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SUBJECT: Black Mountain Access Road Repair: SlTE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (SOP) to 
remove existing concrete headwalls and detention basins, and install a below grade 36-inch 
drainage pipe and revegetated downstream energy dissipater. Erosion from overflow of the Black 
Mountain Reservoirs has created an incised gully along the western branch of the BJack 
Mountain Access Road and threatens to expose tlu-ee San Diego County Water Authority (CW A) 
underground 1 08-inch aqueducts located approximately 15 feet below grade. After installation 
of the 36-inch drainage pipe is complete, all previously eroded areas would be re-contoured and 
restored with a native upland restoration plant palette. Staging and access would remain on 
urban/developed habitats within the existing access road when practicable; however, unavoidable 
temporary impacts to native vegetation would occur during consh·uction in order to safely access 
all areas within the construction footprint. The revegetated energy dissipater consists of the proposed 
rock channel and vegetation that will be planted within channel. The contract drawings show an energy 
dissipater CSDRSD 0-41) that is separate from and will be installed next to and upstream from the rock 
channel. City of San Diego Public Utilities Department employees will maintain the proposed energy 
dissipater ( SDRSD D-4 1) as of part of normal preventative ma intenance for utility operation. 

Update 12/18/2014 : 

Minor revisions have been made to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) which 
are shown in a stril<eout and underlined format. In accordance with California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Section 15073.5 (c)(4), the addition of new information 
that clarifies, amplifies, or makes insignifican t modification docs not t·equire reci rculation 
as there arc no new impacts and no new mi tigation measures identified. T he mitigation 
measures for b iological resources impacts have been revised per comments received from 
the California Department of Fish and \Vildlife. An environmental document need only be 
recircu lated when there is iden tification of new significant environmental impact or the 
addition of a new mitigation measure required to avoid a significant environmental impact. 

APPLICANT: City of San Diego- Public Utilities Depattment 
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PROJECT LOCATION: The project is located directly southeast of the intersection of Black 
Mountain Road and Carmel Valley Road and occupies the approximate center of 
Assessor's Parcel Number 312-292-04, which is owned by the City of San Diego and is 
located in the Black Mountain Open Space Park on the Black Mountain Access Road. The 
project lies predominantly inside the City's Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA). 

1. PROJECT DESCRrPTION: See attached Initial Study. 

II. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: See attached Initial Study. 

Ill. DETERMINATION: 

The City of San Diego conducted an Initial Study, which determined that the proposed 
project could have a significant enviromnental effect in the following areas(s): Biological 
Resources. 

IV. DOCUMENTATION: 

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

V. MITIGATION, MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM: 

A. GENERAL REQUIRENffiNTS-PARTI 
Plan Checl<: Phase (prior to permit issuance) 

1. Prior to the issuance of a Notice To Proceed (NTP) for a subdivision, or any 
construction permits, such as Demolition, Grading or Building, or beginning any 
construction related activity on-site, the Development Services Department (DSD) 
Director's Environmental Designee (ED) shall review and approve all Construction 
Documents (CD), (plans, specification, details, etc.) to ensure the MMRP 
requirements are incorporated into the design. 

2. In addition, the ED shall verify that the MMRP Conditions/Notes that apply ONLY 
to the construction phases of this project are included VERBA TIM, under the 
heading, "ENVIRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REQU IREMENTS." 

3. These notes must be shown within the first three (3) sheets of the construction 
documents in the format specified for engineering construction document templates 
as shown on the City website: 

http://www.sandiego.gov/development-services/inclustry/standtemp.shtml 

4. The TITLE INDEX SHEET must also show on which pages the 
"Environmental/Mitigation Requirements" notes are provided. 

B. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS - PART II 
Post Plan Checl< (After pernut issuance/Prior to start of construction) 
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1. PRE CONSTRUCTION MEETING IS REQUIRED TEN (10) WORKING 
DAYS PRIOR TO BEGINNING ANY WORK ON THIS PROJECT. The 
CITY PROJECT MANAGER (PM) of the Public Uti lities Depattment is 
responsible to atTange and perform this meeting by contacting the City stafffi:om 
MITIGATION MONITORING COORDfNATlON (MMC). Attendees must also 
include the PM, MMC and the following monitors: 

Qualified Biologist 

Note: Failure of all r esponsible Permit Holder 's representatives and 
consultants to attend shall require an additional meeting with all parties 
presen t. 
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CONTACT INFORMATION: 
a) The PRIMARY POINT OF CONTACT is the PM at the Public Utilities 

Department (858) 292-6300 

b) For Clatification of ENVIRONMENTAL REQUIREMENTS, it is also 
required to call the PM and MMC at 858-627-3360 

2. MMRP COM PLIANCE: This Project, Project Tracking System (PTS) 356059, 
shall conform to the mitigation requirements contained in the associated 
Environmental Document and implemented to the satisfaction oflhe DSD's ED and 
MMC. The requirements may not be reduced or changed but may be annotated (i.e. 
to explain when and how compliance is being met and location of verifying proof, 
etc.). Additional clarifying infonnation may also be added to other relevant plan 
sheets and/or specifications as appropriate (i.e., specific locations, times of 
monitoring, methodology, etc 

Note: 
The PM must alert M MC if there are any discrepancies in the plans or notes, 
or any changes due to field conditions. All conflicts must be approved by MMC 
BEFORE. the work is performed. 

3. OTHER AGENCY REQUIREMENTS: Evidence that any other agency 
requirements or pem1its have been obtained or are in process shall be submitted to 
the MMC for review and acceptance prior to the beginning of work or within one 
week of the Permit Holder obtaining documentation of those permits or 
requirements. Evidence shall include copies of permits, letters of resolution or other 
documentation issued by the responsible agency. 

1602 Fish & Game Code Streambed A lteration Agreement 
Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit 
Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit 

4. MONJTORlNG EXHIBITS: The Qualified Biologist shall submit, to MMC, a 
rnonitoting exhibit on an llx 17 reduction of the appropriate biological site plan, 
marked to clearly show the specific areas including the LIMIT OF WORK, scope 
of that discipline's work, and notes indicating when in the construction schedule 
that work will be perfotmed. When necessary for clruification, a detailed 
methodology of how the work wiU be perfom1ed shall be included. 

5. OTHER S UBMITTALS AND INSPECTIONS: The PM/Owner's representative 
shall submit all required documentation, verification letters, and requests for all 
associated inspections to MMC for approval per the following schedule: 
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Document Submittal/Inspection Checklist 

Issue Area Document submittal Associated Inspection/Approvals/Note 

General 
General 
Biology 
Biology 
Biology 
Biology 

Monitor Qualification Letter 
Monitoting Exhibit 
Gnatcatcher Survey Report 
General Bird Nesting Survey 
Monitoring Repmts 
Final MMRP 

Prior to Construction 
Prior to Construction 
Prior to Construction 
Prior to Construction 
During/Post Construction 
Final MM RP Inspection 

SPECrFIC MMRP ISSUE AREA CONDITIONS/REQUIREMENTS: 

B. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCE PROTECTION 

I. P rior to Construction 

A. Mitigation Verification - Prior to the start of construction, notice of which 
wi ll be provided by the PM, the DSD Environmental Designee (ED) shall 
verify that the foUowing conditions have occurred to mitigate direct impacts 
to 0. 19 acre of Diegan coastal sage scrub habitat and 0.038 acre of non­
wetland waters of the U.S./Streambed: 

1. The applicant shall allocate 0.19 acre of upland credits at the Canyon 
View Mitigation Project. The total allocation of 0.19 acres of upland 
credits would satisfy the required mitiga tion ratio of 1: I for Diegan coastal 
sage scrub. 

2. Tbe applicant shall allocate 0.038 acre of non-wetland waters of the 
U.S./Su·eambed credits at the Rose Canyon Mitigation Project. Total 
allocation of 0.038 acre of non-wetland waters/Streambed credits would 
satisfy the required mitigation ratio of I: I tor non-wetland waters of the 
U.S./Streambed_ 

B. Biologist Verit1cation -The owner/permittee sha ll provide a letter to the 
C ity's Mitigation Monitoting Coordination (MMC) section stating that a 
Project Biologist (Qualified Biologist) as defined in the City of San Diego's 
Biological Guidelines (20 12), has been retained to implement the project's 
biological monitming program. The letter shall include the names and contact 
infonnation of all persons involved in the biological monitoring ofthe project. 

C. Preconstruction Meeting- The Qualified Biologist shall attend the 
preconstruction meeting, discuss the project 's biological monitoring program, 
and arrange to perform any follow up mitigation measures and reporting 
including site-specific monitoring, restoration or revegetation, and additional 
fauna/flora surveys/salvage. 
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D. Biological Documents- The Qualitled Biologist shall submit all required 
documentation to MMC verifying that any special mitigation reports inclndi11g 
but not limited to, maps, plans, surveys, survey timelines, or buffers are 
completed or scheduled per City Biology Guidelines, Multiple Species 
Conservation Program (MSCP), Environmentally Sensitive Lands Ordinance 
(ESL), project permit conditions; Califot11ia EtlVirorunentaJ Quality Act 
(CEQA); endangered species acts (ESAs); and/or other local, state or federal 
requirements. 

E. BCME -The Qualified Biologist shall present a Biological Construction 
Mitigation/Monitoring Exhibit (BCME) which il1cludes the biological 
documents in D. above. In addition, include: restoration/revegetation plans, 
plant salvage/relocation requu·ements (e.g., coastal cactus wren plant salvage, 
burrowing owl exclusions, etc.), avian or other wildlife surveys/survey 
schedules (il1cluding general avian nesting and USFWS protocol), tinting of 
surveys, wetland buffers, avian construction avoidance areas/noise buffers/ 
baniers, other impact avoidance areas, and any subsequent requirements 
detennined by the Qualified Biologist and the City ADD/MMC. The BCME 
shall include a site plan, written and graphic depiction of the project's 
biological mitigationlmonit01ing program, and a schedule. The BCME shall 
be approved by MMC and referenced in the construction documents. 

F. Avian Protection Requirements - To avoid any direct impacts to raptors 
and/or any native/migratory birds, removal of habitat that suppotts active 
nests in the proposed area of disturbance should occur outside of the breeding 
season for these species (February 1 to September 15). If removal ofhabitat 
in the proposed area of disturbance must occur during the breeding season, the 
Qualified Biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey to detennine the 
presence or absence of nestu1g birds on the proposed area of disturbance. The 
pre-construction survey shall be conducted witlli11 10 calendar days ptior to 
the start of construction activities (including removal of vegetation). The 
applicant shall submit the results of the pre-construction survey to City DSD 
for review and approval p1ior to initiating any construction activities. If 
nesting birds are detected, a letter report or mitigation p lan in confonnance 
with the City's Biology Guidelines and applicable State and Federal Law (i.e. 
appropriate follow up surveys, monitoring schedules, constmction and noise 
baniers/buffers, etc.) shall be prepared and include proposed measures to be 
implemented to ensure that take of birds or eggs or disturbance of breeding 
activities is avoided. The report or mitigation plan shall be submitted to the 
City for review and approval and unplemented to the satisfaction of the City. 
The City's MMC Section or RE, and Biologist shall verify and approve that 
all measures identified in the report or mitigation plan are in place prior to 
and/or during construction. 

G. Resource Delineation -Prior to construction activities, the Qualified 
Biologist shall supervise the placement of orange constJuction fencing or 
equivalent along the limits of disturbance adjacent to sensitive biological 
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habitats and vetify compliance wi th any other project conditions as shown on 
the BCME. This phase shall include flagging plant specimens and delimiting 
buffers to protect sensitive biological resources (e.g., habitats/flora & fauna 
species, including nesting birds) during construction. Appropriate steps/care 
should be taken to minimize attraction of nest predators to the site. 

