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July 13,2015

City of San Diego
2781 Caminito Chollas
San Diego, California 92105

SUBJECT. CITY OF SAN DIEGO CHANNEL MAINTENANCE 2015 -
INDIVIDUAL HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC ASSESSMENT
(IHHA) REPORT FOR THJUANA RIVER PILOT CHANNEL AND
SMUGGLER’S GULCH CHANNEL
(RICK ENGINEERING COMPANY JOB NUMBER 17204-C)

To Whom It May Concern:

The Tijuana River Pilot (Pilot) Channel and Smugglers Gulch (SG) Channel, as part of
the Master Storm Water System Maintenance Program, are both recommended for
sediment and vegetation maintenance. Through maintenance, the Pilot and SG Channels
see notable benefits, with respect to drainage.

The City of San Diego developed the Master Storm Water System Maintenance Program
to optimize its business processes and environmental protection practices related to
channel operation and maintenance activities. The Master Maintenance Program (MMP)
is intended to integrate operation and maintenance planning, implementation and
assessment activities with its water quality protection programs. This letter provides
information regarding maintenance recommendations for the Tijuana River Pilot (Pilot)
Channel and Smuggler’s Gulch (SG) Channel to be conducted in the second half of 2015.

In 2013 the City of San Diego maintained portions of the two channels following the
recommendations of an approved IMHA, prepared by URS Corporation, for the Pilot and
SG Channels. The City of San Diego, however, was not able to conduct the full
recommended maintenance as specified in the URS IHHA due to conflicts with rain
events and standing water. The approved IHHA for the Pilot Channel and SG Channel,
dated December 21, 2012, describes the recommended maintenance methods, removal
amounts, and maintenance limits (see Attachments 1-4 for the URS IHHA report).

After review of the IHHA prepared by URS Corporation, this letter concludes that the
proposed mainlenance method, sediment and vegetation removal (See the as-builts in
Attachment 6 for the limits and methods of maintenance) for the Pilot Channel and SG
Channel are valid for the proposed maintenance in 2015. Rick Engineering Company
performed a site visit on April 21, 2015 to view the site conditions for both the Pilot
Channel and SG Channel. In comparison to the URS site photos, taken in September
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2012, the Rick site photos show similar drainage conditions within both channels (see
Attachment 2 for the URS site photos and Attachment 5 for the RICK site photos). These
similarities include visible sedimentation and very dense vegetation in the pilot channel,
as seen in the pictures of the area in which the Pilot and SG Channels confluence. Despite
the maintenance conducted in 2013, the URS and RICK site photos show similar
drainage conditions due to the constant sedimentation and vegetation growth throughout
the 3 year gap between the site visits. Through this comparison of site conditions, along
with preliminary hydraulic analysis, and the best professional judgement from a
qualified, registered Civil Engineer it was determined that the URS IHHA’s conclusions
about recommended maintenance methods are applicable to the proposed maintenance in
2015.

Regarding the maintenance removal amounts and limits, the URS IHHA’s
recommendations will be slightly modified for the proposed 2015 maintenance. Though
permitted, the previous 2013 maintenance under the MMP did not include channel
clearing in the project area east of the Hollister Street Bridge, as indicated by the URS
IHHA, due to the presence of ponded water. For the proposed 2015 maintenance, the City
of San Diego will implement pre-maintenance pumping to dry any ponded water in the
eastern portion of the Pilot Channel and allow mechanized equipment use in the channel.
The pre-maintenance pumping will likely occur in stages, with the first stage being to
pump out the ponded water in the eastern portion of the Pilot Channel both east and west
of the Hollister Street Bridge. The pumping process will begin with the placement of a
suction hose within the Pilot Channel near Hollister Street Bridge; placing a pump
adjacent to the channel and the placing of temporary hoses along the channel bank to a
discharge location, likely near the confluence of the Pilot Channel and SG Channel.
Critically silenced pumps will be used throughout the project. The second stage would
involve a similar set up of equipment placed further downstream to pump water from the
confluence, of the Pilot and SG Channels, to the downstream (western) end of the Pilot
Channel. Additional pumping may be required if rains occur during the maintenance
activities and result in ponded water pools within the work area. As ponded water is
removed, City maintenance staff will survey and confirm current elevations along with
the amount of accumulated sediment and debris present in the project area east of the
Hollister Street Bridge. Based on the modified URS IHHA recommended maintenance
amounts and limits, channel clearing to restore the as-built/designed conditions will be
conducted.

Maintenance is necessary in order to reduce the effect of flooding and provide more
capacity in both the Pilot and SG channels. It is important to note that the Pilot Channel
and the SG Channel are designed to work in tandem. In order for the SG Channel to
effectively outlet into the Pilot Channel, and consequently the Tijuana River Valley, both
channels need to be maintained simultaneously. If only the SG Channel is maintained,
and not the Pilot Channel, conveyance through the SG Channel will slow causing
sediment to accumulate into the channel, negating the original maintenance.
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The following attachments are provided for reference:

1. Tijuana River Pilot and Smuggler’s Gulch Channels IHHA report prepared by
URS Corporation dated December 21, 2012.

Site Photos taken by URS on September 13, 2012.

