
AFTACHMENT 6 

000317 

San Oiego Community College District 
Facilities Management, Room 310 
3375 Camino del Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108-3883 (619) 388-6545 

ADDENDUM TO 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

Pursuant to: Caiifornia Environmental Quality Act (PRC 21165) and Guidelines for 
Implementation ofthe California Environmental Quality Act (CCR 15164) 

State Clearinghouse Number 2005121106 

nTTT* Tr^>/~"T ,. Mesa College East Ent"- and Parfcin" Gara~5 ^AN DIE^— nnMVyrrTMTTv 
COLLEGE DISTRICTVSDCCDT BOARD 15? TOUSTEETAPPROVAL 'of a 
revised Mitigation Monitoring and Reponing Program (MMRP) related to the 
deTelopment 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 canyorrat the western terminus of Mesa Collese 
Drive, south of the Mesa College campus proper, and north"of,X-ea;fny Mesa Park 
in the Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista communities in the<Sty 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 Lead Agency: The San Diego Community College District. 

Responsible Agency: The City of San Diego. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

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

• An eastbound left turn lane on Mesa Coilege Drive at Ashford Street shall be 
provided for interim and future conditions. 
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II. PROJECT BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION: 

Proiect 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 ofthe western end of Mesa College Drive; and 
D. Sale of 2.69 acres lo the SDCCD. 

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

An eastbound left turn lane on Mesa College Drive al Ashford Street shall be 
provided for interim and future condidons. 

Historical Perspective of the Mitigation Measure 

The following summarizes the developmenl 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 foliowing in Section VIII - Recommended 
Mitisation Measures: 

*c ' 

In order to provide more capacity and improved circulation on Mesa College 
Drive for the interim and future conditions, il is recommended that the projeci 
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 mm 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 Keamy High Educational Complex. 

Mesa Collese East Entrance and Parkins Garape ADD-2 Addendum lo Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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T h e 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 che City's 
CEQA thresholds for signincant impacls. See the following analysis. 

HI. 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 
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The roadway segment of Mesa College Drive between Armstrong Street and Ashford 
Street operates al 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 
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Based on the above levels of service, no mitigation is required for the eastbound traffic 
turning lefl from Mesa College Drive to Ashford Street. 

IV. DETERMINATION: 

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

Based upon a review ofthe 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 projecl is undertaken; and 

C. There is no new information of substantial importance to the project. 
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shall be suspended or measures to minimize noise impacls, 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 LeQ 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 5O0 feel 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 tSmpOniry nOrtHDO-iiu iwii iam iamz tm.^ tu^ yivjc^i snou uc yjuvmcu. 

• -A traffic control plan with temporary alignment, turn lanes, and parking restrictions 
shall be submitted 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 avaiiabie 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 Dieeo, CA 92108-
3883. 

DaviB Umstot, Vic^ Chancellor Aueust 7. 20G7 
Facilities Management Date of Addendum 
San Diego Community College District 
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
CITYOFSANDIEGO 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
PERMIT INTAKE. MAIL STATION 501 

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

PERMIT CLERK 
MAIL STATION 501 

ATTACHMENT S 

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

Site Development Permit No.'485233 
MESA COLLEGE DRIVE AMENDMENT 

Project Number 139300 
Amendment to'Site-Development Permit 324476" 

This Site Development Permit No. 485233 to amend Site Development Permit No. 324476, is 
granted-by the Planning Commission ofthe City of San Diego to SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE DISTRICT, Owner/ Permittee, pursuant to San Diego Municipal Code [SDMC] 
Section 126.0502. The 86.83 acre campus site is located at 7250 Mesa College Drive in the RS-
3 -7 zone ofthe Clairemont Mesa Community Plan area. The project site is legally described as 
all that portion of Pueblo Lot 1203 ofthe Pueblo Lands of San Diego according to map thereof 
made by James Pascoe in 1870. a copy of which filed November 14, 1921 and known as 
miscellaneous map number 36. 

Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Permit, permission is granted to SAN DIEGO 
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT, Owner/Permittee to amend Sue Development Permit 
No. 324476 (conditions number 9, 10. 11) to reference the Addendum to Mitigated Negative 
Declaration State Clearing House No. 2005121106. No other changes to SDP 324476 are 
authorized with this pennit. 

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

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

STANDARD REOUIREMENTS: 

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 ofthis permit as described in the 

Pase 1 of4 
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SDMC will automatically void the permit unless 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 extension is considered by the appropriate decision maker. 

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

a. The Permittee signs and returns the Permit to the Developmenl Services Department; 
and 

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

o. 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 
Depanment. All rights, responsibilities and obligations granted under Site Development Pennit 
No. 324476 shall remain in full force and effect except as provided herein. 

4. The utilization and continued use ofthis Pennit shall be subject to the regulations of this 
and any other applicable goyernrn_enta^agency. 

5. Issuance ofthis Permit by the City of San Diego does not authorize the Pennittee for this 
permit to violate any Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, regulations 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 ofthe conditions contained in this Permit have been considered and have been 
detennined to be necessary in order to make the findings required for this Pennit. It is the intent 
ofthe City that the holder ofthis Pennit be required to comply with each and every condition in 
order to be afforded the special rights which the holder ofthe Pennit is entitled as a result of 
obtaining this Permit. 

In the event that any condition ofthis Pennit on a legal challenge by the Owmer/Permittee 
ofthis 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 lhat body as to whether all ofthe findings necessary for the issuance ofthe 
proposed pemiit can still be made in the absence ofthe "invalid" condition(s). Such hearing shall 
be a hearing de novo and the discretionary body shall have the absolute right to approve. 
disapprove, or modify the proposed pennit and the condition(s) contained therein. 

Pase 2 of 4 
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ENVIRONMENTAL/MITICATION REOUIREMENTS: 

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

8. As conditions of Site Development Permit No. 485233, the mitigation 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 ENVRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS. 

9. The Owner/Permittee shall comply with the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reponing 
Program (MMRP) as specified in the Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration, State 
Clearing House Number 2005121106 satis factor}'to the Development Services Department and 
City Engineer. Prior to issuance ofthe first grading permit all conditions ofthe MMRP shall be 
adhered to the satisfaction ofthe City Engineer. All mitigation measures as specifically outlined 
in the MMRP shall be implemented for the following issue areas: 

a.3__ Biological Resources 
b.) Traffic' ' 

INFORMATION ONLY: 

•..Any pany on whom fees, dedications, reservations, or other exactions have been imposed 
as conditions of approval of this development permit, may protest the imposition within 
ninety' days ofthe approval ofthis development pennit by filing a written protest with the 
City Clerk pursuant to Califomia Government Code section 66020. 

APPROVED by the Planning Commission ofthe City of San Diego on March 6, 2008 
Resolution No. XXX. 

Pase3 of4 
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AUTHENTICATED BY THE DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

Bv 
Helene Deisher 

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

San Diego Community' College District 
Owner/Permittee 

o y 

By 

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

Pase 4 of 4 
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000326 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 Pennit 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 locaied at 7250 Mesa College Drive in the RS-1-7 zone ofthe Clairemont 
Mesa Community Plan area; 

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

WHEREAS, on March 6, 2008, the Planning Commission ofthe City of San Diego considered Site 
Deveiopment Pennii No. 4S5255 puisuaut to Uic Laiiu. Dcvciupraeni Code oi' the City of San Diego; 

XJQW' TKERJEFOPJE 

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 Pennit 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 ofthe proposed of 
Keamy Mesa Park to'the south. As proposed, the parking facility portion of the project wiil 
require grading a small portion of Keamy Mesa Park's slope. Since the Community College land 
is owned by the State of California, they have permitting authority for the parking structure. The 
City of San Diego will be permitting and regulating the grading and the public improvements 
associated wilh the realignment ofthe East entrance ofthe college. 

The scope ofthe original project approval has nol changed. The existing Mesa College campus 
and a major portion ofthe proposed campus expansion are located within the Clairemont Mesa 
Community Plan, which was adopted in 1989 and amended in January 1999. A portion ofthe 
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campus expansion is also located within the Linda Vista Community Plan, which was adopted in 
1998 and amended in January 1999. 

The impact ofthe 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 Detennination Thresholds and does nol require mitigation. This amendment to 
remove the mitigation requirement for the eastbound rum 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 Plans 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. 

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

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 paridng lot. The College's property lies immediately to the north and east ofthe proposed of 
Keamy Mesa Park to the south. As proposed, the paridng facility ponion ofthe project will 
require grading a small portion of Keamy Mesa Park's slope. Since the Community College land 
is owned by the State of California, they have permitting authority for the parking structure. The 
City of San Diego will be permitting and regulating the grading and the public improvements 
associated with the realignment ofthe East entrance ofthe college. 

The scope ofthe originaJ project approval has not changed. The proposed development as 
cunently designed will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, and welfare. 

The impact ofthe Mesa College Facilities Master Plan project at the intersection of Mesa College 
Drive al Ashford Street is not significant under the City's CEQA Significance Detennination 
Thresholds and does not require mitigation. 

Therefore removing the mitigation would nol be.detrimental to the public health, safety= and 
welfare. 

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

The project requires Site Deveiopment Pennit 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 developmenl 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 ofthe proposed of 
Keamy Mesa Park to the south. As proposed, the parking facility portion ofthe project will 
require grading a small portion of Keamy 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 structure. The 
City of San Diego will be permitting and regulating the grading and the publicimprovements 
associated with the realignment ofthe East entrance ofthe college. 

The original projecl was designed to comply with the regulations ofthe LDC, as allowed through 
a Site Developmenl Permit 

The impact ofthe Mesa College Facilities Master Plan project at the intersection of Mesa College 
Drive at Ashford Streel is not significant under the City's CEQA Significance Determination 
Thresholds and does not require mitigation. Therefore, removing the mitigation is consistenl with 
applicable regulations ofthe 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 
Pennit No. 485233, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof-

Develnnment Prnier,t Mflnacrer 
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 ofthe Meeting of 

January 17, 2006 
North Clairemont Friendshio Center 

P Jack Carpenter 
P Brandon Tappen 
P Francis "Jim" Knapp 
A Dave Konstantin- Treas. 

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

P Biliy Paul 
Brooke Peterson-Sec 

A Chris Rink 
P Thomas Schmidt 

P Donald Steele 
P Scott Wentworth 
P Mike Vinti 
P Alys Masek 

P - Present A - Absent 

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

Communicat ions f rom Committee 
Francis Knapp asked regarding the status of Clairemonnt Village. Another member commented 
that yes there was a new owner who had remarked the center and some businesses have moved 
out foliowing that. 
Bilty Paul apologized for his absences and informed the Committee that he is now Chair ofthe 
Balboa Citizens Advisory Committee. 
Susan Mournian informed the committee that there have been problems now with the hornless 
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. 

Communicat ions f rom 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 would be voting on a 2-hr. time limit ordinance at their Monday meeting 
and expect that it will be approved. 
Clark Houston made a brief presentation to the committee regarding a neighbor that a large 
mount of scrap metal, a motor home and a fifth wheel parked on his property. Mr. Houston has 
called code enforcement but a past Sams Club case allows motor homes to be parked long term 
The Committee offered some recommendations to help Mr. Houston improve the situation 
including looking at inoperative vehicle regulations and looking to see if the way the vehicles are 
parked violate any fire access codes. 

Modif icat ions to the Agenda 
Eleanor Mang noted that Jeff Rodgers would like to give a presentation regarding the status of 
Bay View Plaza. A motion was made to add the presentation to the Information Item part ofthe . 
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 minutes 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 would be similar to the Chieftans 
school sign. The Committee had questions regarding the intensity of the illumination of the sign 
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as well as the hours of operation. The applicants responded, that the sign is dimmabie and had 
anticipated that it would operate 24-hrs. a day. 

. Committee comments included the importance of meeting all electrical codes, improving the 
colors/quality of the sign graphics, and the sensitivity that should be given to the surrounding 
community at night. Jack Carpenter asked regarding the aggregate amount of signage and 
whether would still be in conformance with the sign ordinance if all the signs operated or 
proposed to be operated by the applicant were 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 aesthetically pleasing and there are many 
signs like that in the Clairemont area. The Committee discussed the need to let that type of 
quality of signs to continue to be put up in Clairemont. 
Eleanor Mang concluded by noting to the applicants that comments made at this meeting, do not 
guarantee anything when the applicant comes back for actual approval. 

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

Act ion Items 

201. Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage (Constance Carroll, Chancellor) 
Ms. Carroll provided a brief summary of the parking garage project for Mesa Coilege. She 
i n H i r f l t o H t h a t t h o n o o l n f t h o nn- i ior- t tc t ^ S" ' " ' t h s n S f k i n ^ n r c b l c m n t M ^ S CnWr-np* T h p ' 

proposed project is an effort to resolve the traffic problems at the west end of campus in the 
neighborhoods and re-direct traffic to the east entrance. The project will require an encroachment 
into the canyons in the amount of 1.196 acres with the remaining square footage ofthe garage 
within the footprint of the existing parking lot. They will create a newer and straight parkway at the 
entrance to the 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 like a 
building and less iike a garage. They are asking for a full street vacation and sell of land from the 
City to the San Diego Community College District. 
Comments from the Committee included; 

• Don Steele remarked that it was an excellent project, that the structure is great and 
appears to function very well, He stated that 1) it will make the surrounding communities 
safer, 2) will prevent litter and runoff into the canyon, and 3) beiieves that the police that 
will be patrolling the garage at all times will help deter the homeless that congregate in 
the canyons. He added that using best management practices for runoff would put them 
on the cutting edge of runoff management practices. 
• One Committee member noted that City Real Estate Assets should apply the revenue 
from the sale ofthe land to Clairemont Mesa parks. Donald Steele made a motion to 
approve the project as proposed. 
• Jack Carpenter commented in response to 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 college traffic flow. 
• Tom Schmidt noted that it was a great approach to resolving a horrendous traffic 
problem in the community and added that campus police are roving too far off campus 
and out of their jurisdiction. 
• Billy Paul 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 installation of a gate/ some sort of restricted access be part of the' 
conditions of approval but there was not support from the rest of the Committee for that. 
The applicants noted that there will be 24-hr. surveillance at the site. 
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• • There was additional concern regarding lighting and the importance that the lights have 

good cutoffs. 

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

Workshop Items 
None. 

Reports to Commit tee 

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. 
Scott Peters has been appointed Council President, with Tony Young serving as President Pro-
tern. 

i 

City of SD Long Range Planning (Brian Schoenfisch): 
Brian noted that the Committee should have received an agenda for the Balboa Avenue Citizens 
Advisory Committee as it had been requested that ihe CMPC be at least notified of the Advisory 
Committee meetings. He added that the Advisory Committee will be voting'on the Balboa/ 
Genesee traffic fight at their upcoming meeting. Brian will also 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) 
Balboa Avenue Revitalization Action Plan; and a2) crime in Clairemont. Town Council meetings 

st 

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

CMPC Reports 

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

Chair's Report (Mang): 
• Committee elections wiil 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 
opportunity comes to update the Community Plan. There will certainly be many 
opportunities for community involvement and input into the process, the Committee is 
simply meeting to prepare a way to pull the community together. 
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Sub-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 Committee next month. She wili aiso prepare flyers to post in the 
community for the elections. 
CPC (Mang): Nothing to report. 
Mission Bay Park (Rink): n/a 
Project Review (TBD): Eieanor verified the members that had volunteered to be on the 
project review subcommittee. 
Visions (D. Jensen): n/a 
Traffic & Transportation (Paul): No comment. 
Balboa Avenue Citizens Advisory (Paul): Comments made earlier. 
North Bay Redev Project (Knapp): n/a 

Schools (Knapp): The school board talked regarding decisions on the Hale/Horizon 
school shift. At this time, Horizon will 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 
lack of maintenance and heavy bus traffic that would occur if the school district took back 
over the property. 

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

CFAC oh Transportation (mongeau;; 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 
receivins 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 
comer lot will be issued in September, 2005. 

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

Agenda Items: 

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

Verizon Neighborhood Use Permit (Project 72142 - Process 2) 
Project is to construct a wireless communication facility on USD 
campus consisting of 8 antennas 7 of which will be located behind 
d - T " . * .'"•'*"; T T-O 1 £','"*•*.'"».'>''• C f~*** + " " ** V " * o « i~tr> r.»-i H l ^ j ^ n Vt - n r ^ l / - i / t r t T W l 11 I /A 1 f \ r r i - i r \ A 1 
L? U l W-^ l -W-A (J . * ( J W 1 w w . l i j \Ji~X U L I W k ^ ' - ' i W i J ^ / * - - CU.J.^1. X. ^/^/JLJULXV/ JH^/C, J \S L J . i . l \ J . U . i C , < I I I VJ A 

remote as a light staridard on Marian Way. Zoning Subcommittee 
moved to approve the project subject to our former caveat to avoid 
using the Science and Technology Building 

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

Encroachment Maintenance and Removal agreement (Project 
62238 - Process 2) for a wall in the public right of way at 2883 
Comstock St. A letter of support for the encroachment was asked 
ofthe committee by the owner. Donald Ballantyne moved and 
Doug Beckham seconded motion to approve the project with the 
exception that the city will have to decide on the safety issue. 13 in 
favor, 1 opposed and one abstained. 

file:///Ji~X
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Tait Street Tentative Map waiver (Project 68875 - process 4) Ric 
Bussell moved to table the issue and Doug Beckham seconded 
motion. Motion to table passed 15-0. 

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

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

The following motion was made by Ron Tomcek seconded by 

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 ofthe Linda Vista Community 
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 ofthe Linda Vista Community plan area. 
C. The Linda Vista Community Planning Committee 
recommends that the city owned land described as parcels 427-
020-18 and 427-010-23 located within the boundaries ofthe Linda 
Vista Community Planning area be presented as open space 
through an open space land use designation and the application of 
the appropriate open space zone 
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9 voted in favor ofthe motion, 1 opposed and 3 abstained. 

Islander Lease extension: Rick Bussel outlined the issue. There 
owners want to extend the current lease 18 years so that they have 
a 50 year lease to sell the potential buyer. He asked committee 
members for their opinion on the issue. If the lease is extended it 
appears that the current owner will receive a $30 million lease 
premium once the sale is completed. There was much discussion 

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

Motion passed 

Adjourned at 8:07 

Minutes as recorded by Secretary Grover Diemert 

-ACHMENT 1 1 
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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 Keamy 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 request to vacate the street and the parking structure as presented, Rick 
Bussel] 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 Tomcek made a motion to take the issue off the table as it had been 
tabled at last meeting. Someone seconded the motion. It passed with no dissent 

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

3. Infonnation on proposed remodel 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 support 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 projeci 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 Uiric 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-l-l Zone. Applicant, Raul Thompson, 619-298-1595. Project 
Manager, Helene Deisher, 6]9-446-5223, 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 condominiums on a .23 acre site in the RM 3-7 Zone. 
Applicant, Sarah Marij ana, 6]9-422-7269. Project Manager,.Bill Tripp, 446-5273, 
WTripp@sandiego.gov. (5 minutes) 
SUBCOMMITTEE VOTED TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO 

Mildred Streets 85125 (( 11/18/05). 5860 Mildred Street. (Process 3). Map Waiver to waive " 
the requirements of a tentative map to convert 4 existing residential units to condominiums on a 
.115 acre site within the RM 3-7 zone. Applicant, Hector Guillen, 619-230-1902. Project 
Manager, Bill Tripp, 6]9-466-5273, 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 story apartment 
building - Sensitive Biologic resources - Steep Hillsides RS 1-7..RM3-7. Applicant, Jacob 
Wittier, 858-573-]205. Project Manager, Jennene Temple, 619-557-7908, 
JTemple@sandiego.gov. (5 minutes) 
S U B C O M M I T T E E V O T E D TO APPROVE 4 YES, 0 NO. 

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

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

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

After discussion a motion to approve the recommendation of the Zoning Subcommittee was 

mailto:HDeisher@sandiego.gov
mailto:WTripp@sandiego.gov
mailto:WTripp@sandiego.gov
mailto:JTemple@sandiego.gov
mailto:JCruz@sandiego.gov
mailto:KLynchAshcraft@sandiego.gov
mailto:ANations@sandiego.gov
mailto:JCruz@sandiego.gov
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made by Don Ballantyne, seconded by Doug Beckham. All voted in favor of the motion. 

7. Goshen Street map waiver for 1279 Goshen Street . Doug Beckham made a motion to 
approve the request if one additional parking space was added and the project meets all other city 
requirements, Seconded by Don Ballantyne. Motion passed 15 in favor I 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 utilides. Margarita Castro made a motion to approve the project subject to the 
installation utility under grounding. 8 voted in favor of motion and 4 were opposed. 

10. Riley Street # 84811 5760 Riley 

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

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

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

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

A few subcommittee reports were made. 

Adjourned at 8 pm . 51 people attended. 
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

Project Chronology7 

MESA COLLEGE AMENDMENT-PROJECT NO. 139300 

Date 

9/18/07 

• 10/15/07 

11/02/08 

11/28/07 

Action 

First SubmittaJ 

First Assessment Letter 

Second submittal 

Second Review 
Complete 

**TOTAL STAFF TIME 

TOTAL APPLICANT TIME 

Description 

Project Deemed Complete 

"^rcni deemed cr.mr.i^r.-. dztp t.-. 
Hearing | 

City 
Review 
Time 

35 

30 

65 

Appl ican t 
Response 

14 

-

14 

j 

Staff time and applicant response time based on calendar days including holidays 
Total Project Time includes Scheduling Hearing. 
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City of San Diego 
Development Services 
1222 First Ave., MS-302 
San Diego, CA 92101 
(619)446-5000 

Ownership Disclosure 
Statement 

Project NO. r o r City use Only Project 'i'iiie 

MSSA COLLEGE DR. STREET VACATION 

Project Address : 

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

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

Please list below the ownerfs) 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 signature is required of at least one 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 result in a delay in the hearing process. 