H. Education -Prior to commencement of construction activities, the Qualified 
Biologist shall meet with the owner/permittee or designee and the construction 
crew and conduct an on-site educational session regarding the need to avoid 
impacts outside ofthe approved construction area and to protect sensitive 
flora and fauna (e.g., explain the avian and wetland buffers, flag system for 
removal of invasive species or retention of sensitive plants, and clarify 
acceptable access routes/methods and staging areas, etc.). 

II. During Construction 

A. Monitoring- All construction (including access/staging areas) shall be 
restticted to areas previously identified, proposed for development/staging, or 
previously distw·bed as shown on "Exhibit A" and/or the BCME. The 
Qualified Biologist shall monitor construction activities as needed to ensure 
that construction activities do not encroach into biologically sensitive areas, or 
cause other similar damage, and that the work plan has been amended to 
accommodate any sensitive species located during the pre-construction 
surveys. Wildlife ladders for reptiles and small mammals as appropriate will 
be provided as a measure to prevent entrapment of these species in the 
construction trenches. Ln addition, the Qualified Biologist shall document field 
activity via the Consullant Site Visit Record (CSVR). The CSVR shall bee­
mai led to MMC on the 1st day of monitoring, the I st week of each month, the 
last day of monitoring, and immediately in the case of any undocumented 
condition or discovery. 

B. Subsequent Resource Identification- The Qualified Biologist shall note/act 
to prevent any new disturbances to habitat, f1ora , and/or fauna onsite (e.g. , 
tlag plant specimens for avoidance during access, etc). If active nests or other 
previously unknown sensitive resources arc detected , all project activities that 
directly impact the resource shall be delayed until species specific local, state 
or federal regulations have been detennined and applied by the Qualified 
Biologist. 

C. See MSCP SUBAREA PLAN -LAND USE ADJACENCY GUIDELINES 
below for requirements on the Coastal California Gnatcatcber. 

III. t>ost Construction Measures 

A. In the event that impacts exceed previously allowed amounts, additional 
impacts shall be mitigated in accordance with City Biology Guidelines, ESL 
and MSCP, State CEQA, and other applicable loca l, slate and federal law. 
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The Qualified Biologist shall submit a final BCME/report to the satisfaction 
of the City ADD/MMC within 30 days of construction completion. 

C. MSCP SUBAREA PLAN -LAND USE ADJACENCY GUIDELINES 

I. Ptior to issuance of any constmction petmit or notice to proceed, DSD/ LOR, 
and/or MSCP staff shall vetify the Applicant has accurately represented the 
project's design in or on the Construction Documents (CD's/CD's consist of 
Construction Plan Sets for Ptivate Projects and Contract Specifications for Public 
Projects) are in conformance with the associated discretionary petmit conditions 
and Exhibit "A", and also the City's Multiple Species Conservation Program 
(MSCP) Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHP A) Land Use Adjacency Guidelines. 
The applicant shall provide an implementing plan and include references on/in 
CO's of the following: 

A. Grading/Land Development/MHPA Boundaries - MHPA boundaries on­
site and adjacent properties shall be delineated on the CDs. OSD Planning 
and/or MSCP staff shall ensure that all grading is included within the 
development footprint, specifically manufactured slopes, disturbance, and 
development within or adjacent to the MHP A. For projects within or adjacent 
to the MHP A, all manufactured slopes associated with site development shall 
be included wi thin the development footprint. 

B. Drainage - All new and proposed parking lots and developed areas in and 
adjacent to the MHPA shall be designed so they do not drain directly into the 
MHP A. All developed and paved areas must prevent the release of toxins, 
chemicals, petroleum products, exotic plant materials prior to release by 
incorporating the use of filtration devices, planted swales and/or planted 
detention/desiltation basins, or other approved permanent methods that are 
designed to minimize negative impacts, such as excessive water and toxins 
into the ecosystems ofthe MHPA. 

C. Toxics/Project Staging Areas/Equipment Storage - Projects that use 
chemicals or generate by-products such as pesticides, herbicides, and animal 
waste, and other substances that are potentially toxic or impactive to native 
habitats/tlora/fauna (including water) shall incorporate measures to reduce 
impacts caused by the application and/or drainage of such materials into the 
MHP A. No trash , oil , parking, or other construction/development-related 
matetial/activities shall be aUowed outside any approved construction limits. 
Where applicable, this requirement shall incorporated into leases on publicly 
owned property when applications for renewal occur. Provide a note in/on the 
CO's that states: "All construction related activity that may /zave potential for 
leakage or intrusion shall be monitored by the Qual(fied Biologist/Owners 
Representative or Resident Engineer to ensure there is no impact to the 
MHPA." 
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E. lnvasives~ No invasive non-native plant species shall be introduced into areas 
within or adjacent to the MHP A. 

F. Noise- Due to the site's location adjacent to or within the MHPA where the 
Qualified Biologist has identified potential nesting habitat for listed avian 
species, constmction noise that exceeds the maximum levels allowed shall be 
avoided dUting the breeding seasons for the following: California Gnatcatcher 
(3/ 1-8/15). If construction is proposed dming the breeding season for the 
species, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service protocol surveys shall be required in 
order to detennine species presence/absence. lf protocol surveys are not 
conducted in suitable habitat during the breeding season for the 
aforementioned listed species, presence shall be asstuned with implementation 
of noise attenuation and biological monitming. 

vVhen. applicable (i.e., habitat is occupied or if presence of the covered species 
is assumed), adequate noise reduction measures shall be incorporated as 
follows: 

COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHER (Federally Threatened) 

Prior to the issuance of any grading pem1it (FOR PUBLIC UTILITY PROJECTS: 
prior to the preconstmction meeting), the City Manager (or appointed designee) 
shall verify that the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA) boundaries and the 
following project requirements regarding the coastal California gnatcatcher are 
shown on the construction plans: 

NO CLEARING, GRUBBING, GRADING, OR OTHER CONSTRUCTION 
ACTfVITfES SHALL OCCUR BETWEEN MARCH 1 AND AUGUST 15, THE 
BREEDING SEASON OF THE COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHER, 
UNTTL THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS HAVE BEEN MET TO THE 
SATISFACTION OF THE ClTY MANAGER: 

A. QUALJFrED BIOLOGIST (POSSESSING A VALID ENDANGERED 
SPECJES ACT SECTION lO(a)(l)(A) RECOVERY PERMIT) SHALL 
SURVEY THOSE HABITAT AREAS WITHIN THE MHPA THAT 
WOULD BE SUBJECT TO CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS 
EXCEEDING 60 DEClBELS (dB(A)] HOURLY AVERAGE FOR THE 
PRESENCE OF THE COASTAL CA LLFORNIA GNA TCA TCHER. 
SURVEYS FOR THE COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHER SHALL 
BE CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO THE PROTOCOL SURVEY 
GUIDELINES ESTABLlSHED BY THE U.S. FISH AND WfLDLlFE 
SERVICE WITHIN THE BREEDING SEASON PRIOR TO THE 
COMMENCEMENT OF ANY CONSTRUCTION. IF GNATCATCHERS 
ARE PRESENT, THEN THE FOLLOWING CONDIT10NS MUST BE 
MET: 
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1. BETWEEN MARCH l AND AUGUST 15, NO CLEARING, 
GRUBBING, OR GRADING OF OCCUPIED GNATCATCHER 
HABITAT SHALL BE PERMITTED. AREAS RESTRICTED FROM 
SUCH ACTIVITIES SHALL BE STAKED OR FENCED UNDER THE 
SUPERVISION OF A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST; AND 

IL. BETWEEN MARCH I AND AUGUST 15, NO CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES SHALL OCCUR WITHIN ANY PORTION OF THE SITE 
WHERE CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES WOULD RESULT IN NOISE 
LEVELS EXCEEDING 60 dB (A) HOURLY AVERAGE AT THE 
EDGE OF OCCUPIED GNATCATCHER HABITAT. AN ANALYSIS 
SHOWING THAT NOISE GENERA TED BY CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES WOULD NOT EXCEED 60 dB (A) HOURLY AVERAGE 
AT THE EDGE OF OCCUPIED HABITAT MUST BE COMPLETED 
BY A QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN (POSSESSING CURRENT NOISE 
ENGINEER LICENSE OR REGISTRATION WITH MONITORING 
NOISE LEVEL EXPERfENCE WITH LISTED ANIMAL SPECIES) 
AND APPROVED BY THE CITY MANAGER AT LEAST TWO 
WEEKS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES. PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES DURING THE BREEDING SEASON, 
AREAS RESTRICTED FROM SUCH ACTIVITIES SHALL BE 
STAKED OR FENCED UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF A 
QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST; OR 

Ul. AT LEAST TWO WEEKS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES, UNDER THE DIRECTION OF A 
QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN, NOISE ATTENUATION MEASURES 
(e.g., BERMS, WALLS) SHALL BE IMPLEMENTED TO ENSURE 
THAT NOISE LEVELS RESULTING FROM CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES WILL NOT EXCEED 60 clB(A) HOURLY AVERAGE AT 
THE EDGE OF HABITAT OCCUPIED BY THE COASTAL 
CALIFORN lA GNA TCATCHER. CONCURRENT WlTH THE 
COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES AND THE 
CONSTRUCTION OF NECESSARY NOISE ATTENUATION 
FACILITfES, NOISE MONITORING* SHALL BE CONDUCTED AT 
THE EDGE OF THE OCCUPIED HABITAT AREA TO ENSURE 
THAT NOISE LEVELS DO NOT EXCEED 60 dB (A) HOURLY 
AVERAGE. IF THE NOISE ATTENUA TTON TECHNIQUES 
IMPLEMENTED ARE DETERMINED TO BE INADEQUATE BY THE 
QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN OR BIOLOGIST, THEN THE 
ASSOCIATED CONSTRUCTION ACTIVlTIES SHALL CEASE 
UNTIL SUCH TIME THAT ADEQUATE NOISE ATTENUATION IS 
ACHIEVED OR UNTIL THE END OF THE BREEDING SEASON 
(AUGUST 16). 
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* Construction noise r11onitoring shall continue to be monitored at least twice 
weekly on varying days, or more frequently depending on the construction 
activity, to ve1ify that noise levels at the edge of occupied habitat are maintained 
below 60 dB (A) hourly average or to the ambient noise level if it already exceeds 
60 dB (A) hourly average. Jfnot, other measures shall be implen1ented in 
consultation with the b iologist and the City Manager, as necessary, to reduce 
noise levels to below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to the ambient noise level if it 
a lready exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. Such measures may include, but are 
not limited to, limitations on the placement of construction equipment and the 
simultaneous use of equipment. 

B. LF COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNA TC A TCHERS ARE NOT DETECTED 
DURING THE PROTOCOL SURVEY, THE QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST 
SHALL SUBMIT SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE TO THE CITY MANAGER 
AND APPLICABLE RESOURCE AGENCIES WHICH DEMONSTRATES 
WHETHER OR NOTMlTIGATION MEASURES SUCH AS NOISE 
WALLS ARE NECESSARY BETWEEN MARCH l AND AUGUST 15 AS 
FOLLOWS: 

L lF TH IS EVIDENCE INDICATES THE POTENTIAL IS HIGH FOR 
COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHER TO BE PRESENT BASED 
ON I-IISTORlCAL RECORDS OR SITE CONDITIONS, THEN 
CONDITION A.IIl SHALL BE ADHERED TO AS SPECIFIED 
ABOVE. 

IT. IF THIS EVIDENCE CONCLUDES THAT NO IMPACTS TO THIS 
SPECIES ARE ANTICIPATED, NO MITIGATION MEASURES 
WOULD BE NECESSARY. 

PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION : 

Draft copies or notice of this Mitigated Negative Declaration were distributed to: 

United States Government 
U.S. Atmy Corps ofEngineers (16) 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (23) 

State of Calitomia 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (32A) 
Regional Water Qllillity Control Board (44) 
State Clearinghouse ( 46) 

City of San Diego 
Mayor's Oftice (MS ll A) 
Council Member Kersey. District 5 
City Attorney (MS 56A) 

Sharman Thomas (MS 93C) 
Public Utilities Department 

Dirk Smith (MS 90 I A) 



Other 

Eric Rubalcava (MS 901 A) 
Planning Department 

Rebecca Malone 
Myra Hernnam1 
JeffHarkness (MS 413) 
Jeanne Krosch (MS 413) 
Historical Resources Board (MS 87) 

Development Services Department 
Helene Deisher (MS 301) 
Joseph Stanco Jr. (MS 501) 
Jack Canning (MS 501) 

Park and Recreation Department 
Laura Ball 

Library Dept.-Gov. Documents MS 17 (81) 
Rancho Penasquitos Branch Library (81BB) 

Black Mountain Ranch-Subarea I (226C) 
SietTa Club (165) 
San Diego Audubon Society ( 167) 
Jim Peugh (167A) 
California Native Plant Society (170) 
Endangered Habitat League (182 and 182A) 
Cannen Lucas (206) 
Clint Linton (215b) 
Ron Clu·istman (215) 
Louie Guassac (215A) 
Frank Brown (216) 
South Coastal Information Center (21 0) 
San Diego Archaeological Center (212) 
San Diego County Archaeological Society (218) 
Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Society (225) 
Native American Distribution (225 A-S) 
Kumeyaay Cultural Heritage Preservation (223) 
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VI. RESULTS OF PUBLIC REVIEW: 

() No conunents were received duiing the public input period. 

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

( x ) Comments addressing the fmdings of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration 
and/or accuracy or completeness of the Initial Study were received during the 
public input petiod. The letters and responses follow. 

Copies of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, the Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting 
Program and any Initial Study material are available in the office of the Plamting Department for 
review, or for purchase at the cost of reproduction. 

mann, Senior Planner 
g Depmtment 

Analyst: Rebecca Malone 

Figure 1- Location Map 
Figure 2- Project Site Plan 
Initial Study Checklist 

May 5, 2015 
Date of Draft Report 

Aug. 5, 2015 
Date of Final RepOLt 
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RINCON BAND OF LUISENO INDIANS (MAY 13, 2015) 

Conunent noted. All cultura lly affiliated triba l &rroups in the San Diego 

County area and other members of the Native American community (as 

noted on the public ootice distribution list) were sent a copy of the public 

notice for the Draft MND in accordance with the provisions of CEQA. 

the City's General Plan, and the Land Development Code, CEQA 
lmplementation Procedures. Tllis was the only letter received from any 

tribal group. 
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San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc . ... 

~ ... 
~ 4f En\ ih•ntHl'Ht:.ll R~llicv .. l'OIIlll\llh:c 

c--\ 

-s..., o<.J' 
('o '> 17May:!UI$ 

(ocJ c.o-'-

It• :.b. Rel>c-c.1 ~l"lon~: 
o~,clopment !><.'fVicC:: l)cl'.1non~nl 
City of S:m Diego 
12~! First t\vrnuo. Vat I St.lli<•n 501 
S•n Die~"· Colife>mi;?2101 

~UbJCCI. Dr.1ft ~·lilig.ulcd Ncg31J\ t: l.A:dar.allou 
Ul:tek Mount::in Acct"S> lll•.td RcJ'air l'rnJ<XI 
Project No. 15605Q 

Dc.tr ~~~ :.J ~I<•nc : 
,.... 

I hn•c "''''"""d the •uhjcct O~JNL) ;n lxl111lf of tins <••tnnuttcc of t he Sun Di~g" Cuullly 
Artluh • .:u)l)Qic:al Sflcicty 

Oo«-d on the mlunrultun cuul.till.:d <1'1 th<: utittal stud)' and D:.ll'IO. we a !'fCC lhll tl..: 
('ltOJ<:'d j, llnlikd) (tl h~IVt" signili.canlll11p..1Cb Ufl CUhUr..\l ro!,(ILiff:C'>. •IIlli tha.l..:uhutaJ 
n::SOl.at'C'CS nutrgation nrw.i....,UI'\!S arc nut llC'CC ""'~~. 

