs - Pa ik ing Structure Locat ion " Q " 
Baaaball Flatd 

• Location does not displace any exlsllng paiking while 
under consl iuctkm. 

• Provides one large single level of parking thai Is more 
desirable to users. 

• Cnuld be mulliple levels lo increase parking count and get 
baseball field closer to main campus elevalion. 

• Visually Ihls design and localion is unobttuslve since it Is 
locaied below playing fields. 

• Ptovldes for convenient parking locallon lor both campus 
buildings and playing Field access. 

• Access lo patklng ts nol pulled ell the way Inlo the north 
eut (aco lot. 

D isadvantages - Park ing S l ruc lu re Locat ion " O " 
Baaaball Field 

Cosl of conslruclion would be considerably higher lhan a 
mote Iradilional sl iuclure due lo the loads of Ihe playing 
llelds located dlieclly over the paiking. 
Drainage (orm the playing lieldB above is more complex 
and expensive lo conslrucl. 
Playing fields would not be usabia during conslmclion. 
Exlsllng support slructures would have lo he demolished 
and replaced adding lo the cost of construcllon. 
Ths grado level oF the parking area Is wall below the main 
campus elevellon creating Inconvenient access from 
patklng lo campus buildings. 
The only reasonable access poinl Is on Iho norlh end of 
the sl iucture, which bdnga vehlciaa lai thei Into Ihe slle 
thnn is desired. 
Placing a slrucluie In Ihls aiea minimizes tlie polantlal for 
locating any fulure buildings in Ihls aiea. 
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Mesa College Parking Structure Project 
MHPA Boundary Adjustment Alternative 

On Mesa College Campus 

The proposed project would impact approximately 0.28 acre within the existing limits of the 
MHPA, including 0.05 acre of southern mixed chaparral, 0.09 acre of non-native grassland, 0.09 
acre of eucalyptus woodland, and 0.05 acre of disturbed habitat (Table 1, Figures 1 and 2). An 
MHPA boundary "adjustment" is proposed to ensure that the biological value of the MHPA is 
not reduced and to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA. 

Adjustments to the MHPA boimdary may be made without amending the Subarea Plan or the 
MSCP Plan in cases where the new MHPA boundary preserves an area of equivalent or greater 
biological value. The final determination regarding the biological value of a proposed boundary 
change would be made by the City per the MSCP Plan and with concurrence of the wildlife 
agencies (Section 5.4.2 ofthe MSCP Regional Plan [August 1998]). 

An MHPA boundary adjustment has already been approved by the City and Wildlife Agencies 
that includes use of land in East Elliott. However, at the request pf the City of San Diego 
Planning Commission, another altemative that involves an MHPA boundary addidon in the 
vicinity of the project was considered. JTOsakemanyie^include_s_.theL.additioD.ola.0.42-acre area-
located^ on land""owried~by the San Diego Community College District, located just east of 
Genesee Avciiiic, as shown on Figures 1 and 3. Tins parcel contains the wetland restoration area 
proposed by the aoolicant as wetland mitigation for the project. The altemative MHPA. addition 
area is located 150 feet north of the existing MHPA (Figure 3); the intervening land, however, is 
owned by the City of San Diego. 

As stated on page 2 of the Initial Study, the wildlife agencies continue to support East Elliott In 
addition, the agencies could not support the 0.42-acre parcel because a ponion of the area is 
already proposed for mitigation (wetland restoration), and because the area is not immediately 
connected to the MHPA. While the San Diego Community College District would be willing to 
create a larger area that extends well beyond the wetland restoration area, the disconnect with the 
MHPA to the south would still exist. 
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Table 1 
MESA COLEGE PARKING STRUCTURE PRO JECT 

MHPA BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT ANALYSIS 
FOR ON CAMPUS ALTERNATTE 

MSCP 
TIER 

Vegetation Community MHPA 
Subtraction 

MHPA 
Addition 

Net 
Difference 

NA j Riparian scrub - disturbed 0.00 0.13' +0.13* 

II 
Coastal saee scrub 0.00 0.13 
Coastal saee scrub - dist 0.00 0.16 

+0.29 

III 
Southern mixed chaparral 0.05 0.00 
Non-native grassland 0.09 0.00 

-0.05 
-0.09 

IV 
Eucalyptus woodland 0.09 

Disturbed habitat 0.05-
0.00 -0.14 

TOTAL 0.28 0.42' +0.14*— 
* Tn^ludps 0 10 acre of riparian scrub to be enhanced 25 >v?tl5nd mitisatjon. 
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ATTACHMENT E 

COMPARISON OF VEGETATION AND SENSITIVE 
RESOURCES IMPACTS 
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The foilowing table compares the impact on vegetation and sensitive resources for March 3, 
2006, June 28, 2006, and September 1, 2006, as a result of refinements to the proposed grading. 
The vegetation and sensitive resources are shown on the following figures. 

The figure dated March 3, 2006, also shows the originally proposed MHPA addition. 

The northward shift (approximately 40 feet) of the MHPA can be observed by comparing the 
figure dated June 28, 2006, with the figure dated September 1, 2006. 

IMPACTS TO VEGETATION COMMUNITIES 
(acre[s3). 

VEGETATION COMMUNITY TIER 
IMPACTS 

Mar 3, 2006 jun is, ime Sep 1,2006 j 
Wetlands 

Cismontane alkali marsh 
Dismrbed wetland 

__ 
— 

<0.01 
0.01 

<0.01 
0.01 

<0.0i 
0.01 1 

Uplands 
Diegan coastal sage scrub 
kJL/ULli^-I IJ U l l A W U ^ l i t i p t l l 1 t n 

Non-"3t!ve grassland 
Eucalvotus woodland 
Non-native vesetation 
Disturbed habitat 
Developed h-nd 

" II " | 0.06 
TTT A 1 A C C 

IIIB j 0.15 
IV 
IV 
IV 
TV 

TOTAL 

0.59 
0.29 
0.13 
2.79 
4.57 

• " • 0 . 0 7 

0.15 
0.44 
0.32 
0.12 
2.37 
4.00 

• - 0:07 - -
A CQ 
U . J - J 

0.16 
0.39 -. 
0.32 
0.12 
2.30 
3.90 
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