Exhibits for the URS IHHA report.

Hydraulic backup data for the URS IHHA report.

Rick Engineering Site Photos taken on April 21, 2015.

As-built of 2013 maintenance.

R A

Sincerely,

o~ ENGINEERRNG COMPA

ayne Janda-Timpa
RIC.E. #70649 Exp. 06/17
Associate

JIT:KA:fm\k\files\text.002



Attachment 1
Tijuana River Pilot and Smuggler’s Gulch Channels IHHA Report
Prepared by URS Corporation dated December 21, 2012



INDIVIDUAL HYDROLOGIC & HYDRAULIC (IHHA) ASSESSMENT REPORT

Site Name/Facility: Tijuana River Pilot and Smuggler’s Gulch Channels
Master Program 138a-138c & 138-139

Map No.:

Date: December 21, 2012

Civil Engineer: Matt Moore

(name, company, phone URS Corporation

number): 858-812-9292

Registered Civil RCE No. 56780, Exp. 6/30/2013
Engineer

Number & Expiration

Date

(place stamp here):

*Instructions: This form must be completed for each target facility following the
completion of the Individual Maintenance Plan (IMP) report form and prior to any work
being conducted in the facility. Attach additional sheets if needed.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

The City of San Diego (City) has developed the Master Storm Water System
Maintenance Program (MMP) (City of San Diego 2011a) to govern channel operation
and maintenance activities in an efficient, economic, environmentally and aesthetically
acceptable manner to provide flood control for the protection of life and property. This
document provides a summary of the Individual Hydrologic and Hydraulic Assessment
(IHHA) activities conducted within the Tijuana River Pilot (Pilot) Channel and the
Smuggler’s Gulch (SG) Channel in order to comply with the MMP’s Programmatic
Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) (City of San Diego 2011b).

The purpose of this report is to assess if the maintenance described in the City’s MMP is
needed based on a hydrologic and hydraulic assessment. As-built data found on these
channels provided information on the channel dimensions; however, little information
was obtained on the hydrologic and hydraulic design of the channels. The hydrologic
estimations for the channels were based on previous Tijuana River Valley reports that are
further discussed in the Hydrologic information section. For the Pilot Channel, an
additional analysis was performed to determine the amount of flow that enters the Pilot
Channel after the Tijuana River splits into two water conveyance paths approximately
800 feet east of the Hollister Street bridge. The Pilot Channel is considered part of the
Southern Channel as described later in this section. These estimates are refered to
throughout this report as the estimated storm event flow rate. For the hydrualic design
capacity of the channels, the Maintained Condition — Sediment removed section of this
report best reflects the intended capacity of the channels as it is based on the MMP
channel dimension data. This is refered to as the calculated design capacity throughout
this report. To improve channel hydraulics, it was also assumed that the Pilot Channel
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Tijuana River Pilot Channel & Smuggler’s Gulch Channel
Appendix A - Individual Hydrologic & Hydraulic (IHHA) Assessment Report

EXISTING CONDITIONS

would be maintained in a manner to create a positive slope of 0.04% from the Hollister
Bridge to the end of the channel.

Based on this IHHA assessment, both the Pilot Channel and SG Channel do not currently
have capacity to convey their original design flows. Maintenance of the Pilot Channel
and SG Channel is needed to restore the channels’ flood conveyance capacity to their
original design condition. The current capacity of the Pilot Channel is at 5% of its
calculated design capacity due to sedimentation. The SG Channel is at 73% of its
calculated design capacity due to sedimentation. Tables ES-1 and ES-2 summarize the
results for each channel. It is recommended that both channels be excavated to their
original design depths and widths to reduce the flooding impacts created by the
sedimentation within the channels. For the Pilot Channel maintenance would generally
consist of trash and vegetation clearing and excavation of approximately 2 to 7 feet over
its length. For the SG Channel maintenance would generally consist of trash and
vegetation clearing and excavation of approximately 2 to 3 feet over its length.

Table ES-1. Pilot Channel Results Summary

Estimated Calculated
. Current
Storm Storm Event Design Capacit
Event Flow Rate Capacityl (Ic’fs) Y
(cfs) (cfs)
2-year 278 200 10

' Based upon MMP channel dimensions

Table ES-2. SG Channel Results Summary

Estimated Calculated
. Current
Storm Storm Event Design Capacit
Event Flow Rate Capacity (Ic)fs) y
(cfs) (cfs)1
2-year 653 900 653
S-year 1,479 900 800

" Based upon MMP channel dimensions
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Description of creek/channel (limits of reach, surrounding land use and area,
creek/channel geometry and vegetative condition):

The channels associated with this assessment report are located in the Tijuana River
Valley (Valley), within the jurisdiction of the City of San Diego (City). The Tijuana
River watershed covers an area of approximately 1,725 square miles, of which 73 percent
is located in Mexico and 27 percent in the United States. The main Tijuana River flows in
a northwesterly direction from the international border into the Valley and City
jurisdiction. Approximately 21.9 square miles of the watershed (~1% of the total
watershed area) is within City jurisdiction.