Addit ional pages attached . O Yes Q No 

Name or moiviauai t̂ype or print;: 

U Owner U Tenant/Lessee ' 

Street Address: 

Ciiy/State/2ip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name or maiviouai (type or pnntj: 

U Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address; 

City/Sate/Zip: 

Pnone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

K'ame or maiviouai (type or pnntj: 

U Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

Streel Address: 

Cily/State/Zip: 

phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name ot maiviouai (type or print): 

L l Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No; 

Signature : 

Fax No : 

Date: 

Name or moiviauai (type or pnniy. 

LJ Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name oi maiviauai (iype or pnmj: 

U Owner J Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature ; 

Fax No : 

Date: 

This information is available in altemative formats for persons with disabiirties. 
To request this information in alternative format, call (619) 446-5446 or (800) 735-2929 (TDD) 

Be sure to see us on the World Wide Web at www.sandiego.gov/develoomenl-services 
: : DS-318 (5-03) 

http://www.sandiego.gov/develoomenl-services
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Project Ti t le: Project No. (For C i t y Use Only) 

Part II - To be completed when property is held by a corporation or partnership 

Legal Status (please check): 

• Q Corporation (Q Limited Liability -or- Q General) What State? 

• Partnership 

Corporate Identification No. 

Please 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 corporate officers, and all partners in a part­
nership who own the property). A signature is require^ of at least one of the comorgte offrcers gr partners who own the property. 
Attach additional pages if needed. Note; The applicant is responsible for notifying the Projecl Manager.of any changes in owner­
ship during the time the application is being processed or considered. Changes in ownership are to be given to the Project Man-

.ager at least thirty days prior to any pubiic hearing on the subject property. Failure to provide accurate and current ownership in­
formation could result in a delay in the hearing process. Additional pages attached • Yes Q No 

Gorporaie/Hannersnip Name (type or pnntj: 

• SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 
"igi Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

3375 CAMINO DEL-RIO SOUTH 
Street Address: 

SAN DIEGO, CA 92108-3883 
City/State/Zip: 

(619) 3 8 8 - 6 5 0 0 • 

Corpora te /Pannersn ip N a m e (type or pnnt j : 

~Q Owner O Tenant/Lessee 

Pfione No; Fax No; 

Street Address: 

Cily/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

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

Signature : 

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

i iiie (type or pnntj; 

gjTature : _ j Date: Signature : Date: 

Corporale/Hartnersnip Name (type or print;: 

" • Owner Q • Tenant/Lessee 

Corporate/"arxnersnip-Name (type or pnnij: 

X j Owner C3 Tenant/Lessee 

Sireet Address: Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: Ciiy-'Staie/Zip: 

Phone No: r a x No: Pnone No: Fax No : 

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

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

Sionature : Dale: Signature ; Date: 

Corporaie/Hannersmp Name {vype or pnntj; Corporaie/Partnersnip Name (type or pnntj: 

L l Owner L l Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

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

Title (type or print): 

Signature: Date: 

LJ Owner L l Tenant/Lessee 

Street Adoress: 

Cily/State/Zip: 

Phone No; Fax No: 

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

Tille (type or print): 

Signature : Date; 

- " 
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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 

ADDENDUM TO 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

Pursuant to: Califomia Environmental Quality Act (PRC 21166) and Guidelines for 
Implementation ofthe Califomia 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 
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. 

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

Applicant and Lead 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 Mitigaied Negative Declaration 



II. 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 Mitigation Monitoring 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. 

Historical! Perspective of the Mitigation Measure 

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 Keamy High Educational Complex. 

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



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. 

HI. 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 

Intersection 
Existing 

Without 
Construction 

AM 
Mesa College/Ashford A" 

Plus 
Construction 

Year 2010 
Without 
Project 

Plus 
Project 

Year 2030 
Without 
Project 

Plus 
Proiect 

PEAK HOUR 
A ( A [ A j A ) A 

PM PEAK HOUR 
Mesa College/Ashford A . A ( A | A | A | A 

The roadway segment of Mesa College Drive between Armstrong Street and Ashford 
Street operates at Level of Service R 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) SU 

Roadway Segment 

Mesa College Dr: 
Armstro n g/A sh ford 

Existing 
Without 

Construction 

B 

Plus 
Construction 

B 

Year 2010 
Without 
Project 

B 

Plus 
Project 

B 

VIMARY 
Year 2030 

Without 
Project 

C 

Plus 
Project 

C 

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

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 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 mitigation 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 
O n - r o r t f r t t i t i r r o f i n n 

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 Califomia gnatcatcher that may be 
nesting in the project vicinity. 

If construction is proposed during the breeding season of the Califomia 
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 Califomia gnatcatchers are present, constmction operations 
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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 Le 'eq-

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 constmction 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, rani lanes, and parking restrictions 
shall be submitted 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. 

Davft Umstot, Vic/chancelior . August 7, 2007 
Facilities Management Date of Addendum 
San Diego Community College District 

Mesa College East Entrance and Parking Garage ADD-5 Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration 



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

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
Pursuant to: California Environmental Quality Act (PRC 21080(0) and Guidelines for 
Implementation ofthe Caiifornia Environmental Quality Act (CCR 15070 and 15071) 

State Clearinghouse Number 2005121106 

SUBJECT: Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage. 

Revision #1: Minor revisions were made to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(MND) when compared to the Draft MND. The revisions did not affect the 
environmental analysis or conclusioas ofthis document. The revisions are 
shown in s t ri kc t h ro u gh/u n d erl in e format. On March 23, 2006, the San Diego 
Community College District (SDCCD) Board of Trustees considered and 
approved the Final MND. 

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

Revision #3: Subsequent to the Planning Commission hearing on July 13, 2006, revisions 
were made to the Biological Technical Report to address refinements to the 
proposed grading and to correct the location of MHPA Boundary. As a result, 
the MND and Initial Study were further revised. The additional revisions are 
shown in italicized strihcthroush/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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SUBJECT: Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage. SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE DISTRICT (SDCCD) BOARD OF TRUSTEES APPROVAL to 
acquire 2.69 acres from the City of San Diego for the development of a parking 
garage and a new east entry as part of the implementation of the adopted Mesa 
College Facilities Master Plan. The project site is located at the head of a canyon 
al 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. 

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: See attached Initial Study. 

EI. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: See attached Initial Study. 

III. 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 Declaradon. The project as revised now avoids or mitigates 
the potentially significant environmental effects previously identified, and the 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report will not be required. 

IV. DOCUMENTATION: 

The attached Initial Study documents the reasons to support the above Determination. 
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V. MITIGATION 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 $10,500 $10,250 
$10.500 to the City's Habitat Acquisition Fund. 

"•—The San Diego Community College District shall create 0.01 acre of cismontane 
alkali marsh, 0.02 acre of disturbed wetland, and 0.01 acre of jurisdictional 
drainage at a location within the MHPA that is approved by the Corps, CDFG, 
and City. 

• 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 Clocated 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 
acre of mitigation. 

Restoration/enhancement shall involve removal of non-native invasive plant 
species, including giant reed (Arundo donax), pampas grass (Cortaderia 
jubata). myoporum (Mvoporum 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 
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determined that California gnatcatchers are present, construction operations 
shall be suspended or measures to minimize noise impacts, including temporary 
noise walls/berms, will be required. If a survey is not conducted and 
construction is proposed during the breeding season, presence 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; 

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

• A stop sign for eastbound traffic shall be installed at the intersection of Armstrong 
Street and the temporary east campus entry dnve (Arnistrong Place extension). 

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

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

VI. 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. ofthe 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 
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Mario H. Orso* 
Chief, Deveiopment Review Div. 
State of California 
Department of Transportation 
Caltrans, District 11 
P.O. Box 85406 MS 50 
San Diego, CA 92186-5406 

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

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

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

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 Buiiding 
202 ' C Street, MS 10A 
San Diego, CA 92101 

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

Keith Greer* 
Deputy Director 
City of San Diego 
Planning Department (MSCP) 
City Administration Building 
2 0 2 ' C Street, MS 5A 
San Diego, CA 92101 

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 
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Brian Schoenfisch* 
Senior Planner 
City of San Diego 
Planning Department 
2 0 2 ' C Street, MS 4A 
San Diego, CA 92101 

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

Others 

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

Joe Wolf, Director 
San Diego City Schools 
Instructional Facilities Planning 
Annex 2. Room 101 
4100 Normal Street 
San Diego, CA 92103 

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

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

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

Clairemont Town Counci! 
Attn: Judy Bramer, President 
P.O. Box 17793 
San Diego, CA 92177 

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 

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-6 Mitigated Negative Declaration 



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 

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 

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

No comments were received during the public input period. 

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

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

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

r 

Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor 
Facilities Management 
San i-'icgo v^ommunity v^oJlege Distiict 

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. 

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

Page No. 

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

The comment letters and responses follow. 

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-9 Mitigated Negative Declaration 



COMMENTS RESPONSES 

Arnold 
SchwtrrcncEga 

Govemor 

Al 

S T A T E OF C A L I F O R N I A 

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

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

(#1 
SanWrith 

DtltCtM ~ 

JAN 8 3 2006 
i u u u y 19,2006 

Dunon Schamu 
San Diego Community College Dislrici 
3375 Camino del Rio South, Room 310 
San Dieso. CA 92108-3B83 

Subject; Men College E m Enay u d Pifkins Oarage 
S O U : 1005121106 

Dcai Damon Selunu: 

The State Clearinghouse submilted (he above named Miligated Negative Declaration lo telected jtote 
amende* Tor review. The review period closed on Iinuaiy IS, 2006, and no itale agenciet sabmitte^ 
commenu by that date. Thii leiier acknowledges that you have complied with the State Cteariogboute 
review (cquimncnu for draft covironmeatal docuacoK. punuant to the Caliform* Environroeniii Qoalny 
Act. 

Please call the Stale CleannghMue al (916)445-4513 if you haxt wiyquettioni rcgmJing the 
enviroomenral review proceH. If you have a quesiioo about the above-ninied project, please refer to the 
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when co ottering this office. 

Sincerely, 

A 1 Comment acknowledged. 

Terry RobjTtJ 
Director, State Cteannghotue 

IrtO TKNTB STREET P.O. BOX SW* SACRAUENTO, CAUTORNIA MSlS-tOM 
TEL(918)«4S-Otl3 FWtBlWSIMOIS. wwvj^ ro^H 
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COMMENTS RESPONSES 

Document Details Report 
Stato Clearinghouse Data Base 

S C H * 2005121108 
Pro j t c t n t l o Mesa CollegQ East Entry snd Perking Garage 

L i a d Agency San Diego Community College Districi 

Typa MN Mitigaied Negative DaclacBtion 

DtaerlpOon D 

Developmenl of new east entry and parking garage tor Mesa CoOege. 

L e a d A g e n c y C o n t a c t 

Name Damon Schamu 

Agency Son Diego Community College District 

Phono (019)388-6546 

e m s " 
Ad t l ros* 3375 Camino del Rio South, Room 310 

City San Diego Stata CA Zip 92108-3903 

P r o j e c t L o c a t i o n 
County San Diego 

Cfty San Diego 
Raglon 

Cross Streets Mass College Drive / Armstrong Streel 
Paree/Wo. 427-010-25; 427-020-18.23, 24; 420-510-1B: 420-574-10 
Townst i lp R t n g o SocOon Baso 

Proximi ty to : 
Highways 1-805 and SR-163 

Airpor ts Monlgomety Hold 

Rottwmy* 

Watorwzys Tecolote Croefc 
Schoo l * Elem: Ross. Undbstgh/Schweitzsr. Riley. LaFayeHs. Sequoia. Hot 

Land Use Mesa CoHege. Mesd CoDssa Drive rtghl-of-way. and vacant land / RS-1-7 and RM-1-1 

P ro l * c l I t t u a t AeKlhatic/Vlsual: Archaoologlc-Historic; Geologic'SolBmic; Landuse: Schools/Universities; 

Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Clrculalion; Vegelalion; Wildlife 

Rov twr ing Resourcas Agency: Regional Water Qua i ty Control Board. Region 9: Departmenl of Parks and 

Agenc l t s Recreation: Native American Heritage CommtSiion; Office o l Historic Preservation: Department ot Fteh 

and Game. Region 5: Departmenl o l Water Resources; Calilomia Highway Patroh Caltrans. District 11: 

Callrans, D M s b n ot Aeronautics 

O t t t Rtcmtvoti 12/20/2005 S t t r t o f R o v f w 13/20/2005 E n d o f R e v l o w 01/18/2008 

Note; Blanks in data fields result irom Insufflcient information provided by lead agency. 
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COMMENTS RESPONSES 

Bl 

JAN 8 0 ZOOS 

S T A T E OF C A L I F O R N I A 

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

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

Schvmfccgjrr 
Oovenwr 

SeinWi l th-
Ditectai 

tkt 
J u u u y 26. 2006 

Damon Schamu 
San Diego Conununity College Diitricl 
3 37J Cunino del Rio South, Room 310 
Sm Diego, CA 92108-3883 

Subject: Mesa Colleje East Entry sod Paiking Garage 
S O U : 2005111106 

Dew Damon Scbanu: 

The encloied commenl (s) on your Mitigaied Negslive DeclmtioD was (were) received by the State 
Clcaiingbousc i l t n ths eoA ol the state review period, which cloied on Isnotry 18,2006. W e n e 
forwinUng these COUMIKUU to you because they provide infotmitloa ot rsbe issues dist should be 
addressed in your final enviromnental docamntt. 

The Coliftimis EnvnacmcaUl Quality Act does nol require Lead Agencies to mpond to late comments. 
However, we encourage you to incoiporetc these additjoiul comments into your final enviranmental 
documcal and to consider them prior to (along fins) action cm Ibe proposed project 

Plesse contact the Stale Cleaiinghousc al (916} 445-0613 if yen have any questions concerning the 
environmenial review process. If yoa have a question regtrding the •bove-nnnedprojeo, please reler to 
the leo-digit Suie OetringbousB number (2005121106) when comactuig this oflke. 

B l The referenced comment letter was from the Department of Transportation. The 
letter was aiso sent directly to the San Diego Conimunity College District and is 
included below. 

Sineescly, 

TenyRobetu 
Scdor Planner, State Ckaricghouse 

Endoiiucj 
ec: Resources Agency 

KtW TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3QM aACRAMENTO, CAUFORWIA MflU-JOM 
TEL IBM) MO-Oeil FAZISintHMOlS wmmprsmp* 
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COMMENTS 
^ 

RESPONSES 

TTATHrmrjLIFfUm*—BU!trHP>.-LT»>iNCTQKTAT10MANDHOI]SfmftQEWO-

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

ABWnlJI BT i yAKJJUFnnFA Ca. 

DISTRICT 11 
P. O. BOX IMM. MS SO 
SAN DIEGO. CA 92186-5406 
PHONH (619)«8-69M 
FAX («I9)MJ.42W 
TTY (619)688-6670 

January 20,2006 

RECEIVED 
JAN i 6 ZOOS 

STATE CLEAHING HOUSE 

ctew 
^ • 0 1 , 

11-SD-163 
PM5.64 
Mesa College East Entry and Parking 
Garage Project 
SCH #20051211 06 

F t o yOmr p w t r / 

Cl 

C2 

Damon Schamu 
San Diego Community Collegs District 
Fadiities Management, Room 310 
3375 Camino del R b South 
San Diego, CA 92106 

Dear Mr. Schamu: 

The-Callfomia Departmant of Transportation (Caltrans) has reviowed tho "Nolics of Intent to 
adopt a Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (DMND) for tho Mesa College East Entry and 
Paridng Garage" and the Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) prepared by Darnell & Associates, I n t . 
dated October 2005, and has the following comments: 

Q J • page 9. Figure 3 - Existing Intersection Configuration: Intersection lane conflguralion at the 
Genesee Avenue/NB SR-163 ramps/Cardinal Road Intersection is incorrect 

£ 9 " Page 19, Figure B - Y e a r 2010 Traffic Volumes: Roadway Network ia missing. 

• Caltrans beiieves there will an increase in traffic generated by this project and therefore the 
TIA must analyze impacls to traffic operation al the foilowing interchanges, including all 

C 3 ramps and mainline freeways. 
o SR-163/Mesa College Drive 
o SR-163/GenBsee Avenue 
o i-a05/Mesa College Drive ' 
o l-805/Balboa Avenue. 

• Based on the volumes on Figure 12 - Year 2030 Wilh Student Traffic, the AM Intersecting 
Lane Vehide (ILV) calculation al the State Route 163 (SR-163) southbound ramp/Genesee 
Avenue iniersection is 1433. The AM/PM ILV calculations at the SR-163 northbound 

/ " M ramp/Genesee Avenue intersection are 1290/1372. The AM/PM ILV calculations at Ihe I-B05 
^ ^ southbound ramp/Mesa College are 1246/1260. t hese numbers are approaching the 1500 

capacity threshold. Therefore, widening the SR-163 SB/NB rampa al Genesee Avenue and 
the 1-805 SB ramp al Mesa College Drive is recommended. 

• Caltrans currently has a project [EA 26940K] to inslaD a traffic signal at the southbound 1-605 
C 5 entrance ramp, from Mesa Coilege Drive, to mitlgale recurring congestion at this location. 

The SR-1B3/Geneseo Avenue fnlerchange also requires iniprovemenls due to heavy traffic. 
This interchange Is usod to access the Mesa College Campus lo ths west and other medical 

C3 

C4 

C5 

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

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

The traffic study was initially prepared to address the Mesa College Facilities 
Master Plan and the Middle College High School. The Mitigated 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 School 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 I-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 attributable to the Middle College High School in the year 2030 
represents one (1) vehicle in the morning peak hour and zero (0) in the evening 
peak hour (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. No 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 traffic, as the student population is not increased. Short-term 
construction traffic 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. 
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C9 
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cn 
C12 

C13 

C14 

C15 

Ir. Damon Schamu 
anuary 19, 2006 
1ND for the Mesa Collegs East Entry and Parking Garage Project 
age 2 

facilities to the east. If traffic Impacts from this project are identified, then Caltrans supports 
the concept of a "fair share' conlribution from the project proponent for future interchange 
improvement projects and/or other mitigation measures. 

• The TIA must be in accordance with Caltrans Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact 
Studies, dated December 2002 (TIS guide). Minimum contents of the traffic impact study are 
listed in Appendix "A" of the TIS guide. 

• Caltrans endeavors to maintain a target LOS at the transition between LOS 'C" and LOS "D" 
(see Appendix "C-3' of the Callrans Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies. 
December 2002) on State highway fadiities. However. Caltrans acknowledges that this may 
not always be feasible and recommends lhat the Lead Agency consult with Caltrans lo 
delermlne Ihe appropriate target LOS. If an existing State highway facility Is operating at less 
than the appropriate target LOS, the existing measures of effectiveness (MOE) should be 
maintained. 

• If an tntersection is currently below LOS C, any increase In delay from project-generated 
traffic must be analyzed and mitigaied. Analysis of the Intersections shall be done using 
Intersecting Lane Vehicle (ILV) calculations as per the Highway Design Manual (HOM). 
Section 406. page 400-21. 

• The Cumulative Impacts of a project, togelher with other related projects, must be 
considered when determining the project's impacts. The term 'Cumulative /mpacf is defined 
as the sum of Ihe impacts of existing, other projects, and the prqect itself, no matter how 
small the contribution Is from the project itself. There is no minimum size limitation on 
projects that may be required to mitigate for cumulatrve Impacts, if the project contributes to 
the problem in any amount 

• A site distance analysis may be required in order lo determine if adequate site distance 
exists at the proposed project's access to Stats facilities. 

• All lighting (including reflected sunlight) within this project should be placed and/or shielded 
so as not to be hazardous to vehides traveling on state roadways. 

• Consideration must be given to determine If grading would divert drainage from the proposed 
project and cause Increased runoff to Stale facilities. 

• If necessary, improvement plans for construction 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 professional engineer. 

• Any wortt performed within the Caltrans (R/W) will require an encroachment permit For the 
portion of the project within the Callrans R/W, the permit application must be stated in both 
English and Metric units (Metric first, with English in parentheses). Additionai infonnation 
regarding encroachment permits can be obtained by contacting our Pennits Office at (819) 
668-6158. Early coordination with our agency is strongly advised for all encroachment 
permits. 

• If the project enlails any worfc or impravemants within the Callrans R/W, the projeds 
environmental studies must indude such work. The project proponent is responsible for 

2 
'Coltrant improi^a mobility ac ro t i Caljfanaa' 

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

Q-j 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 

C8 1500 maximum ILV) to be considered significant, the revised report will show ail 
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. The Middle College High School, which is not pflrt of 
C9 the current project, will generate a nominal increase in traffic. The project (Ls^ 

the Mesa College new east entry and parking structure) does not generate new 
traffic nor contribute to the cumulative impact and, therefore, is not required to 
participate in fair share mitigation. 

Q[Q The proposed project access points are not in close proximity to State facilities 
and sight distance for the project access points is not required ofthe traffic study. 

C l 1 The proposed project is not in close proximity to any state roadway. 

p i 2 Drainage from the proposed project would not be directed or divert to any State 
facilities. 

t-I-J jhe proposed project does not include any improvement or construction within 
the State right-of-way. 

C I 4 The project does not include any improvement or construction within the State 
right-of-way. . 

t-'l ^ The project does not entail any work or improvements within the Caltrans' right-
of-way. 
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quantifying the environmental impacts of the improvements (project level analysis) and 
completing all appropriate mitigation measures for the impacts. The Indirect effects of any 
mitigation within Caltrans R/W must also be addressed. The project proponent will also be 
responsible for obtaining any necessary permits or approvals from the regulatory and 
resource agendes for the Improvements. 

If you have any questions, please contad Mr. Virgal Woolfolk, Development Review Branch, at 
(619)638-2510. 

