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San Diego Community College District

Facilities Management, Room 31C :
3375 Carnino del Rio South, San Diego, CA 82108-3883 (819) 388-8545

~+  ADDENDUMTO |
I\HTIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to: Caiifarnia Environmental Quality Act (PRC 21166) and Guidelines for ,
Implemenization of the California Environmenta! Quaiity Act (CCR 15164)

State Clea m0"10us*‘ Number 2005121106
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COLLEGE DISTRICT (SDCCD) BOARD OF TRUSTEES APPROVAL of 2
revised Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) related to the
development of a parking garage and a2 new east entry as part of the
implementation of the adopted Mesa College Facilities Master Plan. The projec

site 1s located. at the head of a canyor-at the western terminus of Mesa Colisas
Drive, south of the Mesa College campus proper, and north' of Keamny Mesa Park
in the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista communities in the{,rty of San Diego.

CITY OF SAN DIEGO PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVAL of an
amendment to Site Development Permit No. 324476 1o incorporate revisions 1o
the MMRP.

Appiicant and Lead Agency: The San Diego Community College District,

Responsible Agzsncy: The City of San Dizgo.

L  PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Provram would be modified by deleting the
following traffic measure:

* An eastbound left turn lane on Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street shall be
provided for interim and future conditions.
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PROJECT BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:
ject Approval an RFP Adoption

On June 9, 2005, the San Diego Community College District (SDCCD) Board of
Trustees approved a Facilities Master Plan for the Mesa Coliege Campus located at
7250 Mesa College Drive. Key components of the Master Plan included the
development of a parking structure and a new east entry.

On January 8, 2007, the City Counci! approved the following items related to the new
east entry and parking structure to be constructed by the SDCCD:

O

-

A.  Site Development Permit No. 324476 10 allow grading within the Multi-Habitat -

Planning Area (MHPA) and other areas containing biological sensitive lands;
B. A Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Adjustment;
C. Vacation of the western end of Mesa College Drive; and
D. Sale of 2.69 acres to the SDCCD.

The City Council also adopted the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MMRP) for the project. The MMRP inciuded the following traffic measure:

"< "An eastbound ieft turn lans on Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street shall be

provided for interim and future conditions.

Historical Perspective of the Mitigation Measore

The following summarizes the developmen: of the mitigation measure.

* Neither the MND (dated December 14, 2005) nor the traffic study (dated April 15,
2005) prepared for the Mesa College Facilities Master Plan included the mirtigation
measure.

= ‘Although not warranted or required by the traffic analysis, a revised traffic stdy
(dated September 28, 2005) included the foliowing in Section VIII - Recommendcd
Mitigation Measures: '

In order to provide more capacity and improvead circulation on Mesa College
Drive for the interim and future conditions, it is recommended that the project
provide an eastbound jeft turn on Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street. This
improvement would increase capacity and safety at this intersecuon.

This language was carried forward in subsequent traffic study revisions dated April
20, 2006, May 31, 2006, and June 27, 2006.

* The recommendation was also included in subseguent MNDs dated June 28, 2006,
and September 1, 2006 as a mitigation measure.

Issue

Subsequent to City Council’s approval of the project, 2 study determined that
implementation of the proposed left turn within the existing Mesa College Drive right-
of-way would result in substandard lane widths and the removal of curbside parking.
Furthermore, it was determined that an expansion of the right-of-way to accommodate
standard lane widths would adversely impact Kearny High Educational Complex.

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage ADD-2 Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration
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The SDCCD and City staff concur that the mitigation measure could be deleted from
the MND and MMRP based on the analysis in the traffic study utilizing the City’s
CEQA thresholds for significant impacts. See the following analysis.

IIl. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

‘A traffic study (Damell & Associates, June 27, 2006) was prepared for the Mesa
College Facilities Master Plan, inciuding the new east entry and the parking structure.
According to the traffic study, and as summarized in the attached Initial Study, the
intersection of Mesa College Drive and "Ashford Street operates and will continue to
operate at Level of Service A during the AM and PM peak hour under existing and
future conditions with and without the prOJect

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) SUMNIARY

Existing Year 2010 Year 2030

Intersection Without Pius Without Plus Without Plus
Construction | Constructhon | Proiect | Project | Project Project

AM PEAK HOUR

Mesa Collepe/Ashford | A | A 1T A I A | A [ A

PM PEAK HOUR

wom——— " Mesa Coliegg/Ashford 1 A | A T KT T A AT [ TA T

The roadway segment of Mezsa College Drive between Armstrong Street and Ashford
Street operates at Level of Service B under existing conditions and would be expected
to operate at Levels of Service B and C in the Year 2010 and 2030, respectively, with
and without the project.

ROADWAY SEGMENT LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) SUMMARY
) Existing Year 2010 Year 2030
Roadway Segment i Without Plus Without Pilus Without | Plus
= ‘ Construction | Construction | Preject | Proiect | Proiect | Proiect
Mesz College Dr: '
Armstrong/Ashford B B B B C <

Based on the above levels of service, no mitigation is required for the eastbound traffic
turning left from Mesa College Drive to Ashford Strest.

IV. DETERMINATION:

The San Diego Community College District previously prepared a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the project described in the subject block of the attached MND.

Based upon a review of the current project, it has been determined that:

A. There are no new significant environmental impacts not considered in the
previous MND. '

B. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under
- which the project is undertaken; and

C.  There is no new information of substantial importance to the project.

Mesa College East Enirance and Parking Garage " ADD-3 Addendum 10 Mirigated Negarive Declaration
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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 would be
assumed and a temporary wall/berm would be required. Noise levels from
construction activities during the gnatcatcher breeding season shall not exceed
60 dB{A) hourly L., at nest locations or the ambient noise level if noise levels
already exceed 60 dB(A) hourly L.

If construction is proposed to occur during the raptor breeding season (generally -
February 1 through September 15), a pre-construction survey for active raptor
nests shall be conducted by a2 qualified biologist to determine the presence or
absence of nesting raptors. If no active nests are found, no additional measures
will be required; howcver no construction may occur within 300 10 500 fc etof
any identified nests until all young have fledged. -

Traffic
The following mitigation measures shall be implcmcntéd during Phase 1:

+ A stop sign for castbound traffic shall be installed at the intersection of Armstrong

gt T |

11 L. -
au ue Proviaea.

b T rwr v A Tads —_— 1 ale o =L
- A_ tf::?::"_':' noOEas ST :.u.ul Hty - uu.u [y 1N l'” UJCL.L bRt

= A traffic contro} plan with temporary alignment, wrn {anes, an parking restrictions
shal] be submitted to the City of San Dlego

Copies of the Addendum, the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study, the Mitigation,
Monitoring and Reporting Program and any technical studies are available for review or for
purchase at the cost of reproduction in the following office: The San Diego Community College
District, Facilities Management, Room 310, 3375 Camino del Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108-

3883,
David Um-stot, Viceé Chancellor , August 7. 2007
Facilities Management Date of Addendum

s

San Diego Community College District
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY
CITY OF SAN DIEGO

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
PERMIT INTAKE, MAIL STATION 501

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO
PROJECT MANAGEMENT
PERMIT CLERK
MAIL STATION 501

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE
JOB ORDER NUMBER: 42-3813 oo

Site Development Permit No. 485233
MESA COLLEGE DRIVE AMENDMENT
Project Number 139300

----- Ce o -~ Amendment to-Site-Development Permit 324476~ ~ ~ - o

This Site Development Permit No. 485233 to amend Site Development Permit No. 324476, is
oranied by the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego to SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT, Owner/ Permittee, pursuant 1o San Diego Municipal Code [SDMC]
Section 126.0502. The 86.83 acre carmnpus site is located at 7250 Mesa College Drive in the RS-
1-7 zone of the Clairemont Mesa Community Plan area. The project site 1s 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, 2 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 to SAN DIEGO
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT, Owner/Permittee to amend Site Developmen: Permit
No. 324476 (conditions number 9, 10, 11) 1o reference the Addendum to Mitigated Negative

- Declaration State Clearing House No. 2005121106. No other changes 10 SDP 324476 are
authorized with this permit.

The Addendum shall modify the previous Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to
delete the following condition only. All other conditions and requirements rematn in full effect:

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

STANDARD REQUIREMENTS:

1. This permit must be utilized within thirty-six months after the date on which all rights of
appeal have expired. Failure to utilize and maintain utilization of this permit as described in the

Page 1 of 4
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SDMC will automatically void the pému't uniess an Extension of Time has been granted. Any
such Extension of Time must meet all the SDMC requirements and applicable guidelines in
effect at the time the extenston is considered by the appropriate decision maker.

2. No activity authorized by this Permit be conducted on the premises until:

2. The Permitiee signs and returns the Permit to the Development Services Department;
and '

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

3. Unless this Permit has been revoked by the City of San Diego the property included by
reference within this Permit shall be used only for the purposes and under the terms and
conditions set forth in this Permit unless otherwise authorized by the Development Services
Departnent. All rights, responsibilities and obligations granted under Site Development Permit
No. 324476 shall remain in full force and effect, except as provided herein.

4. The utilization and continued use of this Permit shall be subject to the regulations of this
and any other applicable governmental ageney.

5. Issuance of this Permit by the City of San Diego does not authorize the Pemmittee for this
permit to violate any Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, reguiations or policies including,

but not limited to, the Endangered Species Act of 1973 [ESA] and any amendments thereto (16
U.S.C. § 1531 etseq.). ' ’

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

In the event that any condition of this Permit, on a iegal challenge by the Owner/Permittee
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 Owner/Permittee shall
have the right, by paying applicable processing fees, to bring a 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 to whether all of the findings necessary for the issuance of the
proposed permit can still be made 1in the absence of the "invalid" condition(s). Such hearing shall
be a hearing de novo and the discretionary body shall have the absolute right to approve,
disapprove, or modify the proposed permit and the condition(s) contained therein.

Page 2 of 4
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ENVIRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS:

7.  Mitgation requirements are tied to the environmental document, specifically the
Addendum Mitigation, Monitoning, and Reporting Program (MMRP). These MMRP condinons
are incorporated into the pemnmnit by reference or authorization for the project.

8. As conditions of Site Development Permit No. 485233, the mitiganon measures specified
in the MMRP and outlined in the Mitigated Negative Declaration, State Clearing House Number
2005121106 Addendum dated August 7, 2007 shall be noted on the grading plans and
specifications under the heading ENVIRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS.

9. The Owner/Permittee shall comply with the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting
Program (MMRP) as specified in the Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration, State
Clearing House Number 2005121106 satisfactory to the Development Services Department and
City Engineer. Prior to issuance of the first grading permit, ali conditions of the MMRP shall be
adhered to the satisfaction of the City Engineer. All mitigation measures as specifically outlined
in the MMRP shall be implemented for the following 1ssue areas:

a.)__Biological Resources e e

b.} Traffic _

INFORMATION ONLY':

o 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 pursuant to California Government Code section 66020,

APPROVED by the Planning Cormmssmn of the City of San Dlego on March 6, 2008
Resolution No. XXX.

Page 3 of 4
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ATTACHMENT 8

. AUTHENTICATED BY THE DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

By.
Helene Deisher

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.

NOTE: Notary acknowledgments
miist be attached per Civil Code
section 1180 et seq.

San Diego Community Coliege District
Owner/Permittee

Page 4 of 4
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009326 PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. XXXX
- SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 485233
MESA COLLEGE DRIVE AMENDMENT PROJECT NO. 139300
DRAFT

WHEREAS, SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT, Owner/Permittee, filed an application
with the City of San Diego for an amendment to Site Development Permit No. 324476 (conditions
number 9, 10, 11) to reference the Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration State Clearing House
No. 2005121106 which modifies the previous Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. The
modification removes the mitigation requirement for an eastbound turn lane on Mesa College Drive at
Ashford Street '

WHEREAS, the project site is located at 7250 Mesa College Drive in the RS-1-7 zone of the Clairemont
Mesa Comrmunity Plan area; .

WHEREAS, the project site is legally described as all that pdrtion of Pueblo Lot 1203 of the Pueblo -
Lands of San Diego according to map thereof made by James Pascoe in 1870, a copy of which filed
November 14, 1921 and known as miscellaneous map number 36;

WHEREAS, on March 6, 2008, the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego considered Site

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego as follows:

That the Planning Commission adopts the following written Findings, dated March 6, 2008
FINDINGS:

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

The project requires Site Development Permit and 1s requesting a deviation to the
Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL) regulations for proposed grading within MHPA areas
containing biologically sensitive lands. A Muiti-Habitat Boundary Line Adjustment is also
requested 10 accommodate the future development. The future development of a parking garage
and improved east campus entry lies on partially undeveloped land areas occupied by a street and
a parking lot. The College’s property lies immediately to the north and east of the proposed of

"Kearny Mesa Park to the south. As proposed, the parking facility portion of the project will
require grading a small portion of Kearny Mesa Park’s slope. Since the Community Coliege land
1s 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 scope of the original project approval has not changed. The existing Mesa Coliege 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



L2

ATTACHMENT 9

007327

campus expamnsion is also located within the Linda Vista Community Plan, which was adopted in
1998 and amended in January 1999. - :

The impact of the the Mesa College Facilities Master Plan, grading and the parking facility at the
intersection of Mesa College Drive at Ashford Street is not significant under the City’s CEQA
Significance Determination Thresholds and does not require mitigation. This amendment to
remove the mitigation requirement for the eastbound turn lane on Mesa College Drive to Ashford
Street does not impact the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista Community Plans and the City's
Progress Guide and General Plan.

The original project has been designed to be consistent with the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista
Community Pians and the City's Progress Guide and General Plan and implements their plan,
goals and policies, and therefore will not adversely affect the applicable land use plan.

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

The project requires Site Development Permit and 1s 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 development. The future development of a parking garage
and improved east campus entry lies on partially undeveloped land areas occupied by a street and
a parking lot. The College’s property lies immediately to the north and east of the proposed of
Kearny esa Park to the south. As proposed, the parking facility portion of the project will
require grading a small portion of Kearny Mesa Park’s slope. Since the Community College land
1s owned by the State of Caiifornia, they have permitting authority for the parking structure. The
City of San Diego wili be permitting and regulating the grading and the public improvements
associated with the realignment of the East entrance of the college.

The scope of the original project approval has not changed. The proposed development as
currentiy designed will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, and welfare.

The impact of the Mesa College Facilibes Master Plan project at the intersection of Mesa College
Drive at Ashford Street is not significant under the City’s CEQA Significance Determination
Thresholds ané does not require mitigation.

Therefore removing the mitigation would not be detrimental to the public health, safety, and
welfare.

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

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 development. The future development of a parking garage
and improved east campus entry lies on partially undeveloped land areas occupied by a street and
a parking lot. The College’s property lies immediately to the north and east of the proposed of
Keamy Mesa Park to the south. As proposed, the parking facility portion of the project will
require grading a small portion of Kearny Mesa Park’s slope. Since the Community College land
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is owned by the State of California, they have permitting authority for the parking strucrure. 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 original project was designed to comply with the regulations of the LDC, as allowed through
‘a Site Development Permit.

The impact of the Mesa College Facilities Master Plan project at the intersection of Mesa College
Drive at Ashford Street is not significant under the City’s CEQA Significance Determination

~ Thresholds and does not require mitigation. Therefore, removing the mitigation is consistent with
applicable regulations of the Land Development Code

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the findings hereinbefore adopted by the Planning
Commission for Site Development Permit No. 485233, is hereby GRANTED by the Planning
Commission to the referenced Owner/Permittee, in the form, exhibits, terms and conditions as set forth in
Permit No. 483233, a copy of which 1s attached hereto and made a part hereof.

Waloma Moiales
ooiens einasr

Development Proiect Manager
Development Services

Adopted on: March 6, 2008
'~ Job Order No. 42-3913

cc: Legislative Recorder, Planning Department
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. ~ Clairemont Mesa Planning
. Committee
Minutes of the Meeting of
~ January 17, 2008
North Clairemont Friendship Center

P Jack Carpenter P Sheri Mongeau P Biliy Paul P Donald Steele

P Brandon Tappen A Kathy Monsour Brooke Peterson-Sec | P Scott Wentworth
P Francis "Jim" Knapp P Eleanor Mang — Chair A Chris Rink 1 P Mike Vinti

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

P — Present A — Absent

‘ Call to Order / Roll Call
The meeting was called to order at €:30 p.m. by Eleanor Mang, Chair. Attendance called by
Brooke Peterson and quorum present. )

Caommunications from Committee
Francis Knapp asked regarding the stafus of Clairemonnt Village. Another member commented
that ves there was a new owner who had remarked the center and some businesses have moved
out following that. : )
Billy Paul apologized for his absences and informed the Committee that he is now Chair of the
Balboa Citizens Advisory Committee.
Susan Mournian informed the committee that there have been problems now with the homless
camping out under Tecolote Bridge. The Councii office is considering putting a barricade under
the bridge in order to improve public safety in the area.

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

‘ Modifications to the Agenda
Eleanor Mang noied that Jeff Rodgers would like to give a presentation regarding the status of
Bay View Piaza. A motion was made to add the presentation to the Information Item part of the .
agenda and the motion was unanimously approved.

Approval of Minutes

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

Information Items

101. First Baptist Church of Clairemont- New Sign Permit (Phil Wilson, Church
representative) The church is requesting approval of a permit to install a new lighted and moving
text sign at the corner of Luna St. and Clairemont Mesa Boulevard. The applicants provided a
rendering of the proposed signs at the planned locations. It wouid be similar to the Chieftans
school sign. The Committee had questions regarding the intensity of the illumination of the sign

10
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as well as the hours of operation. The applicants responded. that the sign is dimmable and had
anticipated that it would operate 24-hrs. a day.

. Committee comments inciuded the importance of meeting all electrical codes, improving the
colors/quality of the sign graphics, and the sensitivity that shouid be given to the surrounding
community at night. Jack Carpenter asked regarding the aggregate amount of signage and
whether wouid still be in conformance with the sign ordinance if all the signs operated or
proposed toc be operated by the applicant were installed. 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 aesthefically pleasing and there are many
signs [ike that in the Clairemont area. The Committee discussed the need to let that type of
guality of signs to continue to be put up in Clairemont.

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

102. Bay View Plaza (Jeff Rodgers, applicant)

Mr. Rodgers provided a brief status update on where the Bay View project. He made a request to
come back to the commitiee in February with a study model of the proposed development, with
revised pians, and with a photo analysis/ visual simulation of the development. He indicated that
fraffic and noise studies are currently underway.

Action Items

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

indicatad that the nnsi nf tha r\rmnnb e tn and the p.?.:"{:."g p_—cb':cm ot Whma Cu"bg: The

proposed project | rs an effort to resolve the traffic problems at the west end of campus in the
neighborhoods and re-direct {raffic to the east entrance. The project will require an encroachment
into the canyons in the amount of 1.196 acres with the remaining square footage of the garage
within the fooiprint of the existing parking iot. They will create a2 newer and straight parkway at the
entrance to the college. The garage will have five levels of parking; the lower grade of the canyon
will hide the bottom two levels, They will use different types of glass to make it look more fike a
building and less like 2 garage. They are asking for a full street vacatlon and sell of land from the
City to the San Diego Community College District,
Comments from the Committae included:’
+ Don Steele remarked that it was an excellent project, that the structure is great and
appears to function very well, He stated that 1) it will make the surrounding communities
safer, 2} will prevent litter and runoff into the canyon, and 3} believes that the police that
will be patroliing the garage at ali times will help deter the homeless that congregate in
the canyons. He added that using best management practices for runoff wouid put them
on the cutting edge of runoff management practices.
- One Committee member noted that City Real Estate Assets should apply the revenue
from the sale of the land to Ciairemont Mesa parks, Donald Steele made a motion o
approve the project as proposed.
- Jack Carpenter commented in response io the Linda Vista communities concern
regarding infringement into the canyon, that the proposed project was a good trade off as
it will be certainly best serve the heavy coliege traffic fiow.
» Tom Schmidt noted that it was a great approach o resolving a horrendous traffic
problem in the community and added that campus police are roving too far off campus
and out of their jurisdiction.
+ Billy Pauf was not in favor of the infringement into the canyon and stated that he
believed it was contrary to the purpose of vacating the street in the first place. He had
additional concerns regarding contaminate runoff and the importance of using BMPs. He
requested that the insiatiation of a gate/ some sort of restricted access be part of the
conditions of approval but there was not support from the rest of the Committes for that.
The applicants noted that there will be 24-hr. surveiltance at the site.
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« There was additional concern regarding lighting and the impor’{énce that the lights have
gocd cutoffs.

‘The profect 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 College
students. The mitigation will inciude a 3 to 1 ration replacement of dirt and take highly disturbed
area and replace it with native dirt and vegetation. The impact to 0.2 acres of wetlands will have
to be mitigated including consultations with the Department of Fish and Game.

Public comments included concern from the Linda Vista Planning Committee with placing the
structure so far from the iocation of the classrooms and whether coliege faculty had experience
with natural Tecolote Canyon vegetation. The original motion was seconded by Scoft Wentworth.
Vote, 12-0-0, motion passed. '

Workshop Items
None.

‘ Reports to Committee

Council Office 6 - West (Keith Corry/ Mary Ann Kempczenski}:

The Council had its first meeting with the strong mayor form of governance.

Donna Frye came out to the Town Council and gave the “State of Clairemont” address.

Scolt Peters has been ‘appointed Council President, with Tony Young serving as President Pro-

~ tem.

City of SD Long Randge Planning {Brian Schoenfisch):

Brian noted that the Committee should have received an agenda for the Balboa Avenue Clttzens
Advisory Commitiee as it had been requesied that the CMPC be at least notmed ot the Advisory
Committee meeiings. He added that the Advisory Committee will be votmg on the Balboa/
Genesee traffic light at their upcoming meeting. Brian will aiso be giving a presentation on the
Revitalization Action Plan at the next Town Council meeting.

Other Community Organizations

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

sl
are always the 1 Thursday of each month at 7:00p.m. at Clairemont 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): :
- Committee elections will take place in March and Alys Masek has volunteered to take

over the organization of election logistics with assistance from Dot Jensen.

- The Visioning Committee has been formed, pulling together some people, Jack
Carpenter, Brooke Peterson, Susan Mournian, and Dave Potter, to sit down and think
about what needs to be done to prepare for setting a vision for Clairemont whenever the
opporiunity comes to update the Community Plan. There will certainiy be many
opportunities for community invoivement and input into the process, the Committee is
simply meeting to prepare 2 way to pull the community together.
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Sub-Committee Reports:
Airports Advisory (Monsour): None.
Bylaws (Masek): There was a request to make changes to the Bylaws. Alys-will bring
proposed changes to the Commitiee next month. She will also prepare flyers to post in the
community for the eiections.
CPC (Mang): Nothing to report.
Mission Bay Park (Rink): n/a
Project Review (TBD): Elzanor verified the members tHat had voiunteered to be on the
project review subcommittee.
Visions (D. Jensen): n/a
Traffic & Transportation (Paul): No comment.
Balboa Avenue Citizens Advisory {Paul): Comments made eariier,
North Bay Redev Project (Knapp): nfa

Schoois (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 doesn't know what to do if Hale/ Horizon doesn’t become available. There were
significant comments made from the public at a public meeting on the matter regarding the
jack of maintenance and heavy bus traffic that would occur if the school district took back

over the property.

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

CFAC on Transportation (Mongeauj: n/a

Adjournment at 8:00 p.m. Next meeting to be held on February 21, 2006.
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Minutes of Linda Vista Planning Committee On August 22. 2005

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

33 people were in attendance.

" A representative from Deputy Mayor Toni Atkins introduced
herself and told us that the council districts that are vacant are
receiving staff support -

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

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

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

Libby Day from Redevelopment office informed us that she will be

negotiating the new Lease with Gary Stang and that an RFP for the
corner lot will be issued in September, 2005,

Lots of public Comment:

-



ETTACHMENT
003334 |
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 1s to construct a wireless communication facility on USD
campus consisting of 8 antennas 7 of which will be located behind

crmrntrrmal cnmanme mem tha Crtamaa oA Taonhealanr lntlding and
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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 68875 - process 4) Ric
Bussell moved to table the issue and Doug Beckham seconded
motion. Mouon to table passed 15 - O.

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 8 in favor and 3 opposed.

The following motion was made by Ron Tomeek seconded by
nn“ﬁ Dﬂf‘l”l‘iam a0 Fﬁllu‘

R LLALLLL T AN V\'J

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 Commumty
Plan area

B. In addition, the Linda Vista Community Planning Committee
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 located within
the boundaries of the Linda Vista Community plan area.

C. The Linda Vista Community Planning Committee
recommends that the city owned land described as parcels 427-
020-18 and 427-010-23 located within the boundaries 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 year lease to sell the potential buyer. He asked committee
members for their opinion on the issue. If the lease is exténded it
appears that the current owner will receive a $30 million lease
premium once the sale is completed. There was much disciission

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.

Motion passed
Adjourned at 8:07

Minutes as recorded by Secretary Grover Diemert

11
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Minutes of the Linda Vista Planning Committee
February 27, 2006 at Linda Vista Public Library
Meeting called to order by Chair Ed Cramer at 6 p.m.

Presentation 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

meeting began.

Pari Sanati, Kirsten Clemons, Katherine Fortner and Officer Schaldach provided information and
answered questions.

1. Mesa College Street Vacation #60885. A 30 minute presentation was made to group -
concerning the construction of a parking structure on Mesa College Campus, its impact on traffic
and the need to vacate a portion of a street at Mesa College Drive . Doug Beckham made a
motion to deny the reqguest to vacate the sireet and the parking structure as presented, Rick

- Bussell seconded the motion. 12 voted in favor of the motion to deny the request, 2 opposed the

motion and 1 abstained,

2, LVPC Letter of support to continue Bus 25 as it is. Donna Erickson led the discussion on the
proposed change for Bus Route 25. '

After some discussion, Ron Tomcék made a motion to take the issue off the table as it had been
tabled at last meeting. Someone seconded the motion. It passed with no dissent

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

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

4. Anna Avenue . ‘City is requesting if committee would suppdrt selling the property at the
Northwest comer of Pacific Highway and Friars Road 696 acres.

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

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

Margarita Castro asked that The Savannah Street # 72692 be pulled for separate discussion.
It was.

Motion was made to approve all projects except Savannah Street project by Doug Beckham and
seconded by Ron Tomcek. All voted to approve the motion.
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Figgins Residence # 50259 ( 9/16/05 ). 1688 Ulric Street . Site Development Permit (Process 3)
for Environmentally Sensitive Lands to construct a 3,316 sq ft single family residence on a
vacant .77 acre site in the OR-1-1 Zone. Applicant, Raul Thompson, 619-298-1595. Project
Manager, Helene Deisher, 619-446-5223, HDeisher @sandiego.gov.

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

Lauretta Street # 79077 ( 8/8/05 ). 5765 Lauretta Street . (Process 4). Tentative Map to
convert 6 existing residential units to condominturns on a .23 acre site in the RM 3-7 Zone.
Applicant, Sarah Marijana, 619-422-7269. Project Manager, Bill Tripp, 446-5273,
WTrpp@sandiego.gov, (5 minutes)

SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO

Mildred Street # 85125 (( 11/18/05 ). 5860 Mildred Street . (Process 3). Map Waiver to waive -
the requirements of a tentative map to convert 4 existing residential units to condominiums on a
115 acre site within the RM 3-7 zone. Applicant, Hecior 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
(CUP/RPO 92-0568) to remove existing apartment buildings and construct a 4 storv apartment
building - Sensitive Biologic resources — Steep Hillsides RS 1-7.RM3-7. Applicant, Jacob
Wirtler, 858-573-1205. Project Manager, Jennette Temple , 619-557-7908,

JTemple @sandiego.gov. (5 minutes)

SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO.