~c· SDCMi Prc>iJcm 
til• 

'iinu:u.:ly, 

~~~ 
Fn\ ilunmcntnl Rc\'icw Co1h1mth.'\: 

P 0 . Bo• 81106 Sano .. >go, CA 92138· 1106 1858) S38-0935 

SAN DIEGO COUNTY ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY, I NC. (MAY 17, 2015) 

C-1 Comment acknowledged. 
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.S:.C~_o_l~n!,- t,,it;,•;tl R~-"Y">"~M A.'i~c-, - - ---­
OIPARlt.tlNTOf FISH AN:JWILDLIF( 
~~~~u Cr .. w:t R~~ 
3e~J Rt!f~. Roa;J 
S.l'\O'tr\}0. CA\'Z1;(;J 
~~~~, 1•11""7111 

FDWf:O~O\~.I."IJR. 0~ 

CHA.RI..TONH 80.'1~1'1\f l),.ctor 

v"' 

~ly\t.'>l '!ohtl:'".t!ltlY 

Jw~u 5,1015 

Mio. Attl,.Wt:.J ~.1~•lunc, Env•ronmvnt,.~l Pbnt'K!r 
Ctty 'll S.m o~~~~o 
Oth't'I'Jt•nl,..tll s ... , .. , ...... C•!fHt•r 
12~:! Fllc:t A -·•f\Uc. M.lll SttJhOf• 501 
S;)n Ot ~i.!Otf\1:\ 02101 

SuhJ''r:t Corn'""'n1s Ofl t h& Draft Mrtlg:ared Noa:.uve Ofloelar~·Hton for the BJ;,ck lAouf\t31n 
A ceO$!: Ro:sd Rcp;ur Prq~ct, Ctty of San O•ooo San Diego County C01htom•a 
(Project No 356059: SCH #2015051023! 

U•.!.Of M~. ~'"''<tne 

.--

L 

The C:tMorru,l Ot.:pi1ftm4~nt of frSn und \-''/tldhfc {Dc:.·llnf?',•t1t) h.h rav,.•.ved tnc O'JI' t.\tl\f<d(•jJ 
:.JnQ.111Vr) Do.- ~rf'l~.,n (M\10) da:od t..Ll'1 0. 201!), ft')r thA BrA -. Morrnl,,n AC"~$$ RflA<i R'"'p.1u 
PtOJCCl The eomm-ar~r~s pro ... 'Jded neren am nn~rKJ on ;r1tormntron rwtw,cJad m lhc dr01f1 MNO 
J~O P'<ocmlnd <!ocumcnls 11ncludir1g the Slnl<>giCal Luuor f1eport tor ''"' Olacll Mountain Ar.m" 
F<ouJ ~cpar1 pl\.~t~t.-:e , IJ'""~'a't%.1 by r .. ~rkul 8 1\~cwuun~. lnro,, d.rtl:-d Avvu~L 26. 2014). our 
k,,nv.~CI~rt nf ~Pr&ilwe ;;'JI"'d ~l;n,nq V!Jfll.'lahon comnlunih • .," 10 tho Ctty u i Stm Dwt:o. :md uur 
p.1rt.r.' 1JU'ln m rng ilf\.11 c-.onse.,val!On pfann1J\(J t:lfOrtt 

The toto.....,ng S1atom-="11S and comnoen~s havo b~n prep~.rva pvrsuan11o lt\~ Oeop~'tm••n c 
Hulll\Jtlt)l IJI Tru";»{\."t: A/Jr:nc'( W!.lO IOHSdlc:IIOil 0\ltor t'I.Jt\Jr.JI rfh;)iJtCUS Q(ft!(:·ted by iJ'k! ptOf~d 
(C•M,..,~ • En'l'rorlfflNnal Oud!ny Ac• (CECA) Gu-.Jclrfu;-;. § 15J1tr.) ara pUB· )rwt to ~.Jt auchctt!y 
ci~ l.J t{t.,").VOf',.Uk: A.~;·"1' y Ultdaf CE.QA GJkJ~hrw~ S6t.J'O•I 15181 o-,er tl'lo'SB a~s cA the 
;w~~J ort.,cct lhJI r.o.no .... ~ lh~ J~YI"ii'<N ()! lht.: Caltfot'I"Wn Er\d"VVJ(~1 S,.:.••1!0'!~ ;4el (FJ$h 
' '"'-'Glome C~ §lOSO •:t seo.l. F1>h tnd Game Cede Scctoon tfll)(l et Si"Q. aflll UUter ,, ~'""> 
, ,., lhu F~' ~n.S G;.smu Co<Jd The O.ocP,..rltt:nt Hl-vt ::ttknt'i't"t ... rc; the 1\,,~tmf Cct,..mvr'lft:,· 
Curr-~,..,~ ·t~ Pl.i1Nllf'9 (NCC?J progr.)tll oJ C 1Mn""rH;.t rc.og•~'ndl h;t'M\~1 ~rvat;on l)'~f'1tn'{l 

l'f"!il•'"' n ... Crt•IIJI S'!n ~:n (Cnyl DMIC'i)ij\0..., trl•: NCCP prll{iram by lmolemenllng ,, 
IN."ofOVr:'IJ M,,lh~ Spectes Consecvatl, If\ p,~,...Ait1 (MSCP I s\1~,,, ., Pt:Jn (Si-\P) 

Th: t:rO~JOSC'tl :JfOjCt.:l CQns~~r~ of rt:Pa1ftl'l(l ctl\ IOC:t-..ed gully lt1;'11 w.l' r:ra:..rn-ct a ... 8 r~..;u 1 of n 
\"V.m-•r mlf•H~·~ lrorn the Black Mounta1o R..-lii~H·JOir Tho protect tS k)c;)IGd southeasl or UlCJ 
u1w3ectron <if Black Mounta1n Road dnd Car111e1 'ldll~y Roild W•ll>n> U>e City's Bl;.c• Mount"'" 
Opt'ln Sp,.,.,, p,e~erve The ma1onty o• lhc PI'VJ~.trl Jru.J b tfiJ~I(J• ,.alocJ ·CIS Mu~ti--Ha\11t~t Plannms; 
ANd {W.HPA}. a~ rh':af!nP.d 10 the Clty s MS(:P SAJJ lho-~ '"'~s.oc&at.:! ;J el"n<i•,"ln wtthir the gully 
tllttr~lh•n, to U~P4'~"' thre4! San ~ago County Wat•)r Autt'lomy (CWAI vndtrgro\Jr\1.1 10S.mch 
u~ucO\K.C r~rpo•l•nP:., . r ·n-: rt!sloraoon uf :he of'l'l•f ... J a~J' \\"OukJ consrsl of remo~lf'l9 t!N~lt~~ 
C,O.'M.:r.:t-: ''"""~t<..M".Ih -.Jr"LI d .. Jentldn b.Js111s. "'"'~'•t~h"n uf a Ol.tttJ•.v gmt1t; 31:Hf1Ctl dr(lln:Jyt;;. J.N.1t1 
.. 1od 'lh()tJI.•nt.un of;,., energ·fd:s:;.pa-tor Ttt•et~ \ot'1•••al~1 ~mu cuvu, tv;-..•s (01"\):•n cn.t"'.J,JI 
SJ":i:l S~tutJ. l"'<<n..f'l:"lt >te 't'&'g.t!l'3ttOO. and Uth;'\t'l_ldt!''Cklfl'~>tH ~l4'hl fdent!• .. ~·ll\' be P '.lf,_•n(•.JII'I 

"~3ctad by r~a eonsi(I.Ct<in at:!•"IY Up011 corrrllet•ngthe onst.:>llar<lt1 ollhc 3u·•;1(~ dr,~>O\a(l\! 
;Jt~. 81 otCVC'·u~ly F'r(\dea at'"""':J!!o 'A'OII•I be recnt'tOUt~1.'lntS r(''*!')r(.-d Wlfn ,3tntt! rtm' s.ru.l·ht~ . 
A,;.4 a.r.:J .r-g :h. J'if.)s'.:."'~l d·~~:;nt...:t.>n Ula ttWjei•lt) of U"la Y".\H~ .. UChr._"Y \".·uu!d 0c:eut .... !:t .. n ot.tJlr(~br'Sf 
·"::-NA ltt;.l)' .,.~,~~rt 

t illt.fc'l'l'lltll ( al!/i>nurt 's ·CJ iM~(~ Stuc.- 1 A11l 

-.. .. 
; 

~-· VI .. , .... 

CALIFORNIA D EPARTMENT OF FISII AND WILDLIFE (JUNE 5, 2015) 

D-1 Comment noted. 
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l)"'1, 

M>. R~t.u\.1::1 Maluno 
C.tv ol Snn Ort:llO 
Juno~. 201!> 
1'1'190 2(11 4 

Ttlt Oooo1\mant vff..,r:. U'u foluwtng I;Onmlt:t1l:t ;Jr'ltl rttr.nrnrneotlallnns to assrst ~~ Crty tn 
tw ujcJinw, minunlziOQ, and ::.dequatoly mJtlgot!ng PIUJ{:Ct··rolotoo Impacts to brQioyiCnl r otl(lUrt:Of., 

ru\(j to c11suro 1h.a1 1M projt:tel ts coostttenl w•lh onaonlQ rngr(l.n,ll hnhtlat r.nnsof\follon plnnnlng 
clrons 

r- 1 Bllllml on the project QC$CnOhOn ~nd 3S>OCillludliqureS, lhe lncaUon Of !he :sE;-in\.11 d!al""lJe 
Pill<> oulfall•~ llQI clear nor IS rl evt<tonr whether modtfr<:.l'i"" 10 !he OMI!Jy dlss~tor 13 

'lOCCSS.lfY ~~ tne outfall ~>Cation .t.cco<d•nn to tho nrojll('~ da.=I:J~ron a ·reve<Jnlo~l~d 
<lown.veam enEriiiV drss Pillet" Is voposed. -.h.,rl!3» ' """" ltte lxxly ol tl>e "'~"'' slur.y a 
fCicronco IO COMIIOCiion nl l ne er'ef9Y dlSSIO;J!Ot" "'pll)viCP.<! We recommsnd ""' 1HUJ6CI 

d..,..,t,:>tron 1>e "'""'"" 111 Ure frrol MNO to a.l<llr "'"' ,..,.ue Tile ln••d shxly shuuld '""'""' 
suppl(jnlltntal di'>cuo>oCK• Wl\h a corres00<1drng lrgure illusvnung lhc bca:Jon und (llll()LWll ol 

oeunaoonl impaas ~•~utA<~ the !>fo}'d tnclud« w new ''"''I'CJY ll<SS~pa1or {illdudl\'lg 3n) 

r.onespoodlng tntlig~llon o~.galions lor direct rmf>!lr.t&) Addilton,.lly, lhe PfQ;ect !lescHpllou 

~hould ll\dbde tmctrmcH•On on whatlCf thoro are .. :m}' obl1~alkmt:. 10 rtr.!tntoln the d•ssiu.Jiur or 

~ 
'•fllcl ~IIII)Qflt!UI:- Of lha rm ~ttd 

y; [ 

Thu B.olorjrc::n Leu or Re~'<lf1 (6L.R) lduntltills that~o~ro)Cc• oonwuctron woutd '"'""'''" 
r~mpor~ry ana parmononl d tro<:l lmpocls ol 0. 1 U aero ol dlr.tvrooo D•ogM cons1a1 ""go 

setub frum •mptemcniatlon ol the lll..tek Moun min Accoss Rond Repair PmjecL Nellher the 
OlR nnr lnrlrol stuel)' InCludes nn c mlanathln tor 1he d'-"lin<ollon between temporary a••• 
pu_ttlld11tm~ lt11p3clsl or ~helh&r U1ts ~ 1n t•ccon.t..u~ v.1th lho s.tnrld.:!fds defined In lhe C.tv•s 
OtOlogy Gur<lelrnes Tne BLR shoud llldudc mtnlttOJIDI cliJCIJJ<>I<ln 10 dtSilflOolsh betN!IIl<' 
•~"~mPOft'lry uncs ;l(UTT'1aner.r dJt"eet W'I'I(IDCl$ 

r· 
\)"'~ 

L 

~-~ [ 

Tr>e BLR S!a1es !hat an <MJiuat.on ol lk" ""'""'"'' lot sensdlvo llorn "~'"c."'" was conducted 
and 3 corn;:Mete hsunq c.f sensrtA·& ot:.~nl s'*c.Wls tt\."lt were ttelncled o.r av~l,u.otud r-x aha 
f'l)ff"nt~l to occur on-...~ lS 1nctoded 111 Appendt< S Wtt ntt~"'IH~ to~~·· 5. 
ho~ tho alli>c:nmP.no 11131 wao ptl'Vlde~ wu ~nltllitd Bille~ Moon/am A~-<S Road Rep;JI' 
Pr<1;11'-'l M~'l;galtC111 As~tlillf:fll and t:Joosnul (."<JUIOin Hll)i &O~h\'e pt3fl1 ~'CS mr()(n"'abun. 
P'e~S<~ proiiiOC tne Oepanmem wtln a COllY or 11>11 5tin11ilrve plant species ~1a1 coukl 

POtentially uccw wllllin the f}<OiU~~ loot:lrinl as ldOoltliUd " ' lhtl BLR Tn1s inlt><mniHrn •h~>ulll 
ba prcp•r<>:l•n nccoroance wllh !he C•tv·~ B•oiO~y Ctutle~nes and rncl•o.led '"'"'*'nfr:.l 
apponcllco!l ol tho nnn1 fANO 

l ho Mrtlgollon, Monitoring. Md Rui"''""O l'mgrarn (MMRPI I.Jn!Jullyo cit'ls t~n tlppllcanl 
stwll nllo.x:o1e 0 .19 acte ol uploulll ••'lJCI31iun credi15 ~~ 111u C&r'lyUn VIew Mrtrgallon Site 

Plclll.."' PJ'O>IOO l\lnl1erQ<Iodilnc<! (k.:lud.ng SlJllPCllif11 dtJQ.ou.mts) uemon><tmllflg when lll1s 
rl~l!gallon trle w:JS 3pproveo by the Clly's 1.1SCI' Progrom. Please cnsuro <hE.' rl'\lonn~llOn 

.t~l't)\ .IJ.4 1ttd \\Uh lniS m&~~gation site tinr.:tl•d•"!) dehfl'1<! CINJdS) r; f.rl4trie!J forv~t<J as a 
~''""JUIOn ''"'"the C•ty's a'lnoal MSCP rcpon 

D-2 
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CALIFORNIA D EPARTMENT OF F'ISII AND WILDLIFE, CONT. 

The 36-inch drainage pipe is shown on the conrract drawings for the 
proposed project as well as the energy dissipater and rock channel. The 
pt!rmaocnt impact area contains the energy dissipater and the rock 
channel, while the temporary impact area contains the 36-inch drainage 
pipe. The permanent impact area also contains a headwall next to and 
upstream or the 36-inch draiJJage pipe. These impact areas are also 
shown on Figure 3A of the Biological Letter Repo11. 

The comment also mentions it is not evident whether modification to the 
energy dissipater is necessary at the outfall location. The eneq,.ry 
dissipater is being proposed where one did not exist before unless the 
comment is re ferring to the existing rock that was placed just upstream 
of the proposed energy dissipater. The existing rock is not functioning to 
adequately dissipate upstream stonn Oows; therefore, energy dissipater 
(SDRSD D-4 1) is proposed based on current engineering standards to 
adequately dissipate the storm flows. 

The project dcscriprion in the Biological Letter Report is revised as 
follows in this response to comment: The revegcrated energy dissipater 
consists of the proposed rock channel and vegetation that will be planted 
within the channel. The contract drawings show an energy dissipater 
(SDRSD D-4 1) that is separate from 2nd will be installed next to and 
upstream from the rock channel. This Final MND and Initial Study have 
also been revised to make this clarification. The rock channel and energy 
dissipater were both part of the impact analysis jn the Biological Letter 
Report so no new [mpacts will occur related to this clarification. 

City of San Diego Public Utilities Department employees wiU maintain 
the proposed energy dissipater as of part of nom1al preventative 
maintenance for utility operation. 

Figure 3A shows the distinction between the temporary and pennancnt 
impacts. To make this clear the Biological Letter Report is revised as 
follows in this response to comment: The area outside the existing non­
vegetated channel (shown in blue on figure 3A) and designated as 
permanent in red hatch in Figure 3A that consists of the rock chatmel aJ1d 
energy dissipater (SDRSD D-41) is the pcr·manent impact to Diegan 
coasta l sage scrub. All the other areas outlined in red in figure 3A are 
considered temporary. That is the areas upstream of the rock channel and 
energy dissipater and the access path north of the rock channel. 
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF F ISII AND WILOLifi'F:, CONT. 

T he Biological Leuer Report has been revised to adclre::;s this comment. 
Appendix 6 - Occurrence or Potential of Special Status Species on the 
Project Site was added. 

The mjtigatioo sire was approved by the City when they approved the 
conceptual mitigation plan dated February 12, 2009. Planning 
Environment<.~] Staff and MCSP approved the debited credit for this 
project at the mitigation site when they tinished their review period that 
allowed the issuance o f the Dra ft MND for pub He review. 

The MMRP has been revised to include the wetland creation and 
pemutting obligations that that have been identified in the initial Study. 

Monitoring protocol for sensitive habitat is covered in the Oiological 
Letter Repo1t and for sensitive species in the Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND). The biological monitor wil1 be on-site during 
construction and will have the discretion based on current site conditions 
o r how many monitoring visits are necessary ro ensure compliance with 
the Mi\ID. The City in consultation with Merkel and Associates will 
provide wildlife ladders appropriate for reptiles and sm<lll mammals as a 
measure to prevent entrapment of these species. 

The City's mitigation obligation is discussed in the Biological Letter 
Repo1t, Mitigated Negative Declaration, and the lnitinJ Study. The 
mitigation will occur off-site at two separate locations where the 5-year 
monitoring and maintenance perfonnancc/success criteria are required; 
therefore, the City is only obligated to meet the 25-month perfonnanee 
standard to restore those areas lhat were impacted on-site. The 
Temporary Erosion Control and Planting Plan on page C-9 of the 
Contract Drawings provide additionaJ detail for the proposed on-site 
revegetation. 
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lNITLAL STUDY C HECKLIST 

l. Project Title/Project number: 356059/Black Mountain Access Road Repair Project 

2. Lead agency name and address: City of San Diego, Planning Depmtment. 1222 First A venne, 
MS 50 I, San Diego1 CA 92101 

3. Contact person and phone number: Rebecca Malone, Associate Planner, 619-446-5371 

4. Project location: The project area is located directly southeast of the intersection of Black 
Mountain Road and Cannel Valley Road and m:cupieo the approximate center of Assessor's 
Parcel Number 312-292-04, which is owned by the City of San Diego and is located in the 
Black Mountain Open Space Pm·k on the Black Mountain Access Road. The project lies 
predominantly inside the City's Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MH-rA). 

5. Project Applicant/Sponsor's name and addr·ess: City of San Diego Public Utilities Depa1tment, 
9192 Topaz Way, San Diego, CA 92123. Contact: Dirk Smith, (858) 614-5722. 

6. General Plan designation: Open Space 

7. Zoning: AR-1-1 

8. Description of project: SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (SDP) to remove existing concrete 
headwalls aod detention basins, and install a below grade 36-inch drainage pipe and 
revegetated downstream energy dissipater. Erosion from overflow of the Black Mountain 
Reservoirs bas created an incised gully along the west em branch of the Black Mountain Access 
Road and tlu·eatens to expose three San Diego County Water Authority (CW A) underground 
l 08-inch aqueducts located approximately 15 feet below grade. After installation of the 36-
inch drainage pipe is complete, all previously eroded areas would be re-contoured and restored 
with a native upland restoration plant palette. Staging and access would remain on 
UJban/developecl habitats within the existing access road when practicable; however, 
unavoidable temporary impacts to native vegetation would occur during construction in order 
to safely access all areas with.in the construction footprint. Therevegctated energy dissipater 
consists of the proposed rock channel and vegetation that will be planted within channel. The 
contract dl·awings show an enert-.ry dissipater CSDRSD D-41) that is separate from and will be 
installed next to and upstream from the rock channeL City of San Diego Public Uti lities 
Department employees will maintain the proposed energy dissipater (SDRSD D-41) as of 
part of normal preventative maintenance for utility operation. The City has quantified 
expected impacts associated with excavation, grading, staging, and access. 

All work would occur witlun public open space. t.fte-rn:il3lic right of way fR:GWj. Ac ti ve work 
holL!·s would occur eluting the daytime Monday through Saturday.f4.iday. The project would 
comply with the requirements described in the Standard Specijlcations.for Public Works 
Construction~-fltl.fA California Derartment o fTnmsrortation' s kf·etl/lletl of Tr61_Bfc Controls/or 
Constructio11 and ,A,1aintemmce Work Zones. A traffic control plan ·.vould be prepared ami 
implemented in accordance with the Cit)' ofSan Diego SttmdardDrawings 1/:iftnufli ofTrajfie 
Genlrelfer Co11sfruelio11 t111d !4eiHtenanee Work Zo~tetr. 



9. Surrounding land uses and setting: The proposed project location lies within City Park and 
Recreation Department managed land in the Black Mountain Open Space Park within the 
MHPA. The majority ofthe proposed repair work occw-s within an existing CWA easement 
that includes three 1 08-inch aqueducts located approximately 15 feet below grade. The 
