Council District Six

City of San Diego i
MEMORANDUM :

DATE: September 9, 2008

TO: o Council President Scott Peters ___

FROM: Councilmember Donna Frye A L'

SUBJECT: - Request that “Appeal of Mesa College Amendment,” on

‘ September 15, 2008 Council docket, be heard at later
date ' '

| 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 iane on Mesa Coliege 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 B
MEMORANDUM g
DATE: August 28, 2008
TO: - : Council President Scott Peters
FROM: ~ Councilmember Donna Frye 9@444,\5%’3/;.

SUBJECT: = Remove item from September 15, 2008 Council docket

Please remove the item regarding: "Aooeal of Mesa College Amendment to Site
Development Permit 324476 to delete a mitigation requirement for an eastbound
left-turn lane on Mesa Col!ege 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



009123 RECOMMENDATIONS

COMMUNITY PLANNING GROUP/STAFF’'S/PLANNING COMMISSION
Project Manager must complete the following information for the Council docket:

CASE NO. PTS 139300

STAFF’S
" Piease indicate recommendaiion 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:Schultz, Grizwald, Ontai, Otsuji, Naslund, Smiley

NAYS:—
ABSTAINING: One Vacancy

1. TO: State for the record that the City of San Diego as the responsible agency under the California
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 ong)

LIST NAME OF GROUP:

The Clairemont Mesa Community Planning Group has recommended approval of this project.

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

By Helene Deisher

_Project Manager
KAHEARING\CheckiistiChecklist-Process 3 & 4-Rev.3/24/05.wpd
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THE CiTY oF SAN DieEco

RePORT TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION

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

ATTENTION: Planning Commission, Agenda of March 6, 2008

SUBJECT: MESA COLLEGE DRIVE AMENDMENT PROJECT NO. 139300
PROCESS FOUR

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

OWNER: Sen Diego Community College District {Attachment 13)

APPLICANT: Latitude 33

SUMMARY

Issue(s): Should the Planning Commission approve an amendment to Site Development
Permit 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 Environmental Quaiity Act (CEQA) has reviewed and considered the
Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared by the San Diego Community
Coliege Disirict, and recommend adopting the Mmﬂatlon. Monitoring and Reporting

Program.
2. APPROVE Site Development Permit No. 485233

Community Planring Group Recommendation: The project area is situated within
two separate community planning areas, Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista.

On October 16, 2007, the Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee voted 10-3-0 to
recommend approval of the amendment to delete the requuement for a dedicated left turn

lane (Attachment 10).

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

Environmental Review: A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was prepared and
revised by the San Diego Community College District as Lead Agency in accordance with
State of California Environmental Qualiry Act (CEQA) guidelines, which addressed the
potentidl 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 utiized 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 mmpacts to a level beiow

significance.

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

Cade Knforcement fmnarct: None

e
LG8 AURTSFCSent R ATL NOLS,

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

BACKGROUND

On June 9, 20035, the San Diego Community College Distnict (SDCCD) Board of Trustees
approved a Facilities-Master plan for the Mesa College Campus located at 7250 Mesa College
Drive. A key component of the 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 of the 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 1o be
provided for both interim and future conditions (Attachment 5).
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DISCUSSION

Subsequent to.the City Council’s approval of the 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 of the existing curbside parking, Furthermore, it was
determined that an expansion of the right-of-way to accommodate standard lane widths would
impact the Kearny Mesa High Educational Complex. '

In researching the source of the mitigation measure, it was determined that the following .
language appeared in the revised traffic study, dated September 28, 2005 (Section VII), 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 furure conditions, it is recommended that the project provide an
eastbound left turn 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 Analvsis:

According to the traffic study prepared for the Mesa College Facilities Master Plan by Darnel]l & -
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 Armstrong Street and Ashford
Street currently 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 deieted 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 significant 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 Reporting Program requirements would remain and be
-3
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. implemented with this project to reduce the impacts 10 .a level below significance. There would
be no other changes or modifications to the permit or mmcatmn with the approval of this Site

Development Permit (Attachment 6).

ALTERNATIVES

1.

Deny Site Development Permit 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 ﬁnamgs required to approve the project

cannot be affirmed.

Respectfully submitted,

X
Mike Westlake - Helene Deisher
Program Managt‘!r : ’ P}‘G’CC; Manag Zor
Development Services Department Development Services Department
BROUGHTON/HMD
~Attachments:
I. Aerial Photograph
2. Community Plan Land Use Map Clairemont Mesa and Linda Visa
3. Project Location Map
4. Original Report (with attachments) to the Planning Commission PC06-177, Dated July
13, 2006. ' |
3. Miugated Negative Declaration SCH# 2005121106, Dated September 1, 2006
6. Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration SCH# 2005121106, Dated September 1,
2006.
8. Draft Permut with Conditons
9. Draft Resolution with Findings
10.  Community Planning Group Recommendation Clairemont Mesa
11.  Community Planning Group Recommendation Linda Vista
12. Project Chronology
13.  "Ownership Disclosure Statement
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Attachment 2
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 ATTACHMENT 4

THE CiTy oF SaN Dieco

'RePORT 70 THE PLANNING COMMISSION

DATE ISSUED: July 6, 2006 REPORT NO. PC-06-177
ATTENTION: Pianning Commission, Agenda of July 13, 2006
- SUBJECT: MESA COLLEGE STREET YACATION- PROJECT NO. 60885
PROCESS 5 '
OWNER: San Diego Community Coilege District (Attachment 13)
APPLICANT: Latitude 33

SUMMARY

-

Issue(s): Should the Planning Commission recummend approval to the City Council of a
Site Development Permit, a Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment and
a Pubiic Right-of-Way Vacation to accommodate the future development of a parking
garage at Mesa College?

Staif Recommendation:

1. Recommend APPROVAL to the City Council of a resolution stating for the record
that the Ciry of San Diego as the responsible agency under the California
Environmen:al Quality Act (CEQA) has reviewed and considered the Miti gated
Negative Declaration preparad by the San Diege Community Coliege District, and
adopting the Mitigation, Monitering and Reporting Program.

Recommend APPROVAL to the City Council of Site Development Permit No.
324476,

2

Recommend APPROVAL to the City Councii of a Mult-Habitat Planning Arsa
Boundary Line Adjustment.

(93]

mmend APPROVAL 10 the City Council of Public Righi-of-Way Vacaiion No.
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" - Communitv Planning Group Recommendations: The project area is situated within
two separate comrmunity planning areas, Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista.

On January 17, .’2006, the Clairemont Mesa Planning Commirniee voted 12-0-0 1o
recommend approval of the project (Attachment 10).

On August 22, 2003, the Linda Vigta Planning Commutiee voted 9-1-3 to recommend
denial of the project. On February 27, 2006, the Linda Vista Planning Committee voted
again 12-2-] to deny the project (Attachment 11).

Environmental Review: A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was prepared by the
San Diego Community College District as Lead Agency in accordance with State of
California Environmental Quaiity Act (CEQA) guidelines, which addressed the potential
impacts inciuding Biological Resources and Traffic. The City of San Diego as
Responsibie Agency.under CEQA has reviewed and considered the MND, State Clearing -
House No. 2005121106 datéd June 28, 2006. Staff has deétermined that the MIND
adequately addresses issues related to the project. A Mitigation, Monitoring and
Reporting Program would be implemented with this project to reduce the impacts to a
level below significance.  “y 'i

k)

Fiscal Impact Statement: All cbsts associated with the project are being paid by the
applicant. foy '

L]

Code Enforcement. Impact: None.

Housine Impact Statement: The proposed street vacation would not result in the
potential loss or the generauon of additonal 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 project is located at the western ierminus of Mesa College Drive in the RS-1-7 zone, the
Clairemont Mesa Height Limit Overlay zone, Residential Tandem Parking Overlay zone and
designated Muli-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). The proposed street vacation 1s located at the
tip of a canyon at the western terminus of Mesa College Drive, south of the Mesa Cellege
campus, and north of Kearny Mesa Park and Recreation Center in the Clairemont Mesa and

Linda Vista communities {Attachment 6).

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

-7



007135 ATTACHMENT 4
reguesting a public nght-of-way vacation of the western end of Mesa College Drive 10 develop a
parking garage and a new east eniry for Mesa College (Attachment 6).

The northern portion of the proposed project is within the Clairemont Mesa Community Planning
area and the southsrn portion is within the Linda Vista Community Planning area (Attachment
15). ' ' '

DISCUSSION

Communitv Plan Analvsis:

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 Clairemnont Mesa Community Plans. At that tume, Council
requested further analysis for a dedicatad 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-strget parking problems in adjacent neighborhoods (page 109). The Linda Vista Community
Pian 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 Genesse

Avenue.

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

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

The public right-of-way vacation for the western end of Mesz College Drive is being requesied to
construct a future parking facility (Mtachm"m 7). The actual parking facility will be reviewed
and perrnitied by the State.

The City of San Diego is the underlying owner of the gntire 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", approximately 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 Parce] "D", 0.511 acres, part of which (0.6 acres) is currently
being leased from the City on a month 10 month basis to provide disabled parking for the coliege.
The sale of this property will be considered by the City Council at 2 future date.

Site Development Permit

The project requires Site Development 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 also
requested to accommodate the future deveiopment. The future development of a parking garage
and improved east campus eniry lies on partially undeveloped Jand areas occupied by a street and
a parking lot. The College’s property ligg immediately to the north and east of the proposed
vacation site, while Kearny Mesa Park Jies to the south. As propesed, the parking faciiity portion
of the project will require grading a small portion of Kearny Mesa Park’s slope. Since the
Community College land is owned by the State of California, they have permitting authority for
the parking structure. The City of San Diego will be permitting and regulating the grading and
the public improvements associated with the realignment of the East entrance of the college.

The project is also within and adjacent o the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). The slops
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-native grassiand,
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
10 prevent significant impacts within the MHPA (Attachment 6). A Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) will be emploved to ensure the impacts to environmentally

ensitive lands will be reduced to below a level of significance.

The project will not otherwise adversely affect environmentally sensitive lands. A landscaps and
re-vegeration plan and maintenance agreement will be required for the re-vegetated disturbed

L=y

area for a period of 23 months.
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Multi-Habitat Plannine Area Boundarv line adiustment

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 rssult in no effsctive 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 dedicaton 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 entirety of Tier Il and III
habitats, The habitats 10 be added would be of higher guality than those being subiracted, which
are Tier I and IV habitats and would result in higher habitat values within the preserve.

Communitv Plannine Group

The Mesa Coll=ge property as it exists today is entirely within the Clairemont Mesa Cormmunity
Planning area. The south portion of the proposed vacated public right-of-way; the proposed
erading into the Keamny Mesa Park and small portions of the lots proposed to be acquired are
located within the Linda Vista Community Pianning area'(Attachmcm 15).

approval of the pro_]cct with no conditions (Attacnmcnt 10).

On August 22, 2003, the Linda Vista Planning Committee voted 9-1-3 to recommend denial of
the project (Amachment 11).

The Linda Vista Planning Committez does not support the project or the szle 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 Comumnittee reaffirmed their previous voie anc
against any action to vacate Mesa College Drive.

Staff has determined that the proposed public right-of-way vacation for the purpose of 2 parking

- facility would implement recommendations 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
recommencations in the Linda Vista Community Plan. Therefore, staff supports the proposed
public right-of-way vacation.
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Conclusion:

Staff believes that findings can b° made for the-Multi-Habitat Boundary Line Acgustm ent, Public
Right-of-Way Vacation, and Site Development Permit. Staff finds the proposed project
consistent with the recommended land use, des gn 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 Clairemont Mesa Community Plan, Linda *v:sta
Community Plan or the City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan.

ALTERNATIVE

2

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

Recommend to the City Council, the City not adopt the Mitigation, Monitoring
and Reporting Program; Denial of Site Development Permit No. 324476; Denial

T tha N Habitat Planminog Areas nhnﬂf‘iﬂﬂl Tina Afhncrmpnr Denial r\F a

Arale
S o Mulg-naciiat fianmnir

Pubiic Right-of-Way Vacation Na. 180372 with modxf’cat:orxs 'if the rmdmos
required to approve the project cannot be affirmed

Respectfully submitted,

\
Mike Westlake Helene Deisher
Program Manager Project Manager

Development Services Department

- Attachments:

NG

Lh

Development Services Department

Aenal Photograph

Clairemont Mesa Community Plan Land Use Map
Linda Vista Community Plan Land Use Map
Project Location Map

Project Data Sheet



009133

11
12,
13,
14.
13,
16.
17.
18.

= 0 00 3 Oy

Project Site Plan(s)

Street Vacation “Exhibit B”

Daft Permit with Conditions

Draft Resolution with Findings

Clairemont Mesa Community Planning Group Recommendation
Lincda Vista Community Planning Group Recommendation
Council Resolution 291206

Ownership Disclosure Statement

Project Chronoclogy

Community Group Distribution Map

Site Photos o

Planning Commission Resolution

Public Right-of-Way Resolution
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' ATTACHMENT 5

PROJECT DATA SHEET

PROJECT NAME: Mesa Collegs Street Vacation

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | Vacate portion of Mesa Coliege Dr. and Site Development
: Psrmit for grading

COMMUNITY PLAN Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista

AREA: '

DISCRETIONARY Site Development Permit for grading; Public Ri ght-bf—Way
ACTIONS: Vacation; MHPA boundary adjustment.

COMMUNITY PLAN LAND | Right of way

USE DESIGNATION:

ZONING: RS-1-7 and OP-1-1 ~

LAND USE - EXISTING LAND USE

FUVNAIY IR G Y AT N
PR il W b W A
AT N A s A s

| ADJACENT PROPERTIES: | ZONE

NORTH: | RS-1-7 Mesa College

SOUTH: | OP1-1, OP-2- Open Space

EAST: EM-I-I:RI\’I@—?RS'I- Residential

Open Spacs

WEST: | RS-1-1; OP-1-1

DEVIATIONS OR DEVIATIONS PROPOSED
VARIANCES REQUESTED: | Encroachment into Sensitive Biological Resources

COMMUNITY PLANNING | On January 17, 2006, the Clairemont Mesz Planning
GROUP Commites voted 12-0-0 1o recommend approval of the
RECOMMENDATION: project.

On Auvgust 22, 2003, the Linda Vista Planning Commiree
voted 9-1-3 1o recommend denial of the project. On
February 27, 2006, the Committee voted again 12-2-1 to
recommend denial of the project.
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY
CITY OF SAN DIEGO
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
_ PEAMIT INTAKE, MAIL STATION 501

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO
~ CITY CLERK
MAIL STATION 2A

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDERS USE
JOB ORDER NUMBER: 42-3913 :

Site Development Permit No. 324476
MESA COLLEGE DRIVE 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 DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT, Owner/ Permittee, pursuant to San Diego
Municipal Code [SDMC] Section 126.0502.  The 86.83 acre campus site is located at 7250 Mesa
College Drive in the RS-1-7 zone of the Clairernont Mesa Community Plan area. The project
site is 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 miscellansous map number 36.

Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Permit, permission is granted io SAN DIEGO
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT, Owner/Permittes for grading adjacent to city park land
(Kearny Mesga Park) associated with the construction of a parking facility, described and
1¢entified by size, dimension, quantity, typs, and location on the approved exhibits, dated July
X33, on file in the Development Services Department.

The project:
a. Grading 2s outlined in Exhibit A;
b. Revegetaton of Grading;
c. Accessorv improvements deiermined by the City Manager io be consistent with the land
use and development standards in effect for this site per the adopted comimunity plan,
Catifornia Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, public and private improvement

requirements of the City Engineer, the underlying zone(s), conditions of this Permit,
and any other applicable regutations of the SDMC in effect for this site.

Page 1 of 6
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STANDARD REQUIREMENTS:

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 mest all the -
SDMC requirements and applicable guidelines in effect at the time the extension is considered by
the appropriate decision maker.

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

a.  The Permitiee signs and retuns the Permit to the Development Services Department;
and

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

c. Proper{y is acquired by the Owner/Permitee from the City.

3. Tnlegs this Permit hag been revoked by the City of San Diego the pr
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condmons set forth in this Permit unless otherwise authonzcd by the City Manager.

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

5. The utilization and continued use of this Permit shall be subject to the coulat:ons of this
and any other applicable g governmental agency.

6. Issuance of this Permit by the City of San Diego does not authorize the Permities for this
=rmnit 10 violate any Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, regulations or policies inciuding,
_ but not limited to, the Endangered Species Act of 1973 [ESA] and any amendments thereto (16
U.S.C. § 1531 et seq.).

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 Development Services Department. No changes, modifications or alterations
shall be made unless appropriate application(s) or amendment(s) 1o this Permit have been
cranisd.

8. Allof the conditions contained in this Permit have been considered and have bee
etermined 10 be necessary in ordsr to make the findings rsquired for this Permit. It is the intent
of the City that the holder of this Permit be required to comply with each and every condition in
er to be afforded the special rights which the holder of the Permit is entitled as a result of
obtaining this Permit. '
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In the event that any condition of this Permit, on a legal challenge by the Owner/Permitiee
of this Permit, is found or held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, unenforceable,
or unreasonable, this Permit shall be void. However, in such an event, the Qwner/Permittes shall
have the right, by paying applicable processing fees, to bring 2 request for a new permit without
the "invalid" conditions(s) back to the discretionary body which approved the Permit for a
determination by that body as 10 whether 2ll of the findings necessary for the issuance of the
proposed permit can stil] be made in the absence of the "invalid" conditon(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 permit and the condition(s) contained therein.

ENVIRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS:

9. Mutigation requirements. are tied to the environmental document, specifically the
Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program (MMRP). These MMRP conditions are
incorporated into the permit by reference or authorization for the project.

10. As conditions of Site Development Permit No. 324476, the mitigation measures specified
in the MMRP, and outiined in the Miugated Negative Declaration, State Clearing House Number
2005121106 shall be noted on the grading plans and specifications under the heading
ENVIRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS.

11, The Owner/Permittee shall comply with the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting
Program (MMRP) as specified in the Mitigated Negative Deciaration, State Clearing House
Number 2005121106 satisfactory to the City Manager and City Engineer. Prior to isseance of
the first grading permit, al! conditicns of the MMRP shall be adhered to the satisfaction of the
City Engineer. All mitigation measurés as specifically outlined in the MMRP shall be
implemented for the following issue areas: '

a.) Bioclogical Resource
b.) Traffic

12, Prior to the issuance of any grading permit, the applicant shall contribute at a rate of
325,000 per acre ptus 10 percent processing for 0.56 acre (4.1 MHPA replacement ratio) inio the
City of San Diego Habitat Acquisition Fund.

13. Pror to issuance of any grading permit, the applicant shzll pay the Long Term Monitoring
Fee in accordance with the Development Services Fee Schedule to cover the City’s costs

associated with implementation of psrmit compliance monitoring.

ENGINEERING REQUIREMENTS:

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

13. Prorto the commencemsant of any construction activity, the applicant shall incorporate any
construction Best Management Practices necessary to comply with Chapter 14, Article 2,
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Division 1 (Grading Regulations) of the San Diego Municipal Code, into the construction pians
or specifications.

16. Prior to the commencement of any construction activiry the applicant shall submit a Water
Pollution Control Plan (WPCP). The WPCP shall be prepared in accordance with the guidelines
in Appendix E of the City's Storrn 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 Report.

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

18. Prior to-the commencement of any construction activity, applicant shalil dedicate a
minimum 10 foot drainage easement along the proposed 24 inch drainage pipe and grant a
phvsical a physical maintenance access easement satisfactory to the city engineer.
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permit for the grading proposed outside of the school property for this project. All crradmo shal!
conform to requirements in accordance with the City of San Diego Municipal Code in a manner
satisfactory to the City Engineer

LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS:

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

22. San Diego Community Coliegs District is required to maintain the re-vegetation of the
graded City parkland for 25 months. The Park and Recreation Depariment must be 2 signatory of
the final sign off of this maintenance period.

PLANNING/DESIGN REQUIREMENTS:

31. There shall be compliance with the regulations of the underlying zone(s) uniess a deviation
or varianc'a Wa spe:iﬁc regulation(s) is approved or grantad as a condition of approval of this
Permit. Where thers is a conflict between a condition (inciuding exhibits) of this Permit and a
regulauon of the unaer] ving zone, the regulation shall prevai] unjess the condiuon provides for a
deviation or variance from the reguiations. Where a condition (including exhibits) of this Permit
establishes a provision which is'more restrictive than the corresponding regulation of the
underiving zone, then the condition shall prevail.

32.  Any future requasied amendment to this Permit shall be reviewed for compliance with the
regulations of the underlying zons(s) which are in effect on the date of the submittal of the
eguested amendment.
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WATER REQUIREMENTS

33. Prior 1o the recordation of the Street Vacation or the approval of any Final Map the

owner/permittes shall cut, plug and abandon all unused waler services, fire services located
within the vacated street. The owner/permittee shall re-plumb as necessary any services required
for the proposed developmeant. The cut, piug and abandonment shall be in a manner which will
receive Operational acceptance by the Water Department, satisfactory to the Water Department

Director.

INFORMATION ONLY:

* Any party 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 pursuan: to California Government Code section 66020. o

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

By

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

San Diego Community College District
Owner/Permittee

NOTE: Notary acknowledgments
must be attached per Civil Code
section 1180 et seq.
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Resolutien 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 _agd:._rc_-ye getaﬁén‘_wi'thin_ the,: Multi-H_a.Ithat'_ Planning r..a'rﬂ'a _'proj f;cL;l;j;rl_owﬁﬁ,as the Mcs;et
Cotlege Drive Street Vacation, located at 7250 Mesa College Drive in>thc'R'S-1-7 zone of the
Community Plan area, and legally described as all that portion of Pugblo Lot 1203 of the Pueblo
Lands of San Diego aécording to map thereof made by James Pascoe in 1870, a copy of which
filed November 14, 1921 and known as miscellaneous map numbér 36, 1n the Clairemont Mesa
Community Plan area, in the RS-1-7 and OP-2-1 zoneé.

WHEREAS, on July 13, 2006, the Plarmin.g Commission of the City of San Diego
considerad Site Development Permit (SDP)/Number 324476 and a Multi-Habitat Planning Area
Boundary Lins Adjustmcm, and pursuant to Resolution No. XXX -PC votea to "recommend City
Council approval of the permit” OR " approved/denied the permit"; and

WHEREAS, the matter was set for public hearing on XXX, testuimony having
been heard, svidence having been submitted. and the City Council having fully considersd the
matier and being fully advised concerning the same; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Sz‘m Diego, that i.t adopts the following
findings with respect to Sitz Development Permut (SDP)/Number 324476 and a Mulsi-Habijtat
Planning .Araa Bbundary Lin;e Adjustment.
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Site Development Permit findings — Section §126.0504(a)):

L. The proposed development will not ad versely affect the applicable land use plan.

The actions by the City will vacate a portion of Mesa College Drive, permit grading and
drainage, adjust the MHPA boundary, and sell proparty to the San Diego Communiry
College District. These actions will allow the construction of a parking structure and a
new east entry in accordance with the adopied Mesa College Facilities Master Plan.

The existing Mesa College 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 Mastcr Plan 1morporate 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 Dizgo Community College District concurred, and on June 9, 2003, the Board of
Trustees approved a Mesa College Facilities Master Plan that inciuded the development
of a parking structure as part of Phase L. The proposed actions by the City of San Diego
will allow the development of 2 parking structure as recommended by the adopted

lairemont Mesa Communily Plan. Propossd actions 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 accornmodate the future extension of Mesa College Drive from its wesiern terminus to
Geneses Avenue. On January 19, 1999 by Resolution 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 exiension of
Mesa College Drive. The Council also requested further studies for 2 dedicated entrance
to Mesa College with the objective for better circulation and directed Cirty staff to work
with Masa Collegz and the community in that regard. ‘

The Linda Vista Community Plan does not provide any specific recommsndations
regarding the use of the right-of-way that had been intended for the exiznsion of Mesa
College Drive from its current terminus 10 Genesee Avenue. Since the vacated area will
still be utlized for vehicular traffic and alternative uses are not addressad, it doss 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 Universitizs.” As stated above, Mesa College
Drive was deleted from the Progress Guide and General Plan in 1999.

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

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

| R

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

The grading proposed in connection with the deveiopment will not result in s0il erosion,
siling ‘of lower slopes, slide damage, flooding, severe scarring, or any other geological
instability which would affect public health, safety, and weifare as approved by the City
Engineer. Erosion control measures, Best Management Practices, and timely planting of

g
all slopes will prevent erosion and provide slope stahiliry,

Additionally, the project praserves the overall MHPA acreage while complying with the
City of San Diego, Land Development Code (ILDC) requirsments.

The proposed development will comply with the regulations of the Land
Development Code.

Ll

The proposed project complies with the Land Development Code with the exception of
the requested deviation from the Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL) Regulations
which is requésted for grading in and adjacent 1o biological resources and Multu-Habitat
Planning Area (MHPA). The propossd development has been designed to impact the
least sensitive of the exisung biological resources; however the siope and Parcel “C”
contain a poruon of MHPA. The proposed project would impact approximately (.14
acres within the existing limits of the MHPA, including 0.03 acrss of non-natve
grassland, 0.C8 acre of eucalvptus woodland, and 0.03 acrs of disturbed habitat. An
adjustment to the MHPA boundary is aiso proposed to ensure that the biological value of
the MHPA is not reduced and to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA
(Attachment 6). A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) will be
employed 10 ensure the impacts 10 2nvironmentally sensitive lands will bz reducesd 10
below a ievel of significance

Environmentally Sensitive Lands supolemental findines-Section $126.0304(b)):

L The site is physically suitable for the design and siting of the propoesed 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 feasibie. The proposed project would impact approximaiely 0.14 acre
within the existing limits.of the MHPA, including 0.03 zcre of non-native grassland, 0.08
acre of eucatyptus woodland, and 0.03 acre of disturbed habitat (Tabie 2). An adjusument
to the MHP A boundary is proposac 1o ensure that the biological value of the MHPA is
not raduced and to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA.

A Mitigation Monitoning and Reporting Program (MMRP) will be emplovad to ensurs
the impacts to environmentally sensitive lands will be reducsd to below a level of
significance. A Jandscape and re-vegetation plan and maintenance agresment will be
required for the re-vegetated disturbed area for a period of 23 months.

The project will not 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
altermation. Thersfore, the proposal would result in a less than significant change in
topography or ground surface refief fearures. All fill and cut slope ratios will be 2:1. The
project complizs with city-wide applicable requirements for Best Management Practices
as related to storm water runoff. The project arza is located out of the floodway.

The proposed project will not result in potential risks from geologic forces based on the |
review of geotechnical reports provided by the gzotechnical consultant. The project 1s not
located within the boundaries of any special smudies zone or within an area designated as
geologically hazardous in the safety element of the Jocal general plan as provided in
subdivision (g) of Section 63302 of the Government Code. The Geotechnical report has

2en reviewed by the California Geological Survey (as reguired by the Division of the
State Architect’s office), who has concluded that “the engineering geology and
seismology issues ai this site have been adequately addressed in the referenced reports,
and no additional information 1s requested for this project” (Page 2, Engineening and

eismology Review, Mesa College Parking Stucture and Police Building, San Dizgo
County, DSA fite no. 37-C3).

As such, the proposed deveiopment will minimize the alteradon of natural landforms and
will not resujt in undue risk from gsoiogic and sresional forces, flood hazards, or firs

nazards,

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

The. site is located in and adjacent to the Mulu-Habiat Planning Arsa (MHPA). The
project has been sited and designed tO0 minimize jts adverse impacts to adjacent
Page 4 of 8
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environmentally sensitive lands such as the adjoining areas of the MHPA, as described in
the Mitigated Negative Declaration, including the impiementation of controls on runoff,
noise, lighting and invasive plants, construction of appropriate barriers, and landscaping
technigues in accordance with the City's Land Development Code and the Biology

‘Guidelines. As proposed, the project will not adversely impact adjacent environmentally

sensitive lands, except for encroachment into sensitive natural resources for which a
request for deviation from the ESL Reguiations 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

eporting Program, the impacts 1o environmentally sensitive lands will be desmed
educed 10 below a level of significance.

The proposed development will be consistent with the City of San Diegd'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 nzt changs in MHPA area. Approximately 0.14 acre of
habltat would be subtracted from within the MHPA, whiie a payment into the Habitat
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commumty 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 ratuo, and the
habitat would be preciuded from future habitat mitigation. The East Elliott area consists
entirely of Tier Il and III habitats. The habitats to be added would be of higher guality
than those being subtracted, which are Tier I0 and I'V habitats and wouid result in higher

habitat values within the praserve

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

The proposed development will not contribute to the erosion of public beaches or
adversely impact local shoreiine sand supply.

The proposed development is located approxirnately two and a haif miles inland from
public beaches or local shoreline and therefore it is unlikely that on-siie development will
contribute to erosion of public beaches or adversely affect shorsline sand supply.
Moreover, rip-rap and dissipaters are provided at the existing point of dischargs to reduce
surface water runoff 2nd reduce water runoff velocities 1o the extent water runoff might
increase downstream siltation and contrioute to the erosion of public beaches.or adversely
affect local shoreline sand supply. '
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The nature and extent of mitigation required as a condition of the permit is
reasonably related to, and calculated to alleviate, negative lmpacts created by the
proposed development.

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
preparsd to address environmental impacts. Findings to support the MND's conclusion
have been made and are part 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 will be incorporated into the Site Development Permit.