Savannah Street # 72692 (12/15/05 ) 5143 Savannah Street . (Process 3) Variance to allow
for tandem parking for 2 new single family residences on a 3,113 sq ft and 3,114 sq ft in the RM
1-1 Zone. Applicant, Rick Rutsiein, §58-454-4555. 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 Maher Hall, Jenny Craig, and Science facilities at the
University of San Diego . Applicant, Krystal Patterson, 760-715-8703. Project Manager's,
Karen Lynch-Ashcraft, 619-446-5351, KLynchAshcraft@sandiego.gov, Amanda Nations, 619-
687-5984, ANations@sandiego.gov. {5 minutes)

SUBCOMMITTEE YOTED TO APPROVE, 5 YES, 6 NO .

6. Savannah Street # 72692 was pulled for discussion. ( 12/15/05) 5143 Savannah Street .
(Process 3) Variance to allow for tandem parking for 2 new single family residences on a 3,113
sq ft and 3,114 sq ft in the RM 1-1 Zone. Applicant, Rick Rursiein, 858-454-4555. Project
Manager, John Cruz, 619-446-5439, JCruz @sandiego.gov. (5 minutes)

SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, ¢ NO.

After discussion a motion to approve the recommendation of the Zoning Subcommittee was
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made by Don Ballantyne, seconded by Doug Beckham. All voted in favor of the motion.

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

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

9. Riley Street # 86853 5646 Riley Street tentative map to convert to condos and a waiver for
undergrounding utilities. Margarita Castro made a motion to approve the project subject 1o the
installation utility under grounding. 8 voted in favor of motion and 4 were opposed.

10. Riley Street # 84811 5760 Riley

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

Wayne Bamford made & rnbtj on 1o 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 to construction

of School of Education building. Wayne Bamford moved to approve request and Rick Bussell
_seconded the motion. 15 voted in favor of motion, none opposed.

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

A few subcommittes reports were made.

Adjourned at & pm . 51 people attended.
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
Project Chronology
MESA COLLEGE AMENDMENT-PROJECT NO. 139300
City Applicant
"~ Date Action Description Review Response
Time
9/18{07 First Submittal Project Deemed Complete
-10/15/07 First Assessment Letter 35
ol
11/0"/08. Second submittal 14
11/28/07 Second Review 30
Complete
*TOTAL STAFF TIME 65
TOTAL APPLICANT TIME 14
From desmad compicte date 1o
TOTAL PRUJECT RUNNING TIMIE i{"’“‘. - e e 175
earing

Staff time and applicant response time based on calendar days inciuding holidays
Total Project Time tncludes Scheduling Hearing.
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- . City of San Diego
e Ownership Discl
- San Diege, CA.'92101 wners ’p ISC OSUl'e

The CTy or San Dikoop

(619) 246-5000 ’ . , Statement

Project Titie "Froject Ne. For City Use Unly

MESA COLLEGE DR. STREET -VACATION

Project Address:

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

lPart |- To be completed when property is held by Individuai{s) . '

Please lisi below the owner{s) and tenant(s) (if applicable) of the above referenced property. The list must include the names
and addresses of all persons who have an interest in the property, recorded or otherwise, and state the type of property interest
(e.g., tenants who will benefit from the permit, all individuals who own the property). 'A si ure is reguired of at ieast pne of
the property owners. Attach additional pages if needed. Note: The applicant is responsible for notifying the Project Manager of
any changes in ownership during the time the application is being processed or considered. Changes in ownership are to be
given to the Project Manager at least thirty days prior to any public hearing on the subject property. Failure to provide accurate
and current ownership information could resuli in a delay in the hearing process.

Additional pages attached .0 Yes O No

Narne OT Ingwvigual {lype of print): Name of (narvigual {type or print}:

T Owner O Tenaniiessee ' O Owner 1 TenantLessee

Street Address: Srreet Address:

City/Stane/Zip: ) City/State/Zip:

'Phone No: Fax Ne: Phane No. Fax Not
Signature : ’ Date: Signature : Date:
Name of Ingivicual (Type or phntj: Name of inaividual {type of print):

O Owner 0 Tenantiessee i Owner O Tenant/Lessee

Street Address: Streat Address:

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

Prone No: Fax Na: Phrane No: Fax No:
Signature : Date: Sighature : . Date:
“Name o inaiviaua; (Type of pring. Name ol nalviguar {iype or prim):

d Owner U Tenant/Lessee  Cwner = Tenant/Lessee

Street Address: Street Address:

City/State/Zip: City/State/Zip:
Phone No: Fax No: Phone No: Fax Na:
Signature : . Date: Signature ; Date:

This information is available in aktemative formats for persons with disabiiities,
Te request this information in afternative format, call (619} 448-5446 or (800) 735-2929 (TDD)
Be sure {0 see us on the World Wide Web at www.sandiepo.govidevelopment-services
C5-316 (5-03)
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" Project Na. (For City Use Only)

Project Title:
‘?art Il - To be compieted when property is held by a corporation or partnership

Legal Status (please check]:

Corporate Identification No.

- 1 Corporation (Q Limited Liability -or- O General) What Siate?

1 Partnership

Piease list below the names, titles and addresses of all persons who have an interest in the property, recorded or otherwise, and
state the type of property interest (e.g., tenants who wili benefit from the permit, all corparaté officers, and all partners in a part-

nership who own the property). A signature is required of at ieast one rate officers or pariners who pwn the property,
Atiach additional pages if needed. Note: The applicant is responsibie for notifying the Project Manager .of any changes in owner-
ship during the time the applicaﬂon is being precessed of considered. Changes in ownership are to be given to the Project Man-
ager at |east thinty days prior to any public hearing on the subject property. Faiiure to provide accurate and currerit ownership in-

lformatlon could resutt in a delay in the hearing process. Additional pages attached O Yes O No
) Corporaie/r annersnip Name (fype or pring. “Larporatg/annership Name (type or pnnt);
* SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT '

Owner O Tenant'Lessee 0 Owner U Tenant/Lessee

3375 CAMING DEL- RIO SOUTH
Street Address:
SAN DIEGO, CA G2108-3883

Street Address:

Clty!Siate/Zip: Clty/State/Zip:
(6193 388-6500 :
Phane Na: Fax Na: Phane Na: Fax Na:

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

Cow S ENATION 2 HB, (2D L LD )

Tihe {fvie or nrinil:

B WAl ARDS  DaaeXeiarRd

KL O S

“Corporate/Parnnersnip Name (lype of pring:

THie (type or pant):

Signature : Date:

Corporalelr annersnip Name (iype of prin).

O Owner 1 Tenant/Lessee O Owner 1 Tenant/Lessee

Srest Address: Street Address:

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

Phone Na: Fax No: Phone No: Fax No:

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

Title (type or print): Title (type or print):

Signature : Date: Signsture ; Date:

carporag/Fannersnip Name (Iype or pnnt): Lorporate/Fannersnip Name (type of pring:

J Owner O Tenantiessee T Owner .l Tenant/Lessee

Street Address: Street Address:

City/State/Zip: Ciy/5tate/Zip:

"Phone No: Fax Na: Phane No: Fax Na:

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

Title {type or print): Title {type or print):

Signsture : Date: Signature : Date:
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San Diego Community College District

7 -f. Facilities Management, Room 310. _ _
3375 Camino del Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108-3883 (619) 388-6546

ADDENDUM TO
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to: California Environmental Quality Act (PRC 21166) and Guidelines for
Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CCR 15164)

State Clearinghouse Number 2005121106

SUBJECT: Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage. SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY
. COLLEGE DISTRICT (SDCCD) BOARD OF TRUSTEES APPROVAL of a
revised Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) related to 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
. stte 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.

CITY OF SAN DIEGO PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVAL of an
amendment to Site Development Permit No. 324476 to incorporate revisions to
the MMRP.

Applicant and L.ead Agency: The San Diego Community College District.

Responsible Agency: The City of San Diego.

I.  PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program would be modified by deleting the
following traffic measure:

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

: . . ~

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage ADD-1 Addendum to Mitigated .Né};.arive Declaration



. PROJECT BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:

Project Approval and MMRP Adoption ' .

On June 9, 2005, the San Diego Community College District (SDCCD) Board of
Trustees approved a Facilities Master Plan for the Mesa College Campus located at’
7250- Mesa College Drive. Key components of the Master Plan included the
"development of a parking structure and a new east entry.

On January 8,.2007, the City Council approved the following items related to the new
- east entry and parking structure to be constructed by the SDCCD:

A. Site Development Permit No. 324476 to allow grading within the Multi-Habitat
Planning Area (MHPA) and other areas containing biological sensitive lands;
B. A Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Adjustment;
. C.  Vacation of the western end of Mesa College Drive; and
D. Sale of 2.69 acres to the SDCCD.

The City Council also adopted the Mifigation Monftoring and Reporting Program
{(MMRP) for the project. The MMRP included the following traffic measure:

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

Hictgrical Percnoctive of the M

The following summarizes the development of the mitigation measure.

« Neither the MND {dated December 14, 2005) nor the traffic study (dated April 15,
2005) prepared for the Mesa College Facilities Master Plan included the mitigation
measure. ‘ .

. Although not warranted or required by the traffic analysis, a revised traffic study
(dated September 28, 2005) included the following in Section VIII — Recommended
Mitigation Measures:

In order to provide more capacity and improved circulation on Mesa College

Drive for the interim and future conditions, it is recommended that the project

provide an eastbound left turn 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 dated April
20, 2006, May 31, 2006, and June 27, 2006.

* The recommendation was also included in subsequent MNDs dated June 28, 2006,
and September 1, 2006 as a mitigation measure. :

Issue

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

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage ADD-2 Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration
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IV.

The SDCCD and City staff concur that the mitigation measure could be deleted from
the MND and MMRP based on the analysis in the traffic study utilizing the City’s
CEQA thresholds for significant impacts. See the following analysis.

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

A traffic study (Darnell & Associates, June 27, 2006) was prepared for the Mesa
College Facilities Master Plan, including the new east entry and the parking structure.

According to the traffic study, and as summarized in the attached Initial Study, the

intersection of Mesa College Drive and Ashford Street operates and will continue to
operate at Level of Service A during the AM and PM peak hour under existing and
future conditions with and without the project.

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) SUMMARY

Existing Year 2010 : Year 2030

Intersection Without Plus Without Plus Without Plus
Construction | Construction | Project | Project | Project | Project

AM PEAK HOUR

Mesa College/Ashford ] A ] A [ A [ A 1T A T A
PM PEAK HOUR
Mesa College/Ashford | A I A A T a1 A | A

The roadway segment of Mesa College Drive between Armstrong Street and Ashford
Street operates at Level of Service B under existing conditicns and would be cxpected
to operate at Levels of Service B and C in the Year 2010 and 2030, respectively, with
and without the project.

ROADWAY SEGMENT LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) SUMMARY

. Existing Year 2010 Year 2030
Roadway Segment W]Ihout PlllS Wl[rt plUS Without PIUS
Construction | Construction | Project | Project | Project | Project
Mesa College Dr: '
Armstrong/Ashford B B B B ¢ ¢

Based on the above levels of service, no mitigation is required for the eastbound traffic
turning left from Mesa College Drive to Ashford Street.

DETERMINATION:

The San Diego Community College District previously prepared a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the project described in the subject block of the attached MND.

Based upon a review of the current project, it has been determined that:

A. There are no new significant environmental impacts not con31dered in the
previous MND.

B. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under
which the project is undertaken; and

C. There is no new information of substantial importanc'e to the project.

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage ADD-3 Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration



Therefore, in accordance with Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines this

addendum has been prepared.

V. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM:

The following modified mitigation measures shall be implemented in conjunction with
the construction of the new east entry and the parking structure to be located at the
western terminus of Mesa College Drive and shall be a condition of the Site
Development Permit,

Biological Resources

The following miﬁgation measures shall be implemented:

¢+ The San Diego Community College District shall contribute $10 500 to the
City’s Habitat Acquisition Fund.

* Impacts to Corps and CDFG jurisdictional areas shall be mitigated by
restoration/enhancement on the Mesa College property within a nearby, highly
disturbed wetland drainage that feeds into Tecolote Creek (located within the
MHPA) as shown in Figure 11 in the Initial Study. Mitigation shall occur at a
5:1 ratio for impacts to cismontane alkali 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

£ vt onti
acre CJ- llllugal,].ull

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

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

» All grading and clearing of vegetation shall take place outside of the bird
breeding season (February 15 through August 31) to avoid .impacting native
wildlife, including raptors and the coastal California gnatcatcher that may be
nesting 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
determined that California gnatcatchers are present, construction operations

Mesa College Fast Entrance and Parking Garage ADD-4 Addendum 1o Mitigared Negative Declaratiorzl
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shall be suspeénded 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 would be
‘assumed. and a temporary wall’/berm would be required. Noise levels from
construction activities during the gnatcatcher breeding season shall not exceed
60 dB(A) hourly L, at nest locations or the ambient noise level if noise 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-construction survey for active raptor
nests shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine the presence or
absence of nesting raptors. If no active nests are found, no additional measures
will be required; however, no 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 stop sign for eastbound traffic shall be installed at the intersection of Armstrong
Street and the temporary east campus entry drive {(Armstrong Place extension). -

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

» A traffic control plan with temporary alignment, tuin lanes, and parking restrictions
shall be submuitted to the City of San Diego. '

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

b3

Davfd Umstot, Vicé Chancellor , August 7, 2007
Facilities Management Date of Addendum
San Diego Community College District
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San Diego Community College District
Facilities Management, Room 310
3375 Camino del Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108-3883 (619) 388-6546

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

SUBJECT:

Revision #1:

Revision #2:

Revision #3:

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

State C-learinghous'e' Number 2005121106

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage.

Minor revisions were made to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) when comipared to the Draft MND. The revisions did not affect the
environmental analysis or comciusions of this documenti. The revisions are
shown in strikethreugh/underline 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 analysis or conclusions of this document. In accordance with
CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not required when
new information is added to the negative declaration that merely clarifies,
amplifies, or makes insignificant modifications to the negative declaration.

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 result,
the MND and Initial Study were further revised. The additional revisions are
shown 'in italicized strikethrough/underline format. These revisions do not
affect the environmental analysis or conclusions of this document. In
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not
required when new information is added to the negative declaration that
merely clarifies, amplifies, or makes insignificant modifications to the
negative declaration.

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage - MND-1 Mitigated Negative Declaration



SUBJECT: Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage. SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY
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A

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
College Drive, the sale of 2.69 acres to the SDCCD, a Site Development Permit,
Permission to Grade, and a Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Adjustment.

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

Responsible Agency: The City of San Diego.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: See attached Initial Study.
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ee aitached Inittai Study.

DETERMINATION:

In compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and State CEQA
Guidelines, the San Diego 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 potentially significant environmental effects previously identified, and the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report will not be required. ‘

DOCUMENTATION:

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

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

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

Biological Resources

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

+ The San Diego Community College District shall contribute $40:5080 $10.250
$10.500 to the City’s Habitat Acquisition Fund.

* Impacts to Corps and CDFG jurisdictional areas shall be mitigated by

restoration/enhancement on the Mesa College property within a_nearby, highly

disturbed wetland_drainage that feeds_into Tecolote Creek (located within the
MHPA) as shown in Figure 11 in the Initial Study. Mitigation shall occur at a
5:1 ratio for impacts to cismontane alkali marsh and disturbed wetland habitat
and at a 4:1 ratio for impacts to Waiers of the U.S./streambed, for a total of 0.10
acre of mitigation. :

Restoration/enhancement shall involve removal of non-native invasive plant
species, including giant reed (Arundo donax), pampas grass (Cortaderia
jubata), myoporum (Myoporum sp.), castor bean (Ricinus communis), Canary
Island date palm (Phoenix canariensis), and Mexican fan palm (Washingtonia
raobusta)_followed by establishment of native plant species associated with
southern willow scrub, mule fat scrub, and cismontane ailkali marsh habitats, as
appropriate. In the restoration/enhancement areas, all non-native plant species
shall be targeted for removal, excluding palm trees that are over 15 feet tall.

Future maintenance will be required to prevent the re-establishment of these

non-native plant species_in the future.

The proposed restoration_and_enhancement activities shail be implemented in

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

+ All grading and clearing of vegetation shall take place outside of the bird
breeding season (February 15 through August 31) to avoid impacting native
wildlife, including raptors and the coastal California gnatcatcher that may be
nesting 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?I If no gnatcatchers are

identified in this area, no additional measures will be required. If it is

Mesa College East Entry and‘Parking Garage MND-3 _ Mitigated Negative Declaration



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 would be
assumed and a temporary wall/berm would be required. Noise levels from
construction activities during the gnatcatcher breeding season shall not exceed
60 dB(A) hourly L, at nest locations or the ambient noise level if noise levels
already exceed 60 dB(A) hourly L. |

If construction is proposed to occur during the raptor breeding season (generally
February 1 through September 15), a pre-construction survey for active raptor
nests shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine the presence or
absence of nesting raptors. If no active nests are found, no additional measures
will be required; however, no 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 temporary northbound left turn lane into the project shall be provided

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

VL PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION:

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

distributed to:

Federal

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

State of California

State Clearinghouse ' California National Guard
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 7401 Mesa College Drive
Sacramento, CA 95814 San Diego, 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 Transportation
Caltrans, District 11

P.O. Box 85406 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*
Councilmember, District 6
City of San Diego

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

San Diego, CA 92101

Clairemont Branch
Community Service Center
4731 Clatremont Drive

San Diego, CA 92117

Keith Greer*

Deputy Director

City of San Diego

Planning Department (MSCP)
City Administration Building
202 ‘C’ Street, MS 5A

San Diego, CA 92101

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-5

California 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 Diego, CA 92123

Cecilia Williams, Program Manager*
City of San Diego

Planning Department

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. Manis*

Assistant Deputy Director

City of San Diego

Development Services Department
1222 First Avenue, MS 501

San Diego, CA 92101-4155

Mitigated Negative Declaration



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
‘Instructional Facilities Planning
Annex 2, Room 101

4100 Normal Street

San Diego, CA 92103

‘Environmental Coordinator
"‘County of San Diego
:“DPLU, Environmental Planning Sectio
""Suite B, MS 0-065 '
5201 Ruffin Road
- San Diego, CA 92123

Ed Cramer, Chair*

Linda Vista Comm. Planning Committee
727 Armada Terrace

San Diego, CA 92106

Mrs. Lela Inman

Clairemont Senior Citizens Club
3605 Clairemont Drive

San Diego, CA 92117

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

San Diego, CA 92177

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage 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 Diego, CA 92101-4231 -

San Diego County Regional

 Airport Authority

P.O. Box 82776
San Diego, CA 92138-2776

Eleanor A. Mang, Chair*

Clairemont Mesa Planning Committee
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 Miller

5643 Tamres Drive

San Diego, CA 92111

Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Eloise Battle, Chair*

Tecolote Canyon Citizens Advisory
Committee

5635 Tamres Drive

San Diego, CA 92111

Conservation Coordinator-

“Sierra Club, San Diego Chapter

3820 Ray Street
San Diego, CA 92104

San Diego County Archaeological
Society, Inc.

EIR Review Committee

P.O. Box A-81106

San Diego, CA 92138-1106

*Also received Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.

MND-7

California Native Plant Society
c/o Natural History Museum
P.O. Box 121390

San Diego, CA 92112-1390

Ron Tomcek*
6801 Elmore Street
San Diego, CA 92110

Union-Tribune
P.O. Box 191
San Diego, CA 92112
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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 Miti gated 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 avaijlable for
review or for purchase at the cost of reproduction in the following office: The San
Diego Community College District, Facilities Management, Room 310, 3375 Camino
del Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108-3883.

Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor
Facilities Management

e b am
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December 14, 2005
Date of Draft Report

March 3, 2006 .

-Date of Final Report

June 28, 2006
Date of Revised Final Report

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

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

Page No.
A. State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research — 1/19/06 MND-(9
B. State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research — 1/26/06 MND-11
C. Department 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 Canyon — 1/15/06 , MND-25
H. Linda Vista Community Planning Committee — 2/03/06 N MND-27
I. Denise Abell-Hove — 1/27/06 MND-32

The comment letters and responses follow.

;
L .
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COMMENTS

RESPONSES

Jamary 19, 2006

Damen Schamu

San Dicgo Cormmunity College District
3375 Camirio del Rio South, Room 310
San Diego, CA 92108-2883

Subject: Mesa College Eawt Entry and Parking Ganage
SCHE: 1005121106

Dear Danyon Schamu:

STATE QF CALIFORNIA
Governor's Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

JAN 3 8 2006

NN

. The: Siate Cleatinghouss subrritted the above mamed Mitigmed Hegative Declention o seheeicd sme
Al agencics for review, ‘The review petiod closed om January 18, 2006, and no siate ggencics submitted
comments by that date. This lcmr uchmvlodgu thet you bave complied with the Sinte Clearinghouts

review requirements for drafl en
Act.

1o the Calxrnmu Baviropments] Quality

Pleatc call the State Cléaringhouss a1 ($16) 445-0513 if you have any qrestions reganding the
environmenm| roview process. If you have a question about the abave-narmed project, please refer fo the

ten-digit Smie Clearinghouse number when contacting dis office.

Sineerely,

Eotm T
Tery R

Dizecwor, State Cleasinghouse

1400 TENTH GTREET P.0. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNLA BSS13-30¢4
TEL (918) $45-0813  FAX (918) 3233018 . wrww.oproxgov

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage
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COMMENTS : . ~ RESPONSES

Document Detalls Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCHR 1005121108
Profect Titfe Masa College East Entry and Perking Garage
tead Agency San Cingo Community College District

Type NN Miigated Negoelive Declaration
Degeription D : ]
Development of new east entry armd parkizg garage for Masa Coflege.

Lead Agency Contact
MName Damon Schamy
Agency  San Diege Community College Distict '

Phona (819) 380-6546 . Fax
emall
Address 3375 Camino del Rio South, Room 310
Clty San Diego State CA Zip 92100-2883

Project Locatlon
County San Clego
City  San Dlego
Ragion
Crogs Streets  Mess Coliega Drive / Amatrong Street
Parcel No.  427-010-25; 427-020-18, 23, 24; 420-510-18; 420-674-10
Township Range Soction Base

Proximity to:
Highways 1-805 and SR-163
Alrports  Mcnigomery Fiald
Raltways
Watarways Tecolols Croek
Schools  Elsm: Ross, Lindrargh/Schwaitres, Riley, LaFayelte. Sequofa, Hol
Land Use Mesa College, Mesa Collags Drive right-of-way, and vacan land / RS-1-7 and RM-1-1

Profect issuas  Aesthetic/Visual; Archasologle-Historic; Geologie/Seismic; Landuse; SchoalsfUniversities;
TavcHazardous; Trafic/Clreulation; Vegetation; Wiidlife '

Reviswing Re: Agoncy: Reglonal Walsr Quality Corrtrol Board, Region 8; Department of Parks and . -
. Agencies Rgcreation; Native American Herftage Commisaion; Offios of Historic Presarvation: Department of Fish i
and Game, Region 5: Departmand of Water R ; California Highway Patiok; Caltrans, Distict 11;
Cditrany, Division ot Asronawtics

Oate Recelved  12720/2005 Startof Review 1202012006 End of Review 01/18/2008

Note: Blanks in dala flakds resuit from Insufficient information pravidad by load agency.

e e S e ——
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COMMENTS : : : RESPONSES

JANSOZUGS’,..“\
ETATE OF GALIFORNIA -

L " ‘E
X i QGovernor's Office of Planning and Research |
y State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
- Aroeld
Schwarzenepger
Governor
Jamuary 26, 1006
Damon Schamu

San Ditgb Community College District
13375 Camino del Rio South, Roam 310
San Diego, CA 52103-3883

Subject: Mesa College Bast Entry and Parking Garage
SCH#: 2005121106

Dear Damon Schamm:

The enclesed conmmen (8) on your Mitigased Negathve Declymtion was (were) reecived by the State
Clearinghouse after tha epd of the state neview period, whick closed on Junuery 18, J006. We are . :

Bt i 24 10 you eiaoe o crtvide ixsmOaicn o sast faes Ot dhouk] Do Bl The rcfc_h:renced comment letter- was from_ the Departme.nt of Transpo_rta_t:on. The
addrested in your final environineots) document ‘ letter was also sent directly to the San Diego Community College District and is

The Californis Bnvironmental Quality Act does not require Lead Agencies to respond (o lats comments, included below.
However, we encoutage you to incorporate these sdditional comments into your finsi environmental d
document and fo consider frem prior (o taking fine) action op the propossd project

Pleasc contact the State Clearinghouse at (916} 445-0613 if you have any questioms conctrming the
enviranmental revicw process. [T you have # question regarding the above-tiamed projecy, please cefer to
the ten-digit State Clearinghoute number (2005121 106) when tontacting this office.

Sincerely,

Terry Roberts

Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse
Enclotures

oc: Resources Agency

1400 TENTH S8TREET P.0. BOK 3046 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 058129044
THL 938} 445-0633  PAX (915} 3332018 weemipr iAoy

.,
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. COMMENTS . .

o =
RESPONSES | .

Cl
C2

C3

C4

C5

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Cl
DISTRICT [1
P. 0. BOX BS406, MS 50 .
SAN DIEGO, CA 92186-5406 e )
PHONE (619)£88.69%4 Fla your power! C2
FASL (619) 638-4299 Cledy Bt energy efficient!
TTY {619) 688-6670 .
: RECEIVED | \qob
(a4t
January 20, 2006 JAN 2 6 2005 11-8D-183
E PM 5.64
STATE CLEARING HOUS! Mesa College East Entry and Parking
Garage Project
SCH #20051211 06
Damon Scharnu C3
San Diego Community College District
Facilities Management, Room 310
3375 Camino dal Ric South
San Diego, CA 92108
Dear Mr. Schamu:
_ The-California Department of Fransportation (Caltrans) has reviewed the “Nalice of Intent to
adop! a Draft Mitigated Negative Daclaration (DMND;) for the Mesa College East Entry and
Parking Garage" and the Traffic Impact Analysis {TIA) prepared by Damell & Associates, Inc.,
dated Qctabar 2008, and has the follwing comments:
= Page 9, Figure 3 - ExIsting Intarsection Canfiguration: Intersection lane configuration at the
Genessa Avenus/NB SR-163 ramps/Cardinal Road Intersection is incorect.
= Page 18, Figure B — Year 2010 Traffic Volumes: Roadway Network is missing,
= Calrans belibves there will an increase in trafflc generated by this project and therefore the
T1A must analyze impacts to traffic operation 2l the foliowing interchanges, including all
ramps and mainline freaways.
o SR-183/Mesa College Drive
o SR-163/Ganeses Avenus .
o 1-805/Mesa Callege Drive " _ C4
o [|-805/Balboa Avenua.

» Basad on the volumes on Figure 12 - Year 2030 With Student Traffic, the AM Intersecting
Lane Vehice (ILV)} catculation at the State Routs 163 (SR-163) southbound rampiGeneses
Avenue inlersection is 1433. The AM/PM ILV calculations at the SR-163 northbound
ramp/Geneses Avenua Intersection are 1280/1372. The AM/PM ILV calculations at lhe I-805
southbound rampfMesa Collega ara 1246/1260. These numbers are approaching the 1500
capacity threshold, Therefore, widening the SR-163 SB/NB ramps at Genesee Avenua and ~
tha I-805 SB ramp at Mesa College Drive is recommended. .

» Callrans cumrently has a project {EA 28940K] to insiall a traffic signal &t the southbound 1-805
entrance ramp, from Mesa Coflege Drive, to mitigale recurting congestion at thls lacation.
The SR-163/Genesen Avenue intarchange aiso requires improvemenis due ta heavy tratfic, CS
This interchange is used to accass the Masa College Campus to the west and other medical

Figure 3 has been revised to correct the intersection geometrics. Appropriate
analysis results and appendices pages were revised in accordance with the
corrected geometrics.

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

The traffic study was initially prepared to address the Mesa College Facilities
Master Plan and the Middle College High School. The Mitigatcd Negative
Declaration (MND) (State Clearinghouse No. 2005041131} concluded that no
new traffic would result from the Facilities Master Plan since enrollment would
remain at 25,000 students. A nominal amount of traffic was attributable to the
Middle College High Scheol to be operated by the San Diego Unified School
District as well as temporary construction traffic that would occur during the
early phases of implementing the Mesa College Facilities Plan. The current MND
{State Clearinghouse No. 2005121106) addresses the early phases and
specifically the construction of the Mesa College East Entry, a Parking Garage,
and related circulation improvements. Other than temporary construction traffic,
these improvements. do not create new traffic. The intersection of SR-163/Mesa
College Drive, SR-163/Genesee Avenue, and 1-805/Mesa College Drive are
already included in the traffic study. Volumes to the north at Balboa Avenue are
not significant. The report has been revised to include Caltrans ILV analyses of
the current study locations.

