Letter A Letter A - Response

[N ON BAN OF UISENO INDIANS Comment Noted.

Cultural Resources Department
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April 7, 2017

Chris Tracy

City of San Diego
Development Services Center
1222 First Avenue, MS 501
San Diego, CA 9210!

Re: N. University Fire Station 50 SDP Project No. 463835

Dear Mr. Tracy:

This letter is written on behalf of the Rincon Band of Luisciio Indians. Thank you for inviting us to submit
comments on the N. University Fire Siation 50 SDP Project No. 463835, Rincon is submitting these comments
concerning your projects potential impact on Luisefio cultural resources.

The Rincon Band has concems for the impacts to historic and cultural resources and the finding of items of
significant cultural value that could be disturbed or destroyed and are considered culturally significant to the
Luisefio peaple  This is to inform you. your identified location 15 not within the Luiseiio Aboriginal Territon
We recommend that vou locate a tribe within the project area to receive direction on how to handle any

inadvertent findings according to their customs and traditions.

If you would like information on tribes within your project arca. please contact the Native American Heritage
Commission and they will assist with a referral.

Thank vou for the opportunity 1o protect and preserve our cultural assets.
Sincerely,

——
e

Vincent Whipple
Manager
Rincon Cultural Resources Department

Bo Mazzetti Tishinull Tumner Steve Stallings Laurie £. Gonzales Alfonse Kolb
Fribal ¢Cliasnan Vice € hapsoman Counieih Member Lot Mamber Caunetl Memnber



Letter b Letter b - Response
Letter B Letter B - Response

Comment Noted.

Environmental Review Committee

«* San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc.
E "

° 10 April 2017

To: Mr. Chris Tracy
Development Services Department
City of San Diego
1222 First Avenue, Mail Station 501
San Diego, California 92101

Subject: Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration
North University Fire Station 50 Site Developnient Plan
Project No. 463835

Dear Mr. Tracy:

1 have reviewed the subject DMND on behalf of this committee of the San Diego County
Archaeological Society.

Bascd on the information contained in The DMND and the archaeological study prepared
by RECON, we agree with both the impact analysis in the RECON report and the
mitigation program in the DMND.
Thank you for including SDCAS in the public review of this DMND.

Sincerely,

anfes W, Royle, Jr., Chaitpgirson

Environmental Review Committee

ce: RECON

SDCAS President
File

P.O. Box 81106 San Diego. CA 92138-110G6  (858) 538-0935



LETTERC

STATE QF CALIFOBNIA . R e - . . Edmund G. Brawn Jr, Gommg;
NATIVE AMERICAN HEHITAGE COMMISSION o "'.1
Environmental and Cultural Department e ;

550 Harbor Blvd., 00 e !
S e L4

Phone (916) 3733710
Fax (916) 373-5471

April 14, 2017

Chris Tracy, AICP, Associate Planner
City of San Diego
1222 First Avenue, MS 501
San Diego, CA 92101
Sent via e-mail: DSDEAS @sandiego.gov
Re: SCH# 2017041015, N. University Fire Station 50 SDP Project, City of San Diego; San Diego County, California
Dear Mr. Tracy:
The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has reviewed the Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the project
referenced above. The review included the Project Description, the Specific MMAP Issue Area Conditional Regulations, and the
Evajuation ot Environmental Impacts prepared by the City of San Diego. We have the foliowing concerns:

«  There is no Tribal Cultural Resources secllon or subsecnon in the Executlve Summary as per California Natural

Reso- T = 7 onmental Checklist
Form

«  Mitigation for inadvertent finds of human remains (MMRP Section |V- Human Remains) is incomplete or inaccurate.
Please refer to Caliifornia Public Resources Code 5097.98 for the process of designating a MLD for human remains
determined to be Native American,

The Caiifornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)', specifically Public Resources Code section 21084.1, states that a project
that may cause a substantlal adverse change in the significance of a historical resource is a project that may have a significant
effect on the environment.? If there is substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before a lead agency, that a project may
have a significant effect on the environment, an environmental impact report (EIR) shail be prepared.3 In order to determine
whether a project will cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to
determine whether there are historical resources with the area of project effect (APE).

CEQA was amended in 2014 by Assembly Bill 52. (AB 52)." AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice of preparation
or a notice of negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration is flied on or after July 1, 2015. AB 52 created a
separate category for “tribal cultural resources’ **, that now includes “a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a 5|gnmcant effect on the environment.® Public
agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource.” Your project may also be subject to
Senate Bill 18 (SB 18) (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004), Government Code 65352.3, if it also involves the adoption of or
amendment to a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space. Both S8 18 and
AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. Additionally, if your project is also subject to the federal National Environmental
Policy Act (42 US.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966° may also apply.

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compliance with any other applicable
laws.

Agencies should be aware that AB 52 does not preclude agencies from initiating tribal consultation with tribes that are
traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52. For that reason, we urge you
to continue to request Native #=~=isnm Teibat Somaoies -+~ -== Sacred Lands File searches from the NAHC. The request
forms can be found oniine a Additional information regarding AB 52 can be found online

' Pub. Resources Code § 21000 et seq.
? Pub. Aesources Code § 21084.1; Cal. Code Regs., 1it. 14, § 15064.5 (b); CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 (b}
* Pub. Resources Code § 21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15064 subd.(a)(1); CEQA Guidelines § 15084 (a)(1)
* Government Code 65352.3
* + Pub. Resources Cade § 21074
Pub Resources Code § 21084.2
! Pub. Resources Code §21084.3 (a)
* 154 US.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. § B0D el seq

Letter C Response
Thank you Ms. Totton for your input on this project.

Please see the following responses concerning your letter dated 4/14/17 transmitted via email
4/1417.

Response C1

Comment Noted. The Initial Study has been revised to include all updates as indicated in the
Appendix G link. It should be noted that the draft Initial Study under the Cultural Resources section
contained a discussion concerning AB 52 Consultation and the outcomes from that process. The
updates incorporated fail under “project clarification” in terms of recirculation.

Response C2

Comment Noted. Section IV - Discovery of Human Remains as contained within the Historical
Resources -Mitigation, Monitoring and Report Program (MMRP} is not incomplete or inaccurate. The
MMRP as written was developed in consultation with prior staff from the NAHC in 2010/2011 in
response to issues raised by the local Native American Kumeyaay community. The entire MMRP was
provided to all San Diego County, Native American tribes (Kumeyaay and Luiseno), and local
professional archaeologists for review/comment, and was also vetted at the state level through the
Society for California Archaeology - Native American Programs Committee (NAPC) before being
formally incorporated into CEQA documents prepared by the City of San Diego.

The program expands on the established language provided in the Public Resources Code and
Health and Safety Code at the request of the local Kumeyaay groups to further define roles and
responsibilities of all parties, and to ensure proper identification, treatment and disposition with
dignity is carried out in a manner consistent with state law and tribal requirement in a timely
manner. This program has been in place for over 6 years and is successful because of the detail
provided and the commitments made by the City at the highest levels to ensure that inadvertent
discovery of human remains are treated with the utmost respect in accordance with all applicable
local, state and/or federal laws and statutes.

Response C3

Comment Noted. The project is only subject to tribal consuitation in accordance with Assembly Bill
52 (AB 52) and is not subject to consultation under Senate Bill 18 (SB 18) as there is no adoption of,
or amendment to a generai plan or specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of
open space with this project. Furthermore, the project is not subject to review under the Nationa!
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Tribal consultation under AB 52 was conducted on July 14, 2017
with representatives from the lipay Nation of San Ysabel and the Jamul Indian Village, and resulted
in mutual government to government agreement that: 1) no additional mitigation would be required
for potential impacts to tribal cultural resources beyond the archaeological mitigation and
monitoring disclosed in the draft MND, and, 2) mutual government to government agreement that
tribal consultation for this project concluded on July 14, 2017.



. . ) Letter C Response
a antitled "Tribal Consultation Under
ry
The NAHC recommends lead agencies consult with all California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturatly
affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early as possible in arder to avoid inadvertent discoveries of
Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources.

A brief summary of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as well as the NAHC's recommendations for conducting cultural resources
assessments is also attached.