As described in the MND, these mitigation measures reduce the impact of the proposed
project 1o below a leve] of significance. As such, all mitigation reasonably related to and
calculated 1o alleviate negative impacts created by the proposed development has baen or

-will be incorporated into the conditions of the development permit.

Environmentally Sensitive Lanlds Deviations Supplemental ﬁndinés-——Séction
£126.0504(c)):
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In order o develop the project encroachmient into sensitive biological resources Jocated
within the Mult-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 fcaturcs to reduce storm water effects

downstrcam

The majority of the area near Mesa College Drive is comprised of sensitive biological
resources. Realigning the entry and buiiding the parking structure requires that portions
of these sensitive biological resources be disturbed. Where feasible, the project’s grading
has besn reduced from the onginal design to minimize additional impacts to sensitive
biological resources, the project includes landform and contour grading.

Baged upon the factors described above, the project’s grading design has incorporated all
feasible measures to minimize impacis 1o sensitive bioiogical resources, and there are no
feasible measures that can further minimize the potential adverse effects of the propesed
project on the environmentaliy sensitive iands.

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 requirsments while

endeavoring to minimize impacts to any areas containing sensitive biological resources.
In constructing the proposed parking structure, encroaching into sensitive biological
resources s unavoidable. The project proposes design fzatures to minimize impacts to
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sensitive habitat while still providing much needed parking for the campus and relieving
parking pressure on the surrounding comrnunity.

The project terrain, the nsed for design compatibility with adjacent projects and the desire
to minimize visual impacts from neighboring properues impose a number of constraints
relative 1o sensitive biological resource impacts. Consideration of these constraints,
while stil]l being responsive to engineering, access and grading requirements, creates the
need to disturb sensitive biological resources.

Given the foregoing, the request for a deviation to encroach into sensitive biological
resources located within the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHFPA). This disturbed area
will be removed from the MHPA through the proposed boundary adjustment and
mitigated for through the A Mitigaton 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:] ratio, and the habitat would be precluded from future habitat mitigation. The East
Elliott area consists entirely of Tier II and IIT habitats. The habitats to be-added would be .
of higher quahty than those bemc subrracted which are Tier III and IV habitats and
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The MMRP will be employed to ensure the impacts related to the grading in
environmentally sensitive lands will be reduced to beiow a ievel 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 1o
afford relief from special circurnstances or conditions of the land, not of the applicant’s

making.

The above findings are supporied by the minutes, maps and exhibits, all of which are
herein incorporated by reference

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the recommendation of the Planning Commission is
sustained, Site Development Permit (SDP)/Number 324476 and a Mulii-Habitat Planning Af‘-a
Boundary Lins Adjustment is granied (o THE SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE
DISTRICT, Owner/Permittes, under the terms and conditions set forth in the permit atnached

hcreto and mads a part 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 Mesting of
January 17, 2006
North Clairemont Friendship Center

P Jack Carpenter P Sheri Mongeau F Billy Pau - { P Donald Steele -
P Brandon Tappen 4 Kathy Monsour Brooke Petersan-Se:z | P Scott Wentworth
F Francis "Jim" Knapp P Zleanor Mang - Chair A Chris Rink - | P Mike Vinti

A Dave Konstantin- Treas. P Susan Moumian P Thomas Schmidt P Alys Masek

P- Prcscqt A — Absemt

Call to Order / Rolj Call
Tn== mesting was called to order at §:30 p.m. by Eleanor Mang, Chair. Attendance called by
Brooke Peterson and quorum present,

Communications from Committee

rancis Knapp asked regarding the status of Clairemonnt Villags. Another member commented
that yes there was a new owner who had remarked the center and some pusinesses 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 Commitiee,
Susan Mournian informed the committes that there have bean probiems now with the homiess
camping out under Tecolote Bridge. The Council office is considering putling a barricades under

the bridge in order to improve public safety in the area.

Communications from the Public
Ed Kramer, Chair of the Linda Vista Planning Committze made brief commentis to the Committes
rnoardinc the situation of the dump trucks on Morena Blvd. that are now a problem in Linda Vista.
He indicated that they woutd be volting en 2 2-hr. time limit ordinance at their Monday mesting
and expect that it will be approved.
LClark Houston made a briaf pr=s==mai:on to the committee regarding a nelahbcr that a large
mount of scrap metal; a motor home and a fifth-wheel parked on his property. Mr. Houston has
calied code enforcemant but a past Sams Club case allows motor homes to be parked iong term
The Commitize offered some recommendations to help Mr. Houston improve the situation
including looking at inoperative vehicle regulations and jooking to see if the way the vehicles are

parked vioiate any fire access codes.

Modifications to the Agenda
Eleanor Mang noted that Jeff Rodgers wouid iike to give a presentation regarding the status of
Bay View Plaza. A motion was mads to add the prasc'manon to the Information item part of the
agenda and the motion was unanimausly approved,

Approval of Minutes

A motion was mada by Donzld Steele to approve the minutes, The motion was secondsd by
Susan Mournian. The minutas for the November 15, 2005 mastling appraoved 1C-2-0. .

fnformation ltems

101. First Baptist Church of Clairemont- New Sign Permit {Pnif Wilson, Church
represeniative) The church is requesting zpproval of @ permit to install 2 new lighted and moving
tex! sian at the corner of Luna St. and Clairamont Mesa Soulevard. The appiicants provided a
render"'mg of the proposed signs a2t the plannad locations. It would be similar o the Chieflans

school sign. The Committee had questions regarding the intensity of the illumination of the sign
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as well as the hours of operation, The applicants responded. that the sign is dimmabie and had
aniicipatad that it wouid operaie 24-hrs. a day.

Committee comments included the imporiance of meeting all electrical codes, improving the
colors/guality of the sign graphics, and the sensitivity that should be given to the surrounding
community ai 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
propesed fo be operated by the applicant were insialied. 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 assthetizally pieasing ang there are many
signs like that in the Clairemont area. The Commities 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 mesting, 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 bazk to the committes in February with a study model of the proposed deveiopment, with

revised plans, and with a photo analysis/ visual simuiation of the development. He indicated that
raffic and noise studies are currently underway.

Action Itéms

201. Mesa Coliege.East Entry and Parking Garage {Constance Carroll, Chancellor)
Ms, Carroll provided a brief summary of the parking garage project for Mesa Coflege She
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proposed project is an eﬁort to resolve the traffic probiems at the west end of campus in the
neighborhoods and re-direct traffic to the sast entrance. The project will require an encroachment
into the canyons in the amount of 1.196 acres with the remaining square foctage of the garage
within the footprint of the existing parking lot. They will creaie a newer and straight parkway at the
entrance {o the collegs. 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 gizss to make it ook more iike a
buiiding and-less like 2 garage. They are asking for a fuil strest vacation and sell of land from the
City to the San Diego Community College District.
Comments from the Committes included:
- Don Stesle 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 canvon, and 3) beliaves that the police that
will be patroliing the garage at all times will help detar the homeiess that congregate in
the canyons. He addad that using best managemeant practices for runoff would put them
on the cutting edae of runoff management practices.
» One Commitiee member noied thai City Real Ssiate Assets shouid apply the revenus
from the sale of the land to Clairamont Mesa parks. Donald Stesle mads a motion to
approve the project as propesed.
« Jack Carpenter commenied in response to the Linda Vista communitiss concemn
regarding infringament into the canyon, that the propesead project was a good frade off as
it will be cartainly best serve thz heavy college traffic fiow,
- Tom Schmidi noted that it was a great approach to rasalving a horrendous trafiic
problem in the community and addad thal campus poiica are roving toz far off campus
and out of their jurisdiction:
« Billy Paul was not in-favor of the infrinoement into the canyon and siated that he
beiizved it was confrary to the purpese of vacating the siraet in the firs{ place. Hs had
additionat concerns regarding contaminate runoff and the importance of using BMPs. He
requested that the installation of 2 gate/ some sort of restricted access be part of the
conditions of approvai but there was not support from tha rest of the Committes for tha;
The apolicants noted that there will be 24-hr s.zrvnillance at th= site,

10
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- There was additional concern regarding lighting and the importance that the lights have
good cutofis,

The project-applicant made additional comments, highlighting that mitigation will be done further
down the canyon and will be used as an education tool/ demonstration project to Mesa Coliege
students, The mitigation will inciude a2 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 commants included concern from the Linds Vista Planning Commitiee with placing the
structure so far from the location of the classrooms and wheather college faculty had experience
with natural Tecolote Canyon vegetation. The original motion was seconded by Scoft Wentworth.

Voie, 12- O 0, motlon passead.

Workshop ltems
None.

‘Reports to Committee

Council Office & - 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 Council and gave the “State of Clairemont™ address.

Scott Peiers has been appointed Council President, with Tony Young sarvmg as President Pro-

fem.
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Br.an noted that the Committee should have received an agenda for the Balboa Avenue sz=ns
Advisory Commitiee as it had been requesiad that the CMPC be at least notified of the Advisory
Committee maetings. He added that the Advisory Committee will be voting on the Balbca/
Geneses 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 Community Organizations

Clairemont Town Council has two programs schedulecd for its next mesting (February 2); 1)
Balboa Avenue Ravnaiaat:on Action Plan; and a2) crlmn in Clairemont. Town Council mestings

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

CMPC Reports

Treasurer's Report (Konstantin): n/z
' Secretary's Report (Peterson): n/a
Vice Chair's Report (vacant): n/a

Chair's Report (Mang):
- Commitize =lactions will take otace in March and Alys Masak has volunisersg o take
over the organization of 2lection logistics with assistanca from Dot Jansan,
: The Visioning Commitie= hies bean formed, puliing toasther soms people, Jack
Carpanter, Brooks Petarson, Susan Moumian, and Dave Potier, to sit down and think
about whai neads to be done io prapars for setting & vision for Clairemont whenaver tha
opportunity comes 1o update the Community Plan. Thare will cenainly be many
opporunities for community invoivement and input in the process, ihe Committss is
simplv me=ting {0 prepare & way o pull the communily togather.
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Sub-Committee Reports:
Airports Advisory (Monsour): Nane.
Byiaws {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 fiyers to post in the
community for the elections. ‘
CPC (Mang}: Nothing to report.
Mission Bay Park (Rink): n/a
Project Review {(TBD): Sleanor verified the members that had volunteered tc be on the
project review subcommittes.
Visions {D. Jensen): n/a
Traffic & Transportation {Paul}:'No comment.
Balboa Avenue Citizens Advisory (Paul}: Comments made earfier,
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 likely remain through next year. SDMA is now on the
hook and dossn't- know whiat to do if Hale/ Horizon do2sn't become available. There were
significant comments made from the public at a public mesting on the matter regarding the
lack of maintenance and heavy bus traffic that would oceur if the schoo! district took back
over the property.

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

CPAC on Transportation (Mongeau). n/a

Adjournment at 8:00 p.m. Next meeting to be held on February 21, 2006.



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

AP o AP

ok
0

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 wiil 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, 2003,

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 of the 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 planning 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 behmd

Lo Dmlmem e n men I T I~
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- 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
_of the 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 68873 - process 4) Ric
Bussell moved to table the issue and Doug Beckham seconded
motion. Motion to table passed 135 - Q.

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 of the" Walsh Canyon”
and Thrift Village site. -

e 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 § in favor and 3 opposed.
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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 Commumw Planning Comm1
does not support the sale of City owned property previously
identified as the extension of Mesa College Drive and further
described as parcels, 427-020-18 and 427-010-23 Jocated within
the boundaries of the Linda Vista Community plan area.

C. The Linda Vista Community Planning Committes
recommends that the city owned land described as parcels 427-
020-18 and £27-010-23 located within the boundaries of 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
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9 voted in favor of the 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 vear 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 $30 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 of the
address on Comstock Street from 2882 to 2883,

il

MA mFama
1 | [®

Adjourned at 8:07

Minutes as recorded by Secretary Grover Diemert
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' Minutes of the Linda Vista Planning Commitise
February 27, 2006 at Linda Vista Public Library

seting called to order by Chair Ed Cramer at 6 p.m.
: Pr=s entation of colors by Kearny HS Ed. Complex’s Junior ROTC Color Guard

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

Pari Sanat, Kirsten Clemons, Katherine Former and Officer Schaldach provided-information and
answered questions.

1. Mesa College Street Vacation #60885. A 30 minute presentation was made-10 group .
concerning the construction of a parking structure on Masz College Campus its 1mpact on traffic
and the need to vacate a portion of astreet at Mesa College Drive . Doug Beckham made a
motion to deny the request io vacate the swreet and the parking structure as presenied, Rick
Bussell seconded the motion. 12 voted in favor of the motion to deny the request, 2 opposed the
mouon and 1 abstained.
2. LVPC Letter of support to continue Rus 25 ag it is, Donna Erickson led the digenssion on the
proposed change for Bus Route 25,
~ After some discussion, Ron Tomcek made a motion to take the issue off the table as it had be
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 Committes requesting
that Route 25 remain as is. A draft of letter is contained in th» ag;n,da,pac:‘ks,t. Motion was
econded by Gail Cole. All voted in favor of sending the Jet

3. Information on proposed remodel and expansion of an existing s=if storage Iaf‘lhty at 3
Pacific Coast Highway was presenied by Dean Grobbelaar.

4. Annz Avenue . City is requesting if comminee would support seliing the propsrty at the
‘Northwest corner of Pacific Highway and Friars Road 696 acres

The zoning sub committee had voied 1o deny the request by 4 10 0. Doug Beckham moved and
Wayne Bamford seconded a motion to accept the sub committee recommendation. All vote din

2C0

favor of motion

5. Consentagenda: The following itams were presented to group for approval by the Zoning Sub
Commutiee.

Margarita Casiro askzd that The Savannzh Street # 72692 be pulled {or separate discussion.

It was, ,

Motion was mads 10 approve all projects except Savannah Street project by Doug Beckham and
=conded by Ron Tomcek. All voied 1o 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, Rawl Thompson, 619-298-1595. Project

Manager, Helene Deisher, 619-446-5223, HDeisher@sandiego.gov.

(5 minutes) SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE, 5 YES, 0 NO.

Lauretta Street # 79077 ( 8/8/05 ). 53765 Lauretta Street . (Process 4). Tentative Map 10
convert 6 exisung residensal vnits to condorminiums on a .23 acre site in the RM 3-7 Zone,
Applicant, Sarah Marijana, 619-422-7269. Project Manager, Bill Tripp, 446-5273,
WTripp@sandiego.gov. (5 minutes)

SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO

Mildred Street # 85123 (( 11/18/05 ). 5860 Mildred Street . (Process 3). Map Wajver to waive
the requirements of a tentative map to convert 4 exisung residential units to condominiums ona
115 acre site within the RM 3-7 zone. Applicant, Hecror 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
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building — Sensiuve Biologic resources — Ste ep Hillsides RS 1-7.RM3-7. Applzcanr Jacoa
Wittler, 858-573-1205. Project Manager, Jennente Temple , 619-557- 7908

JTemple @sandiego.gov. (5 minutes}

SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NQ.

Savannah Street # 72692 (12/15/05) 5143 Savannah Strest . ‘(Proccss~-3)--\f’ariancc'to allow
for tandem parking for 2 new single fammily residences on a 3,113 sq ft and 3,114 sq fl in the RM

1-1 Zone. Applican:, Rick Ruistein, 858-454-4555. Project Manager, John Cruz, 619-446-
5439, JCruz @sandiego.gov. (5 minutes)

SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO.

T-Mobile #'s 93413 ( 1/12/06 ), 90774 ( 12/14/05 ), 91387 ( 12/19/05 ). (Process 2} Antennas
for wireless communication facilities on Maner Hall, Jenny Craig, and Science facilities at the
University of San Diego . Appiicant, Krysial Panterson, 760-715-8703. Project Manager's,
Karen Lvnch-Asherafi, 619-446-5351, KLynch Ashcraft@sandism.goxg Amanda Nations, 619-
687-5984, ANations @sandiego.gov. (5 minutes)

SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE, 3 YES, 0 NO

6. Savannah Stresat # 72692 was pulled for discussion. ( 12/15/05 ) 5143 Savannah Sirast .
(Process 3} Variance to allow for tandem parking for 2 new single family residences on a 3,113
sq frand 3,114 sq ftin the RM 1-1 Zone. Applicani, Rick Ruzstein, 858-454-4535. Projecr
Manager, John Cruz, 619-446-5439, JCruz @sandiego.gov. (3 minutes)

SUBCONMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO.

Afier discussion a moton to approve the recommendation of the Zoning Subcommitise was
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mads by Don Ballantyne, seconded by Doug Backham. All votaed in favor of the motion.

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

8. Hyau Swreet 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 uiilities. Margarita Castro made a mouon to approve the project subject to the
installation utlity under grounding. 8 voted in favor of motion and 4 were opposed.

10. Riley Street # 84811 5760 Riley

Motion to approve the project was made by Rob Spahitz, seconded by?7?? 6 voted in favor of
motion 9 were opposed. '

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

11. USD-SCR #94078. Topic'to reduce number of tennis courts from 3 to 2 due 1o construction
of School of Education building. Wayne Bamford moved to approve request and Rick Busseil
seconded the motion. 15 voied in favor of motion, none opposed.

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

A few subcommittee reporis were made.

Adjourned at 8 pm . 51 p=ople atiended.
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ATTACHMENT 4
(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 VISTA COMMUNITY PLAJ\J
- 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 Diégo approved the comprehensive update of the Linds Vista Community Plan, with the
exception of the final determination regarding the extension of Mesa College Drive, A copy of

the comprehensive updatad Linda Vista Community Plan is on file in the office of the Ciry Clerk
as Document No. RR-291021; and

WHEREAS, on January 19, 1999, the City Council considered the final determination of
whether to include or exclude the extension of Mesa College Drive 2s part of the comprehensive
update of the Linda Vista Comumunity Plan and the associated Clairemont Mesa Community Plan
a.nd the City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plar; Now; THEREFORE, -

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of The Ciry of San Diego, as foliows:

l. That it approves the deletion of the :kt°n51on of Mesa Coliege Drive as 2 projsct
fréum the Linda Vista Communiry Plan, dated October, 1998.

Z. That it adopts amendments to the associated Clairemont Mesa Community Plan

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

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

-PAGE 1 Or 2-
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BE IT FURTEER RESOLVED, that the Councii requests further smdies for a dedicared
eatrance 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. Duvernay
Depury City. Attormey

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

- - ~
LTV T T Towewen
PRI A R L S N
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City of San Diego

Devel_c_:.pment Services . . )
é’g%ﬁ L 2 s e M 302 Ownership Disclosure
= (618) 2486-5000 : : _ | . - Statement

THe Cirv or Sas Dikeo

Froject THie Frojec: No. -or City USe Ohiv

MESA COLLEGE DR. STREET VACATION

Project Address:

7250 MESA COLLEGE DR. (WEST OF "ARMSTRONG ST.)

lPart I - To be completed when property is held by Individual(s) . [

Please Iist below the owner{s) and tenant(s) (if applicable) of the above referenced property. The list must include the names
anc addresses of all persons who have an mierest in the property, recorded or otherwise, end state the type of property interest
e.g., tenants who will benefit from the permii, all individuats who own the propeny). A sionaiure is reguired of at least one of
the propenty gwners. Aftach additional pages if needed. Note: The applizant is responsible for notlfving the Project Manager of
any changes in pwnership during the time. the apohcatlon is being processed ar considered. Changes in ownersmp are tc be
given to the Project Manager at least thirty days prior to any public hearing. on the sub;e property. Fallure to provide accurate

and current ewnership information couid result in & delay.in the hearing process.-
Additional pages attached O Yes QO No

{f-‘ln

Na8me O ihawraual (Iype ar pany, IName of INCIVIgual (lype of prini.

C_i Owner D Tenant/Lessee D Ownar ':l Tenant/Lessee

Street Aodress: Street Agaress:

City/State/Zip: City!State/Zip:

Pnene Na: Fax No; Phane No; Fax Na:

Signature © Date: Signature : Dizte;

Name of naviauai {type or print). Name o inaiviaual (lype or proni).

] Owner i  Tenantiessee d Owner il TenantLessee

Street Adaress: Strest Adaress:

City/State/Ziz: City/StatelZip:

Pnone Ne: Fax No: Phong Ne: Fax Nov

Signature : Date: Signature © Cate:

NBME OF NOIVICUAL {tyD2 OF Jrnif Name o1 ingivicual (ype o 3nng:

1 Cwner O TenantLesses L Owner i Teranvlessee

Sirest Aqaress; Swree! Acaoress:

City/State/Zio: City/State/Zip:

=none No: Fax Ne: Phone No Fax No
t

Sigrawre : Late! Signatwre : ) Cate:

This imformation is availabie in altemnative formais for parsons wiih disabilities,
To reguest this information in alternative formas, call (619) 446-5448€ or (800) 735-2822 (TDD)
ee ps on the World Wide Web at www . sandiegc.covidevelopmeni-services

Se sure 10 see U
D5-3718 (5-03)


http://www.sandieco.gDWdsveloprnent-sgrvices
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Project Title:

" Project No. {For City Use Oniy)

iFan Il - To be completed when property is held by a corporation or partnership

Legal Status (please chezk):

T Corporation (2 Limited Liability -or- O General} What Siate? Corporate Identification No.

3O Partnership

Please list below the names, titles and addresses of all persons who have an interest in the property, recorded or otharwise, and
szt the type of propenty interest (2.9, tenants who will benefit from the permit, all corporate cfficers, and all pantners in & par-
nership who own the property). A signaturg is required of at isast one of the gorporate officers or partners who own the propeny.
Autach additional pages if needed. Note: The applicam is responsible for potifying the Project Manager.of any changes in owner-
ship during the time the application is being processed or considered. Changes in ownership are to be given o the Project Man-
aper at least thiry days prior 1o any public nearing on ihe subjeci property. Faiiure to provide accurate and current ownership in-
formation could resutt in a delay in the hearing process. Additionat pages attached O Yes 0O No

Larporaie/-annersnip Name (lype of pring: Lorporate/~annersnip IName (Iype or pring:

" SAN DIEGD COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
®  Owner ] TenanUiessee

3375 CAMINC DEL RIQ SOUTH
Sureet Address:

SAN DTEGQ. CA 921(08-3883

o Owner 1 Tenant/Lessee

Srreet Aaaress:

Ciry/Swe/Zip: ‘ City/State/Zip:
(6197 388-6500
Pnone No: Fax No: Phone No: . Fax No:

Name of Corperste Officer/Panner (type ar print}:
~ s - D\, ‘ P prnt)

A Vet Pt

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

) Ia it L e Ta L R
LAY S A O A 8

Tiie {type or print); Titie {type or print):
&7 Rismiags  Dhaexe/aRT
Signatwre : Date:

<A zjes

Corporaie/Farnesnip Name (iype of prnty:

Signature ; Date;

Lorporaier-ardiersnip fvame (Lype or prnt):

0 Owner J  Tenant/Lessee i1 Cwner 'l TenanvLessee

Sireet Address:

Ciwy/SateZip: City/State/Zip:

Pnone Nea: Fax Na: Pnone Ne: Fax No:

Name of Corporate Offrzer/Fanner (type or pring): Name of Corporate Officer/Fanner {type or print):

Title {iype ar orint): Title (type or prnt):

Signawre : Date: Signature : Date:

Corporais/— annersnip Name (ype Gf prnt: Lorporale/rannersnip Name (lype of primy:

J Dwnet Lt Temanylesses 1 Owner '_l Tenant/Letsee

Stres: Adoress: Strzet Agoress:

Ciry/3iare/Zio: City/Ssate/Zip:

Pnone Nc: ’ Fax Nz ' ?nane Ne: Fax Neo:

Neme of Corporatg Offiser/Farner (type or prnt) Name of Corparate Officer/Partner (Type or print):

Titke {tvpe or pnnt): Title (type or prinij:

Signamre © Dae: Signaiure Dats:
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Project Chronology
MESA COLLEGE STREET VA CATION-PROJECT NO. 60885

Attachment 14

ATTACHNENT

City Applicant
Date Action Description Review Response
Time :
1/05/65 First Submittal Project Deemed Complete
3/30/06 First Assessment Letter 85
7}
7/“8{05 . Second submittal 120
10/06/05 Second Review 70
' Complets -
12707105 Third Submital 62
1/24/06 Third Review Complete 28
3/09/06 Fourth Review 44
4/06/06 Meeting
4727106 Meeting 52
6/06/06 Last review’ 40
*TOTAL STAFF TIME 223
TOTAL APPLICANT TIME 278
TOTAL PROJECT RUNNING TIME | Lo S#emed complete date to 562

Staff time and applicant response time based on calendar days including hoiidays
Tortal Project Time includes Scheduling Hearing.
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L Mesa College Dr. Street Vacation Attachment 16
_ 00318%7 Photographic Survey
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Mesa College Dr. Street Vacation Attachment 16
Photographic Survey
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PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. XXX-PC _
. RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL OF A PUBLIC 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 of the 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 z 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 2 Public
Right-of-Way Vacation No. 180372, Site Development Permit No. 324476, and a Muiti-Habitat
Planning Areaz 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 Mulu-Habitat
Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment and written documents contained in the fiie for this
project on record in the Citv of San Diego, and has considered the oral presentations given at the
public hearing; NOW THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Plinning Commission of the City of San Diego thar it hereby
recommends approval of the Public Right-of-Way Vacation No. 180372, Site Development
Permit No. 324476, 2 Mulu-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment.

Helene Deisher : Sabrina Curtin

Development Project Manager Planning Comrrission Liaison
Development Services Department '

Dated July 13, 2006

Byavote of
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- Antachment 18
R- - )
RESOLUTION NUMBER R-

ADOPTEDON ____

WHEREAS, the portion of Mesa College Drive west of Armstrong Strest as described on
Exhibit “B™ 20322 is excess right-of-way; and

WHEREAS, a poﬁion of a2 twenty one inch storm drain easement is o0 be abandoned,
relocated and reserved as idenufied on Exhibit “B” 20322; and

WHEREAS, the City of San Diego shall grant San Diego Gas & Electric and SBC Pacific
Bell Telephone Corﬁpany a pri.vate easement for the facilities within that porton of Mesa
Col]ege Drive to be vacatad as shown on Exhibit “B”-'20322; and

BEIT RESQL\"ED, by the Council of the City of San Diego, that it adopts the following
findings with rzspect to Public 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 like
nature that can be anticipated.

The proposed right-of-way vacation will allow for the reasonabie development 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 project maps on file with the City.
In addition, 1o the exient any temporary private sasements within the project area exist,
they will also be relocated and quitclaimed prior to constructon of the project.

In addition, the area proposed for vacation (Mesa College Drive, west of Armstrong
Street) only provides access to Mesz College, and a minimal number of public on-strest
parking spaces. The Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista Community Plans were amsndad
in 1999 to eliminate the extension of Mesa College Drive between Geneses Avenue and
its western terminus. The Council Resolution deleting the sxtension also requesied
further studiss for a dedicaied entrance to Mesa College with the objective for better
circulation and directed City staff to work with Mesa College and the community in thar
regard. The propesed new entry way will provide the dedicated entrance and betier

Page 1 of 3
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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
public use or a like nature that can be anticipated that reqiiires 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 public because it makes possiblz
the proposed project, which provides several significant public benefits to the City of San
Diego and its residents. The land made available by the right-of-way vacation will be
improved t¢ 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 circulation.”

Therefore, the public will benefit greatly {rom the use of the vacated right-of-way area
that makes the project possible.

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

The proposed vacation of Mesa College Drive right-of-way wil] 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 College campus and a major portion of the proposed campus expansion

are iocated within the Clairemont Mesa Community Plan, which was adopted in 1989 and
ended in January 1999. A portion of the campus expansion s also located within the

Linda Vista Community Plan, which was 'adopted in 1998 and amended in January 1999,

The Clairemont Mzsa 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 enroliment 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 Cdliege District concurred, and on June 9, 2003, the Board of
Trusiees approved 2 Mesa Coliege Facilitizs Master Plan that includad the development of 2
parking structurs as part of Phase I. The propoesed actions by the Ciry of San Diego will allow
the development of a parking structure 25 recommended by the adopted Clairemont Mesa,
Community Plan. Propossd actions will also allow the development of a proposed new east

“entry from Mssa College Drive as recommended by the adopted Facilities Master Plan.

Both the proposed new east entry and parking siructure are located partially within the
existing street right-of-way for Mesa College and on iand which was onginally intended to
accommodate the future extension of Mesa College Drive from its western terminus o

Page 2 of 5
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Genesee Avenue. On January 19 1999 by Resolution No. R-291206 the City Council
approved the deletion of the extension of Mesa College Drive as a project from the Linda
Vista Community Pian 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
Coliege 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

e

College and the community in that regard.

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.

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, objectives, and recommendations in the Linda Vista
Community Plan. '

Additionally, the proposed 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 acquu-ed 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 public facility for which the public right-of-way was originally
acquirad will not be detrimentally affected by the vacatior because the roadway extension

) was deleted from the Clairernont 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 the campus in the Clairemont
Mesa Community Planning Area will continue under the proposed right-of-way vacation
pian for the same reasons discussed in the finding above.

In li=u of a public righi-of-way west of Armstrong Street, a private street will provide
access 1o Mesa College. Therefore, the public facility for which the public nght-of-way

P
=

was originally acquired will not be deinimentally affected by the vacation.