Although the volumes are approaching capacity, they do not exceed capacity.
The SR-163 Southbound/Genesee reports the highest demand at 1433. However,
project traffic atiributable to the Middle College High School in the year 2630
represents one (1) vehicle in the morning peak hour and zero (0) in the evening
peak hour (construction traffic is near term and temporary). Based on 25-year
projections that remain beneath the Caltrans threshold, there is no nexus within
the traffic report to support widening of these ramps. Note that the volumes at the
other ramps identified in the comment are reporting less than 1400 vehicles in 25
years and are not considered to represent significant congestion. Ne conclusions
in the traffic report were changed as a result of this comment; however, ILV
calculation tables are included in the revised report.

It is acknowledged that Caltrans has a project to install a traffic signal to solve
existing congestion. Note that this project does not generate significant -
additional ftraffic, as the student population is not increased. Short-term
construction traftic and nominal traffic from the Middle College High School
are analyzed in the traffic study. The revised traffic study does not demonstrate
project related impacts at the identified locations and is not required to mitigate.

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage
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COMMENTS

RESPONSES

4r. Damon Schamu
am:ary 19, 2008 ’
IND for the Mesa Caollege East Entry and Parking Garage Project
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facilitles to the sasl. If lraffic mpacts from this project are identified, then Caltrans supporis
the concept of a “falr share™ contribution from the project proponent for future interchange
impravemant projects and/or other mitigation measures.

Tha TIA must be In acoordance with Caltrans Guide for the Preparstion of Traffic Impact
Studles, dated December 2002 (T!S guide). Minimum contents of the traffic impact study are
listad in Appendix "A” of the TIS gulde,

Caltrans andeavors to maintain a target LOS at the transitien between LCS “G" and LOS "D"
{see Appendix “C-3" of the Callrans Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies.
Decembar 2002).on Stats highway facilites. However, Caltrans acknowledges that this may
not always be feasibls and recommends that the Lead Agency consult with Caitrans to
determine the appropriate targat LOS. If an existing State highway faclilty Is operating at lass
than the appropriata target LOS, the axisting measwes of effectiveness {MOE! should be
maintained.

if an intersection is currently below LOS C, any increase in delay from project-generated
traflic must be analyzad and mitigated. Analysis of the intersections shall be dona using
Intersacting Lane Vehicle (ILV) calculations as per the Highway Design Manual (HDM),
Section 408, page 400-21,

The Cumulalive Impacts of a project, together with other related projects, must be
considered when determining the project’s impacts. The term “Cumnulative fmpscl” is defined
ag the sum of the impacts of existing, other projects, and the project itself, no matter how
small the contribution is from the project itself. There is no minimuwm size limiation on
projects that may be required to mitigate for cumuiative impatts, if the project contributes to
the prablem in any amount.

A site distance analysis may be required in order to determine if adequate site distance
exists at the proposed project's access to State fadiliies.

All fighting {including reflectad sunlight) within this projett should be placed andfor shielded
50 as not {o be hazardous to vehicles traveling on state roadways.

Consideration must be given o determine it grading would divert drainage from the proposed
project and cavse Incraased runoff 1o Stale facillties.

If necessary, improvement pians for construclion within the Slate right-of-way [(R/W) must
Include: typical cross sections, adequate structural section, traffic handling plans and signing
and striping plans stamped by a professicnal engineer.

Ay work performed within the Caltrans (R/W) will require an encroachment permit, For the
portion of the project within the Caltrans R/W, the perrit application must be staled in both
English and Matric units (Metric first, with English in parentheses). Additional information
regarding encroachment permits can be obtained by contacting our Pemmits Office at {(618)
688-86158. Early coordiration with our agancy is strongly adwsad for all encroachment
permits,

If the project entalls any work or improvemants within the Callrans RW., the projects
envimamental studlas must inctude such work. The project proponent Is responsible for

2
*Cakirens improves mobility across Califorric®

Coé
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Cl13
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MND-14

The revised report includes ILV «calculations for Caltrans freeway ramp
intersections.

Comment noted.

Although "any increase in delay...must be mitigated" is not fully correct for direct
project 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
ILV calculations at Caltrans controlled intersections and delay/LOS for all City
controlled intersections with mitigation provided where the project meets
significance criteria.

See Response C3 above. i i c

: cW ¢ c) does not generate new
trafﬁc nor contnbute to the. cumulatwe 1mpact and therefore is not required to
participate in fair share mitigation.

The proposed project access points are not in close proximity to State facilities
and sight distance for the project access points is not requited of the traffic study.

The proposed project is not in close proximity to any state roadway.

Drainage from the proposed project would not be directed or divert to any State
facilities.

The proposed project does not include any improvement or construction w1thm
the State right-of-way.

The proj'ect does not include any improvement or construction within the State
right-of-way.

The project does not entail any work or 1mprovements within the Caltrans’ right-
of-way.

Mitigated Nae Declaration
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Mr. Daman Schamu ‘

January 19, 2006 -
MND for the Mesa Coliege East Entry and Parking Garage Project .

Page 3 vy

guantifying the envirenmental impacts of the impravements (project level analysis) and
complating all appropriate mitigation measuras for the impacts. The Indiréét effects of any
mitigation within Caltrans RAW must also be addressed. The project proponsnt will also be
fesponsible for obtaining any necessary permits or approvals from the regulatory and
resource agencies for the improvements.

“If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Virgal Weolfotk, Devaefopmen! Review Branch, at
{619) 688-2510. .

R

RIO H. ORS0, Chief

Development Review Branch

Ce:  EGojuangco
JMarkey
8Trinh
SMorgan ~ State Clearinghouse

“Caltrans improves mobdity across Californin®
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Q‘ ] Department of Toxic Substances Control

Al C. Lioyd, Pa.O 5768 Corporate Avenua
mn&?;ﬂrr Cypress, Califoenia DOS30

Dl

D2

}&-‘ ! : JAN 17 2005

January 12, 2008

Mr. Damon Schamu

Vice Chancellor

San Diego Community College District
Facilifes Management, Room 310
3375 Camino del Rio Soulh

San Diego, Callfornia 92108-3883

DRAFT INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE
MESA COLLEGE EAST ENTRY AND PARKING GARAGE

Dear Mr. Schamu:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control {0TSC} has received your submilted draft
Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (ND) for the above-mentioned project.
As stated in your documenl: “The Facilities Master Plan, which is designed o
accommodate up to a mariraum of 25,000 students, Includes projects to be funded by
Proposition “S™ as wefl as lhe future replacement and addition of other buildings and
facifities on 86.83 acres.”

Based on the review of the submitled document DTSC has comments as follows:

1) The ND should identify and delermine whether curment or historic uses at the
project site may have resulted in any release of hazardous wasles/substances.

Fa) for all identified siles, the ND should svaluate whether conditions al the site may
pose a lhreat to hurman health or the environment. A Phase | Assessment may
be sufficiant to idenlify thase sites. Fallowing are tha databases of some of the
regulalory agencies:

+ National Prigrities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United Stales
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

Pricted an Recyced Pepyr

Dl

D2

Note on comments from DTSC and responses

As stated in the MND, the Facilities Master Plan was previously addressed in a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse No. 2005041131), which
was approved by the San Diego Community College District Board of Trustees
on June 9, 2005, The issue of hazardous waste/substances on a campus-wide
basis was fully addressed in that document, For reference, a copy of the Final
MND, which included responses to very similar comments received from the
Department of Toxic Substances Control, was sent to Mr. Greg Holmes.

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

Current and historic 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 Study (HMTS) prepared by Ninyo & Moore.

Known or potentially contaminated sites within the proposed Project arca were

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

evaluated whether conditions at the site may pose a threat to human health or the
environment. The following federal state and local databases were reviewed: the
Multiple Agency Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) list; the Multiple
Agency Underground Storage Tank (UST) and Above Ground Storage Tank
(AST) Registration lists; the United States Environmental Protection Agency
Resource Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA) Generator list; the United States
Environmental Protection Agency Emergency Response Notification System
(ERNS); and the County of San Diego Department of Environmental Health
{DEH) Hazardous Materials Establishment Permits. Ninyo & Moore also
contacted the San Diego County Air Poliution Control District (APCD) and the
City of San Diego Fire Department.

Mesa Col!egg\ East Entry and Parking Garage

MND-16

Mitigated N”“fiie Declaration
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Mr. Damon Schamu
January 12, 2005
Page 2

» Site Mitigation Program Propérly Database (formerdy CalSites):
A Database primarily used by the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control.

« Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS).
A database of RCRA facilities that is maintained by U.5. EPA.

« Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Information Systemn {CERCLIS):. A database of CERCLA sites that is
maintained by U.S.EPA.

« Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the
Cailifornia Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both
open as well as closed and inaclive solid waste disposal facilities and
transfer stations.

» Leaking Underground Storage Tanks {LUST)/ Spills, Leaks,
Investigations and Cleanups {SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional
Water Quality Control Boards.

. Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup
sites and leaking underground storage tanks.

e The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213} 452-3808, maintains a list of
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

D3 3} The ND should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation

and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the gavernment
agency to provide appropriate Tegulatory oversight. | hazardous materials or
wastes wera stored at the site, an environmental assessment should be
canducted to determine if a release has occurred. !f so, further studies should D3
be carried out to defineale the nature and extent of the contamination, and the
potential threat to public health and/or the environment should be evaluated.
It may be necessary to determine if an expedited response action is required
to reduce exlsting or potential threats to public health or the environment. If no
immediate threat exists, the final remedy should be implemented in compuance
with state regulations, policies, and laws.

The HMTS did not identify any contamination that would require further
investigation or remediation. The HMTS, however, did recommend that
precautions should be observed during excavation activities associated with the

-proposed improvements that occur in the immediate vicinity of the former USTS

or active UST-at the site. These precautions were included in the previous Initial
Study on pages IS-35 and IS-36 and were included as part of the Mitigation

Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP)} on page MND-6 of the previous
Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage . MND-17 .
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Mr. Damon Schamu
January 12, 2005
Page 3

4} All environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation shauld be
conducted under'a Workplan approved and overseen by a regulatory agency
that has jurisdiction 10 oversee hazardous substance cleanup. The findings of
any investigations, including Phase | and Il investigations, should be summarized
in the document. All sampling results in which hazardous substances were found
should be clearly summarized in a labie.

' 5} Proper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by a regulatory

agency, if necessary, should be conducted at the site prior 1o the new
develapment or any construction.

6) W any property adiacent to the project site is contaminated with hazardous
chemicals, and if the proposed project is within 2,000 feet from a contaminated
site, except for 2 gas station, then the proposed development may fall within the
“Border Zone of a Contaminated Properly.” Appropriate precautions should be
taken prior to construction if the proposed project is within a "Border Zone
Property.”

7) if building structures, asphall or concrete-paved surface areas or transportation
structures are planned to be demolished, an investigation should be conducted
for the presence of lead-based paints or products, asbestos containing materials
{ACMs), biohazards and other waste water chemicals of concern. If lead-based
paints ar praducts or ACMs, or other chemicals of concem are identified, proper
precautions should be taken during demolition activities. Additionally, the
contaminants should be remediated in compliance with California environmental
regulations, policies, and laws. :

8) The project construction may require soil excavation and soil filling in certatn )
areas. Appropriate sampling is required prior to disposal of the excavated soil.
if the soil is contaminated, properly dispose of it rather than placing it in another
location. Land Disposal Restrictions (LDRs) may be applicablé 1o these soils.
Alsp, if the project proposes 1o impost scil to backfill the areas excavated, proper
sampling should be conducted to make sure that the imported sofl is free of |
contamination. :

9) Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolition activities. A study of the site overseen b;_r
tne appropriate govemment agency might have to be conducted to determine i
there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials that may
pose a risk to human health or the environment.

D4

D35

D6

D7

D8

D9

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

No environmental investigatiﬁns, sampling and/or remediation are anticipated for
the implementation projects addressed by this MND/IS.

As indicated in Section 7.2 of the HMTS, there is a low likelihood that off-site

- facilities would adversely impact the environmental condition of the subject site

based on the research performed for the HMTS. However,

precauntionary
measures were included in Section 10 of the HMTS report. :

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

Comment acknowledged. Excavated soils will be sampled to determine if they are
contaminated; any contaminated soils will be properly disposed of rather than
placing it in another location. Imported soiis will also be sampled to make sure
that the imported soil is free of contamination. Langnage that addresses these
necessities is included in Section 10 of the HMTS report.

Comment acknowledged. Based on the research performed for the HMTS, there
is a low likelihood that soil and/or groundwater on the site has been contaminated
from activities occurring on or near the site. However, language that addresses
what to do from a human health standpoint in the event that undocumented areas

of contamination are identified during future redevelopment activities is included
in'Section 10 of the HMTS report.

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage
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Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage

Mr. Damon Schamu
January 12, 2005
Page 4

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

16}

. onsite, soils may contain pesticide and agricultura! chemical residue. 1f so,

If it is determined that hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by lhe
proposed operations. the wasies must be managed in accordance with the
California Hazardous Waste Control Law (California Health and Safety Code,
Division 20, chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulations
{Califarnia Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5).

D10

If it is determined that hazardous wastes are or will be generated and the wastes
are {a) stored in tanks or containers for more than ninety days, (b) treated onsite,
or (c) disposed of onsite, then a permit from DTSC may be required. If so, the
facility should contact DTSC at (818) 551-2171 to initiate pre appication
discussions and determine the permitting process applicable to the facility.

D11

If it is determined that hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should
obiain a United States Environmental Protection Agency tdentification Nurnber D12
by contacting (800) 618-6942.

Cerlain hazardous waste treatment processes may require authorization from the
local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the
tequirement for authorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA. Di3
If the project plans include discharging wastewater to storm drain, you may be
required to obtain a wastewater discharge permit from the overseeing Regional D14
Water Quality Control Board.

If during construction/demalition of the project, soil and/or groundwater
contamination is suspected, construction/demalition in the area should cease
and appropriate heallh and safely procedures should be implemented. Ifitis
determined that contaminated soil andfor groundwater exist, the ND should
identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted,
and the appropriate govemment agency to provide regulatory oversight,

D15

If the project area was used for agriculture or if weed abatement was done )

- Die6
activities at the site may have contributed to soil and groundwater contamination.
Proper investigation and remedial actions, If necessary, should be conducted at
the site prior to construction of the project.

MND-19 .

The District will comply with federal, state (including California Hazardous
Waste Control Eaw [California Health and Safety Code, Division 20, chapter 6.5]
and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulations {California Code of Regulations,
Title 22, Division 4.5)) and local regulatory requirements with regard to the
handling, storage, and disposal of hazardous substances and wastes. Language to
this effect is included in Section 10 of the HMTS report.

Comment acknowledged. If it is determined that hazardous waste are or will be
generated and the wastes are (a) stored in tanks or containers for more than ninety
days, (b) treated onsite, {¢) disposed of onsite, the District will contact DTSC 10
determine if a permit is required, and, if so, initiate pre appiication discussions
and determine the permitting process applicable to the facility.

Comment acknowledged. If it is determined that hazardous wastes will be
generated, a United States Environmental Protection Agency Identification .

Number will be obtained.

Comment acknowledged. If hazardous waste treatment is proposed, the District
will contact the local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) to determine if
authorization is required.’

Comment acknowledged. If wastewater is to be discharged to a storm drain, the
District will contact the San Diego Regional Water Quality Board (Region 9) to
determine if a wastewater permit is required, and, if so, apply for the permit.

Comment acknowledged. If during construction/demolition of the project, soil
and/for groundwater contamination is suspected, construction/ demolition would
cease and appropriate health and safety procedures will be implemented.
Language to this effect is included in Section 10 of the HMTS report.

The HMTS did not identify any history of agricultural use on the site. No known
weed abatement has occurred on the project site.

M
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DTSC provides guidance for cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program
(VCP). For additional information on the VCP, pleass visit DTSC's web site at
www.disc.ca.gov. . -

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Joseph Cully, Project
Manager, at (714) 484-5473 or emall at jeully@disc.ca.gov. '

Sincerely,
Gt
Greg Holmes

Unit Chief

Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Office

cc.  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O.Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief

Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
P.0. Box 806 '

Sacramento, California 95812-0806

CEQA #1279

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-20
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO
MEMORANDUM
DATE: January 11, 2006
TO: Helene Deisher, Development Project Manager
FROM: Ann French Gonsaives, Transportation Development Section )
SUBJECT: Traffic Study for Mesa College Facilities Master

Mesa College Street Vacation, PTS 60885/J0 42-3913

We have reviewed the second draft traffic stody from Darnell & Associates for the subject
project dated Septernber 28, 2005 and received on Deccmber 9, 2005, Please see attached
photocopied shests for specific comments.

Additional comments may apply after resubmittal. Please contact me at (619) 446-5294, or
Farah M, Mahzari at {619) 446-5360 if you have any questions.

(2 Tk B peosdin,
Ann French Gonsalves, P.E.
Senior Traffic Engineer

Attachment

oe: Martha Blake, Environmental Analysis Section
Bill E Darnell, Damneil & Associates
. David Potter, Potter end Associates
Damon Schamu, SDCCD

DATBLDRVWPRERENCHMesa college Sueet Vacation PTS 50B85.doc

mm
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Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage

PURPOSE AND BACKGROUND ‘[’ SRt "{. &h’pf,‘ M
s b

The purpasa of this teport is to document the resulls of the raffic analysis condugcied for the proposed San h{ .“u
Diego Mesa College redevelopment. The projsct is located east of Genesee Avenue, weat of Linda Vists

foad, and south of Marlesta Drive on Mesa College Drive. Figure § illustrates the location of the project

site. Figure 2 shows the site plan for the nliimate building configuration for the project.

In addition to the existing condition, this report tnalyzes 3 near term 2010 condition to include growth
atisitastable frot ather prajects in the area, #s well a5 3 2630 futore condition.

Near term temporery construction traffic is eveluatsd witkin the existing condition. Muir School
background traffic is snalyzed 45 past of the year 2010 and 2030 condition.

The traffic snalysis was perforned in accondance with SANTEC maffic study requirements and in .
compliance with the regional Congestion Management Program (CMF) standards. The CMP procsss is dd-"f\-'-*g
triggered for large scale projects which arc expected to generate 2,400 of more averege deily tripe, or 200 o fqrd-
or more peak bour trips.

Nelther the temporary consirtuction waffic nor the Muir School increment exceed the minirum CMP ,,T.\,{» bt
theeshalds,

ROADWAY SEGMENT AND INTERSECTION CAPACITY STANDARDS fﬁjﬁ“-
N

TFhe City of San Ditgo General Plan Circulstion Blement recommends LOS I or better 4s accaptable for ~
arterial roadway segrment ADT volumes. In previously undeveloped locations, however, the City of San
Diege maintaine 2 goal of achitving LOS © These standards are geoernily used as [ong-range planning
guidelines to determioe the functional classification of roadways. The sctual finctional capacity of
rosdway_faciliting an_vary by the specific_chactedstics which exist on each facitiry ugdeg review.
Typically, the performance and LOS of » roadway segment is based on the ability of anedal intersections

to accomnmedate pesk hour volumes. For the purposes of this traffic apalysis, LOS D is considered
acetplable under ntarderm and longterm conditions for rpadway segmenls, assuming edjacemt
intersection ptaformance is acceptable LOS D or better,

YA8 kot A

The City of S2n Diego has establisked LOS standards and thresholds to analyze aneria) roadway segment
performance.  For the purpases of determining roadway capacity, the City's standards were used. The
analysis of rosdway segement Jevel of service is based on the funcifonal classification of the roadway, the
maximum desired level of service capacity, roadway peometrics, and the existing or forecasted average
daily traffic (ADT) volume, Table | summarizes the City's roadway segment threshold criterla and
aszocinted lovels of service where daily traffic denumd is compared 1o the given roadway capacity. The
resulling V/C (volume to capacity) is then compared to med ranges ponding 10 the various
levels of service for exch facility classification as shown on Table 1.

[

El

E2

MND-22

(This study must also document the shift in traffic patterns expected 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. Therefore, the traffic study provides
the requested analysis.

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

The project does not generate significant new traffic, only temporary construction
traffic. The nominal traffic identified in the report is attributed to the Middle
College 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.

Mitigated Ne"i' e Dedlaration
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SECTSON 1 ' ,

{Need to clearly state ultimate classifications and note where raised medians
exist when discussing existing configuration af four lane roads.)

This section represents the existing condition in the ficld as of the ariginal date of this study. .

u.'ﬁ”&
tad # clwdy Jf?:’l u st .

EXISTING CONDITIONS

ROADWAY CHARACTERISTICS { dm‘c‘“ﬁm ond Adte M“dun ised
isti ipti i revis
B3 Gencsts Aveng i typically  northsouth 4-Jaae major oadway from Bulbos Avene to MuEd e tuarhs E3 Roadway characteristics and descriptions are updated in the revise

South of Marlesta Drive, Gepesen Avenue transitions to a two-lane roadway for m shordt fime uptil dus U
approaching Osler Street where Wt transitions back 1o a 4-ane major road #nd i orienled eest-west, exdr. [‘;nit'}
crossing Linda Vista Read and providlag access to Stete Route 163, Genesee Avenue is posted 2t 45

mifes per hour. Traffic counts for this facility were obtained on the four-tane major portions of Geoesse ,{ ¢ forr (Rew'se capacity Of Linda Vista Road to 30,000 [equivafent Of a fow— {ane
Avenue which has 2 maximurm capacity of 40,000 daily vehicles st LOS E. o nde .
collector}).

report.

pad i3 a north-south 4-lane major roadway from Palbor Avenut to south of Geneses
Avenue. Linda Vistz Rozd has a two-way left turn lane from Staiter Stréet 10 Genesee Avenue, and is
E4 considered to have 3 maximurn capacity of 0 daify vohicles at LOS E.
o (13

Mesa Cojlege Drive is an cast-west four hane facility from Acro Drive to Armstrong Street, whers it
tramitions 1o & 2-ave rosd within the carnpus propenty,  On the four tane segments of Mesa College
Drive, the maximum four-lene msjor capacity of 40,000 daily vehicles was used for analysis. Within the
campus. the two-lane configurarion was sssumed to have & maxintum capacity of 30,000 daily vehicles,

Meaa College Drive provides access to both Starz Routs 163 and Interstate B0S.

Avburndale Stress is # norttesonth two-lane residerial facility from Balboa Avenus to Marlests Drive. E4
Parking is -vnunble on both sides of Auburndale Street and is posred at 25 miles per hour, South of
Mariesta 5 travel: = 4 two-lape
ES5 configuration. For the purposes of the analyses, Auburndalo Snel and Beagle Sireet were asstmed to i o ] ioni 15 3 C ith a axi t ity Al
have » maximum cepacity of 8,000 daily vehicles, the aqmv-]mt of 8 multl- fa.rmly residential cotlector B A TAe T epm T3 ist: 1
K ook i et thusitticn, v Ghechry xehicles at LOS E, From Mesa College souf to Genesee, Linda Vista provides

is 4 north-south two-lane residential facility from Balboa Avenue to Mesa College Drive. X

Parjing is available on both sides of Ashford Street and is posted at 25 miles per hour, For the

purpases
yscs, AshiReeStrest mrned 1o have & maximum capacity of 8,000 daily vehicles, the
ivalent of 8 multi-family mm

!ﬂﬂ?g"m TR v e SR L Mesa College, a cnmmcrclal narcel near Gcnesgc Amcdlcal_afﬁpe and miliiary

1gure emonstrates the lane gmmetm.s uszd for the existing conditions analysis. '
- wusing, This segment fu A capa ! :

mnNG’ﬂu C VOLUMES

ot m?n

At stdy-in ions pod wlong Tosdwiay eegmmeats in the project m:mty in
k hourly and daily uaffic volnmes are shown on Figure 4.

- PRI A\ rbeady
ol I~ Tesb 4 FM
ety

E5

{include all street segments siownlisted in Table 4 plus Armstrong Street).

E6  The revised report discusses all effected roadway segments that are shewn listed
on Fgure Tablg 4

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-23 Mitigated Negative Declararion
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SECTIONIV
YEAR 2010 TRAFFIC
YEAR 2010 MODEL DATA -

To account for near term traffic growth surrounding the groposed campus cx.pansion projéct; 'the
SANDAG forecasi model for the year 2040 was gentrated and compared to the existing traffic volumes,

The 2010 rmede! typicalty shows the following increases in uaffic volumedy, ove th 2009 quaiy velwses ¢ E7
Genesee Avenue incroases from 2% north of Marlesta Drive 1o 5% acar Linda Vista Road;

Linda Vists Roud increases spproximately 45% porth of Mess College Drive;, 7% betwoen Mesa -
College Drive and Genesee Avenue; and 10% south of Genesee Avenue;

Mesa College hes nominal increases of kess than 1% from Meartlesta Drive to Interstate 805,

Intersection tuming volumes were adjusted by (he increased ncar tenn wraffic volumes to remain
consistent with projected growth.

The base yesr 2010 volumes are presented on Figure 8.
- o {
In addition to the arca growth for the year 2010 taffic condition, sdditional traffic anticipated from
redevelopment of the Muir Scheol was included as a project specific gonerator. The Muir school
currently has 308 students, The projected population for the Muir School is 400 studears. Note: this
school facility is governed by San Diego City Schools and niot by the San Diego Mesa College, However,

for the porposes of thant-range planning, these volumes were included a5 a result of the proposed project
redevelopment. . A E 8

Traffic generated by the proposed increase in Muir School traffic is summarized oo Table 6.7 As shown
on Table 6, the school increases area-wide traffic by approximately 176 trips pec day, with 35 occurring
in the moming peak hour and 25 in the evening peak hour.

YEAR 2010 PROJECT TRAFFIC

Trip distribuiion sssumed similar patemns as the SANDAG ssiect zone model.  The resulting student
related treffic is shown on Figure 9. These volumes wers &dded to the bass year 2010 volumes.  Year
2010 plus sudent traffic is reflected on Figase 10 ‘

(Add - over the 2004 counted volumes, J

The text has been revised as recommended by the City.

(Clarify location of Muir Schooi )

The text has been revised to clarify that John Muir Alternative School was
located on the west side of Armstrong Street north of Armstrong Place. Prior to
the adoption of the Facilities Master Plan, the John Muir Alternative School was

‘owned and operated by the San Diego Unified School District {SDUSD)},

Subsequent to the adoption of the Facilities Master Plan, the SDUSD sold the
8.53-acre Muir campus to the San Diego Community Cellege District (SDCCD).
The SDUSD  acquired from the SDCCD 0.99 acre for the construction of the
Middle College High School, which will be operated by the SDUSD. The
enrollment at John Muir Alternative School prior to closing was 308 students.
The projected enrollment at the Middle College High School is 400 students.
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, Cxm— s San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc
= w ~ fegnd
‘;_ g Environmental Review Commitiee T
v o :
‘o o 27 December 2005
Yocigan
To: Mr, Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor

San Dicgo Community College District
Facilities Services, Room 310

3375 Camino del Rio South

Sen Diego, Califomia 92108

Subject: Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
Mesa College East Entry and parking Garage

Dear Mu. Schamn:

[ have reviewed the subject Proposed Mitigased Negative Declaration on behalf of this
committee of the San Diego County Archacological Society.

1 Based on the information contained in the PMND and the culturel resource survey for the Fl Comment acknow]edgcd,
project, we agree that the project should have no significant impetts on cultusal .
resources. Consequently, we also agree that mitigation measures for such resources are
not required. :

Thank you fot including SDCAS in the District’s environmental teview process fot this
project.