Sincecely, 

7 / ^ 
*RIO H. ORSO. Chief 

Development Review Brandi 

Cc: EGojuangco 
JMarkey 
BTrlnh 
SMorgan - State Clearinghouse 

"CatonnJ mf i tovta motntoy aerois Co&fomki' 
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Department of Toxic Substances Control 

5798 Corporate Avenuo 
Cypre**, California B0S30 

Arnold Setm*z*n*w 
Oowmor 

January 12. 2006 

Dl 

D2 

Mr. Damon Schamu 
Vice Chancellor 
San Diego Community College District 
Facilities Management. Room 310 
3375 Camino del Rio Soulh 
San Oiego. California 92108-3883 

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

Dear Mr. Schamu: 

The Department of Toxic Subslances Conlrol (DTSC) has received your submiHed draft 
Initial Study snd Mitigated Negative Declaration (ND) for the above-mentioned project. 
As staled in your document: The Faculties Master Plan, which is designed to 
accommodale up to a maximum of 25.000 sludenls. Includes projects to be funded by 
Proposition "S" as well as (he future replacement and addition of other buHdings and 
factlities on 66-63 acres.' 

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

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

2) For all Identified siles. the ND should evaluate whelher conditions al the site may 
pose a Ihreal to human heallh or the environment. A Phase I Assessment may 
be sufficient to Idenlify these sites. Following are Ihe databases of some ofthe 
regulatory agencies: 

• National Priorilies List (NPL): A list maintained by Ihe United Stales 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA). 

PrtoM an RKyOM r-fMi 

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 fiilly 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 project for Phase 1 and Stage 1 of Phase 2 as described in Section 
1 (Purpose and Main Features) ofthe 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 area 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 Pollution Control District (APCD) and the 
City of San Diego Fire Department. 
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D3 3) 

• Site Mitigation Program Property Database (formerly CalSites): 
A Dalabase primarily used by the Califomia Department of Toxic 
Substances Conlrol. 

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

• Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability 
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is 
maintained by U.S.EPA. 

• Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the 
California integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both 
open as well as closed and inactive 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. 

. The United States Army Corps of Engineers. 911 Wilshire Boulevard. 
Los Angeles. Califomia. 90017. (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of 
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS). 

The ND should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation 
and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the government 
agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight. If hazardous materials or 
wastes were stored at the site, an environmental assessment should be 
conducted to determine if a release has occurred. If so. further studies should 
be carried out to delineate 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 existing or potential threats to public health or the environment. If no 
immediate threat exists, the final remedy should be implemented in compliance 
with state regulations, policies, and laws. 

D3 

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

-proposed improvements that occur in the immediate vicinity ofthe 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. 
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D4 

D5 

D6 

D7 

D8 

D9 

4) All environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation should be 
conducted under a Workplan approved and overseen by a regulatory agency 
that has jurisdiction to oversee hazardous substance cleanup. The findings of 
any investigations, including Phase I and II investigations, should be summarized 
in the document. All sampling results in which hazardous substances were found 
should be clearly summarized in a table. 

5) Proper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by a regulatory 
agency, if necessary, should be conducted al the site prior to the new 
development or any construction. 

6) If any property adjacent 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 a gas station, then the proposed development may fall within the 
"Border Zone of a Contaminated Property." Appropriate precautions should be 
taken prior to construction if the proposed project is within a "Border Zone 
Property." 

7) If building structures, asphalt 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 or products or ACMs, or other chemicals of concern are identified, proper 
precautions should be taken during demolition activities. Additionally, the 
contaminants should be remediated in compliance wilh California environmental 
regulations, policies, and laws. 

8) The project construction may require soil excavation and soil filling in certain 
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 applicable to these soils. 
Also, if the project proposes to import soil to backfill the areas excavated, proper 
sampling should be conducted to make sure that the imported soil is free of 
contamination. 

9) Human heallh and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected 
during the construction or demolition activities. A study of the site overseen by 
the appropriate govemmenl agency might have to be conducted to delermine if 
there are. have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials that may 
pose a risk to human health or the environment. 

D 4 No environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation are anticipated for 
the implementation projects addressed by this MND/IS. 

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

D6 

D7 

D8 

As indicated in Section 7.2 ofthe 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, precautionary 
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, will 
be demolished. Any contaminants encountered will be remediated in compliance 
with Califomia 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 soils will also be sampled to make sure 
that the imported soil is free of contamination. Language that addresses these 
necessities is included in Section 10 of the HMTS report. 

Comment acknowledged. Based on the research performed for the HMTS, there 
£)9 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. 
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D 1 0 10) If it is determined that hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by the 
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed in accordance with the 
California Hazardous Waste Control Law (Califomia Health and Safety Code, 
Division 20, chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Conlrol Regulations 
(California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5). 

11) If it is determined that hazardous wastes are or will be generated and the wastes 
r\ i i 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 (o initiate pre application 
discussions and determine the permitting process applicable to the facility. 

12) If it is detennined that hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should 
obtain a United States Environmental Protection Agency Identification Number 
by contacting (800) 618-6942. 

Certain hazardous wasle treatment processes may require authorization from the 
local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the 
requirement for authorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA. 

If the project plans Indude discharging wastewater to storm drain, you may be 
required to obtain a wastewater discharge permit from the overseeing Regional 
Water Quality Conlrol Board. 

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

16} If the project area was used for agriculture or if weed abatement was done 
. onsite. soils may contain pesticide and agricultural chemical residue. If so, 
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. 

DIG 

DI2 

D13 

D14 

13) 

14) 

15) 

D15 

D16 

Dl l 

The District will comply with federal, state (including California Hazardous 
Waste Control Law [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, (c) disposed of onsite, the District will contact DTSC to 
determine if a permit is required, and, if so, initiate pre application discussions 
and determine the permitting process applicable to.the facility. 

Comment acknowledged. If it is determined that hazardous wastes will be 
D12 generated, a United States Environmental Protection Agency Identification 

Number will be obtained. 

Comment acknowledged. If hazardous waste treatment is proposed, the District 
J)13 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 
D14 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/demoiilion of the projecl, soil 
D15 and/or groundwater contamination is suspected, construction/ demolition would 

cease and appropriate health and safety procedures will be implemented. 
Language to diis effect is included in Section 10 of the HMTS report. 

D16 The HMTS did not identify any history of agricultural use on the site. No known 
weed abatement has occurred on the project site. 
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DTSC provides guidance for cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program 
(VCP). For additional information on the VCP, please visit DTSC's web site at 
www.dtsc.ca.gov. 

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Joseph Cully. Projecl 
Manager, at (714) 484-5473 or email atjcully@dtsc.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

^s -

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, Califomia 95812-3044 

Mr. GuentherW. Moskat. Chief 
Planning and Environmental Analysis Section 
CEQA Tracking Center 
Department of Toxic Substances Control 
P.O. Box 806 
Sacramento. California 95812-0806 

CEQA #1279 
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CITYOFSANDIEGO 
MEMORANDUM 

DATE: January 11,2006 

TO: Helene Deisher, Development Project Manager 

FROM: Ann French Gonsalves, Transportation Development Section 

SUBJECT: Traffic Study for Mesa College Facilities Master 
Mesa College Street Vacation, PTS 60885/JO 42-3913 

Wc have reviewed the second draft traflic study from Darnell & Associates for the subject 
project dated September 28, 2005 and received on December 9, 2005. Please see attached 
photocopied sheets for specific comments. 

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

Ann French Gonsalves, P.E. 
Senior Traffic Engineer 

Attachmenl 

cc: Martha Blake, Environmental Analysis Section 
Bill E Darnell, Darnell & Associates 
David Potter, Potter and Associates 
Damon Schamu. SDCCD 

[.\Ali\LDRlWPC&rRE>'CH,A1eii colkgc StreH V»c»tion PTS S0BBJ.doc 
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PUKPOSE AND BACKGROUND / * A ^ " . u . r f ^ " , J i t ^ ^ 

The purpose of ihis report is [o document Ihe results of the traffic analysis conducted fot (he ptoposed San (n 
Diego Mcs« College redevelopment. The projeci is locaied easl of Oenesee Avenue, wcM of Unda Vista 
Road, snd south of Marlesu Drive on MMB College Drive Figure 1 illnstraics the lootion of ths projecl 
site. Hgiuc 2 shows the site plan fot (he ultimate building coafiguralion for Ihe project. 

In addition to the existing condilion, [his report analyzes a near tenn 2010 condition to include growth 
atuibutable from otliei projects in the area, ts well as a 2030 fuiuie condidon. 

Near term temporaiy conslruclion traffic is evaluated within the existing condilion. Muir School 
background traffic is analyzed as pan of ths year 2010 and 2030 condition. 

The traffic analysis was performed in accordance wilh SANTEC traffic study requiiemcnli and in) 
compliance with the regional Congestion Management Program (CMP) iiandaids. The CMP process is / 
Iriggered for large stale projects which arc expected to gemetaie 2,400 or more aveiage daily trips, or 200 
or more peak hour trips. 

Neither Ihe tentpwary construction traffic nor the Muir School incremejil exceed the nnntmum CMP 
thresholds. 

ROADWAY SEGMENT AND INTERSECTION CAPACITY STANDARDS 

Tbo City of San Diego Oeneral Plan CircuI»tion EJeraent recommends LOS D or better as acceptable for 
arterial roadway jegBient ADT volumes. In previously undsveloped locations, however, the City of San 
Diego miiniaini a goal of achieving LOS C These standards are geoerBlly used a* long-ratige pUnning 
guidelines to deiermiDe the functional claifilfication of roadways. The actual ftnctional capacity of 
joadway_faciliti6S_CHL-Yary..bx.the ipecific characteristics which exist on each facittiy under review. 
Typically, the perfonnaiice and LOS of a roadway segmcnl is based on the ability of arterial intenections 
to accomroDdate peak hom volumes. For the purposes of this traffic analysis. LOS D is considered 
acceptable under near-term Bnd long-tenn conditiont fee roadway segmeou. assoming adjacent 
interseclion perfonaanee is acceptable LOS D or teller. 

Roadwav S^gmenij 

The Cily of San Diego has escablished LOS siandards and thresholds io analyze arterial roadway segment 
perfonnance- For the purposes of determining roadway capacity, the City's siandnrdi were used. The 
analysis of roadway segment level of service ia based on the fanctional cJiisiflcation of the roadway, ibe 
maximum desired level of service capacity. roadway geometries, and the existing or foiecasted average 
daily traffic (ADT) volume. Table I summarizei the City's roadway segment threshold critetlB and 
associated levcU of service where daily traffic demand is compared to the given roadway capacity. The 
resulting V/C (volume io capacity) is then compared to accepted rangei corrtiponding io ibe various 
levels of service fa each facility classification as shown on Tatde 1 

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

p i The traffic study is predicated upon the street vacation to permit the construction 
ofthe 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, oniy temporary construction 
p o 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. 
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SECTJONH 

EXISTING CONDITIONS 

il dale ol this study. ^ ' v , , . / This section represents the existing condition in die field as oftbe original dale of this study. 

ROADWAY CHARACTERISTICS 

f*uil'^ C\idt l J 'Ur t 

Geneseq fcvenue is lypically a north-souih 4-lanc major rosdway from Balboa Avenue lo Marlesta Drive. , . ^ ^ ^ 
South of Marlesta Drive, Oenesee Avenue Iiansilioni to a two-lane roadway for a short time until t ^ ^ ^ i j 
approaching Osier Street where it transitions back lo a 4-lane major road and is orienled east-west, f y j , C t ^ J -
crossing Linda Visia Road and providing access to Slate Route 163. Genesee Avenue is posted at 45 
miles per hour. Traffic coucls for this facility were obtained on the four-lane major portions of Genesee , { 4 l0- ' J ' 
Avenue which has a majciinumc«paciiyof40.000daily vehicles at L O S E stcJ^ 

Linda Visia Road is a north-south 4-line major roadway from Balboa Avenue lo soulh of Genesee 
Avenue. Linda Visia Road has a Iwo-way left turn lane from Sialmer Street io Oenetee Avenue, and is 
considered lo have a maximum capicily of^eOQdaily vehicles at LOS E 

<30 ITO 
f ^ e " College Drive is an caat-wett four lane facility from Aero Drive Io Aimslrong Street, where ll 
transiiions to a 2-lane road wilhin the camput propeny. On the four lane segments of Mesa College 
Drive, the maximum four-lane major capacity of 40,000 daily vehicles was osed for analysis. Wilhin the 
campus, the two-lane conSguradon was assumed to have a maxitrtum capacity of 10,000 daily vehicles, 
Meia College Drive provides acccu to both Stale Route 163 and huerstale 803. 

A|Ufurnd{L]e S ^ W is a north-south two-lane residential facility from Balboa Avenue to Marlesta Drive. 
Parking is available on bolh sides of Aubumdale Street and is posted at 25 miln per hour. South of 
Marlesti Drive. Aubumdale Street becomes Beapie Sireel anfl travels east-west in a two-lane 
configuration. Var the purposes of the analyses, Auburndalo Streel and Beagle Streel were asscmed to 
have a maximum capacity of 8,000 daily vehicles, the equivalent of a muld-family residential collector. 

• * - not tf « ) tWrfitJL t . (.HuAv-
Ashford Street is a north-south two-lane residential facility from Balboa Avenue to Mesa College Drive. 
Parking isavailatde on both sides of Ashford Slieet and is posted al 25 railea per hour. FOT the purposes 
of the^mSIyscs, AshnmrStrBet-was^ssnmed to have a maximum capacity of 8,000 daily vehicles, the 

nvalent of a multi-family residendalcoUocjor. 

f A ^ W i > J l i i n « - ""—" ^ _ J^v 

Mgure 3 demonstrates the lane geometries used for inbexisting conditions analysis. > 

EXISTING XRAEFIC VOLUMES / 

i lS tcoi io t j were colle^eiaUtudy^ntBreectionj ac 

E3 

E4 

_ i were coll 
April 2004. Tlie resulting 

.aUtudy-interSections and along roadway segments in the project vicinity in 
ik hourly and daily traflic volumes are shown on Figure 4. 

\ ^ ^ i - T c ^ ^ •* 
j / w 

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

Roadway characteristics and descriptions are updated in the revised 
report. 

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

The-deseriptitm • of-Lmdn-Vista -Road-is ••exponded-in-this-diseussion- and 
demonstrates-that-this road way-is- the equivalent- of-a-feup-kne- major road.-
AddftienaHy, fhe Gity-'s- adopted-Linda Visto-Community Plon calls •fhisH'eadwQy 
a-four-lone-major-street-foF-the-e-xisting-eondition (Figure 17 on page 80 and page 
•g3); -As suoh, tho 4Q,Q00-capaoity-is net changed in the-revised tfaffie-studyr 
Linda Vista Road is a north-south 4-lane rogdaay-and is identified in both the 
adopted Clairemont Mesa and Linda Vista communitv plans as a 4-lane maior 
fstrcet. The segment from Aero Drive to Mesa College Drive, however, is 
punentlv functioning as a collector with a maximum capacity of 30,000 daily 
.vehicles at LOS E. From Mesa College south to Genesee, Linda Vista provides 
j'our lanes (80 feet curb to curb) with a wide painted island. left turn pockets, bike 
lanes, and Datkiag allpwed Qa..bo,th sides, posted at 40 mph. Driveway ^ccgssj's 
iiopiewhat limited alongJhi£^egiDent. allQwin£_aG£g£S. at the hiefr school near 
lylesa College, a commercial parcel near Genesee, a medical office, and military 
housing. This .segment fanctions with a capacitv of 40.000 daily vehicles at LOS 
ll although it lacks a.raised median. South of Genesee. Linda Vista continues_as 
lour lanesf with a raised median and is considered a major roadwav with a 
capacity of 40.000 daily vehicles at LOS E. 

(Not if not classified as collector) 

Aubumdale/Beagle Street io-equwalont to tho City'o fowdefitiot-ooHoctor otroof 
¥'ith tho eapaoity of-8,0Q0 doily vohioloo at LQS E (Not thio elaooificotian ts-not 

E5 tlw-oomo-ftO'Q-typieal "oollootor" whioh providoo ^-eapaoity-of•MJ'.OOO—15,000 
doily vohioloo and'trimop#rte^|olwolofr40'QrtoriQlfl). No ohongoa to-the-traffio atudy 
wero mado baood on^hie-oogmiGnfeiai^dassifigd as collector streets and function 
â  such: therefore, the capacity of 8,000 average daily trips is aDPropriate. 

(Include all street segments shmmlisted in Table 4 nlus Armstrone Street). 

E 6 The revised report discusses all effected roadway segments that are ohowft listed 
on ftgwe Table 4 find includep Armst rong Street 
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E7 

E8 

SECTION rv 

VEAR 2010 TRAFFIC 

YEAR 2010 MODEL DATA 

To account for near term traffic growth surrounding the proposed campus expansion projecti the 
SANDAG forecasi model for the year 2010 was generated and compared to Ihe existing traffic volumes. 

The 2010 model lypically shows the following increases in traffic volume^ o-h/ 4k 2001 ttpou-dl^ Vulu*** : 

Genesee Avenue increases from 2% north of Marlesta Drive to 5% near Unda Vista Road; 

Unda VlsU Road increases approidmately 45% noith of Mesa College Drive; 7% belween Mesa 
College Drive and Genesee Avenue; and 10% south of Oenesee Avenue; 

Mesa College ha5 nominal increases of less than 1% from Marlesta Drive to Interstate 805. 

InlersectioD turning volumes were adjusted by the increased near lenn traffic volumes to remain 
consisient with projected growth. 

The base year 2010 volumes are presenled on Figure 8. " ^ - / u I . j , 

YEAR 2010 PROJECT TRAFFIC ** fluir f tt 

ID addition to the area growth for the year 2010 tiaffic condition, addiiionai tiaffic anticipated fiom) 
redevelopment of the Muir School was included as a project specific generator. The Muir school ( 
cutrendy has 308 students. The projected population for the Muir 'School is 400 students. Note: this? 
school facility is governed by San Diego Oty Schools and not by the San Diego Mesa College. However, \ 
for the porposes of short-iange planning, these volumes were included as a result of the proposed pioject j 
redevelopment- S 

Traffic generated by the proposed inaease in Muir School tiaffic is summaiizeil on Table 6.' As shown 
on Table 6, the school increases area-wide tiaffic by approximately 176 trips pec day, with 35 occurring 
in tha morning peak hour and 25 in the evening peak hour. 

Trip distribution assumed simiiai patterns as the SANDAO select rone model. The resulting student 
related traffic is shown on Hgure 9. These volumes were added to the base yeai 2010 volumes. Year 
2010 plus student traffic is reflected on Figure 10. 

(Add- over ihe 2004 counted volumes.) 

£ 7 The t e x t has been revised as recommended by the City. 

E8 

(Clarify location of Muir School.) 

The text has been revised to clarify that John Muir Altemative 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 College 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 Altemative School prior to closing was 308 students. 
The projected enrollment at the Middle College High School is 400 students. 

17 
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San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc 

<w Environmental Review Commitiee ,'•'•=•-' 

27 December 2005 

To: Mr. Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor 
San Diego Community College District 
Facilities Services, Room 310 
3375 Camino del Rio South 
San Diego. CaJifomia 92108 

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

Dear Mr, Schamu: 

I have reviewed the subject Proposed Mitigated Negative Dcclanilion on behalf of ihis 
committee of tho San Piego County Archaeologicnl Society. 

• p 1 Based on the information contained in the PMND and the cultural resource survey for the J7 J C o m m e n t a c k n o w l e d g e d , 
project, we agree Ihal ihe project aboutd have no significant impacts on cultural 
resources. Consequently, we also agree that mitigation measures for such resources are 
not required. 

Thank you for including SDCAS in the District's environmental review process for this 
project. 

Sincerely, 

£*«-«<=? 
ues W. Royle. Jr., Cftaiiperaori 

Environmeotal Review Committee 

Kyle Consulting 
SDCAS President 
File 
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G3 

G4 

January 15.2006 

San Diego Community College District 
Facililies Management, Room 310 
3375 Camino del Rio South 
San Diego CA 9210S-3883 

JAN 1 8 2006 

OS 
COAsW?, 

RE: Mesa College East Enliy and Parking Garage Miligated Negative Declaration 

Dear Sir: 

1 allcndcd ihe meeting held last fall al Mesa College to allow community residents to 
comment on the projecl. I believe this is a good project that will help address the 
shortage of parking on campus. 

In Section V of the Mitigaied Negative Dcclaralion, (here is a provision thai grading and 
clearing lake place outside of the bird breeding season. This statement is followed by ' 
provisions lo be implemented in the event construction is proposed during the breeding 
season. If constmction docs proceed during (he breeding season, please supervise the 
work so that the provisions arc actually implemented. 

Miligation measures include ihe creation of 0.0! acre of cismontane alkali marsh snd 
0.02 acre of disturbed wetland. Will these be part of miligaiion for other projects, and if 
so. where wi l l they be located? 

After (he meeting at Mesa College. Eloise Banle of the Tecolote Canyon Citizens 
Advisory Committee and I had a conversation with Mr Damon Schamu. He Indicated a 
plan to remove the invasive plants, including ihe palm trees, from the area along 
Genesee Avenue soulh of Marlesta. Since these plants can impact ihe area of Tecolote 
Canyon Natural Park to the west of Oenesee. it would be a benefit to the park for them to 
be removed and ] hope it will be accomplished as part of the project. I am enclosing a 
copy of my letter to Councilmember Donna Ftye concerning this meeting. 

Sincerely, 

Sherlie Miller 
President 

enclosure 

)y \ daJLL-

( j l Comment acknowledged. 

All provisions of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program will be 
G2 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 

Q3 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 functions of the existing drainage and, furthermore, it 
would reduce a source of non-native seed into Tecolote Creek downstream within 

Q 4 the Tecolote Canyon Natural Park. The District will confer with tlie 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 
nees. 

5643 TAMRES DRIVE SAN OIEGO CAIIFORNIA M i l l 
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September 20,2005 

Councilmember Donna Frye 
City Administration Bldg. 
202 C Streel 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Dear Ms. Frye: 

I am writing as afollow up to my phone call last week. I am concerned about 
the proposal to sell city owned land to raise money to go toward the pension 
fund deficit I appreciate your questioning the wisdom ofthis approach. Eloise 
Battle and I met with you last year to express our concern at that time about 
city owned land that had been presented as collateral to the pension fund. At 
the time no information identifying the land was made available.! think that is 
still not known. If the majority 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 conceminglhe proposed parking structure on campus. As a 
graduate of Mesa, and one who hunted for parking along with everyone, I 
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 CollegeDistrict follows 
through and removes invasive plants from the area along Genesee Avenue 
south of Marlesta. (We will be watching!) I 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 homes. People in^he 
neighborhood can be glad you care about such things. 