Page 30f 5
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WHEREAS, under Charter section 280(2)(2) this rasoiution is not subject to veto by the

Mayor because this mattcr.rraquires the City Council to act as a quasi—jhdicial body and whsre a
public hearing was required by law implication dp.t_e process rights to individuals affected by the
decisién a'nd‘were the Council was required by law to consider evidence at the hearing and to
make legal findings based on the evidence presented; NOW, TE—IERJ;:'FOR.E,

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 Lpt 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 numbér 36, which is by this re.fcrcnce_ Incorporated
herein and made a part hereof, is ordered vacated, reserving therefrom an easement for gcncral
utility and emergency access toéethcr with ingress and egress for those purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Clerk shall cause a cenified copy of this
resolution, along with Exhibit "B." attested by him under seal, to be recorded in the office of the
County Recorder.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, this activity 15 covered under M=sa College East Entry
and Parking Garage Mitigated I;Jegacive Declaration State Clearing House Number 2005121106
dated March 3, 2006, certified by the San Diego C.ommunity College Disirict and reyiscd Juns
28,2006, The activity is adequately addressed in the Miu géted Negative Declaration and thers is
not change in circums:ance, additional informaton, or project changes to warrant additional

environmenial review.

APPROVED: MICHAEL AGUIRRE, City Attorney

4y
Lh
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Deputy City Attorney
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San Diego Community College District

Facilities Management, Room 310
3375 Camino dsl Rio South, San Diego, CA 82108-3883 (619) 388-6546

MITIGATED _NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to; California Environmental Quality Act (PRC 21080(f)) and Guidelines for
Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Aet (CCR 15070 and 15071}

State Clearinghouse Number 2005121106

SUBJECT: Mzsasa Colleoe East Entrv and Parking Garage.

Revision #1: Minor revisions were made to- the Final-Miticated Negative Declaration
{MND) when nnm'n-xrnrl tn the Nraft MNN Tha roricions :x".l nat 282t tho
envxmnmenta[ analysxs or conclusions of thlS document. The revisions are
shown in strilkethrough/underline 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
biclogy and traffic/parking. As a result, the MND and Initial Study were
further revised. The additional revisions are shown in deuble
sirileethrensh/double underlipe format. These revisions do mot affect the
environmental analysis or conc) analysis or conclusions of this document. In aceordance 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 fhe negative declaration.

Revision #3: Subsequent to the Planning Commission hearing on July 13, 2006, revisiops
were made to the Biological Technical Report to address refinements to the
proposed grading and to correct the location of MHP A Boundary. As a result,
the MIND and Initial Study were further revised. The additional revisions are
shown 'in italicized s&ikethrensh/underfine format. These revisions do not
affect the environmental apalysis or .conclusions of this document. In
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 13073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not
required when new informatior is added to the negative declaration that
merely clarifies, amplifies, or makes msxomﬁcant modifications to the

negative declaration,

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-1 Mitigated Negative Declaration’
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SUBJECT: - Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage. SAN DIEGO COMMTUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT (SDCCD) BOARD OF TRUSTEES APPROVAL 1o
acquire 2.69 acres from the City of San Diego for the development of a parking
garage and 2 new east entry as part of the implementation of the adopted Mesa
College Facilides Master Plan. The project site is located at the head of a canyon
at the western terminus of Mesa College Drive, south of the Mesa College campus
proper, and north of Kearny Mesa Park in the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vigta

communijties in the City of San Diego.

SAN DIEGO CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL of the vacation of a pordon of Mesa
College Drive, the sale of 2.69 acres to the SDCCD, a Site Development Permit,
Permission to Grade, and 2 Multi-Habitat Planning Arez 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. .

" II. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: See attached Initial Study.

IIIl. DETERMINATION:

In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and State CEQA
Guidseiines, the San Dizgo Community College District, as Lead Agency, conducted an
Initial Study which determined that the proposed project could have a significant
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 potentally significant environmental effects previously identified, and the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report will not be required.

'IV. DOCUMENTATION:

The attached Initdal Smdy documents the reasons to support the above Detsrminarion.

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

The following mitigation méasures shall be implemented in conjunction with the
construction of the parking structure to be located at the western terminus of Mesa
Coliege Drive. '

Biological Resources

The following mitigation measures shall be 2 condition of the Site Development
Permit:

* 'The San Diego Community College District shall contribute $+6.508 $10.259
$10.500 to the City’s Habitat Acquisition Fund.

» Impacts to Corps and CDFG jurisdictional areas shall be mirigated by
restoration/enhancement on the Mesa Collese propertv within a nearby, highl
dismarbed wetland drainage that feeds into Tecolote Creek (located within the
A) as shown in Ficure 11 ip the Imtial Study, Midgation shall occur at a

TV Y erey ot rm el o D

U : [T it LY <
MDEoTs Yo SISTROnIEAnS LEil DIAFEH dno QISGUTuEed WELiandg namirat

51 ratio for i
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and at a 4:] ratio for impacts_to Waters of the U, S./streambed. for a total of 0.10

acre of mitication.

Restoration/enhancement shall involve removal of non-nagve invasive plant

species, -including giant reed (Arunde donax ampas grass (Cortaderia
" jubara), mvoporum (Mvoporum sp.), castor bean (Ricinus communis), Canary
Island date paim (Phoenix canariensis}. and Mexican fan palm (Washingtonia
robusta) followed by establishment of native plant species associated with
southern willow scrnb, mule fat scrub, and cismontane alkali marsh habitats, as

appropriate. Jn the restoration/enhancement areas. all non-native piant species
shall be tarpgeted for removal excluding palm trees that are over 15 fest tall.
Future maintenance will be required to _prevent the re-sstablishment of these

pon-nagve plant species in the future,

The proposed restoraton and ephancement activities shall be implemented in

accordance with the “Werland Restoration Plan for the Mesa College Parking
Structure” dated February 23, 2006.

» Al]l grading and clearing of vegetation shall take place outside of the bird
breeding season (February 15 through August 31) to avoid impacting native
wildlife, inciuding raptors and the coasta] California gnatcatcher that may be

esting in the project vicinity.

If construction is proposed during the breeding season of the California
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

Mesa College East Enry and Parking Garage MND-3 Mitigated Negarive Declaration
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determined that California gnatcatchers are present, construction operations
shall be suspended or measures to minimize noise impacts, including temporary
noise walls/berms, will be required. If a survey is not conducted and
construction is proposed during the breeding season, presence wouid be
assumed and a temporary wall/berm would be required. Noise levels from
construction acuvities during the gnatcatcher breeding season shall not exceed
60 dB(A) bourly L_ at n=st locadons or the ambient noise level if noige levels

already exceed 60 d%(A) hourly L.

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

Traffic

The following mitigation measures shall be implemented during Phase 1:

A atarm clom Far anathnnmd affas chall o tnetallad o thoe tntarramri;an af A e rbemem o
SR SRULr LD LWL RSV ma Wil sl o lllolids v e el Liled Dwseld WL W TR BB LS

Street and the temporary east campus entry drive (Armstrong Place extension).
- A temporary northbound left turn lane into the projcci shall be provided.
* A traffic control plan with temporary alignment, tirn lanes, and parking restrictions
- shai] be submitted to the City of San Diego. ' '

V1. PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION:

A Notice of Intent to Adopt Mitigated Negative Declaration was, pubiis'hcd in the San
Diego Daily Transcript —Draft copies of the Mitigated Negative Declaration were

distributed to:
Fedsral
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 Hidder Valley Road -
Sar Disgo, CA 92127 . .Carlsbad, CA 92009

State of California

State Clearinghouse California National Guard

1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 7401 Mesa College Drive
Sacramento, CA 95814 San Diggo, CA 92111

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-4 . Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Mario H. Orso*

Chief, Development Review Div.

State of California
* Department of Transportatjon
Caltrans, District 11
P.O. Box 83406 MS 50
San Diego, CA 92186-5406

State of California
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

City of San Diego

Honorable Donna Frye*
Counciimember, District 6
City of San Diego

City Administration Building
202 ‘C" Street, MS 10A

-San Diego, CA 92101

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

Keith Greer*

Depury Director

City of San Diego

Planning Department (MSCP)
City Adminisoration Buiiding
202 ‘C’ Street, MS 5A

San Diego, CA 92101

Mesd College East Enmry and Parking Garage

r

CATTAC AT

Californiz Regional Water Quality
Control Board*

San Diego Region (9)

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100
San Diego, CA 92123

California Dept. of Fish & Game*
4949 Viewridge Avenue

- San Disgo, CA 92123

Cecilia Williams, Program Manager*
City of San Diego :
Planning Deparmment

City Administration Building

202 ‘C’ Street, MS 5A

San Diego, CA 92101

"City of San Diego

Balboa Branch Library
4255 Mt. Abernathy Avenue
San Diego, CA 92117-5028

Robert J. Mams*

Assistant Deputy Director

City of San Diego

Development Services Departnent
1222 First Avenue, MS 501

San Diego, CA 92101-4155

Mitigated Negative Declararion
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Mesa College East Enery and Parking Garage

Brian Schoenfisch*
Senior Planner

City of San Diego
Planning Department
202 "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

Joe Wolf, Director

San Diego City Schools
Instrucuonal Facﬂmes Planning
4100 Normal Street

San Diego, CA 92103

Environmenr_:a] Coordinator
‘County of San Diego

‘DPLU, Environmental Planning Sectlon
“Suite B, MS O-065

5201 Ruffin Road
San Diego, CA 92123

Ed Cramer, Chair*

Linda Vista Comm. Planning Committee
727 Armada Terrace

San Diego, CA 92106

Mrs, Tela Inman

Clairemont Senior Citdzens Club
3605 Clairemont Drive

San Diego, CA 92117

Clairemont Town Council
Attn: ‘Judy Bramer, President
P.O. Box 17793

San Diego, CA 92177

MND-6

Denise Abell-Hove*

_ Center Director

City of San Diego

Kearny Mesa Recreation Center
3170 Armstrong Street

San Diego, CA 92111

Gary Gallegos

Executive Director ‘

San Diego Assoc. of Governments
{SANDAG)

- 401 *B’ Street, Suite 800

San Dizgo, CA 921014231

San Diego County Regional
Airport Authority

P.O. Box 82776

San Diego, CA 92138-2776

Eleanor A. Mang, Chair*

Clairemont Mesa Planning Comrmmnittee
5525 Mt Acara Drive

San Diego, CA 92111-4009

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

Friends of Tecolote Canyon*
Sherlie Milier

5643 Tamres Drive

San Diego, CA 92111

- Mirigated Negarnive Declaration
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Elotse Batile, Chair* ' : California Native Plant Society
Tecolote Canyon Citizens Advisory c/o Natural History Museum
Committee P.O. Box 1213%0

5635 Tamres Drive San Diego, CA 92112-1390
San Diego, CA 92111 ‘

Conservation Coordinator Ron Tomcek*

Sierra Club, San Diego Chapter 6801 Elmore Street

3820 Ray Street San Diego, CA 92110

San Diego, CA 92104 ' . :

San Diego County Archaeclogical Umion-Tribune

Society, Inc. : P.O. Box 191

EIR Review Commitiee . - -San Diego, CA 92112

P.O. Box A-81106
- San Diego, CA 92138-1106

*Also received Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-7 ~ Mirigated Negative Declaration
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VII. RESULTS OF PUBLIC REVIEW:

No comments were received during the public input period.

Comments were received but did not address the draft Mitigated

Negative Declaration finding or the accuracy / completeness of the Initial

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

X - Comments addressing the findings of the 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 52108-3883. -

Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor
FaCI]ltIBS Management

C"" Nizan F"“" ity {elleos TIiotrod ’

H A,.ub Soelfririeifiiiiy

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage

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

MND-8 Mitigated Negative Declaration
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VIIL LETTERS OF COMMENT AND RESPONSES:

Letters of comment were received from the following agencies, organizations and indivicuals.

Page No.

State of California, Governor’s Qffice of Planning and Research — 1/19/06 MND-09

A.

B. State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research — 1/26/06 MND-11
C. Deparument of Transportation — 1/20/06 MND-12
D. Department of Toxic Substances Control ~ 1/12/06 MND-15
E. City of San Diego Transportation Development Section - 1/11/06 MND-20
F. San Diego County Archaeological Society — 12/27/05 . MND-24
G. Friends of San Tecolote Canvon — 1/15/06 ' , . MND-25
H. Linda Vista Community Planning Committee — 2/03/06 - , MND-27
I. Denise Abell-Hove - 1/27/06 ' MND-32

The comment letters and responses foliow.

Mesa Coliege East Entry and Parking Garage MND-9 Mirigated Negative Declaration
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===
v . \-J
o M"*.‘ 3
STATE OF CALIFORNMIA {* T
(3ovarnor's Office of Planning and Reasarch @ : o
: H V % E.’(
State Clearinghousa and Planning Unit - -1
Sean Walsh-
Amoid Director
Schwarzenegrer
Qovemer
January 19, 2006 '
JAN 3 3 7008
s
Dumon Schanm \ r
San Dicgo Conmmnity College Dhstrict .
3375 Camino del Rie Sonth, Reom 310 O
San Diego, CA $2108.3883 \6"\& A E
Subjest: Meta College Bayt Eauy sod Pasking Osuage
SCHA. 2005121106
BDeat Damon Scharm:
The Staie Clearinghonse submitted the abova ramed Mitigated Hegative Declaretion o s¢lected sizte
A 1 speneics for tevlew, The reriew pertod eloted on Janusry 18, 2006, end ro atate sgencles submitted
tomitenls by that date. This tetter acknowledges that yon have eomyplied with the State Clearinghmuse A [ Couunent acknow ledgéd
review requitemems for drafl envitonmental documents, puryoant to the Callfornia Bavironmental €hality '
Acl,
Please call the Stare Cleaeingheuse at (916} 445.0613 if you have any questions regardiog the
environmenial teview process. I you have & queation abont the sbove-named project, please refer to the
ren-digit Smte Clearinghouse number when comacting this oflice,
Sincerely,
- =
ey fotmn T,
Tery Robpits
Liectar, State Clearinghouss
1400 TENTH STREET P.0. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO CALIFORNIA £3812.00¢4
TEL (918 ¢45.0813 FAX (P18} 322-3018 www.ppr.oa gov
mlm
- Tt ———
Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-10
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Dacument Detalls Report
State Clearinghouss Data Base

00

SCHE 2005121108
Project file  Mesa Cotega East Entry and Parking Garege
Lead Aganey  San Dlape Community Collegs Diatrict

o

fype MH Miligaiad Negative Decleration
Description o

Devatlopment of new a5t antry and parking garage lor Meas College,

Laad Agency Contact
. Mame Damon Schamy
Ageney  San Olegn Community Coltege Dislict

FPhone {019} 288-6516 Fax
emnalt
Address 3375 Camino del Rio South, foom 210
city  San Diego Smee CA  Zip 92108-3883

Project Location
County  San Clego
City  San Dlego
Region
Cross Streefs  Mess Coltege Diive } Atmstrong Stiset
Pacel No. 427-010-25; 427-020-10. 23, 24; 420-510-18; 420.574-(0
Tomnrship Rxnge Section Rase

Proximity tao: .
Highways 1805 and SR.163
Alporis  Monigomary Fisld
Railvays
Waterways Tecolots Cieak
Schoplt  Elem: Russ, Lindbergh/Schweitzer, Rliey, LaFayalle, Sequuta, Hol . ’
Lend i/se  Mesa Coilege, Masa Gellege Drive dght-of-wey, and vacarnt land / RS- 1-7 and RM-1-1 ’ .

Profect gsues  ApsthetieVIstml: Archaeclogle-Historie: Geologle/Selsinic: Landuse: SehoolsAIniversities;
Toxic/Hlazardous; Tralfi/Clreulation; Vegetation; Widile

Revlewing Resources Apency; Regional Y atnr Quakty Comirt Board. Repion 9: Depanment of Pasks and
Agencies  Recreaton; Native Ainerican Herftags Cammission; Oica of Hislarke Fraservalion; Depariment of Fish .
and Game, Region §; Depanment of Watsr Resoucces; Califocnia Highway Patrol, Callrans, Distict 11
Caitrgns, Oivision of Agionautics - ‘

Date Recejvad 1212002005 Start of Review 1202002005 End of Review 01/18/2006

Hete: Blanks in dain figldy rasull rom Insytficlent informallon provided by laad agency.

- . - M
Mesa College East £ntry and Parking Garage

Miiigaied Negative Declaration
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<O
AN 0206 e, ot
STATE OF CALIFARNIA {‘:af“g e
Goverpor's Oifice of Planning and Research  \ ’!“ s o)
. - 4},,“““{ O
State Clearinghousae and Plananing Unit

’ Sean Walth :p

Amold Directar

Echwurzentgaer 3
Qovemor

Fanuery 26, 2006

Damon Scharm

San Ditgo Comrmunlty College Distrlct
1375 Cawino del Rio South, Roem 310
San Diego, CA $2108-383)

Subjzct: Mesa College East Entry #nd Parking Garage
SCHE: 2005121106

I}ear Lamen Sch.arm:

The enclosed commment (£) on your Mitigaicd Nogatlve Beclamation was {(were) received by the Shate
Cleeringhouse aftee tha end of the staie rovies period, which ¢lozed on Jannary 18, 2005, We are e et B
Bl Foreeanding these eommamnts 10 you becaes they piovide Falbthiation ov raise fynes that should be 31  The referenced comment letter was from the Department of Transportation. The

seddressed in your fim! enviomment! document, ‘ ' letter wag also sent directly to the San Diego Community Colicge District and is

The Coliftmiz Bnvirenmental Quality Act does not mquire Lead Ageacies to tespond (o late commoents, included below,
However, we encourage you 1o incorporate these additional eonmments thte your Fnal envirdemental -
document and Yo consider then prior 1o teking fmsl action on the propoxed project,

Plense contaet the State Clearingbouse s1 (#16) 445-0613 {7 you have any questions concerning the.
trpvitonmenial review process. I you heve 8 quostien regrrding the sbove-mnred praject, please refer to
the len-diglt Stare Clearipghoure mober (2005121106) when rontacting this office.

Stnoearly,

\ﬂczuz Lot T

Teny Robeel:
Senigr Planner, State Clegringhouse

Enclowres
te: Plesoarees Agency

300 TENTH BIREET .0, BOL 304 SACRAMENTD, CALIFOTHIA 853125044
1EL (911) 4450810 FAX (915 1233018 wwrw.epr.chgur

m—.‘m

LY - .
W
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Cl
C2

C3

C4

C5

STATE OF CALIPOREIA-—HUNTRENY RAHAIINTATION AHT VAT SRV e SR ATEO A Cereroat Ci
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSFPORTATION
DISTRICT 1]
F. 0. BOX R3406, M3 30
SAN DIEGO, CA 921163406
FHCNB [5) 6108738 Thvt pour pomes T C2
PAX (615} 5EE-4259 plieor £o oxrrgy officient
TTY {619) 681-4670
o RECEIVED ‘.\rﬁ)’l’s
January 20, 2008 JAN 2 6 2008 1180163
PM 5.84
STATR CLEARING HOUSE Meya College East Entry and Parking
Garage Frofact
SCH #20051211 08
Damon Schemu C’3
San Dlego Comnwnlly Collega District
Faclities Management, Roomn 319
3376 Camino dal Rio South
San Dlego, CA 92108
Dear Mr. Schapur:
The .Cullofia Depaiment of Trensportation (Caltrana) has reviewed the “Nollce of intent o
adopt 4 Draf( Miligated Negalive Declaration (OMND) for the Mesa Collega Easl Entry and
Parklng Garage™ and the Tralfic lmpact Analysls (T1A) preparad by Damall & Assoclales, Ine.,
dated Oclober 2005, and has tha [ollowing commtents:
« Page B, Figure 3 - Existhng Inteisettion Configusation: intarsection lane configuratian at the
Gensges Avanus/NB SR-163 rampa/Cardinal Read Inlersection Is lncorrect,
« Page 18, Flgure B — Year 2016 Trallle Volumes: Roedway Network ls missing.
« Calzans belloves there will an innesse n vaffic genetated by this project and thesetore the
TIA musl analyza tmpacis to ballic operation al the tollowing Inferchanges, including sll
ramga and malnine fraaways.
o BR-163/Mesa College Drive
o 'BR-153/Ganasas Avanue C4
o 1-805/Mesa Collegs Drive
o |B65Balboa Avenue
« Based on lhe volumes on Flgure 12 — Year 2030 Whh Studant Trallic, the AM Intereecting
Lere Vehicla (ILV) calculstion at the Stale Route 183 (SR-163) soulhbotmd ramp/Genaszes
Avenue ‘nlersection is 1433, The AMFPM 1LV calulalions =t the SR-183 narthbound
ramp/Ganesen Avenug Interseclion aje 1290{1372. The AWFM ILV calculaliony al te |-805
southbound rampiMesa Collagé are 1248/1260. These mumbers are spproaching the 1500
capaclty thrashold. Therafore, widening the SR-163 SB/NB ramps at Genases Avenus and
the I-805 S8 ramp at Mesa Collegs Drjve la racommended.
» Calirans currently has a project [EA 28940K) ta fnstall a lisffic slgnal at the soullibound 1-805
eniance ramp, from Mesa Collegs Drive, to miligate securing congestion al this location.
Tha BR-183/Genases Avaniia Inlerchanga eiso requlies imprevementa due to heavy trafllc. CS

This interchangs Is used 1o acceas the Mesa Cullegs Campus lo the west and other medieal

Fipore 3 has been revised to correct the interseclion geometrics, Appropriate
atialysis resulis and appeundices pages were revised in accordance with the
cotrecied geomelrics.

The error, which oceurred only in the electronic copies, has been correcled. No
conclusions were changed as a result of this correction.

The traffic study was initially prepared to address the Mesa College Facilities
Mauster Plan and the Middle Cellege High School. The Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND} (State Clearinghouse No. 2005041131} concluded that no
new traffic would result from the Facilities Master Plan since enroflment would
tervain at 25,000 studenis. A nominal amount of traffic was attributable to the
Middle College High Sclivol to be operated by the San Dicge Unified School
Dislrict as well as temporary construction traffic that would occur during the
early phases of implemenling the Mesa College Facilities Plan. The current MND
(State” Clearinghouse No. 2005121106) addresses the early phases aud
specifically the construction of the Mesa College East Entry, a Parking Garage,
aud related circulation improvements, Other than temporary construction tratfic,

“these improvements do not create vew traffic, ‘The intewection of SR-163/Mess

College Drive, SR-163/Genesee Avenue, and I-805/Mesa College Drive are
already included in the tiaffic study. Volumes to the notth at Balboa Avenue are

net significant. The report has been revised to include Caltrans ILV analyses of
the current study locations,

4

Alihough the volumes are approaching capacity, they do not exceed capacity.
The SR-163 Southbound/Genesee reporiz the highest demand at 1433, lowever,
piuject traffic attributable to the Middle College High School in the year 2030
represents one (1) vehicle in the moming peak how and zero (0) in the evening
peak hour {construclion trafiic is near term and temporary).. Based on 25-year
Mmojections that remain beneath ilie Caltrang threshold, there i3 no nexus within
the traffic repoct to support widening of these ramps. -Note that the volumes at ibe
other ramps identified in Uie conument are reporting less than 1400 vehicles in 25
yeats and are not considered fo represent significant congestion. No couclusions
 (he!traflic report were changed as a result of this comment; however, 1LV
caltulation tables are included in the revised report.

1t is acknowledged thal Caltrans has a project to instali & trallic signal to solve
existing congeslion,
additional traffic, as the studemt population is not incressed. Shori-term
construction iraffic and nominal traffic from the Middle College High School
are analyzed in the traffic study. The revised traffic sludy does not demgnstrate
project related impacts at the ideatified locations and is not required to mitigate.

R e o e T R ——.
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Co

C7

C8

C9

C10

Cii
Ci2

C13

Cl4

C15

{r. Damon Schamu
anuary 19, 2008 )
D for tha Meaa Gollega East Entry and Packlng Garags Projecl

age 2

facllitter to the east. [f traflle Impacts from this project are idenllfied, then Callrans supporls
the concepl of a *fair shara™ coniribulion from the project proponent for fulurs interchange
mprovement piojects endfor other mitlgetion meeswies.

Te TIA must ba In accordanca with Callrans Guide tor the Preparalion of Traffic Impect
Studles, daled December 2002 {113 gulde), Mintmum contents of the hallic npact gludy am
listed in Appandix "A~ of iha TIS yuide.

Ceilrana andeavors to mahilahy a latgat LOS el tha tansllion between LOS "C* and LOS "D*
(see Appendix "C-3" of the Caltrans Guide for the Praparation of Tralfic Impact Sludies,
December 2002).on Stala highway Taciilles. However, Caltrans acknowledges that this may
nol atways ba feasible and recommends that the Lead Agency consult with Callrans to
delermine (e appropriate target LOS. If an axisting State highway faclilly s operaling at loss
thap the approptiaia targat LOS, the sxising measures of effscliveness (MOE} should be
malniained

# an internection is cuirently below LOS €, any ncraasas in delay rony piojact-generated
\raffis musl ba snalyzed and mitigaiad, Annlysis of the hlersections shall be done using
Intarsacting Lane Vehicla (ILV) caiculatlons as per (he Highway Deslgn Manual {HOM),
Seclion 404, paga 400-21,

JThe Cumulalive Impacts of & project, togelher with oither telsled projects, must be
considetad when determining tha profect's Impeets. The lerm “Cumulative Impact” |s definad
aa the gum ol the Impacls of exsling, olher projects, and the project itseli, no maller how
smelt the contrbulion 1 from the project Bself. Theis {3 vo minimum size Lnltalon on
projects that may be required to miligate for cumulative impacts, If {he project contrihutes to
tha problem in eny emount,

A sils dislance analysis may be required in order to determine if adequale site dislance
axlsts at the proposed projact’'s access to State fadiiiltes.

All lighting (Including refieclsd sunfight) within this project should be placed andfor shlalded
80 a8 not o be hazardous o vehicles Waveling on slate readways.

Cunslderaﬂnn mus\ be given to delarmine i greding would diverl dralnage from lhs proposed
pinject and chuse Incyrased ronofl 1o Siale faciiiiies,

if necessary, iinprovement plans for consiruclion wiltin the Slate righl-of-way (R/W) must
nchide: typleal cross seclions, adeguate sbuciual seckon, talfic handling plansd and slgning
and striping plans slamped by a professional engeer,

Any work perlormad within the Caltrans (AW wilt require an encroachment permil. For the
portion of the projact within the Caltrans R/W, the permil sppiication musl be staled In both
English and Melrle unlts iMetric Trst, with English ¥ parentheses). Additonal iInformation
ragarding encroachment permils can be oblalned by contacting our Permits Office at (810)
888-6150. Ealy coordinallon wilh our agency !s strongly advised for all encroachimant
penmils, :

if the project entalla any work or improvemsiits within the Callrans RAW, [ha projscls
shvironmental studtes st include such work, The projact proponsnt {s sssponsible for

2
“Calrany improves mobilty acrors Calfirnin®

Co

C7

C8

C9

Clo

CHi
Ci2

Cl13
Cld

Ci15

112¢00

The |revised report includes ILV calculations for Caltians freaway ramp
intersections.

3
Cmn’fncnl noted.
Mlhémgh any increase in delay...must be mitigated” is not fully correct for direct
pmject impacts due to published thresholds of 2.0 seconds of delay (or exceeds
1500 maximum ILV) to be considered significant, the revised report will show all
ILY calculations at Caltrans coutrelled intersections and delay/LOS for all City

controlled intersections with mitigation provided where the project meets
mg'nl['mancc criteria.

ve RBSPGHBC €3 above. L@@&Q&MM
L;;, ) 0 3 | _Lhe project (Lgﬂ
theMesa Collene new enst entry and parking siructure) does not generate new
taffic nor contribute to the cumulative impact and, therefore, is not required to
paruc:pate it [uir ghare mitigalion.
I

The ﬁroposed project access poinls are not in close proxiniily to State facilities
and sight distaiice for the project access points is not required of the traffic study.
‘i-_ .
The proposed project is not in close proximity fo any state roadway.
1. ‘ .
i
Crainage {rom the propesed picject would not be directed ot divert to any State
facilities.
l .
The proposed praject does not include any improvement or construction withit
the Sthte right-of-way.
|
The pFOJECt does pot include any improvement or construcuon wnthm the State
tight-of-way.
i

The projecl does not entail any work or improvements within the Caltrans® right-
of- way.

1

B i i ass e e s B EESHS
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Mr. Damon Schamu C ’ . .
January 168, 2008 : A .

MND for the Mesa College Easl Enlry and Parking Garage Projact P X o
Puge 3 N

. quaniifylng the envircnmenlal impacts of (he improvemenis (pigject levgl analysls) end :
compieling all sppropriale miligation measures for the impacls, The Indirdét effeéls of any |
miltigation within Calltens RAW mus! alsc be addressed. The profact proponent will also be

i
rasponsible for oblaining any nacessary permits or approvals from lhe regulalory end : '{
regource agencles for he lmprovements, '

1 yati have eny quasitons, -piease contact Mr. Viigal Wocllolk, Development Revlaw Bianch, at
(818} 688-2510.

ly, ~ '

LW br” \ t
MARIO K. S0, Chlel .

Devslopmert Raview Branch .