Sincerely,

%&s W. Royle, Jr., %E:ﬁcmé )

Environmenta! Review Committee

ce:  Kyle Consulting
SDCAS President
File

s sy S e e s S S
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January 15, 2006 QS

San Dicgo Community College District
Facilities Management, Room 310
3375 Camino del Rio Sonth

San Diego CA 92108-3883

RE: Mesa College East Eniry and Parking Garage Mitigated Negative Declaration
Dear Sir:
1 attended the meeting held last falt at Mesa College to allow comununily residents to

comment on the project. 1 believe this is a good project that will help address the
shortage of parking on campus.

_ In Scction V of the Mitigated Negative Declaration, there is 2 provision that grading and

clearing take place outside of the bird breeding season. This statement is followed by
provisions to be implemented in the event construction is propesed ducing the breeding
season, If construction does proceed during the breeding season, please supervise the
worl 50 that the provisions are actually implemented. :

Mitigation measures include the creation of 0.01 acre of cismomane alkali marsh and
0.02 #cre of disturbed wetland, Will these be part of mitigation for other projects, and if
s0, where will they be located?

After the meeting at Mesa College. Eloise Battle of the Terolote Canyon Citizens
Advisory Committee ard | had a conyersation with Mr. Damon Schamu. He indicated a
plan to remove the invasive plants, including the palm trees, from the area along
Cienesse Avenue south of Marlesta. Since these plants can impact the area of Tecolate
Canyon Natural Purk to the west of Genesee, it would be a benefit to the park for them 1o
be removed and 1 hope it will be accomplished as part of the project. [ am enclosing a
copy of my letter to Councilmember Donna Frye conceming this meeting,

Sincerely, -

-.J,J,f_o U LA } W ‘L'LL’\
Sherlic Miller

Presiden

enclosure

5643 TAMRES DRIVE SAN DIEGO CALIFORNIA o211}

Gl

G2

G3

G4

Comment acknowledged.

All provisions of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program will be
implemented. . . .

Impacts to Corps and -CDFG jurisdictional areas will be mitigated by
restoration/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. See Figure 11 in the Initial Study. Mitigation
will occur at a 5:1 ratio for impacts to cismontane alkali 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.

The mitigation area described in G3 above was chosen because it would improve
the riparian wildlife habitat functicns of the existing drainage and, furthermore, it
would reduce a source of non-native seed into Tecolote Creek downstream within
the Tecolote Canyon Natural Park. The District will confer with the Friends of
Tecolote Canyon and the Tecolote Canyon Citizens Advisory Committee to
determine if additional areas along Genesee Avenue south of Marlesta Drive on

property owned by the District will be cleared of invasive plants, including palm
1Tees.
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September 20, 2005

Councilmember Donna Frye
City Admintstration Bldg.
202 C Street .
San Diego, CA 92101

" Dear Ms. Frye:

‘T am writing as a follow up to my phone call last week. | am concemed about
the proposal-to sell- city. owned land to raise money to go toward the pension '
fund deficit. 1 appreciate your questioning the wisdom of this approach. Eloise ‘ -
Battle and I met with you iast 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 no information tdentifying the land was made available. I think that is
still.not known. If the majozity of the council goes ahead this year, I think
. there should be open public hearings to examine the list of properties
recommended for sale. Once land is sold, we won't get it back. This should
not be approached lightly. '

‘Also, I want to thank you, again, for your involvement in the meeting at
Mesa College concerning the proposed parking structure on campus. As a
graduate of Mesa, and one who buated for parking along with everyone, [
think the parking structure is a good use of space. It will be a net gain for the
'well being of Tecolote Canyon if the Community-College District follows
through and removes invasive plants from the area along Genesee Avenue
south of Maresta. (We will be watching!) [ appreciate the frustration of
neighbors. Thank you for stepping in to help the residents in their struggle to
get their needed permits for parking in front of their omes. People inthe
neighborhood.can be glad you care about sach things,

Sincerely,

Sherlie Miller
President

e ————————
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LINDA VISTA COMMUNITY PLANNING COMMITTEE
727 Armada Terrace, San Diego, CA 92106

February 3, 2006

San Diego Community College District
Facilities Management, Room 310
3375 Camino del Rio South

San Diego, CA 92108

Subject: Mitigated Negauve Declaration (MND) Commcms {Mesa College East Entry &
Parking Garage),

Gentlemen:

Thank you for the two week extension of time which you granted our committee to
provide comments on the MND regarding Mesa College. David Potter has been very
helpful in providing the missing Exhibits which had not been included in the CD which
accompanied the documents.

Our commitiee is vitaily interested in this project. Qur planning area includes much of
the land being requested by the District for the proposed parking structure, and we share
the many concerns expressed by the community. Our desire, as is the District’s, is to
provide the best neighborhood conditions possible.

‘The District’s stated objective, to be achieved by pmwdmg & 1,000 car parkmg strucmm
in Exhibit E, is to redyce communi L. esid

residential streets,

Our comments in bold type follow each MND quotation. District docaments are in
italics.

(MND 12/14/2005)  Page IS-36 —The proposed parking structure to be located at the
western ferminus of Mesa College would provide approximately 1,000 additional parking
spaces. The Preliminary Parking Analysis conducted by Darnell & Associates dated

April 15, 2005 determinegd that the additiona, spaces would ide gver 30%
more peyking than currently provided. Therefore, the project would actually resull ina

beneficial impact on parking beth on-site and in the surrounding resideniial area (K-8)

(MND - 5/31/2005} Page IS-30 ----The propased praject would actually provide
approximately 1,000, plus or minus, additional parking spaces in a new parking structure
- to be located af the western terminus of Mesa College Drive, The Preliminary Porking
Ana!ysts conducted by Darnell & Associates dated April 15, QQQ determined that the
ide ilit j

M& on:g.rre . There l!re pra;ecr woula' acrualiy result ina bensﬁcial impact an parbng
both on-site and in the surrounding residential area (K-7)
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A comparison of the two statements above indicates that Darnell &
Hi1 Associates changed their report between May and December of 2005

and no lopger believe that the structere will facilitate all student, faculty

and staff parking.

(MND 12/14/2005) Page IS-36—As an incentive to use the parking structure, the
District has provided the following incentives: '

o At the beginning of each semester there will be a two-week grace period in
which students can park on campus free of charge; and

» Al on-site purking will be free of charge afler 1:00 PM throughout the
semester.

H2 The mcentwm ahove were not included in the May 31, 2005 MND bnt

were added as a result of a 8. D. City Development Services cycle
request dated 5/17, 2005.

(sdmesa.edw/police-campus/mesaparking. htm - 2/3/2006)--- -H2
Mesa College has 3236 parking spaces distributed between nine surface lots.

Parking Permits are required (EXCEPT BEYWEEN [2:00 NOON AND 6.::00 PM DAILY
IN THE STUDENT LOTS)

Automobile permits are 830, 320 for financial aid students and motorcycle permits are
315

H3 It appears that the incentives offered in the MND are not those offered
by the college on their wehsite. The incentive of free parking after 1 _
p.m. is negated by the current Mesa College Parking requirements that  H3
after 6 p.m. it is not free.

{MND 12/14/2005)—Exhibit E — Table 2, Summary of Peak Parking — Page E-3 ——Max
Park AM, Max Park PM, and Max Park HR

The above mentioned table shows that the maximom parking demand is

H4 achieved between the hours of 180 a.m and noon on the three days
surveyed. Approximately 2600/2700 cars are parked in the a.m. hours,
1300/1400 in the afternoon bours and 1800/1900 at 6 p.m. . H4

(MND 12/14/2005 — Exhibit E — Parking Analysis Report Page E-3 ~—The proposed
project does not increase the maximum allowable student population.  Therefore, it can

Appendix E in both the April 15, 2005 Traffic Study and the September 28, 2005
Traffic Study specifically states, ] 000 space structure provides over 30% more
parking than in the current conﬁgurahon ” The statement in the MND for the
Facilities Master Plan was based on a telephone conversation with Bill Damell,
President of Darnell & Associates. While the statement was not reiterated in the
MND for the East Entry and Parking Garage, it is still Mr. Damell’s professional
opinion that the additional parking spaces (1,129) would provide the ability for
all students, faculty, and staff to park on-site,

A memo from the Transportation Development Section, dated May 17, 2005, was
submitted to the City's Environmental Analysis Section to address the Draft
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Mesa College Facilities Master
Plan. The memo included the following: “Will there be incentives for students to
use the on-site parking rather than continue to park m the surrounding
netghborhoods? The document should describe any incentives.”

The memo, however, was not transmitted to the San Diego Community District
(District) along with other City comments (dated May 20, 2005) on the Draft
MND and, therefore, was not addressed in the Final MND for the Master Plan.

On August 22, 2005, the comments were transmitted directly to the District. As a
result, a discussion of incentives was included in the revised taffic study and the
subsequent Draft MND prepared for the East Entry and Parking Garage.

The Traffic Study and Initial Study have been revised to indicate that student
jpermits are not required between 12 Noon and 6 P.M.

This comment is acknowledged. Further, the worst case parking demand on
Thursday at 10:00 A.M. with 2770 vehicles left approximately 476 available
parking spaces on site. The traffic study also acknowledges that students park in
cutlaying areas. It is also important to understand that- with fewer spaces
available on site during these worst-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 {cwrent count) would provide proportionally more
spaces throughout the campus, relieving perception that the campus lots are full.

e - __ ___ . ___ . _ __ __ . _ __ . _ . ____ |
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HS5

Ho6

H7

H&

be concluded based on existing parking demand, that 476 spaces remain qvailable gn site
during the wors: case demand.

However to reduce community concern that students are parking off-site info residential
areas, part of redevelopment of the college will include a 1,000 parking space. s!rucrure
near the main campus enitry from Mesa College Drive. This parking striciufe is not
expected to replace the amount of existing on-site spaces, but provides additional overall
parking.

The traffic expert states that there are 476 spaces available during the
worst case demand. Apparently Darnell is saying that, even though
there is adequate parking, the District should reduce community
concern by building a structure reported to cost $17,000,000. The

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

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

In March of 2003, the San Diego City Council created a Residential
Permit Parking area in response to concerns that non-residents were

parking on residential streets north of Mesa College. The area is

extremely large and is not only a cost burden to the residents, but, also
imposes extreme inconveniences for guest parking, etc. The area ‘ H6
presently covered is only to the north and by the evidence of residents at

the 12/12/2005 meeting at Mesa College, there is a cry for student non-
resident parking remedies which will not burden residents as does the E
Permit sysiem.

An attached letter dated 1//27/2006, from Denise Abell Hove, a long time
Mesa College resident, provides excellent insight into the problems

student parking and traffic creates for residents. She primarily offers H7
the wisdom that students park in her neighborhood because they do pot

wish to pay the parking fee and are willing to risk their personal

security, particularly at night, to do so.

This provides a dilemma for the College because they, as yet, do not

offer totally free parkiog and, probably as important, they offer oaly

the most distant space to students. If mostly working students, who

have the least time and funds, are to be persuaded to park on campus HE
lots, wouldn’t giving them the most desirable lpcations at no cost

provide the answer?

The need for additional on-site 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 stated above, the perception to incoming
drivers is there is limited parking which may be difficult to locate. A number of
residents testified accordingly at the public meeting at Mesa College on August
24, 2005. Furthermore, based on observations and a telephone conversation
(2/7/06) with Ms. Denise Abell-Howe, Kearny Mesa Recreation Center Director,
students park at the Kearmmy Mesa Recreation Center. There is not a conflict
between available parking on campus during a worst-case demand and the need
for more parking. The additional 1,129 overall new spaces (current count) would
provide propottionally more spaces throughout the campus, relicving perception
that the campus lots are full.

The proposed parking structure is intended to alleviate the parking problems in
the surrounding-areas. Further, if the additional on-site parking spaces (current
count of 1,129) more than existing) solve the student parking spilling over into
residential areas, it may be possible to eliminate the need for Residential Permit
Parking. .

Please see the attached letter 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, After conducting a
parking study (see Response H13), the District selected the proposed parking
structure location.
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H9

H10

H11

H12

H13

Hi4

High School, the National Guard Armory, Kearny Mesa Community

(MND 12/14/2005} Page 15-37 ---Two bus lines operated by Meiropolitan Transit System

serve Mesa College. Rowte 4], which provides service between Fashion Valley Transis

Center and... ... .....Route 44, which proivdes service between Old Town Transit Center

and Clairemont Town Square. - H9

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

1
(MND 12/14/2005) Page IS-37--6. The proposed project would not alter present H10

circulation movements nor have an ¢ffect on existing public access to Kearny Mesa
Community Park located south of Mesa College Campus. Nor would the project affect
access to Tecolote Canyon Natural Park located west of Genesse Avenue.

The traffic consultants figures which show massive traffic on Mesa

College Drive between Linda Vista Road and the College are reflected 1]
well in the comments by Mrs, Hove ip her letter of January 27, 2006.

Similar comments were offered by the multitude of residents attending

the meeting at Mesa College on 12/12/2005.

Why poesiticn a large traffic boilding structure where traffic to Kearay
Park, Sharp Hospital Complex, and many other businesses already are HI12
in grid lack? How can it be that air conditions will not be worsened in

the area of schools, a child care center, and a2 Community Park by

focusing additional exhaust exhaling vehicles in the vicinity?

The Linda Vists Community Planning Committee respectfully requests

that serious consideration be given to the mapy available alternative

sites for the location of this parking structure as well as providing

student incentives which will work because they are in the student’s best
interest. “Students want to park near their destination more than older }13
adults” (Alan Hoffman, Transit Consultant, in a lecture at USD in

January, 2006)

Very truly yours,

ﬁramer ﬁ;i/l' H 1 4

According to the Comprehensive Operatlonal Analysis, Route 4] will contlnue o
provide service between Fashion Valley Transit Center and UCSD and will
continue to operate along Genesee Avenue west of the campus. Although the
alignment between Beagle Street and Limerick Avenue will be revised, Route 44
will. continue to provide service between the Old Town Transit Center and
Clairémont Town Square and will continue to operate on Armstrong Street
adjacent to the campus. The base frequency for both routes will be 15 minutes or
better. Therefore, there will be no negative affect on Mesa College bus service.

The traffic study shows almost 18,000 daily vehicles on the identified segment.
This roadway 1s ciassified as a four-lane major road and has the ability to
accommodate 40,000 vehicles per day according to thresholds established by the
City of San Diego and adopted for use by traffic 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 is well within the acceptable operating
parameters.

Response H10 above demonstrates that Mesa College Drive is not "grid-lock”
{whieh—wonld-be—tepsesenied-by—bO8~—1) and that there is capacity for this
roadway to accommodate the parking structure. Changes to the circulation
system within the college to access the parking structure are also proposed to
provide improved transition from the City street.

According to the City’s Draft “Significance Determination Thresholds™ (Feb Noy
2004), “ifa proposed devclopment causes a four-Iane major road to drop to LOS
E or worse, o8 8 eapa i thc extended wait at the
signalized mtersect:on U :
esms-pep—dey—and could cause a sugmf cant air quahty Impact M
ig'e_g‘—lf e — - T ARy
:MMMM&&@M@%HL&_”_
teceptor ™ or “if a proposed development is within 400 feet of a sensitive receptor
and the LOS is worse than D, a site-specific CO hotspot analysis should be
performed to determine if health standards are potentially exceeded and to
determine the leve! of adverse effect on the receptors.” Even in the year 2030 the
roadway segments and intersections will not reach the levels that would cause a
significant air quality impact.

Attached to the Initial Study is a graphic showing 7 alternative parking sites
considered by District followed by a discussion of the advantages and
disadvantages of each of the 7 alternative sites. A copy-of these documents was
also provided to Mr. Ed Cramer on February 2, 2006. The proposed site remains
the District’s preferred site. The provision of additional parking is considered an
incentive that is in the student’s interest,

In a telephone conversation (2/7/06), Alan Hoffman stated he did not make this
ot any similar statement during his lecture at USD; his lecture addressed transit

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage ' : MND-31

L4 .

 Mitigated Negative Declaration



COMMENTS ' RESPONSES

Mesa College Parking Information ' " versus driving and he stated it would not be appropriate to extrapolate any
’ position on the location of student parking,

Mesa College has 3,236 parking spaces distributed bewween nine surface fots.

Parking Permits are required (EXCEPT BETWEEN [2:00 NOON and 6:00 PM DAILYINTHE - - i
STUDENT LOTS) .
and enforcement (citations will be issued for not displaying a permit or parking in Faculty-Staff lots),

Student Parking Permits may be purchased at the Accounting Office, or through ClassTatk or Reg-¢, and
picked up at the Campus Police J202,

Automobile permits are $30, $26 for financial aid students and motorcycle permits are $15. (Carpool
parking requires an additional permit ).

Visiors sy use daily permit machines focated in Iots 1 and 2 10 park in desigrated student parking.
Rale is $1 per hour, $5 all day - machine takes coins and bills, but does not make change.

Motorists with state issued disabled placards may park in any student stafl or administrator parking.
Desigoated disabled parking is avatlable across the street from the "H” buildings, and in lots #1, #3, H
and A.

Convenient carpool parking tocnted in from of the 1-400 building, the tennis courts, and the
administrative offices is available to motorists with a student pormit (or daily permit), one or more
passengers and a daily carpool permit. Daily carpeol permits may be obtained at the information booth
in lot #1.

T
=\
| paning Sl WG
X h e
Diaab 'l’“‘a
No Parking on Mexa College Neighborhood Streets Vehicles parked on residential streets around
Mesa College without the required area *E” residential packing permit will be cited by City of San

Diego parking enforcement personnel. The fine for parking without the required residential permit is
$35. ’

=
5

e . _____]
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DATE: JANUARY 27, 2006

TO: LINDA VISTA PLANNERS
FROM: DENISE ABELL HOVE

RE: MESA COLLEGE PARKING
To Whom It May Coocern:

fm e

My nmme is Denise Hove and ! am a resident of the Mesa College area since the mid
19607s. I deal with the impact of the Mesa College traffic on & datly besis and these are
my thservations: }

Mesa College Drive is in grid Jock when the college is in session. This impacts all
the surrounding ncighberhood because Mesa College Drive is the only access to
the freewny cnirances for 163 and 805 south. Add the traffic from the High
School and when the National Guand Armory blocks a lane with busses to board
the troops, and you czn easily understand why it can take multiple cycles of the
lights to jus? ctear Linda Vista Road, much less get onto either fieeway. Placing ¢
multi-story parking lot with its ondy access off this road is sure folly.

. The bus stop on Armstrong is in the wrong place. You have a gate to the parking

lot right there, with cers tuming right and left with the view obstructed by the City
bus. Complicate this with a curve in the road that further obstructs the view. Add
in Armstrong as a thoroughfare for the neighborhood, with those cars assuming
they bave the right-s-way, Mingle in foot traffic on and off the bus, along with
the foot traffic of students cutting across the parking lot for access to the campus.
Finally, make some of that foot traffic disabled in wheelchairs or clderly. As you
can see, this is a recipe for disaster.

There never is any police presence to enforce not blocking the intersections. Or
for that matter, enforcing the right-of-way of traffic leaving the pafk and going
straight through the intersection when the college students are wurning left onto
Mesa College Drive. This further slows down the time it takes to make it to
Lindn Vista Road when the intersections are blocked with traffie.

. Ttruly feel that the students will not park in the parking structure as long the

parking fee is not & mandatory part of the registration fee, All youhaveto do is
drive around the community to se¢ how fir the students are willing to walk to
ypark for free. They also take up every available space in the City Park, and risk
walking those distancey in the dark afier evening classes, just to park for free.
What makes you think that they wilf willingly pay to park in the structure?

The Mesa College child care center is located on the comer of Mesa College Dr.
and Armstrong., right at the main intersection inpacted by all these cars. The air
quality must be awful, Since the State Legistature is discussing tightening down
where you can smoke cigarettes around children, does it not make sense that the
same concern be shown for something as far more serious a3 car emissions?

w\JUULQ}JvY
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I3

14
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The traffic sady shows almost 18,000 daily vehicles on Mesa College Drive
between Linda Vista Road and Mesa College. This roadway is classified as a
four-lane major road and has the ability to accommodate 40,000 vehicles per day
according to thresholds established by the City of San Dlego and adopted for use
by fraffic consultants to determine level of service (LOS). The 18,000 daily
vehicles equates to less than 50% capacity and results in LOS B condltlons
which is well within the acceptable operating parameters. The project is not
responsible for National Guard Armory vehicles that may. block travel lanes.
Chanpes to the circulation system within the college to access the parking
structure are also proposed to provide improved transition from the City street.
Intersection capacity analyses in the study area also demonstrate acceptabie
levels of service during peak hours in accordance with City of San Dicgo
published thresholds,

The San Diego Community College District in  conjuaction with MTS is
proposing to re-direct the Route 44 bus onto the campus to beiter serve students
and to minimize conflicts on Armstrong Street. In addition te providing bus
shelters on campus, bus stops for the neighborhood will be retained on
Ammstrong Street notth of Armstrong Place.

‘The proposed project has been designed to enhance traffic 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 to betier
serve students and to minimize conflicts on Armstrong Street north of Armstrong
Place. Additionally, the drive to the parking structure will pass under the
southbound lanes of Mesa College Drive, thus creating improved transition from
the City streets inclueding the Mesa College Drive/Armstrong Street intersection.

As demonstrated in the parking study prepared for the existing condition, up to
2,770 vehicles are parked on campus which require paid parking permits. 1t is
also important to understand that with fewer spaces available on site during these
worst-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

- (rurrent count) provide proportionally more spaces throughout the camipus,

relieving perception that the campus lots are full.

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

SUBJECT:

Revision #1:

Revision #2:

Revision #3:

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage IS-1

INITIAL STUDY

State Clearinghouse Number 2005121106

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage.

Minor revisions were made to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) when compared to the Draft MND. The revisions did not affect the
environmental analvsis or conclusions of this document. The revisions are
shown in strikethrough/underline 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
striliethroush/double underline format. These revisions do not affect the
environmental analysis or conclusions of this document. In accordance with
CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not required when
new information is added to the negative declaration that merely clarifies,
amplifies, or makes insignificant modifications to the negative declaration.

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 result,
the MND and Initial Study were further revised. The additional revisions are
shown in italicized strikethrongh/underline format. These revisions do not
affect the environmental analysis or conclusions of this document. In
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c)(4), recirculation is not
required when new information is added to the negative declaration that
merely clarifies, amplifies, or makes insignificant modifications to the

negative declaration.
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MHPA Boundary Adjustment Alternative: (.

On July 13, 2006, the Planning Commission suggested that if an MHPA boundary adjustment
were to occur, the addition area should be located in the vicinity of the project. In response, an
alternative MHPA boundary addition area was identified on land owned by the San Diego
Community College District just 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 August 18, 2006, City staff presented the alternative MHPA addition area to the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service and the California Department of Fish and Game (the wildlife agencies).
The agencies, however, continued to support the MHPA addition in East Elliott. According to
staff, the 4:1 in-lieu fee to be applied in East Elliott makes sense for the following reasons: 1)
the continuing MSCP effort to obtain large core biological areas in the East Elliott MHPA: and
2) the availability of state matching funds to acquire land in East Elliott (thus, doubling the
acquisition area). While the PC-suggested urban canyon lands enhancement is an acknowledged
- City-goal, the current bio core acquisition is the current short-term, major MSCP effort.

Location of MHPA: During more detailed review of the MHPA mapping, engineering design,

and impact analysis, an error was discovered (by the consultants) relative to the location of the
:»MHPA compared to the final project engineering drawings. The MHPA location used for the
i previous biology report (May 1, 2006) was found to have been inadvertently shifted slightly out

of position. More precise piotting of the MHPA revealed that it needed to be shifted northward.

The result in this shift of the MHPA is that the impact to the MHPA is 0.28 acre and not the 0.14
. acre that was previously reported.

- SUBJECT: Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage. SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY
o 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.

%y

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

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

.Responsible Agency: The City of San Diego.

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

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage I8-2 Initial Study
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' replacement and addition of other buiidings and facilities on 86.83 acres. The Facilities
Master Plan was addressed in a Mitigated Negatlve Declaration (State Clearinghouse No.
2005041131), which also was approved by the Board of Trustees on June 9, 2005.

Specific implementation projects that are addressed by this Initial Study include the
following:

Phase 1 — Stage 1

» Vacate Mesa College Drive between Armstrong Street and the ex1stm 1g entrance to
the campus as shown in Figure 8.

* Acquire 2.69 acres as shown in Figure 8 from the City of San chgo

* Construct a new temporary east campus entry drive (Armstrong Place extension).

Phase | — Stage 2
* Construction site and staging for parking structure #1.

Phase 1 — Stage 3

* Construct new Mesa College Drive entrance as shown in Figure 7.
* Construct new parking structure (+ 1,000 cars) as shown in Figure 7. Structure will
include new Campus Police Headquarters (+£7,000 gross square feet)

Phase 2 — Stage 1

. + Construct staging area for road and parkmg lot construction.
' C » 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 parkmg garage:

Amount of cut - 1,518 cubic yards

Maximum depth of cut - 15 feet

Amount of fill - 4,154 cubic yards

Maximum depth of fill - 4 feet

Maximum height of fill slopes - 11 feet

Fill slope ratio - 2:1

Maximum height of cut slopes - 18 feet

Cut slope ratio - 2:1

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

”.

Mesa College East Enmry and Parking Garage IS-11 Initial Study



IL

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage IS-12

¥

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 Jolla,
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 Coliege 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 bookstore. The eastern portion of
ihe main campus consists of the Health Services building, and sports facilities including a
gymnasium, tennis courts, swimming pool, basebal] field, softball/soccer field, and the
Merrill Douglas Stadium. The existing campus is zoned RS-1-7.

East of Mesa College Circle is the former John Muir Alternative School campus (zoned
RM-1-1) that consists of several buildings associated with the school and associated
parking areas. A portion of the campus has been converted to a Mesa College student
parking lot. Also east of Mesa College Circle is the Child Development Center located
at the intersection of Mesa College Drive and Armstrong Street.

The north westernmost portion of the campus, between Marlesta Drive and Mesa College

Circle, consists of the Mesa College Animal Health Tech building and associated
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-sloping hillside covered with native and non-native vegetation,

The campus is bounded on the north by single-family residential development; on south
by an undeveloped southerly-facing slope and Kearny Mesa Park and Recreation Center;
on the east by single- and multi-family residential development; and on the west by
Genesee Avenue and Tecolote Canyon Natural Park. '

The proposed parking garage and east campus entry lies on undeveloped land areas
occupied by a street and a parking lot. Mesa College lies immediately to the north and
east of the project site, while Kearny Mesa Park lies to the south. Beyond the community
college, existing residential developments occur to the north, while the National Guard
Armory, Stephen Watts-Kearny High School, and 2 mix of commercial and multi-family
residential developments occur to the east. The proposed parking garage is located at the
head of a canyon to the west.

Initial Study
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" HI. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS See following discussion and attached Initial

Study Checklist.

IV.  DISCUSSION:

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

A. Geology/Soils

1. Ninyo & Moore conducted a limited geotechnical evaluation for the Mesa
College Facilities Master Plan (A-4) According to the report, the master plan
area is not located in a special studies zone on any map, or maps, compiled by
the State Geologist pursuant to Chapter 7.5 (commencing with Section 2621
known as the Alquist-Priolo Earthguake Fault Zoning Act) of Division 2 of the
Public Resources Code.

Additionally, the master plan area is not located within the boundaries of any
special studies zone or within an area designated as geologically hazardous in
the safety element of the local general plan as provided in subdivision (g) of
Section 65302 of the Government Code. To implement its Seismic Safety
Eicment, the City of San Diego adopted the Seismic Safety Study that was most
recently updated in 1995, According to the Seismic Safety Study, the majority
of the master plan area is located in Hazard Category No. 51. This category,
which is assigned to generally level mesas underlain by terrace deposits and
bedrocks, is considered generally stable and a nominal nisk. A small portion of
the northwest corner of the site is located in Hazard Category No. 24. This
category, which is assigned to slide-prone formations with unfavorable geologic
structure, may be subject to failure during a seismic event and is considered a
moderate risk. However, no improvements are proposed for this area.