Please contact me at gayle.totton@nahc.ca.gov or call {916) 373-3710 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
This page intentionally left blank

.D
Associate Governmental Project Analyst

Attachment

cc: State Clearinghouse



Pertinent Statutory information:

Under AB 52:
AR 52 has added to CEQA the additlonal requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:
Within fourteen (14) days of determining that an appiication for a project Is complete or of a decision by a public agency to
undertake a project, a fead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or tribal representative of,
traditionally and culturaily affilated Cafifornia Native American tribes that have requested notice.
A lead agency shall begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation trom a Cahfornla
Native American tribe that s traditionaily and cutturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project. and prior to
the release of a negatlve declaration, mitigated negatl or env! Impact report. For purposes of AB
§2, “consuttation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code § 65352.4 (S8 18)."
The following topics of consultation, it a tribe requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:
a. Aitematives to the project.
b. Recommended mitigation measures.
c. Significant effects.’
1. The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environm=—"-| review necessary.
b. Significance of th »al cultural resources.
e. Significance of th_ .. sject’s impacts on tribal cultural resources.
If necessary, ?miect alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe may recommend to the
lead agency. 2 . .
With some exceptions, any information, Including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribat cultural resources
submitted by a Califomia Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be Included in the
environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to the publie,
conslstent with Government Code sections 8254 (r) and 6254.10. Any Information submitted by a Califomia Native
American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a confidential appendix to the
environmental document Unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the
information to the public. ™
If a project may have a significant impact on a tribai cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall
discuss both of the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigalion measures, including those measures that may be agreed to pursuant to
Public Resources Code section 21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the Impact on the identifled
tribal cultural resource.™
Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when elther of the following occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a tribal
cuitural resource; or
b. Aparty, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached. 5
Any mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation oonducted pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.2
shalf be ded for In the and In an pted mitigation
reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the :mpact pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21082. 3
subdivigion (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully entorceable.'®
If mitigation measures recommended by the stalf of the lead agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in
the environmental document or if there are no agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if
consultation does not oceur, and it substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a signiticant effect to a iribal

cultural resource, the iead agency shait Id ble mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21084.3
()."
An environmental impact report may not be certitied, nor may a mitigated negative n or a hegative dech be

adopted unless one of the following occurs:
a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public Resources
Code sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.2.
b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise falied to engage
in the consultation process.

® Pub. Resources Cose § 21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)
*° Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (o)

"' Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (a)

' Pub, Resounces Code § 21080.3.2 (8)

" Pub, Resources Code § 21062 (c)(1)

** Pub, Resources Code § 21082.3 (b)

** Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (b)

* Pub. Resources Code § 21082.3 (a)

" Pub. Resources Coda § 21082.3 (e)

Letter C Response

This page intentionally left blank



¢. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compllance with Public Resources Code section

21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consuitation within 30 days.®
This process should be documented in the Tribal Cultural Resources ion of your e

Under SB 18:

Government Code § 65352.3 (a) (1) requires consultation with Native Americans on general plan proposals for the purposes of
“preserving or mitigating impacts to places, features, and objects described § 5097.9 and § 5091.993 of the Public Resources
Code that are located within the city or county's jurisdiction. Government Code § 65560 (a), (b}, and (c) provides for
consultation with Native American tribes on the open-space element of a county or city general pian for the purposes of
protecting places, features, and objects described in Sections 5097.9 and 5097.993 of the Public Resources Code.

=SB 18 applies to local governments and requires them to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and consult with tribes
prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specmc plan or the designation of open space. Local

overnments sho: !~ ~~—n~- e o tn Ntian s 01 ~ 1~ Wikl A~—gyltation Guidelines,” which can
9

be found online a
«  Tribal Consultatio - . cees .= — o-..-.a2l plan or a specific plan, or to

designate open space it is requ»red to contact lhe approprlale mbes ndenhhed by the NAHC by requesting a "Tribal
Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government must consult with the tribe on the
plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from !he data of recelpt of notification to request consultation unless a shorter
timeframe has been agreed o by the tribe.”

«  There is no Statutory Time Limit on Tribal Consultation under the law.

+  Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research,® the city or
county shall protect the confidentiality of the information concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of
places, features and objects described in Public Resources Code sections 5097.9 and 5097.993 that are within the city’s or
county's jurisdiction.

«  Conclusion Tribal Consultation; Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:

o The parties to the consuitation come to a mutuat agreement concerning the appropriate measures for preservation
or mitigation; or

o Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable etfort, concludes that mutual
agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or mitigation.

NAHC Recommendations

«  Contact the NAHC for:
o A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the Sacred Lands
File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for consultation with tribes that
are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the project’s APE.
o A Native American Tribal Contact List of appropriate tribes for consuitation concerning the project site and to assist

in pianning for avoidance, preservation in ~'~~~ - é~ifin~ both —liicatinn —acnrag
. The requesl form can be found :
o Mamtentinn foette=i Historic . et wyee v o .. 3) Center

or an archaeological records search The records search will determine:
1 previously surveyed for cultural resources.

o If any known cultural resources have been already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

o If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cuitural resources are located in the APE.

o If asurveyis required to determine whether previously unrecorded cuitural resources are present.

» Itan archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing the
findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

o The final report containing site forms, site signiticance, and mitigation measures should be submitted immediatety
to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and
associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and not be made available for public
disclosure.

o The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriate
regional CHRIS center.

** Pub. Aesources Code § 210823 ()

" {Gov. Code § 65352.3 (a}(2))

® pursuant to Gov. Code section 65040.2,

' (Gov. Code § 65352.3 (b).

@ (Triba) Consultation Guidelines, Governor's Office of Planning and Ressarch (2005) at p. 18).

Letter C Response
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Examples of Mitigation Measures That May Be Considerad to Aveld or Minimize Significant Adyerae Impacts to Trihat
Cultyral Resources:

o

o

Avoidance and preservation of the resources In place, including, but not limited to:

s Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cuitural and naturat context.

* Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with cutturally appropriate

protection and management criterla.

Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values and meaning
of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

a Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.

=« Protecting the traditional use of the resource.

2 Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.
Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate management
criteria for the purposes of preserving or utillzing the resources or places.
Piease note that a federally recognized Californla Natlve American tribe or a non-federally recognized California
Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect a California prehistoric,
archaeological, cuitural, spiritual, or ceremonlat glace may acquire and hold conservation easements if the
conservation easement s voluntarily conveyed.
Please note lhat it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and assoclated grave artifacts shall be
repalrlated

The lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources) does not preciude their subsurface

existence.
o

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting prag: lan provisions for the
ideptification and evaluation of Inadvertently discovered archaeological resources.” In areas of identified
archaeological sensitivity, a certitied archaeotogist and a culturally affillated Native American with knowledge of
cultural resources should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

Lead agencias should include in their mitigation and menitering reporting. program plans pravislons for the
disposition of recovered cujtural itemg that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally affillated Native
Amerlcans.

Lead agencies should Include in their mitigation and monitoring repoding program plans peovisions for the
treatment and dispogition of inadvertently discavered_Native American human remaing. Health and Satety Code
sectlon 7050.5, Public Resources Code section 5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, section 15064.5,
subdivislons (d) and {e) (CEQA Guidelines section 15084.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes to be
followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American human and ] grave
goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

# (Clv. Code § B16.3 (c)).

# (Pub. Resourcas Code § 5097.981).

™ per Cal. Coda Regs., lit. 14, saclion 15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidalines saction 15064.5(1)).
5
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; ;./ Department of Toxic Substances Control

Barbara A. Lee, Director

Secrotary for Cypress, California 90630

Environmentat Protection

April 25, 2017

Mr. Chris Tracy, AICP

Associate Environmental Planner

City of San Diego Development Services Center
1222 First Avenue, MS 501

San Diego, California 92101

INITIAL STUDY AND PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (ND) FOR
N. UNIVERSITY FIRE STATION 50 SDP PROJECT (SCH# 2017041015)

Dear Mr. Tracy:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has reviewed the subject ND.
The following project description is stated in the ND: “SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
(CiP-2) for the development of a new three story 16,077 sq. ft. fire Station within ESL
(Environmentally Sensitive Lands). The project site is located in the University City
Community Plan area within the City of San Diego.”

Based on the review of the submitted document DTSC has the following comments:

"he ND should identify and determine whether current or historic uses at the
woject site may have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances.
\ Phase | Environmental Site Assessment may be appropriate to identify any
ecognized environmental conditions.

f there are any recognized environmental conditions in the project area, then
woper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by the appropriate
egulatory agencies should be conducted prior to the new development or any
sonstruction.

f the project plans include discharging wastewater to a storm drain, you may be
equired to obtain an NPDES permit from the overseeing Regional Water Quality
ontrol Board (RWQCB).

f planned activities inctude building modifications/demolitions, lead-based paints
o products, mercury, and asbestos containing matenals (ACMs) should be
addressed in accordance with all applicable and relevant laws and reguiations.

Matthew Rodriquez 5796 Corporate Avenue B ™

Letter D - Response

Thank you for your input on this project.

Please see the following responses concerning your letter dated 4/25/17;

Response D1
Fomment Nf)ted. The project site was not listed in any of the databases for hazardous materials
including being listed in the State Water Resources Control Board GeoTracker system or the

Department of Toxic Substances Control EnviroStor Data Management System, which includes
CORTESE sites.

Response D2

Comment Noted. This will implemented accardingly.

Response D3

Comment Noted. No wastewater is proposed to be disposed into a storm drain.
Response D4

Comment Noted. The project does not propose such modifications.