Cc: EGojuangco
JMarkay
BTt
SMorgan — Stats Clealinghouss

[0 I

*Caltrans improves mokbility ncross Colfbrnia”

For—rty vt

s R R e N ——
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o

Q‘ / Depasiment of Toxic Substances Control
Apn 0. tieyd, Ph.D. 8798 Corpotale Avenua Amar Schmartaragger
‘U":T.;l;';ﬂ!t! .. Gypease, Calforais 80830 Qovemer

January 12, 2006

Mr. Damon Schamu

Vice Chancalior

San Dlego Communily Collegs Dislrfst
Facillies Managemeant, Room 310
3375 Caming dat Rio South

San Diego, Caltornia 92 108-3683

DRART INFHAL STUDY AHD MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE
MESA COLLEGE EAST ENTRY AND PARKING GARAGE

Dear Mr. Schamu:

The Departmenl of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has recelved your submitled drafi
Inittal Study and Mitigated Negalive Dactaralion {ND) for the ebove-mentioned project,
As staled in yotr document: “The Facliilias Master Plan, which is dasignad 1o
ascommodate up io 8 maximum of 23,000 stedents, includes projacts o be funded by
Proposilion *S” as well as the fulure replacement and addilion of other buildings and
faciitles on 88,83 acies.” ’

Based on the reviaw of tha submillad document DTSG has commaents asg foffows:

D 1 1) The ND should idenlify and delesmine whethar current of hislosle uses al the
project sils nray have resulled in any relerse of hezerdous wasles/substances.

2) For all identifled sltes, Iha ND should evaluals whathar condliions al the sita may
D2 pose a threat to timan heallh or he environmanl. A Phase | Assessmenl may
be suificlant to idenilfy inse siles. Foliowng are the dalabases of some of the
regulalory agancies: .

s MNatlional Prdodies List (NFPEL): A llstmamlalned by the United States
Envirotmaatal Prolaction Agency (1.9 EPAL

Prnid on Recycitd Pepw

DI

D31

£3JC00

Note on comunenis from DTSC and responses

As stated in the MND, the Facilities Master Plan was previously addiessed in a

‘Mitigated Negative Declaration (Stale Clearinghouse No. 2005041131), which
iwas approved by the San Diego Community College District Board of Tiuslees

ont June 9, 2005. The issue of hazardous wasie/substances on a campus-wide
bagis wag fully addiessed in that document, For reference, a copy of the Final
MND, which included responses to very similar comuments received from the
Department of Toxjc Substances Control, was sent to Mr. Greg Holmes.

The cuirent MND (State Clearinghouse No. 2005121106} specifically addresses
implementation project for Pliase 1 and Stage | of Phase 2 as described in Section
1 (Purpose and Main Features) of the lnilial Study.

Cucrent and histotic uses at the project site that may have resulted in a release of
hazardous wastes/substances were identified in Section 3 of the Hazardous
Materials Technical Siudy (HMTS) prepared by Ninyo & Moore.

Known or potentially contaminated sites within the proposed Project area were

. identified in Sections 5 and 6 of the HMTS. Qu pages 24 and 25 the HMTS

evaluated whether conditions at the site may pose a threat (o luunan health or the
envitomment. The following federal state and local dalabases were reviewed: the
Multiple Agency Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) list; the Multiple
Agency Underground Storage Tank (UST) and Above Ground Sterage Tank
{AST) Registration lists; the United Slates Environmental Protection Agency
Resource Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA) Generator list; the United Siates
Environmental Protection Agency Emergency Response Notification System
(ERNS); and the County of San Diege Department of Envitonmental [eaith
(DEH) Hazardous Materials Establishment Permits, Ninyo & Moore also

contacted the San Dicgo County Air Pollution Control District {APCD) and the
Cily of San Diego Fire Department.

e T —
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I
Mr. Damon Schamuy )
January 12, 2005 2
Pagse 2 [
=
«  Sile Miltgation Program Property Database (formeriy CaiSites):
A Dalabase primatily used by the California Departmient of Toxic
-Substances Conlial, '
» Rasource Conservation and Recovery information System (RCRIB):
A dalabasae of RCRA facilitias that {s malntained by U.S. EPA.
+ Comprehansive Environmenlal Response Compensalion and Llability
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA siles that Is
maintatied by U.5.EPA.
* Solld Wasle Infoimation System (SWIS): A dalabase piovided by the
Callfornia Integrated Waste Management Beard which consists of both
open as well as closud and inactive solld waste disposal {acilities and
trans(ar stalions.
» Leaking Underground Slorage Tanks (LUST) / Spills, Leaks,
Investigations and Cleanups {SLIC): A list that Is maintained by Reglonal
Water Quality Conlrol Boarda. : _
» Local Counlles and Ciies malnlsin jists for hazardows subsiances cleanup
sitas and leaking underground sforage tanks.
* The United States Ay Corps of Eng}lneers, 8911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angsies, California, 90017, {213} 452-3808, maintains a list of
Formerly Used Defense Sles (FUDS).
D3 3)  The ND should identify the mechanism to inilisle any required investigaiion - ) )
and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the government ‘F‘he I_{MTS did not identify any contamination that would require further
agency to provide appropriate regulalory oversight. If hazandous malsrials or mvestigation or remediation. The IMTS, however, did recommend that

wastes wera stored at the site, an environmentat assessment should be D3
conducted to detenmine If a release has occurred, i so, fnther sludies should ~
be canlad out lo delineate the nature and extent of the contamination, and the

precautions should be observed during excavation acfivities associated with the
-proposed improvements that occur in the immediate vicinity of the former USTS

- or active UST at the site. These precautions wete included i tt 10 iti
potential threat io public health andfor the environment should be evalualed. Study on pages 1S-35 and IS—3% and were includel a: past :}Cf l{lf]?l;{ldllifié;l:}:;l
It may be necessary to determine If an expediied response action Is required Monitoring and Reporti .
fo reduce existing of potential treats 1o public health or the envionment. If n Mitigated Negative e rrogiam (MMRP) on page MND-6 of the previous
firspediate fhreat exists, the final remedy should be Implemented in compifance : .
with slate regulations, policies, and laws.

MMI

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-17 .
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D4

D5

D6

D7

D8 .

D9

Mr. Damon Scharmu
January 12, 2005
Page 3

4) All environmental investigatlons, sampling and/or remediation should be
conducted under a Waikplan approved and overseen by a regulatory agency
thal has jurisdiction to aversee hazardous substance claanup. The lindings of
any investigations, including Phase | and I nvesligalions, should be sumimarized
In the document. All sampling results In which hazardous substances were found
should be cleaily surmmarized in a table.

5) Proper investigation, sampling and remedial aclions aveiseen by a regulatory
agency, If necessary, should be conducted at the site prior to the new
developmant or any construclion,

6} I any properly adjacent to the project site is contaminated with hazardous
cheinicals, and if the proposed project s within 2,000 feet from a contaminated
site, excepl for a pas statlon, then the proposed development miay fall within the
"Border Zone of n Comtaminated Properly.” Appropriate precautions should be
takan prior to construclion If the proposed project is wilhin a "Border Zone
Property.”

7) If building structires, asphalt or conciele-paved surface areas or transportation
sliuctures are planned to be demalished, an investigation should be conducled
for the presence of isad-based paints or pioducts, asbeslos ronlalning materlals
{ACMs), biohazards and other waste water chemlcals of concern, flead-based
paints or products or ACMs, or other chernlcals of concem are idenlilied, proper
precautions should be taken duilng demolition aclivitles. Additlonally, the
comaminants shoutd be remediatad In compliance with Callfornia envirgnmental
regulalions, policies, and laws.

8) The project construction may requlre soil excavalion and soil filling in cerlaln
areas. Appropriate sampling s reguired prior lo disposal of tha excavaled soil.
1f the soil Is contaminated, properly disposa of [t rather than placitg Itin another
location. Land Disposal Restictions {(LDRs) may be applicable lo these solls.
Also, If the project preposes to mpott goll lo backltl the areas excavated, proper
sampling should ba conduclad to make sure that lhe imported soll is free of
contamination, :

2} Human health and the enviionmen of sensilive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolition activilles. A study of the site overseen by
lhe appropriata government agency mighl have to be conducted to determine if
there are, have baen, or will be, any eleases of hazardous materlals that may
pose a risk to human health or the environment.

I

9N}
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{Na environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation are anticipated for
tthe implementation projects addressed by this MNI/IS. ‘

‘No environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation are anticipated for
the bmplementation projects addressed by this MND/IS.

As‘iliu'licated m Section 7.2 of the 1IMTS, there i5 a tow likeithood that off-sile
facilities would adversely impact the envirommental condition of the subjcct site
based on the research performed for the HMTS. However, precaulionary
measures were included in Sectivn 10 of the HMYS report, :

No building structures are planned to be demolished as part of this specific
implementation project; asphalt and conciete-paved surface areas, however, will
be demolished. Any contaminants encountered will be remediated in compliance
wilh California environmental regulations, policies, and laws.

Comment acknowledged. Excavated soils will be sampled to determine if they ate
contaminaled; any contaminated soils will be properly disposed of ralher than
placing it in another location. Imporfed soils will also be sampled to make sure
that the imported soil is free of contnmination. Language ihat addresses these
necessities is included in Section 10 of the HMTS report.

Comment acknowledged. Based on the rescarch performed for the HMTS, theic
15 a Tow likelihood that soil' and/or groundwater on the site has been contaminated
from aclivities occurting on or near the site. However, language that addresses
what fo do from a luman liealth standpoint in the event that undocumented areas

of contamination arc identified during future redevelop ivities is i
C : nent aciivities is included
n Section 10 of the HMTS report. P
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Mr. Damon Schamu Do
January 12, 2005 -
Page 4 =y
The District will comply with federal, state (inchuding California Hazardous -
itb ocated by th D10 Waste Control Law |California Health and Safety Code, Division 20, chapter 6.5]
D10 10) iritis determined that hazardous wastas are, or Wld f ?;gs;d[:nza wyi’lh :"’]e arvl the Hazardous Waste Control Regulations {California Code of Regulations,
proposed operations. the wastes must be managed r Title 22, Division 4.5]) and local regulatory requircinents with regard to e
Callforla Hazardous Waste Control Law {€alilornla Heallh and Safety Code, s ) t
: | Regulall hundling, storage, and disposal of hazardous substances and wastes. Language 1o
Divislon 20, chapter 6.5) and lhe Hazardous Waste Conirol egulallons this effeet is includ din Section 10 of ( 1IMTS 1eport
{Califointa Code of Regulations, Tilla 22, Divislon 4.5), : tMciuded In Section 10 of the epoit. |
11} Itltis determined that hazardous wastas are or will ba generalad and the wastes Comment acknowledged. If it is determined that hazardous waste are or will be
Dli are (a) stored In tanks or containers for more than ninety days, (b) trealed onsite, DIl generated and the wasles are (a) stored in lm'lks or conlainers for mote Lhan' ninety -
. or (c} disposed of onsite, then a permit frory DTSC may be required. If so, the days, (b) treated onsite, (c) disposed of ansite, the District wil] confact DTSC to
facliity should conlact DTSC al (818) 551-2171 1o Inltfate pre application detzrmine if a pennit is required, and, if so, initiate pre application discussions
discusslons and determilne lha permilling process applicable to the facility. and determine the permitting process applicable to the facility.
12) i ltis determined that hazaidous wastes will be generated, the factlity should Comment acknowledged. If it js determined (hat hazardous wasles will be
D12 oblain a United States Environmenlal Protection Agency Idenlification Number D12 geverated, a United States Environmental Protection Agency ldentification .
by contacting (800) 618-6942. ‘ Number will be obtained.
D13 13)  Centaln hazardous wasts treatment p'ocg“ﬁ"s:m?y;e?;f :::':Eg::lz 3:':" from the Cemment acknowledged. If hazardous waste (reatment is proposed, the Distiict
local Certilled Unified Program Agsncﬁ ed g cr:)E{'acﬁnD our focal CUPA D13 will contact the focal Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) (o deterntine if
requirement for authosization can g oblalned by gy - authorization is required.
14 If the project plans Include discharging wastewater to storm drain, you may be . _ ) )
D14 ) required to oblain a wastewalar discharge permit from the averseelng Regional D14 Lg-mt.ncn(_acknuwledged. If wastewater is to be dlschargf&d lo a storm drain, the
District will contact the San Diego Regional Water Quality Board (Region N
Water Quality Contret Board. d . - . .
g ‘ etermine if a wastewater pesit is required, aud, if so, apply for the petmit.
15) I durng constructiontdernolition of the project, solt andior groundwater
contamination Is suspected, construction/demalition in the area should cease . . ) . )
15 and appropriale heallh and saiety proceduras should be implamented, ifitis Comnment acknowledged. If during construction/desiolition of the project, soi
b delerminad that conlaminated soll and/or groundwaler exist, the ND should D15 andfor groundwater contamination is suspected, construction/ demolition would
Identlfy how any requlred investigation andfor remediation will ba conducted, cease and appropriate health and safety procedures will be implemented.
ond the appropriate government agency to provide regulalory oversight. Language to this effect is included in Section 10 of the IIMTS report.
. 18)  if the project area was used for agricultuse ar if weed abatement was dona
D16 onsite, solls may contaln pesticide and agricultural chemlcal residue. :' 5, i D16 The HMTS did not identify any history of agticultural use on the site. No known
gctivities at th_e sila may have cpnlribgled to soll and groundwaler contarina 0:1. weed abatement has occured on the project site.
Proper livestigation and remedial aclions, f necessary, should be conducted a :
the site pilor to construction of tha project, .
=
ar kK
- <Y
e
L
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Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage

Mr, Damon Schamu
January 12, 2005
Pege 5

DTSC provides guidance for cleanup oversight thraugh the Voluntary Cleanup Program
{(VCP). For additlunal informatlon on the VCP, pleasa visit DTSC's web sita at
www.dlsc.ca.gov.

If you hava any questions regarding this lelter, please contact Mr. Joseph Cully, Project
Manager, al (714) 484-5473 or emall at joully@disc.ca.gav.

Sincerely,

e

Greg Holmas
Unit Chief

Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Olfice

cc:  Goveror's Olfice of Planning and Ressarch
State Cleatinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, Califomia 85812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Ghiel

Pianning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Dapacment of Toxic Substances Control
P.0O. Box 806 :

Sacramento, Califoinia 958 12-0806

CEQA # 1279

212000
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CITY OF 8AN DIEGO
MEMORANDUM

. _ <§§§
DATE: January 11, 2006 @6\’}}9
10: . _ Helene Deisher, Development Praject Manager

FROM: Ann French Gonsalves, Transporietion Development Section

SUBJECT: Traffic Study for Mesa College Facilities Master
. Mesa College Street Vacation, PIS 60885/J0 42-3913

We have reviewed the second deaift traffic study from Dnnell & Associates foe the subject
project dated September 28, 2005 and received en December 9, 2005, Flease see attached
photocopied eheets for specific comments.

Addilional comments may apply after resubmiltal. Plenss contact me at (619) 446-5294, or
Farah M. Mehzari at (619) 446-3360 if you have any questions.

. Y/U(- .\9/1»&'-'[“.:
Ann French Gonsalves, P.B.
Senior Traific Engineer

Attachmient .

ot Martha Blake, Environmental Analysis Section
Bill E Damell, Dameli & Associates
David Polter, Pofier and Associates
Damon Schamu, SDCCD

TAAIDLDRW POWRENCHMesa colleae Serel Vacation PTS 50185 dor

L e o o
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FURFOSE AND BACKGROUND ‘[ Mkt f e ok 1!»"1
The purpovs of this report Is Lo doctment the resnits of the waftic analyshs :nmgtl:nd for the proposed Sen b( “w

Dlsgo Mera College redevelopment. Fhe project I locsied east of Genctes Avenue, west of Linda Vista
Roed, and south of Marlesia Diive on Mesa College Didve. Figure 1 lnstraies the bocatlon of the project
site. Figure 2 shows the site plan for the ultmata building configmaiion for the project.

n nédition 1o the existing condition, this report snatyzas a rear term 2019 condhtion 1o ncivde prowih
sitsibitabls from other projests in the acea, as well 15 2 2030 future condltion.

Hesr term ftemporary comalructon waffic s evalnule,d within ths existing condhlon. Muir School
barkgioned taffic is apalyzed sy pan of tha year 2010 i 2030 condition.

The tn{llc snalysls was praformed n accondanes wich SANTEC waffic study requiternonts aed in

E2 complisnce with the replonal Congastion Management Program (CMP} ctandards. The CMP process is
wiggored for large teals prmjects which ae etpected to genneata 2,400 of mors svemps Jaily tige, or 200
or more penk hour tripy.

HNelther the tetnporaty ctnstraction taffic nor the Mulr' Schoo! Increment gxeced the ménlmum CME
thuesholds,

ROADWAY SEGMENT AND INIERSECTION CAPACTYY STANDARDS

The City of Ssn Diege Oenera]l Plae Circalaion Blement recommends LOS IF or bettar as eeezptable for
triecial roadway gegment ADT volumes. In proviously undeavelvped locations, however, the Clty of San
Diego malnuins a gonl of achioving LOS C Thees standardy ata genemlly uted ws.long-rings planning
piidelines to detenmioe the functional classification of roadways, ‘Tho wcresl fenctlonal cxpachty of
soadway_factiities can_vary_by fhe speelfic charastaristics which zxist on_each facility under roview.
Typieaily, vho peefosmare and LOS of 1 roadvmy sepment i3 based on the sbility of svierisl Inteesertiony
to accommodsts perk howr volumes. For the purposes of this traffle analysly, LOS D §x combdered
screplable under mets-term end longterm condltons for toadway segments, wssuming sdjscent
i fon perfi is acceptable LOS 1Y or better,

Roadway Sepments

The Clity of Sen Diego has established 105 standards and threshelds 10 sustyzs arietlal roadwey sepmeat
poifonmnce.  For the purpases of determindreg roadway capachty, tbe Cliy's standards were wsed. Thae
analyels of roadwry scginet level of scrvice is beeed on the futctlonel clagsificedon of the roadway, the
maximum dexired lovel of service capacity, rozdway geometslcs, and tha existing or forecasted avernge
daily treflic (ADT) volume, Table | semmarizes ths Clty's rondway segment threshold eriterla and
associated Jevels of service where datly traffic demimd (s compared 1o the given roadeny eapacity. The
resuldog V/C {volume to eapacity) Ix then compared Lo accepied ragges cocresponding to the veslons
lavels of service Tor sach facility classiflcstion as shoown on Table 1.

El

durgin
;“"] 'gf’ "‘f'
[N rlj‘\nftt; E2

J%r rzf
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do ~ot

ra,.

iy

dirm

{(This study must also document the shift in traffic patterns expecied due to
the proposed street vacation and evaluate the impact of this.)

“The traffic study is predicated upon the street vacation to permit the construction

of the parking garage and campus east entry. Therelore, the traffic study provides
the réquested analygis.

: :
(Disagree. They report a significant impact but do not propose miiigation.)

‘the project does not generate gignificant new taffic, only temporary construction
tinffic. The nominal waffic identified in the report is altributed to (he Middle
Coilege High School to be operated by the San Diego Unified School District and
is not part of this project. This project’ does not exceed the CMP process
thresholds of 2400 daily vehicles or 200 peak hourly vehicles.

M!!m
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SRUTIONT

ERISTING CONULTIONS
Thix section reproseats the exlbuting condition in the Aeld 1 of the otlglnal date n( this gtuedy
. r rak ¢l Ly otk LJﬁJ“ wls "
ROADWAY CHARACTERISTICS [ foviftstinns 04 Adtt ahuse

]

Oencaes Averms §5 Wypicaily & pocth-south 4-Jnoe major rosdway fram Balbor Avenus to Muﬁt‘{i ]‘j:-he\"l' h it
South of Mulests Drive, Genetts Avenus (ransiiions to & two-lang roadway for n kot thme until duiat v}
apptoaching Osier Street whers Tt transitions brek to 4 4-hine major road and is ordented enst-west, oy, LRy
erossing Linde Vista Road and providing access to Statn Rowte 163, Oeneten Avenae Is posted at 45
millet per howr. Traifie counts fiw this facllity were obthlued on the four-Jiue major pertions of Geoesee ¢ f““”
Avenpa which hat 8 maxipmm capacity of 40,000 daiiy vehicles st LOS B, "
Linds Vista 80sd Is 2 north-zouth 4-lane major roadway fiom Balbos Avenue to south of Qeneses
Avenoe. Linde Vista Road has o (wo-way Jeft turn lave from Stalmer Street 1o Geneser Avenite, and it
considered (0 bave & maximum eapeeity olwmy ychicles nt LOS B,

a0 110

Meaa, Callegs_Iiive i0 an enst-wast {ow 1ane Geellily fiom Areo Drive to Armstioug, Street, whees it
transiitony to a 2-lane 1024 within the exmpus property. On tha fora lare tegments of Mess College
Excive, the ovxdmitmn {our-lene major capucity of 40,000 delly vehictes war ased {or enelychh. Within the
eampus, the lwotute confignrulon wes syeomed to heva a onxlrmim capacliy of 50,000 duily vehicles,
Mesn Collegs Drive provides sccess 10 both St Rowte 163 and Interstats 803,

Hubumrdaie Stiget in 2 novth-sonth two-dane realdential facitily from Balboa Avenue to Mmteria Drive.

Furking bs avaltablo on boih eides of Aobutndsie Sucet and i posted at 25 miles per howr, Sonth of
bladeste_iyive_ Avovndaie Suget becomey_ Beeglt Streel and_ tinyely ewst-west In_ L_msz-hnz__.___ﬁ___
confipuntion. For the pmposes of the mslyses, Auburodals Sieet and Reaple Soeet were ssoreed to

Huve 3 maximum eapaclty of 3,000 deily vehicles, the aquhraiml of & mull- flml'ly sealdential colieclor.

= pol W rod dlusfition 0 eledrye

Ashiod Styeet b 1 norh-south (wo-lane residontial facdlity fiom Balboa Avente ta Mesx Callege Drive.

Farking Is avilable on both sides of Ashford Strect znd ty posted ot 25 railes per hour, For the purpoees

of ysos, AstiuTa"Street-was assomed to bavo a maxtmam capachty of 8,000 dajly vehiclss, the

vslml of & multt-family rextdentia] | S5lisctor.

s
l TEuTe 3 emonstrates the luna geomeldu usad fw\]z existing cooditlions enalysfs.
Shpuanrd >

Eﬂ.lms"l{]NG 'E;LA FIC VQLUMES

(i cotinly were collexied at study datacfactions and dong soadway eaprmentt ba the praject vielnlty In
Aprll 2004, The resuliing peak humly and daily trafile volumes are showo on Figme 4.

|\Lh~|‘- (A 1§ {llnh {
Lok, i Teab 4 fjltﬂ
ety Fheuf

E3

E4

E6

(Neeéd to clearly stale vltimate classifications and note where raised medians
exist when discussing existing configuration of four lane roads.)

]t{(mdway characlerlsllcs and descriptions arc updated in the revised
report,

{Revise capacity of Linda Vista Read to 30,000 fequivalent of a four lane
coHeclor -1

-l?le—desmphan——e%md&—%s“e&dﬂ anded—in—this—-digeugsion—and
demenﬂkatea—that—!hw—mndw&y—lmequw&r tof—a-four-lens-major-road-
Aedditionally-the Gity's-adepted-LindaVista-CommunityPlan-ealls-this-readway
ﬂ#eur-lanmn)af-ﬂheet-feﬁhmistmg-eendmen{ﬁ guiet7-on-page-£0-and page
——?\s—sueh——thﬂ(-) Ggﬁ-enmenet-shanged-;wtha—mwsed-tr—afﬁ&ﬂmd}»
! 4&&4@;&@4@%@&1
idopled Claier

suueutly functioning as_a_colleclor with s maxipuin cepacily_ of 30,000, dajly
yehicles at LOS E.From Mesa Coliege south lo Gen i ides
lung Janes (B fcel curb 1o curh) with a wide painted jsland, Jelt lumn pockeis; bike
linesi and parking allowe

on both sides, posted at 40 mph

iveway access iy

§ch_w,t1gt limited a
Mesa Colieg

761, COLNC]

LLDA&S.LQ&,J 000 daily_vehicles at LOS
L.although it facks 5 raised median, South of Genesce, Linda Vists contiunes ag
four_lanes, with a taised median_and 15 medc[cd a_majer roadway_with_a
enpacity 0£ 40,000 daily vehicles at LOS E,

\

{Not {f nof classified as collectar)

r"mbumdale!Beaglc Strect w—eqm%&e—ﬂte—@ﬁy—&reﬁdeﬂhﬂ-e&ﬂeetw—&ms
with-the-eapacity-e£-8,000-daily—vehielosa-HOS-B-{Mot-this-olrssitieationis-net
the-same-es-a-typical-ealtestor.whieh-provides—a-tapasity—of10:000-——15,000
14|Mﬁmnﬁmpm%}Mah}vNMMﬁgeM~kafﬁmdy
'mwmmmwmmﬁmw@m@
itisweh, therefore, the g

| .
|]'nciude all street segments shavwnlisted in Table 4 plus Armstrong Streey).

o hgufe Table 4

'1

The rcv1scd report discusses all effected roadway segments that are shown [jstod
aud.includes Anystiong Street.

e ___TI
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SECTION 1V et
YEAR 2000 TRAFFIC ‘
L)
YKAR 4010 MODEL DATA '
(Add — over the 2004 counted volumes.)
To sccount for near lesm tzaffie growth rurronnding ma proposed comput expansion profect; r.he -

SANDAQ lotecast madel for the year 2010 was generted wnd campused tg the existiog teaffic volunes,
The 2010 model typieally nows the following logreases In afiic volomedy ons the 2004 couliy vafwo ¢ E?

Generee Avenue increases from 2% noith ef Marlesta Liive to 3% near Linds Vieta Roed;

Lndn Vista Rond Increases approximately 45% north of Mosa Coffege Delve; 7% between Mesa
Collegs Dilve and (enetes Avenue; wnd 0% south of (lenesea Avenie;

Mposa College has nominsi ineyeases of Jest than 1% fiom BMartesia Thive 1o Intziptate 805.

Intersection inming volumes were adjusted by the Increared newr temn tralfic volumes 16 remain

consiaten! with projected growth,

The baso year 2010 volomes ate pragented an Figute 8,

dmﬁ {"Cﬂ’r
{' “li.r fd\ l

In sdditon to the srea growth for ihe year 2010 walfic conditon, additiomsd walfic anticipsted Gom
mdevzlopmenl of ths Mulr School was Inciuded as n project epecific genesator.  The Mulr school
cursently has 308 students, The projected popufation for the Mulr ‘School Is 400 students. Note: this,
echonl {acility Fa governed by San Disgo City Sehools and not by ths San Diego Mese Collepe. However,
for the pupaser of shost-tange planning, thess volumes were included axu resylt of the pwpnsed project
redevelopment. . E8

YEAR 1010 PROJECT TRAFFIC

Traffic geneeated by thi: proposed jatzears in Molr Schoot fflie Is summarize? on Table 6.1 At skovmn
on Trble 6, the school Increases srea-wide uaffic by spproxtmntety 176 trips per day, with 33 occoming
In the morning peak hour and 25 in tha evenlog pesk hour.

‘Trlp tlisuibudonAuwméd elmilar patteroe as the SANDAQG select zone model. The resulting student
velated tralfic Ia shown on Figum 9. Thete volumes wero added to Uie base year 2010 volumes. Year
2010 plus student ualfic is reflected on Fgure 10. :

1
- The text has been revised as recommended by the City.

%
I
i
{'Chllrijja location af Muir School.)

The text has been revised to clarify that John Muir Alternative School was
Iocated on the west side of Armstrong Street north of Armstrong Place, Prior to
the adoption of the Facilitics- Master Plan, the Joln Muir Altemative School was
(rwned and operated by thie San- Diego. Unilted Scloel District (SDUSD}.
Subgequent to the adoplion of the Facilitics Master Plan, the SDUSD sold the
ll 53-acre Muir campus to the San Diego Comnwunity Collegc District {(SDCCD).
me] SDUSD acquired from the SDCCD 0.99 acre for the construction of the
Mtddlc College High School, which will be operated by the SDUSD. The
carollment at John Muir Alternative School prior fo closing was 308 students.

The pl’U_]CClcd enrgllment at the Middle College High School is 400 students.
. 1

1
| .
;
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To:

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc

Environmental Review Comunillee

27 December 2005+

Mr. Damon Scham, Yice Chancellor

San Diego Community College District
Facilities Services, Room 310

3373 Cunino del Rio South

Sen Diego, California 92103

Subject:

Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration

Mesa College Bast Entiy and parking Guiags

Dear pr. Schmﬁu:

JAN 0 4 2005

1 have reviewed the subject Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration on behalf of this
eonuniltes of the San Diego County Archaeologicel Society.

lc 1 Based on Ui inforroation contained in the FMNIDY and the euliurs] resomse survey for the

project, wo agres thet the project shontd have no significant impacts on cultural

resources. Consequently, we alyo agres that mitigalion measures for such resources are

ot vequlred.

Thmk you for incloding SDCAS in the District’s smvironmentsl 1eview pioreas for this

project.

Sineerely,

Eiimesw Royle, Jr. é%gmmmé

annm‘\memal Revmw Commities

cc: Kyle Consulling
SDCAS Presidenl

Flla
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Cominent acknowledged.
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January 15, 2006 Dg

San Diego Community College District cm\a"\m /

Pucilitles Managewent, Room 310
3375 Camino del Rie Souh

C’(MO‘. rrr—

$an Dicgo CA 92108-3883 ﬂu,(/k | GO

RE: Mosa College Rost Batry nnd Prrking (nings Mitigated Negative Dectaration

| }gar it

I attended the meeting held last falk ot Mesa Collegs to aliow communlty residents to
Gl commont on the pojoct, 1 believe this is  good project that will belp addross the

shortage of parking on campus.