proposed headwall located on the eastern edge of the project, in addition to the energy 
dissipater and downstream rock-lined channel located on the west edge of the project, are 
located outside of the CW A easement. The CW A easement and associated infrastructure is 
located within and/or surrounded by the greater Black Mountain Open Space Park, which 
encompasses nearly 2,352 acres of both nat11ral and developed recreational areas. Trails within 
the park are used primarily for walking, hiking, and cycling. The park is sunounded by the 
communities of Rancho Peiiasquitos to the west and Carmel Mountain to the east. The project 
lies predomjnately inside the City of San Diego' s Multiple Species Conservation Program 
(MSCP) Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHP A). 

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or 
participation agreement.): U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers & the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (dredge or fill in Waters of the U.S.), & the Califomia Department ofFish and 
Wildlife (Streambed Alteration). 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The envirorunental factors checked below would be potentially affected by trus project, involving at 
least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the 
following pages. 

D Aesthetics D Greenhouse Gas D Population/Housing 
Emissions 

D Agriculture and D Hazards & Hazardous MaterialsD Public Services 
Forestty Resources 

D Air Quality D Hydrology/Water Quality D Recreation 

~ Biological Resources D Land Use/Plamung D Transportation/Traffic 

D Cultural Resources D Mineral Resources D Utilities/Service 
System 

D Geology/Soils D Noise Mandatory Findings 
Significance 

DETERMINATION : (To be completed by Lead Agency) 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

D The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

2 



I) 

[gj Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will 
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or 
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be 
prepared. 

D The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required . 

D The proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant 
unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect (a) has been adequately 
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (b) has been 
addressed by llLitigation measLU·es based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. 
An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

D Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the enviromnent, because all 
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or 
(MJTIGATED) NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have 
been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or (MITIGATED) NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the 
proposed project, nothing further is required. 

Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Issue Significant with Significant No Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 

AESTHETICS- Would the project; 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista? D D D [gj 

The project components are proposed underground or at ground level. No designated scenic vistas 
bave been located on the project site and project components would not have the potential to impact 
existing views. No impact would result. 

b) Substantially damage scenic 
resources, including but oot limited 
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 
historic buildings within a state 
scenic highway? 

D D D 

See La. No diTect impacts to scenic resources would occur and project implementation would not 
result in impacts to these resources. The project site is not located witiLin a state scenic highway. No 
impact would result. 

c) Substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or qua li ty of the site 
and its surroundings? 

D D D 
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Issue 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

The project area would be revegetated per a detailed revegetation plan once the pipe installation and 
the construction of the energy dissipater are complete. As such, the project would not substantially 
degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its suiTOtmdings. No impact would 
result. 

d) Create a new sow·ce of substantial 
light or glare that would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

D D D 

The project would utilize construction matetials that are not highly reflective. Additionally, the 
project work would occur mostly underground or at level with the ground, and once completed, a 
revegetation plan would be implemented. As such, project implementation would not create a new 
source of light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. No impact 
would result. 

If) AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural 
resources are significant envimnmental eiTects, lead agencies may refer to the Califomia Agricultural 
Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of 
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In 
determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental 
effects, lead agencies may refer to infOtmation compiled by the California Deparbnent of Forestry and 
Fire Protection regarding the state's inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range 
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement 
methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the Califomia Air Resources Board. -Would 
the project: 

a) Converts Prime Farmland, Unique 
Fam1land, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Fannland), as shown on 
the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Fannland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the Califomia Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

D D D 

The project site is not classified as farmland by the Fannland Mapping and Monitoring Program 
(FMMP). Similarly, land sunoLmding the project is not in agricultural production and is not 
classit1ed as f~umland by the FMMP. Therefore, the project would not result in the conversion of 
farmland to non-agricultural uses. No impact would result. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
Contract? 

D D D 
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Issue 

Please see Il. a. No impact would result. 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, torest land (as 
defmed in Public Resources Code 
section 1220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code 
section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by 
Government Code secti on 511 04(g))? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

No Impact 

The project site is not zoned as forest land, and no forest land exists on -site. Theretore, the project 
would not conf1ict with existing zoning for forest land. No impact would result. 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion or forest land to non­
forest use? 

See llc. No impact would result. 

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment, which, due to their 
location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farmland to non­
agricultural use or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 

D 

D 

D D 

D D 

The project would not invo lve changes in the existing environment, and thus, would not impact 
fannlancl or forestland. No impact would result. 

111. AJR QUAL£TY - Where available, the s ignificance critetia established by the app licable air quality 
management or air pollution control disttict may be relied on to make the following determinations­
Would the project: 

a) Contlict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicab le 
air quality plan? 

D D D 

The project would not generate a substantial amount of emissions as a result of the proposed use 
(e.g., vehicle miles traveled, etc.). The project proposes to remove existing concrete headwalls 
and detention basins, and install a below grade 36-incb drai nage pipe and revegetated 
downstream energy dissipater, all of which would have negligible emissions during operations. 
An increase in emissions would occur dming construction; hm.vever, this increase would be 
tempora1y and minimal and would not contlict with implementation of the applicable air quality 



Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Issue Significant with Significant No Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
plan. During grading activities, dust suppression methods would be included. Impacts would be 
less than s ignificant. 

b) Violate any air quality standard or 
contribute substantially to an 
existing or projected ai_r quality 
violation? 

D D D 

Please see lll.a. The project would not generate a substantial amount of emissions as a result of 
the proposed use. The project would remove existing concrete headwalls and detention basins, 
and install a below grade 36-inch drainage pipe and revegetated downstream energy dissipater, 
all of which would have negligible emissions dw'ing operations. An increase in emissions would 
occur eluting constmction; however, this increase would be temporary and minimaL This 
increase in emissions would not violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to any 
air quality violations. Impacts would be less than significant. 

c) Result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase of any 
criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment 
under an applicable federa l or 
state ambient air quality standard 
(including releasing emissions 
which exceed quantitative 
thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

D D D 

As described above, construction operations could temporatily increase the emissions of dust and 
other pollutants; however, construction emissions would be temporary and implementation of 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) would reduce temporary dust impacts. Additionally, the 
scope and nature of the project would not result in an increase in Vehicle Miles Traveled 
(VMTs) and associated emissions. Therefore, the project would not result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project is non-attainment in the 
region under applicable federal or state ambient air quality standards. Impacts would be less than 
significant. 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial poUutant 
concen tra ti ons? 

D D D 

The project site is located within open space with Black Mountain Road to the west, Canuel 
Valley Road to the north, two water reservoirs to the east, and residential uses to the south. The 
project would not emit substantial pollutant concentrations to these receptors. The project 
proposes to remove existing concrete headwalls and detention basins, and install a below grade 
36-inch drainage pipe and revegetated downstream energy dissipater, all of which would have 
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Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Issue Significant with Significant No Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
negligible emissions dw·ing operations. As such, project implementation would not expose 
sensitive receptors to substantial concentrations of pollution. Impacts would be less than 
significant. 

e) Create objectionable odors 
affecting a substantial number of 
people? 

D D D 

The project would not create objectionable odors as it is a road repair project. The operation of 
construction equipment and vehicles could generate odors assoc iated with fuel combustion; 
however, these odors would dissipate into the atmosphere upon release. Therefore, the project 
would not create substantial amounts of objectionable odors affecti_ng a substantial number of 
people. Impacts would be less than sibrnlficant. 

TV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES- Would the project: 

a) Have substantial adverse effects, 
either directly or tlu·ough habitat 
modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species 
in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and 
Wi ldlife Service? 

D 0 D 

In order to assess potential impacts associated with the project, a biological assessmen~ 
biologica l letter report was prepared (Merkel & Associates, August 26, 2014). A qualified 
Consulting Biologist surveyed the project site on July 12,2012 and again on AprilS, 20 13. The 
biological assessment is avai lable for review at the offices of the Planning Department. 

The assessment included surveys, vegetation mapping and review of satellite imagery. AI I plant 
and an imal observations were noted, along with general site conditions. Plant idenUfications 
were either resolved in the field or were later determined through verification of voucher 
specimens. Wildlife species within the study area, which included areas outside the impact areas, 
were identified by direct observation or identification of their songs and calls. tracks, scat, and 
burrows. 

Direct impacts to Diegan coastal sage scrub (0. I 9 acre), non-native vegetation (0.02 acre), 
disturbed land (0.0 I acre), and an LUwegetated streambed (0.038 acre) ·would result from 
implementation ofthjs project. Staging, access, the removal of the existing concrete headwalls 
and detention basins, and installation of a below grade 36" drainage pipe would result in 
tempora1y impacts to habitat when vegetation is cleared for construct ion-related activities. 
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Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Issue Significant with Significant No Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
Construction of the energy dissipater and the installation of natural rock required to stabilize the 
crnTent highly erosive drainage downstream of lhe dissipater would also result in permanent 
impacts. The area outside the existing non-vegetated channel (shown in blue on Figure 3A of the 
Biological Letter Rep01t) and designated as pem1anent in red hatch in Figw·e 3A that consists of the 
rock channel and energy dissipater CSDRSD D-41) is the permanent impact to Diegan coastal sage 
scrub. All the other areas outlined in red in Figure 3A are considered temporary. That is the areas 
upstream of the rock channel and energy dissipater and the access path north of the rock channeL 

The project is designed to minimize impacts to sensitive biological resources and limit the 
amount of ground disturbance necessary. Complete avoidance of sensitive resolll'ces is not 
possible and impacts would occur to Diegan coastal sage scrub, and a streambed. 

According to the City of San Diego's Sigtuficance Determination Guidelines under CEQA, the 
direct impacts that would occur to 0.19-acre of disturbed Diegan coastal sage scrub habitat are 
significant and would require mitigation because the impact exceeds the threshold of 0. 1-acre. 
No mitigation is required for Tier lV habitats (non-native vegetation, disturbed land). Mitigation 
for all sensitive upland impacts would occur in the fonn of upland restoration at a l: l ratio 
witrun Public Utilities' Canyon View Mitigation Project, located within Pefiasquitos Canyon. 

Wildlife ladders for reptiles and small mammals as appropriate will be provided as a measure 
to prevent entrapment of these species in the construction trenches. 

Impacts to 0.038-acre of non-wetland waters of the U.S./Streambed resulting from the fill and 
removal of existing headwalls and detention basins that would be replaced with below-grade 
drainage piping would require 0.038-acre of mitigation. Off-site mitigation in the form of 
wetland creation would occur within the Pei'iasquitos watershed to mitigate for temporary and 
permanent impacts to jurisdictional resources. The anticipated wetland creation at a 1: l ratio 
would occur within Public Utilities' Rose Canyon Mitigation Project. 

Mitigation for the project would be completely satisfied off site, as described above. On-site 