Mr. Chris Tracy, AICP
April 25, 2017
Page 2

the site was used for agricultural or related activities, residual pesticides may
e present in onsite soil. DTSC recommends investigation and mitigation, as

scessary, to address potential impact to human heaith and environment from
ssidual pesticides.

the project development involves soil export/import, proper evaluation is
iquired.  If soil contamination is suspected or observed in the project area, then
xcavated soil should be sampled prior to export/disposal. If the soil is
antaminated, it should be disposed of properly in accordance with all applicable
d relevant laws and regulations. In addition, if imported soil was used as
ackfill onsite and/or backfill soil will be imported, DTSC recommends proper
raluation/sampling is necessary to ensure the backfill material is free of
>ntamination.

f during construction/demolition of the project, soil and/or groundwater
.ontamination is suspected, construction/demolition in the area should cease and
ippropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented. ffitis
letermined that contaminated soil and/or groundwater exist, the ND should
tentify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted, and
1e appropriate government agency to provide regulatory oversight.

Woammie i s eimnbiam s oo o o-dis - 2T 0 er, please contact me at (714) 484-5380 or

wrunnsue neswrauun anu ounuul cvawation Branch
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program - Cypress

ki/sh/ja

CC.

See next page.

Letter D - Response

R nse D

Comment Noted. The project was not used for such activities.

Response D6

Comment Noted. There are no known soil contaminants based on the geotechnical investigation
that has been conducted for the site.

Response D7

Comment Noted. There are no known soil contaminants based on the geotechnical investigation
that has been conducted for the site.



Mr. Chris Tracy, AICP

April 25, 2017 Letter D - Response
Page 3

cc:  Ms. Lindsay Hashimoto (via e-maif)
Senior Planner
Office of Environmental Planning and Sustainability

Hlmbivemenib s af D alifmrmin Irvine

Govemor's Office of Planning and Research (via e-mail)
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044

CaAanrmannan tn D alifarmia NEQ4N ’)f\A4

This page intentionally left blank.

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief (via e-mail)

Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CFOA Trackina Center

Control

Mr. Dave Kereazis (via e-mail)

Office of Planning & Environmental Analysis
NAanadmant Af Tavia ©, lkn‘ﬁn‘:es Control

Mr. Shahir Haddad, Chief (via e-mai)
Schools Evaluation and Brownfields Cleanup
MommSstds oo e soo-— - -2~ Restoration Program - Cypress

CEQA# 2017041015



Letter E
1 2017 Louis Rodolico
May 1, 5906 Dirac Street
San Diego, CA 92122
858-625-4453

Chris Tracey

AICP Environmental Planner

City of San Diego Development Services Center
1222 First Avenue

MS 501

San C” R nnant

E-Ma

Re: N. University Fire Station 50 SDP
Project #: 463835
University, Council District 1

Dear M. Tracey:

{ am a resident of East University City (UC) and have lived in UC since 2001. Most East
UC residents are in favor of fire station 50 being placed in a better location. The current location
is; 1 ¥2 miles from station 35, has the Marine air base to the east and a canyon to the south. For
these reasons it is a poor placement and does not deliver much bang for the buck.

However if it is built at Nobel and Shoreline then Citygate is still recommending another fire
station in University City along Governor Drive. This means we will need to build two stations
where one would provide better overall coverage. | am aware of the long ladder requirement for
high rise structures. | have outlined these positions in the two attached Clairemont Times
articles.

Please read these articles. If it is eventually determined to move the fire station away from
Shoreline and Nobel then | would ask to be on the UCPG fire station subcommittee to identify
the proper location for fire station 50.

Thank You

Louis A. Rodolico

Letter E - Response

Comment Noted. Please see email response below.

Tracy, Christopher

From: Tracy, Christopher on behalf of DSD EAS

Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 10:42 AM

To: 'lourodolico@yahoo.com’

Cc: Monroe, Daniel; ‘janay_kruger@msn.com’; Deisher, Helene

Subject: RE: N. University Fire Station 50 SDP Project No. 463835 University, Councit District
1

Attachments: Fire Station 50 Project No. 463835.pdf

Dear Mr. Rodolico,

Email received. Thank you for providing comments with respect to the draft CEQA document for this project. In terms of
the selected location, which is a broader Planning issue, | will have to direct you to have those comments addressed by
Long Range Planning and the Local Planning Group (Copied to the email).

Sincerely,

Chris Tracy, AICP
Assocaite Planner
City of San Diego
Development Services

T (619)-446-5381
sandiego.gov

CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic mail message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the addressee(s) named above and may contain information
that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient, or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this e-mail to the intended recipient, you are hereby natified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you received this e-mail message in error, please immediately notify the sender by replying to this
message or by telephone, Thank you.

From: Louis Rodolico [mailto:lourodolico @yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 8:32 AM

To: DSD EAS <DSDEAS@sandiego.gov>

Cc: Monroe, Daniel <DMMonroe @sandiego.gov>; Janay Kruger <janay_kruger@msn.com>
Subject: N. University Fire Station 50 SDP Project No. 463835 University, Council District 1

See attached PDF.
Please confirm receipt.
Thank You

Louis Rodolico






A central location for a Fi. 3tation is preferred since the benefits ra. e out from it. There is a temptation
for City officials to look only at available city land assets in placing new fire stations. The 2 new ballot proposed
Fire Stations at Nobel and South UC are both sited on city land at the periphery of the community. A new
central UC Fire Station will need to be on land not currently in the cities asset inventory, this means more work.
Work that will translate into minutes off of trips to residents in crisis. Two minutes is the difference between
coma and consciousness, paralysis and mobility.

llustration F-1 shows the preferred location of the new central UC Fire Station. At this location ali
residences in UC are within two miles. It is not only central to the community but is well positioned to support
stations to the north and south.

Map F-3.1 shows the locations of the three potential fire stations. The 55+ community is at the intersection
of Gulistrand and Governor, this location is used as a benchmark for Ambulance arrival time; F-3.2, Ambulance
calls go up gradually after 8AM, peak between 5 PM & 6 PM and drop off at 8PM. The best overall performance
is the new central Fire Station just west of the Middle School. This one central Fire Station location also will
serve UTC and Clairemont better as well.

AMBULANCE MAP AMBULANCE SERVICE TIMES 55+ Source: Google Maps
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Ambuiance to Hospital times will improve if the North-South secondary road system is completed, or
building the Regents Road Bridge. 85% of all 911 calls are ambulance related. So since 35 & 27 have the full
range of fire-fighting apparatus the new station in UC couid be a double ambulance station with rescue
personnel certified and equipped to enter a smoke filled building.

it is politically easy to build the two proposed Fire Stations, the city already owns the land so there would be
minimal up front work. [t will be difficult to build one central Fire Station, land would need to be acquired from
the School District and neighbors compensated. San Diego High School is currently in a dispute to keep their
land in Balboa Park, with good will and a little horse trading UC could acquire a spit of land just west of the
Middie School. That's extra work but the work of smart governance. With the 2016 Fire Station Baliot coming
up it would be great politics to show the city is willing to dig in, work hard and buitd the one central Fire Station
that does the most good. This would not only be the humanitarian thing to do but would save the taxpayers 232
million dollars over the next century.

Louis Rodolico has been a resident of University City since 2001 and has been a pro-bono community
advocate for over 30 years.

This article has been reformatted to the 8 ¥z x 11 letter size louisrodolico.com
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San Diego Fire Stations - 2017 Citygate R« o

City cries budget shortfall but continues to green light non-optimal projeuis

Commentary
Louis Rodolico

The February 2017 Citygate report was just issued, 84% of calls are medical and 2.39% are for fires.
The reports analysis is fimited and does not show; FRS 56 in West UC, ambulance times and the effects
on patient outcomes by not building the Governor to 1-5 connector or the Regents Road Bridge. The old
2010 Citygate report used radii to determine both the UCSD and 50 fire stations proposed locations. By
contrast the new 2017 report uses travel times and distances to determine the location of firehouses. San
Diego has many canyons and radii models are a flawed method to determine fire station placement in
urban areas interrupted by canyons. For example a house may be a quarter of a mile across a canyon
using radii, but a 3 mile drive from a fire station. Based on the old radii report fire station 50 is located at
Nobel and Shoreline 50's isolated location with a canyon to the south and airport to the east provides little
bang for the buck. - new 2017 report came to the March 8th PSLN City Council sub-committee as an
information item. The question now is; are we going to use it or fast track station 50 based on the old 2010
radii report?

The attached illustration includes both of the proposed fires siations for our area; UCSD and 50. The
city goal is to have a first responder at a house 7 2 minutes after a 911 call is made. Currently 50 is
located 1 % miles from 35 so there is considerable overlap. 50's proposed location fails to reach University
City in 7 ¥ minutes during evening rush hour which is also the peak time for emergency calls (below left
iltustration). During non-rush hour 50 is barely better than either; 35 in UTC or 27 in Clairemont (illustration
below center). You do not need graphics to illustrate that 50 in its current location will not serve UC very
well; you only need to have lived in UC. The optimal location for 50 to support both Clairemont and UTC
would be in the vicinity of Governor DBrive & Genesee Avenue (illustration below right).