In Scetion V of the Mitigated Megative Dectarntion, there (s a provision thot grading snd

clearing lake place outside of the bird breeding season. This statemeni iz [wMowed by’
G2 * provisions lo b implomented in the evant constrciion is proposed dusing the breeding

season. [f construction does proceed dusing (he brecding senson, plense supervisc the

work 50 Wial the provisions sie actuslly inplemented,

Mitigation messures Include 1he ereatlon of 0.01 acre of elsmontane alkall marsh and
G3 .02 nere of disturbed wevland. Wil thase be part of mitigniion Jor other piojects, wnd 1f

10, where will they be located?

After the nreeting at Mesa College, Blolse Baitle of the Tecolote Conyon Chikzens

Advisory Committee and | had  conversation with Mr. Dawan Schamue. He fodicateda -
G4 plan to remove the Invasive plants, including the palm (rees, from fhe srca along

(lenesen Avemia south of Mnrlesin, Sinca thesa plants can Impnet the agen of Tecolote

Cnnyon Matural Park to the west of Genkees, it would bs & benelit 10 the park for them to

ba removed nnd [ Lope it will be recomplished ag port of the project. 1am enclesing n

copy of my letter to Couneilmember Donna Frya conceming this meeting,

Sipcerely, .
donlon prfilen

Shertio Mitter
_President

enclosura

5643 TAMRES DRIVE M SAN DIEGO

Mesa College East Eniry and Parking Garage
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Comiment ack(mivlcdged.

M provisions of the Mitigation Monitosing and Repdih’ng Propram will be
implemmented.
i

! - :

Iapacts o0 Corps and CDFG  jurisdiclional areas will be wmiligated by
1t storation/enhancement on the Mesa College property within a nearby, highly
disturbed wetland drainage that feeds into Tecolote Creek (located within the
MHPA} east of Genesee Avenue. Sce Figure 11 in the nitial Suxly. Mitigation
will oceur at a 5:1 ralio for impacts o cismomtane alkali marsh and disturbed

€23L00

wetland habitat and at a 4:1 1atio for impacts to Waters of the U.S fstreambed, {or .

a lotal of (.10 acre of mitigation.

The mitigation area described in G3 above was chosen because it would improve
the riparian wildlife habitat functions of the existing drainage and, furthermore; it
wauld reduce a source of non-native seed into Tecolote Creek downstrean within
the Tecolote Canyon Natural Park. The District will confer with tie Friends of
Tecolote Canyon and the Tecolote Canyon Citizens Advisory Conwnittes 0
deternine if additional areas along Genesee Avenue south of Maclesta Drive on

ptopérty owned by the Disirict will be cleared of invasive plants, including palm
liees.

!M——________-“
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Scptember 20, 2003

Councilmember Doona Frye
City Administration Bldg.
202 C Street :
San Diego, CA 92101

“Denr Ms. Yrye:

‘1 am writing a5 a'follow up to my phone call'last week.'T am concemed about

-the proposal-to sell-city.owned land to mise maney o go loward the

Nngion

fund deficit. I appreciate your questioning the wisdom of this approaci:. Floise
Hattle and I met with you last year to express our concern at that time about
city owned land that had been presented as collateral 1o the pension fund. At
the time uoinforination Idendfying the land-was mude wvailable. 1 dink thatis

still.not known. If.the majority:of the comncil goes ahead this year,.I think
there should be open public hearings 1o examine the list of propesties
reconunended for sale. Once land is sold, we won't get it back. This should
not'be approached lightly.

.Also, 1 want.to thank you, again, for your.involvement.in the meeting at

Mesa College concerning the proposed parking strutture on campus. As a
graduate of Mesa, and one who hued for parking along with everyone, [

“thiuk the parking structure is a good use of space. It will be a net gain for the

well being of Tecolale Canyon if-the Community-College District follows
through and removes invasive plants from the arez along Genesee Avenue
south-of Marlesta. (We will be watching!} I appreciate the frustration of

neighbois. Thauk you for stepping in 10 help the residents in their strugple to

pet thelr needed permits for parking in front of their fomes. People inthe
neighborhood.can.be glad you.care.about such-things.

Sincerely,

Sherite Milter
President

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage
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Febriary 3, 2006

San Diego Community College Districi ﬁ%ﬁ | L .
. H 1 0 . : X

LINDA VISTA COMMUNITY PLANNING COMMITTEE
127 Armada Temco, San Dicgo, CA 92106

Facitities Management, Rovm 310
-3375 Camino del Rio South : X
San Diego, CA 92108 ' H

Subject: Mitigated Negative Declaralion (MHD) Comments (Mesa College Bast Entiy &
Parking Garage).

Genllemen:

Thank you for the two week extension of time which you granted our committee to
provide comurents ou the MNE regarding Mesa College, David Potier has been very
helpful in providing the missing Exhibits wlich bad not been included in the CD which
accompanied the documents,

Our conuuities is vitally interested in this project. Our planning area includes much of
the land being requesied by the Distriet for the proposed parking strueture, and wa share
the many condems expressed by the community. Our desire, as is the District's, is to
pruvide Uie best neighborhood conditions pmmib] e.

“The Distsiet’s stated objective, to be achicved by jraviding a 1,000 car parking structure

in Exhibit B, is to peduce community conceims sesading non-resident parkiog on-
residontial streets,

Our commenis in beld type follow each MND quutaiien. District doouments ate in
Irafics,

(MND 12/14/2005) Paga I8-316 —Tha proposed parking structure fo be located af rie
wesiorst ferminus of Mesa College wouid provide approximately 1,000 additional parking
spaces. The Freliminary Parking Analysis conducted by Darnall & Associates dated
April 15, 2005 determined that the addifiona] patcking spaces would provide eyer 3034
ifare pay, ety prov Therefore, ihe praject weuld actually result in a
beneficlal inpact on parking both an-slie and in the serrovmding residential areo (K-8)

{(MND —~ 3/31/200) Page IS-30 —The propased project would actually provids 3

approximately 1,000, plus or minwy, addittonol parking spaces in a new parking struciure '
to ha located at the western serminus of Mesa College Drive. The Preliminary Parking
Analysis conducted by Darneli & Assaciates dated April |5, 2005 delermined that the
additipnal narking spuces would provide she abjllsy for all student, feculty, and staff fo
park on-site.  There the project would actually resull in o beneficiol impact on parking
both on-sirte and in the surrounding residential area (K-7)

9.

. .
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H1 Associates changed their report between May and December of 2005 A i 2 ; _
and no longer believe that the structure will facilitate all studéat, faculty Iraffic Study specifically states, *1,000 space stiuciure provides over 30%fore
d stafl narkin - parking than in the current configuration.” The statement in (he MND for the
and stall parking. FI1 Facilities Master I'lan was based on a teleplione conversation with Bill Darnell,
. . ) " . . President of Darnell & Associates. While the stalement was not reiterated in the
(MND-12/14/2005) Page 15-36-—-As an incenfive fo use the pahing siruciure, ihe MND for the East Entry and Parking Garage, il is still Mr, Damell’s professional
District has provided ithe following incentives: opinion that the additional parking spaces {1,129) would provide the ability for
) c all students, faculty, and staff 1o park on-site.
o At the beginning of each semesier there will be a iwo-week gruce period in
which studenis can park on campus free of charge; and
v Al on-site parking will be free of charge after 1:00 PM throughout the
Semesier.
H2 The incentives above were not included in the May 31, 2005 MND but” ;‘; ll)llll.:!:]lll(e) Iﬁ?l“‘;l‘: g‘:}"‘ip(;:ﬂﬂv‘fofl DZV]TI(IJI);\"?:II S_cctsioni‘dalcld M']ljg 17, 21?051,)“’35
> : d to th s Environmental Analysis Section to address the Dra
. C - : . - L
were;_tj‘_ig_ljas; result of a 5. . City Development Services cycle Mitigaled Negative Declaration (MND) for the Mesa College Facilities Master
request dated 5717, 2005, ‘ Plan. The memo mchuded the following: “Will there be incentives for sludents to
) . ‘ 12 use the on-site parking rather than continue w park in the susrounding -
(sdmesa.edupolice-campus/imesaparking him ~ 2/3/2006)--- neighborhoods? The document should describe auy incentives.”
Mesa College has 3236 parking spaces distributed between nine surface lois, . The mémo, however, was not transmiited to the San Diego Community District
' . . i {District) along with other City comments (dated May 20, 2005) on lie Drall
f}:;’}k::_g g;zg‘g ;; ‘ﬂlrg}gﬂr!d (EXCEPT BETWEEN 12:00 NOON AND 6::00 PM DA”*.} MND and, therefore, was not addressed in the Final MND for the Master Plan.
. _ el . On August 22, 2005, the commenls were transmilted directly to the District. As a
Automobile permits are §30, 320 for financial ald students and molorcycle permits are result, a discussion of incentives was included in the revised traffic study and the -
315, subsequent Draft MND prepared for the East Entry and Parking Garage.
H3 It appears that (he incentives offered in the MNI are not thuse offered '
by the college gn {heir website, The incentive of free parking alter 1 . ‘ )
p-m. is negated by the current Mesa College Parking requirements that H3 'The Traffic Study and Initial Study have been revised to indicale that student
after 6 p.m. it is not free. ) permits are not required betwéen 12 Noon and 6 P.M.
(MND 12/14/2005)—Exhibit E — Table 2, Summary af Peak Parking — Page E-3 ——Max
Park AM, Max Park PM, and Max Park HR ’
- :::ﬁ:m;;‘::::':;: l:‘:::;’(:}“ﬁ:’:;?;:‘: :;’:Z‘::;r:;::‘:’]::?a“d s This comment is acknowledged. Further, (ie worst case patking demand on

CONMMENTS i RESPONSES o
L0
-
A comparison of the two statements above indicates that Darnell & y

surveyed. Approximately 2600/2700 cars are parked in the a.m. hours,
1300/1400 in the alternoon hours and 1800/1900 at 6 p.m. 4

(MND 12/14/2005 — Exhibit E — Parking Analysir Report Page E-3 —The proposed
project does nat increase the maximum allowable student population. Therefore, it can

Appendix E in both the April 15, 2005 Traffic Study and the September 287005

Thursday at 10:00 A.M. with 2770 vehicles left approximately 476 avaijlable
parking spaces on site. The traffic study also acknowiedges that students park in
outlaying areas. I is also important to understand that- with fewer spaces
available on site during these worsl-case peak demands, the perception to
incoming drivers is there is no parking (or it is difficult to find). The additional
1,129 overall new spaces (current count) would provide proportionally more
spaces throughout the campus, relieving perception that the campus lots are full,

ey s s S/ T S ST S A
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Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage

be concluded based on existing parking demand, that 470 spaces remain availoble on site
during the worst case denand,

HHowever to reduce community concern that siudents are parking aff-site into residential
areas, part of redevelopment of ihe college will include a 1,000 parking space structure
near the main campus entry from Mesa College Drive. This porking siruciiiie Is not
expecied 1o replace the amount of wci‘sling on-site spaces, but provides additional overall
parking.

" The traffic expert states that there are 476 spaces available during the

worst case demand. Apparently Darpell is saying that, even though
there is adequate parking, the District should reduce community
concern by building a structure reported to cost $17,000,060. The

above statement by Darnell questions the very basic need for the project.

(MND - 1 2/14/2005} Page i§-36 — Although not an incentive provided by the Disirics, the
praposed expansion of the Residentigl Permit Parking area to the east will likely result in
more siudents parking on campus. ’

in Mareh of 2003, the San Diego City Council created a Residential
Permit Parking area in response (o concerns that non-residents were
parhking on residential streets north of Mesa College. The area is
extremely large and is not only a cost burden to the residents, but, also
imposes extresne inconveniences for guest parking, ete. The area

the 12/12/2005 meeting at Mesa College, there is a cry for student nos-
resident parking remedies which will not burden residents as does the £
Permit system, ' ’

An st{ached leiter dated 1//27/2006, from Denise Abell Hove, a long time
Mesa College resident, provides excellent insight info the problems
student parking and traffic creates for residents. She primarily offers
the wisdom thai students park in her neighborhood because they do not
wish to pay the parking fee and are willing to risk their personal

" securily, particularly at night, to de so.

This pravides a dilewnua fur the College becaunse they, as vet, do not
offer totally free parking and, probably as important, they offer onfy
the most distant space to students. If mostly working studenis, who
have the least lime and fum]s, are to be persuaded fo park on campus

lois, wouldn't giving them (he most desirable locaftions at no cost
provide ihe answer?

H5

H6

presenily covered is only to fhe north and by the evidence of residents af

17

8

MND-30

L3200

The need for additional on-gite parking is well established by the fact that
students still park in the surrounding areas not addressed by the current
Residential Permit Parking Area E. As slated above, the perception fe incoming
drivers is there is linited parking which may be difficult to locate. A nwber of
residents lestified accordingly at the public meeting at Mesa College on August
24, 2005. Furthermore, based on observations and a teleplrone conversation
(2/7/06) with Ms. Denise Abell-Howe, Kearny Mesa Recreation Center Direclor,
students park at the Keéamy Mesa Recreation Center. Thete is not a conflict
between available parking on campus during a worsi-case demand and the need
for more parking. The additional 1,129 vverall new spaces (current count) would
provide proportionally more spaces tiiroughoul the campus, relieving perceplion
that the catnpus lots are full.

‘The proposed parking structore is intended to alleviate the potking problems in
the surrounding areas. Furihe, if the additional ou-site parking spaces (current
count of 1,129) more than existing) solve the student parking spilling over into

residenlial areas, it imay be possible o eliminaie the need for Residential Permit
Parking.

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

The parking permit fees are used for the express purpose of providing parking
facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 76360. Afler conducting a

parking study (see Response H13), the District selecied the proposed parking
structure location.

gy e S
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sarve Mesa College.

(MND 1 2/14/2005) Page 15-37 —Twe bus lines operated by Metropolitan Transit Spstem
Route 41, which provides service between Fashion Valley Tronsi
Center and....... ..., Routa 44, which praivdes service between Old Town Transit Center
and Clairemont Town Square. g

There is no mention in the MND regarding the Comprehensive
Operativnal Analysis (COA) being conducted currently by
Metropolitan Transit Service which is changiog bus routes all over the
city including Kearny Mesa, Attention should be given to MTS plans as
they will affect Mesa College bus service.

(MNI 12/14/2005) Page IS-37-—6. The proposed project would not alfer present
circulation movements nor have an effect on existing public access to Kearny Mesa
Comynunity Park jocated sonth of Mesa College Campus. Nor would the praject affect
aceess 1o Tecolote Canyon Natural Park located west af Genessg Avanue.’

The traffic consultants figures which show massive traffic on Mesa
Callege Drive between Linda Vista Road and the College are refiected
well in the comuments by Mrs. Hove in her letter of January 27, 2006,
Similar commen(s were offered by the multitude of résidents altendmg
the meetmg at Mesa College on 12/12/2005,

Why position a large traffic buildmg structure where traffic to Kearny
High Schuol, the National Guard Armory, Kearny Mesa Commuaity
Park, Sharp Hospital Complex, and many other businesses already are
in grid lock? How can it be that air carditions will not be worsened in
the ares of schouls, & child care center, and a Community Park by
focusing additional exhaust exhaling vehicles in the vicinity?

The Linda Vista Community Planning Commitiee respectfully vequesis
that serious consideration be given ta the many available alterrative
gites for the location of this parking structure as well as providing
student incentives which will work because they are in the student’s hest

HY

H10

i1l

Hi2

interest. “Students want to park near thelr destination more than older [1(3

adults” {Alan Hoffman, Transit Consultant, in a lecture at USD in
January, 2006)

Very tuly yours,

ﬁa{lm{r Li‘l’;ﬁ‘

14
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According (o the Comprehensive Opei"monal Analysis, Route 41 will wli[l c.iﬁ>
provide service befween Fashion Valley Transit Center and 'UCSD ahd w

continue to operate along Genesee Avenue wesi of the campus.- Altho the
alignment between Beagle Sireet and Limerick Avenue will be revised, Rutrle 44
will continue (o provide service between the Qld Town Transit Ceuter aud
Clairemont Town -Square and -will continue to operate on Anustrong Sireet
adjacent to the campus. The base frequency for both routes will be 15 minules or
belter. Therefore, there will be no negative affect un Mesa College bus service,

The traffic study shows almost 18,000 daily vehicles on the ideatified segment.
This toadway 15 classified as a four-lane major road and has the ability to
accoimmodate 40,000 vehicles per day according to thresholds established by the
City of San Diego and adopted for use by tra{lic consultants to determine level of
service (1LOS). The 18,000 daily vehicles equates to less than 50% capacity and
results in LOS B conditions, which is well within the acceptable operating
parmnelcrs :

Responsc 1110 above dcmomtraice thai Mesa Coilege Dnve is not "grid-tock"
{whiek pestted—t 53 and that there is capacity for this
roadway {o 1cconunoda(e thc p’“‘klllg structure.  Changes to the circulation
sysiemn within the coliepe to access the parking struciure are alse proposed to
previde improved irausition from the City street.

Accordmg to the City’s Drafl “Significance Determination Thresholds” (Feb Noy

2004), *if a proposed dcve]opment causes a four-lane major road to drop (o LOS

E or worse, ﬁﬂﬁ%@fé@&m the extendcd wait at the

signalized uuetseclion

e—ay—and could cause a sugmf’ c'mt air quahty uup'tct (aud) a site-
pecfornied Lo delermine

specific CO hotspot screening and/or analysis should be

AJLM@MMMLLQL&_M@U&M@M

tor.” or “if a proposed development is within 400 fect of a sensitive recepior
and the LOS is worse than D, a site-specilic CO holspot analysis should be
performed to determine if heahh standards are potentially excecded and {o
determine the level of adverse effect on the receptors.” Even in the year 2030 the
roadway segients and iutersections will not reach (he levels that would cause a
significant air quality impact.

Attached to the Initial Study is a graphic showing 7 allernative parking siles
considered by District - foillowed by a discussion of the advantages and
disadvantages of each of the 7 alternalive sites. A copy -of these doctuiments was
#lso provided to Mr. Ed Cramer on February 2, 2006. The propuced site remains
the District's preferred site. The provision of additional parking is considered an
mcentive that is in the student’s interest.

ln a telephone conversation (2/7/06), Alan Hoflinan stated he did not make this
ar any similar statement during his lecture at USD; his lecture addressed transil

B e T . ]
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Mesa Cuilege Packing luformation ' o versus driving and he stated il would not be appropriate {o cxlrapo];iTSJ any
’ i position on Lhe location of student parking. - o

Mesa College has 3,236 parking spaces distributed between nine surliea lots. - :

Parking Permits are requited (EXCEPT BETWEEN 12:00 NOON and 6:00 M DAILY INTHE
STUDENT LOTS)
and enforcement (citations will be issued for not displaying a permit or parking in Faculy-Siaff lots),

Student Pmking Permits may ba purchased at the Accounting Office, or through ClassTalk of Reg-c. aud
picked up at the Camnpus Pelice J202,

Autpinabile penits are $30, 32U for linancial aid students and moloreyele permits are $135. {Corpool
- parking requires an additional permit.). . ’

Visitors may use daily pesmit machines located in lots 1 and 2 te park in designated student parking.
Rate is £1 per hour, 35 ali day - nmchine lakes cains nnd bills, but does not make change,

Motorists with siate issued disabled placards may park in any student swll or edministrator parking.

Designated disabled parking is nvallable across the streel from the "H” buildings, and in lots #1, #3, |
and A,

Convenient earpaol parking located in fromt of the 1-400 bnilding, the tennia counts, and the
administretive oifices is available to motorists with a student pennit (or daily permit), one or more
passengers and a daily enrpoy] pernit Daily carpool perinits may be obtained ai the information booth

in lot #Y,
TR
T R

N
A

>~ opanies

No Parking on Mesa College Netghborhood Sireets Vehicles parked on residential streets aronnd
Mesa Cuilege witliout the required aren, "E” residentind patking permit will be cited by Cily of San
Diego puking enforcement personrel, The Bne for parking without the required residential permit {5
$35.

N
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DATE: JANUARY 17, 2006

10: LINIIA VISTA FLANNERS
FROM:  DENISE ARRLLIOVE

RE: MESA COLLEUE PARKING

To Whom It May Concemn:

My nomre ls Dendse Hove and 1 am o pesldent of the Mess College area slnce the mid

196078, 1 deel with the wpart of the Mesa Collegs trailic oa & daily basis pod theze wey
iy observations: .

1.

Mesa Coltoge Drive is In grid lock when the college iy in setsion. This Impacts all
the marounding nefghborheod because Mess College Drive 1s the ooly seceas to
the frenwny cntrances for 163 and 805 south, Add (he talie fiom the High
School end when the National Ouard Armoty blocks a lane with busses to board
the troops, and you an exsily understand whty it can 1zke mulipfe cycles of the
lights to just clear Linds Vista Road, much less get onto elther fieeway. Plactog e
multl-story parking lot with its enly aecess off thia road {s sure [olly.

. Ly bus stop on Arrastiong ia in the wieng, place., You lava a gate to the puking

lot right there, with cars himing sight end lelt with the view abstruct=d by the City
bua, Complicate this with & turve in the rond that Suriher obstinets the view. Add
In Armistrong av a thomughfies for the neighborhood, with those cars assuming
they have the ripht-a-way. Mingie in foot trafiic on and off the bus, along with
the fo! treffio of students cilting across the parking lot for socens {o the campus.
Finally, make some of Ihal Toot traffie digabled In wheelchaire os elderly. As you
can aee, this Iy & recipe Tor disaster,

. Thera never {o any pelice presence to enforee oot blocking tha intersections. Or

for that malter, enforcing the dght-of-way of tralfie leaving (he park emd golng
stralght through the intersection swwhes the eollege students rre tuming lefl onte
Mesn Calloge Irrive. This finther slows down the thme 1t takes to make i to
Linds Vista Rosd when the intersections are blocked with raffle.

. Ttruly foel that the siudents svill nof park {p the parking struchire &y long the

parking fee is nol a mandstory past of the registeation fee. All you have to do is
thive around the conwmunity to gee how fhr the students are willing lo walk 1o
park for free, They nlso tnke up every aveilable space lo the City Pask, and riak
winlking those distances in the dask after evening classes, fust to park for free.
What snskes you think that they will willingly pay lo park in the structure?

. The Mesa College child care center 1 Ingated on the corner of Mesa Coflege Dr.

and Armstrong., Hight &t the main intersection impacted by a1 thess ears. The wir
quality must be awful, Since the State Leglalatare [s disoussing tightening down
where you can smoke cigereties around childoen, does 3t nol raake sonse thal the
same concern be shuwn for something as far more serloua as ear emissions?

%Wﬁ)’u}")

) 458-278-3207 N rnnce, ODLLL NBWQ
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" The tralfic study shows almost 18,000 daily vehicles on Mesa College Drive

between Linda Vista Road and Mesa Coliege. 'This roadway i3 classified as a
[iuz-lane major toad and has the ability to sccommodate 40,000 vehicles per day
according 1o thresholds established by the City of San Dicgo and adopled for use
by iraffic consultants to determine level of service {LOS), The 18,000 daily
vehicles equates to less than 50% capacity and results in- LOS B conditions,
which i3 well within the acceptable vperating parameters. The praject is not
wzponsible for National Guard Armory vehicles that may block travel lanes.
Chionges to the circulation sysiein within the college to access the parking
shueture are also pioposed lo provide improved transition from the City street,
Intersection capacily analyses in the study area also demonsirate nccepiable

levels. of service «during peak hours in accordance with Cily of San Diego
published thresholds.

The San Diego Community College District in conjunction wilh MT1S is
proposing to re-direct the Route 44 bus onle the campus 1o beiter serve sfudents
anl 10 minhimize conflicls on Armstong Stieet. In addition to providing bus
slelters on campus, bus stops for the neighborhood will be retained on
Armsirong Street north of Armstrong Place.

The proposed project has been designed to enhance iraffic flow and eliminate
conflicts that are currently experienced in the vicinity of the project. As stated in
Response 12 above, bus stops will be located internally on the campus 1o better
serve students and to minimize conflicts on Armastrong Street north of Ammstrong

Place.! Additionally, the drive to the parking stuclure will pass under (he-

souwthbound lanes of Mesa College Drive, thus ereating improved tansition fiom
the City streeis including the Mesa College DrivefAunstrong Street intersection.

As demoustrated in the parking study prepared for the existing eondition, up to
2,170 vehicles are parked on campus which require paid parking permits. 1t ig
alsy important to undersiand that with fewer spaces available on sile during these
wotst-case peak demands, the perceplion to incoming drivets is there is no
paking (or it is difficult to find). -The additional 1,129 overall new spaces

- {carrent count) provide proportionally more spaces throughout the camypus,

celieving perception that the campus lots ace full. -
!

See: Response H12 above.

H
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San Diego Community College Drstnct

Faciliies Management, Room 310
3375 Camino del Rio South San Diego, CA 92108-3883 (619) 388 6546

SUBJECT:

Revision #1:

Revision #2:

Revision #3:

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage 1S8-1

INITIAL STUDY

State Clearinghouse Number 2005121106

Mesa College East Enfn' anc_l Parkine Garaee.

Minor revisions were made to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MIND) when compared to the Draft MND. The revisions “did not affect the

environmental analveic ar conclueione of thic docnment, The revicions ars

shown in s{ﬁkethF&uch/underhne format. On March 23, 2006, the San Diego.
Community College "District (SDCCD) Board of Trustees considered and -
approved the Final MND. _

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 deuble
strikethroush/double underline format. These revisions do not affect the
environmental analys1s 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.

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 the location of MHPA Boundary. As a resuit,

the MND and Initial Study were further revised. The additional revisions are
shown in italicized s#rikethroush/underline format. These revisions do not
affect the  environmental analysis or conciusions of this document. In
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 13073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not
required when new information is added to the negative declaration that
merely clarifies, amplifies, or makes insignificant medifications to the

negative declaraﬁon

Initial Study
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- MHPA Boundary Adjustment Alternative:

On July 13, 2006, the Planning Commission Suocrested 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 additon area was identified on land owned by the San Diego
Community College District _IU.S( east of Genesee Avenue. The alternative 0.42-acre area is
located 150 feet north of the existing MHPA; the intervening land is owned by the City of San
Diego. ‘

On Auvgust 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-lieu fee 1o 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 Elhott MHPA; and
2) the availabiliry 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 consuitants) relative to the location of the
MHPA compared to the final project engineering drawings. The MHPA location used for the
prev;ous blolooy report (May 1, 2006) was found to have been madvcrtcntly shifted sllcrht]y out

of posificn, More p"CClSC i..u\.n.uu— Ol Wie MuirA J\.avba.lbu that it neSasd 1o be shifted northward.

The result in this shift of the MHPA is that the impact to the MHPA is O 28 acre and not the (.14
_acre that was prev1 iously reported. ,

SUBJECT: Mesa College FEast 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 project site is located at the head of a canyon
at the western terminus of Mesa College Drive, south of the 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
Coliege 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.

L 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 Flcrures 1 and 2). The Facilities Master Plan (see
Figures 5 and 6), which is dnswned to accommodate up to a maximum of 25,000
studcnts includes projects to be funded by Proposition “S” as well as the future

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage IS-_Z N Initial Study




Camp
Pendieton

County of $an Diego

Mesa College
East Entry
and Parking
Garage

WAILES
6 ¢ ‘
r—--—————-q .
0 483 9.6

KILOMETERS N

* Project

| Lemeon
1 Grove
i
\ 04
i
&--._— - UNITED STATES
“ -\

] Ma":co

Figure 1



009234 .

(This page intentionally left blank.)

Mesa College East Eniry and Parking Garage 1S-4 Initial Study



A
b e Bl o | i
].g helo T SALIZAR JST cxm‘lu_ol
eea st LU,
BEM, 5T
. HoG
T
&8
P ;
7_/” #
¢ = a
! [ iy
X o | B 2 &
” B 3
AGLE! ST
= % &
£ 5" | 2
' \{5 pALTIC | & g
-~ miForn 1|
PL g
ARHSTRONG - L.«
7400 AL

thL;H

HILL AV

B "
vista 8[%

JUVENILE

oAt
@2903 Thomas Bros. Maps

he

B

Project Vicinity

Figure 2

GE€2C00



0092306

(This page intentionally left blank.)