The Tijuana River National Estuarine Research Reserve (TRNERR) and a portion of the
City of Imperial Beach are generally west of the project area located adjacent to the
Tijuana River’s discharge to the Pacific Ocean. The Otay-Nestor community and the
United States Naval Outlying Landing Field Imperial Beach are located north of the
project area; and the community of San Ysidro is located to the east.

The Pilot Channel is included on MMP Maps 138a through 138c and the SG Channel is
included on MMP Maps 138 and 139 (City of San Diego 2011a). The Pilot and SG
Channels are generally located in the Valley roughly bordered by Hollister Street to the
east and Monument Road to the south. The Tijuana River low flow channel splits into
what are commonly referred to as the Tijuana River’s Northern and Southern Channels
approximately 800 feet east of Hollister Street. The Pilot Channel follows the Southern
Channel.

The Valley, including the project area, is within the Federal Emergency Management
Agency’s (FEMA) Special Flood Hazard Areas Subject to Inundation by the 1-percent
Annual Chance Flood (100-year floodplain). The project areas are zoned OF-1-1 (Open
Space-Floodplain) and AR-1-1 (Agricultural/Residential); and are designated for Open
Space and Agricultural land uses in the Tijuana River Valley Land Use Plan. In addition,
the project area is within the boundaries of the County of San Diego’s 2.7 square mile
Tijuana River Valley Regional Park (Regional Park). The project area is also within the
City’s Multiple Species Conservation Program’s Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA).

The project consists of maintenance and dredging of the Pilot and SG Channels to
remove anthropogenic-derived sediment and trash that accumulates as a result of
development and other practices in the upstream watershed. The removal of sediment and
trash is
conducted to maintain flow conveyance capacities and reduce the risk of flooding to
public and private infrastructure in the Valley.

Pilot Channel
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Tijuana River Pilot Channel & Smuggler’s Gulch Channel
Appendix A - Individual Hydrologic & Hydraulic (IHHA) Assessment Report

EXISTING CONDITIONS

The Pilot Channel was originally excavated in 1993 within the Southern Channel. It is
has been irregularly maintained since that time as an earthen trapezoidal channel that is
approximately 5 feet deep, with a 23-foot top width, and a 15-foot streambed width.
According to the MMP, the Pilot Channel was constructed to divert wet-weather flows
from 2- to 5-year storm events into the Southern Channel (City of San Diego 2011b). The
Pilot Channel stretches from 100 feet east to 5,300 feet west of Hollister Street for a total
length of 5,400 feet and it flows roughly in an east-west direction. Figures 2 and 3 show
the location of the Pilot Channel.

A site visit was conducted on September 13, 2012 to evalulate the current channel
conditions from a hydrologic and hydraulic perspective. Due to high vegetation density,
the current conditions of the Pilot Channel were not able to be thorougly assessed during
the project site visit because of lack of access and visibility. Two locations did provide
limited vantage view points to assess the channel’s existing conditions. One location was
the Hollister Street bridge. The view from the Hollister Street bridge was blocked by tall,
dense vegetation beyond a distance of approximately 300 feet upstream and 100 feet
downstream. From the bridge, it was observed that the width of the ponded water in the
channel was approximately 38 feet with no vegetation in the ponded water areas. It was
not reasonably feasible to measure the channel depth, ponded water depth, and sediment
deposition depth. Significant trash and debris were not observed along this section of the
channel (see Photo No. 1 through 6).

The second observation location was the confluence point of the Pilot and SG Channels
(see Photo No. 7 through 14). Limited access to the Pilot Channel was possible at this
location via an existing trail/access route from Saturn Boulevard; however, the areas of
the Pilot Channel beyond this crossing, upstream or downstream,were not accessible due
to the tall, dense vegetation. In addition, topography, land use and vegetation maps were
evaluated to supplement the observations and data gathered during the site visit. These
indirect methods were relied upon to make an assessment of the current extent and types
of vegetation that exist along the Pilot Channel in the less accessible areas. The sources
utilized included MMP documents, ESRI ArcGIS World Aerial imagery, and the URS
biology staff familiar with the site to assist in the assessment. It was determined that the
vegetation observed in the Pilot Channel was mostly families of Southern Willow Scrub
and Mule Fat Scrub. Based on the observations of the amount of vegetation and the aerial
imagery, it was assumed that channel sections with ponded water contain very little to no
vegetation. It was also assumed that channel sections without visibly ponded water are
heavily vegetated.