Sincerely, 

Sheriie Miller 
President 
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LINDA VISTA COMMUNITY PLANNING COMMUTEE 
727 Armada Terrace, San Diego, CA 92106 

Februaiy 3,2006 

San Diego Community College District 
Facilities Management, Room 310 
3375 Camino del Rio South 
San Diego, CA 92108 

Subject; Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) Comments (Mesa College East Entry &. 
Parking Garage). 

Gentlemen; 

Thank you for fhe 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 tfae missing Exhibits which had not been included in the CD which 
accompanied the documents. 

Our commitiee is vitally interested in this project. Our 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 providing a 1,000 car parking structure 
in Exhibit E, is to redtic? coifflntmjty concerns regarding non-resident parkinp on 
residential streets. 

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

(MND 12/14/2005) Page IS-36 —The proposed parking structure to be located at the 
western terminus of Mesa College would provide approximately 1,000 addiiionai parking 
spaces. TTie Preiiminary Paridng Analysis conducted by Darnell & Associates dated 
April 15. 2005 determined that the addiiionai pqr$n% spaces would provide over 30% 
more parking than currently provided. Therefore, the project would actwdfy resull m a 
beneficial impact on parking both on-site and in the surrounding residential area (K-8) 

fMND- 5/31/2005) Page IS-30 —The proposed praject would actually provide 
approximately 1,000. plus or minus, additional parking spaces in a new paridng structure 
to be locaied al Ihe western terminus of Mesa College Drive. The Preliminary Parking 
Analysis conducted by Darnell & Associates daled April 15, 2005, detennined ihat fhe 
additional pafki^g spaces v/opldprovide Ihe (tbiljty for all studerft, faad(v. and ptqff'lo 
park on-site. There the project would actually result in a beneficial impact on parking 
bolh on-site and in the surrounding residential area (K-7) 
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A compar ison of the two s ta tements above indicates that Darnell & 
H I Associates changed thei r r epo r t between May and December of 2005 

a n d no longer believe t ha t the s t r u c t u r e will facilitate all s tudent , faculty 
and staff park ing . 

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

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

• All on-site parking will be free of charge after 1:00 PM throughout the 
semester. 

H 2 T h e incentives above were pot included in the M a y 3 1 , 2 0 0 5 M N D bu t 
were added a s a resul t of a S. D. Ci tv Development Services cycle 
reques t dated 5/17,2005. 

(sdmesa.edu/police-campus/mesaparking.hlm - 2/3/2006)— 

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

Parking Permits are required (EXCEPT BETWEEN 12:00 NOON AND 6::00 PM DAILY 
IN THE STUDENT LOTS) 

Automobile permits are $30, $20 for financial aid students and motorcycle permits are 
$15. 

I t a p p e a r s t ha t tfae incentives offered in the M N D a r e not those offered 
bv the college on thei r website. T h e incentive of free park ing after 1 
p .m. is negated by the c u r r e n t Mesa College Park ing requi rements t h a t 
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 

T h e above mentioned table shows tba t the maximum park ing demand is 
114 achieved between the hours of 10 a.m and noon on the th ree days 

surveyed. Approximately 2600/2700 ca r s a r e parked in the a.m. hours , 
1300/1400 in the afternoon hours a n d 1800/1900 a t 6 p.m. 

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

H3 

HI 

H2 

H3 

H4 

Appendix E in both the April 15, 2005 Traffic Study and the September 28, 2005 
Traffic Study specifically states, "1,000 space structure provides over 30% more 
parking than in the current configuration." The statement in the MND for the 
Facilities Master Plan was based on a telephone conversation with Bill Darnell, 
President of Darnell & Associates. While the statement was not reiterated in the 
MND for the East Entry and Parking Garage, it is still Mr. Darnell'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 Draff 
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 in the surrounding 
neighborhoods? 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 traffic study and the 
subsequent Draft MND prepared for the East Entry and Parking Garage. 

The Traffic Study and Initial Study have been revised fo indicate that student 
permits 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 fraffic study also acknowledges that students park in 
outlaying 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 (current count) would provide proportionally more 
spaces throughout the campus, relieving perception that the campus lots are full. 
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H5 

H6 

H7 

H8 

be concluded based on existing parking demand, that 4 76 spaces remain available on sile 
during Ihe worst case demand 

However to reduce community concern that students are parking off-site inlo residential 
areas, par t of redevelopment ofthe college will include a 1,000 parking space structure 
near the main campus entry from Mesa College Drive. This parking slructw-e is not 
expeded lo 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 
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 Ihe Residential Permit Parking area lo 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. Tfae 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 
presently covered is only to the north and by the evidence of residents a t 
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 system. 

An attached letter dated 11/27/2006, from Denise Abell Hove, a long time 
Mesa College resident, provides excellent insight into tfae problems 
student parking and traffic creates for residents. She primarily offers 
the wisdom that students park in her neighborhood because they do not 
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 parking and, probably as important, they offer only 
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 
lots, wouldn't giving them the most desirable locations at no cost 
provide the answer? 

H5 

H6 

H7 

H8 

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 Keamy 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 proportionally more spaces throughout the campus, relieving 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 HI 3), the District selected the proposed parking 
structure location. 
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H9 

H10 

HH 

H12 

H13 

H14 

(MND 12/14/2005) Page IS-37 —Two bus lines operated by Melropolilan Transit System 
serve Mesa College. Route 41. which provides service between Fashion Valley Transit 
Center and. Route 44, which proivdes service between Old Town Transit Center 
and Clairemont Town Square. 

There is no mention in the MND regarding the Comprehensive 
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. 

(MND 12/14/2005) Page IS-37—6. The proposed projecl would nol alter present 
circulation movements nor have an effect on existing public access lo Kearny Mesa 
Community Park located soulh of Mesa College Campus. Nor would the projecl affect 
access lo Tecolote Canyon Natural Park located west ofGenesse A venue. 

The traffic consultants figures which show massive traffic on Mesa 
College Drive between Linda Vista Road and the College are reflected 
well in the comments by Mrs. Hove io 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 position a large traffic building structure where traffic to Kearny 
High School, the National Guard Armory, Kearny Mesa Community 
Park, Sharp Hospital Complex, and many other businesses already are 
in grid lock? How can it be that air conditions will not be worsened in 
the area of schools, a child care center, and a Community Park by 
focusing additional exhaust exhaling vehicles in the vicinity? 

The Linda Vista Community Planning Committee respectfully requests 
that serious consideration be given to the many available alternative 
sites for tfae location of this parking structure as well as providing 
student incentives which will work because they are in tfae student's best 
interest "Students want to park near their destination more than older 
adults** (Alan Hoffman, Transit Consultant, in a lecture at USD in 
January, 2006) 

Very truly yours, 

EdXramer rth, hair 

H9 

H10 

HM 

H12 

HI3 

H14 

According to the Comprehensive Operational Analysis, Route 41 will continue to 
provide service between Fashion Valley Transit Center and UCSD and wiil 
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 
Clairemont 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 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 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" 
(whwh-wqwl4 t̂>»^FOfiW»eflto4"by-fciQg- F) 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 Dta£L'tSignificance Determination Thresholds" (P«b Noy 
2004), "if a proposed development causes a four-lane major road to drop to LOS 
E or worse, or ojtoood ito dooign oopooity of 30,000 ADT, the extended wait at the 
signalized intersection wottkl-4'eouK-4n-55Q-pftimd8-of € 0 (Carbon Monomdo) 
omiooiono •por^Qy-fln4 could cause a significant air quality impact (and) a site-
specific CQ hotspot screening and/or analysis should be performed to determine 
if health standards are potentially violated and to identify any affected sensitive 
iCeeealOT-" 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 level of adverse effect on the receptors." Even in the year 2030 the 
roadway segments and intersections wiil nof reach the levels that would cause a 
significant air quality impact. 

Attached to the Initial Study is a graphic showing 7 altemative parking sites 
considered by District followed by a discussion of the advantages and 
disadvantages of each ofthe 7 alternative sites. A copy of these documents was 
also provided to Mr. Ed Cramer on February 2, 2006. The proposed site remains 
tie District's preferred site. The provision of addiiionai 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 
or any similar statement during his lecture at USD; his lecture addressed transit 

Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage MND-31 Mitigated Negative Declaration 



COMMENTS RESPONSES 

Mesa College Pur king Information 

Mess College has 3.236 parking spaces dtslributcd between nine surface lots. 

Parking Permits are required (EXCEPT BETWEEN 12:00 NOON ond 6:00 PM DAJLYilfrTHE • 
STUDENT LOTS) 
and enforcement (citations will be issued for nut displaying a permit or parking in Faculty-Staff lots). 

Student Parking Pennits may be purchased at ihe Accounting Office, or through ClnssTatk or Rcg-c, and 
picked up al the Campus Police J202. 

Automobile permits are S30, S20 for financial aid sludenls and motorcycle pennits aie SI S. (Carpool 
parking requires an additional pennit). 

Visitors may use daily permit machines located in lots 1 nnd 2 to park in designated student parking. 
Rale is St per hour, $5 all day - machine takes coins and bills, bul docs not make change. 

Motorists with state issued disabled placards may park in any student staff or administrator parking. 
Dcsignalcd disabled parking is available across the street from Uic "H" buildings, and in lots # 1, #3, H 
and A. 

Convenient carpool parking located in front of ihe MOO building, the lennis eomts, and the 
administrative offices is available to motorists with a student pefmil (or daily permit), one or more 
passengers and a daily catpool permit Daily carpool pennits may bo obtained at the infonnation booth 
in lot Ul. 

No Parking on Mesa College Neighborhood Streets Vehicles parked on residential streets around 
Mesa College without Ihe required area "E" residential parking permit will be cited by City of San 

Diego parking enforcement personnel. 'Ihe fine for parking without the required residential permit is 
$35. 

versus driving and he stated it would not be appropriate to extrapolate any 
position on the location of student parking. 
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^ 

RESPONSES 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

DATE: JANUARY 27,2006 
TO: LINDA VISTA PLANNERS 
FROM: DENISE ABELL HOVE 
RE: MESA COLLEGE PARKING 

To Whom It May Coacem; 

My name is Denise Hove and I am a resident ofthe Mesa College area since the mid 
1960"s. I deal with Ihe impact of die Mesa College traflic on a daily basis and tfiese are 
my observations: 

1. Mesa College Drive is in grid lock when the college is in session. This impacts all 
the surrounding neighborhood because Mesa College Drive is the only access to 
the freeway entrances for 163 and 805 south. Add the traffic from the High 
School and when the National Guard Armory blocks a lane with busses to board 
the troops, and you can easily understand why it can lake multiple cycles ofthe 
lights to just clear Linda Vista Road, much less get onto either freeway. Placing a 
multi-story parking lol with its only access off this road is sure folly. 

2. The bus stop on Armstrong is in the wrong place. Yon have a gate to the parking 
lot right there, with cars turning right and lefl with the view obstructed by Ibe Chy 
bus. Complicate Ihis with a curve in the road that further obstructs the view. Add 
in Annstrong as a thoroughfare for the neighborhood, with those cars assuming 
they have the right-o-way. Mingle is foot traffic on and ofi*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 elderly. As you 
can see, this is a recipe for disaster. 

3. There never is any police presence to enforce not blocking the intenections. Or 
for that matter, enforcing the right-of-way of traffic leaving the park and going 
straight through the intersection when ibe college students are turning lefl onto 
Mesa College Drive. This further slows down the dme it takes lo make it to 
Linda Vista Road when the intersections are blocked with traffic. 

4. I tndy feel that the students will not park in the parking structure as long the 
parking fee is not a mandatoty pari ofthe registration fee. All you have to do is 
drive around the community to see how far the students are wiling to walk to 
park for free. They also take up every available space in die City Park, and risk 
walking those distances in the dark after evening classes, just to park for free. 
What makes you think that they will willingly pay to park in the stmcture? 

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

12 

The traffic study shows almost 18,000 daily vehicles on Mesa Coilege 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 Diego and adopted for use 
by traffic consultants to detennine level of service (LOS). The 18,000 daily 

11 vehicles equates to less than 50% capacity and results in LOS B conditions, 
which is well within the acceptable operating parameters. The project is not 
responsible for National Guard Armory vehicles that may, block travel lanes. 
Changes 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 acceptable 
levels of service during peak hours in accordance with City of San Diego 
published thresholds. 

The San Diego Community 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 will be retained on 
Armstrong Street north 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 better 
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 including the Mesa College Drive/Armstrong Street intersection. 

As demonstrated in the parking study prepared for tlie existing condition, up to 
14 2,770 vehicles are parked on campus which require paid parking pemiits. It is 

also important to understand that with fewer spaces avaiiabie 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 
(current count) provide proportionally more spaces throughout the campus, 
relieving perception that the campus lots are full. 

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

INITIAL STUDY 

State Clearinghouse Number 2005121106 

SUBJECT: Mesa College East Entry and Parking Garage. 

Revision #1: Minor revisions were made to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(MND) when compared to the Draft MND. The revisions did not affect the 
environmental analysis or conclusions of this documeuL The revisions are 
shown in strikcthrough/underiine format. On March 23, 2006, the San Diego 
Community College District (SDCCD) Board of Trustees considered and 
approved the Final MND. 

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

Revision #3: Subsequent to the Planning Commission hearing on July 13, 2006, revisions 
were made to the Biological Technical Report to address refinements to the 
proposed grading and to correct the location of MHPA Boundary. As a result, 
the MND and Initial Study were further revised. The additional revisions are 
shown in italicized strihcthroush/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 foliowing reasons: 1) 
the continuing MSCP effort to obtain large core biological areas in the East Elliott MHPA; and 
2) the availability of state matching funds to acquire land in East Elliott (thus, doubling the 
acquisition area). While the PC-suggested urban canyon lands enhancement is an acknowledged 
City-goal, the current bio core acquisition is the current short-term, major MSCP effort. 

Location of MHPA: During more detailed review of the MHPA mapping, engineering design, 
and impact analysis, an error was discovered (by the consultants) relative to the location of the 

'MHPA compared to the final project engineering drawings. The MHPA location used for the 
previous biology report (May 1, 2006) was found to have been inadvertently shifted slighdy out 
of position. More precise plotting 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 Coilege East Entry and Parking Garage. SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE DISTRICT (SDCCD) BOARD OF TRUSTEES APPROVAL to 

;
 r 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. 

I. PURPOSE AND MAIN FEATURES: 

On June 9, 2005, the San Diego Community College District Board of Trustees approved 
a Facilities Master Plan for the Mesa College Campus located at 7250 Mesa College 
Drive in the City of San Diego (see Figures 1 and 2). The Facilities Master Plan (see 
Figures 5 and 6), which is designed to accommodate up to a maximum of 25,000 
students, includes projects to be funded by Proposition "S" as well as the future 
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Regional Location Figure 1 
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replacement and addition of other buildings and facilities on 86.83 acres. The Facilities 
Master Plan was addressed in a Mitigated Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse No. 
2005041131), which also was approved by the Board of Trustees on June 9, 2005. 

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

Phase 1 - Stage 1 

• Vacate Mesa College Drive between Armstrong Street and the existing entrance to 
the campus as shown in Figure 8. 

• Acquire 2.69 acres as shown in Figure 8 from the City of San Diego. 
• Construct a new temporary east campus entry drive (Armstrong Place extension). 

Phase 1 - Stage 2 

• Construction site and staging for parking structure #1. 

Phase 1 - Stage 3 

• Construct new Mesa College Drive entrance as shown in Figure 7. 
• Construct new parking structure (± 1,000 cars) as shown in Figure 7. Structure will 

include new Campus Police Headquarters (±7,000 gross square feet) 

Phase 2 - Stage 1 

• Construct staging area for road and parking lot construction. 
• Construct/reconfigure the road extending from the new Mesa College Drive entrance. 
• Construct/reconfigure the parking lots east of the newly reconfigured road. 

The following summarizes the grading that will occur on 2.97 acres for the new east entry 
and the parking 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 
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II. 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 College Circle. The western portion of the 
main campus consists of the Apollad Theatre, the Art Gallery, Learning Resource Center, 

•; administrative building, and classroom facilities. The central portion of the main campus 
consists of classroom facilities, the cafeteria, and the bookstore. The eastern portion of 
the main campus consists ofthe Heaith Services building, and sports facilities including a 
gymnasium, tennis courts, swimming pool, baseball field, softball/soccer field, and the 
Merrill Douglas Stadium. The existing campus is zoned RS-1-7. 

East of Mesa College Circle is the former John Muir Alternative School campus (zoned 
RM-1-1) that consists of several buildings associated with the school and associated 
parking areas. A portion of the campus has been converted to a Mesa College student 

;,: parking lot. Also east of Mesa College Circle is the Child Development Center located 
at the intersection of Mesa College Drive and Armstrong Street. 

The north westernmost portion ofthe 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 a mix of commercial and multi-family 
residential developments occur to the east. The proposed parking garage is located at the 
head of a canyon to the west. 
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III. 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 Earthquake 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 
Element, 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 risk. 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 land complex, 2 to 
9 percent slopes (CgC);" and 

• Southern portion ofthe 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 ofthe 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) 
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B. Air 

1. Regional air quality impact significance derives in part from a project's 
consistency with the Regional Air Quality Strategy (RAQS) which utilizes 
SANDAG's growth forecasts to project future mobile source emissions. 
Development of the site would generally be consistent with the adopted 
Clairemont Mesa Community Plan and would, therefore, be consistent with the 
assumptions used in the growth forecast and RAQS. As a result, implementation 
of the project 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 elevated levels 
of carbon monoxide (CO) such as might be generated by cars in stop and go 
congestion or idling at traffic signals. The proposed project, however, will not 
result in such traffic conditions. Therefore, the Child Development Center will 
not be exposed to substantial pollutant concentrations. 

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

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. Hvdrology/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. 
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3. SeeC.2 above. 

4., The project site is located in the Tecolote Creek Hydrologic Area. Waters from 
Tecolote Creek drain into Mission Bay and eventually into the Pacific Ocean. 
Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act requires states to identify waters 
that do not meet water quality standards after application of technology-based 
controls. States are required to compile this information in a list and submit the 
list to USEPA for review and approval. This list, which was most recently 
approved in 2002, is known as the Section 303(d) list of impaired waters. 
Tecolote Creek is included on the list because of a high coliform count and 
toxicity and the presence of cadmium, copper, lead, and zinc. A 0.5 acre area at 
the mouth of Tecolote Creek in Mission Bay is listed because the water is 
eutrophic and the presence of lead. The project, however, will not result in the 
discharge of any of these pollutants. 

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

6. "See C.S above. 

7. See C.S above. 

D. Biology 

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

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

••; • : 2. A substantial change in the diversity of any species of animals or plants? 

3. Introduction of invasive species of plants into the area? 

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

5. An impact on a sensitive habitat, including, but not limited to streamside 
vegetation, aquatic, riparian, oak woodland, coastal sage scrub or chaparral? 

6. An impact on City, State, or federally regulated wetlands (including, but not 
limited to, coastal saltmarsh, vernal pool, lagoon, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling hydrological interruption or other means? 

7. Conflict with the provision of the City's Multiple Species Conservation 
Program Subarea Plan or other approved local, regional or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

The biological technical report describes existing biological conditions for the Mesa 
College 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 Califomia 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 4 4 ? 4-£Q 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. Additionally, 
the project site supports 0.02 acre of jurisdictional areas, including one patch of 
cismontane alkali marsh covering less than 0.01 acre (122 -13© square feet), two 
patches of disturbed wedand 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 
ofthe U.S. as well as CDFG jurisdictional streambeds. 

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

Direct Impacts 

Upland Vegetation Communities 

The proposed parking structure would not be confined to existing disturbed or 
developed areas, but would extend west of the current terminus of Mesa Coilege 
Drive. For purposes of the technical report, the entire project site would be 
considered impacted. As a resuit, direct impacts would occur to 0.07 &£6 acre of 
Diegan coastal sage scrub, 0.53 OrSQr OSS- acre of southern mixed chaparral, 0.16 
QrlS acre of non-native grassland, 0.39 QT44 049 acre of eucalyptus woodland, 0,32 
&39 acre of non-native vegetation, 0.12 ©45- acre of disturbed habitat, and 2.30 
^37- S ? ^ acres of developed land (Figure 9, Table I). 

Tiers II through III 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. 

Table 1 
IMPACTS TO VEGETATION COMMUNITIES 

(acre[s]) 

VEGETATION COMMUNITY TIER IMPACTS 
Wetlands 

Cismontane alkali marsh 
Disturbed wetland 

— 
— 

<0.01 
0.01 

Uplands 
Diegan coastal sage scrub 
Southern mixed chaparral 
Non-native grassland 
Eucalyptus woodland 
Non-native vegetation 
Disturbed habitat 
Developed land 

II 
IIIA 
IIIB 
IV 
IV 
IV 
IV 

TOTAL 

0.07 &06 
0.53&31rQS$. 