Based on the above, it can be determined that the .project would not result in the
exposure of people or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes,
landslides, mud-slides, ground failure, or similar hazards. {A-1 and A-4)

2. The soils in the vicinity of the project area are classified as follows:

» Northern portion of the project site - “Chesterton-Urban [and complex, 2 to
9 percent slopes (CgC);” and .
» Southern portion of the project site — “Terrace escarpments (TeF).”

There is no soil erodibility by water rating for “CgC” because of the urban nature
of the existing campus. There would not be a significant increase in wind or
water erosion of soils, either on of off the site, due to the relatively flat terrain
and project landscaping within these portions of the campus. (A-2)

However, the soil erodibility by water for the soils classified as “TeF” located at
the western terminus of Mesa College Drive are rated as severe due to the slopes.
Best Management Practices will be employed for construction and operation of
the parking garage. (A-2)

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage IS8-21 . Initial Sfudy



B. Air

1. Regional air quality impact significance derives in part from a project’s
consistency with the Regional Air Quality Strategy (RAQS) which utilizes
SANDAG’s growth forecasts to project future mobile source emissions.
Development of the site would generally be consistent with the adopted
Clairemont Mesa Community Plan and would, therefore, be consistent with the
assumptions used in the growth forecast and RAQS. As a result, implementation
of the project would not significantly affect the ability of the County to meet the
Federal clean air standards according to the revised RAQS. Furthermore, the
construction and operation of the facilities would be required to comply with all
applicable air quality standards and regulations of the Air Pollution Control
District (APCD) for stationary sources. Therefore, the proposal would not
conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan nor
violate any air quality standards or contribute substantially to an existing or .
project air project violation. (B-2 and B-3)

2. The Child Development Center located at Mesa College Drive and Armstrong

- Street is a sensitive receptor in terms of air quality, particularly elévated 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
result in such traffic conditions. Therefore, the Child Development Center will
not be exposed to substantial pollutant concentrations.

The project would not result in the creation of objectionable odors.

Lt

4. Short-term fugitive dust may be generated during the construction phase.
Standard watering practices, however, would be utilized to minimize the
amount of dust generated during construction, :

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

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

C. Hydrology/Water Quality

Latitude 33 Planning and Engineering prepared a water quality technical report (C-
4) to analyze the water quality impacts of the project and to identify the Best
Management Practices (BMP) that will be installed on the site. Other sources as
noted were also used in the following analysis.

1. Tecolote Creek is located approximately one mile west of the project site. The
' project would not result in any changes in currents, or the course or direction of
water movements. (C-1)

2. The proposed parking structure would increase the amount of impervious
surface on the campus resulting in a change in absorption rates, drainage
patterns, and the rate and amount of surface runoff. The impact, however, will
be less than significant because of the construction of a standard storm drain
system.

Mesa Coliege East Entry and Parking Garage 1822 Initial Study
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7.

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 meet water quality standards after application of technology-based
controls. States are required to compile this information in a list and submit the
list to USEPA for review and approval. This list, which was most recently
approved in 2002, is known as the Section 303(d) list of impaired waters. -
Tecolote Creek is included on the list because of a high coliform count and
toxicity and the presence of cadmium, copper, lead, and zinc. A 0.5 acre area at -
the mouth of Tecolote Creek in Mission Bay is listed because the water is
eutrophic and the presence of lead. The project, however, will not result in the
discharge of any of these pollutants.

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

See C.5 above.

See C.5 above.

D. Biology

HELIX Environmenta! Planning prepared a biological technical report (D-10) to
determine if the project would result in any of the following: _

l.-

A reduction in the number of any unique, rare, endangered, 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 cornidors?

An impact on a sensitive habitat, including, but not limited to streamside
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 conditions for the Mesa -

Col

lege Parking Structure project site and provides the project applicant (San Diego

Community College District), City of San Diego, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), Regional Water Quality Control Board, and

the

California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) with information necessary to
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assess impacts to biological resources under the California Environmental Quality
Act, federal and state Endangered Species Acts, the federal Clean Water Act, and .
the California Fish and Game Code. {

The 457 4080 3.90-acre study area supports nine vegetation communities (in order
of sensitivity): cismontane alkali marsh, disturbed wetland, Diegan coastal sage
scrub, southern mixed chaparral, non-native grassland, eucalyptus woodland,
- disturbed habitat, non-native vegetation, and urban/developed land. Addltlonally,
the project site supports 0.02 acre of jurisdictional areas, including one patch of
cismontane alkali marsh covering less than 0.01 acre (ﬁ 4236 square feet), two
patches of disturbed wetland. totaling approximately 0.01 acre, and two small
drainages totaling approximately 0.01 acre. Both drainages are located at the
bottom of the canyon and are considered Corps jurisdictional non-wetland Waters
of the U.S. as well as CDFG jurisdictional streambeds.

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

Direct Impacts

Upland Vegezation Communities

The proposed parking structure would not be confined to existing disturbed or
developed areas, but would extend west of the current terminus of Mesa College
Drive. For purposes of the technical report, the entire project site would be
considered impacied. As a resuit, direct impacts would occur to .07 -86 acre of
Diegan coastal sage scrub, 0.53 @52 855 acre of southern mixed chaparral, 0.16
8-15 acre of non-native grassland, 0.39 8.44 8-58 acre of eucalyptus woodland, M .
820 acre of non-native vegetation, (.12 843 acre of disturbed habitat, and 2.30

. 237 249 acres of developed land (Figure 9, Table 1).

Tiers Il through IIT B habitats on site (Diegan coastal sage scrub, southern mixed

. chaparral, and non-native grassland) are considered sensitive vegetation
communities and impacts to these communities would require mitigation pursuant
to the City’s MSCP requirements.

Tablel
IMPACTS TO VEGETATION COMMUNITIES
(acrefs])
VEGETATION COMMUNITY | TIER | IMPACTS
Wetlands ‘
Cismontane alkali marsh -- <0.01
Disturbed wetfand ~ C - 0.01
Uplands
Diegan coastal sage scrub I 0.07 886
Southern mixed chaparral ITTA (.53 852655
Non-native grassland 1118 0.16 815
Eucalyptus woodland v : 0.39 844 839
Non-native vegetation IV (.32 829 _
Disturbed habitat 1V 012643
Developed fand___ ' v 330 232219 o
TOTAL 3.90 £08 453
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Jurisdictional Areas

Jurisdictional areas that would be impacted by the project include less than 0.01
acre of cismontane alkali marsh and 0.01 acre of disturbed wetland, as well as 0.01
acre of jurisdictional non-wetland Waters of the U.S./streambeds. The total impact
to jurisdictional areas is 0.02 acre.

Impacts Within the MHPA

The proposed project would impact approximately 0.28 814 623 acre within the
existing limits of the MHPA, including .05 acre of Southern mixed Chaparral,
0.09 903 804 acre of non-native grassland, 0.09 8.08 @4 acre of eucalyptus
woodland, and @83 6-85 acre of disturbed habitat (Table 2). An adjustment to the
MHPA boundary is proposed to ensure that the biological value of the MHPA is not
reduced and to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA.

Adjustments to the MHPA boundary may be made without amending the Subarea
Plan or the MSCP Plan in cases where the new MHPA boundary preserves an area
of equivalent or greater biological value. The final determination regarding the .
biological value of a proposed boundary change would be made by the City per the
MSCP Plan and with concurrence of the wildlife agencies (Section 5.4.2 of the

MSCP Reglonal Plan [AUgust 1998]). wm;
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Table 2
D PA RY ADIUSTMENT ANALYSIS

VEGETATION MSCP MHPA MHPA . Net
COMMUNITY Tier Subtraction | Addition | Difference
Diegan coastal sage scrub II 0.00
Southern mixed chaparral HIA 0.056:00 | 0.286-44* | +0.14
Non-native grassland 111B 0.09 6.63 +G41
Eucalyptus woodland I\ 0.09 0-98 0.00 -0.14
Disturbed habitat - v 0.05 ¢.03 ' -0

TOTAL 028014 0.28 814* | - 0.00

"A total of 1.12 @56 acres of Tiers II and III habitats within the East Elliott

mitigation parcel in the MHPA (4:1 ratio) would be preserved to meet the 0.28
O0-14-acre MHPA addition and result in not net loss of native habitat within the

MHPA.

For a boundary adjustment to be approved, the following six factors must be
addressed in terms of the biological value of the areas being cvaluated (City 1997b).

1. Effects on szgmﬁcantly and sufficiently conserved habitats (i.e., the exchange
mamtams or amproves the conservatzon conﬁguratzon or status of szgmﬁcantly
uuu QMJJLLLCrtILy CORSEN VEU H(JUUUJ.), ay uejmea H'l JELHUH J ‘f L [Uj H’le JVL)L,I’

" Plan]).

2. Effects on covered species (i.e.,

. conservation of covered species).

the exchange maintains or increases the
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3. Effects on habitat linkages and Junction of preserve areas (i.e., the exchange
maintains or improves any habitat linkages or wildlife corridors).

The project would not significantly change the overall area or shape of the MHPA.

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

The proposed MHPA boundary adjustment is not anticipated to have a negative
effect on the management efficiency of the preserve becanse it would not change
the balance of development and preserve in the area. Furthermore, fencing would
be installed within the development area adjacent to the MHPA to prevent human
and pet access to the preserve. :

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

The areas to be subtracted from the MHPA ere include a small amount of
chaparral, non-native communities and disturbed areas, whereas the areas to be
added are~highes-quatity—hubitats—inchuding i ity Ti

habitats, such as Diegan coastal sage scrub and southern mixed chaparral. Because
of the overall increase of higher-tier habitats leeated-in-a-smal-eanyon coupled with
the decrease of lower-tier habitats located in en a mostly disturbed urban park
seiting, the boundary adjustment would result in an-owerall-iaprovement—oi— 2
reduction of topographic and structural diversity.

6. Effects on species of concern not on the covered species list (i.e., the exchange
does not significantly increase the likelihood that an uncovered species will
meet the criteria for listing under either the federal or state ESAs).

The proposed boundary adjustment would not increase the likelihood that an
uncovered species will be significantly impacted and meet the criteria for listing

alady > sk« Va aBa¥a’ -
e Ot T el — T URLT L LY T AT Y
1o b 13 a 7 1 11 23 he 1y o 7 B h
n.u(mu_-zmm;Ez:‘:lA-:ng-.la:-u-'n-_:-'u-f-u:A:.qu-fr--fs.él-fu1zrx:l"‘ugulz-a-"'.l_uuu-.z-zzae ecause the

subtracted areas support mostly (except for 0.05 acre of chaparral) non-native
grassland_and other disturbed communities_such as eucalyptus woodland and

....
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Sensitive Species

Construction of the proposed parking structure would not cause impacts to any
listed or sensitive plant or animal species. Because trees in the canyon provide
marginal raptor nesting habitat, their removal would potentially impact raptor
nesting habitat. :

]

Indirect Impacts

Development activities adjacent to the MHPA are subject to special conditions that
ensure minimal direct or indirect impacts to the preserve area. Potential indirect
impact issues include drainage/water quality, construction noise, fugitive dust,
lighting, noise, roadkill, exotic plant species, nuisance animal species, and human
intrusion.

Drainage/Water Quality

Landscape irrigation and increased hardscape area associated with the proposed
parking structure may result in increased runoff. Such runoff may be associated
with increased erosion, sedimentation, and poilution that could significantly impact
drainage and water quality within the canyon and MHPA areas off site to the west.
However, the existing habitat area that would be developed is small and landscaped,
irrigated areas already occur to the north and south of the development area.
Excessive runoff associated with construction should be reduced through project

. erosion control measures that are consistent with Best Management Practices, while
post-construction runoff is expected to be treated using fossil filters prior to being
released into existing drainages.

Construction Noise

Construction activities have the potential to temporarily displace any sensitive
mammals or birds occurring in the canyon to the west, which may result in
decreased reproductive success or increased mortality. Such indirect impacts to
raptors or any federally or state listed species, such as the coastal California
gnatcatcher would be considered significant. Raptors have potential to nest in
eucalyptus trees on site and in the adjacent habitat within the canyon to the west.
Although no gnatcatchers were detected on site, and the project area supports only a
small area of coastal sage scrub, areas of sage scrub with potential to support
gnatcatchers occur to the west of the site.

Should construction occur during the gnatcatcher breeding season (March 1 through
August 15) or during the raptor breeding season (generally February 1 through July
31), any nesting gnatcatchers and/or raptors may be susceptible to disturbance from
construction, and any such activity within 500 feet of an active raptor nest would be
considered potentially significant.
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Night Lighting

Night lighting may expose wildlife species to an unnatural light regime and alter
their behavior patterns, and may result in a loss of species diversity. However,
Mesa College Circle, which runs north of the canyon, is lined with existing
streetlights. Additionally, the proposed parking structure would only extend a small
way beyond the existing lighted, developed areas. As a result, night lighting is not
anticipated to cause a significant indirect impact. Regardless, all proposed lighting
should be directed away from the canyon and other preserved areas.

Fugitive Dust
Dust released through construction activities could disperse onto vegetation 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 vegetation, reduce species diversity, increase. susceptibility to fire,
pave the way for non-native plant invasions, and adversely affect wildlife

dependent on native plant species, However, dust may be controlled through the
implementation of measures that would be required as a condition of the grading
permit, including application of water on unpaved, unvegetated surfaces during
construction activities.

Invasive Plant Species

Non-native plants couid coionize sites disturbed by construction and could
potentially spread into adjacent native habitats, especially following a disturbance’
such as fire. Many of these non-native plants are highly invasive and can displace
native vegetation reducing native species diversity, potentially increase
flammability and fire frequency, change ground and surface water levels, and
potentially adversely affect native wildlife that is dependent on the native plant
species. However, habitat within the project site already contains a large proportion
of invasive non-native plant species, so no increase is anticipated. Regardless, the
exotic and invasive plants are a key concern because the City’s MHPA occurs both
on and adjacent to the project site.

Human and Per Intrusion

Human and pet intrusion into the surrounding natural areas can often occur
following development. This could significantly degrade sensitive habitats adjacent
to a project site. Domestic cats in particular are adept predators of native birds and
small mammals and can greatly reduce wildlife diversity if they are allowed to gain
access and hunt in the adjacent habitat. The proposed parking structure is not
expected to facilitate access or intrusion 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 new roads will be constructed that will encroach on existing habitat areas
following construction of the proposed parking structure, so no increase in roadkill
is anticipated.
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Mitigation for Direct Impacts

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

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

s also considered Tier I habitat); '

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

* Tier IIIA: 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).

Upiand Vegetarion Communiiies

The proposed project could cause permanent, direct impacts to_0,78 874 626 acre
of sensitive upland vegetation communities, including 0.07 886 acre of Diegan
coastal sage scrub, 0.53, @52 8-55-acre of southern mixed chaparral, and 0./6 845
acre of non-native grassland. Impacts to Diegan coastal sage scrub, which is a Tier

: I habitat, would be mitigated at a 1:1 ratio through preservation of 0,07 8-86 acre

" of coastal sage scrub (Table 3). Impacts to southern mixed chaparral and non-
native grassland, Tier 1A and I1IIB communities, respectively, would be mitigated
at a 0.5:1 ratio through preservation of 0.27 826 828 acre of southern mixed
chaparral and 0.08 acre of non-native grassland.

Mitigation may occur either through preservation of habitat off site at a City-
approved location within the MHPA or through contribution to the City’s Habitat
Acquisition Fund. For projects requiring less than five acres of mitigation, the City
allows mitigation to occur through contribution to the fund at a rate of $25,000 per
acre. Because the total mitigation required for upland impacts is 0.42 24 643
acre, this would correspond to 370,500 $10,250 46:560.
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Table 3
MITIGATION FOR PROJECT IMPACTS
TO UPLAND VEGETATION COMMUNITIES!
VEGETATION TIER IMPACTS | MITIGA- REQUIRED
COMMUNITY TION MITIGATION
RATIO

Diegan coastal sage scrub i 0.07 806 1:1 0.07 666
Southern mixed chaparral A | 0.53 8526855 0.5:1 0.27 826 823
Non-native grassland’ B e-15 0.5:1 0.08 -
Eucalyptus woodland IV 0.39 944 850 -- --
Non-native vegetation IV 0.32 629 - --
Disturbed habitat IV 0.12 643 - -
Developed Iand 1\ 2.30 237 2409 - --

TOTAL | 3.90 408 453 - 0.42 041 042

"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
woulid occur within the MHPA.. '
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Jurisdictional Areas

Federal and state agencies tynically require “no net loss” of wetlands, a criierion

under which mitigation regimes would generally include a creation eléement at a
minimum 1:1 ratio, often accompanied by a restoration element at a minimum 1:1
ratio.. Impacts to jurisdictional drainages (non-wetland Waters of the
U.S/streambeds) are generally mitigated through creation at a 1:1 ratio.

Due to the small size of the impact area. however, it is proposed that mitigation

. occur_as restoration/enhancement on the Mesa College property within a_nearby,

highly disturbed wetland drainage that feeds into Tecolote Creek (located within the

MHPA) (Figure. 10). Proposed mitigation would occur at a 5:1 ratio for impacts _to

cismontane alkali 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 habitat functions of
the existing drainage and reduce a source of non-native seed into Tecolote Creek

_ downstream.

Initial Study



Table 4
MITIGATION FOR IMPACTS TO JURISDICTIONAL AREAS!
YEGETATION IMPACTS | MITIGATION | PROPOSED
- COMMUNITY RATIO* MITIGATION
Cismontane alkali <0.01 3:1 33 0.01
marsh (120 sq ft) (600 sq. feet)
Disturbed wetland 0.01 51 Qn?rl- - 0.05 620
Waters of the 0.01 4.1 41 0.04 001
U.S./Streambeds ‘
. TOTAL 0.02 - 0.10 6.4

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

Restoration and enhancement activities on site would improve the wetland function

and value of an unnamed tributary to Tecolote Creek, which feeds into Mission
Bay. _Restoration/enhancement involves removal of non-native invasive plant
. species, including giant reed (Arundo donax), pampas grass (Cortaderia jubata),
myoporum (Myoporum sp.). castor bean (Ricinus communis), Canary Island date

B . . 7 ‘ [
nalm (Phoenix canariencicd. and Mexican fan nalm (Washingionia robiusia

followed by establishment of native plant species associated with southern willow
- scrub, mule fat scrub. and cismontane alkali marsh habitats, as appropriate. Once
- established, manv non-native species are capable of out-competing native plant
. species and can take over natural landscapes. displacing both native vegetation and
. the wildlife that depends upon it. Many non-native plant species not only out-
-~ compete the native species in an_area but also physically change the environment to
~:allow further invasion. In some instances, soil nutrients are depleted, and l[arge
“-areas are overtaken with a monoculture of a single non-native species. _Increased
fire hazards_and_erosion are also possible consequences of non-native species
infestation. In the restoration/enhancement areas. all non-native plani species are
targeted for removal, excluding palm_trees that are over 15 feet. tall. Future
maintenance will be_required to prevent the re-establishment of these non-native
plant species in the future,

Details of the proposed restoration and enhancement activities are addressed in
“Wetland Restoration Plan for the Mesa College Parking Structure” (dated February

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

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage 18434 . Initial Study



2,000 1,000 0
Job No: PAA-02  Date: 02/21/06 R S R | R
Source: USGS 7.5' Quads; La Jolla i
|WM‘WMWWW’MMIJMMM‘ RC

e

Source: HELIX Environmental Planning, inc.

_...-.Droject and Enhancement Site Location | Figﬁre 10

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage 1S-35 Initial Study



5]
S
o3
[
g
!
&
B
]
2
=X
ES
3
g
o4
™

100 50 0

Job No: PAA-02  Date: 02/21/06

Source: HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc.

"‘.storation/Enhancement Area | Fig “.11

Aprg josuuy




(This page intentionally left blank.)

,
! .

Mesa College East Em'fy and Parking Garage IS-36 Initial Study



-

!:.
:

Mitigation for Indirect Impacts

" The prOJect is not anticipated to cause significant indirect impacts associated with

drainage/water quality, construction dust, invasive plant species, or human/animal
intrusion. However, construction noise has potential to impact native wildlife,

.Ancluding raptors and the coastal California gnatcatcher that are nesting in the

project vicinity. Because of the high potential for nesting birds on site, all grading
and clearing of vegetation should take place outside the bird breeding season
(February 15 through August 31). :

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

Due to the proximity of the project to Diegan coastal sage scrub, noise impacts
related to construction will need to be avoided during the breeding season of the
California gnatcatcher (between March 1 and August 15). If construction is
proposed during the breeding season, a USFWS protocol survey will be required to
determine the presence or absence 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 requ1red If it is determined that gnatcatchers are
present, construction operations shall be suspended or measures to minimize noise
impacis, including temporary noise walls/berms, will be required. If a survey is not
conducted and construction is proposed during the breeding season, presence would
be assumed and a temporary wall/bermm would be required. Noise levels from
construction activities during the gnatcatcher breeding season should not exceed 60
dB(A) hourly L., at nest locations or the ambient noise level if noise levels already

- exceed 60 dB(A) hourly L.

-The City requires that if construction is proposed to occur during the raptor

breeding season (February 1 through September 15), a pre-construction survey must
be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine the presence or absence of
nesting raptors. If no active nests are found, no additional measures will be
required; however, no construction may occur within 300 to 500 feet of any
identified nests unti) 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 trips that would be generated.

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

3. Montgomery Field, which is located approximately one mile northeast of the
campus, is the closest airport. However, the subject property is not within the

Airport Influence Area of the Montgomery Field
. Mesa College is located in

an area of less than 60 CNEL and is considered a compatible use. Therefore, the
project would not expose people to current or future transportation noise levels
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that exceed standards as established in the Transportation Element of the.
General Plan. (E-4 and E-9)

F, Light, Glare and Shadin

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

2. Because the existing campus lies to the north, the proposed pl‘O_]eCt would not
result in any shading of other properties. (F-1 and F-2)

G. Land Use

1. Mesa College and portions of the areas of expansion are located in the
Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. The Community Plan Map (Figure 40, page
133) designates the site as “School.” The area of campus expansion intended to

" accommodate a parking garage, which is located on the southeastern edge of the
campus, is located in both the Linda Vista and Clairemont Mesa community
planning areas. (G-3 and G-4)

The Progress Guide and General Plan Map, as revised in April, 1992, designates the
existing Mesa College as “Colleges and Universities” and the area of expansion as
"Residential Neighborhoods/ Communities of Primary Residential use Containing
Dwelling Units of Various types and Attendant Community Services. For Detailed
USE:S see the Adopted Community Plan.” {(G-2, G-3 and G-4)

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

The Mesa College Master Plan should incorporate the following
recommendations. <

* 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.

» 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
simultaneously with posting limited parking restrictions on streets in the
adjacent neighborhoods.

3. A portion of the project site is located within the City of San Dlego s Multi-
Habitat Planning Area (MHPA) as shown in Figure 4 of the City of San Diego
MSCP Subarea Plan. The project is not in conflict with any other adopted
environmental plans for the area. (G-9)

4. The project, which straddles the boundary between Linda Vista to the south and
Clairemont Mesa to the north, would not physically divide an established
_ community.

5. Montgomery Field, which is located approximately one mile northeast of the
campus, is the closest airport. However, the subject property is not within the
Airport Influence Area of the Montgomery Field Comprehessive Airport Land
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Use Compatibility Plan (S=WRALUCP) as amended October 4, 2004. The
: "ALUCP does not identify any aircraft accident potential within the vicinity of
the project site nor are there any land use/noise incompatibilities, (G-6)

H. Natural Resources

I. The soils classified as “CgC” are considered unsuitable sources for gravel, sand,
or decomposed granite. The soils classified as “TeF” are considered suitable
sources for gravel. The site is located in the MRZ-3 Area which is an area
containing mineral deposits the significance of which cannot be evaluated from
available data. The City of San Diego Progress Guide and General Plan,
however, does not identify the project site as being in an area with sand and
gravel resources. Therefore, the proposal would not result in the prevention of
future extraction of sand and gravel resources that are considered significant.
(H-1, H-2 and H-3)

2. The site has not been in the recent past nor is it currently being used for any
agricultural use. The soils, which are classified as “CgC” and “TeF,” are not
considered suitable for agriculture. Therefore, the project would not result in
the conversion of agricultural land to nonagricultural use or impairment of the
agricultural productivity of agricultural land. (H-2)

L. Recreational Resources

As showil i ihe Linda Vista Community Plan, Kearny Mesa Park and Recreation

Center is located south of the proposed parking garage. Recreational areas,

. however, would not be impacted by the project. There are no other existing or

.. proposed recreational facilities or resources either on site or within the immediate
vicinity of the project that would be impacted by the proposal. (I-2 and 1-3)

J. - Population and Housing

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

2. There are no residential units on the project site. Therefore, the project would
not displace existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere.

3. The Clairemont Mesa Community Plan and Linda Vista Community Plan do not

designate the site for residential use nor would the proposal alter the planned
location, distribution, density, or growth rate of the population of the area. (J-3)

K. Transportation/Circulation

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

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

2. An increase in projected traffic which is substantial in relation to the capacity of

. the street system?
‘

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Gafage IS-41 Initial Study



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 future .
enrollment at Mesa College and the Middie College High School. ' {

Short-term Construction Impacts

The analysis of short-term construction impacts during Phase 1 is based on the
construction and utilization of a new temporary east campus entry drive (Armstrong
ConnectorGeunst—Rlaceo—axtension) and the traffic associated with constructron

workers and vehicles.

Subsequent to the completion of the new temporary east campus entry drive -
(Armstrong ConneclorCeonr-Rlace—extension), interim westbound traffic into the
college will be redirected north onto Armstrong Street and then west into the
college at the new temporary entry drive. Approximately 860 vehicles are
anticipated to make this maneuver during the mormn g peak hour and 480 during the
evening peak hour.

The temporary short-term construction traffic is expected to generate approximately
1,200 daily trips, with 156 occurring in the mormng peak and 98 during the evening
peak hour.

The traffic study concludes that existing intersections would operate at acceptable
levels of service throughout the study area with the temporary entry drive and the
iemporary consiruction iraffic. Aithough the temporary construction would add

trafflc to three aJLstreet segments w

recommended because the 1mpacts would be 1 temporary

The traffic study recornmends that the temporary access with Armstrong Street and
the college be controlled with a stop sign for eastbound traffic. The stop control
would allow through movement for north/south traffic and provide more free
movement of northbound left turns. The study also recommends a temporary
northbound left turn lane into the project. The proposed recommendation would
allow vehicles traveling westbound to northbound Armstrong Street to stack along
Armstrong Street and Mesa College Drive without interrupting through traffic
movements. A traffic control plan with temporary alignment, turn lanes, and
parking restrictions will be required by the City of San Diego. /

Following the realignment of Mesa College Drive, the temporary access
(Armstrong Connector Plaee-ex%ensreﬁ) is proposed 10 be modrﬁed to accommodate
bus onlv traffic. & h ¥ ; _ 3

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
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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 enrollment for the proposed Middle
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 future traffic volumes
since the existing student enrollment of 25.000 will not_be increased. and Middle
College High School would generate approximately 176 additional trips per day,
with 35 occurring in the morning peak hour and 25 in the evening peak hour.

Although Middle College High School is not part of the proposed Mesa_College
East Entry and Parking Garage project, the trips generated by Middle College High
Schoo] are included in the traffic study to provide the cumulative impact.

Intersections

Under existing conditions all study area intersections operate at aeeeptable Level of
Service (LOS) B C or better with the exception of Mesa College Drive/I-805
southbound ramp which operates at LOS D in the PM peak hour. In 2010 and-2030
all study area intersections will continue to operate at LOS B C or better with or

without the proposed project with the exception of Mesa College Drive/Linda Vista

Road and Mesa College Drive/I-805 southbound ramp which will operate at LOS D
in the PM peak hour. In 2030 all study area intersections will continue to operate at

LOS Cor better with or without the proposed project with the exception of Mesa
College Diive/Linda Vista Road, Genesee Avenue/lLinda Vista Road and Mesa
College Drive/I-805 southbound ramp which will operate at LOS D in the PM peak
hour. Therefore, the project, including the proposed garage and realigned east entry,
would not have a significant impact on study area intersections. See Table 5 for a
summary of intersection level of service.