The sediment deposition amount for the analsysis was estimated based on the site visit
visual observations, aerial imagery and a number of previous hydrologic and hydraulic
studies discussed in the next section. The hydrologic and hydraulic studies for the Tijuana
River Valley, as well as knowledge of the past maintenance conditions, indicate that large

Page 4 of 16




Tijuana River Pilot Channel & Smuggler’s Gulch Channel
Appendix A - Individual Hydrologic & Hydraulic (IHHA) Assessment Report

EXISTING CONDITIONS

amounts of sediment are deposited in this region. Based on this information, it was
assumed that the sediment deposition is an average of approximately 3 feet throughout
the area of study for the channel. In addition, the aerial imagery shows that in some areas,
the entire cross-section of the channel was vegetated as the channel banks are not visible
and there is no visibly ponded water. This suggests that the sediment deposition in these
sections of the channel is very high relative to the original Pilot Channel depth of 5 feet.
As aresult, it has been assumed that sediment deposition for that condition is 4.5 feet.

Subsequent to the hydraulics analysis, limited survey spot elevation data was obtained for
several key locations along the channel. Based on the survey data, approximately 0.5
foot of sediment accumulated in the channel near Hollister Bridge and over 5 feet of
sediment was deposited in the area of the SG Channel confluence.

SG Channel

The SG Channel is an existing historical agricultural channel with manufactured berms.
The contributing sub-watershed area is approximately 6.7 square miles, primarily located
south of the international border within Canon de los Mataderos. The SG Channel, as
originally constructed, is an earthen channel approximately 20 feet wide and 15 feet deep.
The SG Channel is tributary to the South Channel and flows in a northerly direction, from
the international border past Monument Road until it confluences with the Pilot Channel.
The portion of the SG Channel maintained by the City extends for a distance of
approximately 3,040 feet.

During the site visit on September 13, 2012, it was observed that the low flow crossing at
Monument Road consists of a 52-inch diameter Corrugated Metal Pipe (CMP), and it was
measured to be approxmiately 110 feet long. The SG Channel was measured to be 40 feet
wide and 12 feet deep immediately north of Monument Road (see Photo No. 15 through
18). Disney Crossing is located approximately 1,490 feet downstream of Monument
Road. The SG Channel dimensions on the upstream side of Disney Crossing was
measured to be 17.5 feet wide and 15 feet deep and on the downstream side was
measured to be 23.5 feet wide and 15 feet deep (see Photo No. 19 through 23). The SG
Channel streambed near the junction with the Pilot Channel was measured to be 18.5 feet
wide and 4 feet deep (see Photo No. 29 through 31). See the Photo Log Key Map, figures
5 and 6, for a plan view of the field measurement locations along the SG Channel.

The sediment deposition observed immediately north of Monument Road was estimated
to be approximately 2 feet deep and it was observed to be consistent at this depth
throughout most of the length of the channel. The sediment deposition depth was
estimated by measuring the difference in elevation between the flow line at the end of the
52-inch CMP concrete apron and the adjacent accumulated sediment (see Photo No. 16).
At the Disney Crossing, the culverts (three 72-inch CMPs) had sediment deposition of
over 1-foot in the culverts and the middle pipe was nearly covered with trash, debris, and
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vegetation at its entrance and exit (see Photo No. 24 through 28).

Channel side slopes were observed to be mostly vegetated with disturbed Southern
Willow Scrub and disturbed Ruderal Habitat, and near the downstream end it was
vegetated with Mule Fat Scrub and disturbed Southern Willow Scrub. The vegetation
density along the side slopes is very high in most areas and the streambed was
unvegetated and consisted mainly of the sediment deposition material (see Photo No. 15
through 31).

Note: See attached pictures

Hydrologic information (source of hydrologic information, summary of flow rates
and return frequencies):

There are numerous sources of hydrologic information for the Tijuana River Valley, as it
has been studied extensively throughout the years. The references used in this study as
sources of hydrologic information include the following:

e “Hydraulic Floodplain Study for the Tijuana River, U.S. and Mexico
Border, San Diego County, California”, prepared by URS Group Inc.,
dated April 10, 2012. (Reference 1);

e “FEMA Region IX Hydrologic Analysis, San Diego County, California”,
prepared by BakerAECOM, dated October 1, 2010. (Reference 2);

e “Conceptual Feasibility BMP Study for Tijuana River Valley”, Technical
Memorandum, Document ID No. CSD-TM-09-URS08-01, prepared by
URS Corp., dated October 5, 2009. (Reference 3);

e “Area V — Smugglers’s Gulch Sta. 73+31.94 to Sta. 180+40.14 Packages
la, 1, 1 (Drainage), 2 & 37, prepared by HNTB, dated September 15,
2008. (Reference 4);

e “San Diego Infrastructure Border Field Park and Smuggler’s Gulch, San
Diego, California”, prepared by Michael Baker Jr., Inc., dated December
2007. (Reference 5);

e “Smuggler’s Gulch Sedimentation and Erosion Study”, prepared by
Michael Baker Jr., Inc., dated April 2005. (Reference 6); and

e “Hydrologic and Hydraulic Report for the Replacement of the Hollister
Street Bailey Bridge of the Tijuana River”, prepared by Berryman &
Henigar Consultants, Inc., dated August 1996. (Reference 7).