Why is 50 not near Governor & Genesee? Well UTC has a substantial FBA budget so it has the 12
million dollars to build fire station 50, UCSD also has the money to build their new fire station; Clairemont
and University City do not have the budget. Although the 12 million to build each new station will come
from UCSD & UTC the 2.2 million a year operating cost, for each station, comes out of the general city
budget which both Clairemont and University City help pay for. That 2.2 million a year adds up to 220
million dollars a century, bringing the total century cost for each station to 232 million dollars. The phrase
“City of San Diego" had become a misnomer when it comes to placing emergency assets. What we
currently have are Economic Fiefdoms who have the money to build a station that serves them well but not
those outside of their community who are also paying for operation. If 50 remains at Nobel and Shoreline
then UTC will soon have 3 fire stations. As a consequence during the evening rush, when emergency calls

are the greatest, the bulk of our emergency assets will have to fight rush hour traffic to get south from UTC.
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Every consultant, citizen and politician recognizes that north south traffic is the problem, so why are we
deploying so many assets in UTC along an east west line?

Buiiding 50 at Nobel and Shoreline is a mistake. However if it is built Citygate is stilt recommending
another new fire station in UC. Why not just build one fire station in the vicinity of Governor and Genesee?
Fire stations cost 232 million a century to build and operate. If the city is serious about their budget why not
buitd one optimally placed station instead of two? See lower right illustration. For additional detait go lo:
One Fire Station or Two, 2016 Bailot Looms, March 2016 Clairemont Times, Page 9.

| believe the fissure that has existed over the Regents Road Bridge is a factor in placing 50 at Nobel and
Shoreline, since this forces the new UC fire station, not to be central, but to be in west UC, like the current
FRS 56. This is all part of a private Grande Bargain about 8 years ago. The current placement of fire
stations came out of unpublished sub-committee meetings between UCPG and, | assume, Citygate and the
Fire Department. UCPG does not publish their sub-committee meetings which is a Brown Act violation. The
Regents Road Bridge controversy has resulted in banning anyone form East UC from being on the UCPG
board and has placed the FRS in West UC, not centra! to best serve the community. In my opinion this
underrepresentation of East UC exasperates the problem. To help resolve it, West, Central and East UC
should be separate UCPG areas. UCPG announced, at their [ast meeting, that they do not like to publish
too much detail because it just confuses people. | hope this writing has helped to remove some of that
confusion.

The city is crying budget shortfall, but is the city willing to take an overall look at spending?

Louis Rodolico has been a resident of University City since 2001 website: louisrodolico.com
F Februarv 2017 Citvaate Report Illustrations 50 at Central Universitvy Citv
I Rush hour from 911 call 7.5 minutes Non-rush hr. from 911 call 7.5 minutes. March 2016 Clairemont Times
Links:
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Letter F

0 Pl Letter F - Response

éf
STATE OF CALIFORNIA H ‘ﬁ% Thank you for your input on this project. All parties with comments inclusive of this letter will be
: GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH ELS , addressed accordingly.

&

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE ANL PLANNING Unrr /",‘”FEALV““
EDMUND G, RQWR Ik Gt AL
GOVERNOR g0 0 1 DTN

Chre Traey

iy of San Diego
! tAvenue Mh-30,
0 [nega, CA 92101

Subjert. N Liniversiny Free Station 36 8D
CHE 20170310153

Diear Chrie Traeys

sed Negative Declaration 1o selected state
Report please note that the Clearmghouse has
wies that revizwed vour docunient. The w pertod closed on May 3. 2017, and the
onding a frzs) s tarey enclo 1 this commeni package is not in order,
surmyhouse immedistely, Please refer wothe project’s en-igit State

(13 we may respond promptiv

Thz State Clearmnybouse subninied the sbove named i
ageneies Tor reviss . On the enclused Document Deta

comments trom the re
please notifs the State C
house number i futury correspondanes ¢

Mzasy note that Section 21104400 of the Caliivmia Funiic Resource, Code states iz,

~A responsible or otier pubfic ageney shiadl only make substantive comments regarding those
acrivities mvolved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or whicl are
requirsd 1o be carried out or approved by the ageney Those comments shall be supporied by

3 fic documenation.”

These commernte are forwarded for use i preparing vour final eavironmental docutent. Should vou need
nwors iniormation or clarificavon of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the

Comnening ageney dircethy.

This letter acknowledges that vou have complizd with the State Clearinghouse review requirements jor
drafi environmental dozuments, pursuant 1o the California Environmental Quaiity Act. Please contuct the
Stae Clearinghouse a (9365 445-0013 1f vou have any questions revarding the environmenal review

praces:,

Sincereiy.

-~

LN

&

SV 4

.
Scate Margan
Direcior, State Clearinghouss

tunciosures
ce. Resour:

<

Agency

1400 Ut Streer 100, Box 3044 Sacramento, California 9581 2-3044

(9le} 4430613 FAX (9101 S25.3018  www.opr.ca.gov




SCH#
Project Titie
Lead Agency

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2017041015
N Unversity Fire Station 56 SDP
San Dizgo, City of

Type

Description

MND Mitiated Negative Declaration

Sile developmant permtt for the development af & new three story 16.077 sf fire stanon withui ESL Tne
project site is located 1n tne Lniversity Community Plan arez within the city of San Diego The site i
wesl of 1-803 and 15 lucated adjacen! to ihe soulheast corner of Nobel Dr and Shoreline Dr o Ciy
owned land

Lead Agency Contact

Name Chris, Tracy
Agency City of San Diego
Phope  (519) 465-53381 Fax
email
Address 1222 First Avenug, M8-501
City  San Dieno State GA Zip 92101
Project Location
County San Diego
City  San Dieqo
Region
Lat/Long 32757 518"N/5i7 127 01.4"W
Crass Streers  Nable Dr/Shorelne Dr
Parcel No. 345-011-24.00
Township Ranae Section Base

Proximity to:
Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

803

MCAS Miramar
Amtrak/Zoaster
Rose Creek

Torah HS, U. City HS
FS-1-14/ RES

Project Issues

Archaeslogic-tiistanc, Siolomcal Resources, Landuse

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency. Depanment of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Cal Fire: Office of Historic
Preservation; Depanment of Parke and Recreation; Depariment of Water Resources; Caltrans,
Division of Aeronautics; Caliiorma Highway Fatrol: Caltrans. District 11; Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Region 2. Department of Toxic Substances Controf; Native Arnerican Heritage
Commission; Public Uliities Commission; San Diage River Conservancy

Date Received

04/04/2017 Start of Review (4/04/2017 End of Review 05/03/2017

Nate  Bianks in data fislids resilt frons insoffisesat miacmation neovided by baad anasnsy
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NI . _ Edmund G, Birown Jr., Governor

RICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

IVE AM

v

N
Environmentat pnd Cuiturat Dopariment X "\LL .
1550 Harbar Bivd., Sulte 100 AN
Wesl Sacramento, CA 95691 'v"\ v

Phone {916) 373-3710
Fax (916) 373-5471

Aprit 14, 2017
Chris Tracy, AICP, Associale Planner (,'Ummrs'\)fﬁ(:.anwhlu!mGH"‘W-‘”
City of San Diego ) .
1222 Firs| Avenug, MS 501 [_\':r:': 1h 'L‘lf
San Diego, CA 92101 o

cmp T Y E AR OALSE
Sent via e-mail. DSDEAS ¥ sandiego.gov S !AEECL;FN\N\’ RO

fle. SCH# 2017041015, N. University Fire Station 50 SDP Projert, City of San Diego; San Diego County, California
Dear Mr, Tracy:

The Native Amencan Heritage Commission (NAHC) has reviewed the Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the project
relerenced above. The review included the Project Description, the Specific MMRP Issue Area Conditional Regulations, and the
Evaluation of Environmental tmpacts prepared by the City of San Diego. We have the foliowing concerns:

+  There is no Tribal Cultural Resources section or subsection in the Executive Summary as per California Natural
Resources Agency (2016} “Finat Text for triba! cultural resources update 10 Appendix G: Environmentat Checklist
Form.” htip:/fiesourses ca goviceqa/docsfabs2/Clean-iinal-AB-52-App-G-text-Submitied. pd?

+  Mitigation for inadvenent finds of human remains (MMRP Section IV- Human Remains} is mcomplete or inaccurate.
Piease reler to California Public Resources Code 5097.98 for the process of designating a MLD tor human remains
delermined to be Native American

The Calitornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)', specifically Public Resources Code section 210B4.1, states that a project
that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a hisloncal resource is a project Ihat may have a significant
eflect on the environment ® If there is substantial evidence. in light of the whole record belore a lead agency, that a project may
have a significant effect on the environment, an environmental impact report (EIR) shall be prepared.” in order to determine
whether a project will cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need ta
determine whather there are historical resources with the area of project ellect (APE).