Roadway Segments

Under existing conditions the following roadway segments demonstrate
deficiencies:

Ashford Street from Balboa Avenue to Beagle Street (LOS E);

Marlesta Drive from Genesee Avenue to Chasewood Street (LOS F);
Genesee Avenue from Osler Street to Marlesta Drive (LOS B);

Mesa College Circle from Chasewood_Street to Armstrong Street LOS E).
Mesa College Circle i1s an on-site facility that is not intended to carry

through traffic but to provide access to the campus and parking facilities.

All other_roadway segiments operate at LOS C or better with the exception of
Genesee Avenue between Linda Vista Road and SR-163 g

Stalmer Street and Armstrong Place, and Ashford Street between Beagle Street and
Mesa College Drive which operate at LOS D; and Armstrong Street from Stalmer t0
Mesa Coll Drj hicl tLOS han C

o

In 2010 and 2030 these the deficient segments identified above will continue to
operate at the same LOS D—er-E with or without implementation of the Mesa

COUege Facilities MaSter Plaﬂ M&M@M@L&m

prolects (Mesa Colleoe and Middle College Hl gh School and 1ncludmg the parkmo
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garage), however, does not meet significance criteria and, therefore, no mitigation is

recommended.
Table 5
INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) SUMMARY
AM PEAK HOUR
Existing [ Year 2010 Year 2030
Intersection . Without o Plug Without mﬁ Without | Plus
Construction | Construction | Project | MCHS | Project MCHS
Genesee/Marlests B B B B B B
Chasewood/ EB A A A A A A
Mariesta WB A A A A A A
NB A A A A A A
. SB A A B B B B
Auburndale/ 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/Ashford A A A A A A
, [ Mesa College/Armsirong (ol C < o] C C
Megsa College/Ashford A A A A A A
Mesa College/Linda C C C C - C [&
Vista :
Mesa College/SR-163 B B B B B B
NB
Mesa College/I-805 SB B B B B B B
Mesa Colleze/I-805 NB C C c C C C
| Genesee/Linda Vista C C C C [0} [
Genesee/SR-163 SB B B [ [ C o]
Genesee/SR-163 NB C ___C C C il _C
PM PEAK HOUR .
: Existing Year 2010 Year 2030
Intersection Without Plus Without Plus Without Plus
Construction | Constryction { Project | MCHS | Project | MCHS
Genesee/Marlesta B B C C C C
Chasewood/ EB A A A A A A
Marlesta WB A A A A A A
: NB A A B B B B
: SB A A B B B B
Auburndale/ 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/Ashford A A B B B B
[ Mesa College/Armstron B C [@ [ [o [
Mesa College/Ashford A A A A A A
Mesa College/Linda C C D D - D D
Vista
Mesa College/SR-163 [o] C C C - C C
NB .
Mesa Lolieze/I-805 SB D D D D D D
| Mesa College/I.805 NB C C c C £ C
Genesee/Linda Vista C C [@ [ b D
Genesee/SR-163 SB B B B B B B
Genesee/SR-163 NB T C C C c C Qé_‘

WB=Westbound, NB=Northbound, SB=Southbound, EB=FEastbound
——-—ll;li:l——A—-——n——:—————a———S—&—[.!u  ec ot e
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In 2010 and 2030 all other roadway segments will operate at acceptable 1.OS D or

better. See Table 6 for roadway segment level of service summary.

Parking

Table 6
ROADWAY SEGMENT LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) SUMMARY
L Existing Year 2010 Year 2030
Roadway Segment Maximum | Without Plus | Without | Plus | Without | Plus
Capacity onstruc- | Construe- | Project | Beeieet | Project | Reeieat
tion tion MCHS MCHS
Auburndale: south of Balboa 8000 B B C D D D
Auburndale: Chasewood/Marjesta 8000 B B C D D D
Beagle: Marlesta/Ashford 8000 A A C D D D
Ashford: Balboa/Beagie 800 E E E E E E
Ashford: Beagle/Mesa College 8000] D D D | D D D |
Marlesta; Chasewood/Genesee 8000 E F F E F E
Genesee: Balboa/Marlesta 4000 C [ C C C C ,
Genesee:; Marlesta/Osler 10000 F F F F F E
Genesee: Oster/l inda Vista 40000 C C C [ C C
Gencsce: Linda Visia/SR-163 40000 D D D D D D
Linda Vista: Stajmer/Mesa College ‘
30000 C [ D D E E
Linda Vista; Mesa/Genesee 40000 . B B B B C C
| Linda Vista; south of Geneseg 40000 C C D D D D
. |- Chasewood: south of Marlesia £606 A A A A A | A
iI“Mesa College Circle: 10000 E E E E E F
' Chasewood/Armstrong ' )
Mesa Coilege Dr; Armstrong/Ashford 40000 B B B B o C
Mesa College Dr: SR-163/1-805 40000 c _C C C c c_ |
| Armstrong, Stalme/Armstrong Place | 2200 <G <C <C <C | <C %
| Armstrong, Armstrong Pi/Mesa Coll Dr | 2200 | <G _E s | € ] €. .1 <€

MCHS = Middle College High School

<(C = worse th

5

C

Darnell & Associates also prepared a preliminary parking analysis (included as
Appendix E in the traffic study) to determine if the Mesa College Facilities Master

Plan would result in the following:

3. An increased demand for off-site parking?

4. Effects on existing parking?

As background for off-site parking concerns, the City Council on March 25, 2003
(refcrence City Manager’s Report No. 03-032 issued March 19, 2003 and City
Council Minutes for March 24, 2003 [item-333]) created a Residential Permit
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Parking Area in response to concerns that non-residents were parking on residential
streets north of Mesa College. The Residential Permit Parking Area included the
followmg streets:

a. 3400-block of Aldford Drive (between Aldford Place and Chasewood
Drive); ’

b. ?)200 )block of Aldford Place (between Rollsreadh Drive and Aldford

rive);

c. 3500-block and 3600-block of Auburndale Street (between Marlesta
Drive and Thornwood Street);
3500-bloc of Bacontree Place (between beginning and Bacontree Way);
6900-block of Bacontree Way (between Auburndale Street and end);
3400-block of Beagle Place (between Beagle Street and end);
6900-block and 7000- block of Beagle Street (between Marlesta Drive
and Atoll Street);
3500-block and 3600-block of Brookshire Street (between beginning
and Thornwood Street),
3400-block and 3550-block of Chasewood Drive (between Marlesta
Drive and Auburndale Street);
6700-block, 6750-block, and 6800-block of Erith Street (between
Chasewood Drive and end);
3400-block, 3500-block, and 3600-block of F:reway Drive (entire
street);
7000-block of Hilton Place (between Marlesta Drive and end);

. 3400-block of Keston Court (between Beagle Street and end);
6800-block of Lanewood Court (between Auburndale Street and end);
3200-block, 3500-block, and 3600-block of Marlesta Drive (between
Genesee Avenue and end);
3300-block and 3400-block of Rollsreach Drive (between beginning and
Chasewood Drive); and

g. 6400-block of Shirehall Drive (between beginning and Brookshlre

© Street).
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The proposed parking structure to be located at the western terminus of Mesa
College would provide approximately 1,000 additional parking spaces, The
Preliminary Parking Analysis conducted by Darnell & Associates dated April 15,
2005, determined that the additional 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 structure, the District has provided the following

incentives:

* At the beginning of each semester there will be a two-week grace period in
Wthh students can park on campus free of charge and

semeste; Student perm:ts are not regulred between 12 N oon and 6 PM

Although not an incentive provided by the D;strlct, the proposed expansion of the
Residential Permit Parking area to the-east include Apollo Street will likely result in
more students parking on campus. :
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5. On January 19, 1999 Clty Council amended the Clairemont Mesa Community

Plan, the Linda Vista Community Plan, and the Progress Guide and General

. Plan by deleting the proposed extension of Mesa College Drive between

Genesee Avenue and Mesa College Circle. The resolution (Number R-291206)

amending the plans also “requested further studies for a dedicated entrance to

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

work with Mesa College and the community in that regard.” Although not

included in the motion, the action also effectively precluded the development of
a Class II bikeway along the deleted extension.

Two bus lines operated by the Metropolitan Transn System serve Mesa College.
Route 41, which provides service between Fashion Valley Transit Center and
UCSD, operates on Genesee Avenue west of the campus w1th 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 thereafter
until 9:45 PM NB and 9:35 PM SB. The proposed project would not impact the
existing bus service.

Route 44, which provides service between Old Town Transit Center and
Clairemont Town Square, operates on Armstrong Street immediately adjacent to
the campus on the east with a stop north of Mesa College Drive at Armstrong
Place. Service at Armstrong Street is available from approximately 6:00 AM
NB and 5:15 AM SB until 11:05 PM NB and 10:25 PM SB. Service is availahle
every 30 munutes until 10:05 PM NB and 9:25 PM SB. The proposed project
would not impact the existing bus service.

. - The San Diego Commupity College District in_conjunction_with  MTS_is

proposing to re-direct the Route 44 bus onto the campus to better serve students

and to minimize conflicts on_Armstrong Street. In addition to providing _bus
shelters on campus, bus stops for the neighborhood would be retamcd on
Armstrong Street north of Armstrong Place.

Based on the above considerations, the proposed project would not have a
substantial impact upon existing or planned transportation systems. (K-2)

6. The proposed project would not alter present circulation movements nor have an
effect on existing public access to Kearny Mesa Community Park located south
of Mesa College Campus. Nor would the project affect access to Tecolote
Canyon Natural Park located west of Genesee Avenue. There-are no nearby
beaches, other open space areas, or other parks that would be affected by the
project. (K-2 and K-7)

7. The proposed project does not propose a non-standard design feature that would
result in an increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists or

pedestrians.

8. As discussed above under G.2, the proposed project does not conflict with
adopted policies, plans or programs supporting alternative transportation
models.

{ ‘ *All times are approXimate and are extrapolated from schedules effective 01/30/05.
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I.. Public Services

The proposed project is located in an urbanized area where all public services are
currently available. Also, the proposal would not result in a need for new or altered
governmental services including fire protection, police protection, schools, parks or
other recreational facilities, maintenance of public facilities (including roads), or
other governmental services. (L-2)

‘M. Utilities

The proposed project would pot result in a need for new systems, or require

substantial alterations to existing utilities, including power, natural gas,

communications systems, 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 Demolition

(C&D) Waste Management Plan be prepared by the contractor and submitted to the

District for review and approval. The plan must indicate how the contractor:
proposes to recover at least 75% of the C&D wastes for reuse and recycling.

N. Energy

Trellises, which will be located on the upper deck of the parking garage. will
support photo-voltaic panels to provide additional electrical energy for use in the

e Ly VU RIS S AR ST i . .
parking striictiire and other buildings on campus.

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 life of the energy
efficiency measure, whichever is [ess.” Therefore, the proposed project would not
resuit in the use of excessive amounts of fuel or energy. (N-1)

0. Water Conservation

The project must be designed to comply with State water conservation requirements
which include low flush toilets, water efficient plumbing fixtures, and other
conservation measures and recommends use of landscaping with drought tolerant
plants and installation of drip- irrigation systems that -minimize runoff and
evaporation. The incorporation of these conservation measure will ensure that the
project would not result in the use of excessive amounts of water.

P. Neighborheod Character/Aesthetics

1. Tecolote Canyon Natural Park, which is located west of the campus and the
proposed parking garage, can be considered scenic. Although the proposed
parking structure, to be constructed at the western terminus of Mesa College,
would be located on the upper reach of a finger of Tecolote Canyon, there
currently is no view of Tecolote Canyon from Mesa College Drive. Views of
Tecolote Canyon Natural Park will still be possible from the Mesa College
Campus and from Kearny Mesa Park. Therefore, the proposed project would not -
result in the obstruction of any vista or scenic view from a public viewing area.
(P-4)
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2. The existing Mesa 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 Armstrong Street. Where possible the
existing fence in front of the Child Development Center will be relocated 30
feet from the curb to create a new non-contiguous walk and approximately 18
feet of landscaping between the sidewalk and the relocated fence.

Based on the above considerations, the design of the proposed project would not -
result in the creation of a negative aesthetic site or project. (P-4)

. The proposed five level 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 partially within property to be acquired
from the City of San Diego. -istecated-to-the-nerth-and Kearny Mesa Park and
Recreation Center is located to the south. The parking garage will be “nestled”
into the existing topography of the adjacent canyon edge, thus minimizing its
apparent height and size.

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

- will be visible, Architectural treatment will enhance the-Mesa-College Drive all

facades. Openings will be treated_as architectural elements incorporating a

multi-colored glazing system and landscape screengs to create an aesthetically
rich facade with varying levels of complexity. The top of the structure will also
utilize trellises to support_photo-voltaic panels which will provide shade for

parked vehicles and provide additional electrical energy for use in the parking

structure and other buildings on campus. The trellises will also add an additional
level of visual interest to what would otherwise be a bagic upper level parking
deck. A driveway will separate the garage from the park to the south, and
landscapmg (including trees) will be placed between the drweway and the
garage to screen the garage from the park.

Based on the above considerations, 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) :

due to the already developed nature of the Mesa College campus, the proposed
project (garage and east entrance) would not result in any substantial alteration

- to the existing character of the area except as noted above. (P-5)

According to the biological technical study, 0.43 acre of eucalyptus woodland
would be lost. The proposal, however, would not result in the loss of any
distinctive or landmark tree(s). (D-10 and P-5)

The proposed parking garage will be tucked into the slopes to minimize
topographic alternation. Therefore, the proposal would result in a less than
significant change in topography or ground surface relief features. (P-5)

- Other than the canyon head referenced above, there are no unique geologic or

physical features that would be lost, covered, or modified by the project. (P-5)
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Q. Cultural Resources. l :

Kyle Consulting conducted a Cultural Resource Survey for the Mesa College
Facilities Master Plan including the proposed project. (Q-6) The study included a
literature review, record search, and field survey of the project site. No cultural
resources were identifted within the study area by the literature review and record

. search, and no prehistoric. resources were identified during the field survey.
Therefore, no additional cultural rescurce work is recommended for the proposed
project. . :

Based on the results of the cultural resource survey it can be determined that the
project would not resuit in any of the following:

1. The alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic archaeological
site; '

2. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building,
structure, object, or site;

3. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to an architecturally significant building;
structure, or object; nor :

4. Any impact to existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impact area.

R. Paleontological Resources : | .

The project site is underlain by the Lindavista Formation (QIn). This formation is

assigned a moderate paleontological resource sensitivity. The construction of the

parking garage will require excavation of 1,518 cubic yards at a maximum depth of

fifteen (I5) 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)

.. Human Health/Public Safet

- Ninyo & Moore prepared a Haz\a_rdous Materials Technical Study (HMTS) for the
Mesa College Facilities Master Plan including the proposed project. (S-6) The
scope of work included the following:

1. Reviewed readily available maps, photographs, plans, reports and other
environmental documents pertaining to the site. :

2. Performed a limited site reconnaissance to visually identify areas of possibly
contaminated surficial soil or surface water, improperly stored hazardous
materials, possible sources of polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and possible -
risks of contamination from activities at the site and adjacent properties.

3. Reviewed available regulatory agency databases for the site and for properties
located 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
storage tanks, permitted facilities that utilize underground storage tanks, and
facilities that use, store or dispose of hazardous materials. '

4. Reviewed readily available local regulatory agency file§s for properties of
potential environmental concern located within the study area (i.e., site and
properties within a 1,000- foot radius of the site). Requests were made to the .
San Diego County Department of Environmental Health (DEH).
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5. Reviewed readily available historical aerial photographs of the study area.

6. Prepared a HMTS report documenting fmdmgs and providing opinions and
recommcndatlons regarding possible environmental impacts at the site.

The report (dated November 15, 2004) addressed the followirig relevant issues as
stated in the State CEQA Guidelines Checklist:

1. 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 opinjon that the
proposed activities would not involve the routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials

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

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

" environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment,

- 3. 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 Alternative School, which currently provides special
education for the San Diego Unified School District, is located between Mesa
College Drive and Armstrong Street. The San Diego Community College
District, however, proposes to purchase the site, demolish three buildings, and
convert the remaining facilities to a Mesa College Technology Center. Kearny
High School is located south of Mesa College Drive and west of Linda Vista
Road.

Based on Ninyo & Moore’s review of the project, it is their opihion that the
proposed activities would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous matenals substances, or waste that would impact nearby
schools.

4. Would the project be located on a site which is included on a fist of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as
a result, create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Based on Ninyo & Moore’s review of the environmental database report, the
proposed project is not located in area that is listed on the Resource
Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA) Generator, County Department of
Environmental Health (DEH) Permits, the Underground Storage
Tack/Aboveground Storage Tank (UST/AST), and the Leaking Underground
Storage Tank (LUST) databases.
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T. Mandatory Findings of Significance

1. The project would not reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a l.
fish or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory.

2. The project would not achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals.

3. No impacts have been identified Wthh 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.

V.  RECOMMENDATION:
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

The proposed project would not have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared

X Although the proposcd project could have a significant effect on the environiment,

there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures

described or referenced in Section IV above have been added to the project. A '
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared. .
The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT should be requlred

~CONTACT: Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor

Attachments: A. Initial Study Checkliist

Initial Study Checklist References

Parking Alternatives Study

MHPA_ Boundary Adjustment Alternative on Mesa College Campus
Comparison of Vegetation and Sensitive Resources Impacts

munw
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Attachment A

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

This checklist is designed to identify the potential for significant environmental impacts that could be
associated with the proposed project. These determinations are explained in Section IV of the Initial

Study.,

A. GEOLOGY/SOILS. Would the proposal result in:

1.

Exposure of péople or property to geologic
hazards such as earthquakes, landslides,
mudslides, ground failure, or similar hazards?

A substantial increase in wind or water erosion of
soils, either on or off the site?

B. AiIR QUALITY. Would the proposai:

®

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

Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or project air quality
violation? ‘

Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people?

Exceed 100 pounds per day of Particulate Matter
10 (dust)?

Alter air movement in the area of the project?

Cause a substantial alteration in moisture, or
temperature, or any change in climate, either
locally or regionally?
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Less Than .
Significant {

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

C. HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY. Would the
proposal result in:

1. Anincrease in pollutant discharges, including
downstream sedimentation, to receiving waters O O 24 3
during or following construction? Consider water
quality parameters such as temperature-dissolved
oxygen, turbidity and other typical storm water
pollutants? '

2. Anincrease in impervious surfaces and associated O | X O
increased runoff? -

3. Substantial alteration to on- and off-site drainage
patterns due to changes in runoff flow rates or | O =4 |:|

volumes?

4. Discharge of identified pollutants to an already

impaired water body (as listed on the Clean Water 1 Ol - =4 |
Act Section 303(d) list)? - : .
* 5. A potentially significant adverse impact on ground ] O MY U
. water? :

"6. Cause or contribute to an exceedance of applicable
surface or groundwater receiving water quality O d X ]
objectives or degradation of beneficial uses?

7. Cause or contribute to an exceedance of applicable :
surface or groundwater receiving water quality O ] 24 ]
objectives or degradation of beneficial uses?

D. BIOLOGY. Would the proposal result in:
1. A reduction in the number of any unique, rare,
endangered, sensitive, or fully protected - O & ] ]

species of plants or animals?

2. A substantial change in the diversity of any
species of animals or plants?

0O O
o 0o
X X
0 O

3. Introduction of invasive species of plants into

the area? ) .
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4. Interference with the movement of any resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors? -

5. Animpact on a sensitive habitat, including, but
not limited to streamside vegetation, aquatic,
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.)
through direct removal, filling hydrological
interruption or other means?

7. Conflict with the provision of the City’s Multiple
Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan or
- other approved local, regional or state habitat
. conservation plan?

E.*NOISE. Would the proposat result in:

15 A significant increase in the existing ambient
noise levels?

2. Exposure of people to noise levels which
exceed the local agency’s adopted noise
ordinance?

3. Exposure of people to current or future
transportation noise levels which exceed
standards as established in the Transportation
Element of the local agency’s General Plan or an
adopted Airport Gempsehensive Land Use
Compatibility Plan?

F. LIGHT, GLARE AND SHADING. Would the
proposal result in:

1. Substantial light or glare?

2. Substantial shading of other properties?
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{

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

G. LAND USE. Would the proposal result in:

1. A land use which is inconsistent with the ‘
adopted community plan land use designation . ] J >3 (]
for the site or conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy-or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over a project?

2. A conflict with the goals, objectives and
recommendations of the community plan in g ] B 1
which it is located?

3. A conflict with adopted environmental plans,
including applicable habitat conservation plans, [ B O S|
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect for the area?

4. Physically divide an established community? M 0. ] X
5. Land uses which are not compatible with
aircraft accident potential as defined by an O ] O =4
adopted Airport Cemprehensive Land Use
Compatibility Plan?
H. NATURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal
result in: '

1. The loss of availability of a known mineral '
resource (e.g., sand or gravel) that would be of O O X ]
value to the region and residents of the state? :

2. The conversion of agricultural land to
nonagricultura) use or impairment of the ] [ | <
agricultural productivity of agricuitural land?

{. RECREATIONAL RESOURCES. Would the
- proposal result: )

1. Anincrease in the use of existing neighborhood,
community and regiona! parks or other :
recreational facilities such that substantial physical L___I U (i X
deterioration of the facility would occur or be '
accelerated?
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2. The inclusion of recreational facilities or require

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

I, POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the
proposal:

1.

Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new

homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,

through extension of roads or cther
infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,

necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

Alter the planned location, distribution, density or
"growth rate of the population of an area?

K. . TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Would

" 'the proposal result in:

-

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 planned

transportation systems?

Alterations to present circulation movements
inctuding effects on existing public access (o
beaches, parks, or other open space areas?
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7.

Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles,

bicyclists or pedestrians due to a proposed, non-
standard design feature (e.g., poor sight distance
or driveway onto an access-restricted roadway)?

A conflict with adopted policies, plans or
programs supporting altemnative transportation
models (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

L. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the proposal have

an effect upon, or result in a need for new or
altered governmental services in any of the
following areas:

1.

6.

. Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks or other recreational facilities?

-Maintenance of public facilities, including
“-iroads?

Other governmental services?

M. UTILITIES. Would the proposal result in a need
for new systems, or require substantial aiterations
to existing utilities, including:

1.

2.

Electricity?

Natural gas?
Communications systems'l?'
Water?

Sewer?

Storm water drainage?

Solid waste disposal?

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage A-6

Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact impact
] ] 1 X
] ] O X
] 1 P4 O
| ! X .
J O X O
L] O X O
] D & O
o O ® O
[ 0 X J
O ] X [
] | O Y ]
Ll O X ]
7 O < (|
O L] X O
O L] X ]

Initial Study Chechlist

{
i



. ENERGY. Would the proposal result in:

1. The use of excessive amounts of fuel or energy
.(e.g. natural gas)?

2. The use of excessive amounts of power?

.. WATER CONSERVATION. Would the proposal

result in:
1. Use of excessive amounts of water?

2. Landscaping which is predominantly
non-drought resistant vegetation?

NEIGHBORHOQD CHARACTER/
AESTHETICS. Would the proposal result in:

I. The obstruction of any vista or scenic view
from a public viewing area? '

2 . The creation of a negative aesthetic site or

project?

3. Project bulk, scale, materials, or style which
would be incompatible with surrounding
development? ‘

4. Substantial alteration to the existing character
of the area?

5. The loss of any distinctive or landmark
tree(s), or a stand of mature trees?

6. Substantial change in topography or ground
surface relief features?

7. The loss, covering or modification of any
unique geologic or physical features such asa
natural canyon, sandstone bluff, rock outcrop,
or hillside with a slope in excess of 25 percent?
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Q. CULTURAL RESQURCES. Would the proposal
result in: '

1.

Alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric
or historic archaeological site?

Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a
prehistoric or historic building, structure,
object, or site?

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

Any tmpact to existing religious or sacred uses

* within the potential impact area?

The disturbance of any. human remains, including
those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

R. : PALEONTOLOGICAL RESQURCES. Would
ithe proposal impact a unique paleontological resource
ior.site or unique geologic feature? ‘

S. 'HUMAN HEALTH/PUBLIC -

SAFETY/HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would
the proposal:

L.

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 release
of hazardous substances (including but not limited
to gas, oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, or
explosives)?

Impair implementation of, or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?
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5. Belocated on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials site compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, create a significant hazard to the public or
environment?

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

T. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE.

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially
-+ reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
beiow seif sustaining ievels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
. the number or restrict the range of a rare or
.endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
..important examples of the major periods of
+*California history or prehistory?

2. +’Does the project have the potential to achieve
short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals? (A short-term impact on
the environment is one which occurs in a
relatively brief, definitive period of time while
long-term impacts would endure well into the
future.)

3. Does the project have impacts which are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (A project may impact on two or
more separate resources where the 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 project have environmental effects

which would cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage A9

- Less Than
Significant
Potentialty with Less Than
Significant Mitigation . Significant’ No
Impact Incorporaied Impact Impact

O [ X
tJ ] X a
d Ol J Y

Initial Study Checklist



Attachment'B

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST
REFERENCES

A. Geology/Soils

X A-1 City of San Diego. Updated 1995. Seismic Safety Study. August 21. Map 26.

X A-2 U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1973, Soil Survey, San Diego Area. California
Parts I and II. December. Part II, 1975. Sheet 53.

A-3 U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1975. Soil Survey (Soil Interpretation Manual),

- Part - HI. June.

X A-4 Site Specific Report: Ninyo & Moore. 2004. Limited Geotechnical Evaluation
Mesa College Master Plan.-November 30.

B-1 California Clean Air Act Guidelines (Indirect Source Control Programs), 1990.

l X B-2 Air Pollution Control District. 1992. Regional Air Quality Strategy (RAQS).
June 30. ‘

X i B-3 San Diego'Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Sourcepoint. 1999. 2020.
Regionwide Forecast. February. o

B-4 Site Specific Report:

C. Hydrology/Water Quality

X C-1 National Flood Insurance Program. 1997. Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).
June 19. Map No. 06073C1616.

C-2 Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). 1989. National Flood
Insurance Program - Flood Boundary and Floodway Map. September 29.

X C-3 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 2002. Clean Water Act Section 303(b)

: X | C-4 Site Specific Report: Latitude 33 Planning and Engineering. 2006. Water Quality
. : Technical Report for Mesa College East Entry Realignment. February.

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage B-1 Initial Study Checklist - References



D. Biology
X D-1
D-2
X D-3
D-4
D-5

D-7

D-8

s D-9

X D-10

X - D-11

~ E. Noise

X

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage B-2

E-1

E-2

B
v

City of San Diego. 1997. Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP),

Subarea Plan. March.

City of San Diego. 1996. MSCP, “Vegetation Communities 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.State and Federally-listed Endangered, Threatened, and Rare

Plants of California. January.

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

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

California. January.

Code of Federal Regulations, Title 50, Part 10. Li‘st of Migratory Birds.

Code of Federal Regulations, Title 50, Part 17. 1989. Endangered and Threatened .
Wildlife and Plants. January 1. :

City of San Diego. 2002. Land Development Code Biology Guidelines. July.

Site Specific Report: HELIX Environmental Plannin g, Inc. 2006. Mesa College
Biological Technical Report. August 30 May-1.

Site Specific Report: HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 2006. Wetland
Restoration Plan for the Mesa College Parking Structure. February 23.

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January
19. .

San Diego Unified Port District. 1999, San Diego International Airport -
Field 1999 Annual Noise Contours, in Decibels, of Aircraft CommunityNoise

Equivalent Level (CNEL), January 1. 1999 through December 31,1999

(Drawing No. 1760, Rev. 18). March 22,

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use - .
Commission). 1982. Brown Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan.
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E-6

E-7

E-8

X  EO9

X E-10

E-11

SDCRAA/(Airport Land Use

Commlsswn) 4-9-964)_% Montgomer_y Fleld Comprehensive Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan. October.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Lénd 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 (Averaoe Weekday Traffic Volumes
through 2000).