References 1 and 2 were used to establish the necessary peak storm flows, in cubic feet
per second (cfs), used in the hydraulic analyses of the Pilot and Southern Channels.
Reference 6 developed and included all of the necessary storm flows required for the
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hydraulic analysis of the SG Channel. Table 1 below summarizes the storm flows used in
the hydraulic analysis of the channels.

Table 1. Hydrologic Data Summary

Storm Event
Watershed
Channel Area (mi) 2-Year 5-Year 10-Year | 25-Year 50-Year | 100-Year
(cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs)
Pilot 1,725 705 3,248 7,612 15,819 37,163 66,894
SG 5.52 653 1,479 1,668 2,520 3,081 3,626

Hydraulic analyses (description of hydraulic models created for project):

The United States Army Corps of Engineers Hydrologic Engineering Center’s River
Analysis System (HEC-RAS) software was used for the hydraulic analysis of both
channels. The HEC-RAS hydraulic model performs one-dimensional steady and unsteady
flow river hydraulics calculations and is the model used by FEMA to establish water
surface elevation profiles and floodplain limits within the Tijuana River. The results of
the hydrologic analyses included in Table 1 above were used in the hydraulic analyses.

The Pilot and SG Channel hydraulic models for this report were based on topography
used in the Reference 1 study, which was generated based on the most current LIDAR
data obtained from the United States Department of Homeland Security (USDHS, 2007).
The cross sections used in the Pilot Channel hydraulic model were based on the cross-
sections in Reference 1, but the cross sections were adjusted based on the field
measurements and data collected during the site visit. The LIDAR data does not reflect all
of the Pilot Channel details since in the generation of the data, ponded water and tall,
dense vegetation block the channel dimensions from being detected. The cross sections
developed for the SG Channel hydraulic model were also based on the Reference 1
topography in conjunction with the field measurements and data gathered during the site
visit. To improve the hydraulic conveyance of the Pilot Channel, the existing adverse
slope 700 feet west of the Hollister Bridge was assumed to be removed with the
maintainence activities. The channel slopes were estimated based on the LiDAR data to
be a positive grade of 0.04% for the Pilot Channel and 0.5% for SG Channel.

The Manning’s Roughness Coefficient values used within the Pilot and SG Channel
hydraulic models were based on field observations, vegetation data provided by the City
of San Diego, and the ESRI ArcGIS World Aerial imagery. However, the Manning’s
Roughness Coefficients for the areas beyond the Pilot Channel banks were adopted from
the hydraulic model developed in Reference 1. The Manning’s Roughness Coefficients
range from 0.03 to 0.10.

The steady flow boundary conditions of the hydraulic models were based on normal
depth computations, as there were no starting water surface elevations available that
could be directly used to initialize the hydraulic models. For that reason, the hydraulic
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models were extended 1,050 feet and 2,350 feet upstream and downstream, respectively,
beyond the Pilot Channel length limits. The topography used is based on the horizontal
North American Datum of 1983 (NADS83) and the North American Vertical Datum of
1988 (NAVDSS).

Pilot Channel

For purposes of analyses and discussion in this study, the Southern Channel is defined as
the Pilot Channel area including the areas contained within the northerly berms of the
agricultural fields to the south of the Pilot Channel and roughly by the east-west section
of Saturn Boulevard to the north of the Pilot Channel (see Figure 2 & 3 for the
approximate limits). It is important to note that the storm flows listed in Table 1 may not
flow entirely through the Pilot and/or the Southern Channel, as the storm flows normally
spread across the Tijuana River Valley, particularly during larger storm events. In the
hydraulic models prepared, all of the storm flow was “forced” to flow through the Pilot
Channel only to evaluate the channel capacity as the only drainage facility under the
various conditions to provide a baseline for comparison purposes.

To gain a basic understanding of how the stormwater flows split between the Northern
and Southern Channels, a HEC-RAS flow distribution analysis was performed for the
various storm events. HEC-RAS divides the cross sections in a predetermined number of
slices and then calculates the flow conveyed by each slice. By manually determining
which slices are part of each channel, an estimate of the flow for each channel was
calculated. The purpose of this exercise was to establish a relationship between the Pilot
Channel’s capacity and the estimated flows that enter the Pilot/Southern Channel during a
given storm event. Table 2 summarizes the flow distribution analysis for the 2-, 5-, and
10-year storm events.