Mesa College East Enmy and Parking Garage 15-6 Initial Study



Transafer Cenior, Accounting,
Siudent Careat Contar  Adminaslors, Counscling,
' LRE BOPS, Aecords, Assessmeny/Tealing,

{Learning Aesourca Canler) -
Audlovisual

Canter lor Indepandent Learning

Llbrary

Financial AM, $TAR Yolerana & Recordn

8 a

>
oy

,w';:,m\

® 4

Frea Parking
Hooo - p.m,
in Biudent Loty

Gonesoe
Enliance

[hisd
l’hnvrq lﬂ
“ELD
Ari QADery
Brvdee
Gorpnct kg,
’ Spect Event
Poridng WiParmid

FreuhyBiall Paisang

»,
Humanilles, Lenguages, fjr éﬁr. Mesa Coliege &5, o
& Muhiguitersl Stedies ‘,i'”f Hy Infarmason Dirive Enbance g 0%
! { ™~
lagpote
Yrwarr 45 minore M"‘MO“”“""‘”’
ewinred parking '
BUILDINGS PARKING LOTS TR
AT0Q Armadsimnon. Pregident, 140 [Hasbiod Elrdnts Progrims et K70 Cornputey Labe. Chygrsom 1l Etoctom It ing with Fprmit
V. Insiniction, Buskwss, Gerviens, Cassrooms K-400 Corrputes Anpficatios Lohs ) Fucuty Sl Pasma Preirg
Pibbc Flalarany 500 Srdant Aftatra Lo Ausgayispal, Cendor lor [IXY]  ShemtGarpoo Patking
A0 larmation Virdow [B1:] Chisrroony independont Loarning, Libwary. 12 or e cpant W i} e -
B8.100 Clasyroemy {300 Chamgrocms, Employmem, High Tech Contar protimis avfiabia mt the tréormation ) Al
cf Clodstoema, Acnoflsd Hiealra Teanast Cir_ ROPY, Eratuators, 1100 Phyekeal Edocotm ation Booth} +
c200 Ginrsrogms, Oficas . Finnnciat Aid. 5 TAFL Toachat Doy, L2060 Handbed, actnratiil (lovrty, : :‘l “yef/ {
C-108 Walling Canlet 1400 Arcounting, Admistiane Wi Rooma . -
D100 [ X Mg, Ewating, Vi Alecomhy LBOT Clasarooms, Atbiyria 1ramirg ATHLE-] IC FACIL'TIES w,"’\. [ -
A D200 Finm Arte {Oaftry, D-104) V.. Bludem Barvkoy Poom, Camme Rurre, Haatth I gym 9AN BG L} ’
F.to0 Chssronms 210 Opermtien, Sorvicts N Pngebe Pl t MEGO
F-200 Claxsiooms Jzo0 Crynpus Potice, Pating, MA Clmysronms s Mo Drugias § MESA 7t
a-fiig *Ponnx Oftica, Mana Froar, Steckroom, Recthing (]2} {Feathal, Track, Os¥ Fiedal COLLEGE —
n-100 Catelenia, Boione K. 100 Cinsaroreny P-200 MursarpAandscope T hnokogyfAn 1 Termis Counta k.
200 Chossrogmn, Bridghing Lan, n-200 Apprenticaships, Facirty P-300 Asirn| Health technolagy H ’ s dvy PO ;;
DHeatted Stentinty ¥iotabopt, Ma?room, fepro It Cirsrvom " Unpor Fiekd inocuaimotball) gf s>y
Pregean pred Saiviens, Ganlttr, Tulorksg Comor n ekt Darvatopeinent Centor . 3 ‘l =
100 Chissooms W9.72, 13 Tomgniary tinesroor
' Fiwvised Moy 2004

Existing Mesa College Campus

Figure 3

L2000



003238

(This pags imé:ntiona]ly left blank.)

Mesa College East Enpry and Porking Garege Is-8 Ininial Study



X

S
=

AR AW

" 6€2C00

il h s 2 -‘§- —t}
= ¥, N L-,/, <y

J

Existing Conditions - |
Area of New East Entry and Parking Garage

C

e -

g
Figure 4,

. -



009240

(This page intentionally left blank.)

Mesa College East Eniry and Parking Garage IS-10

Initial Study



0002

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage 15-11

ATTACHMEN

11

splacement 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 Trustess on June 9, 2005.

Specific lmplementamon projects that are addressed by thjs Initial Study include the
following:

Phase 1 — Stace |

« 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 temporary east campus entry drive (Armstrong Place extension).

FPhase 1 — Stage 2

» Construction sits and staging for parking structure #1.
: ' )
Phase ] — Stage 3

* Construct new Mesa College Drive entrance as shown in Figure 7.
- Construct new parking structure (= 1,000 cars) as shown in. Fx igure 7 Sgucture will

" include new Campus Police Héadguariers (=7,000 gross square feet)

Phasc 2~ Stace 1

+ - Construct staging area for road and parking lot construction.
» 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 will occur on 2.97 acres for the new east entry
and the parking carage. :

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 rafio - 2:1

Maximum height of cut siopes - 18 feet

Cut slope ratio - 2:1

Amount of import/export soil — 2,636 cubic yards

Inidal Smudy
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Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage

. 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 terminus 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 College 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 805/State Route 163 interchange on
unsectioned lands within Township 16 South, Range 3 West, on the USGS La Jolle,

California 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 of the main campus
consists-of--classroom -facilities;-the -cafeteria;-and the-bockstorer The eastern portion of ~
the main campus oonsists of the Iloatdh Services building, and sporis {acilitics inciuding

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 conststs of several buildings associated with the schoo! and associated
parking areas. A portor of the campus has been converted to 2 Mesa College student
parking Iot. 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
parking, the Nursery Landscape building and associated parking, and vacant,

undeveloped land.

The southwestern portion of the site, southwest of Mesa College Circle, consists of an
undeveloped westerly-sioping hiliside covered with native and pon-native vegetation.

The campus is bounded on the north by single-family residential development; on south
by an undeveloped southerly-facing slope and Kearny 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 garags 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 Kearny Mesa Park lies to the south. Beyond the community
college, exasting residential developments occur to the north, while the Natlona} Guard
Armory, Stephen Watts Kearny High School, and a mix of commercial a_nd muld-famiiy
residential developments occur to the east. The proposed parking garage is located at the

head of a canyon to the west. . :

1S-12 inirial Study
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(0.51 ac.)
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III. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS Ses foliowing discussion. and attached Initial
Study Chackhst _ ' ' ~ .

Iv. DISCUSSION’-

This section prowdes an explanation for the determinations made in Section III. See
Attachment B for references cited at end of discussion.

A. Geologv/Soils

1. Ninyo & Moore conducted a limited geotechnical evaluadon for the Mesa
College Faciiiies Master Plan (A-4) According to the report, the master plan
area 1s not located in a special studies zone on any map, or maps, compiled by

" the State Geologist pursuant to Chapter 7.5 (commencing with Secton 2621
- known as the qumst-pnolo ._,a_rthquake Fault Zoning Act) of Division 2 of the

Public Resources Code.

Additionally, the master plan arsa is not located within the boundaries of any
special studies zone or within an area designated as gcolomcally haz.a.rdous in

o ' “Section™ 65302 0f the Govérnment Code. To 1mplcmcnt its Seismic Safety

[N
‘\'-h "rr\ ﬂ \n-v-nr!, \“!-vl ——n- -v-Uf'\-

Flemeant, the City of San Dicgo adoptzd the Ssismic Sz rudy that
recently updatcd in 199:: Accordmg to the Seismic Safcty Study, the majority
of thé master plan area is located in Hazard Category No. 51. This category,
which is assigned to generally level mesas underlain by terrace dsposxts and
bedrocks, is considered generally stable and a nominal risk. A smail porion of
the northwest corner of the site is located in Hazard Category No. 24. This
category, which 1s assigned to slide-prone formations with unfavorable geologic
structure, may be subject to failure during a seismic event and is considerad a

moderate risk. However, no improvements are proposed for this area

Trar
1I2050

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 30115 in the vicinity of the project area are classified as follows:

ran

. Northvrn portion of the project site - “Chesterton-Urban land compiex, 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 College 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) -

Mesa Coliege East Entry and Parking Garage 18-21 Inizial Si;udy
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Air

1. Regional air quality impact significance derives in part from a project’s
consistency with the Regional Air Quality Swategy (RAQS) which utilizes
SANDAG’s growth forecasts to project future mobile source emissions.
Development of the site would gemerally be consistent with the adopted
Clatremont Mesa Community Plan and would, therefore, be consistent with the
assurnptions used in the growth forecast and RAQS. As a result, implementaton
of the project would not significantly affect the ability of the County to meet the
Federal clean alr standards according to the revised RAQS. Furthermore, the
construction and operation of the facilities would be required to comply with all

applicable air quality standards and regnlations of the Air Polludon Contral

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
project air project violation. (B-2 and B-3) o

2. The Child Development -Center located at Mesa College Drive and Armstrong
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
esult in such traffic conditions. Therefore, the Child Development Center will
not be exposad to substantial pollutant concentrations.

24 3 thn mpmmd e of mbioeiemebis A A e
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4. Short-term fugitive dust may be generated duripg the construction phase,
Standard watering practices, however, would be utilized to minimize the
amount of dust generated during construction.

5. Anticipated project scale and design would not result in any alteration of air
movernent in the area of the project.

6. Anticipated project scale and design would not result in a substantal alteration
in moisture, or temperature, or any change in climate, either locally or

regionally.
Hvdrology/Water Quality ‘
Latitude 33 Planning and Engineering prepared a water gualitv technical report (C-
roiect and to idendfv the Best

4) to analvze the water guality impacts of the

Management Practices (BMP) that will be installed on the site. Other sources as

noied were -also used in the following analvsis.

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 movemests. (C-1)
2. The proposed parking structure would increase the amount of impervious
surface on the campus resulttng in a changes in absorption rates, -drainage

patterns, and the rate and amount of surface runoff. The impact, however, will
be Jess than significant because of the construction of a standard storm drain

systerm.

” - Initia! Study
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6.
7.

;- Biology-—— ="

~ See C.2 above.

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 mest water quality standards after application of technolegy-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 lead. The project, however, will not result in the
discharge of any of these pollutants. '

Pesticides, herbicides, and ferdlizers may be utilized for landscaping. However,
compliance with local, state, and federal regulatons would preciude significant
amounts of these chemicals from discharging into surface or ground waters.

‘See C.5 above.

See C.5 above.

HELIX Environmental Plarning 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, endangeresd, sensitive, or fully

protected species of animals or plants?
A substantial change in the diversity of any species of animals or plants?
Introduction of invasive species of plants into the area?

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

An impact on a sensitive babitat, including, but not limited 1o stweamside
vegetation, aguatic, riparian, oak woodland, coastal sage scrub or chaparral?

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 other means?

Conflict with the provision of the City’s Multiple Speciés Conservation
Program Subarea Plan or other approved local, regional or state habitat

conservation plan?

The biological technical report describes existing biological conditons for the Mesa
College Parking Structure project site and provides the project applicant (San Diego
Community College Distnct), 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

Inirial Study
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~ assess impacts to biological resources under. the California Environmental Quality

Act, federal and state Endangered Species Acts, the federal Clean Water Act, and
the California Hsh and Game Code. :

The 457 £00 3.90-acre study area supports nine vegetation communities (in order
of sensitvity): cismontane alkali marsh, disturbed wetland, Diegan coastal sage
scrub, southern mixed chaparral, non-native grassiand, eucalyptus woodiand,
disturbed habitat, non-native vegetation, and urban/developed land. Additonally,
the project site supports 0.02 acre of jurisdictional areas, including one patch of
cismontape alkali marsh covering less than 0.01 acre (122 328 square feet), wo
patches of disturbed wetland totaling approximately (.01 acre, and two small
drainages totaling approximately 0.01 acre. Both drainages are located at the

- bottom of the canyon and ares considered Corps jurisdictional non-wetland Waters

of the U.S. as well as CDFG jurisdictional streambeds.

According to the biological technical report, the following impacts would occur.

‘Direct Jmpacts
Upland Vegetation Communiries

The proposed parking structure would not be confined to existing disturbed or
developed areas, but would extend west of the current terminus of Mesa Collegs
Drive. _ For. purposes -of the-technical--report; the entire project-site’ would be

An on enorrls dlem et Semmemm e e 13 D
A% 2 ToEiut O s wonrg Qo0 10 VLM BReS Qlie Of

- e ~tradd o~
congidarsd imnastad Az 2 regulr dirsct i OCCur g

Diegan coastal sage scrub, 0.53 8-52 655 acre of southern mixed chaparral, 0.76
£15 acre of non-native grassland, (.39 244 859 acre of eucalyptus woodland, 0,32
820 acre of non-native vegetation, 0,12 833 acre of disturbed habitat, and 2,30
227 2328 acres of developed land (Figure 9, Table 1). :

Tiers II through III B habitats on site (Diegan coastal sage scrub, southern mixed
chaparral, and non-npative grassland) are considered sensiive vegetation
communities and impacts to these communities would require mitigation pursuant
to the City’s MSCP requirements.

Table1 . ‘
IMPACTS TO VEGETATION COMMUNITIES -
_ (acre]s])
VEGETATION COMMUNITY | TIER | IMPACTS
Wetlands :
Cismontane alkali marsh — | <0.01
Disturbed wetland — | 0.01
Uplands
Dizgan coastal sage scrub 1 0.07 806
Southern mixed chaparral II1A 0.53 852 855
Non-natve grassland 1B 0.16 3Lt5
Eucalvptus woodland v i 0.39 844 659
Nop-native vegetation v 0.32 828
Disturbed habitat v 0128232
Developed land v 2.30 2272279
TOTAL 3.90 400 453
18-24 . Initial Snedy
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Jurisdictional Areas

Jurisdictional areas ﬁhat woulid be impacted by the project include less than 0.01
acre of cismontane alkaii marsh and 0.0] acre of disturbed wetiand, as well as 0.01
acre of jurisdictional non-wetland Waters of the U.S./streambeds. The total impact

to J:msdlcnonal areas is 0.02 acre.
Impacts Within the MHPA
The proposed préject would impact approximately 0.28 814 623 acre within the

. existing limits of the MHPA, including 0.05 acre of Southern mixed Chaparral

0.0% 243 884 acre of non-natve grassland, 0.09 208 &34 acre of sucalyptus
woodland, and £:£3 685 acre of disturbed habitat (Table 2), - An adjustment to the
MHPA boundary 15 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 boundary may be made without amending the Subarea
Plan or the MSCP Pian 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 w1ld11fe agencws (Secnon 542 of the.

MSCP Rev’xonal Plan {Aucust 1998])
- ME
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I'able 2
R N N

VYEGETATION MSCP MHPA MHPA - Net

COMMUNITY Tier Subtraction | Addition | Difference

Diegan coastal sage scrub I 0.00

Southern mixed chaparral II1IA 0.05 804 | 0.28 e-14* +0. ]4

Non-native grassland 1B 0.09 863 +GI1

Eucalyptus woodiand v 0.09 86§ | 0.00 - =0.14
| Disturbed habitat v 0056031 -Gl

TOTAL 0.28 814 | 0.28 014> 0.00
"A total of 1.12 656 acres of Tiers I and III habitats within the East FElliott

mitigation parcel in the MHPA (4:1 rano) would be prﬂserved to meet the 0.28
Q4-4—acre MHPA addid on and result in not net loss of native habitat within “the

MHPA.

For a boundary ad_]ustrnent 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 sigmﬁcanfly and sufficiently conserved habitats (i.e., the exchange .
maintains.or improves-the conservation, conﬁgurat:on or Stamus of szgmﬁcantly

ﬂ'nn’ wl‘Fﬁr'r.onH:: r-nvu—vav-mn' I-.nL ot ax daﬁ"rd i ‘m_‘ o 3 “ e

Plan]).

Loy rhe NMSLLT

Effects on covered species (i.e.,

conservation of covered species).

the exchange maintains or increases the

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage
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3. Effects on habiiar linkages and function of preserve areas (i.e., the exchange
maintains or improves any habitar linkages or wildlife corridors).

4, Effects on preserve configuration and management (i.e., the exchange results in
similar or zmproved managemen: efficiency and/or protection of biological
resources).

The proposed MHPA boundary adjustment is not apticipated to have a negative

- effsct 60 the fianageément efficiency of the preserve because it would not change

hn 'H-:I noa n; Aor glﬁ-.--n-‘ -] mpmmaaman L Al
j 3 a2n QoYU TNAC ana uJ CalivE 1T TAE Arsa hllrlrnnrrrnr\ru’ IEI‘,C_{"‘" Ixrnu.a

* be installed within the d“vclopmsnt area adjacent to the MHPA to prevent numan

and pet access to the preserve.

5. Effects on ecotones or other conditions affecting species diversity (i.e., the
exchange maintains topographic and structural diversity and habitat interfaces

of the preserve).

The arezs to be subrmacted from the MHPA @ include a small amount of
chaparral, non- nauvc commumnes and d1sturbed areas, whercas th'= areas to be-

added
habitais, such as Dxcvan coastal sage scrub and : southern nuxed chaparral “Because

-of the overall increase of higher-tier habitats teestea-a-a-small-sanyes coupled with

the decrease of lower-tier ‘habitats located in e a_mostly disnirbed urban park

lscmng, the boundary adjustment would result in ep—ewerall-tmprovemen—e— 2

reduction of topographic and structural d]Vf:rSIty

&. Effects on species of concern not on the covered species list (L.e., the exchange

does not significantly increase the-likelihood that an uncovered species will
meet the criteria for listing under either the federal or siate ESAs).

The proposed boundary adjustment would not increase the likelihood that an
uncovered species will be swmﬁcant]y Impacted and meet the criteria Ior hsunu

subtracted areas support mostlv r’excepr for 0.05 acre of chaal] non-native
erassland and other a’znurbea’ communities such as eucalyptus woodland and

Initial Study
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disturbed habirar, no covered sgeczes are annczgated to be zmgacred M_g;gg er LQQ

(HPA 3 OR_greas g ¢ : and [T habita Dieran

Sensitive Species

Construction of the proposed parking structure would not cause impacts to any
listed or sensitive plant or animal species. Because tress in the ‘canyon provide
marginal raptor nestng habitat, their removal would potendally zmpact raptor
nesting habitat.

Indirect Impacts

evelopment activities adjacent to the MHPA are subject to special conditions that
ensure minimal direct or indirect impacts to the preserve area. Potential indirect
impact issues include drainage/water quality, comstruction noise, fugitive dust,
lighting, noise, roadkdll, exotc plant species, puisance animal species, and hurman
intrusion.

Drainage/Water Qualiry

Landscape irrigatdon and increased hardscape aresa associated with the proposed

- parking structure -may-result in-increased Tunoff:~Such’ runoff “may be associated

with increased erccion, sedimentation, asd solludon that could 5igmiiicalily unpact
drainage and water quahty within the canyon and MHPA areas off site to the west,
Howcvcr 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 construction should be reduced through project
erosion control measures that are consistent with Best Management Practices, while
post-construction runoff is expected to be weated using fossil filters prior to being

released into existing drainages.

Construction Noise

Construction activities have the potential to temporarily displace any sepsitive
mammals or birds occurring in the canyon to the west, which may result in
decreased reproducdve 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 irees on site and in the adjacent nabitat within the canyon to the west.
Although no gnatcatchers were dstected on site, and the project area supports only a
small area of coastal sage scrub, areas of sage scrub with potental o support
gnatcatchers occur to the west of the site. i

Should construction occur during the gnatbatch er breeding season (March 1 through

Angust 15) or during the raptor brecdmc season (g sncrally February 1 through July
31) any pesting ﬂnatcatch rs and/or raptors may be susceptible to disturbance from
construction, and : any such activity within 500 feet of an active raptor pest would be

considered potentially significant.

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage 1S-30 Initial Study
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Night Lighring

Night lighting may expose wildiife species 10 an unnatural light regime and alter
their behavior patterns, and may result in a loss of species d.IVCI‘SIty However,
Mesa College Circle, 'which runs north of the canyon, is lined with existing.
streetlights. Addxt!onally, the proposed parking structure would only extend a small
way beyond the existing lighted, developed areas. As a result, night lighting is not
anucipated to cause a si vm.ﬁcant indirect impact. Regardless, all propos“d hcrhuncr '
should be directed away from the canyon and other preserved areas.

Fugitive Dust

Dust released through construction activities. could disperse onto vegeration in
proposed open space areas in close proximity to the construction areas. Dust-
induced shading could reduce plant productivity. The resulting disturbance could
displace native vcvctanon reduce species diversity, increase susccpnblhty to fire,
‘pave the way for ‘non-native plant invasions, and adversely affect wildlife
‘dependent on native plant species. However, dust may be controlied through the
implementation of measures that would be required as a condition of the grading
permit, including application of water on unpaved; unvegetated surfacss during

construction activities.
Invasive Planr Species -

Non-rnative plants could colonize sitss disiwbed by comswucton and couid
potentially spread into adjacent native habitats, espe cxally following a disturbance
such as fire. Many of these non-native plants are highly invasive and can displace
‘native vegetation reducing mnative species diversity, potentially increase
flammability and fire frequency, change ground and surface water levels, and
potentially adversely affect natve wildlife that is dependent op the native plant
species. However, habitat within the project site already contains a Jarge proportion
of invasive non-native plant species, so no increase is anticipated. Regardless, the
exotic and invasive plants are a key concern because the City’s MHPA occurs both

on and adjacent to the project site.

Human and Per Inrrusion

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 structure is not
.expected to faciiitate access or imtrusion by humans or nuisance animals to the

MHPA.,
Roadkill

Roadkill 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 n=w roads will be constructed that will encroach on existing habitat areas
following construction of the proposed parkmc structure, so no increase in roadkiil

18 annc:lpatcd
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Miteation for Direct Impacts

Mitigatior measures for direct impacts caused by the Mesa College Parking
Structure project would. satisfy the requirements of the City’s MSCP and Biology
Guidelines (City 1997a and 2001, respectively). Mitigation ratios foliow the 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 sepsitive habitats (Tiers I through IIB) would require
mitigation (Table 3). Required mitigation calculations assume the proposed
boundary adjustrnent is in place and that all impacts would occur outside the
MHPA, and all mitgation would occur within the MHPA. Mitigation ratios follow:"

* Tier I Southern foredunes, Torrey Pines forest, coastal bluff scrub,
maritime succulent scrub, maritime chaparral, native grassiand, and
oak woodlands (mitigation ratios range from 1:1 to 3:1, depending
on the locaton of mitigation, inside or outside the MHPA; NOTE:
based on verbal communication with City staff, scrub oak chaparral
is also considered Tier I habitat);

* Tier II: Coastal sage scrub and coastal sage scrub/chaparral ecotone
(1:1to 1.5:1);

» Tier [IIA: Mixed chaparral and chamise chaparral (0.5:1 to 1:1);

* Tier IIIB: Non-native grassland (0.5:1 to 1.5:1); and

* TierIV: Disturbed, agriculture, and eucalyptus woodland (0:1).

Iinland Veoerarion Ccmm!_rnfn'g:
Liniang Vegeldiion

The proposed project could cause permanent, direct impacts to_0,78 G724 826 acre

.of sensiive upland vegetaton communities, including 0.07 8-86 acre of Diegan

coastal sage scrub, 0.53, §552 @S8-acre of southern mixed chaparral, and 0.J6 &715
acre of non-native grassland. Impacts to Diegan coastal sage scrub, which is a Tier
II habitat, would be mitigated at a 1:1 ratio through preservation of (.07 8-86 acre
of coastal sage scrub (Table 3). Impacts to southern mixed chaparral and non-
native grassland, Tier IITA and IIIB communities, respectively, would be miti gated
at a 0.5:1 ratio through preservation of 0.27 £26 828 acrs of southern mixed
cbaparral and 0.08 acre of non-pative grassiand.

Mitigation may occur either throvgh preservaton of habitat off site at a Ciry-
approved location within the MHPA or through contribution to the City’'s Habitat
Acquisition Fund. For projects requiring iess than five acres of mitigaton, the City
aillows 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 §.42 &4 &42
acre, this would correspond to $70.500 $10,250 +6:588. -

Initial Study
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Tabie 3
MITIGATION FOR PROJECT IMPACTS

TO UPLAND VEGETATION COMMUNITIES'
VEGETATION TIER IMPACTS MITIGA- REQUIRED
COMMUNITY TION MITIGATION

' . RATIO
Diegap coastal sage scrub Jii 0.07 666 1:1 0.07 8-86
Southern mixed chaparyal I0A | 0.53 652 655 0.5:1 0.27 £28
Non-native grassland” B _(2.b 0dS 0.5:1 0.08
Eucalyptus woodland vV 0390440859 - -- 1
Non-native vegetation IV 0.32 628 -- ' -~
Disturbed habitat v 012 643 - -
Developed land IV | 230232379 - -

TOTAL | 3.90 £60 453 - .42 41 642

‘All areas are presented in acres, rounded to the nearest 0.01.

*Mitigation ratios assume the MHPA boundary adjustment is in place and all mitigation
wouid oceu within the MHPA.

Jurisdictional Areas .

Federal and state avenmes typlcally raqmrc “no net loss of wetlands. a criterion
under which mitigaton regimes would generally include a creation element at a
minimum 1:1 ratio, often accompanied by a restoration element at a minimum 1:1
rato, Impacts to jurisdictional drainages (non-wetland Waters of the
U.S/streambeds) are generaily mitigated through creation at a 1:1 ratio.

Due to the smal] size of the impact area. however. it is proposed that mitigation
occur as restoranon/enhancement on the Mesa Coliege property within a ‘pearby,

highlv disturbed wetland drainage that feeds into Tecolote Cresk (located within the
MHPA) (Fisure 10). Proposad mitication would occur at a 5:1 ratio for impacts to
cismontane alkaii marsh and disturbed wetland 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 (Table 4 and
Figure 11). This mitigation would improve the riparian wildlife habijtat functions of
the exisipe drainazes and reduce a source of non-pative seed into Tecolote Creek

 downstream.
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Table 4
MITIGATION FOR IMPACTS TO JURISDICTIONAL AREAS!?
VEGETATION | IMPACTS | MITIGATION PROPOSED REQUIRED
COMMUNITY | RATIO* MITIGATION
Cismontane alkaii <0.01 S5133 - 0.01 ]
marsh . ) ( 120_sg fth (600 sq. feet)
Disturbed wetland 0.01 5:1 9—3—1- .05 820
Waters of the 0.01 4:1 -1—1- - 0.04 601
U.S./Streambeds _
TOTAL 0.02 - 0.10 0.04
|

'All areas are presented in acres, rounded to the nearest 0.01,

Restoration and enhancement activities on site would improve the wetland functdon
and value of an unnamed tibutarv to Tecolote Creek. which feeds into Mission

Bay. Restoration/enhancement jnvoives removal of non-native invasive plant
species. including giant reed (Arundo donax). pampas grass (Cortaderia jubata).

mvoporum (Mveoporum sp.). castor bean-(Ricinus communis). -Canary Island date
nalm (Phnenir ranarienciel and Mexican far enlm (Wochivorsnis obiomd

followed by establishment of native plant species assocmtcd with southern willow
scrub, mule fat scrub, and cismontane alkali marsh habitats, as appropriate.  Once
established, many non-native species are capable of out-compsting native plant
species and can take over patural Jandscapes, displacing both native vegetation and

. the wildlife that depends upon it Many non-pative plant species not onlv_out-

compete the native species in an area but also phvsicaliv change the environment to
allow further invasion. In some instances, soil putrients are depleted. and large
areas are overtaken with a monoculturs of a single non-native species. Increased -
fire hazards and erpsion are also possibie copsequences of pon-native species

. infestation. In the restoration/enhancement areas. all non-native plant species are

targeted for removal. exciuding palm wees that are over 15 feet tall. Future
maintenance will be required to prevent the re-establishment of these non-native

plant specias in the future,

Details of the proposed restoration apd enhancement activities are addressed in

“Wetland Restoradon Plan for the Mesa Collece Parkine Structure” (dated Februarv

23. 2006) prepared by HELIX Environmental Plapning, Inc.

Inirial Study
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Mitigation for Indirgct Impacts

The. pro_;ect 1s not anticipated to cause significant indirect impacts associated with
drainage/water quality, constrection dust, invasive plant species, or human/animal
intrusion. However, construction noise has potential to impact native wildlife,

.ncluding raptors and the coastal California gnatcatcher that are pesting in thc

project vicinity. Because of the high potential for- nesting birds on site, all grading
and clearing of vegetation shouid take placc outside the bird brcedmv season

(February 13 through August 31).

Construction noise could impact any coastal Californiz gnatcatchers nesting within
the immediate vicinity of the project area. These eifects would be considered
significant if construction noise displaces nesting gnatcatchers from their nests and
prevents them from successfully breeding.

Due to thc proximity of the project to Diegan coastal sage scrub, noise 1mpacts
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 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 rcqu1rcd If it is determined that gnatcatchers are

‘present, construction operation§ shall be suspendsd or measures 1o minimize noise

impacts, includins temporary noige walls/borms, will be required. If 2 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
comstruction activities during the gnatcatcher breeding season should not exceed 60

dB(A) bourly L, at nest locations or the arnbient naise level if noise levels aiready
exceed 60 dB(A) hourly L. : .

The City requires that if construction is proposed to occur during the raptor
breeding szason (February 1 through September 15), a pre-construction survey must

be conducted by a qualified bioiogist to determine the presence or absence of

nesting raptors. If no active nests are found, no additional measures will be

'rcqulrcd however, no construction may occur within 300 to 500 feet of any

identified nests untl all young have fledged.
Noise

1. Although additional traffic that would be generated by the proposal may result
in an increase in the existing ambient noise levels, the impact is not considered
to be significant based on number of wips that would be generated.

2. The project would not generate noise that would result in the exposure of people
to noise levels that exceed ths City's adopted noise ordinance. (E-10) '

Montgomery Field, which is located approximately one mile portheast of the
campus, is the closest airport. However, the subject property is not within the
Alrport Influence Arca of the Montgomery Field

. Mesa CoIlece 1s located in

an area of less than 60 CNEL and is considered a compauble use. Therefore, the
project would not expose people to current or future transportation noise levels

1S-39 : Initial Study
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F.