CEQA was amended in 2014 by Assembly Bill 52. (AB52)° AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice of preparation
or a notice of negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration is filed on or after July 1, 2015. AB 52 created a
separate category for “tribal cultural resources™, that now includes “a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a significant eftect on the environment.® Public
agencies shall, when feasibie, avoid damaging eflects to any tribal cultural resource.’ Your project may also be subject to
Senate Bill 18 (SB 18) (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004), Government Code 65352.3, if it also involves the adoption of or
amendment 10 @ general plan or a specitic plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space. Both SB 18 and
AB 52 have frlbal consultation requirements. Additionally, if your project is also subject to the tederal National Enviranmental
Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966° may also apply.

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compllance with any other applicable
laws

Agencies should be aware that AB 52 does no! preclude agencies from initialing tribal consultation with tribes that are
traditicnally and culturally affiliated with Lheir jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52, For that reason, we urge you
1o continue to request Nalive American Tribal Gonsultation Lists and Sacred Lands File searches trom the NAHC. The request
forms can be found online at: bty /mahc.ca gowresturtesionny,.  Additional miormation regarding AB 52 can be found online

" Pub. Rasources Gode § 23000 et seq
“Pul flusources Code § 21084 1. Ca!
'Fue Resources Codi § 20080 (). Ca.
" uovernment Code 853523

*Fup Resourcos Coda § 21074

" Pul Hescurces Otdo § 2104
Pl Rusorces Geate § 21064 3 )
Trnd USCOI0uIut A8C G HOU nt s

Code Mens | 1412 § 15064.5 (). CEQA Guiduhnes Socton 150645 (b)
Joae Fays , tie 14, § 1506 subd (a)(1), CFLIA Gudelines § 15084 (1)
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t. entitled "Tribal Consultation Under Letter F - Response

al hitp.mnane ca.govive-contentuploans 201 5N QARSI TrvatSonsulation_CalEPAPDIF
AB 52 Reguirements and Best Praclices”.

The NAHC recommends lead agencies consult with all Calilomis Native American tribes thal are traditionally and culturally
aftiiated with the geographic area 0! your proposed projec! as early as possible 1n order to avoid inadvertent discoveries of
Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources.

A bief summary of porlions of AB 52 and SB 18 as well as the MAHC's recommendations for conducting cultural resources
assessments 1s also attached

Please contact me at gayle.lottonfirnahec.ca.gov or call (9163 373-3710 if you have any questions

Sincerely,

) /
a\gﬁb This page intentionally left blank.

3qyleotion, B.S., M.A., Ph.DD
sociate Governmental Project Analyst

Attachmerni

cc. State Clearingbouse



Pertinen! Statutory Information:

Under AB 52:
AB 52 has added to CEQA the additiunal requirements listed beluw, along with many otner raquirermnents
Within fountzen {14) days ot determining tha! an application tor a project is complete or ot a decision by a public agency 10
undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or lribal representative of,
Iraditionally and cuiturally alfiliated Calilornia Native American tribes that have requested nolice
A lead agency shall begin the consullation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consuliation trom a California
Native American tribe hat is traditionally and cuiturally alliliated with the geographic area o the proposed project ® and prior lo
the release of a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration or environmental Impact reporl. For purposes of AB
52, "cansultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code § 65352.4 (SB 18).""
The tollowing topics of consultalion. if a tribe requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation-
a.  Allernatives 10 the project.
r.  Hecommended miigalon measures.
c. Significant effects."'
1. The lollowing topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
3. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Signiticance ot the tribal cultural resources
c. Significance of the project’s impac!s on tribal cullural resources.
i necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures tor preservation or mitigation that the tribe may recommend to the
lead agency. '
With some exceptions, any information, including but not Jimited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural resources
submitted by a California Native American tribe Suring the environmentat review process shall not be Included In the
environmental document or otherwise disciosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to the public,
consistent with Government Code sections 6254 {r} and 6254.10. Any information submitted by a Calitornia Native
American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a confidential appendix to the
environmental dosument unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in writing, to the disciostire of some or all of the
information to the public.™
Ii a project ay have a significant impact on a triba! cullural resource, the lead agency'’s environmental document shall
discuss both of the following
a.  Whether the proposed project has & significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b Whether teasible aliernatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed o pursuant to
Public Resources Code section 21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact on the identified
tribal cultural resource. ™
Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the following occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures 1o mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a tribal
cultural resource; or
b. A pary, acting in good {aith and afier reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached. "
Any mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.2
shall be recommended for Incluslon In the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring and
reporting program, if determined to avoid of lessen the impaci pursuani to Public Resources Code section 21082.3,
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable.’®
If mitigation measures recommended by the staif of the lead agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in
the environmental document or if there are no agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consuftation, or il
consultation does not occur, and if substantia! evidence demonstrates thal a project will cause a signiticant effect to a tribat
cull:{ral resource, the lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21084.3
(b)."”
An environmental impacl report may net be certlfied, nor may a miligated negative decfaration or a negative declaration be
adopted unless one of the following occurs:
a, The consullation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurted as provided in Public Resources
Code sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant ta Public Resources Code section 21080.3,2
b, The rribe that requested consuitation lailed 1o provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise failed to engage
in the consullation process.

YPup Hosowces Corle § 21080 3 1. subas i and ju
™ PLb Aesuurces Cote § 21080.3 1 (D)
""Puty Resources Codn § 2100809 2 ()
Y Puty Aesources Code § 2108 i
gt
Y
" b Hosoureds Code § 21080.3.2 (b)
" Pun
"
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c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Alesources Code section

21080.3 1 (d) and the tribe afied to request consultation within 30 days. 5
This pracess should be documented in the Tribal Cultural Resources section of your environmental document,

Under SB 18:

Government Code § 65352.3 (a) (1) requires consultation wilh Native Americans on general plan proposals for he purposes of
“preserving or mitigating impacls 10 places, features, and objects described § 5087.9 and § 5091.993 of the Public Resources
Code that are located within the city or county's jurisdiction. Government Cade § 65560 (a), {b). and (¢} pravides for
consultation with Native American tribes on the open-space element of a county or city general plan tor the purposes of
protecting places, fealures, and objects described in Seclions 5097.9 and 5097.993 of the Public Resources Code.

+ 5B 18 applies to local governments and requires them to contact, provide notice to, refer plans 1o, arnd consull wilh trives
prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of open space. Local
governments should consult the Govermor's Offtce of Planning and Research's *Tribal Consultation Guidelines,” which can
be Inund anline at: hits fiwww.opr. 05_Updatet_Guidelines 922 pd:

- Tribal Consultation: W alocal gover s a proposal to adopt os amend a general plan or a specific plan, or to
designale open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identilied by the NAHC by requesting a *Tribal
Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government must consult with the tribe on the
ptan proposai. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to request consultation unless a shorter
timetrame has been agreed to by the tribe. "

+  Tnergis.no Statutory Time Limit on Tribal Consultation unaer the tlaw.

lidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adoptad by the Oifice of Planning and Research,”" the city or

county shall protect the confidentiality of lhe information concerning the specific identity, locatian, character, and use of

places, teatures and objects described in Public Resources Code sections 5097.9 and 5097.993 that are within the cily's or
county's jurisdiction.”’

- Conglusion Tribal Consuttation” Consultation shoutd be concluded at the point i which:

~  The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures for preservation
or mitigation: of
Either the local government o3 the Inbe, acting m good faith and after reasonable efiort. concludes that mutuat
agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriale measures of preservation or mitigation =

C Recommendations for Cultural Resources_Assessments:

+  Contact the NAHC lor:
« A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in lhe Sacred Lands
File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for consultation with tribes thal
are traditionally and cutturally affiliated with the geographic area of the project’s APE.
« A Native American Tribal Contact List of appropriate tribes for consuitation concerning the project site and to assist
in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, lailing both, mitigation measures.
= The request form can be found al ntip:/inahc.ca.goviresources/farms/.
«  Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Inlormation System (CHRIS) Center
(hes fiohp.parks.ca.gov/?pane_in=1088) for an archaeologica! records search. The records search will determine:
«+ Il part or the entire APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources
w I any known cultural resources have been already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.
o It the probability is low, moderatg, or high that cultural resources are localed in the APE.
« If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present,
« It an archaeaclogical inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparalion of a prolessional report detailing the
tindings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
- The fina! report containing site lormes, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted immediately
10 the planning deparimen!. All information regarding site localions, Native American human remains, and
associated tunerary objects should be in a separate conlidential addendum and not be made available for public
disclosure
The final written report should be submitted withuin 3 months after work. has heen completed lo the appropriate
regional CHRIS center.