habitat revegetation would be implemented post consttuction for erosion control and to provide 
habitat functions and values equivalent to what existed prior to temporary impacts. Erosion 
control devices such as straw wattles and hydroseed would be installed tbllowing construction. 
Native seed and container plants appropriate for the location would be installed to restore native 
habitats to previous functions. When implemented, the on-site habitat revegetation plan would 
be maintained fo r 25-months per the City of San Diego Municipal Code. Impacts would be less 
than signiticant with mitigation incotporated. 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect 
011 any riparian habitat or other 
conunuuity identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, and 
regulations or by the California 

0 0 0 



lssue 

Depat1ment ofFish and Wildlife 
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

See IV. a. Tmpacts would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect 
on federally protected wetlands as 
defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including but 
not limited to marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) tlu·ough direct 
removal, filling, hydrological 
inteJTuption, or other means? 

D D 

See IV.a. Impacts would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

d) Interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident 
or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nurse1y sites? 

D D 

No Impact 

D 

D 

The biological assessment identifies the project as within the Black Mountain Open Space 
Reserve, which serves as a wildljfe corridor. Wildlife corridors are imp01tant elements of viable 
habitat protection allowing for movement of animals and maintenance of genetic diversity. The 
project's impact areas are small, and the temporary impacts would be revegetated; therefore, the 
project would not s ignificantly impact wildlife c01Tidors. lmpacts would be less than significant. 

e) ConJ:lict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree 
preservation po licy or ordinance? 

D D D 

The project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance. No impact would resu lt. 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation 
Plan, Natural Commuruty 
Conservation Plan, or other 
approved local, regional, or state 

D D D 
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habitat conservation plan? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

The project site lies within the boundaries of the City of San Diego Multiple Species 
Conservation Program (MSCP) Subarea Plan. As a part of the MSCP, MHP A areas are 
designated to preserve sensitive habitats, plants, and wildlife that are vital to sustain the unique 
biodiversity of the San Diego region. The City's MHPA is mapped both on and adjacent to the 
project site. 

Due to the presence of the MHPA, the project would be required to comply with the MHPA 
Land Use Adjacency Guidelines (Sectionl.4.3) of the City's MSCP Subarea Plan in order to 
ensure that the project would not result in any indirect impacts to the MHP A. Per the MSCP, 
potential indirect effects from drainage, toxics, lighting, noise, baniers, invasives, and brush 
management from project construction and operation must not adversely affect the MHP A. Refer 
to Land Use Section X. c. for fwther details. 

The project as designed would not conflict with the goals, policies and objectives of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural C011U11Wlity Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plaJL No impact would result. 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of an 
historical resource as defmed in 
§ 15064.5? 

D D D 

The purpose and intent of the Historical Resources Regulations qf the Land Development Code 
(Chapter 14. Division 3. and A rticle 2) is to protect, preserve and, where damaged, restore the 
historical resources of San Diego. The regulations apply to all proposed development within the 
City of San Diego when historical resources are present on the premises. CEQA requires that 
before approving discretionary projects, the Lead Agency must identify and examine the 
significant adverse environmental effects, which may result from that project. A project that may 
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource may have a 
significant effect on the environment (Sections l5064.5(b) and 21084.1 ). A substantial adverse 
change is defined as demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration activities, which would 
impair historical significance (Sections 15064.5(b) (1)). Any historical resource listed in, or 
eligible to be listed in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), including 
archaeological resources, is considered to be historically or culturally significant. 

A Cultural Resow·ces Technical Report entitled, "Negative Cultural Survey Report Form 
(Appendjx D) for tbe Black Mow1tain Access Road Repair Project, San Diego, Califomia'· 
(ASM Affiliates, March 2014) was conducted fbr the project. The archaeological survey did not 
iclenti [y any cultural resomces within the project's parcel. 
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Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Issue Significant with Significant No Impact 

b) 

c) 

hnpact Mitigation Impact 
Incorporated 

According to the Cultural Resources Survey Rep01ts, no futther consideration of cultural 
resources appears to be wauanted in connection with the project. The portion of the project area 
within the limits of the repair is unlikely to contain surface deposits of prehist01ic or historic 
resources due to deposition of colluvial and alluvial sources related to Black Mowltain and 
associated reservoirs. In addition, no recommendation was received from the Native American 
Monitor concerning further work or monitoring. 

The project area crosses the easement fo r a portion of the San Diego CWA 130-ft wide aqueduct 
easement. The CWA easement includes tlu·ee pipeline alignments: Pipeline 3, a 69-in. welded 
steel pipeli:ne (WSP); Pipeline 4, a 96-in. pre-stressed concrete cylinder pipe (PCCP); and 
Pipeline 5, a 108-in. WSP. Pipeline 3 was constructed between1957 and 1960, and Pipeline 4 
was constructed between 1968 and 197 1 as part o r the Second San Diego Aqueduct. The First 
San Diego Aqueduct (not in project area) has been evaluated by the Army Corps of Engineers 
tmd recommended eligible to the NRHP. The Second San Diego Aqueduct would likely be 
eligible as well. The pipelines are located between 5 and 12 feet below proposed ground 
disturbance. Consequently, the proposed project would not result in impacts to historical 
resources. Since no direct impacts to the tesource are anticipated, construction monitoring and/or 
historical evaluation for the resource are not recommended. Impacts would be less than 
signili.cant. 

Cause a Stlbstanti al adverse 0 0 cg] 0 
change in the signi fica nee of an 
archaeological resource pursuant 
to § 15064.5? 
See V.a. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Ditectly or indirectl y destroy a 0 D D 
unique paleontological resource 
or site or unique geologic feature? 

The construction area consists of Metasedimentary and Metavolcanic (Mzu) or Santiago Peak 
Volcanics and may also consist of Diorite Undivided (Kd) under the designation of the 
Peninsular Ranges Batholith. Under the Santiago Peak Volcanics designation, Metasedimentary 
has a moderate paleontological resources sensitivity, while Metavo lcanic is not considered a 
sensiti ve geo logic l·eature. T he Peninsular Ranges Batholith also is not considered a sens itive 
paleontological resource. The project requ ires approximately 750 cubic yards of excavat ion to a 
depth of 6.5 feet. The City's .Paleontological Guidelines identifY a threshold of2,000 cubic yards 
of excavation to a depth o n 0 feet for moderate sens itivity fonnations. Because the p roj ect would 
not exceed this tlu·eshold, monitoring is not required, Rnd therefore, impacts would be less than 
significant. 

d) Disturb any human remains, 
including those interred outside of 
fonnal cemeteries? 

D D D 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp01·ated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

No buried human remains are lmown to exist within the project site. However, in the event that 
remains are encountered during construction, all work is required to stop, and a coroner called to 
assess any such findings in accordance with the City Greenbook standards and California state 
law. Compliance with City procedure detailed in the City Greenbook would assure that impacts 
are reduced to below a level of significance. 

VT. GEOLOGY AND SOILS - Would the project: 

a) Expose people or structures to 
potential substantial adverse 
effects, including the risk of loss, 
injury, or death involving: 

i) Rupture of a known 
earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by 
the State Geologist for the 
area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a 
known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 
42. 

D D D 

The City of San Diego Seismic Safety Maps do not indicate a fault in or near the project 
area. The project would utilize proper engineering design and standard construction practices 
in order to ensure that potential impacts in this category based on regional geologic hazards 
would remain less than significant. 

ii) Strong seismic ground 
shaking? 

See VI.a.i. 

iii) Seismic-related ground 
failure, including 
liquefaction? 

See VI.a.i. 

D 

D 

D D 

D D 
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i v) Landslides? 

See VI.a.i. 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or 
the loss of topsoil? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

D 

Less Than 
Significant Less Than 

with Significant No fmpact 
Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
D [XI D 

D D 

The project includes the removal of the existing concrete headwalls and detention basins, and 
installation of a below grade 36-inch drainage pipe and revegetated downstream energy dissipater. 
Erosion control Best Management Practices (BMPs) as outlined in the Biological Assessment and 
the Contract documents developed for this project would be implemented to make sure no sediment 
leaves the work areas during construction. In addition, implementation of the Temporary Erosion 
Control and Planting Plan developed for the project outlines the seeding/planting measmes that 
would be conducted to promote re-growth of native plants, protect soils, and prevent erosion. 
impacts would be less than significant. 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

D D D 

The City of San Diego Seismic Safety Maps indicate the project is located in Haza1·d Category 53, 
which is defined as level or sloping terrain, unfavorable geologicaJ structure, low to moderate risk. 
Even though the project is located is in an unfavorable geological stlUcture area it is low to moderate 
risk for the potential to result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction 
or collapse. Furthermore, the project would utilize proper engineering design and standard 
construction practices i.n order to ensme !hat potential impacts in tllis category based on regional 
geologic hazards would remain less than significant. 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table l8- l -B ofthe 
Utliform Bui lding Code ( 1994), 
creating substantial risks to life or 
property? 

D D D 

The project is located on San Miguel-Exchequer rocky silt loams, wllich is not charactetized as being 
expansive. tn addition, please see Vl.a.i. No impact would result. 

e) Have soil s incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
altemative waste water disposal 

D D D 
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systems where sewers are not 
available for the disposal of waste 
water? 

PotentiaUy 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

The project does not propose any septic tanks or alternative waste disposal methods. No impact 
would result. 

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS - Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may 
have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

D D D 

The City of San Diego is utilizing the Califomia Air Pollution Control Officers Association 
(CAPCOA) report "CEQA and Climate Change" (CAPCOA 2009) to determine whether a GHG 
analysis would be required for submitted projects. The CAPCOA repo11 references a 900 menic ton 
guideline as a conservative threshold for requiring fmther analysis and possible mitigation. This 
emission level is based on the amount of vehicle trips, the typical energy and water use associated 
with projects, and other factors. 

Based upon the scope of work, limited temporary construction and limited automobile n·ips, the 
project would not generate any substantial Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions. The emissions would 
be minimal and would fa ll under the 900 metric ton screening criteria. The project would not cause 
any significant increase in GHG emissions and no mitigation is required. Impacts would be less than 
significant. 

b) Conflict with an applicable p lan, 
policy, or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases? 

D D D 

See Vli.a. The project would not conflict with any applicable plans, policies, or regulations related to 
greenhouse gases. Impacts would be less than significant. 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through 
routine transport, use, or disposal of 
hazardous materials? 

D D D 

The project when completed would not involve the transport, use, or disposal of hazardous material s. 
During construction all equipment and vehicles would be checked for fluid leaks while working in 
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Issue 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

the project area. Any leaks would be cleaned and any contaminated soils would be removed from 
the project area and disposed of following the City' s Hazardous Matetials Management Program. 
Impacts would be less than significant. 

b) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment tJu·ough 
reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into 
the environment? 

D D D 

See VIlLa. No foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials 
are anticipated for the project. impacts would be less than signi ficant. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

D D D 

See VIII.a. [n addition, no schools are located within a one-quarter mile of the proposed project. No 
impact would result. 

d) Be located on a site which is included 
on a list of hazardous materials s ites 
compiled pursuant to Government 
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant 
hazatd to the public or the 
environment? 

D D D 

The proposed project area is not included on a list of hazardous matetials sites and therefore 
implementation of the project would not create a s igni ticant hazard to the public or environment. No 
impact would result. 

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan 
has not been adopted, within two mile 
of a public airport or pub I ic use 
airport, would the project result in a 
safety hazard fo r people residing or 
working in the project area? 

D D D 

There is not a public aiqJort or a public use airport within two miles of the projecL No impact would 
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Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Issue Significant with Significant No Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
result. 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the project 
result in a safety hazard for people D D D 
residtng or working in the project 
area? 

The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airsttip. No impact would result. 

g) Impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