1.

that exceed standards as established in_the Transportadon Elemnent. of the.
General Plan. (E-4 and E-9)

Light, Glare a_nd Shading

The proposed project would not result in any substantial light or glare. (F-1 and
. F-2)

2. Because the exxsunc campus lies to the north, the proposed project would not

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage

result in any shadmc of other properties. (F-1 and F- 2)

Land Use

1. Mesa College and portions of the areas of expansion are located in the
Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. The Commupity Plan Map (Figure 40, page
133) designates the site as “School.” The area of campus expansion intended 1o
accommodate a parking garage, which is located on the southeastern edge of the
campus, is jocated in both the Linda Vista and Clmremont 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 Coliege as “Colleges and Universities” and the area of expansion as
"Residential Neighborhoods/ Communities of Primary Residential use Containing -
chlhnﬂ Unxts of Various rypcs and Attendant Commiunity Services. For Détailed

|-r...u.|
"/

;T}-E‘-i TTATII
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[ o i ry -4,

2. The proposed project is consistent with the following recommendations of the
adopted Clairemont Mesa Community Plan:

The Mesa Coliege Master Plan should incorporate the following
recommendations. '

* As student enrollment increases, the Mesa Coliege Master Plan should
consider the development of parking structures in order to alleviate
future on-street parking problems in adjacent neighborhoods.

* Alternative forms of transportation to the single occupant motor vehicle,
such as bicycling, car-pooling and transit, should be promoted by Mesa
College in order to reduce the student demand for off-campus parking
simultansously with posting limited parking restrictions on streets in the
adjacent neighborhoods.

3. A portion of the project site is Jocated within the City of San Diego’s Multi-
Habitat Planning Area (MHFPA) as shown in Figure 4 of the City of San Diego
MSCP Subarea Plan. The project is not in conflict with any other adoptvd

environmental plans for the arsa. (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 approximate]y one mile northeast of the
campus, is the closest airport. However, the subject property is not within the
Airport Influence Area of the Montoomery Field Gemprebensive Airport 1and

1S40 Initial Snudy
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Use Compatibiiity Plan (GERALUCP) as amended October 4, 2004 The
ALUCP does not identfy any aircraft accident potendal within the vicinity of
the project site nor are there any land use/noise incompatibilites. (G-6)

H. Natural Resources

L

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage IS-41

1. The soils classified as “CgC” are considered unsuitable sources for gravel, sand,
or decomposed granite. The soils classified as “TeF” are considersd 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 extracton of .sand and gravel resources that are considered significant.

(H-1, H-2 and H-3)

2. The site has not been in the recent past nor is it currently being used for apy
agricuitural nse. The soils, which are classified as “CgC" and “TeF,” are not |
considered sujtable for agriculture. Therefore, the project would not result in
the conversion of agricultural land to nonagricultral use or impairment of the

agricultural productivity of agricultural fand. (H-2)

Recreational Resources o

As chown in the Linda Viets Communiry Plan, Faorny Mesa Dark and Recreaiion
Center is located south of the proposed parking garage. Recreational areas,
however, would pot be impacted by the ‘project. There are no other existing or
proposed recreational facilices or resources either on site or within the immediate

vicimity of the project that would be impacted by the proposal. (I-2 and 1-3)

Population and Housing

1." The proposed project wouid not induce growth in the area, either directly or
indirectly, through the extension of roads or other infrastructure.

There are po residential units on the project site. Therefore, the project would -
not displace exisung housing, necessitating the comstruction of repiacement

housing eisewhere.

[\

3. The Clairemont Mesa Community Plan and Linda Vista Community Plan do not
designate the site for resideptial use nor wouid the proposal alter the. planned
location, distribution, density, or growth rate of the population of the area. (J-3)

Transportation/Circulation

Darnell & Associates prepared a traffic study (X-8) to determine if the Mesa
Coliege Facilities Master Plan, including the proposed parking garage, would result
in the following:

1. Traffic generation in excess of specific/community plan allocatdon?

2. Anincrease in projected traffic which is substantial in relation 1o the capacity of
the street system?

Initial Study
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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 futurn
enrollment at Mesa College and the Middle College High School

Short-term Construction Impacts

The analysis of short-term construction impacts during Phase 1 is based on the
constructon and utilization of a new temporary east campus entry drive (Arrnstrong
Connectorceur—Rlase—entonsion) and the traffic associated with construction

workers and vehicles.

Subsequent to the completion of the new temporary east campus entry drive -

(Armstrong Connectorceur—PRlase—srtansion), interim westbound traffic into the
college will be redirected north onto Armstrong Street and then west into the
college at the pew temporary entry drive. Approximately 860 vehicles are
anticipated to make this maneuver during the mormng peak hour and 480 during the

evening peak hour.

The tﬂrnporary short-term construction traffic is exPccted to generate approximately
1,200 daily wips, with 156 occurring in the morning peak and 98 during the evening

peak hour,

The waffic study concludes that existing intersections would operate at acceptable

Adevels. of service-throughout the study -area with”the’ teniporary eniry drive and the
temporary r-n--r'h-""""""' Taffic ,—‘.fﬂ--’:n_-“._l the lﬂu‘yuAmJ consiTuction WOU]CI add

Lot 0 e A

trafﬁc 10 theee &,Street segments '

r"commcndcd d because the 1rnpacts would be tempora.ry

The traffic study recomnmends that.the tcmporary access with Armstrong Street and
the college be controlled with a stop sign for eastbound traffic. The stop control
would allow through movement for northfsouth traffic and provide more free
movement of nortbbound left tums. The study also recommends a temporary
northbound- ieft turn lane into the project. The proposed recommendation would
allow vehicles traveling westbound to northbound Armstrong Street to stack along
Armstrong Sweet and Mesa Coliege Drive without interrupting through traffic

movements. A ftraffic control piap with temporary alignment, turn lanes, and

parking restrictions will be required by the City of San D]CUO

Following the realignment of Mesa College Drive, the temporary access
(Axmstmncr Connector P-Laee—emme&) is prcpcse.d to be mochﬁcd to accommodatc

-

Long-term Impacts

The long-term traffic impacts are based on future enrollment for both Mesa College
and Middle College High School, which is to be operated by the San Diego City

Mesa Coliege East Entry and Parking Garage 1S-42 Initial Study
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Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage

Schools. The maximum enrollment for Mesa College will remain at 25,000 students
even with the acquisition of Muir Alternative School and its conversion to the Mesa
College Technology Center. The estimated enrcllment for the proposed Middie
College 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 study, Mesa College will not increase furire traffic volumes

since the existing smdent enrollment of 25.000 will not be increased. and Mhddie

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 CoI]egc High School is not part of the proposed Mcsa College
East Entrv and Parking Garage project. the wips generated by Middle Colizee High
School are included in the traffic study to provide the cumularive impact.

Intersections

Under existing conditions all study area intersections operate at eseeptable Leve] of
Service (LOS) B C or better with the exception of Mesz College Drive/I-805
southbound- ramp which operates at LOS D in the PM peak hour. In 2010 ard-2030

all study area intersections will continue to operate at LOS D C or better with or
without the proposed project with the exception of Mesa Coliegs Drive/linda Vista
Road and Mesa College Drive/I-805 southbound ramp which will operate at L.OS D

in the PM peak hour. In 2030 all stedy area intersections will continue to opzrate at
LOS -G-or better-with or without the proposed préject with the exception of Mesa

------ afl imdn 'tr e h-_.: \____.! \.r”___‘

Colleee Drive/linda Victa Road (enenas Avenne/l inds af irsE

Coliege Drive/]-805 southbound ramp which will operate at’ LOS D in the PM Qvﬂk

hour, Therefore, the project, including the proposed garage and reaiigned sast entry,
would not have a significant impact on study area intersections. See Table 5 for a

summary of intersection level of service. .

Roadwav Seoments

Under existing condidons the following roadway segments demonstrate
deficiencies:
Ashford Street from Balboa Avenue to Beagle Street (1L.OS EY;

*  Marlesta Drive from Geneses Avenue to Chasewood Sueet (1LQOS FI;
* Genesee Avenue from Osler Street to Marlesta Drive (1LOS Fi;

Mesa College Circie from Chase\fvood S.tr.eet to A;mstrozl_g Street (1.OS F).

Mesa College Circie 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 L.OS C or better with the excepion of
venue between Iinda Vista Road apd SR-163 o Street betwee

. Genesee
- Stalmer Street and Armstrone Place, and Ashford Strest between Beagle Street and

Mesa College Dnvs thch ocratc at1LOS D ;

In 2010 and 2030 shess the deficient segments identified above will continue to
opbrate at the same LOS D—e+E Wlth or w1th0ut 1rnplem°ntanon of the Mesa
d ] ] ] o ' _--!u_

pTO_}eCIS (Mcsa Coll ge and Mldd]e Collco" I—hgh Schooland mclucnnv th° pa.rkmcr

1S-43 Initig] Study
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garage), however, does not meet significance criteria and, therefore, no miti gation is

recommended.
Fable 5
INTERSECTION LEVEIL OF SERVICE (L.OS SUI\MA.RY
A__’M PEA_K HOUR
Existing Yo 2000 Y car 2030
Iniersection Without Pius Without | Plus Without Plps
Construction | Congrruction | Project | MCHS | Proiect MCHS
Genesee/™arlesta . B B B B B B
Chasewoond/ EB A A A A A | AT
Marlesta wB A A A A A A
NB A A A A A A
SB A A B B B B
urndale/ EB A A A A A A
Marlesta WB A A A A A A
: NB A A A A A A
, SB A A A A A A
Beagle/Ashiord A A A | A A A
ese Collegs/ wong | C C c .1 ¢ C c
Mesa College/Ashford A A A A A A
esa ese/Linda [ [@ c c [o) C
Mesa Coliege/SR-363 B B B B B B
NB
Mesa Collere/I-805 SB B_ B B.__ | _B _ B B
'Mesa Collepe/1-805 NB [} [@ c c C C
U Crentasss s ndn v LR Z - c C < | 4
Gepesee/SR-163 SB B B c 1 ¢ C c
Genesee/SR-163 NB c o} [ c 1 C c
PM PEAK HOUR
Existing Year 2010 Year 2030
Intersection Without Pius Without Plus Without Plus
Construction | Construction | Project | MCHS | Project | MCHS
' | Genesee/Marjesta B B c 1 _C [ C
Chasewood/ EB A A A A A A
Marlesra WB A A A A A A
NB A A B B B B
SB A A B B B B
Auburndaie/ ER A A A A A A
Mariesta WB A A A A A A
NB A A A A A A
SB A A A A A A
Beagie/A shford A A 3 B B 8
| Mesa Coliege/Armstrong B C c C [ol C
Mesa College/Ashfard A A A A A A
‘Mesa College/Linda C C D D - D D
Vista
Mesa Coliege/SR-163 [ c o} C [} c
| NB
| Mega Collepe/1-805 SB D D b D g %
Mesa College/I-R(15 NB C [l 9 c L
Genesee/Linda Vista C [@ C C D 9]
Genesee/SR-163 SB B B B B B B
Genesee/SR-163 NB [} C [e c C C
MMMMM
= ch S R
Initfial Study
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In 2010 and 2030 all other roadwav_segments will operate at acceptable 1.OS D or

better. See Table 6 for roadwav seoment level of service sumnmary,

Mesa College East Enmry and Parking Garage

Table 6
ROADWMWM_RY
Existing Y 2010 Year 2030
Roadway Segment . imu Without- Pius Wxthcur. Plug Without Plus
' - _ Capagity onstrue- | Construe- | Project | Besiest | Proicct | Resisst
' Hop tiop MCHS MCHS
dale: south of Balboa 8000 B B [ D D D
uburpdale; Chasewood/Marles 8000 B B c D D D
eagie; MarlestatAshford - 800D A A [ D D D
| Ashford: Balboa/Beagle 8000 E E E E E E
Astiford: Beagie/Mesa Coliege 8000 8] D D D D D
Mariesta: Chasewood/Genesee 8000 E E E F E E
Genesee: Ralboa/Marlests 40000 c c C < c c |
_Genesee: Marlesta/Osle . | 10000] E E | F F E F
Genesee: Osler/Linda Vigm . ... conce o ofer e 0000 - |- G oo f = oo foo B [ c S |
Geneses: Lmda V;sta/S 5-16 40000 D D n b ) o
| Linda Visia: S gsa Coii i .
30000 c c D D E E
Linda Vistz: Mesa/Genssee 40000 . B B B B e c
Linda Vista: south of Genssee 40000 c c | D D D D
Chasewood: south of Marjesta 004 o -] =] i L | &
2200 =C =2 2C =C 2C 2L
ega Collepe Circle: 10000 E E E E E E
Chasewopod/Armstrong i
Mesa Collese Drt Armistops/Ashford 40000 B B B B C c
Mesz Collepe Dr; SR-163/1-805 40000 C c c c c C
e ane Plac 2200 <C <C =C <C <C =C
o 3 ‘ 2200 | <C E_| <€ | <€ | <€ | <C

MCHS = Middie Coliege High School

Parkins

<C = worse than C

Darnell & Associates also prepared a preiiminary parking analysis (included as
Appendix E in the traffic study) to dctcrmme if the Mesa College Facilines Master

Plan would result in the foliowing:

3. An increased demand for off-site parking?

4. Effects on existing parking?

. As background for off-site parking concerns, the City Council on March 25, 2003
- (reference City Manager’s Report No. 03-032 issued March 19, 2003 and City
Council Minutes for March 24, 2003 [Ttem-333]) created a Resndenual Permit

1545
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Parking Area in response to concerns that non-residents were parking on residential
streets north of Mesa CoIlcoc The Residential Permit Parking Area included the

following streets:

a. 3400-block of Aldford Drive (between Aldford Place and Chasewood
Drive);

b. 6200-block of Aldford Place (between Rolisreadh Drive and Aldford |

Drive);
3500-block and 3600-block of Auburndale Street (bctw en Marlesta
Drive and Thornwood Street);

o

d. 3500-bloc of Bacontres Place (between beginning and Bacontree Way);
e. 6900-block of Bacontree Way (between Auburndale Street and end);
f. 3400-block of Beagle Place (between Beagle Street and end);
g. 6900-block and 7000-block of Beagle Street (between Mariesta Drive
_ and Atoll Sweet);
h. 3500-block and 3600-block of Brookshire Street (between beginning
and Thornwood Street);
i. 3400-block and 3350-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 Fireway Drive (entire
street);
- L---7000-block of Hiltor Place (between Marlesta Drlve and" end) T T
m. 3400 block of Keston Court a"-“lr— WS 5:3:_‘-:: Sirest and eng;;
n. 6800-block of Lanewood Court (between Auburndale Street and end);
0. 3200-block, 3500-block, and 3600C-block of Mariesta Drive (between
Genesee Avepue and end);
p. 3300-block and 3400-block of Rollsreachk Drive (between beginning and

Chasewood Drive); and .
6400-block of Shirchall 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 additonal parking spaces. The
- Prelimipary Parking Analysis conducted by Darnell & Associates dated April 15,
20035, determined that the'addidonal parking spaces would provide over 30% more
parking than currently provided. Therefore, the project would actually result in a
beneficial impact on parking both on-site and in the surrounding residential area (K-

8.

As an incentive to use the parking stucture, the District has provided the following
incentives: :

» At the beginning of each semester there will be a two-week grace period in
which studems can park on campus free of cha:ve, and

semesfee—r Studcnt pemuts are not rcamred batwesn 1‘7 Noon and 6 PM

Although not ap incentive provided by the District, the proposed expansion of the
Residential Permit Parking area to the-east inciude Apollo Street will likely result in
more students parking on campus. .

IS-46 Inirial Study
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On January 19, 1999, City Council amended the Clairemont Mesa Comumunity
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 Circie. The resoludon (Number R-291206)
amending the plaps also “requested further studies for a dedicated entrance to
Mesa College with the objectve 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 effectvely precluded the development 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 betwesn Fashion Valley Transit Center and
UCSD, operates on Genesee Avenue west of the campus with a stop at Marlesta
Drive. Service at Marlesta Drive is available from 5:45 AM' northbound (NB)
and 6:15 AM southbound (SB) until 11:00 PM NB and 10:35 PM SB. Service is
available every 15-20 minutes until 10:45 AM, and every 30 minutes thereafier
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 Mesa Coliege Drive at Amstrong
Place. Service at Armstrong Street is available from approximately 6:00 AM

‘NB-and 5:15-AMSB-until 11:05 PM NB 4tid 10:25 PM SB. Service is available

everv 30 minutes until 10:05 PM NB and 2:25 PM SB. The propossi proiecr

would not impact the existing bus service.

’The San' Diego Community College District in _conjunction with MTS is

proposing to re-direct tite Route 44 bus onto the campus to better serve students
and to_minimize conflicts on Armstrong Street. In addition to providing bus
shelters gn campus, bus stops for the peighborhood would be retained op

Armsuong Street north of Armstrong Place.

Based on the above conmsiderations, the proposed project would not have a
substantial impact upon existing or planned wansportation systems. (K-2)

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 affsct access to Tecolote
Canyon Natural Park located west of Genesee Avenune. There are no nearby
beaches, other open space areas, or other parks that would be affscted by the
project. (K-2 and K-7)

The proposed project does not propose a non-standard design feature that would

result in an ipcrease in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists or
* pedestrians.

As discussed above under G.2, the proposed project does not conflict with
adopted policies, plans or programs supporaong alternative transportation

models,

*All tirnes are approximate and are extrapolated from schedules effecive 01/30/05.

Mesa College East Enmry and Parking Garage 1547
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L.

N.

support photo-voltaic -panels—te-provide-additional eiectrical enerev for us

Public Services

The proposed project is located in an urbanized area where al} public services are
currently available, Also, the proposal would not result in a need for new or altered
governmental services inciuding fire protection, police protection, schools, parks or
other recreational facilities, maintenance of public facilities (including roads), or
other governmental services. (L-2) :

Utilities

The proposed project would not result in a need for new systems, or require
substantial aiterations to existing utiities, including power, natural gas,
comrnunications systemns, water, sewer, or Storm water drainage. (M-1)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 the California
Code of Regulations, the District requires that a Construction and Demoliton
(C&D) Waste Management Plan be prepared by the contractor and submitted to the
Diswict for reviesw and approval. The plan must indicate how the contractor
proposes to recover at least 75% of the C&D wastes for reuse and recycling.

Energv

——

Trellises, which will ‘be Jocated on the upper deck of thc_DarkinE garage, .wil
e in

; e b e heril i on e Pt
narlcne strocrure and nther buitldines o CEmpus.

The project must comply with California Government Code §15814.30 which
requires that “all new public 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 iife of the energy
efficiency measure, whichever is less.” Therefore, the proposed project would not
result in the use of excessive amounts of fuel or energy. (N-1) :

Water Conservation

~ The projcct must be designed to comply with State water conservation requirements

which include low flush toilets, water efficient plumbing fixtures, and other
conservation measurss 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.

Neigshborhood Character/Aesthetics

1. Tecolote Canvon Narral Park, which is Jocated west of the campus and the
proposed parking garage, can be considered scemic. 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
currently is no view of Tecolote Canyon from Mesa College Drive. Views of
Tecolote Canyon Natural Park will stll 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.

(P-4)

Mesg College East Entry and Parking Garage IS5-48 ' Initial Stuedy
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2. The existing Messa College Drive will be transformed into a parkway entrance
into the campus. The new entry will include landscaping, including in the
median. A new portal will be created at Armstong Street. Where posmblc the
existing fence in front of the Child Development Ccntcr will be relocated 30
feet from the curb to create a mew non- -contiguous walk and approximately 18
feet of landscaping between the sidewalk and the rejocated fence.

Based on the above considerations, the design of the proposed project would not-
result in the creation of a negatve aesthetic site or project. (P-4)

3. The proposed five leve] cast-in-place concrete parking garage #l—will-be-5
stories—and-—will be located at the western terminus of Mesa College Drive
partially within the existing campus and partiaily within property to be acquired
from the City of San Diego. -istocatedto-the-porth-and Kearny Mesa Park and -
Recreation Center 1s }ocated to the south, The parking garage will be “nestled”

into the existing topography of the adjacept canvon edge, gbus mmmuzmg its

apparent height “and size, as
The proposed garage will be setback 30 feet from the curb and the setback area

will be landscaped (including trees) to screen the. garage. As viewed from Mesa
College Drive, only two levels of covered parking plus the upper parking deck
“wil] be visible. Architectural treattnent will enhance &e—k&e&a—@eﬁ&%—gﬁ% all

facades. Openings will be treated. as architectural elements incorporaing a
- multi-colored- glazmg svstern and lapdScapée screens to create an aesthettcal]y
’T‘Tv\n - n

rich facade with varvine levele of comnlaxity, t55 of the structire will alse
iitilize teilises iv support phoio-voiwaic papels which will provide shade for

parked vehicles and provide additional electrical energy for use in the parking
structure and other buildings on campus. The ;reliises will_also add an additiopail

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
iandscaping (including tress) will be placed between the driveway and the
garage to screen the garage from the park

Based on the above consideradons, the design of the proposed project would not
result in project bulk, scale, materials, or style that would be incompatible with

the surrounding area. (P-5)

4. due 1o the already developed nature of the Mesa College caxﬁpus the proposed
project (garage and east entrance) would not result in any substandal alteration
to the cmstmo character of the area except as noted above, (P-5)

5. According 1o the biological techmical study, 0.43 acre of eucalyptus wootdtand
would b= lost The proposal, however, would not result in the loss of any

distinct ve or landmark trce(s) (D-10 and P-5)

6. The proposed park.mo garage will be tucked into the slopes to minimize
topographic aiternation. Therefor::, the proposal would. result in a less than
- significant change in topography or ground surface relief fearures. (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. (F-5)

Mesa College East Enury and Parking Garage IS-49 Initial Study
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Q. Cultufal Resouprees.

Kyle Consulting -conducted a Cultura] Resource Survey for the Mesa College
Facilities Master Plan including the proposed project. (Q-6) The study included a
iiterature review, record scarch and field survey of the project site. No cultural
resources were identified within the study area by the literature review and record
search and no prehistoric. resources were identified during the field survey.

herefore, no additional cultural resource work is recommended for the proposed

pro ject.

Based on the results of the cultural resource survey it can be determined that the
project would not result in any of the following: -

1.
2.
3.
4.

The alteration of or the destrucidon of a prehiston'c or historic archaeological

site;

Adverse physical or assthetic effects to a prekustonc or historic building,
structure, object, Or site; :

Adverse physical or aesthcnc effects to an architecturally szgmﬁcant building,
structure, or object; nor

Any impact to existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impact area.

R. Paleontolgm,' cal Resources
- -~ —-——-The-project site-is-underlain-by-the-Lindavista-Formation’ (anj’“Thls formation is

mnr‘n-—ni-o “ﬂlm'\—‘-&lnn—-n_T T
l ||r- L llrl\lll’lf rvr\‘H nT the

agcipned 2 modarnie ,_'-_--_'...'u'.'...':...,‘.‘_.'..':.i TESCUICE au..unuv-rv

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-1, R-2 and R-3)

S.  Human Hesalth/Public Safety

Ninyo & Moore prepared a Hazardous Materials Technical Study (HMTS) for the
Mesa College Facilitiecs Master Plan including the proposed project. (S-6) The
scope of work included the following:

1.

Mesa Coliege East Entry and Parking Garage 1S-50 ' Initial Smdv -

Rcwcwed rcadlly available maps, photographs, plauns, reports and or.hcr
environmental documents pertaining to the site. : .

Performed a limited site reconnaissance to visually identify areas of possibly
contaminated surficial soil or surface water, improperly stored hazardous
materials, possible sources of polychiorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and possibie
risks of contamination from actvities at the site and adjacent properties,

Reviewed available regulatory agency databases for the site and for properties
Jocated within a 1,000-foot radius of the site. The purpose of this review was to
evaluate the possible environmental impact to the site. Databases identified
locations of known hazardous waste sites, landfills, and leaking underground
siorage tanks, permitted faciliies that utlize underground storage tanks, and
facilities that use, store or dispose of hazardous materials.

Reviewed readily available 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 Depan:mcnt of Environmental Health (DEH).

et
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5. Reviewed readily availabls historical aerial photographs of the study area.

6. Prepared a HMTS report documenting findings and providing opintons and

recornmcndanons regarding possible envxronm"ntal impacts at the site.

The report (dated November 15, 2004) addressed the following relevant issues as
stated in the State CEQA Guidelinss Checklist:

1.

[ 93]

Would the project 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 activiies would not involve the routine transport, use, or disposal of

hazardous materials

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environrent
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment?

Based on Ninyo & Moore’s review of the project, it is their opinion that the
proposed activities would not create a significant hazard to the public or the
enpvironment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of haza:dous matcnals irito the environment.

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 Alternative School and Kearny High School are located within one-quarter
mile of the campus. Muir Alternatve ‘School, which currently provides special
education for the San Diego Unified School District, is located between Mesa
College Drive and Armmstong Street. The San Diego Community College
District, however, proposes to purchase the site, demolish three buildings, and
convert the remaining facilities to 2 Mssa Collecre Technology Center. Kcarny
High School is located south of Mesa College Drive and west of Linda Vista

Road.

ased on Ninyo & Moore's review of the project, it is their opinion that the
proposed activitiss would not emit hazardous ernissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hzu.ardous materials, substances, or waste that would impact nearby

schools.

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 1o 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 Undcrvround

Storage Tank (LUST) databases.

18-51 : Initial Study
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V.

T. .

1. The pro_]oct would not reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels, threatcn to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restict the range
of a rare or endangered piant or animal, or eliminate important cxamples of the
major periods of California history or prehlstory

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
cumulatively considerable. :

4. Redevelopment of the site would not have environmental effects that would
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

RECOMMENDATION:

Mandatorv Findings of -Siomf,'lcance

On the basts of this initial evaluation:

The proposed project wouid not have a significant effect on the env1ronment and z
NEGATIVE DECLARATION-should be prepared:~ =~

P Tt 12 L - e ——
;x}thGu"h the p Oroopasca uu.m:CL COThEG NAVE g Signinicani =ifect on ine E,n“’}}'c.";""...;‘_,ﬁ

there will not be a mgmﬁcant effect in this case because the mitigadon measures
described or referenced in Section IV above have been added to the project. A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared.

The proposed project MAY bave a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT should be required.

CONTACT: Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor

Attachments: A. Initial Study Checkliist

Mesa College East Enory and Parking Garage

Initial Study Checklist References

Parking Alternatives Study '

MHPA Boundary Adjustment Alternative on Mesa College Campus
Comparison of Vegetation and Sensitive Resources Impacts
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Attachment A

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

This checklist is designed to identify the potential for éigniﬁca.nt ecvironmental ‘impacts that could be
associated with the proposed project. These determinations are explained in Section IV of the Initial

Study.

Less Than
. Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigatiop - Significant Ne
Impact - Incorporated Imnpact Impaet

A GEQLOGY/SQILS. Would the proposal result in:

1. Exposure of people or property to geclogic .
hazards such as earthquakes, landshdes, [ d | =
mudslides, ground failure, or similar hazards? '

2. A substandal increase in wind or water erosion of ] OJ X O
soils, either on or off the site?

B AIR OUIATT TY. Would the ;Tcpcsal
1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the ] ] Ol X

applicable air quality pian?

2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute

substantially to an existing or project air quality O O = O
violation? '

3. Expose sensitive receplors to ] M X O
substantal pollutant concentrations?

4. Create objectionable odors affecting 2 substantial - [} 1
number of people? ‘

5. Exceed 100 pounds per day of Pardculate Matier (| I} O
10 (dust)? ' '

6. Alter air movement in the area of the project? - O O _ O0 =

7. Cause 2 substantial alteration in moisture, or
temperature, or any change in climate, either [ J i1 =

locally or regionally?

Mesa College East Enury and Parking Garage A-l Inirial Study Checklist
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C. HYDROLOGY/WATER OUALITY. Would the

proposal resuit in:

L

Ax increase in pollutant discﬁargcs, including

downstream sedimentation, to receiving waters
during or following construction? Consider water
guality parameters such as temperature-dissoived

- oxygen, turbidity and other typical storm water

pollutants?

An increase in impervious surfaces and associated

increased runoff?

Substantial alteration to on- and off-site drainage
patterns due to changes in runoff flow rates or
volumes?’

Discharge of identified pollutants to an already
impaired water body (as listed on the Clean Water
Act Section 303(d) list)? - '

A potentially significant adverse impact on ground
water?

Cause or contribute to ar exceedance of applicable
surface or groundwater receiving water quality
objectives or degradation of beneficial uses?

Cause or contribute to an exceedance of applicable

surface or groundwater receiving water quality
objectives or degradation of beneficial uses?

D. BIOLOGY. Would the proposal result in:

1.

A reduction'in the number of any unigue, rare,

. endangered, sensitve, or fully protected

species of piants or animals?

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

Introduction of invasive species of plants into
the area?

" Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage A-2

Less Than
Significant .
Potentaliy with Less Than
Signifiean: Mitigatien Significam No
impast Incorporated Impact Impact
O [ X -4
O O X O
o 0o 9B O
O 7 = =
[ ] 4 0 -
O O X -
0 0 -
O = O O
o o ® O
J J X [
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Less Than
Significant :
* Potendally with Less Than .
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated lmpact Impac:
4. Interference with the movement of any resident J 1 O =
or migratory fish or wildiife species or with :
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors? ‘
3. Animpact on a sensitive habitat, including, but _
not limited to sireamside vegetation, aguaric, 1 < O OJ
riparian, oak woodland, coastal sage scrub or : ‘
~ chaparral?