0.J6QJ4 
0.39 044 049 

(122&2& 
£U2©4£ 

2.302312.19 
3.90 4 m 4 £ Z 
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SOUPCS: HELIX Stwmvnentat Pianmng. Inc 

Vegetation and Sensitive Resources/impacts and 
Proposed MHPA Boundary Line Adjustment 



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 0.28 044 &££ acre within the 
existing limits of the MHPA, including 0.05 acre of Southern mixed Chaparral. 
0.09 &Q3 0T©4 acre of non-native grassland, 0.09 0S£ QA4 acre of eucalyptus 
woodland, and QjQ3 &0£ 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 Regional Plan [August 1998]). Because there is no available land near the 
project, the proposed MHPA addition would occur in the communitv of East Hllintf., 
approximateiy 7.5 miies io the northeast, l ne proposed addition land support Tier II 
and TTI habitats entirely within the MHPA. To offset the 0.28-acre MHPA 
subtraction. 1.12 acres of Tier and III habitats would be purchased in East Elliott (a 
4:1 ratioV 

Tabic 2 
[JSTMEI 

COMMUNITY ¥&£ 
MHPA 

Addition Difference 
Diogan coaotQl paffo acrub U om O-fti 
Southern mixod chaparral TTT A 

I ' l l / 1 M S 044 • n i g 

Non nativo grao 0r£4 044+ 

yptuo woodland fit 044 OrOO •£44 
Dioturbcd habitat ftt 0-04 0445 • Q M 

&23 &33 
mtod ii mdod to tho ncareot 0.01. 
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Table 2 
PROPOSED MHPA BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT ANALYSTS 

VEGETATION 
COMMUNITY 

MSCP 
Tier 

MHPA 
Subtraction 

MHPA 
Addition 

Net 
Difference 

Diegan coastal sage scrub IT 0.00 
Southern mixed chaparral IIIA 0.05 am 0.28 0r44* 
Non-native grassland IIIB 0.09 O M 

+0.14 

Eucalyptus woodland IV 0.09 om 
Disturbed habitat IV o.o5 om 

o.oo -0.14 
-QrU 

TOTAL QM. &14 O M QrU* 0.00 
A total of 1.12 0TS6 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 
O.ld acre MHPA addition and result in not net loss of native habitat within the 
MHPA. 

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

1. Effects on significantly and sufficiently conserved habitats (i.e., the exchange 
maintains or improves the conservation, configuration, or status of significantly 
and sufficiently conserved habitats, as defined in Section 3.4.2 [of the mSCP 
Plan]). 

Overall, tho propoood boundary adjuotmont would roGult in no not change in MHPA 
aroa, but would inoludo a net addition of 0.05 aero of Diogan ooaotal sage ccrub, 
0.15 aero of southom mixed ohaparral ao well ac a not oubtraotion of 0.03 aero of 
non nativo groDoland, 0.11 aero of ouoalyptuo woodland, and 0.03 aoro of dioturbod 
habitat. Tho boundary adjuotmont would involve) an inoroaoo in the aroa of Tioro II 
and IIIA habitatc and a docreaoo tho aroa of Tioro IIIB and IV habitats, rcaulting in 
higher habitat valuos within tho prooorvo. 

The proposed boundary adjustment would result in no effective net change in 
MHPA area. Approximately 0.28 0^14 acre of habitat would be subtracted from 
within the MHPA. while 1.12 QrSS acres of MHPA habitat located in the East 
Elliott communitv would be purchased as MHPA addition. Such a dedication nf 
land within the MHPA would applv as a boundary adjustment "addition" at a 4:1 
ratio, and the habitat would be precluded from future habitat mitigation. According 
to the Citv. the East Elliott area consists entirely of Tier II and III habitats. The 
habitats to be added would be of higher quality than those being subtracted, which 
are Tier TIT and IV habitats. This would result in higher habitat values within the 
preserve. 

2. Effects on covered species (i.e., the exchange maintains or increases the 
. conservation of covered species). 

oithcr tho MHP/ or addition 
oroao. Howovor, with tho inoroaood aroa of highor tior habitato within tho MHPA 
undor tho propoood boundary adjuotmont, tho potontial for oovorod opcoioo to uoo 
tho MHPA would bo marginally incroaood. 
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No covered species were observed in either the MHPA subtraction areas. However, 
because the MHPA addition lands support higher tier habitats, the potential for 
covered species to use the MHPA would be marginally increased. 

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

The project would not significandy change the overall area or shape of the MHPA. 
BocauDo the propoood boundary adjuotmont would ooour at the oaotorn torminuo of a 
branch of tho MHPA, it would not havo a nogativo impact on habitat linkagoo or 
wildlifo oorridorp. . Moroovor, tho MHPA ourrontly oxtondo woll into dovolopod 
aroao of Kearny Mooa Park, locatod to tho oouth of tho projoct aito, and tho 
boundary adjuotmont would actually movo tho northom odgo of tho MHPA in tho 
vicinity north to inoludo moro oonpitivo habitat than it would othorwioo protoot. 
Because the proposed MHPA subtraction areas lie at the eastern edge of a branch of 
the MHPA within a developed portion of Kearnv Mesa Park, it would not have a 
negative impact on habitat linkages or wildlife corridors. 

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 because- 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 €&& include a small amount of 
chaparral, non-native communities and disturbed areas, whereas the areas to be 
added aro highor quality habitato, including support higher quality Tier II and III 
habitats, such as Diegan coastal sage scrub and southern mixed chaparral. Because 
of the overall increase of higher-tier habitats looatod in a omall canyon coupled with 
the decrease of lower-tier habitats located in an a mostly disturbed urban park 
setting, the boundary adjustment would result in an ovorall improvomont of £ 
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 
under federal'or state ESAs. Tho projoct would rooult in a not inoroaoo of 0.05 aoro 
of Diogan ooactal cag" Qrr"h nnH'n i s nnm nf mnthnm mixod chaparral, whioh 
would fncrcacc the availnbl? ^"hitnt ..Hthin thn M H P A tn nippnrt nonoitivo cpocioo. 
nrcause all suhtractcd annas arc assnr.iatcd with an Urban park, and simnort onlv 
non native habitat, no rnvnrad species arc anticipated to he impaetedi Because the 
subtracted areas' support mostly (except for 0.05 acre of chaparral} non-native 
grassland and other disturbed communities such as eucalvptus woodland and 
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disturbed habitat, no covered species are anticipated to be impacted. Moreover, the 
MHPA addition areas support Tier II and III habitats, such as Diegan coastal sage 
scrub and chaparral, which generally support more covered species than lesser 
quality communities. 

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 drain age/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, sedimentadon, and poiiution 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 Caiifornia 
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 could colonize 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 Pet Intrusion 

Human and pet intrusion into the surrounding natural areas can often occur 
following development. This could significantly degrade sensitive habitats adjacent 
to a project site. Domestic cats in particular are adept predators of native birds and 
small mammals and can greatly reduce wildlife diversity if they are allowed to gain 
access and hunt in the adjacent habitat. The proposed parking 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 
is also considered Tier I habitat); 

• Tier II: Coastal sage scrub and coastal sage scrub/chaparral ecotone 
(1:1 to 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 
• Tier IV: Disturbed, agriculture, and eucalyptus woodland (0:1). 

upland Vegetation Communines 

The proposed project could cause permanent, direct impacts to 0.78 034 ©r?6 acre 
of sensitive upland vegetation communities, including 0.07 0*06 acre of Diegan 
coastal sage scrub, 0.53. Qr$2- 045-acre of southern mixed chaparral, and 0.16 045-
acre of non-native grassland. Impacts to Diegan coastal sage scrub, which is a Tier 
II habitat, would be mitigated at a 1:1 ratio through preservation of 0.07 0r06 acre 
of coastal sage scrub (Table 3). Impacts to southern mixed chaparral and non-
native grassland, Tier IIIA and IIIB communities, respectively, would be mitigated 
at a 0.5; 1 ratio through preservation of 0.27 0^24 &3£ 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 OA4- 0143 
acre, this would correspond to $10.500 Si0.250 10,500, 
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Table 3 
MITIGATION FOR PROJECT IMPACTS 

TO UPLAND VEGETATION COMMUNITIES1 

VEGETATION 
COMMUNITY 

Diegan coastal sage scrub 
Southern mixed chaparral 
Non-native grassland*1 

Eucalyptus woodland 
Non-native vegetation 
Disturbed habitat 
Developed land 

TIER 

II 
IIIA 
IIIB 
IV 
IV 
IV 
IV 

TOTAL 
'All areas are presented in ac res, rounc 

IMPACTS 

Qm&Q6 
0.53 QrSQ- OSS 

OrlS 
0.39&44&S9 

(132 OSa 
(LL2 04£ 

2.30 2 ^ 7 - ^ 9 
3.90 4rm4£3L 

ed to the nearest 

MITIGA­
TION 

RATIO 
1:1 

0.5:1 
0.5:1 

— 
— 
— 
— 
— 

0.01. 

REQUIRED 
MITIGATION 

0.07 0 0 6 
0.27&26&3& 

0.08 
— 
.— 
— 
— 

0.42&41-fM3, 

2Mitigation ratios assume the MHPA boundary adjustment is in place and all mitigation 
would occur within the MHPA.. 

Jurisdictional Areas 

et loss" of wetlands, a criterion Federal and state agencies typically require "no n 
under which mitigation regimes would generally include a creation element at a 
minimum 1:1 ratio, often accompanied by a restoration element at a minimum 1:1 
ratio. Impacts to jurisdictional drainages (non-wetland Waters of the 
U.S/streambeds) are generally mitigated through creation at a 1:1 ratio. 

Impacts to Corps and CDFG jurisdictional areas total approximatoly 0.02 acre, 
including less than 0.01 acre of cismontane alkali marsh, 0.01 acre of disturbed 
wetland, and 0.01 aero of non wedand Waters of tho U.S. Cismontane alkali marsh 
impacts would be mitigated at a 3:1 ratio, those to dicturbed wetland would be 
mitigated at a 2:1 ratio, and those to non wetland Waters of the U.S. would be 
mitigated at a 1:1 ratio. Thus, the required mitigation for these impacts would be 
0.01 acre of cismontane alkali marsh, 0.02 acre of disturbed wetland, and 0.01 acre 
of jurisdictional drainage (Table 1). Due to the small impact area, all mitigation for 
jurisdictional areas would occur through creation at a location within the MHPA 
that is approved by the Corps, CDFG, and City. 

Due to the small size of the impact area, however, it is proposed that mitigation 
occur as restoration/enhancement on the Mesa College property within a nearby, 
highly disturbed wetland drainage that feeds into Tecolote Creek ("located within the 
MHPA) fFigure 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. 
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Table 4 
MITIGATION FOR IMPACTS TO JURISDICTIONAL AREAS1 

VEGETATION 
COMMUNITY 

Cismontane alkali 
marsh 

Disturbed wetland 

Waters of the 
U.S./Streambeds 

TOTAL 

IMPACTS 

<0.01 
n20sqft) 

0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

MITIGATION 
RATIO* 

5 :134 

5 : 1 0 ^ -

4-1 + 4 

— . 

PROPOSED REOUIRED 
MITIGATION 

0.01 
(600 sq. feet) 

0.05 aao 
0.04 QM-

0.10 M 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 (Mvoporum 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. Once 
established, many non-native species are capable of out-competing native plant 
species and can take over natural landscapes, displacing both native vegetation and 
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 large 
areas are overtaken with a monoculture of a single non-native species. Increased 
fire hazards and erosion are also possible consequences of non-native species 
infestation. In the restoration/enhancement areas, all non-native plant species are 
targeted for removal, excluding palm trees that are over 15 feet, tall. Future 
maintenance will be required to prevent the re-establishment of these non-native 
plant species in the future. 

Details of the proposed restoration and enhancement activities are addressed in 
"Wetland Restoration Plan for the Mesa College Parking Structure" (dated February 
23. 2006) prepared bv HELIX Environmenta] Planning. Inc. 
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Mitigation for Indirect Impacts 

The project is not anticipated to cause significant indirect impacts associated with 
drainage/water quality, construction dust, invasive plant species, or human/animal 
intrusion. However, construction noise has potential to impact native wildlife, 
.including 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 Califomia 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 ofthis species within areas experiencing noise in 
excess of 60 dB(A) hourly L^. If no gnatcatchers are identified in this area, no 
additional measures will be required. If it is determined that gnatcatchers are 
present, construction operations shall be suspended or measures to minimize noise 
impacts, incluuing 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 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 until all young have fledged. 

E. 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 Comprohonoivo Airport Land 
Use Compatibility Plan as amended October 2004. Mesa College is located in 
an area of less than 60 CNEL and is considered a compatible use. Therefore, 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 Shading 

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

2. Because the existing campus lies to the north, the proposed project would not 
result in any shading of other properties. (F-l and F-2) 

G. Land Use 

1. Mesa College and portions of the areas of expansion are located in the 
Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. The Community Plan Map (Figure 40, page 
133) designates the site as "School." The area of campus expansion intended to 
accommodate a parking garage, which is located on the southeastern edge of 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 
Uses see the Adopted Commuiiiiy Flau." (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 Diego's Multi-
Habitat Planning Area (MHPA) as shown in Figure 4 of the City of San Diego 
MSCP Subarea Plan. The project is not in conflict with any other adopted 
environmental plans for the area. (G-9) 

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

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

H. Natural Resources 

1. The soils classified as "CgC" are considered unsuitable sources for gravel, sand, 
or decomposed granite. The soils classified as "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-l, 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) 

I. Recreational Resources 

As shown in the 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. (1-2 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 residentia] 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? 
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The traffic study addressed the short-term impacts that would occur during the 
construction of Phase 1 and the long-term impacts that would occur based on future 
enrollment at Mesa College and the Middle College High School. 

Short-term Construction Impacts 

The analysis of short-term construction impacts during Phase 1 is based on the 
construction and utilization of a new temporary east campus entry drive (Armstrong 
ConnectorCourt Plaoo oxtonninn) and the traffic associated with construction 
workers and vehicles. 

Subsequent to the completion of the new temporary east campus entry drive 
(Armstrong ConnectorCourt Plaoo oxtonoion).. 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 morning 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 morning 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 
temporaiy construction traffic. Aithough the temporary construction would add 
traffic to throo all street segments in the vicinity, the impact would be the greatest 
on Armstrong Street between Armstrong Place and Mesa College Drive. (Aohford 
Stroot from Balboa Avonuo to Boaglo Stroot, Marloota Drivo from Gonoooo Avonuo 
to Chaoowood Stroot, and Gonoooo Avonuo from Oolor Stroot to Marloota Drivo)» 
Other than the traffic control plan discussed below, however, no mitigation is 
recommended because the impacts would be temporary. 

The traffic study recommends 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 Place extension) is proposed to be modified to accommodate 
bus only traffic, a right in/out only drive onto Armstrong Street To ensure these 
access restrictions, a "porkchop" is proposed to preclude northbound left turns from 
the drive and eastbound left turns into the drive. With the installation of the traffic 
control, access to parcels along Armstrong Street would not be affected. Similarly, 
tho intersection at Armstrong Place could be maintained without restrictions. 

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. ae4 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 bv Middle College High 
School are included in the traffic study to provide the cumulative impact. 

Intersections 

Under existing conditions all study area intersections operate at aoooptablo Level of 
Service (LOS) D 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 D 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 Q or better with or without the proposed project with the exception of Mesa 
Coiiege Drive/Linda Vista Road. Genesee Avenue/Linda Vista Road and Mesa 
College Drive/T-805 southbound ramp which will operate at LQS 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. 

Roadwav 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 Osier Street to Marlesta Drive (LQS F); 
• Mesa College Circle from Chasewood Street to Armstrong Street (LOS F). 

Mesa College Circle is an on-site facility that is not intended to carry 
through traffic but to provide access to the campus and parking facilities. 

All other roadway segments operate at LOS C or better with the exception of 
Genesee Avenue between Linda Vista Road and SR-163. Armstrong Street between 
Stalmer Street and Armstrong Place, and Ashford Street between Beagle Street and 
Mesa College Drive which operate at LQS D: and Armstrong Street from Stalmer to 
Mesa College Drive which operates at LOS worse than C. 

In 2010 and 2030 these the deficient segments identified above will continue to 
operate at the same LOS D or F with or without implementation of the Mesa 
College Facilities Master Plan and the Middle College High School. In addition-
Linda Vista Road between Stalmer Street and Mesa College Drive will operate at 
LOS D and H in 2010 and 2030. respectively, with or without the proiects. The 
projects (Mesa College and Middle College High School and including the parking 
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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 

Intersection 

Genesee/Marlesta . 
Chasewood/ EB 
Marlesta WB 

NB 
SB 

Aubumdale/ EB 
Marlesta WB 

NB 
SB 

Beagle/Ashford 
Mesa Coilepe/Armstronff 
Mesa College/Ashford 
Mesa College/Linda 
Vista 
MesaCollepe/SR-163 
NB 
Mesa Collepe/I-805 SB 
Mesa Collepe/I-805 NB 
Genesee/Linda Vista 
Genesee/SR-163 SB 
Genesee/SR-163 NB 

Existing 
Without 

Construction 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 

a 
B 
Q 
C 

a 
c PW 

Intersection 

Genesee/Marlesta 
Chasewood/ EB 
Marlesta WB 

NB 

sg 
Aubumdale/ EB 
Marlesta WB 

NB 
SB 

Beaple/Ashford 
Mesa College/Armstronp 
Mesa Collepe/Ashford 
Mesa College/Linda 
Vista 
MesaCol}ege/SR-163 
NB 
Mesa College/I-805 SB 
Mesa Colleee/I-805 NB 
Genesee/Linda Vista 
Genesee/SR-163 SB 
Genesee/SR-163 NB 
WB=Westboiind. NB=Nor 
MCHS = Middle College I 

Plus 
Construction 

B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
C 
A 
Q 

B 

B 
C 
C 
B 
£ 

Year 
Without 
Proiect 

fi 
A 
A 
A 

a A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
£ 
A 
£ 

a 
B 
£ 
C 
£ 
£ 

2010 
Plug 

MCHS 
B 
A 
A 
A 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
£ 
A 
£ 

B 

B 
£ 
£ 
£ 
£ 

Year 2030 i 
Without 
Proiect 

B 
A 
A 
A 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
C 
A 

• £ 

fi 

a C 
£ 
£ 
£ 

Plus 
MCHS 

B 
A 
A 
A 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
C 
A 
£ 

B 

B 
C 
£ 
£ 
£ 

[ PEAK HOUR 1 
Existing 

Without 
Construction 

fi 
A 
A 
A 
A A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
fi 
A 
£ 

£ 

D 
£ 
£ 
B 

' C 

Plus 
Construction 

B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
C 
A 
£ 

£ 

D 
C 
C 
B 
C 

thbound. SB=Southbound. EB= 
lieh School 

Year 
Without 
Proiect 

C 
A 
A 
B 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
£ 
A 
D 

£ 

D 
£ 
£ 
B 
£ 

Eastbound 

2010 
Plus 

MCHS 
£ 
A 
A 
B 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
£ 
A 
D 

£ 

D 
£ 
£ 
B 
£ 

Year 
Without 
Project 

C 
A 
A 
B 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
C 
A 
D 

£ 

U 
C 
D 
B 
£ 

2030 
Plus 

MCHS 
C 
A 
A 
B 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
C 
A 
D 

£ 

D 
C 
D 
B 
C 
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During the temporary construction period of approximately 13 months. Armstrong 
Street between Armstrong Place and Mesa College Drive will operate at worse than 
LOS C. Because of the temporary nature, however, no mitigation is required. 

In 2010 and 2030 all other roadway segments will operate at acceptable LQS D or 
better. See Table 6 for roadwav segment level of service summary. 

Table 6 
ROADWAY SEGMENT LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS) SUMMARY 

Roadwav Segment 

Aubumdale: south of Balboa 

Aubumdale: Chase wood/Marl esta 

Beasle: Marlesta/Ashford 

Ashford: Balboa/fieagje 

Ashford: Beasle/Mesa College 

Marlesta: Chasewood/Genesee 

Genesee: Balboa/Marl esta 

Genesee: Marlesta/O^ler 

Genesee: Osier/Linda Vista 
Gcncsce: oiriua visia/oK-i65. 

Linda Vista: Stalmer/Mesa College 

Linda Vista: Mesa/Genesee 

Linda Vista: south of Genesee 

Chasewood: south of Marlesta 

"Mesa College Circle: 
Chasewood/A rmstrong 

Mesa College Dr: Armstrong/Ashford 

Mesa College Dr: SR-163/I-805 
Armstrong: Stalmer/Armstrong Place 

Armstronp: Armstronp Pi/Mesa Coll Dr 

Maximum 
Caoacitv 

8000 

8000 

8000 

8000 
8000 

8000 

40000 
10000 

40000 
40000 

30000 
40000. 

40000 

2200 

10000 

40000 
40000 

22QQ 
22QQ 

Existing 

Without 
Construc­

tion 

fi 
fi 
A 

E 

n 
F 
£ 
E 
£ 

L E 

£ 
fi 
£ 
A 
2£ 
F 

B 

£ 
^C 
<£ 

Plus 
Construc­

tion 

B 
fi 
A 
E 
D 
F 

£ 
F 

£ 
D 

£ 
B 

£ 
A 

F 

B 

£ 
<£ 
E 

Year 2010 

Without 
Proiect 

£ 
£ 
£ 
E 
D 
F 

£ 
F 
£ 
D 

D 
B 

D 

A 
s£ 
F 

fi 
. C 

<£ 
<£ 

Plus 

MCHS 
U 
u 
D 

E 
D. 
F 

£ 
F 
£ 
D 

D 
B 
D 

A 

F 

B 
C 
^C 
<£ 

Year 2030 

Without 
Proiect 

D 

D 
D 

E 
D 

F 

C 

F 
C 
D 

E 

£ 
D 

A 

F 

C 

£ 
^C 
^C . 

Plus 
Proioot 
&1CHS 

D 

D 

D 

E 
D 

F 

£ 
F 
C 
D 

E 
C 

D 
A 

F 

C 

£ 
^ 
<C 

MCHS = Middle College High School <C = worse than C 

Parking 

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 
(reference City Manager's Report No. 03-032 issued March 19, 2003 and City 
Council Minutes for March 24, 2003 [Itenv333]) 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 
following streets: 

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

b. 6200-bIock of Aldford Place (between RoIIsreadh Drive and Aldford 
Drive); 

c. 3500-block and 3600-block of Aubumdale Street (between Marlesta 
Drive and Thornwood Street); 

d. 3500-bloc of Bacontree Place (between beginning and Bacontree Way); 
e. 6900-block of Bacontree Way (between Aubumdale Street and end); 
f 3400-block of Beagle Place (between Beagle Street and end); 
g. 6900-block and 7000-block of Beagle Street (between Marlesta Drive 

and Atoll Street); 
h. 3500-block and 3600-block of Brookshire Street (between beginning 

and Thornwood Street); 
i. 3400-block and 3550-block of Chasewood Drive (between Marlesta 

Drive and Aubumdale Street); 
j . 6700-block, 6750-block, and 6800-block of Erith Street (between 

Chasewood Drive and end); 
k. 3400-block, 3500-block, and 3600-block of Fireway Drive (entire 

street); 
I. 7000-block of Hilton Place (between Marlesta Drive and end); 
m. 3400-block of Keston Court (between Beagle Street and end); 
n. 6800-block of Lanewood Court (between Aubumdale Street and end); 
o. 3200-block, 3500-block, and 3600-block of Marlesta Drive (between 

Genesee Avenue and end); 
p. 3300-block and 3400-block of Rollsreach Drive (between beginning and 

Chasewood Drive); and 
q. 6400-block of Shirehall Drive (between beginning and Brookshire 
• Street). 