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG. 2001. San Diego Region
Weekday Traffic Volumes. 1997-2001..

‘San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use

Commission). 1994. Lindbergh Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. April.

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department.
June.

City of San Diego. San Dlego Municipal Code Chapter 5, Artlcle 9.5: Noise
Abatement and Control (§59.5.0101 et seq).

Site Specific Report:

F. Light, Glare and Shading -

X F-]
X F-2
F-3

G. Land Usé
G-1

X G-2
X G-3
X G-4

Site visit: Multiple dates.

‘Other: 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
Department. April.

City of San Dlego Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January
19.

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Community Plan. January 19.
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G-5

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use
Commission). 1982. Brown Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use
Commission). 1996. Montgomery Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. October.

San Djego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use |
Commission). 1992. Comprehensive Land Use Plan NAS Miramar, September

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use
Commission). 1994. Lindbergh Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. April.

City of San Diego. 1997 Multiple Species Conservatlon Program (MSCP),
Subarea Plan. March.

- FAA.

Other: Site visits,

H. Natural Resources

H-1
H-2

H-3

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 [ and II. December. Sheet 20.

State of California, Department of Conservation, Division of Mines & Geology.

1983. Mineral Land Classification: Ag gregate Materials in the Western San

Diego County Production Consumption Region: Special Report 153. Plate 20 (La
Jolla Quadrangle).

I. Recreational Resources

I-1

I-2

I-3

1-4

I-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 Vista Community Plan. January 19.

City of San Diego Department of Park and Recreation.

City of San Diego. San Diego Regional Bicycling Map.
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Additional Resources:

J. Population and Housing

J-1

J-2

X J-3

-4

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department.
June.

City of San Diego. 2000. Draft Progress Guide and Genera] Plan Housing
Element. FY 1999 — FY 2004. Planning and Development Rewew Department
August.

City of San Dlego 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 K-2
X K3

K-4

K-5

K-6

X K-7

X K38

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan, Planning Department,
June.

City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Communiﬁ/ Plan. January
19. :

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego

Metropolitan 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 & Assoc1ates Inc 2006. Traffic Study for San
Diego Mesa College . Maseh7 June 27,

L. Public Services

o—

City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department.
June.
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X L-2  City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January 1 ,.
19. - !

L-3 Other:

M. Utilities

X M-1 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Communigy. Plan. January
19.

- M-2 Other:
N. Energy

X N-1 State of California. Government Code §15814.30.

0. Water Conservation

" O-1 City of San Diego. 1989. Landscape Technical Manual. Planning Department.

0-2 Other:

P. Neighborhood Character/Aesthetics , .

P-1 City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department.
. June.

X P-2 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January
19, _

X P-3 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Community Plan. January 19.
P-4 Local Coastal Plan:
X P-5 Other: Site Visits

" Q. Cultural Resources

Q-1 City of San Diego. 1997. Historical Resources Guidelines.

Q-2 City of San Diego Archaeclogy Library.

Q-3 City of San Diego. Historical Site Board List.

Q-4 City of San Diego. 1993. Uptown Cultural Resource Inventory Volumes I-1H. '
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. 7 Q-5 Community Historical Survey:

X Q-6 Site Specific Report: Kyle Consulting. 2005. Cultural Resource Survey for the
Mesa College Facilities Master Pian, March.

R. Paleontological Resources

X R-1 City of San Diego. 1999. Paleontological Guidelines.

X R-2 Deméré, Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh. 1993, Paleontological Resources
County of San Diego. Department of Paleontology, San Diego Natural History

Museum.

X R-3 Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Peterson. 1975. Geology of the San Diego

Metropolitan Area, California, Del Mar, La Jolla, Point Loma, La Mesa, Poway,

and SW 1/4 Escondido 7 1/2 Minute Quadrangles, California Division of Mines
and Geology Bulletin 200. Plate 2A (La Jolla Quadrangle).

R-4 Kennedy, Michael P. and Siang S, Tan. 1977, Geology of National City. Imperial
Beach and Otav Mesa Quadrangles. Southern San Dieco Metropolitan Arca,
California, Map Sheet 29.

. | R-5 Site Specific Report:

S. Human Health/Public Safety/Hazardous Materials

sS4 County of San Diego Department of Environmental Health. 2003. Environmental
Assessment Listing. May.

$-2 County of San Diego Hazardous Materials Management Division.
S-3 FAA Determination.

S-4 State Assessment and Mitigation, Unauthorized Release Listing, Public Use
Authorized, 1995, '

S-5 State of California, Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics. 2002.
Airport Land Use Planning Handbook. January.

X S-6 Site Specific Report: Ninyo & Moore. 2005. Hazardous Materials Technical
Study. Mesa College Master Plan. April 18.
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The San Diege Community College District

Advantages and Disadvantages of Parking Locations A-G

Masa College Parking Structure Schematic Planning

Architects | Delawie Wilkes Rodrigues Barker
Project Ma. 01141

11.07.2002

Page 1 of %

Advantages — Parking Structure Location "A”
Genesse Avenug

Main access 1o parking siruciure is off of Geneses
Avenue, which helps reduce vehicular ioad into existing
campus parking areas.

Localion is not a desirable site for future buildings for
campus uses.

Location does no! displace any existing parking or
campus uses while under construction,

Has minimal visual impact on surroundmg residential
neighborhoods.

Pravides a parking area that is on lh.e appasite ead of
campus from the eastern remote surface lots.

Disadvantages — Parking Slructura Location “A"
Geneseg Avenus

+/- BY grade differance between lower lavel of parking
structure and perimeter campus roadway. This would
require a speed ramp appendage io get vehicies up 1o
campus roadway as well as a stair and slevator tower o
ge! people up to campus roadway level. The Campus
roadway at this location ig still +/- 40 lower than the main
campus building elevations.

Building in the canyon area would more than likely require
a full E.LR. and processing and approval time would
probably delay completion of construction beyond what is
desired by SDCCD and Mesa College.

Caost of canstruction wauld be cansidembly higher than a
mare traditionally Rat site.

A traffic signal would more than likely be required, which .

would increase the cost of this site by +/- $125,000.
Difficull site for construction staging areas.

Advantages - Parking Structure Location “8"
Norih Farking Lot

Location is nol a desirable site for Tulure buildings for
campus uses.

Location allows for top level of structure 10 be close 1o
campus elevation for convenient pedestrian bridge
access o campus.

Structura would be in the most popular parking location,
so students would have minimal adjustment whan using
this new parking structure.

Tradilional parking structure design that cauld be precast
eloments that would be most cost effective and time
effective lo construct.

Structure is easily expandable if a second struciure
should reed to be added in the future.

Disadvantages — Parking Structure !:nc.itlon “B"
North Parking Lot

Have lo over-puild by +f- 200 spaces fo accommodate
disptacement of surface parking.

Increases traffic load in main parklng area, which is not
desired.

Displaces parking while under construction.

Potentially visually obtrusive to residential neighborhood
to the north.

Restricled to long finear shape due by existing ulilities!

infrastructure running through site. Infrastructura cou!d be *

re-routed, but this would considerably increase the
construction cosL

Advantages — Parking Structura Location "C"
Foolbalt Field & Track

Location does not displace any existing parking while
under construction,

Provides one large single level of parking that is more
desirable to users.

Visually this design and location is uncbtrusive since it is
located below playing fields.

Provides for convenient parking Jocalion for both campus
buildings and playing field access.

Accass to parking is not pulled all the way inlo the north
surface lot. .

Disadvantagsas — Parking Structure Location “C”
Football Field & Track

Cost of construction would be considerably higher than a
more traditional structure due o ihe loads of the playing
fields located directly aver the parking.

Prainage form the playing fields above is more complex
and expensive to construct.

Playing fields would not be usable during construction.
The existing track, grandstand and support structures
would have to ba demolished and replaced adding to the
cost of construction,

The grade leve! of the parking area is well below the main .

campus elevation creating inconvenient access from
parking to campus buildings,

The only reasonable access point is on the north end of
the structure, which brings vehicles farther into the site
than is desired.

Placing a structure in this area minimizes the potential for
lpcating any future buildings in this area.
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Advantages and Disadvantages of Parking Locations A-G

Mesa College Parking Structure Schematic Planning

Architects | Delawia Wilkes Rodrigues Barker
Project No. 01141
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Advantages — Parking Structure Location "'D"

Marthaast Parking Lot

Location is not a desirable sile for future buildings for
Campus uses.

Traditional parking struclure design that could be precast
elements that would be most cost effective and time
effective to construct.

Access to parking is from multiple focations (3).

Disadvantages — Parking Structure Location “D”
Northeast Parking Lat

. Havae lo over-build by +/- 200 spaces 1o accommodale

displacement of surface parking.

Displaces parking while under construction,

Potentially visually obtrusive to residential neighborhood
to the north and easl,

Visually obtrusive to adjacent Muir Schoal,

Inconvenient access from parking lot to main campus
{most ramote parking location),

Advantages - Parking Structure Location “E”
Southeast Parking Lot

Location is not a desirable site for future buildings for
campus uses.

" Traditional parking structure design that could be precast

elements that would be most cost effective and time
effective to construct.

Structure is easily expandable if a secund structure
should need to be added in the future.

Potentially three access points into this parking area.
Vehicles parking in this area do not need to go beyond
the main campus entry intersection, This would reduce
traffic loads within the campus roadway loop.

Location is not visually obtrusive to nearby residential
neighborhoods and does not increase traffic at the
existing northwest entry point info the campus,

Disadvantages — Parking Structure Logatlon "E"
Southeast Parking Lot

Have to over-build by +/- 200 spaces to accommaodate
displacament of surface parking.

Inconvenient access from parking lot to main campus. A
traffic signal and/or pedestrian bridge would probably be
required to mitigate vehlcle and pedestrian access
conflicts,

Displaces parking while under construction.

May create additional congestion into main campus entry
{current freeway backup could be wirsenad if queuing
issues aren't resolved).

Advantages — Parking Structure Location “F"
Soccer [ Softball Fields & Tennis Couris

Location does not displace any existing parking while
under construction. :

Visually this design and localion is unobtrusive since it is
located below playing fields and lennis counts.

Provides one farge single levél of parking thatl is maore
dasirable {o usars.

Could be multiple lavels to increase parking count.
Provides for conveniant parking location for both campus
buildings and playing field access.

Access to parking is not pulled all the way inlo the
Campus.

Creates the opportunity for a more visually pleasing entry
into the campus with tha reorganization of the playing
fiedds and tennis courts.

Disadvantages — Parking Structurs Locatlon “E"
Soccer { Sofiball Fields & Tennis Courts

Cost of construetion would be considerably higher than a
more tradifional structure due o the loads of the playing
fields located directly over the parking.

Drainage form the playing fields above is moare complex
and expensive 1o construct,

Playing fields would not be usable during construction.
Placing a structure in this area minimizes the polential for
locating any future buildings in this area,
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Advantages — Parking Structure Locatien *G”
Baseball Fiald

Location does not displace any existing parking while
under construclion,

Provides one large single level of parking that is more
desirable to users.

Could be mulliple levels to increase parking count and get
baseball field closer to main campus elevation,

Visually this dasign and location is unobirusive since it is
located below ptaying fields.

Provides for conveniant parking location for both campus
buildings and playing field access.

Access lo parking is nol pulied all the way into the north
surface lot.

Disadvantages — Parking Structurs Location "G”
Basaball Field

Cost of construclion would be considerably higher than a
more tradilional structura due to the loads of the playing
fields localed directly over the parking.

Dramage form the playing fields above is more complex
and expansive 1o construct,

Playing fields would not be usable during construction.
Exisling support structures would have to be demalished
and replaced adding (o the cost of construction.

The grade level of the parking area is well balow the main
campus elevation creating incomvenien! access from
parking to campus buildings.

Tha only reasonable access point ts on the north end of
the structure, which brings vehicles farther into the site
than is desired.

Placing a structure in this area minimizes the potential for
locating any future buildings in this area.



ATTACHMENT D

MHPA BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT ALTERNATIVE
ON MESA COLLEGE CAMPUS



Mesa College Parking Structure Project
MHPA Boundary Adjustment Alternative
On Mesa College Campus

The proposed project would impact approximately 0.28 acre within the existing limits of the
MHPA, including 0.05 acre of southern mixed chaparral, 0.09 acre of non-native grassland, 0.09
acre of eucalyptus woodland, and 0.05 acre of disturbed habitat (Table 1, Figures 1 and 2). An
MHPA boundary “adjustment” is proposed to ensure that the biological Value of the MHPA is
not reduced and to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA.

Adjustments to the MHPA boundary may be made without amending the Subarea Plan or the
MSCP Plan in cases where the new MHPA boundary preserves an area of equivalent or greater
biological value. The final determination regarding the biological value of a proposed boundary
change would be made by the City per the MSCP Plan and with concurrence of the wildlife
agencies (Section 5.4.2 of the MSCP Regional Plan [August 1998]).

An MHPA boundary adjustment has already been approved by the City and Wildlife Agencies
that includes use of land in East Elliott. However, at the request of the City of San Diego
Planning Commission, another alternative that involves an MHPA boundary addition in the
vicinity of the project was considéred. This alternative includes the addition of a 0.42-acre area
located on land owned by the San Diego Community College District, lacated just east of
Genesee Avenue, as shown on Figures 1 and 3. This parce! contains the welland restoration area
proposed by the applicant as wetland mitigation for the project. The alternative MHPA addition
area is located 150 feet north of the existing MHPA (Figure 3); the intervening land, however, is
owned by the City of San Diego.

As stated on page 2 of the Initial Study, the wildlife agencies continue to support East Elliott. In
addition, the agencies could not support the 0.42-acre parcel because a portion of the area is
already proposed for mitigation (wetland restoration), and because the area is not immediately
connected’to the MHPA. While the San Diego Community College District would be willing to
create a larger area that extends well beyond the wetland restoration area, the disconnect with the
MHPA 1o the south would still exist. :



Mesa College Parking Structure Project Page2 .
MHPA Boundary Adjustment on Mesa College Campus
~ Tablel
MESA COLEGE PARKING STRUCTURE PROJECT
MHPA BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT ANALYSIS
FOR ON CAMPUS ALTERNATIE
MSCP | Vegetation Communi MHPA MHPA Net
TIER € mmunity Subtraction | Addition Difference
NA Riparian scrub - disturbed 0.00 0.13* +0.13*
I Coastal sage scrub . 0.00 0.13 +0.29
Coastal sage scrub — dist. 0.00 0.16
1 Southern mixed chaparral 0.05 0.00 - 0.05
Non-native grassland 0.09 0.00 - 0.09
Eucalyptus woodland 0.09 '
v 0.00 -0.14
Disturbed habitat 0.05
TOTAL 0.28 0.42* H).14*

* Includes 0.10 acre of riparian scrub to be enhanced as wetland mitigation.
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ATTACHMENT E

COMPARISON OF VEGETATiON AND SENSITIVE
RESOURCES IMPACTS



The following table compares the impact on vegetation and sensitive resources for March 3,
2006, June 28, 2006, and Sepgcmber 1, 2006, as a result of refinements to the proposed grading.
The vegetation and sensitive resources are shown on the following figures.

The figure dated March 3, 2006, also shows the originally proposed MHPA addition.

The northward shift (approximately 40 feet) of the MHPA can be observed by comparing the
figure dated June 28, 2006, with the figure dated September 1, 2006,

IMPACTS TO VEGETATION COMMUNITIES
' (acre[s])
IMPACTS
VEGETATION COMMUNITY | TIER Mar 3, 2006 rJun 28, 2006 [ Sep 1, 2006
Wetlands :
Cismontane alkali-marsh -- <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Disturbed wetland -- 0.01 0.01 0.01
. Uplands
Diegan coastal sage scrub 11 0.06 0.07 0.07
Southern mixed chaparral [A 0.55 0.52 0.53
Noi-native grassiand 1118 0.15 0.15 0.16
Eucalyptus woodland IV 0.5% 0.44 0.39
Non-native vegetation v 0.29 0.32 0.32
Disturbed.lisbitat IV 0.13 0.12 0.12
Developed Ynd , IV 2.79 2.37 2.30
TOTAL 4.57 4.00 3.90
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= 9% Qv SanDisgo Development Permit/| FORM
ax

= v (518 510 Appeal Application

1222 Fist Ave 39 Fioor Environmental Determination ‘.03«303_1

ManrcH 2007

See Information Bulletin 505, “Development Permits Appeai Procedure,” for information on the appeal procedure
1. Tgpe of Appeal:

LI Process IWD Degcision - Appeal ic Planning Commission ﬁ Environmental Determination - Appeal 1o City Council
Fl Prccess Thrae Dacision - Appeal to Planning Commission 'l Appeai of a Hearing Officer Decision to revoke a permit
I Process Four Decision - Appea! to City Councll

2 Appeilant Pilease check ong ' Applicant ' Officialiy recognized Planning Committee Xf“lnseres;ed Person” {(Per M.C. Sec
112.0108)
THE (LANBMoTHELS'

| Name

2fo Law OMNiex L ﬂf‘:«cc A. Shtiman q\

Cuy \ N
Aodress \&o [ B¢ (o Awe. 5 3 C ;&H Nt aStéa_:‘eJ Z[DgOde‘!Ll Telepnone <

S=~ Diegge Cow-.»wnuﬁhf Collece Outeicd Leffvete 23
4. Project Information ;

702 -8 Y
-[3. Applicant Name (As shown on the Parmi/Approval being eppeaied). Lomplete i difterent iro appelranz.

1
Permit/Evironmental Delarmination/d -PermiDosument Ne.: Date of Decision/Determination; | City Project Manager:

SCH 200512406 [Proy. Mo (39300 Marz b 2003 telene Dercher

Decision (describe the permitiapprbval decision): 2
Gco«snd—b&:.‘ﬁ.a—; eL CE QA

iﬁlﬂ%‘llﬁ;q“h

Dog ymenim=tion . AIEU\' = H‘\farmq}w Proe OLd‘c..Lu-\.ca;t* not

Supioded . Ser below .

I'S._Grounas for Appeal [Piaase check 1T Ehat 20PIY) -
“Z Foctual Smor (Prosess Tniee and Four socisians oniy) . = Pew information (Prosess Thess s6d Pows dedisions only)
Conflict with other matters (Process Three and Four oecisions only) ﬁ Crty-wuje :;ugn:ﬂcance (Process Four dacisfons only)
Findings Not Supported {Process Three and Four desisions anly)

Descrup‘non of Grounds for Appeal {Piease relaie your descnprfon to the aliowabie reasons for appeal as more fully described in
ter 11. Article 2, Division 5 of th Munici . Aftach additional sheels if necessary.)

Durne  the  DleloR recmpdicatipn of Afle

am.;.a/—r _CEAA  decomont  ntiw _jatrmaotio

Lué\f J"JML{)\,LKM bedn oL C D g fo_ b tfeadol
Ludeonce 4 Aie _ or

difleiourt (M pa cfof
ﬂ.o'{" ‘AA-LLA.DJT{'-’: kh-oug-\ . A e Ve
Counfi A tas ot

CEe Atwrcoed () Venlea Cluvplaint
(dated r(an]s3) -~ Zo pp.

() PC Lomnpment o tle,
(Aclea 3 6 fog) - £ bl

ol

/n—ﬂ
E. Appeltant’s SignarZ! ceﬁifgﬁ:irfl\ry of perjury tnat tne foregoing, inciuding all names ana addresses, is wge an.,acorre‘q m]
=
. . [ — i-— r-}
Signature: At T-t1-09 .

S

=D "
Date: ;;’ — Lo
) _;_ [
o L ——
. - [V
ST LT
Note: Faxed appeals are nat accepted. Appeal fees are non-refundable. o= A =R
Prinied on recycled paper. Visit our web site at www sandiegs govigevelgameni-services . L=’
L L . B , e om
Upon reguest, this information is available in alternative formats for persons with disanilitiss ~)
08-3331 (03-07)

i
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Craig A. Sherman, Esq. (SBN 171224)

LAW OFFICE OF CRAIG A SHERMAN/ - [ : o
1901 First Avenue, Suite 335 .-+ ri fiK'S OFRIDE prge e eni
San Diego, CA 92101 T . : R A
Tel: (619) 702-7892 08 HAR1T PH 315L e

Fax: (619)702-9291 ) e,
SAN DIEGO, CALIF. IR R EE I
Attorney for Plaintiff ' '

THE GRANDMOTHERS a &0 e i
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO — CENTRAL DISTRICT

Case No.:  37.2008-00078918-CU-MC-CTL

THE GRANDMOTHERS, z California )
unincorporated not-for-profit association, )
)
Plaintiff, 7 VERIFIED COMPLAINT
_ } FORDECLARATORY AND
V. )} INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
) .
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT,2 )
division of the Suate of Califomnia; and DOES ;
ONE through TEN, inclusive, )
Defendants, g
' )
I
INTRODUCTION
1. This action invoives the City of San Diego’s (“City™) actions to sell/confer lands

to San Diego Community College District (**SDCCD™), significant portions of which had been
dedicated in perpetuity as Kearny Mesa Park. SDCCD is utilizing the land purporiedly
acquired from City to constructﬁ large parking structure, and associated facilities, 10 encroach
into the dedicated parklands. ‘

2. By conveying said lands and approving the planned use as a parking structure,
City and SDCCD have acted in violation of both the San Diego City Charter as well as zoning

restrictions in the San Diego Municipal Code.
-1-
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3. Plaintiff alieges herein that both City and SDCCD are violating said laws, and
therefore seeks declaratory and injunciive relief to have this Court order Defendants to cease all
unlawful activity and conform further activity to the applicable laws going forward.,

IL
GENERAL FACTUAL AND JURISDICTIONAL ALLEGATIONS

4, Plaintiff, THE GRANDMOTHERS (“Grandmothers™ or “Plaintiff’"), is a
Caiifornia unincorporated not-for-profit association based in San Diego, California, aiong with
its members and supporters,.most of whom reside in the City of San Diego. Grandmothers has
collectively formed and united for the purpose of preserving neighborhood values, the sanctity
of community, and ensuring strict and good faith compliance with the laws, regulations and
ordinances adopted to preserve the same. Plaintiff has standing 1o enforce such laws that are
designed to érorcct against inappropriate development, degradation of community values, and
harm to dedicated parkland, which they use. rThe actions of City and SDCCD have had, and
will continue to have, le:tr".m.:‘.nzai impalts on Plaintiff, its members, and agenis, who reside in
and around the City of San Diego and the proposed project site, or all those who visit the
Kearmy Mesa Park area. _

5: Defendant CITY OF SAN DIEGO (“City”) and DOES ONE through FIVE is a
local government agency an.d subdivision of the State of California, by way of city charter.
charged with complying with applicable provisions of state law. the San Diego City Charer,
and Municipal Code of this local subdivision. The city council is the duly constitﬁtcd
legistative body and final decision-making administrative body in the City, and is chareed with
the duty of ensuring, among other things, that all applicable federal, state and iocal laws are
fully and faithfully obeyed and implemented. For the purposes herein, the “City” includes all
of its departments, officers, and appointed and elected representatives charged with the duties
and obligations as éileged herein. City, through its respective officers, departments, elected
officials, and the final action of its city’council and administration by City’'s executive staff and
departments, has and is allowing the described actions and conduct which is the subject of this
titigation.

.7,
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6. Defendant, SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT and DOES
SIX through TEN (*SDCCD"), is a subdivision of the State of California, governed by a
locally elected Board of Trustees, and alleged to be the current proponents, project applicants
and/or owners of the lands which are the subject of this litigation. Plaintff is currently

unaware of any other primary proponents, applicants and/or landhoiders who stand to be

|| directly affected by this litigation but will amend this complaint at a later time that such

persons.or entities become known, consistent with the faws of this State for adding DOE
defendants. |

7. This lawsuit has been commenced within the time limits imposed for actions
under the California Code of Civil Procedure for violations of statute, and which are made
applicable to the City by its codes or ordinances or by. the general laws of this State.

8. Venue and jurisdiction in this Court are proper pursuant to the California Code
of Civil Procedure for Defendants residing, and matters relating Lo subject property located,

Wililiil {1¢ LOUIT 5 jurisdiciioit.

II.
THE SAN DIEGO CITY CHARTER AND
OTHER LAW GIVING RISE TO THIS ACTION

9. Section 55 of the San Diego City Charter, entitled *Park and Recreation”, reads
I pertinent part.

All real property owned in fee by the City heretofore or hereafler
formally dedicaied in perpetuity by ordinance of the Council or by statute
of the State Legislature for park, recreation, or cemetery purposes shall
not be used for any but park, recreation or cemetery purposes without
such changed use or purpose having been first authorized or later ratified .
by a vote of two-thirds of the qualified electors of the City voling at an
election for such purpose.

10.  Chapter 13, Article 1, Division 2 of the San Diego Municipal Code, entitied
“Open Space Base Zones™, says that the purpose of Open Space Zones is to “protect lands for

outdoor recreation, education, and scenic and visual enjovment; to control urban form and

23
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design; and 1o facilitate the preservation of environmentally sensitive fands.” SDMC

§131.0201.
Il. Zones designated “OP-1-1" and “OP-2-1" prohibit primary uses that consist of -

either “Permanent Parking Facilities” or “Temporary Parking Facilities.”

IV,

ADDITIONAL FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS GIVING RISE TO THIS ACTION

12. Plaintiff hereby reaIleges. and incorporates by reference 4§ [-11 above, as
though fully set forth herein. _

13. On or about May and July of 1964, City enacted Ordinance Nos. 9024 and 9050
to dedicate in perpetuity large portions of Pueblo lands owned by City as public park lands.
The Ordinances created what is today known as Kearny Mesa Park. A true and correct copy of
said ordinances containing the full and currcﬁt legal descriptions of the park is attached 1o this |
complaint as Exhibit A. .

4. Oneor abéu{ June 2005, SDCCD’s Board of Trustees approved a Facilities
Master Plan for its Mesa College Campus that included the construction of a new parking
structure. The majority of the land where the proposed parking structure was to be built was
then owned by City, and lied adjacent to the north of Kearny Mesa Park.

15, On or about August 2005_ and again in September of 2006, the Linda Vista
Planning Committee voted to recommend denial of the parking structure project.

16. At the City Council Meeting of January 8, 2007, City Staff prepared a report
recommending approval of the site development permit, adjustment of the planned area
boundary. and vacation of a public right-of-way in connection with the project. City Council
voted in favor to adopt. the resolutions, and allow SDCCD's project to move forward. The final
action by City does not allow any permanent encroachment or use of Kearmy Mesa Park, and
the final approved and circulated environmental review document conducted under CEQA
(Cal. Public Resources Code § 21000 et seq.) did not disclose any temporary or. permanent

impacts occurring 10 Kearny Mesa Park.

4.

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
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17.  The Project is presented and based on a survey commissioned by SDCCD (by
private consultant and surveyor Latitude 33) that shows a version of boundary lines between
Kearny Mesa Park and the project site where no encroachment was to take place.

18. On or about October of 2007, a local shrveyor completed an onsite, physical
survey of the lands making up Keamy Meéa Park and produced maps in accordance therewith.
The October survey and associated maps correspond to the original Kearny Mesa Park maps
created when the park was dedicated in 1964, A true and correct copy of said survey is
attached hereto as Exhibit B.

19.  Shortly thereafier Plaintiff compared the October survey and boundary maps
with the sﬁrvey commissioned by SDCCD and used by the City in their decision making
process. The October survey proved that the survey SDCCD and City were relying on was
erroneous and, as it was"conﬁgured, the project area encroaches into an area of the dedicated
Keamy Mesa Park, which is used and er_ljoyed'by Plaintiff and the people of the City and State.
tands.

20.  To date, Grandmothers has written and petitioned several City and State
officials regarding the errors and the violz_itions of law that they entail. 'Despite their best

efforts, the project has moved ahead, with the early stages of grading starting to cause

significant interference and disturbance within Kearny Mesa Park.

V.
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION — COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY

AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
(Violation of San Diego City Charter Section 55)
21.  Plaindff hereby realleges and incorporates by reference §§ 1-20 above, as

though fully set forth herein.