6. Animpact on City, State, or federally regulated
wetlands (including, but not limited to, coastal
saltmarsh, vernal pool, lagoon, coastal, etc.}- [ = O O
through direct removal, filling hydrological

* interruption or other means?

* 7. Conflict with the provision of the City’s Multiple

0
Cl
&
Ll

Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan or
other approved local, regional or state habitat
conservatdon plan? '
E. NOISE Would the proposai result in:

1. A significant increase in the existing ambient O J =4 ]
noise leveis?

2. Exposure of people to noise levels which
exceed the local agency's adopted nojse 3| ' OJ =
ordinance?

3. Exposure of people to current or future
Tapsportation noise levels which exceed '
standards as established in the Transportation 1 [ iS4 J
Element of the local agency’s General Plan or an
adopted Airport Cemprekensive Land Use
Compatibility Plan?

F. LIGHT. GLARE AND SHADING. Would the

proposal result in:

1. Substantial light or glare? O O X O

2. Substantial sbading of other properties? O ] O 2

Iniral Study Ch.;_'cklist
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G. LAND USE. Would the proposal result in:

L.

A land use which is inconsistent with the
adopted community plan land use designation .

for the site or conflict with any applicable land vse

plan, policy or regulation of an agency with

" jurisdiction over a project?

A confiict with the goals, objectives and
recommendations of the community plan in
which it is located?

A conflict with adopted environmental plans,
including applicable habitat conservation plans,
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect for the area?

Physically divide an established community?

Land uses which are not compatibie with
aircraft accident potential as defined by an
adopted Airport Cemprebensixe Land Use
Compatibility Plan?

H. NATURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal

result in:. ‘ :

L.

[

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?

The conversion of agricultural land to
nonagricultural use or impairment of the
agricultural productvity of agricultural jand?

. RECREATIONAL RESOURCES. Would the
proposal result: ;

L.

An increase in the use of existing neighborhood,
community and regional parks or other
recreationa) facilities such that substantial physical
deterjoration of the facility would oceur or be
accelerated?

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage A-4

Less Than
Significant
Poternually with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impect Incorporated Lmpact impact
.| O B J
] O X J
O ] 0 X
O [ OJ X
4 ] O 5
0 0. X O
O L] [ ]
[ [ 0 X
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2. The inciusion of recreational facilities or reguire

the construction or expansion of recreational

faciliies which might bave an adverse physical

effect on the environment?

J. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Wouid the

proposal:

1.

- housing elsewhere? ~

ANSPORTATION/CIRC

Induce substartial population growth in an area,

either directly (for example, by proposing new

homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,

through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,

necessitating the construction of replacement

Alter the pianned location, distribution, deasity or
‘growth rate of the population of an area?

TATION. Wonid

the proposal result in:

L.

2

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage

Traffic generation in excess of specific/

community plan allocation?

An increase in projected traffic which is
substantial in relation to the capacity of the
street system? '

An increased demand for off-site parking?

Effects on existing parking?

Substantial impact upon existing or pianned
transpottation Systems?

Alterations to present circulation movemsents

inciuding effects on existing public access to
beaches, parks, or other open space areas?

A-5

;A.-ﬂ-f- NIt ETTR
™ ER T i S ) T

Less Than
Significant
Poiwcadally with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
impact incorporated Impact Impact
i R o N o N
] O g =X
7 o 0o
(] O ] ]
[ £ J 3
O O X O
[ O 3 £
] 0 3
O ] X. ]
] ] 3 =Y
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Less Than
Significant
Powendally with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant " No
Impact Incurporated Impact Impact
7. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, '
bicyclists or pedestrians due to a-propesed, non-
standard design feature (e.g., poor sight distance J ] O [
or driveway onto an access-restricted roadway)?
8. A conflict with adopted policies, plans or
programs supporting alternative transportaton ] O O &
models {e.g., bus turnours, bicycle racks)? .
L. PUBLIC SERVJCES. Would the proposal have
an effect upon, or result in a need for new or
altered governmental services in any of the
following areas:
L. . Fire protection? ] . ] X [
2. Police protection? — E 52 D
3. Schools? O I = ]
4, Parks or other recreational facilities? 7 . | -
5. Maintenance of public facilities, including O dJ X O
-roads? ' .
6. Otber governmental services? ] O X -
M. UTILITIES. Would the proposal result in a need
for new systems, or require substantial alteratdons
to existing utilities, including:
1. Hlectricity?” O] O X O
2. Natural gas? O O C
3. Communications systems? ] O X O
4. Water? ] ] .
5. Sewer? . O] O] J
6. Storm water drainage? O O 24 ]
7. Solid waste disposal? J O X ]

Mesa Collepe East Entrance and Parking Garage A-6
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N. ENERGY. Would the proposé.l resuit in:

I

2

L

The use of excessive amounts of fuel or energy
.(e.g. narural gas)?

The use of excessive amounts of power?

0. WATER CONSERVATI ON Would the proposal

result in:

L.

-

=N

Use of excessive amounts of water?

Landscaping which is predominantly
non-drought resistant vegetation?

P. NEIGHBORHOQD CHARACTER/

AESTHETICS. Would the proposal result in:

1.

2

h

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

The creation of a negative aesthetic site or
project?

Project bulk, scale, materi als, or style which
would be incompatible with surrounding
development?

Substantial alteration to the existing character
of the area?

The loss of any distinctive or landmark
tree(s), or a stand of mature trees?

Substantiai change in topography or ground
surface relief features?

The ioss, covering or modification of any
unique geologic or physical features such as a
natural canvon, sandstone bluff, rock outcrop,
or hiliside with a siope in excess of 23 percent?

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage -A-7

Less Than
Significant '
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant Ne
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
L] £ X []
3 0 X 3
O O = =
] J X ]
O d O X
] [ X 1
O (3 X L]
[} [ X ]
O [l X L]
1 0 X L)
0 L X -
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Q. QULTURAL RESQURCES., Would the proposal

resuit in:

1. Aleration of or the destruction of a prehistoric
or historic archaeological site?

2. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a
prehistoric or historic bmldmo structure,
object, or sne'?

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. PALEONTOILOGICAL RESQURCES. Would

the proposal impact a unique palcontolovlcal resource
or.site or umque geologic feature?

S. HUMAN HEAL! H/PUB LIC
SAFETY/HAZARDOLUS MATERIALS.- Would
the proposal:

L.

t2

122

Create any health hazard (excluding
mental health)?

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

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

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

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage A-8

Less Than
- Significant )
Potentially with Less Than
" Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
] O L] ¢
O O O 9K
m - 0 X
OJ O ] X
- ] [ X
OO = O
I O ] ¢
. ] O >3
] ] X Ll
O 4 ] - X
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Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials site compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 63962.5 and, as a
result, create 2 significant hazard to the public or
environment?

Ln

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

T. MANDATORY FINDINGS QF
SIGNIFICANCE.

1. Does the project have the potentiai 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 -
beiow self sustaining lovcls, thresten 1o
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or agimal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of

California history or prehistory?

Does the project have the potential to achieve
short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals? (A short-term impact on
the environment is cne which occurs in a
retatively brief, definitive period of time while
long-term impacts would endure well into the
future.)

t2

3. Does the project have impacts which are
" individually imited, but cumulatively
considerable? (A project may impact on two or-
more separate resources where the impact on
each resource is relatively small, but where the
effect of the total of those impacts on the
environment is significant.)

4. Does the projeci have environmental effects

which would cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage A-8

Less Than
Significant
Potentally with Less Than
Significant Mitgation .  Significant Na
Impact Incarporated Impact impact
[J ] J X
O m =4 0
1 - (] =Y
L ] ] X
L] ] 024 L]
] ] X ]
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Attachment B

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST
REFERENCES

A. Geology/Soils

X A-1  City of San Diego. Updated 1995, Seismic Saferv Study. August 21. Map 26.

X A-2 U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1973. Soil Survey, San Diego Area, California
Parts I and I1. December. Part [I, 1975. Sheet 53.

A-3 U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1975. Soil Survev (Soil Interpretation Manual),

Part - ITI. June.

X A4 Site Specific Report: Ninyo & Moore. 2004. Limited Geotechnical Evaluation
Mesa College Master Plan. November 30,

B-1 Caiifornia Clean Air Act Guidelines (Indirect Source Control Programs), 1990.

X B-2  Air Pollution Contro} District. 1992, Regional Air Qualitv 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 Natona! Flood Insurance Program. 1997. Fiood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).
: ‘June 19. Map No. 06073C1616. '

C-2 Federal Emergency Mzinagement Agency (FEMA). 1989, Naoonal Flood
Insurance Program - Flood Boundarv and Fioodway Map. September 29,

X C-3 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 2002. Clean Water Act Section 303(b)

X C-4 Site Specific Report Ladtude 33 Planning and Engineering. 2006. Water Quahtv
Technical Report for Masa College East Entrv Realignment. February. '

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage B-1 Initial Study Checklist - References
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D. Biology
X D-1
D-2
X D-3
b4
D-5
D-6
n.7
b-8
D9
X D-10
X D-11

E. Noise

X E-1
E-2
E-3

Mesa éollege East Enmry and Parking Garage B-2

City of San Diego. 1997. Multdple Sp=c1=-s Conservation Program (MSCP},

Subarea Plan. March.

City of San Diego. 1996. MSCP, “Vegetation Comrnumnﬂs with Sensitive
Species and Vernal Pools™ maps.

City of San Diego. 1997. MSCP, “Multiple Habitat Planning Area” maps.

Community Plan - Resource Element:

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

Database, 2001.5tate and Federallyv-listed Endangered, Threatened. and Rare
Plants of California. January.

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

", Database, 2001.State and Federallg—hsted Endangcred and Threatened Animals of

Cajn"orma_ January o e e

;,

- o . Tl &N T aan T2 ™
2l R } i 50, Part 10. List of Mo

STaiOrv BIrds.

3

Code of Federal Reguladons, Title 50, Part 17. 1989. Endangered azi_d Threatened

Wildlife and Plants. January 1.

_City of San Diego. 2002. Land Development Code Biology Guidelines. July.

Site Specific Report: HELIX Environmentat P}énning, Inc. 2006. Mesa College
Biological Technical Report August 30 Ma—L.

Site Specific Report: HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 2006. Wetland
Restoration Plan for the Mesa Coliege Parking Structure. February 23.

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Commumt_.y Plan. Janiuary
19.

San Diego Unified Port District. 1999. San Diego International Airport -
_Field 1999 Apnual Noise Contours. in Decibels, of Aircraft CommunirvNoilse

Equivalent Level (CNEL), January 1, 1999 through Decamb r31.1999

(Drawing No. 1760, Rev. 18). March 22.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use
Commission). 1982. Brown Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

Initial Study Checklist - References
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X E-4

E-6

"E-7

E-8

X E-G.

AT AT T
R I e R

Sen-Diese-Assechios-eiGonernmentSANDAGISDCRAA /(Airport Land Use

Commission). $2862004. Montgomery Field Comprehensive Ajrport Land Use
Compatibilitv Plan. October.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use
Commission). 1992. Comprehensive Land Use Plan NAS Miramar. September.

' San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego

Metropolitan Area 2001 Traffic Flow Map (Average Weekday Traffic Volurnes
through 2000). _ : '

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG. 2001. San Diego Region
Weekdav Traffic Volumes, 1997-2001.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Alrport Land Use
. Commission). 1994, Lindbergh Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. April.

City of Sapn Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department.
June. L e e mmae e tme e meansmaie =

Tty AF Qam Thara San NMiann Mimicinal Made Chantar 5 Artirla O &5
pg RO S-S S R S SAU R o H S = S IR W AT L 01 IR 01 0 s =k S S 1- 1 01 S o) IS P uy ¥ 4 { 0TS S DO £ 8 Y

Abatement and Caontrol (§59.5.0101 et seq)..

Site Specific Report:

F. Light, Glare and Shading

X F-1
X F-2
F-3
G. Land Use
G-1
X G-2
X G-3
X G4

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage B-3

Site visit: Multiple dates.

er: Project plans.

Site Specific Report:

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department.

June.

City of San Diego. 1992. Progress Guide and General Plan Map. Planning
Deparmment. April.

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plag. January
19.

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Community Plan. January 19,

Initial Study Checklist - References



G-7

G-§8

X  HI
X  H2
X  H3

San Diego Association of Governmcnfs (SANDAGj/Airpon Land Use
Commission}. 1982. Brown Field Comprehénsive Land Use Plan.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use -
Commission). 1996. Monteomery Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. October.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use - ‘
Commission). 1992. Comprehensive I and Use Plan NAS Miramar. September

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use |
Commission). 1994. Lindbergh Field Comprehensjve Land Use Plan. April.

City of San Diego. 1997. Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP),

Subarea Plan. March.
FAA.

Other: Site visits.

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department.
June, .

U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1973. Soil Survey, San Diego Area, California
Parts | a.nd Il. December. Sheet 20.

State of California, Departiment of Conservation, Division of Mines & Geology.
1983. Mineral I and Clagsification: Aegsreeate Materials in the Western San

Diego County Production Consumption Region: Special Report 153, Plate 20 (La

Jolla Quadrangle).

I. Recreational Resources

I-1

X 1-2
X I-3
. 14
[-5

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Pianning Department
June. . :

City of San Dl“UO Amended 1995, Clairemont Mesa Community Plap. January
18. . :

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Community Plan. January 19.
City of San Dicgo Department of Park and Recreation.

City of San Diego. San Diego Regional Bicycling Map.

Mesa College Fast Enmry and FParking Garage B-4 Inital Study Checklist - References
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I-6

- Additional Resources:

J. Population and Housing

J-1

}-2

X J-3

14

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plapn. Planning Deparr_mcnt.
June.

City of San Diego. 2000. Draft Progress Guide and General Plan Housing
Element. FY 1999 — FY 2004. Planning and Development Review Department.

August.

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January

19.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Sourcepoint. 1999. 2020
Regionwide Forecast. February.

K. Transportation/Circulation

K-1

X CK-2
X K-3
. €
K-35

K-6

X K-7

X K-8

.L' ﬁ.._ T\.! -7._, 1ADDM “—--._...-r o AL T J I"
I San Diego. 15985, Progress Guide and General Plag. Pianning Deparunent.

(I

s

1y O

une.

Y

—
(1

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. januéry
19, ' .

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego

Metropoiitan Area 2001 Traffic Flow Map (Average Weekday Traffic Volumes
through 2000). -

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego Region
Average Weekday Traffic Volumes. 1997 - 2001,

City of San Diego. Revised 2003. Trip Generation Manual. May.

City of San Diego. 1998. Traffic Impact Study Manual. July.

Cify of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Community Plan. January 19.

Site Specific Report: Darnell & Assoc:latcs Inc 2006. Traffic Study for San

D1coo Mesa College Res

L. Public Services

L-1

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Deparmment.
June.

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage B-5 o _ Initial Study Checklist - References
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X L-2
L-3
M. Utilities
X M-1
M-2
N.. Energy
X N-1

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesz Community Plan. January 1
19.

Other:

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January
15. ‘

Other;

State of California. Government Code 815814.30.

0. Water Conservation

- 0O-1

0-2

City of San Diego. 1989. Landscape Technical Manual. Planning Department.

Other:

P. Neighborhood Character/Aesthetics

P-1

X p-2
X P-3
P4

X P-5

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department.
June. )

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January
19. _ : \

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vists Community Plan. January 19.

Local Coastal Plan:

Other: Site Visits

Q. Cultural Resources

Q-1
Q-2
Qs
Q4

City of San Diego. 1997. Historical Resources Guidelines.
City of San Diego Archaeology Library.

City of San Diego. Historical Site Board List.

City of San Diego. 1993. Uptown Cultural Resource Inventorv Volumes I-TI1.

Mesa Colle,g}e Eas: Enry and Parking Garage B-6 © Inital Study Checklist - References
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X

Q-5
Q-6

Community Historical Survey:

Site Specific Report: Kyle Consulting. 2005. Cultural Resource Survey for the
Mesa College Facilities Master Plan, March.

'R. Paleontological Resources

X

X

e ————

R

R-2

R-3

R4

R-5

City of San Diego. 1999. Paleontological Guidelines.

Deméré, Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh. 1993, Paleontological Resources
County of San Diego. Department of Paleontolegy, San Disgo Natural History
Museum.. ‘

Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Peterson. 1975. Geology of the San Diego
Metropolitan Area, California. Del Mar, T.a Jolla. Point Loma, 1.a Mesa. Poway,

and SW 1/4 Escondido 7 1/2 Minute Quadrangles, California Division of Mines
and Geology Bulietin 200. Plate 2A (La Jolla Quadrangie). .

Kennedy, Michae} P. and Siang S. Tan. 1977. Geology of National Citv, Imperial

'Bzach and Otav Mesa Quadrangies, Southern San Diego Metropolitan Area,

California, Map Sheet 29.

Site Specific Report:

S. Human Health/Public Safety/Hazardous Materials

Mesa College East Entry-and Parking Garage B-7

S-1

S-2

- 8-3

S4

County of San Diego Department of Environmental Health. 2003. Environmental

Assessment Listing. May.

County of San Diego Hazardous Materials Management Division.

‘FAA Determination,

State Assessment and Mitgaton, Unauthorized Release Listing, Public Use
Authorized, 1995,

State of California, Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics. 2002,

Airport Land Use Planning Handbook. January.

Site Specific Report: Ninyo & Moore. 2005. Hazardous Materials Technical
Study. Mesa College Master Plan. April 18.

Initial Study Checklist - References
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The San Diego Comimunity College Dishict

Advaniages and Disadvanlages of Parking Locations A-G

Masa College Parking Structure Schematic Pianning

Aachilacts | Delawle Wilkes Rodrigues Basker

Project No. 01141
11.07.2002
Page 1 of 1

- Advantages - Ealhlng Structure Location “A"

Qenazas Avanus

Main access lo parking struclure |s off of Geneses
Avenua, which helpe reduce valdcular load Inlo axisting
campus parking argas,

Localion 13 pol a deshable sils for fulure bulidings for
CAMpUS USes,

Locetion does not displaca any existing paiking or
campus usas while under construclion.

Has minimal visust impacl on surounding residential
nalghburhoods,

Provides A petking nrea thal Is on the opposite end of
campus kam 1he easlerm remols surlace fols,

Dlgsadvantages — Parking Structure Location “A”
Geneseg Avanue .

+}- 80" grade difference between lowar level of paking
slructure Bnd perimeler campus roadway, This would
tequire a spesd ramp appendage o gei vehicles up 1o
campus roadway a3 well &8s g slair and elevator tower lo
pet peopie up lo campus roedwey level. The Campus
roadway at this locatlon i3 stlll +/- 40" lowar tharn the maln
campus bullding efevations.

Buliding In the eanyen erea wotild more than llkely require
a luli ELR, and proceseing and approval time would
probably delay complellon of copsiruclion bayend whal Is

.desired by SDCCD and Mesa Collegs,

Cost of construcilon would be considerably higher than a
more rmdittonally MNal sila.

A lrafllc signal would more than likely be raquired, which .

would Increase the cosl of this sita by +/- $125,000.
Difficull slle for construction staging areas,

Advaptanes — Parking Strugiure Yocatipn B

Morth Parking Lot

» Location Is not a desirable site for Julure bulldings for
canpus uses,

» Location allows for top lavel of sliuclure lo be close to
campus elevallon for convenlent pedesidan bridge
access o campus.

«  Shuthue would be In the most populsr parking Yocation,
g0 studemts would have minimal Ed]u'llmgn! when using
fhis new parking shucture.

= Traditional parking slructura dasign thel could be precast
sipments hal would be most cusl afiective and thme
efiaclive lo consiruct,

«  Shuclure s’ easlly expandable |i a sacond slruchure
should need 1o ba added kn the fulura,

Dlsadvantages ~ Parking S-lruclula l.ocition “B”
Horih Paring Lot ' N

+  Have to over-bulid by +/- 200 spiaces 1o acwmmndale
displacement of surface parking.

= increases wsliic fead in main parking area, whlch 19 not
dasired. i

« Displaces parking white under construcion.

s  Polanllalty visuvally. obtrusiva 1o resddenilal nelghborhoﬂd
lo tha north.

* Reglricted to long finear shape dus by existing ullliles/

Infraslructure rnning Ihrough slle. Inlras lruclyra covid be *

re-rovted, bul Ihis would consilerably Increasa the
conslruction cosl.

Advantages — Parking Struetura Location "C"

Football Fleld & Tiack

Disa

Location does no! displace any exlsting parking while
under construction.

Provides one large single level of parking Ihat is more
deslrable 1o users.

Visually this design and localion is unobliusive sinca il s
locatad below piaying fields,

Pravides for convenien! parking location Tor bollh campus
bolidinga end playing lield Rccess.

Access fo patking is not pulled ail the way Into the north
surlaca lot. )

dvantages ~ Parking Stucture Location “C"

Football Fiald & Treck

Cos! of eonstruclion would be considarably higher than a
moie tradilional structure dus to he leads ol lha playing
lields located diiectly over \he parking.

Dreinage lorm the playlng lields abova is miore complex
and expensive.io conslruct.

Piaying fields would nol be usable dutlng construction,
The exisling track, grandsiand and suppor! siructuies
wauld have io be demolished and repiaced adding o the
cost of consiruction.

The grade Isvel of the parking area Is wall below the main
campus elavalion cresilng Inconvenleni access from
parking lo campus buildings.

The only reasonable access point is on lha north end of
tha struckne, which brings vehicles lailher inlo he site
than Is desired.

Placing a structure In this area minimizes the potential for
locating any futura buildings in this area.

€Qeeoo
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Advanptages ~ Parking Structure Locatlon D"
Northwast Parking Lot

L]

Locallon ls not a daskable sle for (ulure bulldings far’

camnpus uses.

Traditional parking sbuciure design.that cowld be piecast
elemanis {hat would bes most cos! eflaclive wnd time
wifective o conshiuch,

Access lo parking 18 from mulliple locallons (3).

Disadvantages ~ Parking Structurg Location "D"
Horthetst Parking Lot

-

Have {0 over-build by +/- 200 spaces lo accommodala
displacernent of suiface parking.

Displaces parking white under construciion,

Paolendially visually nbirusive io residentlal nelghborhood
to the north and eash.

Visually oblrusive 1o adjacent Mulr School.

Inconvenient access from parking lot to maln campus
{most ramols parking localion).

Advantaw_tgﬂﬂ._t_way&'ggc_ﬂon "E"

Smnhnu!\i’aikhn\.n'l ‘

+ Localion fs nol a deshahbla sita [, (ulute buildings for
CBINpUY uses.

+  Tradiional parking sbuctwe dasign \hai could be piecast
elemenls thal would be mest cost ellaclw- and time
effactive \o consiyuct.

+ Shtiuclue is easily expandable If a second sliuclure
shouid reed to be added in the ture,

= Polenlially lhres access points Into this parking area.

»  Vehicles parking n this aren do nol need to go beyond
the malin campus entry intersection. This would reduce
trafiic \oads wilhin the campus rondway loop.

* Locallon {s not visually obtrusive {3 nearby residential
nelghbothopds and does no) nerease Jralllc at the
axisting nosthwest entry point inlo the c3 mpl.ia.

leadv antages — Parking Structure Local lon "E"

Stuiheeat Parking Lot |
1l

+  Have lo over-bulld by +/- 200 spaces o srcommodate

" displacement of swifaca parking. !

*» Intonverient accass from parking ot to maln campus. A
trafflc signal and/or pedestrian bridgs would probably be
sequired fo miligals veh’.cle and ptdeshian BLTHSS
conlicts. i

*  ispiaces parking white under constructin, !

= May creata addillonal congestion into main ¢ampus entry
fcurrent freaway backup could be vmmansd ¥ qusuing
lssuag aren't resolved),

Advantages — Parking Structure Localion "F"
Soceer } Solthal Figlds & 1ennis Cowts

Location does nol displace any exisiing parking white
under construction,

Visuafly this design and localion s unablrusive since it is
locatad below playhg fields and lannis couits,

Provides one large single level of parking ihat is more
desirable to users,

Could be muitiple levels to increass parking count,
Provides for convenlent parking iocation for bolh campus
bulldings and playling lield access,

Access lo parking s nol pilled all the .way Into the
CANpUS.

Creales the oppodunity for a mora visually pleasing anly
o the camiptis with the reerganization of the playlng
lialds and lennis courls.

Dlsadvantages ~ Parking Structure Location "F"
Soccer / Sofitall Fiaids & Ternls Courls

Cost ol construclion would be considerably highar than a
more tiadllional -structure due lo the loads of the playing
felda located direcily over the parking.

Drainage form lhe playing fields sbove Is more complex
and expensive o gonstruch,

Playing fields would not be usable durng consliuclion,
Placing & stiucture In 1his area minimizes the polenllat for
locating any future bulidings in this area.

LI—
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Adyentages — Parking Structure Location "G"
Basebsi Fisld

Locallon doss not displace any exlsling paiking while
under conslructian, |

Providas one large single lavel of parking tha! Is rote
desirable to users.

Gould be multiple levels to increasa parking count and get
baseball Nald closar to maip campus slevalion.

Visually this design and localion is unobtrusive alnce it la
jocaled below playlng Melds.

Provides for convenlant parking location tor both campus
buildings and playing Held access,

Access 1o pasking Is nol pulled all the way Inlo the north
autfaca lot.

Digadvantages - Parking Struglure Locatlon 3"
Basaball Fisld

Cosl ol construciion would be considerably higher than a
more kradilional sirvclure due 1o the foads of the playlng
{lelds localed directly over tha parking.

Drainage form the playing flelds above la more complax

and expensive to consliucl.

Playlng flelds would not be usabla during conshivetion.
Existing support siructires would have lo be demclished
and replaced adding {o the cost of construciion, .
Ths grade lavel of the parking area Is well below the maln
campus ®levetion creating Inconvenlent access from
parking lo cempus bulldings.

The only reasonabls access polnl 15 on the norh end of
the stiuciuse, which bilngs vehicles Iatther info e slla
than is destred.

Placing a struciwia In Ihis area minimizes tha polantisl for
localing any Tuline buildings in this area,

G¢oecCoo
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- Mesa College Parking Structure Project
MHPA Boundary Adjusgnent Alternatve
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 cucalyprus 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 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 bourdary
chanve would be made by the City per the MSCP Plan and with concurrence of the wildlife

agencies (Section 5.4.2 of the MSCP Regional Plan [Angust 1998]).

An MHPA boundary adjustment has already been approved by the Ciry and Wildlife Agsncies
that includes use of land in East Elliott. However, at the request of the City of San Diego
Planning Commission, another alternative that involves an MHPA boundary addition in the

vicinity “of the project was considered. This alternative includeg the addition of a 0.42-acre area . . .

jocatéd” on 1and'"o_v'\7ﬁ'éd' by the San D]C"O Commumry College District, located just east of
Cznesss Aveliue, as saoWID On Cigwes 1 and 3. This parcei contzins the wetiand restoration area
proposed by the anuhcant as wetland mitigation for the project. The alternative MHPA addinion
area is located 150 Teet north of the existing MHPA (Flgure 3); the intervening land, however, is

owned by the Cirty of San Diego.

As stated on page 2 of the Inital Study, the wildlife agencies continue to support East Elliott. In
addition, the agencies could not support the 0.42-acre parcel because a portion of the area is
already propose =d for mitigation (wetland restoration), and because the area is not immediately
connected-to the MEHPA. While the San Dieg go Comrmunity College District would be willing to
create a larger area that extends well beyond ths wetland restoration area, the disconnect with the

MHPA to the south wouid still exist.



A0
i) gt . .
0 q/lgsa{ Co%ege Parking Structure Project

Page 2
MHPA Boundary Adjustment on Mesa Coliege Campus -
_ Table 1
MESA COLEGE PARKING STRUCTURE PROJECT
MHPA BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT ANALYSIS
FOR ON CAMPUS ALTERNATIE
MSCP Ve;retation Communi MHPA MHPA Net
TIER i ty Subtraction | Addition Difference
NA Riparian scrub - disturbed 0.00 0.13* +0.13*
. Coastal sage scrub : 0.00 O..13 +0.29
Coastal sage scrub — dist. 0.00 0.16
1 Southern mixed chaparral 0.05 0.00 - 0.05
Non-native prassland 0.09 ° 0.00 - 0.09
‘ Eucalyptus woodland 0.0
IV 0.00 -0.14
Disturbed habitat 0.05.
' TOTAL | 028 = | . 042* | +0.14% _
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The following table compares the impact on vegstation 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 feat) of the MHPA can be observed by comparing the

figure dated June 28, 2006, with the figure dated Scptcmbcr 1, 2006.

IMPACTS TO YEGETATION COMMUNITIES

(acre[s]).
IMPACTS
VEGETATION COMMUNITY | TIER Mar 3, 2006 | Jun 28, 2006 | Sep 1, 2006
Wetlands
Cismontane alkail marsh - <101 <0.01 <0.01
Disturbed wetland ~- 0.01 0.01 0.01
Uplands '
' Dlegan coasta] sage scrub” I .06 —0.07" 0.07
A l.-_.-.._....'! TTT A n o non n Lo
SoUmCIRIACS i B 1T 013 0.15 0.16
Euca!vmus woodiand v 0.59 0.44 0.39
Non-native vegetation v 0.29 0.32 0.32
Disturbed habiiat v 0.13 0.12 0.12
Devejoped l#nd v 2.79 2.37 2.30
TOTAL 4.57 4.00 3.90
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