Y Puby Resourens C

Miliov Coda § 854

 pursuant Io Gov Cone section E5040 2

e Gode § 320 4m

< bl uonsuilaien: Guadelies Governar s Oftiee oF Plaonoy) a0d Reseaeh (20051 atp 181
a4
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Exampies of

Mitigation Measures That May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse Impacts to Tribal

Cultural Resources:

The lack of st
axistence.
o

Avordante and preservation of the rescurces in piace, including, bul not imied to:

= Planning and construction to avoid the resources and pratect the cultural and natural context.

. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space. to incorporate the resources with culturally appropriale

protection and management criteria.

Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values and meaning
ol the resgurce, including, tut not mied to, the following.

*  Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.

«  Protecting the lradilional use of the resource.

»  Protecting the confidentiality of the resource
Permmanent conservation easements or other interests in rea! property, with culturally appropriale management
criterra for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resoutces or places.
Ptease note that a federally recognized Calilornia Native American tribe or a non-federally recognized California
Native American tribe that is on the contaet list maintaned by the NAHC to protect a California prehistoric,
archaeotogical, culiural, spiritual, or ceremonial Place may acquire and hold conservation easements it the
conservation easement 1s voluntarily conveyed. =
Please nole lhal it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave anitacts shaii be
repatriated. ™
iriace evidence of archaeological resources (including iribal cultural resources) does not preclude their subsurtace

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring raporting Rrogram | Ia_|1 provisions for the
identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered argna_ecllggl_ggue/sourres_ in areas of identified
archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with knowledge of
cultural resources should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for the
disposition_of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally alfiiated Native
Amencans.

Lead agencies should include In ther miugauon and nlunuonng_gpamn_g program_plans provisions tor the

ent and disposition of inadvertently discovered Nativ: Health and Satety Code
section 7050.5, Public Resources Code section 5097. 98, and Cal. Code Regs tit. 14, section 15064.5,
subdivisions (d) and (e) {CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes o be
followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery o! any Native American human remains and associated grave

goods in a location other than a dedicaled cemetery.

(G Code § 8153 ()
7 {Pul; Nusources Code § 5097 901
e Sl Coder Bugs il 14, secton 150650 (CEOA Gudelines sosuan 18054 5()

5
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-~ 3
‘\’ Department of Toxic Substances Control

Matthew Rodriquoz

Secretary for .
Environmgntal Protection Cypress, Califormia 905630

April 25, 2017

\

g

=
-~

Barbara A Lee, Director

4 /(
Lo
5796 Corporate Avenue 1 9{\)‘,‘,?\ Edmund G. Brown Jr.
k‘},/,\ %

Governor

"oyt s e o Miseniio G Famsirn

Mr. Chris Tracy, AICP STATE CLEARINGAOUSE
Associate Environmental Planner

City of San Diego Development Services Center

1222 First Avenug, MS 501

San Diego, California 82101

INITIAL STUDY AND PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (ND) FOR
N. UNIVERSITY FIRE STATION 50 SDP PROJECT (SCH# 2017041015)

Dear Mr. Tracy:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has reviewed the subject ND.
The following project description is stated in the ND: "SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
(CIP-2) for the development of 2 new three story 16,077 sq. fi. fire Station within ESL
(Environmentally Sensitive Lands). The project site is located in the University City
Community Plan area within the City of San Diego.”

Based an the review of the submitted document DTSC has the following comments:

1.

The ND should identify and determine whather current or historic uses at the
project site may have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances.
A Phase | Environmental Site Assessment may be appropriate to identify any
recognized environmental conditions.

If there are any recognized environmental conditions in the project area, then
proper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by the appropriate
regulatory agencies should be conducted prior to the new development or any
construction.

If the project plans include discharging wastewater to a storm drain. you may be
required to obtain an NPDES permit from the overseeing Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB).

. It planned activities include building modifications/demolitions, lead-based paints

or products, mercury, and asbestos containing materials (ACMs) should be
addressed in accordance with ail applicable and relevant laws and regulations.

Letter F - Response

This page intentionally left blank.



A

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Tracy, AICP
April 25, 2017
Page 2

5. i the site was used for agricultural or related activities, residual pesticides may

be present in onsite soil. DTSC recommends investigation and mitigation, as
necessary, {o address potential impact to human health and environment from
residual pesticides.

5. 1 the project development involves soil export/import, proper evaluation is

required. [f soil contamination is suspected or observed in the project area, then
excavated soil should be sampled prior to export/disposal. If the soil is
contaminated, it should be disposed of properly in accordance with all applicable
and relevant laws and regulations. In addition, if imported soil was used as
backfill onsile and/or backfill soil wilt be imported, DTSC recommends proper
evaluation/sampling is necessary to ensure the backfill material is free of
contamination.

. If during construction/demalition of the project, soil and/or groundwater

contamination is suspected, construction/demolition in the area should cease and
appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemenied. [fitis
determined that contaminated soil and/or groundwater exist, the ND shouid
identify how any reguired investigation and/or remediation will be conducted, and
the appropriate government agency to provide regulatory oversight.

If you have any guestions regarding this letter, please contact me at (714) 484-5380 or
email at Johnson.Abraham@dtsc.ca.gov.

ohnson P. Abraham
Project Manager
Brownfields Restoration and School Evaluation Branch
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program - Cypress

klishija

See next page.

Letter F - Response

This page intentionally left blank.



Mr. Chris Tracy, AICP

April 25, 2017
Page 3
cc.  Ms, Lindsay Hashimolo {via e-mail}

Senior Planner

Office of Environmental Planning and Sustainability
University of California, Irvine
Lhashimoto@uci.edu

Governor's Office of Planning and Research (via e-mail)
State Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812-3044
State.clearinghouse@onpr.ca.qov

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief (via e-mail)
Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Contro!l
Guenther. Moskat@dtsc.ca.gov

Mr Dave Kereazis {via e-mail)

Office of Planning & Environmental Analysis
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Dave.Kereazis@dtsc.ca.gov

Mr. Shahir Haddad, Chief (via e-mail)
Scheols Evaluation and Brownfields Cleanup
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program - Cypress

Shahir.Haddad@dtsc.ca.qov
CEQA¥# 2017041015
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LETTER G

C. 1po Band of Mission Indians {emanfeen =t o

Secretary Kerm Shipp
Troasurer Marcus Cuero
Committee Brian Connolly Sr.
Committee Steven M. Cuero
Committee Benjamin Dyche

May 4, 2017
To whom it may concermn
Subject: Project Name N. University Fire Station 50 SDP Project No. 463835

After review of N. University Fire Station 50 SDP Project No. 463835, Campo Band of Mission Indians
concludes that there is a significant impact on cultural resources with the proposed project. Campo
Band of Mission Indians requests a meeting to consult about the proposed project and possible ways to
mitigate impact on cultural resources within the project area.

Ralph Goff
Chairman

Campo Band of Mission Indians

36190 Church Rd., Suite 1 Campc, CA 91906 Phone: (619) 478-9046 Fax: {619) 478-5818

Letter G - Response: See email below

Tracy, Christopher

From: Tracy, Christopher on behalf of DSD EAS

Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2017 2:33 PM

To: ‘MarcusCuero@campo-nsn.gov'

Subject: FW: N. University Fire Station 50 Project# 463835

Attachments: 463835 N University Fire Station 50 SDP - Draft MND.pdf, 463835 N University Fire Station
No 50 SDP - initial Study Draft MND.pdf; Arctec_North University Fire Station_020317
_Revised.pdf

Hi Marcus,

It was good speaking with you today. Please refer to Pages 6-12 on the first attachment. | believe it should address your
questions on notification.

Sincerely,

Chris Tracy, AICP
Associate Planner
City of San Diego
Development Services

T (619)-446-5381
sandiego.gov

CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electranic mail message and any attachments are intended only far the use of the addressee(s) named above and may contain information
that is privileged. confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient, or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this e-mail to the intended recipient, you are hereby natified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you received this e-mail message in error, please immediately notify the sender by replying to this
message or by telephone. Thank you.