The proposed parking structure to be located at the western terminus of Mesa 
College would provide approximately 1,000 additional parking spaces. The 
Preliminary Parking Analysis conducted by Darnell & Associates dated April 15, 
2005, 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 
which students can park on campus free of charge; and 

• All on site parking will be freo of charge after 1:00 PM throughout the 
Gomestor. Student permits are not required between 12 Noon and 6 PM. 

Although not an incentive provided by the District, the proposed expansion ofthe 
Residential Permit Parking area to the4ast include Apollo Street will likely result in 
more students parking on campus. 
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5. On January 19, 1999, City Council amended the Clairemont Mesa Community 
Plan, the Linda Vista Community Plan, and the Progress Guide and General 
Plan by deleting the proposed extension of Mesa College Drive between 
Genesee Avenue and Mesa College Circle. The resolution (Number R-291206) 
amending the plans also "requested further studies for a dedicated entrance 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 Transit System serve Mesa College. 
Route 41, which provides service between Fashion Valley Transit Center and 
UCSD, operates on Genesee Avenue west ofthe campus with a stop at Marlesta 
Drive. Service at Marlesta Drive is available from 5:45 AM1 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 PMNB 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 available 
every 30 minutes untii 10:05 PM NB and 9:25 PM SB. The proposed project 
would not impact the existing bus service. 

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

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

6. The proposed project would not alter present circulation movements nor have an 
effect on existing public access to Kearny Mesa Community Park located south 
of Mesa College Campus. Nor would the project affect access to Tecolote 
Canyon Natural Park located west of Genesee Avenue. There are no nearby 
beaches, 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. 

^AIl times are approximate and are extrapolated from schedules effective 01/30/05. 
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L. Public Services 

The proposed project is located in an urbanized area where all 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 not 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-I)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 Califomia 
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% ofthe C&D wastes for reuse and recycling. 

N. Energy 

Trellises, which will be located on the upper deck of the parking garage, will 
support photo-voltaic panels to provide additional electrical energy for use in the 
parking structure 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 shal] 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 less." Therefore, the proposed project would not 
result in the use of excessive amounts of fuel or energy. (N-l) 

O. Water Conservation 

The project must be designed to comply with State water conservation requirements 
which include low flush toilets, water efficient plumbing fixtures, and 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. Neighborhood 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, die 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 ofthe proposed project would not 
result in the creation of a negative aesthetic site or project. (P-4) 

3. The proposed five level cast-in-place concrete parking garage ffl 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, is located to the north 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, and only four stories will be above the street elevation. 
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 Mosa College Drive all 
fafades. Openings will be treated as architectural elements incorporating a 
multi-colored glazing system and landscape screens 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 basic upper level parking 
deck. A driveway will separate the garage from the park to the south, and 
landscaping (including trees) will be placed between the driveway and the 
garage to screen the garage from the park. 

Based on the above considerations, the design ofthe proposed project would not 
result in project bulk, scale, materials, or style that would be incompatible with 
the surrounding area. (P-5) 

4. 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) 

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

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

7. Other than the canyon head referenced above, there are no unique geologic or 
physical features that would be lost, covered, or modified by the project (P-5) 
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Q. Cultural Resources. 

Kyle Consulting conducted a Cultural Resource Survey for the Mesa College 
Facilities Master Plan including the proposed project. (Q-6) The study included a 
literature review, record search, and field survey of the project site. No cultural 
resources were identified within the study area by the literature review and record 
search, and no prehistoric, resources were identified during the field survey. 
Therefore, no additional cultural resource 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 result 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 (Qln). 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 (15) feet. Since less than 2,000 cubic yards would be excavated, a 
paleontological monitoring program will not be required. (R-l, R-2 and R-3) 

S. Human Health/Public Safety 

Ninyo & Moore prepared a Hazardous Materials Technical Study (HMTS) for the 
Mesa College Facilities Master Plan including the proposed project (S-6) The 
scope of work included the following: 

1. Reviewed readily available maps, photographs, plans, reports and other 
environmental documents pertaining to 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 ofthe site. The purpose ofthis 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 files for properties of 
potential environmental concern located within the study area (i.e., site and 
properties within a 1,000- foot radius of the site). Requests were made to the 
San Diego County Department of Environmental Health (DEH). 
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/ i 
5. Reviewed readily available historical aerial photographs ofthe study area. 

6. Prepared a HMTS report documenting findings and providing opinions and 
recommendations regarding possible environmental impacts at the site. 

The report (dated November 15, 2004) addressed the following relevant issues as 
stated in the State CEQA Guidelines Checklist: 

1. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

Based on Ninyo & Moore's review of the project, it is their opinion that the 
proposed 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 opinion that the 
proposed activities would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste that would impact nearby 
schools. 

4. Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as 
a result, create a significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

Based on Ninyo & Moore's review of the environmental database report, the 
proposed project is not located in area that is listed on the Resource 
Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA) Generator, County Department of 
Environmental Health (DEH) Permits, the Underground Storage 
Tack/Aboveground Storage Tank (UST/AST), and the Leaking Underground 
Storage Tank (LUST) databases. 
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T. Mandatory Findings of Significance 

1. The project would not reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a 
fish or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the 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 which are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable. 

4. Redevelopment of the site would not have environmental effects that would 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

V. RECOMMENDATION: 

On the basis ofthis initial evaluation: 

The proposed project would not have a significant effect on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared. 

X Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on tlie enviionuieiit, 
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 required. 

CONTACT: Damon Schamu, Vice Chancellor 

Attachments: A. Initial Study Checklist 
B. Initial Study Checklist References 
C. Parking Alternatives Study 
D. MHPA Boundary Adjustment Alternative on Mesa College Campus 
E. Comparison of Vegetation and Sensitive Resources Impacts 
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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. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact • 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Miligation • 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

A. GEOLOGY/SOILS. Would the proposal result in: 

1. Exposure of people or property to geologic 
hazards such as earthquakes, landslides, 
mudslides, ground failure, or similar hazards? 

2. A substantial increase in wind or water erosion of 
soils, either on or off the site? 

• 

• 

• 

• 

a 

a 

B. AIK u u A L i r r . w'outd the proposal: 

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

• • • 

2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or project air quality 
violation? 

3. Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations? 

4. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

5. Exceed 100 pounds per day of Particulate Matter 
10 (dust)? 

6. Alter air movement in the area of the project? 

7. Cause a substantial alteration in moisture, or 
temperature, or any change in climate, either 
locally or regionally? 

• 

a 

a 

• 

• 

• 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

KI 

si 

a 

El 

a 

a 

• 

n 

is 

• 

KI 

is 
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C. HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY. Would the 
proposal resuit in: 

1. An increase in pollutant discharges, including 
downstream sedimentation, to receiving waters 
during or following construction? Consider water 
quality parameters such as temperature-dissolved 
oxygen, turbidity and other typical storm water 
pollutants? 

2. An increase in impervious surfaces and associated 
increased runoff? • 

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

4. Discharge of identified pollutants to an already 
impaired water body (as listed on the Clean Water 
Act Section 303(d) list)? 

::-5.. A potentially significant adverse impact on ground 
water? 

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

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

D. BIOLOGY. Would the proposal result in: 

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

2. A substantial change in the diversity of any 
species of animals or plants? 

3. Introduction of invasive species of plants into 
the area? 

Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 
a 

a 

No 
Impact 

D 

D 

• 

• 

• 

• 

a 

a 

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

5. An impact on a sensitive habitat, including, but 
not limited to streamside vegetation, aquatic, 
riparian, oak woodland, coastal sage scrub or 
chaparral? 

6. An impact on City, State, or federally regulated 
wetlands (including, but not limited to, coastal 
saltmarsh, vernal pool, lagoon, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling hydrological 
interruption or other means? 

7. Conflict with the provision ofthe City's Multiple 
Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan or 
other approved local, regional or state habitat 

• conservation plan? 

E. '-NOISE. Would the proposal result in: 

:M•!;•;.. A significant increase in the existing ambient 
noise levels? 

Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigaiion Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact 

• 

a 

a 

a 

a 

No 
Impact 

• 

IEI 

IE! 

• 

• 

• 

• • 

• • 

• 

• 

2. Exposure of people to noise levels which 
exceed the local agency's adopted noise 
ordinance? 

D • • IE1 

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 Comprohonsivo 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? • 

D 

• 
• 

• 

• 
• 
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G. LAND USE. Would the proposal result in: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

2. A conflict with the goals, objectives and 
recommendations of the community plan in I I 
which it is located? 

D • 

• • 

3. A conflict with adopted environmental plans, 
including applicable habitat conservation plans, • 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
an environmental effect for the area? 

. 4. Physically divide an established community? • 

.5. Land uses which are not compatible with 
aircraft accident potential as defined by an I I 

..;- adopted Airport ComprohonDive 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 
value to the region and residents ofthe state? 

• a a 

2. The conversion of agricultural land to 
nonagricultural use or impairment of the 
agricultural productivity of agricultural land? a a a 

1. RECREATIONAL RESOURCES. Would the 
proposal result: 

1. An increase in the use of existing neighborhood, 
community and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
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? 

J. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the 
proposal: 

1. Induce substantial population growth in an area, 
either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

2. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

3. Alter the planned location, distribution, density or 
growth rate of the population of an area? 

K. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Would 
the proposal result in: 

""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? 

3. An increased demand for off-site parking? 

4. Effects on existing parking? 

5. Substantial impact upon existing or planned 
transportation systems? 

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

Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigaiion Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact 

• 

• 

D 

• 

• 

No 
Impact 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

n a n 

n a n 

a 

a 

D 

a 
a 

a 
D 

a 

a 
a 
EI • 

a 
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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)? 

8; A conflict with adopted policies, plans or 
programs supporting alternative transportation 
models (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

L. PUBUC 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. . Fire protection? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significanl 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• • • 

2. Police protection? 

3. Schools? 

4. Parks or other recreational facilities? 

5. Maintenance of public facilities, including 
'.-•'i; roads? 

6. Other governmental services? 

M. UTILITIES. Would the proposal result in a need 
for new systems, or require substantial alterations 
to existing utilities, including: 

1. Electricity? 

2. Natural gas? 

3. Communications systems? 

4. Water? 

5. Sewer? 

6. Storm water drainage? 

7. Solid waste disposal? 

• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 
D 

• 

• • 

• 
• 
a 
• 
a 
a 
• 

.• 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 

D. 
a 
a 
a 

a 

a 
a 
a 
a 
• a 

a 
a 
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N. 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? 

Potentially 
Significanl 

Impact 

• 

• 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Miligation 

Incorporated 

• 

• 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

[3 

EI 

No 
Impact 

D 

D 

O. • WATER CONSERVATION. Would the proposal 
result in: 

1. Use of excessive amounts of water? 

2. Landscaping which is predominantly • 
non-drought resistant vegetation? 

P. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER/ 
AESTHETICS. Would the proposal result in: 

1. The obstruction of any vista or scenic view 
from a public viewing area? 

• a 

a a 

a a a 

a 

a 

• 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 as a 
natural canyon, sandstone bluff, rock outcrop, 
or hillside with a slope in excess of 25 percent? 

• • 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• • 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Q. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal 
result in: 

1. 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? 

4. Any impact to existing religious or sacred uses 
within the potential impact area? 

5. The disturbance of any human remains, including 
those interred outside of forma! cemeteries? 

R. : PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would 
:the proposal impact a unique paleontological resource 
£ on-site or unique geologic feature? 

S. HUMAN HEALTH/PUBLIC ' 
SAFETY/HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would 
the proposal: 

1. Create any health hazard (excluding 
mental health)? 

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

3. Create a future risk of an explosion or the release 
of hazardous substances (including but not limited 
to gas, oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, or 
explosives)? 

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

• 

• 

• 

• 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

D 

a 

a 

• 

a 

a . 

• 

• 

a 

• • 

• 

a 

• 

- a 

a 

a 

m 

a 

D 

a 

a 

a 

si 
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5. Be located 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. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Miligation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

impact 

• • • 

• • a 

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade 
the quality ofthe environment, substantially 

i reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 
below self sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce 

. the number or restrict the range of a rare or 
. endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 

...important examples of the major periods of 
i 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.) 

• • a 

a a D 

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? 

• 

D 

• 

D 

• 

• 
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At tachment 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 - III. June. 

X A-4 Site Specific Report: Ninyo & Moore. 2004. Limited Geotechnical Evaluation. 
Mesa College Master Plan. November 30. 

R. Air nualitv 
^- %/ 

B-l California Clean Air Act Guidelines (Indirect Source Control Programs), 1990. 

X B-2 Air Pollution Control District. 1992. Regional Air Quality Strategy (RAQS). 
June 30. 

X ' • B-3 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Sourcepoint. 1999. 2020 
Regionwide Forecast. February. 

B-4 Site Specific Report: 

C. Hydrology/Water Quality 

X C-I 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 303fb) 
Hst. 

X C-4 Site Specific Report; Latitude 33 Planning and Engineering. 2006. Water Quality 
Technical Report for Mesa College East Entry Realignment. February. 
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D. Biology 

X D-l City of San Diego. 1997. Multiple Species Conservation Program CMSCP'). 
Subarea Plan. March. 

D-2 City of San Diego. 1996. MSCP. "Vegetation Communities with Sensitive 
Species and Vernal Pools" maps. 

X D-3 City of San Diego. 1997. MSCP. "Multiple Habitat Planning Area" maps. 

D-4 Community Plan - Resource Element: 

D-5 State of California Department of Fish and Game, California Natural Diversity 
Database, 2001 .State and Federally-listed Endangered. Threatened, and Rare 
Plants of California. January. 

D-6 State of California Department of Fish and Game, Caiiforaia Natural Diversity 
Database. 2001.State and Federally-listed Endangered and Threatened Animals of 
California. January. 

D-7 Code of Federal Regulations, Title 50, Part 10. List of Migratory Birds. 

D-8 Code of Federal Regulations. Title 50,.Part 17. 1989. Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants. January 1. 

i- D-9 City of San Diego. 2002. Land Development Code Biology Guidelines. July. 

X D-10 Site Specific Report: HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 2006. Mesa College 
Biological Technical Report. August 30 May 1. 

X D-ll Site Specific Report: HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 2006. Wetland 
Restoration Plan for the Mesa College Parking Structure. February 23. 

E. Noise 

X E-I City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January 
19. 

E-2 San Diego Unified Port District. 1999. San Diego International Airport -
-.Field 1999 Annual Noise Contours, in Decibels, of Aircraft CommunityNoise 
Equivalent Level rCNELV January 1. 1999 through December 31.-1999 
(Drawing No. 1760, Rev. 18). March 22. 

E-3 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1982. Brown Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. 
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X E-4 San Dioao Aooociation of Govommonto (SANDAGISDCRAA/fAirport Land Use 
Commission). 1QQ62004. Montgomery Field Comprohonoivo Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plan. October. 

E-5 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1992. Comprehensive Land Use Plan NAS Miramar. September. 

E-6 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego 
Metropolitan Area 2001 Traffic Row Map (Average Weekday Traffic Volumes 
through 2000). 

E-7 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG. 2001. San Diego Region 
Weekday Traffic Volumes. 1997-2001. 

E-8 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1994. Lindbergh Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. April. 

X E-9 City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department. 
June. 

X E-10 City of San Diego. San Diego Municipal Code Chapter 5. Article 9.5: Noise 
Abatement and Control (§59.5.0101 etseq). 

E-11 Site Specific Report: 

F. Light, Glare and Shading 

X F-l Site visit: Multiple dates. 

X F-2 Other: Project plans. 

F-3 Site Specific Report: 

G. Land Use 

G-l City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department. 
June. 

X G-2 City of San Diego. 1992. Progress Guide and General Plan Map. Planning 
Department. April. 

X G-3 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Communitv Plan. January 
19. • 

X G-4 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Communitv 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. 

_X G-6 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1996. Montgomery Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. October. 

G-7 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1992. Comprehensive Land Use Plan NAS Miramar. September 

G-8 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Airport Land Use 
Commission). 1994. Lindbergh Field Comprehensive Land Use Plan. April. 

X G-9 City of San Diego. 1997. Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP). 
Subarea Plan. March. 

G-10- FAA. 

G-ll Other: Site visits. 

H. Natural Resources 

X H-l City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department. 
June. 

X H-2 U.S. Department of Agriculture. 1973. Soil Survey. San Diego Area. California 
Parts I and II. December. Sheet 20. 

X H-3 State of California, Department of Conservation, Division of Mines & Geology. 
1983. Mineral Land Classification: Aggregate Materials in the Western San 
Diego County Production Consumption Region: Special Report 153. Plate 20 (La 
Jolla Quadrangle). 

I. Recreational Resources 

I-I City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department. 
June. 

X 1-2 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January 

19. 

X 1-3 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Community Plan. January 19. 

1-4 City of San Diego Department of Park and Recreation. 

1-5 City of San Diego. San Diego Regional Bicycling Map. 
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1-6 Additional Resources: 

J. Population and Housing 

J-l City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department. 
June. 

J-2 City of San Diego. 2000. Draft Progress Guide and General Plan Housing 
Element. FY 1999 - FY 2004. Planning and Development Review Department. 
August. 

X J-3 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January 
19. 

J-4 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Sourcepoint 1999. 2020 
Regionwide Forecast. February. 

K. Transportation/Circulation 

K-l City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and Genera! Plan. Planning Department. 
June. 

X K-2 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Community Plan. January 
19. 

X 'K :3 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego 
Metropolitan Area 2001 Traffic Flow Map (Average Weekday Traffic Volumes 
through 2000). 

K-4 San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). 2001. San Diego Region 
Average Weekday Traffic Volumes. 1997 - 2001. 

K-5 City of San Diego. Revised 2003. Trip Generation Manual. May. 

K-6 City of San Diego. 1998. Traffic Impact Study Manual. July. 

X K-7 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Communitv Plan. January 19. 

X K-8 Site Specific Report: Darnell & Associates, Inc. 2006. Traffic Study for San 
Diego Mesa College Rodovolopmont Facilities Master Plan. March 7 I m s ^ . 

L. Public Services 

L-l 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 Communitv Plan. January 1 
19. 

L-3 Other: 

M. Utilities 

X M-l City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Communitv Plan. January 
19. 

M-2 Other: 

N. Energy 

X N-l State of California. Government Code §15814.30. 

O. Water Conservation 

' O-l City of San Diego. 1989. Landscape Technical Manual. Planning Department. 

0-2 Other: 

P. Neighborhood Character/Aesthetics 

P-I City of San Diego. 1989. Progress Guide and General Plan. Planning Department. 
June. 

X P-2 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Clairemont Mesa Communitv Plan. January 
19. 

X P-3 City of San Diego. Amended 1999. Linda Vista Communitv Plan. January 19-

P-4 Local Coastal Plan: 

X P-5 Other: Site Visits 

Q. Cultural Resources 

Q-l City of San Diego. 1997. Historical Resources Guidelines. 

Q-2 City of San Diego Archaeology Library. 

Q-3 City of San Diego. Historical Site Board List. 

Q-4 City of San Diego. 1993. Uptown Cultural Resource Inventory Volumes LIU. 
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Q-5 Community Historical Survey: 

X Q-6 Site Specific Report: Kyle Consulting. 2005. Cultural Resource Survey for the 
Mesa College Facilities Master Plan. March. 

R. Paleontological Resources 

X R-l City of San Diego. 1999. Paleontological Guidelines. 

X R-2 Demere, 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. DelMar. 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 Otay Mesa Quadrangles. Southern San Diego Metropolitan Area. 
California. Map Sheet 29. 

R-5 Site Specific Report: 

S. Human Health/Public Safety/Hazardous Materials 

S-;l County of San Diego Department of Environmental Health. 2003. Environmental 

Assessment Listing. May. 

S-2 County of San Diego Hazardous Materials Management Division. 

S-3 FAA Determination. 

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 Diogo Community College District Advantages and Disadvantages of Parking Locations A-G 

Mesa College Parking Structure Schematic Planning 

Architects | Delawie Wilkes Rodrigues Barker 
ProjectNo. 01141 
11.07.2002 
Page 1 of 1 

Advantages - Parking Structure Location "A" 
Genesse Avenue 

• Main access to parking structure is off of Genesee 
Avenue, which helps reduce vehicular load into existing 
campus parking areas, 

• Location is nol a desirable site for future buildings for 
campus uses. 

• Localion does nol displace any existing parking or 
campus uses while under construction. 

• Has minimal visual impact on surrounding residenlial 
neighborhoods. 

• Provides a parking area that is on the opposite end of 
campus from the eastern remote surface lots. 

Disadvantages - Parking Structure Location "A" 
Gene* o^ Avonue 

• +/- 80' grade difference between lower level of parking 
structure and perimeter campus roadway. This would 
require a speed ramp appendage to gel vehides up to 
campus roadway as well as a stair and elevator tower to 
get people up to campus roadway level. The Campus 
roadway at this location is still +/- 40' lower than the main 
campus building elevations. 

• Building in Ihe canyon area would more than likely require 
a Full E.I.R. and processing and approval time would 
probably delay completion of construction beyond whal is 
desired by SDCCD and Mesa College. 

• Cost of construction would be considerably higher than a 
more traditionally flat site. 