Table 2. Flow Distribution Analysis Results Summary

Storm Event Estimated Pilot/Southern
ChannelFlow (cfs)
2-year 278
S-year 669
10-year 1,364

Current Vegetated Condition:

Pilot Channel

The HEC-RAS models developed for the current vegetated condition reflect the field
conditions based on the site visit and the additional available data that is discussed in the
existing conditions section. For the current condition, it was assumed that an approximate
1,500-foot section, from HEC-RAS cross section 108 to cross section 93, (see the
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Hydraulic Workmap for the HEC-RAS cross section locations) of the Pilot Channel
contained up to 4.5 feet of sediment deposition, while the rest of the channel contained 3
feet of sediment deposition. A Manning’s Roughness Coefficient of 0.03 was assigned to
the sections of the Pilot Channel that contained ponded water. The sections of the Pilot
Channel that were determined to have a high vegetation density were assigned a
Manning’s Roughness Coefficient of 0.08. For consistency, the Manning’s Roughness
Coefficients for the areas beyond the Pilot Channel were adopted from the Reference 1
(URS Group Inc., April 10, 2012) hydraulic model, which varies from 0.05 to 0.08.

SG Channel

Because the SG Channel was readily accessible and visible, the selection of the
Manning’s Roughness Coefficient for the SG Channel was based on the field
observations. A Manning’s Roughness Coefficient of 0.03 was assigned to the SG
Channel streambed as it was fully covered in sediment deposition. A Manning’s
Roughness Coefficient of 0.08 was assigned to the heavily vegetated side slopes. The
sediment deposition was assumed to be 2 feet throughout the length of the channel.

Note: See attached model output & workmap

Ultimate Vegetated Condition:

The Pilot and SG Channel hydraulic models developed for the “Ultimate Vegetated
Condition” are similar to the “Current Vegetated Condition”, except that the Manning’s
Roughness Coefficients were increased to 0.10 and 0.08 within the Pilot and SG
Channels, respectively, to reflect a maximum vegetation carrying capacity. The geometry
and sediment deposition levels were maintained from the Current Vegetated Condition.

Note: See attached model output & workmap

Maintained Condition — No sediment removed:

Pilot Channel

The Pilot Channel hydraulic models were adjusted assuming that the vegetation that
currently exists in the channel bed is trimmed down to the base, just above the sediment
deposition levels. A Manning’s Roughness Coefficient of 0.04 was assigned to the Pilot
Channel streambed sections that are currently vegetated. The sections that have ponded
water were unchanged with a Manning’s Roughness Coefficient of 0.03.

SG Channel

The SG Channel hydraulic model remained unchanged from the Current Vegetated
Condition. A Manning’s Roughness Coefficient of 0.03 was assigned for the streambed
and 0.08 for the sides slopes.

Note: See attached model output & workmap
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Maintained Condition — Sediment removed (if applicable):

This condition used the Maintained Condition — No Sediment Removed models as the
base for both channels. The sediment deposition along the channel bed was removed to
restore both channels to their original design conditions. The Manning’s Roughness
Coefficients along the channel beds were set to 0.025. Also for the SG Channel, the set of
triple 72-inch CMPs at Disney Crossing were assumed to be completely cleared of
vegetation, trash and debris at the entrances and exits.

Note: See attached model output & workmap

MAINTENANCE IMPACTS

Hydraulics Results (Describe capacity of channel for each condition):

Current Vegetated Condition:

Pilot Channel

In the Current Vegetated Condition, the Pilot Channel’s capacity was calculated at less
than 10 cfs with zero freeboard due to the high levels of sediment deposition. The results
show that the Pilot Channel alone is not capable of conveying storm water flows of a 2-
year storm event. Table 3 below summarizes the Pilot Channel hydraulic analyses results
under the Current Vegetated Condition.

Table 3. Pilot Channel Results Summary

Calculated Current
Storm Event . o
Storm Design Condition
Flow Rate . .
Event (cfs) Capacity Capacity
(cfs)’ (cfs)
2-year 278 200 10

'Based upon MMP channel dimensions.

SG Channel

The results of the Current Vegetated Condition model for the SG Channel showed that
the channel only has capacity to convey the 2-year storm event flows, while maintaining
1 foot of freeboard in the channel. Without considering freeboard, the SG Channel has a
maximum capacity of approximately 800 cfs before the stormwater flows will overtop the
manufactured berm on the east side at HEC-RAS cross section number 2623.27
(approximately 90 feet upstream of the Disney Crossing). The results also showed that at
the 2-year storm event flow level, Monument Road will be overtopped by the storm
flows. As the storm water that weir flows over Monument Road expands due to the
roadway profile, it is partially redirected towards the southerly end of the manufactured
berm on the west side; thus creating a risk potential for that berm to be undermined.
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Table 4 below summarizes the SG Channel hydraulic analyses results under the Current
Vegetated Condition.

Table 4. SG Channel Results Summary

Calculated Current
Storm Event . .

Storm Design Condition
Flow Rate . .