From: Marcus Cuero [mailto:MarcusCuero@campo-nsn.gov]
Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 11:55 AM

To: DSD EAS <DSDEAS@sandiego.gov>

Subject: N. University Fire Station 50 Project# 463835

Here is a letter regarding N. University Fire Station 50 Project# 463835

Marcus Cuero

Treasurer

Campo Band of Mission Indians
36190 Church Road

Campo, CA 91906

Phone: (619) 478-9046

Cav- fR1Q) A7R-ER1R



LETTER H

State of California — Naturai Resources Agency EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governol
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILOLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Directoi

South Coast Region
3883 Ruffin Road
San Diego, CA 92123
(858) 467-4201

www . wildlife.ca.gov

May 4, 2017

Chris Tracy, AICP

Environmental Planner

City of San Diego Development Services Center
1222 First Avenue, MS 501

L A e L B T

Subject: Comments on the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the North University
Fire Station Number 50, City of San Diego, San Diego County, California
{Project # 463835, SCH # 2017041015)

Dear Mr. Tracy:

‘he California Der~~ment of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has reviewed the above-
eferenced draft N ated Negative Declaration (MND) for the North University Fire Station
lumber 50 (propoacd project). The following statements and comments have been prepared
ursuant to the Department’s authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over natural
esources affected by the project (California Environmental Quality Act, [CEQA] Guidelines §
5386) and pursuant to our authority as a Responsible Agency under CEQA Guidelines section
5381 over those aspects of the proposed project that come under the purview of the California
‘ndangered Species Act (CESA; Fish and Game Code [FGC] § 2050 et seq.) and FGC section
600 et seq. The Department also administers the Natural Community Conservation Planning
NCCP) program. The City of San Diego (City) participates in the NCCP program by
nplementing its approved Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) Subarea Plan
SAP) and through the planning of the City’s Draft Vernal Pool Habitat Conservation Plan
Vernal Pool HCP).

he proposed project would construct an approximately 0.94-acre, three-story fire station
icated within the University Community Plan Area, City of San Diego. The proposed project is
cated west of Interstate 805 and is adjacent to the southeast corner of Nobel Drive and
horeline Drive on City-owned land, within preserved Multiple Habitat Planning Area (MHPA).
he site contains sensitive biological resources as defined under the City’s Environmentally
ensitive Land regulations. The project site is located on an undeveloped area currently served
y existing public services and utilities.

The Department offers the following comments and recommendations to assist the City in
avoiding, minimizing, and adequately mitigating project-related impacts to biological resources.

3ased on our review of the Habitrak database, a majority (if not the entirety) of the proposed
roject (or premise) is located within the City's MHPA and is identified as baseline 100 percent
'onserved (MHPA Preserve; e.g., Habitrak gains); the City Vernal Pool HCP also corroborates
his conclusion and identifies the same MHPA designation and conservation level for the larger
roperty, which is documented to contain vernal pools. The Biology Report (Recon 2017} and
he MND need to reanalyze the allowable development area for APN 345-011-24-00. Impacts to
AHPA Preserve are to be generally avoided; where land uses are considered conditionally
'ompatible with biological objectives of the MSCP Subarea Plan (SAP), the City must account
or those impacts and provide mitigation to make the MHPA Preserve whoie. Based on our

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870

Letter H - Response

Thank you for your input on this project.

Please see the following responses concerning your letter dated 5/4/17:

Response H1

Comment Noted, in terms of the scope of the California Fish and Wildlife Agency’s review authority,
as it relates to the scope of this project.

R nse H
Information Noted.
Response H3

Comment Noted. The February 20, 2017 RECON Biology Report was approved by the City and was
referenced in the draft MND. The Biology Report addressed impacts to existing native habitats and
a slight encroachment into a previous mitigation area. Page 1 of the Biology Report erroneously
concludes that the project would be below the 30 percent threshold as existing development on the
large lot was not taken into account. Subsequently, existing encroachment over the large lot was
found to be slightly above the aliowed 30 percent and a Boundary Line Adjustment (BLA) Process
was then initiated. The BLA for the Fire Station 50 project was completed on September 25, 2017.
The Final MND has been revised to reflect the new information, however the Biology Report itself
was not amended as this final MND and the approved BLA documents the situation and the
approval Biology Report accurately addresses biological impacts and mitigation under CEQA.

Figure 1 of the BLA is presented below to show the Fire Station 50 project overiapping MHPA and a
narrow encreachment into the previous mitigation area where storm water will be conveyed. This
encroachment area will be revegetated with native species following construction.















EDMUND G. BROWN JR.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA _g" *
5
GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH )
LD
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT Qg

KEN ALEX
DIRECTOR

May 35,2017

Chris Tracy

City of San Diego
1222 First Avenue, MS-301
San Diego. CA 92101

Subject: N. University Fire Station 30 SDP
SCH#: 2017041015

Dear Chris Tracy:

The enclosed comment (s) on your Mitigated Negative Declaration was (were} received by the State
Clearinghouse after the end of the state review period, which closed on May 3, 2017. We are forwarding
these comments to you because they provide information or raise issues that should be addressed in your
final environmental document.

The California Environmental Quality Act does not require Lead Agencies to respond to late comments.
However, we encourage you to incorporate these »Aditional comments into your final environmental
document and to consider them prior to taking fir ~ :tion on the proposed project.

Please contact the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions concerning the
environmental review process. If you have a question regarding the above-named project, please refer to
the ten-digit State Clearinghouse number (201704 1013) when contacting this office.

Sincerely,

-
Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 10th Street  P.0. Box 3044 Sacramento, California 958[2-3044
{916)445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018  www.opr.ca.gov

o
L
o e,

Letter | - Response
Thank you for your input on this project. All parties with comments inclusive of this letter will be
addressed accordingly.
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EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor fi‘t«,

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE
South Coast Region

3883 Rufiin Road

San Diego, CA 82123

(858) 4674201

CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director :-N -
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Chris Tracy, AICP

Environmental Planner Ry R BRI 0 SO

City of San Diego Development Services Center

1222 First Avenue, MS 501 Lo

San Diego, California 92101 ) s

DSDEAS@sandiego.gov 5/3/(7¢

Subject: Comments on the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the North University

Fire Station Number 50, City of San Diego, San Diego County, California

(Project # 463835, SCH # 2017041015}

Dear Mr. Tracy:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has reviewed the above-
referencad draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the North University Fire Station
Number 50 (proposed project). The following statements and comments have been prepared
pursuant to the Department’s authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over natural
resources affected by the project (Califomnia Environmental Quality Act, [CEQA] Guidelines §
15386) and pursuant to our authority as a Responsible Agency under CEQA Guidelines section
15381 over those aspects of the proposad project that come under the purview of the California
Endangered Species Act (CESA; Fish and Game Code [FGC] § 2050 et seq.) and FGC section
1600 et seq. The Department also administers the Natural Community Conservation Planning
(NCCP) program. The City of San Diego (City) participates in the NCCP program by
implementing its approved Multipie Species Conservation Program (MSCP) Subarea Plan
(SAP) and through the pilanning of the City's Draft Vemnal Pool Habitat Conservation Plan

(Vernal Pool HCP).

The proposed project would construct an approximately 0.94-acre, three-story fire station
tocated within the University Community Plan Area, City of San Diego. The proposed project is
located west of Interstate 805 and is adjacent to the southeast corner of Nobel Drive and
Shoreline Drive on City-owned land, within preserved Multiple Habitat Planning Area (MHPA).
The site contains sensitive biological resources as dsfined under the City’s Environmentally
Sensitive Land regulations. Tha project site is located on an undeveloped area currently served

by existing public services and utilities.

The Department offers the following comments and recommendations to assist the City in
avoiding, minimizing, and adequately mitigating project-related impacts to biclogical resources.

Based on our review of the Habitrak database, a majority (if not the entirety) of the proposed
project (or premise) is located within the City's MHPA 2nd is identifizd as baseline 100 percent
conserved (MHPA Preserve; e.g., Habitrak gains); the City Vemnal Pool HCP also cormroborates
this conclusion and identifies the sams MHPA designation and conservation level for the farger
property, which is documented to contain vamal poals. The Biclogy Report (Recon 2017) and
the MND need to reanalyze the allowable devzlopment area for APN 345-011-24-00. Impacts to
MHPA Preserve are to be generally avoided; where land uses are considered conditionally
compatible with biological objectives of the MSCP Subarea Plan (SAP), the Cii, ~ust account
for those impacts and provide mitigation to make the MHPA Preserve whole. Based on our

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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Chris Tracy, AICP

City of San Diego Development Services Center
May 4, 2017

Page 2 of 4

review of the supporting documentation, the draft MND appears to mix terminology when
referencing impacts o Baseline MHPA—100 percent conserved lands versus MHPA that has
yet to be conserved. Regardless of the total acreage of Baseline MHPA, the MND should
describe how the City interids to account for impacts to 100 percent conserved lands (i.e., the
MHPA Preserve) impacied by the proposed project (e.g., through a Boundary Line Adjustment
Process). For areas within the MHPA identified as 100% conserved, there is no available
development area unless a boundary line adjustment is proposed and approved by the
Department and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (collectively the Wildiife Agencies). The
Biological Technical Report (Recon 2017) identifles the proposed project development as being

.. far below the 30 percent allowed for essential public facilities. Because total direct impacts
are belowthis 30 percent threshold, an MHPA boundary line adjustment would not be required.”
(Recon 2017; p. :36). However, the City developed, owns, and operates the Nobel Athletic flelds
and Recreational Center (Recreation Center) on the same parce! (Assessor's Parcel Number
345-011-24-D0) as the mitigation site immediately south (across Nobe! Drive} of the Recreation
Center. Our review of APN 345-011-24-00 indicates the parcel is approximately 80.77 acres,
owned by the City, and bifurcated by Nobel Drive. As a result, Noble Drive isolates Recreation
Center.and other davelopment to the north from relatively undisturbed MHPA Preserve to the
south (south parcef). Of the 90.77-acre parcel, approximately 28 acres (approximately .31
percent) is already developed (i.e., the Recreation Center). As the Biolegical Report (Recon
2017;p. 36) identifies in Section 5.4,1 Compatible Land Uses, the SAP-allows an additional 5
percent encroachment within MHPA (not specifically MHPA Preserve) beyond the typical 25
percent MHPA encroachment for-essential public facilities—a total of 30 percent-encroachment
of MHPA. At approximately 31 percent, the .Recreation Center exceeds the allowable
development area identified by the Clty s Land Development Manual—Biology Guidelines
Section B and the analysis provided in the MND.