• A tralTic signal would more than likely be required, which 
would increase Ihe cosl of this sile by +/- $125,000. 

• Difficull site for construction staging areas. 

Advantages - Parking Structure Location "B" 
North Parking Lot 

• Localion is not a desirable site for future buildings for 
campus uses. 

• Location allows for lop level of slruclure lo be close to 
campus elevation for convenient pedestrian bridge 
access to campus. 

• Strudure would be in the most popular parking location, 
so students would have minimal adjustment when using 
this new parking structure. 

• Iradilional parking structure design that could be precast 
elements that would be most cost effective and time 
effective lo conslrucl. 

• Structure is easily expandable if a second slruclure 
should need (o be added in the future. 

Disadvantages - Parking Structure Location "B " 
Norlh Part ing Lot 

• Have lo over-build by +/• 200 space:) to accommodate 
displacement of surface parking. 

• Increases Iraffie load in main parking area, which is not 
desired. 

• Displaces parking while under construction. 
• Potentially visually obtrusive to residential neighborhood 

to the north. 
• Restricted to long linear shape due to existing utilities/ 

infraslmclure running through site. Infrastructure could be ' 
re-routed, but Ihis would considerably increase the 
constmction cosL 

Advantages - Parking Structure Location "C" 
Football 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 localion is unobtrusive since it is 
located below playing fields. 

• Provides for convenient parking location for bolh campus 
buildings and playing field access. 

• Access lo parking is not pulled all the way into the north 
surface lot. 

Dtsadvantagas - Parking Structure Location "C" 
Football Field & Track 

• Cost of construction would be considerably higher lhan a 
more traditional structure due to the loads of the playing 
fields located diredly over Ihe parking. 

• Drainage form the playing fields above is more complex 
and expensive to construd. 

• Playing fields would nol be usable during conslruclion. 
• The existing track, grandstand and support strudures 

would have lo be demolished and replaced adding to the 
cosl of construction, 

• The grade level of the parking area is well below the main . 
campus elevation creating inconvenient access from 
parking to campus buildings. 

• The only reasonable access point js on the north end of 
Ihe slmciure. which brings vehides farther into the site 
than is desired. 

• Placing a slmdure in this area minimizes Ihe potential For 
locating any future buildings in Ihis area. 
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Advantages - Park ing St ructure Loca l l on " D " 
Northaast Parking Lot 

• Location is nol a desirable sile for future buildings for 
campus uses. 

• Traditional parking strudure design that could be precast 
elemenls lhat would be most cosl effective and time 
effedive to construe!. 

• Access to paiking is from multiple locations (3). 

Disadvantages - Parking St ructure Loca t ion " D " 
Northeast Parking Lot 

• , Have lo over-build by +/- 200 spaces l o accommodale 
displacement of surface parking. 

• Displaces parking whila under construction. 
• Potentially visually obtrusive to residential neighborhood 

lo Ihe north and east. 
• Visually obtrusive lo adjacenl Muir School, 
• Inconvenient access from parking lot (o main campus 

(most remote parking location). 

Advantages - Park ing Structure Locat ion " E " 
Soulhaast Parking Lol 

• Location is not a desirable sile for future buildings for 
campus uses. 

• ' Traditional parking structure design thai could be precast 
elements lhat would be most cosl effective and time 
effective to construct. 

> Strudure is easily expandable if a second structure 
should need to be added in the future. 

• Potentially Ihree access points into thi;; parking area. 
• Vehicles parking in this area do nol need to go beyond 

the main campus entry intersection. This would reduce 
traffic loads wilhin the campus roadway loop. 

• Location is nol visually obtrusive lo nearby residenlial 
neighborhoods and does nol increase traffic at the 
existing northwest entry poinl into the campus. 

Disadvantages - Park ing Structure Locat ion " E " 
Southaasl Parking Lot 

• Have to over-build by +/- 200 spaces to accommodale 
displacement of surface parking. 

• Inconvenient access from parking lol to main campus. A 
traffic signal and/or pedestrian bridge would probably be 
required to miiigaie vehicle and pedestrian access 
confl ids. 

• Displaces parking while under construdion, 
• May create additional congestion into main campus entry 

{current freeway backup could be worsened if queuing 
issues aren't resolved). 

Advantages - Park ing Structure Locat ion " F " 
Soccer / Softball Fields & Tennis Courls 

• Location does nol displace any existing parking while 
under construdion. 

• Visually this design and localion is unobtrusive since il is 
locaied below playing fields and tennis courls. 

• Provides one large single level of parking that is more 
desirable to users. 

• Could be mulliple levels lo increase parking counl. 
• Provides for convenient parking localion 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 wilh tha reorganization of the playing 
fields and tennis courts. 

Disadvantages - Park ing Structure Locat ion " F " 
Soccer / Softball Fields & Tennis Courts 

• Cosl of construdion would be considerably higher than a 
more traditional structure due to (he loads of the playing 
fields located diredly over the parking. 

• Drainage form the playing fields above is more complex 
and expensive to construct. 

• Playing fields would not be usable during conslruclion. 
• Placing a structure in this area minimizes Ihe potential for 

locating any future buildings in this area. 
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Advantages - Parking Structure Location "G" 
Baseball Field 

> Location does not displace any existing parking while 
under construdion. 

• Provides one large single level of parking that is more 
desirable to users. 

• Could be mulliple levels to increase parking count and gel 
baseball field closer to main campus elevation. 

> Visually this design and location is unobtrusive since it is 
located below playing fields. 

• Provides for convenient parking localion for bolh campus 
buildings and playing field access. 

• Access lo parking is not pulled all Ihe way into (he north 
surface lot. 

Disadvantages- Parking Structure Location "G" 
Baseball Field 

Cost of construdion would be considerably higher than a 
more Iradilional strudure due to Ihe loads of Ihe playing 
fields locaied directly over the parking. 
Drainage form Ihe playing fields above is more complex 
and expensive to constmcl. 
Playing fields would not be usable during constmction. 
Existing support strudures would have Io be demolished 
and replaced adding lo the cost of construdion. 
The grade level of Ihe parking area is well below (he main 
campus elevation creating inconvenient access from 
parking to campus buildings. 
The only reasonable access point is on the north end of 
Ihe structure, which brings vehicles farther inlo the sile 
than is desired. 
Pladng a slmdure in this area minimizes the potential for 
locating any future buildings in this area. 
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Mesa College Parking Structure Project 
MHPA Boundary Adjustment Alternative 

On Mesa College Campus 

The proposed project would impact approximately 0.28 acre within the existing limits of the 
MHPA, including 0.05 acre of southern mixed chaparral, 0.09 acre of non-native grassland, 0.09 
acre of eucalyptus woodland, and 0.05 acre of disturbed habitat (Table 1, Figures 1 and 2). An 
MHPA boundary "adjustment" is proposed to ensure that the biological value of the MHPA is 
not reduced and to prevent significant impacts within the MHPA. 

Adjustments to the MHPA 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 ofthe MSCP Regional Plan [August 1998]). 

An MHPA boundary adjustment has already been approved by the City and Wildlife Agencies 
that includes use of land in East Elliott. However, at the request of the City of San Diego 
Planning Commission, another alternative that involves an MHPA boundary addition in the 
vicinity of the project was considered. This alternative includes the addition of a 0.42-acre area 
located on land owned by the San Diego Community College District, located just east of 
Genesee Avenue, as shown on Figures 1 and 3. This parcel contains the wetland 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 to the south would still exist. 
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Table 1 
MESA COLEGE PARKING STRUCTURE PRO JECT 

MHPA BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT ANALYSIS 
FOR ON CAMPUS ALTERNATTE 

MSCP 
TIER 
NA 

II 

III 

IV 

Vegetation Community 

Riparian scrub - disturbed 
Coastal sage scrub 
Coastal sage scrub - dist. 
Southern mixed chaparral 
Non-native grassland 

Eucalyptus woodland 

Disturbed habitat 

TOTAL 

MHPA 
Subtraction 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.05 
0.09 

0.09 

0.05 

0.28 

MHPA 
Addition 

0.13* 
0.13 
0.16 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 

0.42* 

Net 
Difference 
+0.13* 

+0.29 

-0.05 
-0.09 

-0.14 

+0.14* 
* Includes 0.10 acre of riparian scrub to be enhanced as wetland mitigation. 
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MHPA Adjustment Areas 
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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 September 1, 2006, as a result of refinements to the proposed grading. 
The vegetation and sensitive resources are shown on the following figures. 

The figure dated March 3, 2006, also shows the originally proposed MHPA addition. 

The northward shift (approximately 40 feet) of the MHPA can be observed by comparing the 
figure dated June 28, 2006, with the figure dated September 1, 2006. 

IMPACTS TO VEGETATION COMMUNITIES 
(acre[s]) 

VEGETATION COMMUNITY TIER 

Wet 
Cismontane alkali marsh 
Disturbed wetland 

— 
__ 

IMPACTS 
Mar 3, 2006 Jun 28, 2006 Sep 1, 2006 

ands 
<0.01 

0.01 
<0.01 

0.01 
<0.01 

0.01 
Uplands 

Diegan coastal sage scrub 
Southern mixed chaparral 
Non-nafive grasslanci 
EucaiypUis woodland 
Non-native vegetation 
Disturbed lirtbilat 
Developed h-nd 

II 
IIIA 
nits 
IV 
IV 
IV 
IV 

TOTAL 

0.06 
0.55 
0.15 
0.59 
0.29 
0.13 
2.79 
4.57 

0.07 
0.52 
0.15 
0.44 
0.32 
0.12 
2.37 
4.00 

0.07 
0.53 
0.16 
0.39 • 
0.32 
0.12 
2.30 
3.90 
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Vegetation and Sensitive Resources/Impacts and 
Proposed MHPA Boundary Line Adjustment 

Source: HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 

Figure 9 



Vegetation and Sensitive Resources/impacts and 
Proposed MHPA Boundary Line Adjustment 

Source: HELIX Enviommenlal Planning, Inc. 
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T H E CITV or S*tJ DIBSO 

Development Permit/ 
Environmental Determination 

Appeal Application 

FORM 

DS-3031 
MARCH 2007 

See intormation Bulletin 505, "DeveJopment Permits Appea! Procedure," for information on the appeal procedure. 

L Type of Appeal: . 
LJ Process iwo Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 

H Process Three Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 
« Process Four Decision - Appeal to City Council 

} & Environmental Determination - Appeal to City Council 
J Appeaf of a Hearing Officer Decision to revoke a permit 

2. Appellant Please cneck one U Apolicam U Officially recognized Planning Commitiee 'jSJ "imeresred Person" fPer M.p. Sec, 
' l 15.01031 H • • t t 

T ^ £ ( y < £ .A^^M. 0 rH£A5 
Name g(a Lg.v^ OfftLX ^ € - ^ ( ^ ^ - S ' l t - ^ ^ ^a^ 4a4 Address ^ ° l p L r r r Au^ . ^ 3 3 r Zip Code^ " Yelepnone _ -_ * _ 

3. Applicant Name f/is snown on /ne Permit/Approval oemg appealed). Complete if ditrerent from appellant 

4. Project information 
Permit/environmental Determinatio 

sen zo<?ri2-\t.o6 , 
^•Permit/Document Nc: 

P r o i . We ^ 1 ^ 3 o o 

Date of Decision/Determination: City Project Manager: 

Decision (describe tne permit;approva) decision): 

£>0;C.Uf r \gAt^ t ' t& '% » 

£-&CC^SicU*.*,-Lfi^ ĉ  CP Q A \*ACsJf OKvC 
-li&e-F-nspyjru^ . Papr ciac^t^c * J t ne-f 

Tu 
5. Grounds tor Appeal (Please check alt tnat apply) 

*UJ. [JLLC >W 

, u ^ k U U I u l i V - \ . I w w u . . . . < - . - i . . . »« . w * . . w w n ' . M i . v w . . . j j i « . . . _ . , . , „ w , , , , u l . u < . ^ i i w > j t j o I n i c e O U U I U U I U Q b l S H J t I S U l H y / 

Conflict with olher matters (Process Three anci Four oecisions only) "go City-wide Significance (Process Four decisions 
Findings Not Supponed (Process Three and Four decisions only) 

only) 

Description of Grounds for Appeal {Please relate your descnption to the allowable reasons for appea! as more fully described in 
Chanter 11. Article 2. Division 5 of the San Dieao Municipal Code. Attach additional sheets if necessary.) 

T)l^tK^ •fU. 3 | f e f o 3 r e c ^ t i e u ^ ^ - h ^ ^ e t - O ^ 

*M£Sr_£ lr C E fjA d ^ r.L"H£r*\s't , *^u> (^IvK.j^jiM^i.. 

^ g - f ^ / U - L S U J ^ T I ' I t c ^ A w ^ * ^ A f utJ> K ^ J L J o r 

c a ^ r t of t^ j^sf 

^ ^ tfrtf^r^fe^ CC) V t f r t j i ^ t ^ U n f t U L ^ f 

( J L * £ C M • ^ { • L ' \ \ * % \ - Zc J& 
(}-] fig. C*nMS.k+- U.LUy 

UuLea 3/^fo^)- g 
• M 

cy j ^ 1 ^ ' 
fi. Appellant's Signature; f certify uaecr penalty of perjury tnat tne foregoing, induding all names anc addresses, is tfye ariS^orrect.r 

Sionature: _ ^ _ _ ^ 1 ^ ^ V H ^ - ^ Date: 1 * 1 1 - 0 ? ^ ^ r " 1 ' ' ' t s ^ ^ 

Note: Faxed appeals are not accepted. Appeal fees are non-retundabie. 

Primed on recycled oaper. Visit our web site at www.sandiego. qov/develoomeni-serviceg. 

Uoon rsauest, this informatior. is available in allernative formats for persons with disaoilities. 
05-3031 (03-07) 

^ 

http://www.sandiego
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Craig A. Sherman, Esq. (SBN 171224) 
LAW OFFICE OF CRAIG A S^ffiE^AjN/' F 
1901 First Avenue, Suite 335 Vv r\ FKK'S GF 
San Diego, CA 92101 " ! """ 
Tel: (619) 702-7892 
Fax: (619)702-9291 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
THE GRANDMOTHERS 

0 8 MRRI7 PH 

fiCb 

J . . « i 
• ~ 1 3 

SAN DIEGO. CAL &n})Ti ; : ; ; . . . 

i f t is: W 
^ 1 / C •• • • - - - - • ' - ' . • • . / 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO - CENTRAL DISTRICT 

THE GRANDMOTHERS, a California 
unincorporated not-for-profit association, 

Plaintiff. 

v. 

COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT, a 
division of the State of California; and DOES 
ONE through TEN, inclusive. 

Defendants, 

Case No.: 37-2008-0007891 S-CU-MC-CTL 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT 
FOR DECLARATORY AND 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

1. 

INTRODUCTION 

1. Tnis action involves theCity 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 purportedly 

acquired from City to construct a large paridng structure, and associated facilities, to 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 alleges herein that both City and SDCCD are violating said laws, and 

therefore seeks declaratory and injunctive relief to have this Court order Defendants to cease al! 

unlawful activity and confonn further activity to the applicable laws going forward. 

II. 

GENERAL FACTUAL AND JURISDICTIONAL ALLEGATIONS 

4. Plaintiff, THE GRANDMOTHERS ("Grandmothers'1 or "Plaintiff), is a 

California unincorporated not-for-profit association based in San Diego, California, along 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 aVid good faith compliance with the laws, regulations and 

ordinances adopted to preserve the same. Plaintiff has standing to enforce such laws that are 

designed to protect against inappropriate development, degradation of community values, and 

harm to dedicated parkland, which they use. The actions of City and SDCCD have had, and 

v/iii continue to navs, aeinmsniai impacts on "laintin, us mernucrs, and agents, who reside in 

and around the City of San Diego and the proposed project site, or all those who visit the 

Keamy Mesa Park area. 

5: Defendant CITY OF SAN DIEGO ("City") and DOES ONE through FIVE is a 

local government agency and subdivision ofthe State of Califomia, by way of city charter. 

charged with complying with applicable provisions of state law. the San Diego City Charter, 

and Municipal Code of this local subdivision. The city councii is the duly constituted 

legislative body and final decision-making administrative body in the City, and is charged with 

the duty of ensuring, among other things, that all applicable federal, state and local 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 alleged herein. City, through its respective officers, depanments, 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 subjeci of this 

litigation. 
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6. Defendant, SAN DIEGO COMMUNTTY 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 ofthe lands which are the subject ofthis litigation. Plaintiff is currently 

unaware of any other primary proponents, applicants and/or landholders 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 laws 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 Califomia Code 

of Civil Procedure for Defendants residing, and matters relating to subject property located, 

wiiiiin tne L-ourt s junsQiCEion. 

HI. 

THE SAN DIEGO CITY CHARTER AND 

OTHER LAW GIVING RISE TQ THIS ACTION 

9. Section 55 of the San Diego City Charter, entitled "Park and Recreation", reads 

in pertinent part: 

All real property owned in fee by the City heretofore or hereafter 
formally dedicated 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 voting at an 
election for such purpose. 

10. Chapter 13, Article 1, Division 2 ofthe San Diego Municipal Code, entitled 

"Open Space Base Zones", says that the purpose of Open Space Zones is to "protect lands for 

outdoor recreation, education, and scenic and visual enjoyment; to control urban form and 

' - 3 -
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design; and to facilitate the preservation of environmentally sensitive lands." SDMC 

§131.0201. 

11. Zones designated "OP-l-I" 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 realleges and incorporates by reference ffl I -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 pubiic 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 current legal descriptions ofthe park is attached to this 

complaint as Exhibit A. 

14. On or about 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 Keamy Mesa Park. 

15. On or about August 2005 and again in September of 2006, the Linda Vista 

Planning Committee voted to recommend denial of die parking structure project. 

16. At the City Council Meeting of January 8, 2007, City Staff prepared a report 

recommending approval of the site development pennit, 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 projeci to move forward. The final 

action by City does not allow any permanent encroachment or use of Keamy 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 to Keamy Mesa Park. 
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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 

Keamy Mesa Park and the projecl site where no encroachment was to take place. 

18. On or about October of 20O7, a local surveyor completed an onsite, physical 

survey of the lands making up Keamy Mesa Park and produced maps in accordance therewith. 

The Oclober survey and associated maps correspond to the original Keamy 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 thereafter Plaintiff compared the October survey and boundary maps 

with the survey 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 il was configured, the project area encroaches into an area ofthe dedicated 

Keamy Mesa Park, which is used and enjoyed by Plaintiff and the people of the City and State. 

lanms. 

20. To date, Grandmothers has written and petitioned several City and State 

officials regarding the errors and the violations 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 Keamy Mesa Park. 

V. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION - COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY 

AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

(Violation of San Diego City Charter Section 55) 

21. Plaintiff hereby realleges and incorporates by reference f l 1-20 above, as 

though fully set forth herein.. 

22. Plaintiff is beneficially interested in the issuance of a declaration of law and 

injunction by virtue ofthe proposition of facts and law set forth herein. 
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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 sought. 

24. The declaratory relief requested herein is proper to delineate and clarify an 

actual controversy relating to the legal rights and duties ofthe respective 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 resulting in harm to Plaintiff 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 transfer ofthis land by City, and subsequent use by SDCCD for non-park 

or recreation purposes, withoul the required authorization or ratification of the voters, is a 

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 supreme 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. 

VI. 

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 f| 1-27 above, as 

though fully set forth herein. 
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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. 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 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 

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 resulting in harm to Plaintiff and the ciuzenry of the San Diego community for whom 

this iitigation is brought. 

32. Through the approval and implementation of the parking structure project, City 

14 and SDCCD have worked in concert to violate ihe appiicabie zoning laws set forth by the San 
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Diego Municipal Code. 

33. Chapter 13, Article 1, Division 2 ofthe San Diego Municipal Code, entitled 

"Open Space Base Zones", says that the purpose of Open Space Zones is to "protect lands for 

outdoor recreation, education, and scenic and visual enjoyment; to control urban form and 

design; and to facilitate the preservation of environmentally sensitive lands." 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/orOP-2-

1. 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 ofthe projeci, were 
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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 and making the 

final approvals of SDCCD's project, City has not proceeded in a manner required by law: 

2. That this Court find that by basing project applications on erroneous surveys and 

proceeding with the construction ofthe project, SDCCD hasnot proceeded in a manner 

required by law; 

3. That until such time as Plaintiffs above claims can be adjudicated by this Court, 

SDCCD and City be enjoined, restrained and/or City's January 8, 2007 decisions be stayed 

from taking effect to preserve ihe slatus quo and prevent frustration of Plaintiffs and the 

public's rightful claims and right to judicial review; 

4. For Plaintiffs claims for declaratory and injunctive relief, that this Court order, 

describe, and declare the proper interpretation and application of law(s) which are the subject 

of this lawsuit, and grant an injunction ordering the City and SDCCD to abide by the same; 

5. That Plaintiff be awarded its reasonable costs incurred in this action, including 

attorneys' fees under Cal. Code of Civil Procedure § 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. 

Dated: February 28, 2008-
LAW O F CRAIG A. SHERMAN 

CRAIG A. SHERMAN 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
THE GRANDMOTHERS 
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VERIFICATION 

I, i / J Q \ h / £ ^>^?V7?- f e f eB ie authorized representative of the plaintiff 

organization, The Grandmothers, hereby verify this VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR 

DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure 

Section 446. The facts herein alleged are true of my own knowledge, except as to the matters 

that are based on information and belief, which I believe to be true. I declare under the penally 

of perjury under the laws of California that the above foregoing is true and correct and that this 

verification was executed on the below staled date in San Diego County, Califomia. 

Dated: February^2008 

AuthorizecTRepresentative of 
THE GRANDMOTHERS 
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. CKEff.*Mv:T^ldJC3''/dr ; PlTEBLDTLiims- IK, THEi 

' i f t £ £ R E ^ j - . . ^ r V c i : T g : o ^ of c e r t a i n . 