Event (cfs) Capacity Capacity
(cfs)’ (cfs)
2-year 653 900 653
5-year 1,479 900 800

" Based upon MMP channel dimensions

Note: See attached HEC-RAS model profile

Ultimate Vegetated Condition:

Pilot Channel

As in the previous condition, the Pilot Channel’s capacity was calculated at less than 10
cfs. The Pilot Channel alone provides very little conveyance capacity in this condition.
Table 5 below summarizes the Pilot Channel hydraulic analyses results under the

Ultimate Vegetated Condition.

Table 5. Pilot Channel Results Summary

Storm Storm Event Calculated Ultimate Vegetated

Event Flow Rate Design Capacity | Condition Capacity
(cfs) (cfs)! (cfs)

2-year 278 200 <10

SG Channel

"Based upon MMP channel dimensions

The results of the Ultimate Vegetated Condition model for the SG Channel shows that the
channel’s capacity is just under the 2-year storm event at 600 cfs and no freeboard. The
results show that a flow of 600 cfs would overtop the channel at HEC-RAS cross section
number 2623.27. Table 6 below summarizes the SG Channel hydraulic analyses results
under the Ultimate Vegetated Condition.

Table 6. SG Channel Results Summary

Storm Storm Event Calculated Ultimate Vegetated

Event Flow Rate Design Capacity | Condition Capacity
(cfs) (cfs)! (cfs)

2-year 653 900 600

S-year 1,479 900 600

"Based upon MMP channel dimensions

Note: See attached HEC-RAS model profile
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Tijuana River Pilot Channel & Smuggler’s Gulch Channel
Appendix A - Individual Hydrologic & Hydraulic (IHHA) Assessment Report

MAINTENANCE IMPACTS

Maintained Condition — No Sediment removed:

Pilot Channel

The Pilot Channel’s capacity was insignificantly improved with the removal of the
vegetation to approximately 10 cfs. Table 7 below summarizes the Pilot Channel
hydraulic analyis results summary under the Maintained Condition — No Sediment
removed.

Table 7. Pilot Channel Results Summary

Storm Event Calculated No Sediment
Storm ; . Removed
Flow Rate Design Capacity 4
Event (cfs) (cfs) ! Capacity
(cfs)
2-year 278 200 10

"Based upon MMP channel dimensions

SG Channel

The results for the Maintained Condition — No Sediment removed of the SG Channel are
the same as the Current Vegetated Condition because the channel bed is currently
unvegetated. See Table 4 for the hydraulic analysis results summary.

Note: See attached HEC-RAS model profile

Maintained Condition — Sediment removed:

Pilot Channel

The removal of the sediment in the Pilot Channel increases capacity to approximately 200
cfs. See Table 8 for the Pilot Channel results summary under the Maintained Condition —
Sediment removed.

Table 8. Pilot Channel Results Summary

Calculated Sediment
Storm Storm Event Design Removed
Event Flow (cfs) Capacity Capacity
(cfs)’ (cfs)
2-year 278 200 200

' Based upon MMP channel dimensions

SG Channel

The results for the Maintained Condition — Sediment removed for the SG Channel show
that the maximum capacity is approximately 900 cfs, which is 250 cfs above the 2-year
storm event flow rate. The conveyance capacity of the channel is limited by the elevation
discontinuities (HEC-RAS cross section 3863.17 and 2623.27) of the manufactured berm
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Tijuana River Pilot Channel & Smuggler’s Gulch Channel
Appendix A - Individual Hydrologic & Hydraulic (IHHA) Assessment Report

MAINTENANCE IMPACTS

profiles.

One assumption of the analysis is that all of the storm flow that crosses Monument Road
stays in the channel. The calculated water surface elevation of the maximum capacity
flow at Monument Road is higher than the highest elevations of the channel/roadway
profile in the area. This indicates that some of the runoff may find other paths around the
SG Channel to the Tijuana River and could result in a decrease in flow downstream of
Monument Road. See Table 9 for the SG Channel hydraulic analysis results summary
under the Maintained Condition — Sediment removed.

Table 9. SG Channel Results Summary

Calculated Sediment

Storm Storm Event Design Removed

Event Flow (cfs) Capacity Capacity
(cfs) " (cfs)
2-year 653 900 900
5-year 1,479 900 900

" Based upon MMP channel dimensions

Note: See attached HEC-RAS model profile

Areas within channel that can be avoided (this section can be completed upon
completion of Individual Biological Assessment Form):

Subsequent to the hydraulic analysis, limited suvey data was obtained to help understand
the sediment deposition in a few key areas. Based on this limited survey spot elevation
data, the sediment deposition east of Hollister Bridge is approximately 0.5 feet.
Comparing the small amount of sediment deposition to the biological impacts necessary
to maintain this area, it was determined that the 100-foot channel section east of Hollister
Bridge will not require maintainence at this time.