In addition, a review of the Habitat Loss Permiit (HLP; DEP 81-12- 31) associated with the
Eastgate Technology Park development indicates that ‘as-a-condition of the HLP, 34.7 acres of
off-site mitigation was requirad and “...is located 200 feet away from the. identified limits of
grading for the proposad Nobel Drive ‘Extension project” (City of San Diego 1896). In addition,
Figure 5 (see Attachment A} of the HLP indicates that'the proposed ‘project (0.94 acre) may be
impacting a mmgatlon site already exceeding the developable aréa spécified by the SAP,
Furthermore,-a review of the Vemnal Pool Management and Monitoring Plan indicates'that the
Nobe! Drive (X5) preserve site i is located “...south of Nobe! Drive and west of 1-805 in the
University Community Planning Area. Fifty-ﬁ\‘/e acres of a 94-acré parcel were preserved as
mitigation for the Eastgate Technology Park (EQD #81-21-31)"(City of San Diego 2016), which
suggests that the site may be serving as both a mitigation site for the ‘Eastgate Technology Park
and the Recreation Center, and was identified by the Vernal Pool HCP “...as necessary to
stabilize the populatnon of San Diego fairy shimp (Branichinecta sandlegonens.'s) by the
adopted Recovery Plan for Vemal Pools of Southern California (USFWS 1998)."

We request that City MSCP staff provide an analysis of the cikcumstances and our reviews
abovs so that we can meet togethe: and seek an appropriate path forward jor the proposed
project.

Letter | - Response
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Chris Tracy, AICP

City of San Diego Development Services Center
May 4, 2017

Page 3 of 4

Letter | - Response

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the North University Fire Station Number 50
MND. Questions regarding this letter and further coordination on these issues should be
directed to Eric Weiss at (858-467-4289), and eric.weiss@wildiife.ca.gov.

Sincerely, S

\/“:TL"
Gail K. Sevrens
Environmental Program Manager

ec: State Clearinghouse, Sacramento
David Zoutendyk, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Carisbad This page intentionally left blank.
References

City of San Diego. March 1997. Multiple Species Conservation Program, City of San Diego
Subarea Plan. City of San Diego Community and Economic Development Department.

City of San Diego. September, 20186. Draft City of San Diego Vernal Pool Habitat Conservation
Plan. https://www.sandiego.gov/planning/programs/mscp/vphcp.

City of San Diego. April 5, 2017. N, University Fire Station Na 5C SIDP Mitigated Negative
Declaration.
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City of San Diego Development Services Center

Chris Tracy, AICP
May 4, 2017
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4 3 United States Department of the Interior e
% FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
y Ecological Services
CH3, Y Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office
2177 Salk Ave, Suite 250

Carisbad, California 92008
In Reply Refer To:
FWS-SDG-17B0343-17TA0839

May 12, 2017
Sent by Email

Mr. Chris Tracy

AICP Environmental Planner
City of San Diego

1222 First Avenue, MS 501

Cam Minma Malifaeaic 6710

Subject: North University City Fire Station 50 Project Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, San
Diego County, California

Dear Mr. Tracy:

he U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), has reviewed the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration
OMND) for the proposed North University City Fire Station 50 Project (project), dated April 5,2017.
he Service appreciates the extension of the DMND comment period to May 12, 2017, granted by

e City of San Diego (City). The comments provided herein are based on the information provided
the DMND, the Service’s knowledge of sensitive and declining species and their habitats, and
Ir participation in the Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) and the City’s MSCP
1barea Plan (SAP). We concur with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s May 4, 2017,
tter regarding the project.

he primary concern and mandate of the Service is the protection of public fish and wildlife
sources and their habitats. The Service has legal responsibility for the welfare of migratory
rds, anadromous fish, and endangered animals and plants occurring in the United States. The
>rvice is also responsible for administering the Federal Endangered Species Act of 1973 (Act),
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 er seq.) including habitat conservation plans (HCP) developed under

ction 10(a)(1) of the Act. The City participates in the Service’s HCP program by implementing its SAP.

1e 0.94-acre project site lies in the western corner of a 92-acre City owned parcel (APN 345-011-
1-00), at the corner of Nobel drive and Shoreline Drive within the University City community. The
ity owned parcel is bounded by Interstate 805 on the east, Shoreline Drive on the west, a railroad
1e on the south and La Jolla Village Drive to the north. Nobel Drive bisects the parcel. Areas north
"Nobel Drive are developed with the City’s Nobel Athletic Fields and Recreation Center. Areas
uth of Nobel Drive are undeveloped and lie almost entirely within the Multiple Habitat Planning
rea (MHPA), or preserve established by the City’s SAP, and were previously preserved in 1996 as
mitigation site for the Eastgate Technology Park.

Letter | - Response
Thank you for your input on this project.
Please see the following responses concerning your letter dated 5/12/17:

Respopse |1

Comments Noted



Mr. Chris Tracy (FWS-SDG-17B0343-17TA0839) 2

1e project involves the construction and operation of a: three-story, 12,000-square foot fire station;
I-space parking lot; storage area for a fuel tank, generator, and transformer; and trash enclosure.
ree 75-foot-wide flow-through planters will be provided in the southern portion of the site to treat
\d detain all storm water runoff on-site. The project will also add an entry/exit point to the cul-de-
c on east side of Shoreline Drive and an exit point on Nobel Drive. Native landscaping will be
'ovided throughout the project site. The project will impact a totai of 0.94 acre; including 0.12 acre
“native grassland, 0.24 acre of coastal sage scrub, 0.14 acre of non-native grassland, 0.2 acre of
sturbed and 0.24 acre of developed/ornamental; as well as 0.79 acre of MHPA and 0.02 acre of the
astgate Technology Park mitigation site.

»r parcels wholly within the MHPA, the SAP and City’s Bio-guidelines allow up to 30 percent
ipact to the MHPA for projects that include essential infrastructure. For parcels that straddle the
HPA where the allowable development area is greater than 30 percent, projects may develop
erything outside of the MHPA but not further encroach into the MHPA. The DMND states that
oject impacts will be below the 30 percent impact allowance and that a boundary line adjustment
uld not be required.

owever, based on our review of the Habitrak database, approximately 48.46 acres (52.6 percent) of
ie 92-acre project parcel is within the MHPA, thereby leaving 43.54 acres (47 percent) of the parcel
vailable for development including a small portion of undeveloped land adjacent to Nobel Drive, the
<isting Nobel Athletic Fields and Recreation Center and Nobel Drive. Therefore, additional impacts
1 the MHPA would not be allowed for the project without a boundary line adjustment. In addition,

ie project should be redesigned to avoid the Eastgate Mall mitigation site, and any avoidable

apacts should be mitigated at a minimum 5:1 ratio.

he Service appreciates the opportunity to comment on the DMND and if there are further questions
e request a meeting with you and DFW to discuss ways to move forward. Please contact Patrick
ower at 760-431-9440, extension 352, to schedule the meeting or if you have any questions
garding this letter.

Sincerely,

I Digltally signed by DAVID
L ZOUTENDYK
S TR Date 2017052070157 0700

for Karen A, Goebel
Assistant Field Supervisor

Letter | - Response

Response |2

Comments Noted

Response J3

The Multi-Habitat Planning Area Boundary Line Adjustment (BLA) Equivalency Analysis for the North
University City Fire Station 50 Project by RECON Environmental, dated September 25, 2017 (Final
Amended by City of San Diego, MSCP, Planning) was prepared in consultation with the US Fish and
wildlife Service (USFWS) and California Department of Fish and wildlife, for the proposed project.
The Equivalency Analysis concludes that the proposed MHPA Preserve land exchange, that will be
required as part of the Fire Station 50 development, would have an overall beneficial effect on the
MHPA preserve and comply with the overall MSCP policy for BLAs because the proposed BLA would
result in equal or higher biological values of the preserve to species and habitats.

Response J4

Comments Noted