Pu«bld'~ LiuuU*-: in;- theV C i t j y o f . s'aln. Diego;•• t n d -

- V H K R J & S i i V ^ ' l * ^ C h e - p e o p l e : o r Sari: Diego t o 

r « f t « r T « ^ r o r ^ y e r r i w r t i o n ^ q S - 8 f i . i ( l P u e b l o ' I^ands^ h e r e i n a f t e r 
. ... . - . . . . - v . - v j r J - . ' . j . • - - . . ^ • - ^ - • ^ V f . ' - • • y - - - - • 

d e s c r i b e d ; . f o r ^ tHf i^^b i l cv :Ute} and e h j o y w e n t v and- t o t h a t end 

t o Have s a i d - . p o r t l o q K - ; Q f PuefeXd- X-ands' r e s e r v e d and d e d i c a t e d 

f o r e v e r t o t h e ' ' p u b l i c : use ae and T o r a p u b l i c p a r J e . i n ' a a ' i d -

C i t y ; HOW, THrRKTORK^:. 

B S - I T ' O R D A I X B D J : by t h e . C o u n c i i of The C i t y of San D i e g o , 

aa f o l l o w s : 

S e c t i o n - 1 . That, a l l t h o s e c e r t a i n p o r t i o n s of P u e b l o Landa 

b c l o n g i n s t o and-ovnedt iby Ttie C i t y of: San- D iego , . C a i i f o r n i a , 

l o c a t e d , and. b e l n c . i n a a l d : C i t y of S a n D t e g o , County of San D i e g o , 

S t a t e o f C a l i f o r n i a ' , and c o m p r i e i n g t h e f o l l o w i n g d e s c r i b e d p r o p ­

e r t y , n a m e l y : 

A l l t h o s e . p o r t i o n s o f P u e b l o L o t s 1203 and 120*4 of 
t h e - Pueblo "Landa of. San DlegOi i n che C i t y of- S a n 
D i e g p ; ^ C b i m t y .of .San. D i e g o , . S t a t e of C a l i f o m i a , 
a c c o r d i n g : to, . thc'-Kap^ thereof_ a a d a by James Paocoe-
in- 1676; . : af 'copy c f ^ i c h " Map" waa f i l f t d . i n t h e O f f i c e 
of t h e . ' R e c o r d e r ot. s a i d S a n Diegp C o u n t y , on H o v e n b e r 
1 4 , 192iv. a n d ' i s known'-'-aa' k l d c e l i a a e o u s Map Ho. 36 , 
nwre p a r t i c u l a r l y d e s c r i b e d a s T O I I O B E : . 

B e g i r d i n g a t t h e l o t c o m e r common t o Pueblo L o t e 
1 1 9 7 , 1198V 1203 and 1 2 0 4 ; c h e n c e K or th 89° 0 5 ' ^ 5 " 
West 131fii06 f e e t (Record Nor th 39° 0 ? ' 20" West 
1 3 1 9 ; 1 ^ f e e t } ; t h e n c e c o n t i n u i n g Nor th 89* 0 5 ' 4 5 " 
Wes t 4 7 . 2 6 f e e t t o a p o i n t i n t h e a r c of a 2 0 6 0 . 0 0 
f o o t r a d i u s c a r v e , c o n c a v e S o u t h w e s t e r l y , a r a d i a l ' 
of which b e a r s n o r t h J h " 2 $ ' 18" S a s c t o a a l d p o i n t ; 
t h e n c e H o r t h w e s t e r l y a l o n g che a r c of r a i d c u r v e 
t h r o u g h a c e n t r a l a n g l e o f 1 5 e 4 7 ' 5 4 , ,

/ 5 6 8 . 0 1 f e e t ; 
c h e n c e Korth 25* 3 4 ' ^ 6 " W e s t , 4 3 9 . 0 2 f e e t t o a 
p o i n t in t h e a r c of B. 1 0 0 . 0 0 f o o t r a d i u s c u r v e , c o n ­
c a v e S o u t h e a s t e r l y , a r a d i a l of v h l c n b e a r s S o u t h 
6 4 " 2 5 ' i iT West to ' s a i d p o i n t ; t n e n c e N o r t . i w e a t e r i y , 
N o r t h e r l y , and " N o r t h e a s t e r l y a l o n g tne a r c of s a i d 
c u r v e , enrough a c e n t r a l a n g l e of tJ?" 14 ' =.2", 
1 5 2 . 2 8 f e e t t o a p o i n t oC compound c u r v a t u r e , t o 



O O n ^ r n which pol-at ft radial of an 1140.OO foot radiua curve, 
^ ^ J O O U concave. Southeasterly, bears Korth 22c 49* 38" West; 

theace- KorthetBteriy. along, the arc of said curve, 
through a central^aafils of id? 08' 26", 201.76 feet; 
thence tangonf to-said curve. North 7T* 18' 48" East 
S52.8r.fect-: tp' a point in the: arc of a 2060.00 foot 
ra*<lfUE: qarTe/.. concave. Korthwsterly, a radial of vhlci^ 
be^^, Sauti 1£*: 4 .̂';

;.12.,, Sast" to- aald point; thence 
MortKeaiteriy; eloi^y tha arc'ofr said:-c^^v-e, through a 
central?"aagid"of-09f 55' 25r>- i;aistar.es of 356.77 
feet;- thence ,!(orth;f67,* 23 ' •25": £*i.t a distance of 
42i;07 feet; to, a-.•point ih' the..ar« of- a. 1340.00. foot 
radlur-•••etir:veiv-ccaoavevSbuchtriy:;„.a radial of which 
b^ai^r«o^^^f: ,3^:'35; ,';;'*^ty^ to;>ai<r point;, thenco 

07* 141-02?-T^itJ':Tg,pqr: f6(it:te a; point in che arc 
of a-IS^g.OO^fQ^t'Tadl'us curve,,, concave Southwesterly, 
a radial'of which bears Kortli: 07° 20' 02* East. (Record 
Kortn 07" 14,̂ 02-?; East) to'said point; thence East­
erly and Southeasterly., eipng; the arc of aald curve, 
through a central; angle of 19' ,24' 46", a distance 
of 457.06. feet-to. a point- of compound curvature, to 
which point a-radlal bears Worth 26e 4^' 48" East 
(Record Kortel"-26r 39' 04" East), beikig a point in the 
ai-c of a 20,00' foot radius curve, concave Southweet-
erly;' thence. Southeasterly and Southerly along the 
arc of Raid'cui-ve,. through a central *ngle of 96* 25' 
i*8'', 33.06 feetV thence South 33* 10' 36'' West (Record 
South. 331. 06r;.31-!Ly«?*t) 1082.20' feet; thence Korth 
89* 09•' l?" Vest ^Record ¥ort&: 89* 35' OO" West) 
62S_04 fest; thence South 00* 50* 45" -est (Rtojord 
South 00*25* 00" West) 679.88 feet to tne Point of 
Beginning, 

be, and the same SLTT* hereby set aside and dedicated fop the 

public use of tne people of said The City of San Diego forever, 

to be used as a public ?arW in aald City, and that the same 

shal l be hereafter used for no other purpose. 

That said described land be, and the sase is hereby declared 

now and forever to be in trust by eaid Ths City of San Diego for 

tne use of a publ'.c park, and for no other use or different pur­

pose vchatever. 

Section 2. That said paric herein dadlcated be, and the same 

ta hereby n&sad- "SSAPJfY MESA P*hK.'B 

Section 3. that the City Clertc of The. City of San Diego 

f1*, and he la hereby authorised and directed to file for record 

in tne office cf the County Recorder of said Ccuncy of San Diego, 

2r~*.ts cf Callforr.l^., a oertirifcd cc .rv ot tr.is ordinance. 

9024 

http://S52.8r.fect
http://aistar.es


0 0 0 3 6 1 •• 
Sec t ion 4 . This ordinance s h a l l take e f f e c t and be in 

force ' ' ea the t h l r t y - f i r s f . - d a y - from- and' a f t e r i t s passage. 

Presented by " ' f / J f y ' ' % & 2 ^ - ^ 

APPROVED: EDWARD T. BOTtKR'i C i t y A t t o r n e y 

By -U^y^i w^r&i&-
""••_7^O0^pn. D.- Pat ol io,- I>»puty. 

JDP: r J t - 3 -
o/6/64 
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AH Gamsaas £IOBB3S& CESSTJQS GO. 

o^. "rsacEr KBSL BSBES^ xrrTi,ir.fl«Hi> TBBSS^ 

BS EC CS91IHSV t r tha f-anT—rTT c f S w c t t y of Gsa Z Q ^ a , 

cc f a l l a n s i 

E^fftt-m 1- ^ ^ U l £ : i pg^^1^771 c f t h s rffftwrrlptlaa of * ^ s = c y 

boss P c r f offrrtrifwil i n ffwffMnn X c f OatflrmiHB 'Sa. SCS4 &liwSu& 

by the Cvvszll of ?ba Ci ty of S e a Qlesd oa R=y S&, 1S^> nracHns 

ac f o l J a m i 

"tbeooe Earth &S* 34* AS* Ues t , 4^ .CC fee t 
t o a point In ti** are of a i ^ > . 0 0 foo t rmdloc e tzrw' 

be, aod the saaa I s hereby c o r r e c t e d and aumidwl to rrffid ao 

foliowsi 

"thcnDo Borch £ 5 ' 3 * ' ^ ^ West, *Se,ae f ee t 
to a point in t h s are of a ZOO.00 foo t rertlan OCTTSI," 

Seotlon Z. S i e t the City C lc r t : of Tbe Ci ty of San Dless be, 
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ouiviiviuno 
(CITACION JUDICIAL) 

iNOTICE TO DEFENDANT: 
''"'•'(AVISO AL DEMANDADO): 

CITY OF SAN DIEGO; SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
DISTRICT, a d i v i s i o n o f t h e S t a t e o f C a l i f o r n i a ; 

a n d DOES ONE t h r o u g h TEN, i n c l u s i v e . 

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: I' 
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDOEL DEMANDANTE): ..^ ., 
THE GRANDMOTHERS, a C a l i f o r n i a u n i n c o r p o r a t e d n o t - f o ; 
p r o f i t a s s o c i a t i o n 

.SUM-100 
• M R COURTUSE OWtV 

(SOLD PARA USO OE LA CORTE} 

•J. . r , 

J • ' : : ! ' : n&HDIEGO. CA UF. 

. You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after 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 court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more 
Information at the California Courts Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.ca.govyselfhetp). your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee. ask the court clerk for a fee waiver form. If 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 warning from the court 

There are other legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney 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 eligible for free legal services from a nonprofit legal services 
program. You can locate these nonprofit groups at the California Legal Services Web site {www.lawheIpcaIiforma.org), the California 
Courts Online Self-Help Canter (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfho(pj, or by contacting your local court or county bar association. 

Tiene 30 DlAS DE CALBNDARIO despu&s de que le entreguen esta cttacldn y papeles iegales para presenter una respuesta por escrito 
en esta corte y haeer que se entregue una copis al demandante. Una carta o una ftamada ielefdnica no lo protegen. Su respuesta por 
escdto tiene que ester en formato legal correcto s i desea que procesen su case en la corte. Es poslbie que haya un lormulstio que usted 
pueda usar para su respuesta. Puede encontrar estos formularios de ia corte y m i s informaci'6n en ef Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de 
California (ivww.couninfo.ca.gQv/selfhelp/espsnol/}, en la blblioteca de leyes de s u condado o en la corte que le quede m i s cerca. Si no 
puede pagar la cuota de presentacidn. pida at secretario de la corte que Ic d i un formulario de exencidn de pago de cuotas. Si no prcseuta 

Hay otros requisites legales. Es recomendable que tome a un abog^ado inmeefietamente. S! no conoce a un abogado, puede tlamar a un 
servicio de remlsldn a abogados. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es poslbie que cumpla con ios requisitos para obtener senricios 
legales gratultos de un programa de setvicios legales sin fines de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines de lucre en el sltio web de 
Califomia Legal Services, (www.tawhelpcalifomla.org}, en el Centre de Ayuda de las Cortes de California. 
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/seirheip/espanol/} o pontendose en contacto con ta corte o el colegio de abogados locales. 

Sw^&-2008-000789ie-CU-MC-CTL 
The name and address ofthe court is: 
(El nombre y direccidn de la corte es): 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
330 WEST BROADWAY 
330 WEST BROADWAY 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101 
CENTRAL DIVISION 
The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiffs attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is: 
(B nombre, la direeddn y el numero de tetefono del abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Craig A. Sherman 619-702-7892 619-702-9291 
LAW OFFICE OF CRAIG A. SHERMAN 
1901 First Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92101 R.Veia 
DATE; r r o o Q 7^0 C l e r k ' by — Deputy 

YFechaJ rEu 4 u anitl (Sectetatio) ; {Adjunto} 
(Forproof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-C10).) 
(Para prueba de enirega de esta citatidn use el formulario Proof of Service of Summons. (POS-010)). 

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served 
1. i i as an individual defendant. 
2. . I as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify): 

3. ! i on behalf of (specify): 

under I ] CCP 416.10 (corporation) 
j ] CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) 
! j CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) 

other (spedfy): 

J CCP 416.60 (minor) 
J CCP 416.70 (conservatee) 

! j CCP 416.90 (authorized person) 

by personal delivery on (date): Paga lo f 1 

Fonn AOoptod tor Mandatoty U«a 
Judidtf CMtxi i of CmSHotnia 

SUU-100 (R»v- January 1.2004] SUMMONS *§ 
Codo of O i l Procadw* 55 <12i0. 4S5 

http://www.courtinfo.ca.govyselfhetp
http://%7bwww.lawheIpcaIiforma.org
http://www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfho(pj
http://ivww.couninfo.ca.gQv/selfhelp/espsnol/%7d
http://www.tawhelpcalifomla.org%7d
http://www.courtinfo.ca.gov/seirheip/espanol/%7d
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CAUFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN OIEGO 
STREET ADDRESS: 330 Wast firoatNwy ' 

UA1UNS ADORESS: 330 WMI BraaAray 

CTTY AND ZIP CODE; San Diaoft CA 82101 

BRANCH NAME: CentrW 

TELfPHOt^ NUMBER: (619) 655-606* 

RECEIVED' 
i r r CLERK'S OFFICE 

08 HHn 1 / rR j ; LV PIA!NT1FF(S) / PETmONER(S): The Grandmothers 

DEFENDAWT(S) / RESPONDENT^): crTY OF SAW DIEGO et.a!. SAK DIEGO. CALIF. 

THE GRANDMOTHERS VS. CITY OF SAN DIEGO dp 
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT 

CASE NUMBER: 

37-2008-00078918-CU-MOCTL 

Judge: Luis R. Vargas 

COMPLAINT/PETITION FILED: 02/29/2008 

Department: C-63' 

CASES ASSIGNED TO THE PROBATE DIVISION ARE NOT REQUIRED TO COMPLY WITH THE CIVIL 
REQUIREMENTS USTED BELOW 

IT IS THE DUTY OF EACH PLAINTIFF (AND CROSS-COMPLAINANT) TO SERVE A COPY Or THIS NOTICE WITH 
THE COMPLAINT (AND CROSS-COMPLAINT). 

ALL COUNSEL WILL BE EXPECTED TO BE FAMILIAR WITH SUPERIOR COURT RULE? WHICH HAVE BEEN 
PUBLISHED AS DIVISION II, AND WILL BE STRICTLY ENFORCED. 

TIME STANDARDS: The following timeframes apply to general civil cases and must be adhered to unless you have 
requested and been granted an extension of time. General civil consists of all cases except: Small claims appeals. 
petitions, and unlawful detainers. 

COMPLAINTS: Complaints must be served on all named defendants, and a CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE (SDSC CIV-
345) filed within 60 days of filing. This is a mandatory document and may not be substituted by the filing of any 
other document. 

DEFENDANTS APPEARANCE: Defendant must generally appear within 30 days of service of the complaint. (Plaintiff 
may stipulate to no more than a 15 day extension which must be in writing and filed with the Court.) 

DEFAULT: ff the defendant has not generally appeared and no extension has been granted, the plaintiff must request 
default within 45 days ofthe filing ofthe Certificate of Service. 

THE COURT ENCOURAGES YOU TO CONSIDER UTILIZING VARIOUS ALTERNATIVES TO LITIGATION, 
INCLUDING MEDIATION AND ARBITRATION. PRIOR TO 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 

SDSCCIV-721 (Rev. 11-06) 
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT 

P»fl*:1 



> CRAIG A. SHERMAN 
U U ' / J b f ' - LAW OFFiCE OF CRAIG A. SHERMAN 

1901 FIRST AVENUE, SUITE 335 Q CT p j - j \ j ' i T p i 
S A N DlEGO. C A 92101-231 1 ...'.... . ' 7 . : ^ : . - / , / h : ~ • 

• • • v i : : a t f ^ K ' b OFFICE 
S H E P M A N L A W OAOL.COM 

TELEPKaNe 08 MR 17 PH 3! 52 FACS,M,LE 

(619)702-7692 - 1 . 1 ^ , . - ^ ^ „ . , , - ( 619 )702-929! 

March 6, 2008 

SAN DiEGO. CALIF. 

Via Facsimile (619) 321-3200 
Via Email: plannin£'commission@sandiepo.eov 
Followed By Hand Delivery 

Hon. Chair Barry Schultz and Members 
Planning Commission 
CITYOFSANDIEGO 
1222 First Avenue, 4th Roor 
San Diego, CA 92101-4155 

Re: Comments on Mesa College Drive Amendment: 
Auu. i i iOi ia l /VeH* InjOtTi'ultiOn. iCcgiZniir ig CTXVli'OiWiieiliui i fupuClS 

Project No. PTS 139300 

To the Hon. Chair and Members ofthe 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 subjeci 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 ofthe entire project in a new CEQA document, and (2) 
the Notice of Public Hearing regarding consideration of amending Site Deveiopment Permit 
No, 485233. 

New laformation About Significant Enviropmental Impacts not Previously Studied: a 
New or Amended CEOA Document Should Now Re-Studv Maior Aspects of the Proiect 

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 Keamy 
Mesa Park, not only for incidental grading, but for permanent loss of citizens1 parkland, and 
destruction of city-qualifying heritage and landmark trees. 

Based on faulty and incorrect infonnation provided to the City of San Diego by the SDCCD, 
city-designated parkland stands to be forever impacted in a significant and adverse way. 

http://OAOL.COM
mailto:commission@sandiepo.eov
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Any permanent loss of parkland would be and is a violation of the Cily 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 surveyors never verified, paid 
attention, and gave credence to the historic and firmly planted location of Keamv Mesa Park. 

The resulting new, unforeseen, and previously undisclosed environmental impacts are 
numerous, 

(1) First, there are permanent impacts to city parks that were never anticipated, 
considered, or approved. The prior MND1 clearly stated and concluded that 
"there would be no impacts to Keamy Mesa Park." 

(2) Second, a subsLaniial number uf large mature trees qualifying for designation 
as heritage or landmark trees under City's Municipal Code have already been 
removed. In the path of fenced and impending construcdon 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 to be.y impacted, and whether and how such historic designated 
trees can be mitigated. 

(3) Third, any permanent encroachment or loss of city parkland requires a vote of 
two-thirds of the electorate of the City of San Diego according to City Chaner 
§ 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-1-1 zoning within the project area. 

These violations ofthe 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 preparadon of a negative declaration, subsequent or supplemental 
environmental review is required if any of the statutory triggers for preparadon of a 
subsequent or supplemental EIR exist. (CEQA Guidelines § 15162(b); Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 
21166) New nodce, circulauon and public review are required in the same manner as the 
prior adopuon of a negative declaration (CEQA Guidelines § 15162(d)) or, as may prove 
necessary, an EIR. 

Midgated Negative Declaration prepared pursuant to CEQA, Cal. Public Res. Code §§ 21000 etseq. 
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In this case, the standards for further environmental review are met according to CEQA 
Guidelines § 15162(a)Cl)(2)& (3) with new information not reasonably attainable before, and 
substandal 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 
conveyance 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 until grading and tree removal commenced that 
independent studies and surveys had to investigate the ongoing misconduct 

Common sense, fairness, protection of the public's rights and CEQA mandate that the college 
projecl be put on hold pending further environmentai review, disclosures, and determinations. 

Changes to Mitigation Measures After Proiect Approval are Disfavored: Removal of the 
Turn Lane Mitigation Measure Would Potentially Result in Significant Environmental 
Effects 

The contemplated action to 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 projeci has gained 
momentum and been approved. This was a concept and doctrine expressly denounced by the 
Califomia Supreme Court in Laurel Heights Improvement Assn v. Regents of Univ. of Cal. 
(1988) 47 Cal.3d.376. With removal ofthe 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 eUminadon of the mitigation measure is wrong and not supported as a matter of law or 
fact. Personal observadons and verifiable traffic data at the two mosl nearby intersections 
confirm that there are already significant traffic issues CLOS D and LOS E) around the subject 
intersection durins school-related peak hours. Similar to the defective survey conducted by 
the SDCCD, the traffic studies are just as facially flawed. The traffic studies for the project 
were done on a day and/or dme of day where littie or no school traffic existed.2 

The traffic study's findings of LOS A and LOS B at the subject intersecdon 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 condidons 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 peak-Ume, the traffic from the college, 
the Keamy Mesa Park and Keamy High School is backed up from Annstrong Street to Linda 
Vista Road. It moves so slow, it may take three traffic signal changes to get through one 
inlersection. Cars get stuck in the number one lane at Ashford, making a 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 LOS E conditions are present. 

The Planning Commission should require the previously promised and required solution to an 
old problem which conunues 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 Streel has a traffic signal and the street is wide enough for a left turn lane which 

My client strongly encourages the City to retain and not alter or eliminate the current turn lane 
mitigation measure. Doing so wiil 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 mingation is ,•• 
warranted. 

Final Remarks 

Thank you for considering the issues presented in this comment letter. Should you have any 
quesdons concerning any ofthe points raised herein, please do not hesitate to contact this 
office. For all future proceedings, please place my name and this office on the nodfication list 
for any administrative or legisladve actions or hearings related to this SDCCD project. 

Sinc^iy, .—> 

Craig A. Sherman 
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