D D D 

The project includes the removal of the existing concrete headwalls and detention basins, and 
installation of a below grade 36-inch drainage pipe and revegetatecl downstream energy dissipater. 
The project would not interfere with any emergency response or evacuation plans. No impact would 
result. 

h) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wildland fires, including 
where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences 
are intermixed with wildlands? 

D D D 

Invasive species colonizing the project area could alter the conditions for wildfire. To prevent this, 
all impacted areas would be revegetated following construction using native species compatible with 
the surroundi~ng habitat. Monitoring and management of the revegetation areas would occur for 25 
months following implementation to ensure survival of the native plants following success criteria 
identified in the habitat revegetation plan, and to prevent the establishment of non-native invasive 
species. Impacts would be less than significant. 

L"X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements? D D D 

A Water Pollution Control Plan (WPCP) would be prepared as prut of the project that outlines storm 
water BMPs required for the proposed project. Prior to constTuction, storm water BMPs per the 
WPCP \.Voulcl be installed to prevent sediment tJ-om leaving the work areas. These BMPs would be 
checked regularly and monitored for efficacy; therefore, the project would not violate any existing 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

water quality standards or discharge requirements wbile the project is under construction. 

Once construction is completed the project would have a beneficial effect on water quality from tha1 
o f the existing condition by cbaru1eling storm water through a pipe and into an energy dissipater. 
These facilities would be designed to prevent eros ion of tbe access road and the exposure o f County 
Water Authority transmission pipelines. Without the project, the project site would likely erode and 
result in sediment that would pollute the stream. With the proposed proj ect, impacts would be less 
than significant. 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater 
supplies or inter fere substantially 
with groundwater recharge such that 
there would be a net deficit in aqui fer 
volume or a lowering of the local 
groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nea1·by 
wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses 
or planned uses for which permits 
have been granted)? 

D D D 

The project does not propose the use of groundwater nor would it impact groundwater duri11g 
grading activities. Furthermore, the proj ect would not in troduce new impervious surfaces that could 
interfere with groundwater recharge. Therefore, the project would not deplete groundwater supplies 
or interfere subs tantially with groundwa ter recharge. No impact would result. 

c) Substantiall y alter the existing 
drainage pattem of the s ite or area, 
including tluough the alteration o[ the 
course of a stream or river, in a 
manner, wbich would result in 
substantial erosion or s iltation on- or 
off-site? 

D D D 

Storm water BMPs would be implemented pursuant to the Water Pollution Control P lan that is 
required for this proj ect to prevent erosion or siltation. The proj ect area would be revegetated and 
would not substantially a lter any existing drainage patterns. These faci lities would be designed to 
prevem erosion o f the access road and the exposure of County Water Authotity transmission 
pipelines. The project would be designed to improve the existing drainage of the site, but wou ld not 
subs tantially alter the existing pattern. No impact would result. 

d) Substantially alter the ex isting 
drainage pattern of the s ite or area, 
including tlu·ough the alteration of Lhe 

D D D 
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course of a stream or river, or 
substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a matmer, 
which would result in flooding on- or 
off-s.ite? 

Please see IX.c. and IX.e .. 

e) Create or conttibute runoff water, 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned storm water 
drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

Less TJtan 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

D 

The project is designed to direct runoff water through a pipe, into an energy dissipater, and over a 
rock-lined channel that drains into a stonn water culvert under Black Mountain Road. The design of 
these facilities took into account the capacity of the culvett. Additionally, these facilities are 
designed to prevent erosion of the access road and exposure of the County Water Authority 
transmission pipelines. Without the project, the project s ite would continue to erode and result in 
sediment that would become polluted runoff. The project would not create or contribute to runoff 
water, but would improve the site's ability to convey existing tunoff amounts. Impacts would be less 
than significant. 

f) Othetwise substantially degrade D D D water quality? 

See IX.a. through IX.e. No impact would result. 

g) Place housing within a 1 00-year flood 
hazard area as mapped on a federa l 
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood D D D 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood 
hazard delineation map? 

The project does not propose any habitable stt·uctures. No impact would result. 

h) Place within a I 00-year flood hazard 
area, structures that would impede or 
redirect flood flows? 

D D D 

~ 

The project does not propose any pennanent structures within a 1 00-year flood hazard area that 
would impede or redirect flood flows. No impact would result. 
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i) Expose people or structures to a 
significant r isk of loss, injw·y or death 
involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the fail me of a 
levee or dam? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

No Impact 

See IX.e. The project would not result in the exposure of people or stmctures to floods as a result of 
the fai lure of a levee or dam. The project site is not downstream from either a levee or dam. As 
such, no impact would occur. 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? D D D 

The project would not include any new features that would increase the risk associated with seiche, 
tsunami, or mudilow beyond those of the existing conditions. No impact would result. 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established 
community? D D D 

The project includes the repair of a service access road to prevent futu re erosion and exposure of 
Cm.mty Water Authority pipelines. The project site is located in an open space preserve and would 
not physically divide an established community. No impact would result. 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, policy, or regulation of an 
agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including but not limited to 
the general plan, specific plan, local 
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding 
or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

D D D 

The project includes the repair of existing public infrastructure and is consistent with the policies, 
goals, and reconunendations of the General Plan and the Black MOlmtain Ranch Subarea Plan. 
Therefore it would not be in conflict with any land use plamling document for the community. The 
project is subject to the City's environmental regulations through the Site Development Penn it 
process. As such, thi s Initial Study is being prepa red to address all envirom11ental effects for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating those effects. ln addition, due to disturbance to a streambed the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Regional Water Quality Control Board, and California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife are involved under the Section 404 and 40 1 of the Clean Water Act, and Section 
1600 of the State Fish and Game Code. The project would not conflict with these regulations. 
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Impacts would be less than significant. 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural 
community conservation plan? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
Nolmpact 

D 

The project is located mostly within the MultiHabitat Planning Area (MHPA) of the City' s Multiple 
Species Conservation Program (MSCP). As specified in the MSCP Subarea Plan, existing utility 
lines, including maintenance access paths and drainage improvements, are considered a compatible 
use within the MHP A. Thus, the project would not conflict with any applicable habitat conservation 
plan or natural community conservation plan. Impacts would be less than significant. 

XI. MJNERAL RESOURCES - Would the project? 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would 
be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

D D D 

The areas sunounding the project are not being used for the recovery of mineral resources; therefore, 
the project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource. No impact would 
result. 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other 
land use plan? 

D D D 

The project would not result in the loss of the availability of a locally important mineral resource. 
There are no existing quarries within close proximity to the site. The project site and the surrounding 
area are not zoned for mineral resources. As such, project implementation would not result in the 
loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource. No impact would result. 

Xll. NOISE - Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure ofpersons to, or generation 
of, noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan 
or noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies? 

D D D 

20 



Issue 
PotentiaiJy 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

The project includes the removal of the existing concrete headwalls and detention basins, and 
installation of a below grade 36-inch drainage pipe and revegetated downstream energy dissipater. 
The project would not result in a permanent substantial increase in the existing noise envirorunent. 
No impact would result. 

b) Exposure of persons to, or generation 
of, excessive ground borne vibration 
or ground bome noise levels? 

D D D 

The project would not generate excessive ground bome vibration or grmmd bom e noise, and 
therefore, would not result in people being exposed to excessive ground borne vibration or no ise 
levels. No impact would result. 

c) A substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without 
the project? 

D D D 

The project would not permanently generate noise, so the noise conditions that exist today would be 
the same as with the proj ect. No impact WOLtld result. 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above existing 
without the project? 

D D D 

A temporary increase in noise would occur from the operation of construction equipment at the 
project site; however, tllis is not considered a substantial increase. The project area is approximately 
450 feet from the nearest residence. Thjs distance combined with the ambient vehicle noise ti·01n 
Black Mowllain Road means the construction noise would not be substantial to the nearby 
residences. If construction is scheduled between Febmary and August and active nests of listed 
species are detected within 300 feet of the project limits, noise reduction measures would be 
necessruy. A biological monitor would be on-site during construction-related activities to ensure 
compliance with all applicable environmental regulations. Impacts would be less than significant. 

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plru1, or, where such a plan 
has not been adopted, within two 
miles o[ a public airport or public use 
niqJort would the project expose 
people residing or working in the area 
to excessive noise levels? 

D D D 

No public airports or public use airports are within two miles o[ the project. No impact would 
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Issue 

result. 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the project 
expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

PotentiaUy 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

No Impact 

The project is not Located within the vicinity of a private airstrip; therefore, people residing or 
working in the area of the project would not be exposed to excessive aiJport noise from a private 
airstrip. No impact would result. 

Xrri. POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the project: 

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

D D D 

The project does not propose any residential structures. The project includes repair to a service 
access road to prevent f·uture erosion and exposure of County Water Authority pipelines. No impact 
would result. 

b) Displace substantial numbers of 
existing housing, necessitating the 
consttuction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

D D D 

Project implementation would not displace any housing. Therefore, the construction of housing 
elsewhere would not be necessitated. No impact would result. 

c) Displace substantial numbers of 
people, necessitating the construction 
of replacement housing elsewhere? 

See XIII.b. No iJnpact would result. 

XfV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

a) Would the project result in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated 
with the provisions of new or 

D D D 
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Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Issue Significant with Significant No Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 
physically altered govenunental 
facilities, need for new or physically 
altered govenunental faciLities, the 
construction of which could cause 
s ignificant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service 
rations, response times or other 
perfmmance objectives for any of the 
public services: 

i) Fire Protection D D D ~ 

The repair of a service access road to prevent future erosion and exposure of County Water 
Authority pipelines would not require any new or altered fire protection services. No impact 
woLtld result. 

ii) Police Protection D D D 

The repair of a service access road to prevent future erosion and exposure of County Water 
Autho1ity pipelines would not require any new or altered police protection services. No impact 
would result. 

iii) Schools D D D 

The project would not result in the need to physically alter any schools. Additionally, the 
project would not include consttuction of fi.1ture housi11g or induce growth that could increase 
demand for schools in the area. No impact would result. 

v) Parks D D D 
The project would not physically aller any parks or create new housing. The project, also, 
would not create demand for new parks or other recreational facilities. No impact would result. 

vi) Other public facilities D D D 

The project would not result in the increased demand for electricity, gas, or other pub! ic 
faci lities. This project includes the repair of a service access road to prevent future erosion to it 
and the exposLLre of County Water Authority pipelines, and would not impact any other public 
faci lities. No impact would result. 

XV. RECREATION -

a) Would the project increase the use of 
existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities 

D D D 
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such that substantiaJ physical 
deterioration of the facility would 
occur or be accelerated? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

The project would not result in the construction of residential units and would therefore not result in 
an increase in demand for recreational facilities. No impact would resu lt. 

b) Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction 
or expansion of recreational facilities, 
which might have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment? 

D D D 

See XV.a. The project includes the removal of the existing concrete headwalls and detention 
basins, and installation of a below grade 36-inch drainage pipe and revegetated downstream 
energy dissipater. It would not negatively affect a recreational facility nor require expansion of 
such facilities. No impact would result. 

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC - Would the project? 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the 
perfonuance of the circulation 
system, taking into account all modes 
of transportation including mass 
transit and non-motorized travel and 
relevant components of the 
circulation system, including but not 
limited to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, pedestrian 
and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

D D D 

Repair of a service access road to prevent future erosion and exposure of County Water Authority 
pipelines would not conflict with any transportation or traffic plans or ordinances. 

Construction materials would only be delivered between9:00 Al\11 and 1:00PM to avoid traffic 
from local school(s) drop-off and pick-up times, per the request of the Black Mountain Ranch 
Community Planning Group. Impacts would be less than significant. 

b) Conflict with an applicable 
congestion management program, 
including, but not limited to level of 
service standards and travel demand 

D D D 
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measures, or other standards 
established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated 
roads or highways? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

See XVI.a. Impacts would be less than significant. 

c) Result in a change in air traffic 
patterns, including either an increase 
in traffic levels or a change iJ1 
location that results in substantial 
safety risks? 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

D 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

No Impact 

Repair of a service access road to prevent future erosion and exposlU'e of County Water Authority 
pipelines would not result in a change in air traffic patterns. No impact would result. 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to 
a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

0 D D 

Repau· of a service access road to prevent future erosion and exposure of County Water Authority 
pipelines would not substantially increase hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses. No 
impact would result. 

e) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? D D D 

Adequate emergency access would be maintained throughout construction. No impact would 
result. 

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, 
or programs regarding public transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian facil ities, or 
otherwise decrease the performance 
or safety of such facilities? 

D D D 

The project would not conflict with any adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public 
tTansit, bicycle, or pedestrian faci lities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such 
faci lities. No impact would result. 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project: 
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a) Exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable 
Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

D 

Less Than 
Significant Less Than 

with Significant No Impact 
Mitigation Impact 

Incorporated 

D D 

See IX. a. The project would not produce wastewater, and thus, would not exceed wastewater 
treatment requirements of the San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board. No impact would 
resuJt. 

b) Require or result in the constmction 
of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

D D D 

The project is to repair a service access road to prevent future erosion and exposure of County 
Water Authority pipelines. The project would not generate population growth, and thus, would not 
result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or the expansion of 
existing facilities. No impact would result. 

c) Require or result in the construction 
of new storm water drainage facilities 
or expansion of existing facilities. the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

D D D 

See XVII. b. The project would not result in a substantial change to the on-site drainage pattern. 
Runoff volume generated fi·om the completed project would not be significantly different fi"om the 
existing runoff volume; and therefore, the project would not require or result in construction of new 
storm water drainage facilities or the expansion of existing facilities based on a significant increase 
in rw1-off volume. Impacts would be less than significant. 

d) Have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project from 
existing entitlements and resources, 
or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

D D D 

The project is to repair a service access road to prevent future erosion and exposure of County 
Water Authority pipelines, and therefore, the avaiJabiJity of water is not a factor in the 
implementation of the project. 

e) Result in a determination by the D D D 
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wastewater treatment provider which 
serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the 
project's projected demand in 
addition to the provider's ex.isting 
commitments? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
.Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

The project is to repair a service access road to prevent future erosion and exposure of County 
Water Authority pipelines, and therefore, treatment capacity is not a factor in the implementation of 
the project. No impact would result. 

t) Be served by a landfil l with sufficient 
pennitted capacity to accommodate 
the project's solid waste disposal 
needs? 

D D D 

Construction of the project would likely generate minimal waste. This waste would be disposed of 
in confmmance with all applicable local and state regulations peltaining to solid waste including 
permitting capacity of the landfill serving the project area. Operation of the project would not 
generate waste and, therefore, would not affect the permitted capacity of the landfi ll serving the 
project area. Impacts would be less than significant. 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulation related to solid D D [8:1 D 
waste? 
See XVII. f. Any solid waste generated dming construction related activities would be recycled or 
disposed of in accordance with all applicable local, state and federal regulations. Impacts would be 
less than significant. 

J\'Vill. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -

a) Does the project have the potential to 
degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wilcllife population to 
drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or 
resh·ict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or anin1al or 
eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California histmy or 
prehistory? 

D D D 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

A biological assessment was prepared for the project dated August 26, 2014. The repmt identified 
sensitive biological resources on the site, which include Diegan coastal sage scrub and a streambed. 
The remainder of the site consists of non-native vegetation and disturbed land. Project 
implementation would impact each of these habitats: 0.19 acre of Diegan coastal sage scrub and 
0.038 acre of streambed. Impacts to Diegan coastal sage scrub would be mitigated at a 1:1 ratio by 
allocation of credit at the Canyon View Mitigation Project. Impacts to streambed would be 
mitigated at a 1: l ratio by allocation of ctedit at the Rose Canyon Mitigation Project. No mitigation 
is required for non-native vegetation or disturbed land. A Conceptual Revegetation Plan has been 
prepared in accordance with the City's Land Development Code; the Temporary Erosion Control 
and Planting Plan that is part of the Contract Drawings would be implemented once consn·uction is 
complete to revegetate the impacted areas. Impacts would be less than signiticant with mitigation 
incorporated. 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually linuted, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the 
incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable 
futures projects)? 

D D D 

When viewed in connection with the effects of other projects in the area the project may resu lt in 
minimal dust and GHGs du ring the consnuction process; however, these emissions would be 
relatively minor and would not be considerable. As discussed above, with the exception of 
biological resources, it has been detennined that the project would have no impacts, or impacts 
would be less than significant. Other impacts associated with the proposed project, including 
emissions, noise, and traffic generated by construction activities, would be temporary, largely 
localized to the project site itself, and less than significant. Given the temporary nature of the 
proposed project in both its implementation and impacts, any contribution it would have to a 
cumulatively considerable impact on the enviromnent is considered less than significant. 

c) Does the project have environmental 
effects, wluch will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? 

D D D 

As stated previously, potentially significant impacts have been identified for Biological ResoLu·ces. 
The project is consistent with the plalllling objectives oftbe community in which it is located. 
Mitigation bas been included in Section V of this MND to reduce impacts to below a level of 
significance. As such, project implementation would not result in substantial adverse impact to 
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human beings. No impact would result. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

REFERENCES 

J. AESTHET ICS/ NEIGHBORHOOD C HARACTER 

X City of San Diego General Plan. 

X Community Plan. 

Local Coastal Plan. 

II. AGRICU LTURAL RESOU RCES & FOREST RESOURCES 

X City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ U.S. Department of AgricultLu·e, Soil Sw·vey- San Diego Area, Califontia, PattI and II, 

1973. 

Cali fornia Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) 

Site Specific Rep01t: 

I II. AIR Q UALITY 

California Clean Air Act Guidelines (Indirect Source Control Programs) 1990. 

_x_ Regional Air Quality Strategies (RAQS)- APCD. 

Site Specific Report: 

IV. BroLOGY 

City of San Diego, Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP), Subarea Plan, I 997 

City of San Diego, MSCP, "Vegetation Communities with Sensitive Species and Vernal 

Pools" Maps, 1996. 

_x_ City of San Diego, MSCP, "Multi-Habitat Planning Area" maps, 1997. 

Community Plan- Resource Element. 

_x_ California Department ofFish and Wildli fe, Californi a Natural D iversity Database, "State 

and Federally-listed Endangered, Threatened, and Rare Plants of California," January 2001. 

_x_ California Department of Fish & Wildlife, California Natural Diversity Database, "State 

and Federally-listed Endangered and Tlu·eatened Animals ofCalifornia," Januaty 200 1. 

...1L City of San Diego Land Development Code Biology Guidelines. 
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____K_ Site Specific Report: Biological Letter Report, Black Mountain Access Road Repair 

Project, Merkel & Associates. August 26. 2014. 

V. CULT RAL RESOURCES (li'ICLUDES H ISTORICAL RESO URCES) 

_x_ City o[ San Diego Historical Resources Guidelines. 

_x_ City of San Diego Archaeology Library. 

Historical Resources Board List. 

Community Historical Sw'Vey: 

_L Site Specific Rep01t: Negative Cultural Survey Report Form (Appendix D) for the Black 

Mountain Access Road Repair Project, San Diego, California (ASM Aftiliates. March 2014). 

Vl. GEOLOGY/SOILS 

X City of San Diego Seismic Safety Study. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Survey - San Diego Area, California, Pa1tl and II, 

December 1973 and Part III, 1975. 

Site Specific Report: 

VII. G RE ENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

Site Speci fie Report: 

Vlll. HAZA RDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

_x_ San Diego County Hazardous Materials Environmenta l Assessment Listing 

San Diego Cotmly Hazardous Materials Management Division 

fAA Determination 

State Assessment and Mitigation. Unauthorized Release Listing, Public Use Authorized. 

Site Specific RepOLt: 

IX. H YDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY 

X Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FENIA), National Flood Insurance Program -

Flood Boundary and Floodway Map . 

..lL Clean Water Act Section 303(b) list, http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/ tmdl/303d lists.html). 

Site Spcci fie Report: 
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

_x_ City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. Black Mountain Ranch Community Plan 

Airpott Land Use Compatibility Plan: 

_x_ City of San Diego Zoning Maps 

FAA Determination 

XI. MrNERAL RESOURCES 

California Department of Conservation- Division of Mines and Geology, Mineral Land 

Classification. 

Division of Mines and Geology, Special Report 153 - Significant Resources Maps. 

_x_ California Geological Survey - SMARA Mineral Land Classitication Maps. 

Site Specific Report: 

xn. NorsE 

_K_ Community Plan 

San Diego Intemational Airport Master Plan CNEL Maps. 

MCAS Miramar ACLUP 

Brown Field Airp01t Master Plan CNEL Maps. 

Montgomery Field CNEL Maps. 

San Diego Association of Govenm1ents- San Diego Regional Average Weekday Traffic 

Volumes. 

San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volwne Maps, SANDAG. 

X City of San Diego General Plan. 

Site Specific Repott: 

Xlll. PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

X City of San Diego Paleontological Guidelines. 

Demere, Thomas A., and Stephen L. Walsh, "Paleontological Resources City of San Diego," 

Department of Paleontology San Diego Natural Histoty Museum, 1996. 

_1L Kennedy, Michael P., and Gary L. Peterson, "Geology of the San Diego Metropolitan Area, 

California. Del Mar, La Jolla. Point Loma, La Mesa, Poway, and SW 1/4 Escondido 7 l /2 

Minute Quadrangles," California Division ofMines and Geology Bulletin 200, Sacramento, 

1975. 
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Kennedy, Michael P., and Siang S. Tan, ''Geology of National City, Imperial Beach and Otay 

Mesa Quadrangles, Southern San Diego Metropolitan Area, Califomia," Map Sheet 29, 1977. 

Site Speciti.c Report: 

XIV. POPULATION I HOUSING 

_x_ City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 

Series 11 Population Forecasts, SANDAG. 

Other: 

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

X City ofSan Diego General Plan. 

X Community Plan. 

XVI. RECREATIONAL RESOURCES 

X City of San Diego GeneraLPlan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 

Department of Park and Recreation 

City of San Diego- San Diego Regional Bicycling Map 

Additional Resources: 

XVU. TRANSPORTATION/ CIRCULATIO 

X City of San Diego General Plan. 

_x_ Community Plan. 

San Diego Metropolitan Area Average Weekday Traffic Volwne Maps. SANDAG. 

San Diego Region Weekday Traffic Vo lwnes, SANDAG. 

Site Specific Report: 

Aryll(. UTIL ITIES 

_x_ City of San Diego General Plan. 

X Community Plan. 

Site Specific Report: 
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XIX. W ATERCONSERVATION 

City of San Diego General Plan. 

Community Plan. 

Sunset Magazine, New Westem Garden Book. Rev. ed. Menlo Park, CA: Sunset 

Magazine. 

Site Specific Report: 
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