22. Plaintiff is beneficially interested in the issuance of a declaration of Jaw and .

injunction by virtue of the proposition of facts and law set forth herein.

.5
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23. Plaintiff has a clear, present and beneficial right to the proper performance by
City and SDCCD of its duties and compliance with the laws and legal principles as set forth
herein. Plaintiff has no plain, speedy or adequate remedy in the ordinary course of the law
other than the relief herein spught.

24, The declaratory relief requesied herein is proper to delineate and clarify an
actual controversy relating to the legal rights and duties of the réspcc{ive parties. Without the
grant of declaratory relief and the granting of an injunction, the City and SDCCD will continue

to proceed in a manner not allowed by law and will continue to take action outside of their

|| authority resuiting in harm to Piaintiff and the citizenry of the San Diego community for whom

this litigation is brought.

25, Through the use of erroneous surveys and maps, City has knowingly or
unknowingly transferred land to SDCCD that was dedicated as a public park in perpetuity by
Ordinance Nos. 9024 and 9050. |

26. This ransfer of this {and by City, and subsequent use by SDCCD for non-park
or recreation purposes, without the required authorization or ratification of the voters, isz
direct violation of San Diego City Charter, Section 55.

27. By these actions, the City and SDCCD have violated, and continue to.violate‘
the San Diego City Charter, which by law, operates as the suprerﬁe law of the City and has the

force and effect of any and all legislative enactments. A declaration of law and permanent

'injunction is necessary to require City and SDCCD to remedy this unlawful practice and

prevent further violation.

VL
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION - COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY

AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

{Violation of the San Diego Municipal Code, Chapter 13, Article 1, Division 2)
28. Plaintiff hereby realleges and incorporates by reference §§ 1-27 above, as

though fuily set forth herein.

-6-
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29, Plaintiff is beneficially interested in the issuance of a declaration of law and .
injunction by virtue of the proposition of facts and law set forth herein. -
30.  Plainuff has a clear, present and beneficial right to the proper performance by

City and SDCCD of its duties and compliance with the laws and legal principles as set forth

| herein. Plaintiff has no plain, speedy or édequate remedy in the ordinary course of the law

other than the relief herein sought. |

31.  The declaratory relief requested herein is proper to delineate and clarify an
actual controversy relating to the legal rights and duties of the respective parties. Without the
erant of declaratory relief and the granting of an injunction, the City and SDCCD wili conﬁnuc
to proceed in a manner not-allowed by law and will continue to take action outside of their
authority resulting ir harm to Plaintiff and the citizenry of_the San Diego community for whom
this litigation is brought.

32.  Through the approval and implementation of the parking structure project, City

and SDCCD have worked in concert o violzaie (he appiicabie zoning iaws set forth by the San

Diego Municipal Code.

33.  Chapter 13, Article 1, Division 2 of the San Diego Municipal Code, entitled
“Open Space Base Zones™., says that the purpose of Open Sp-ace Zones 1s 10 “protect lands for
outdoor recreation, education, and scenic and visual cnjoymcr;t', to control urban form and
design; and to facilitate the preservation of environménta[l y sensitj vellands.” SDMC
§131.0201. Zones designated “OP-1-1" and “OP-2-1" prohibit primary uses that consist of
either “Permanent Parking Facilities” or “Temporary Parking Facilities.”

34.  SDCCD's planned parking structure is situated within zone OP-1-1 and/or OP-2-
t. and as such is a direct violation of the permissible uses established by the Municipal Code.
A true and correct copy of an excerpt (blowup) of the relevant and aforesaid zoning district
boundaries, as set forth on City’s official zoning maps, is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

35.  Plaintiff requests a declaratory judgment that both: (a) the conduct of City in

‘approving the parking structure project, and b.) SDCCD's construction of the project, were -

.7
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violations of the aforementioned municipal law. A declaration of law and permanent injunction

is necessary to require the City and SDCCD to discontinue such conduct and unlawful practice,

VIL
PRAYER FOR RELIEF

- WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully prays for judgment as follows:
1. That this Court find that by transferring dedicated parklands aﬁd making the
fina! approvals of SDCCD'’s project, City has not proceeded in a manner required by law;
2. That this Court find that by basing project app;ications OR £TTONSoUS surveys and

proceeding with the construction of the project, SDCCD has not proceeded in 2 manner
required by law;

3. That until such time as Plaintff’s above claims can be adjudicated by this Court,
SDCCD and City be enjoined, restrained and/or City‘s January 8, 2007 decisions be stayed
{rom iaking effeci io preserve ihe siatus quo and prevent frustration of :‘;Iaimif:"'s and the
public’s rightful claims and right to judicial review;

4, For Plainuiff’s claims for declaratory and injunctive relief, that this Court order,
describe, and declare the proper interpretation and application of taw(s} which are the subject
of this fawsuit, and grant an injunction ordering the City and SDCCD 1o abide by the same; |

5. That Plaintiff be awarded its reasonable costs incurred in this action, including
attorneys' fees under Cal. Code of Civil Prbccdure § 1021.5 for this matter brought in the

public interest; and,

6. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

LAW OWMG A. SHERMAN
4—J\/|/L_

CRAIG A. SHERMAN
- Auorney for Plaintiff
THE GRANDMOTHERS

Dated:  February 28, 2008-

.8-
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VIIIL.
VERIFICATION

I M;ﬂ/ﬁ é,% YDIZREE e authorized representative of the plaintiff

|| oreanization, The Grandmothers, hereby verify this VERIFIED-COMPLAINT FOR

DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF pursuant to Caiifornia Code of Civil Procedure
Section 446, The facts herein alleged are trué of my own knowledgé, except as to the matters
that are based oﬁ information and belief, which [ believe to be true. I declare under the penalty.
of perjury under the laws of California that the above foregoing is true and correct and that this

verification was executed on the below stated date in San Diego County, California.

Dated: Febru aryg_ 2008

L

By: 2~ ' o~ "
Authorizs{fReprescntati ve of
THE GRANDMOTHERS

9.
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e.and enjoynen., and: to that end:

to nave said portioqt of Pueblo L&ndu raserved and - dadicated

rnrever to the _'bli ”use as and for & public park tn: said

Clty; HOW, rxznmnx,'_.'_ _
BE I ORDAINED by the cOuncil of The Cilty of San Diego,

28 followa-

Scétionfl That all those certelin pcrtions of Pueblo Iands

belonging to and oﬁned:by Tha Clty of San Diego, Calirornia,

loc&ted and being in aaid City of San Dlego, County of San Diego,

State of Californin, and comprising the rollowing deserived prop-
erty, namely: '

AXl those.portions of Pusblo Lots 1203 and 1204 or
the- Pueblo. lends of: S&n: Diego, in the Jity off San
Diego, ~County of .San Diego, State of California,
according cc the- Hag,thc*ec- nada by James Pazscoe

1z 1870,; ai copy €I thich: Map was filed. in the Office
of the’ Recorder of said %an Diego County, on November
14, 19215 and is’ knoyn ‘a8 Miacellaneous Map No. 36,
more particularly described as followa:

Begirning at the lot corner common to Pueblo Lote
1197, 1198, 1203 and 1204; thence North 83%° 05' 45"
weet 1318, 66 feet (Record Morth 83° 09: 20" West
1319.14 feet); thence continuing North 89° 05' 45"
West 47.26 feet to & polnt in the are of a 2060.00
foot radius cuwrve, concave Southwesterly,. ragial’
of which beare North T4° 29r¢ 18" Eas* to aaid potnt;
thente Northwesterly along the arc of maid curve
through 2 central angle of 15° k? 54", 568.01 reet;
thence North 25° 34' 46" West, 429.02 feet to &
polint in the arc of & 100.00 root radius curve, con-
cave Southegsterly, a radial of which bedrs: South
647 25 14" Weat Lo sald polinl; thence Nartawasterly,
Hortherly, and Northeasterly along tne are of sald
cuzrve, thprsugh a centrzl angle of 37" 14 2%,
152.28 rcet to 3 point 20 compound survatdre, oo



which poznt & rtdl&l of en 1140.00 roo: redives 2urve,

i y .
OO ]360 : concave, Southeasterly, besra Korth 227 43' 38" west;
" thence- Rorthenstcrly 1long tne arc of galid curve,
201,76 feet;

through & central ‘angle of 1C° 08! 26“

theroce tangent” torsgid curve Korth 77° 18' 48" East
852.81" feet=to a paint in the arc of & 2060.00 foot
ragfus curve,. cONCAve. Horth:enterlr, & radial af which
bedrs Squth 12°% 411 12" Rast to"ssid polnt; inance

‘ Nor*haasterly glong tha dre off snld epnve, through a
23" a-dlstance of 356,77

centrali angig of-097 55 237
feet; -thence Xorth: 6? 23‘ 25" Bant & “alstance of
421: OT feet to. & painc In tne sr< of & 1340,00. foot
rndi k*curvs,L easav=\Southlrlr,_ -adlal of which
orFthi 22197 367 135" 'WeSt} to; seid point; thence
nartheaaterly and: Eanterly. ;lnns the aru of aaid
curve,hth:uugh ‘B oentraly angle QL 295 564 37", 700.30
feety. thanes-HOFEALOT:" 20 ¢ 021 East: (Record Nortk
o7° 1§E o2% E&lt) 9. t&et 0 a: point in tha are
of a*13%3, 00 oot radius curve,. conczve Southwesterly,
a radial of which bears Horth O7° 20t 02 Esat. {Record
Korth O7.° 14% ¢g2% RBset} %o sdid polint; thence Bzst-
erly ‘end Soug hcastarly elong: tha arc of sald curve,
through a central angle of 19° 34! 46", g distence
of 457,06 feet to a point of compound curvature, %o
wnich paint a&.radial bears North 26° 44 48" gset
{Record ¥orth 26% 39% O4™ RBast), beiug a point in the
arc of & 20.00 foot radius curve, concave Southwest-
arly; thence Southexsterly snd 3outherly slong the
arc of rald gurve,. through a centr&l le of 96 25!
48", 33.06 feet; thénce South 33° lalzgg" West (Record
South 33° 0GF.31" Wert) 1082.20 feet; thence North
B9® 09% 15" West (Reoord Horth. BG* 35' 00" West)

o0t 55¢ ""5" 'I'a-u \Rbuord

E2R Ol femt: thence: Soutin 00 _Du
feet to the Point of

South 0025 007 West) 579.58
Beginning,

be, Bnd the same are hereby set seide 2nd dedicated for the

public wse aof tne pecple of sald The Clty of San Diego Icrever,
o -be used 22 = suhlizc nark In =ald City, and that the same

ahall be hareefter usst o no other purposs.

That seld deasribed land be, and the samx Ls heareby declared
now and forever to be in trust by said The City of San Diego far

tne use ol & pubdl’c park, and for no cther use or differsnt pur-

pose whatever,
X hereln dadicated be, ang the same

Sectlion 2. That &aid par
18 nereby named “XZARMNY X

Section 3, That the Cilty Clerk of The City of San Dlego

and he i{s hareby authorized and directed to file far record

tne office &I the County Recerder of =8id Ceountyv of San Diszgo,

2r Celifornia, & cartilied ci v of this -rdinancs.
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. 3 x::.on 4. This ordina.nce sha.l.l *-gxe effect and be in

rorce ca the thir"y-first da.y r-on md after 1ts passeage.

Presentad by ” //j, ’/f %

APPROVED: EDWARD T. EETTLER, City Attomey

By . //—"/% /J
‘ -/Joo?pn D.- P..te_.‘Llo, D&pu..y.

A
e
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JUPirJt <4 o -3-
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mAﬁmﬁﬁm,'&'&mmﬂdmcxwdmm
&z f2lloms: . | -

wmx.'mmwmammmum
Ercsn Pori® somtrined in Ssstion 1 of O-¢imame Ha. 9028 atoptad
by the Coun=11 of Tho City of Sem Disgs on K=y 25, 195%, rexfing

ac followe:s: .
"thensa Porth 25° 30 A5™ Hest, 423,02 fect
to a point in the arc of & 200.00 foot redias ssroe’

m.mmmumwwmmmmmm

Iallows: )
Sthense parth 25° 3%¢ &6" Weat, 452,08 fect
to & point in the ere of ¢ 200.00 foot redino coove,”

Bectiss 2. Thet the City Clezhk of The City of Son Diego bs,
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T NOTICE TO DEFENDANT:

[AVISO AL DEMANDADO}): ‘
ITY QF SAN DIEGO; SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE

DISTRICT, a division of the State of Cali fornia; Ciun

and DOES ONE through TEN, inclusive,

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: S
{LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE}: b
THE GRANDMOTHERS, a California unincorporated not~for-
profit assoclation

. You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS aftar this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a
copy served on the plaintiff, A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form if you want the
court to hear your case, There may be a sourt form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more
Information at the Cafifornia Courts Online Self-Hetp Center (www.courtinfo.ca.govisealfheip), your county law fibrary, or the courthouse
nearest you, If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver form. 1f you do not file your response on time, you may
lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property may be taken without further waming from the court,

There are other legal requirements. You may want to call an attomey right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an
attorney referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligibte for free legal services from a nonprofit legal services
program. You can locate these nonprofit groups at the California Legal Services Web site {(www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California
Courts Online Self-Help Canter (www.courtinfa.ca.goviselfhelp}, or by contacting your local court or county bar association.

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO despuéds de que le entreguen esta citacién y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escrito
&n esta corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandante. Una carta o una flamada felefénica no lo protegen. Su respuesta por
escrito tiene que estar en formato legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en la corte. Es pesible que haya un formulario que usted
pueda usar para su respuests. Puede encontrar estos formularies de Ja corte y mids informacién en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de
Callfornia {www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp/espanol), en la biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en la corte gue le quede més cerca. Sino
puede pagar la cuota de presentacién, pida al secretario de la corte que le 0é un formuiario de exencién de psgo de cuatas. §i no preserta

£u recpunsta o Hamnp, nuede pordor of cese porincumplimisnte v lz cornte le poded guilsr su suclds, dinsro v Sienes 5in ini4s adveriencia,

Hay otros requisitos legales, Es recomendable que llame a un abogrado inmediatamente. S/ no conoce a un abogado, puede fiamar a';:n
servicio de remisién a abogados, Si no puede pagar a un abogada, es posibie que cumpla con los requisitos para obtener servicios
legales gratuitos de un programs de servicios legales sin fines de lucra, Puede encontrar estas grupoes sin fines de lucro en el sitic web de
Californiz Legal Services, (www. lawhelpealifornia.org), en ef Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Callfornia,

{www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp/espancly) o poniéndose en contacto con la corte 0 ¢f colegio de abogados locales.

The name and address of the court is: CASE NUMBER: !
(El nombre y direccidn de la corte es): Nimero del Cad ~2008-00078918-CU-MC-CTL
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

330 WEST BROADWAY

330 WEST BROADWLY

SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101

CENTRAL DIVISION
The name, address, and felephone number of plaintiffs attomey, or plaintiff without an attomey, is:

(E/ nombre, la direccin y ef numero de teléfono def abogade del demandante, © del demandante gue no tiene abogado, es):
Craig A. Sherman 615-702-7892 619-702-92%1

LAW OFFICE OF CRAIG A. SHERMAN

1801 First Avenue

San Diego, CA 92101 : R.Velz _

DATE: D9 a : Clerk, by . Deputy
{Fecha) FER 2 9 2008 (Secretario} ' (Adjunto)

(For proof of service of this summans, use Proof of Service of Summons {form POS-010).)

(Para prueba de enirega de esta citatién use el formularic Proof of Service of Summonsg, (POS-010)).
- NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served

fseall 1. "} as an individual defendant.

2. [T as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):

3. 77} on behalf of (specify):

under: |} CCP 416.10 (corporation) ' 1 CCP 416,60 (minar)

(1 CCP 41620 (defunct corporation) [ CCP 416.70 (conservatee)

L] 'CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) [ CCP 416.90 (authorized person)
[ other {spedify}: .

' 4. 1 by personal delivery on (date): . Page 1 of 1
Form Aopted for Mandatory Use D . . : 23l . Code of Gl Proceduns §5 £12.20, 4685
e SUMMONS utions
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
STREET ALDRESS: 330 Wast Bosdway

MAIUNG ADDRESS: 330 Waes! Brosoway T ’“:]\‘/E”“'
CITY ANG 5P CODE:  San Diago, CA 82101 - L', - |'-"," <!

R P iy
SRAS O HAE. St CLERK'S GFFICE

TELEPHONE HUMBER: [B19) 645-5054

U5 HER 17 PE 5 o2

PLAINTIFF(S) / PETITIONER(S):.  The Grandmothers
DEFENDANT(S) / RESPONDENT(S): GITY OF SAN DIEGO etal. SAN DIEGD, CALFF.
THE GRANDMOTHERS VS. CITY OF SAN DIEGO i 2
GASE NUMBER:
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT 37-2008-00078918-CU-MC-CTL
Judge: Luis R. Vargas o Department: C-63°

COMPLAINT/PETITION FILED: 02/29/2008

CASES ASSIGNED TO THE PROBATE DIVISION ARE NOT REQUIRED TO COMPLY WITH THE CIVIL
REQUIREMENTS LLISTED BELOW

[T IS THE DUTY OF EACH PLAINTIFF (AND CROSS-COMPLAINANT) TO SERVE A COPY OF THIS NOTICE WITH
THE COMPLAINT (AND CROSS-COMPLAINT).

ALL COUNSEL WILL BE EXPECTED TO BE FAMILIAR WITH SUPERIOR COURT RULES WHICH HAVE 2EEN
PUBLISHED AS DIVISION Il, AND WILL BE STRICTLY ENFORCED.

TIME STANDARDS The following timeframes apply to general civil cases and must be aghered (o unless you have
requested and been granted an extension of time. General civil consists of all cases except: Small dlaims appeals,

petiions, and uniawiul getainers.

COMPLAINTS: Complaints must be served on all named defendants, and a CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE (SDSC Civ-
345) filag within 60 days of filing. This is a mandatory document and may not be substiluted by the filing of any

other document.

DEFENDANT'S APPEARANCE: Defendant must generally appear within 30 days of service of the camptaint. (Plaintiff
may stipulate to no more than a 15 day extension which must be in writing and filed with the Court.)

DEFAULT: If the defendant has not generally appeared and ne extension has been granted, the plaintiff must request
-default within 45 days of the filing of the Cerlificate of Service.

THE COURT ENCOURAGES YOU TO CONSIDER UTILIZING VARIOUS ALTERNATIVES TO LITIGATION,
INCLUDING MEDIATION AND ARBITRATION, PRIOR 7O THE CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE. MEDIATION
SERVICES ARE AVAILABLE UNDER THE DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROGRAMS ACT AND OTHER PROVIDERS.

SEE ADR INFORMATION PACKET AND STIPULATION.

YOU MAY ALSO BE ORDERED TO PARTICIPATE IN ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO CCP 1141.10 AT THE CASE
MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE, THE FEE FOR THESE SERVICES WILL BE PAID BY THE COURT IF ALL PARTIES
HAVE APPEARED IN THE CASE AND THE COURT ORDERS THE CASE TO ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO CCP
1141.10. THE CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE WILL BE CANCELLED iF YOU FILE FORM SDSC CIV-359

PRIOR TO THAT HEARING

SDSC CIV-721 (Rov. 11-06) P
: NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT



. CRAIG A. SHERMAN

0 0 I3 b 7 ' ' LAW OFFICE OF CRAIG A. SHERMAN
1901 FIRST AVENUE, SUITE 335 (37 (% T (/I
SaN DIEGO. CA 92101.2811 ~. == = b ] Bt
i o LERR T GrriCE

SHERMANLAW @ AOL.COM

ARYT pH oo
TELEPHONE 08 Hﬁ% { P,ﬁ SRY4 FaCSIMILE
(619) 702-7852 ‘ (619} 702-9291

March 6, 2008 . ' : .

Via Facsimile (619) 321-3200
Via Email: planningcommission @sandiepo.gov
Followed By Hand Delivery

Hon. Chair Barry Schultz and Members
Pianning Commission

CITY OF SAN DIEGO

1222 First Avenue, 4th Fioor

San Diego, CA 92101-4155

Re:  Comments on Mesa College Drive Amendment:

[ T Py S JPRPURNE YUY SRS A PO i f U T S JUR
FACLLEL LTI INYEW LU UL INCHLET LY Ll VI Uil uuyuuo
\

Project No. PTS 139300

To the Hon. Chair and Members of the Planning Commission:

These comments are presented on behalf of the public interest group The Grandmothers and
other interested community groups and persons who reside, visit, use, and/or recreate in and

near the subject project site.

The below comments are provided in response to both (1) recent information obtained that
there are new and previously unknown and undisclosed environmental impacts which now
necessitate re-study of major aspect of the entire project in a new CEQA document, and (2)
the Notice of Public Hearing regarding consideration of amending Site Development Permit

No. 485233.

New Information About Significant Environmental Impacts not Previously Studied; a

New or Amended CEQA Document Should Now Re-Studv Major Aspects of the Project

As the Commission should be aware, my clients have recent obtained information that the
surveys conducted for the project by the San Diego Community College District (SDCCD) are
substantially flawed. As it now appears, the project will substantially encroach into Kearny
Mesa Park, not only for incidental grading, but for permanent loss of citizens' parkland, and
destruction of city-qualifying heritage and landmark trees.

Based on faulty and incorrect information provided to the City of San Diego by the SDCCD,
city-designated parkland stands to be forever impacted in 2 significant and adverse way.


http://OAOL.COM
mailto:commission@sandiepo.eov
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Planniang Commission

Any permanent loss of parkland would be and is a violation of the City Charter § 55. In fact,
my client recently filed a lawsuit for declaratory and injunctive relief against the City of San
Diego on February 29, 2008 (S.D. Super. Ct,, Case No. 37-2008-78918) to halt further
encroachment and permanent park destruction.

The City has been duped by the SDCCD whereby faulty and unverified surveys have
incorrectly shown where the college project would be, but the survevors never verified, paid
attention, and gave credence to the historic and firmly planted location of Kearny Mesa Park.

The resulting new, unforeseen, and previously undisclosed environmental impacts are
NUIMerous. '

(1) First, there are permanent 1mpa~,ts to city parks that were never anticipated,
considered, or approved. The prior MND! clearly stated and concluded that
“there would be no impacts to Kearny Mesa Park.”

{2) Second, a subsianiial number of large malure irees qualifying for designation
as heritage or landmark trees under City's Municipal Code have already been
removed. In the path of fenced and impending construction areas are yet
additional trees to be lost. Anticipating no impacts to this park area, the prior
CEQA document neither addressed the values of the environmental foliage, the
types of trees 10 be.y impacied, and whether and how such historic designated
trees can be mitigated.

(3) Third, any permanent encroachment or loss of city parkland reqguires a vote of
two-thirds of the electorate of the City of San Diego according to City Charter
§ 55. Additionally, encroachment of any of the area near or into the park for
the construction and maintenance of a parking garage is forbidden by the City’s
current OP-2-1 and OP-1-] zoning within the project area.

These violations of the City Charter and the City's Zoning Code (Municipal Code) were not
previously known, not studied, and amount to new information that needs to be studied in a
revised, amended or new appropriate CEQA environmental review document,

According to CEQA, after preparation of a negative declaration, subsequent or supplemental
environmental review is required if any of the statutory triggers for preparation of a
subsequent or supplemental EIR exist. (CEQA Guidelines § 15162(b}; Cal. Pub. Res. Code §
21166) New notice, circulation and public review are required in the same manner as the
prior adoption of 2 negative declaration (CEQA Guidelines § 15162(d)) or, as may prove
necessary, an EIR. .

! Mirigated Negative Declaration prepared pursuant to CEQA, Cal. Public Res: Code §§ 21000 et seq.
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In this case, the standards for further environmental review are met according to CEQA
Guidelines § 15162(a}(1)(2)& (3) with new information not reasonably attainable before, and
substantial changed conditions under which, the project is now being undertaken. Frankly
speaking, how could anyone expect or believe a government entity's survey for a land
conveavance be so flawed so as to give away irrevocably dedicated parkland? In this case, the
“survey proved to be unverified and not done in accordance with generally accepted and
required surveying standards. It was not unti] grading and tree removal commenced that
independent studies and surveys had to investigate the ongoing misconduct.

Common sense, faimess, protection of the public’s rights and CEQA mandate that the college
project be put on hold pending further environmental review, disclosures, and determinations.

Changes to Mitigation Measures After Project Approval are Disfavored: Removal of the -

Turn Lane Mitication Measure Would Potentiallv Result in Significant Environmental
Effects

The contemplaied action 1o eliminate an important mitigation measure is a classic bait-and-
switch action which was included in the initial project to satisfy and appease public concern.
The project gained substantial favor and non-opposition because of such measure. Now, the
mitigation measure and public amenity is being removed after the project has gained
momentum and been approved. This was a concept and doctrine expressly denounded by the
California Supreme Court in Laure] Heights Improvement_Assn v. Regents of Univ. of Cal,
(1988) 47 Cal.3d 376. With removal of the mitigation measure, the City of San Diego will
now ultimately bear the costs of improving circulation and signalization when the SDCCD
should be doing so in association with its project.

Notwithstanding the above principles of fairness and proper allocation of development costs,
the elimination of the mitigation measure is wrong and not supported as a matter of law or
fact. Personal obsarvations and verifiable traffic data at the two most nearby intersections
confirm that there are already significant traffic issues (LOS D and LOS E) around the subject
intersection during school-related peak hours. Similar to the defective survey conducted by
the SDCCD, the traffic studies are just as facially flawed. The wraffic studies for the project
were done on a day and/or time of day where little or no school traffic existed.?

: The traffic study’s findings of LOS A and LOS B at the subject intersection are flawed
because, as the study acknowledged, (1) there was no traffic delay going onto campus -
and there was ample parking, (2) the parking lot was half-full on the day observed, and
(3) the traffic counts show vehicles leaving the campus is less than what came onto .
campus. Where do the remainder go? Do they have a secret way out? Additionally, if
there is no traffic or crowded conditions during “peak” hours, what is the need for
parking structure? '



http://Cal.3d.376
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While an ordinary peak traffic count might be 4:30 p.m., the college district's campus rush is
between 2:30 p.m. and 3:30 p.m.. During such college pcak -time, the traffic from the college,
the Kearny Mesa Park and Kearny High School is backed up from Armstrong Street to Linda
Vista Road. It moves so slow, it may take three traffic signal changes to get through one
intersection, Cars get stuck in the number one lane at Ashford, making z left turn, which
disables the number one lane. The number two lane is the only lane useable and is blocked at
Linda Vista Road going to Highways 163 and 805. Other independent routine traffic counts
conducted by SANDAG and City of San Diego support that an LOS A or LOS B peak hour
conditions are untenable with intersections in either direction away from the subject proving

LOS D and L.OS E conditions are prcscnt

The Planning Commission should require the previously promised and required solution 10 an

old problem which continues to get worse. Approval now will be paid by the College. If put
off to a later date, the City will be responsible. Simple mechanics and engineering shows

Ashford Street has a traffic signal and the street 1s wide enough for a left turn lane which

'
%] n-:\ a2 ooy Yrran {nma canorafiATE 11 th s b
couig na oAl Ll Jopiha Gdulioy YL nge Juwu.un,

My client strongly encourages the City to retain and not alter or eliminate the current turn lane
mitigation measure. Doing so will only exacerbate traffic over both the current and projected
traffic conditions. Such a removal will result in a potentially significant adverse effect under

CEQA such that further environmental review (via a MND or EIR) and mitigation is

warranted.

Final Remarks

Thank you for considering the issues presented in this comment letter. Should you have any
questions concerning any of the points raised herein, please do-not hesitate to contact this
office. For all future proceedings, please place my name and this office on the notification list
for any administrative or legislative actions or hearings related to this SDCCD project.

Craig A. Sherman
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To the Hon Chair and Memben of the Plaming Comminion:
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other interesizd tommmnity praume and persons wha recide, visle, wae, and/oc resreste in and
near the gubiecy project sl
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