Would the velocity of storm water during a “bank-full” storm event exceed the
velocities identified for unlined channels per Table 1-104.108 of the City’s Design
Manual? If so, describe the appropriate form of erosion control (e.g., check dam or
comparable mechanism). Is—a-dewnstreamcheckdam-or-comparably mechanism
required?

The velocities within the Pilot and SG Channel during a bank-full event approximately
meet the maximum velocities identified in Table 1-104.10A of the City’s Design Manual.
However, the current conditions and maintenance history show that the streambeds of
both channels experience aggradation as opposed to degradation. Additional erosion
control measures, such as check dams, are not necessary for these channels since channel
erosion does not appear to be an issue at these locations and MMP Protocols WQ-9 and
WQ-10 would not be applicable.
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Tijuana River Pilot Channel & Smuggler’s Gulch Channel
Appendix A - Individual Hydrologic & Hydraulic (IHHA) Assessment Report

MITIGATION

Conclusion/Recommendations (Describe the limits of recommended maintenance,
degree to which native vegetation within the facility can be retained, and capacity of
maintained channel):

Pilot Channel

The results of the various scenarios and conditions analyzed indicate that the Pilot
Channel alone conveys approximately 70-percent of the 2-year storm flow under the
Maintained Condition — Sediment removed. It is recommended that the Maintained
Condition — Sediment removed option be implemented to increase the channel’s
conveyance capacity from 10 cfs to 200 cfs. This study is largely based on available data
and information from previous studies and information databases. To further understand
the complexities of this channel, a detailed study with ground cross-sectional survey data
and updated topography would be needed, as well as a detailed Northern and Southern
Channel split flow analysis. Another important factor to be further investigated is the
amount and types of sediment and debris that are deposited in this channel as these play a
large role in the bulking of the storm water runoff. The long history of flooding in this
area and the past maintenance record indicate a need for continued full vegetation and
sediment removal in the channel.

SG Channel

The results show that the SG Channel current condition capacity is approximately the 2-
year storm flow. Flows larger than the 2-year storm flow puts the west berm, immediately
to the north of Monument Road, at risk for erosion. Under the Maintained Condition —
Sediment removed option, the maximum capacity of the SG Channel is increased to 900
cfs. The past maintenance record and flooding history indicate a need for continued full
vegetation and sediment removal in the channel until other future measures upstream of
the channel decrease the need for this maintenance. Therefore, it is recommended that the
accumulated sediment deposition in the SG Channel be removed. When clearing the
channel, it is recommended that the vegetation on the side slopes be protected in place
where possible, as the vegetation protects the side slopes from erosion.

A further recommendation is for the concrete grout near the outlet of the 52-inch CMP be
reconstructed, as this area may experience high velocities, and would help prevent
failures around the outlet of the culvert. Additionally, the maximum flow that the SG
Channel can convey may be increased to 1,000 cfs if the discontinuities in the berm
profiles at HEC-RAS cross sections 2623.27 and 3863.17 are reconstructed to match the
adjacent elevations.
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Tijuana River Pilot Channel & Smuggler’s Gulch Channel
Appendix A - Individual Hydrologic & Hydraulic (IHHA) Assessment Report

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS OR RECOMMENDATIONS

The Recirculated Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) for the Master Storm
Water System Maintenance Program lists four alternatives that would reduce the need for
regular maintenance of the storm water facilities. The list of those alternatives is
summarized below followed by a brief discussion as to how they apply to the Pilot and
SG Channels.

e Raising the channel banks by constructing walls or berms along the top of the
channels — the hydraulic analyses show that increasing the capacity of the Pilot
Channel with construction of walls or berms would be beneficial to increase the
channel’s capacity. However since the Pilot Channel works in conjunction with
the Southern Channel to provide flood protection to the surrounding properties,
this alternative is not recommended as the walls would disrupt the synergy
between the channels. Based on the visual inspection of the manufactured berms
along the SG Channel, and the available topography for the area, it was
determined that there are a number of discontinuities and depressions along the
profiles of the berms. It is recommended that the berms be reconstructed along the
depressions to maintain a continuous profile.

e Diverting storm water in pipes around constrained segments — the watershed size
and channel flow rates make this alternative impractical. An underground storm
drain system would be very large to convey the flows of the Pilot and SG
Channels. The permitting, environmental, and monetary costs associated with
such a system would render it prohibitive.

e Widening channels to accommodate vegetation — these channels were constructed
in larger drainages to reduce flooding impacts of the smaller storm events on
properties in the Tijuana River Valley. The construction of larger channels to
maintain the vegetation would be at odds with limiting the disturbance of the
existing vegetation in the area. The studies of this area also indicate that without a
plan to reduce the continuous and unpredictable sediment loads carried by the
Tijuana River, widening would only provide a temporary solution and would have
significant biological and potentially cultural resource impacts.

e Off-site runoff reduction — 73-percent of the watershed tributary to the Tijuana
River is in Mexico. Efforts are under way by the Tijuana River Valley Recovery
Team to coordinate with the Mexican authorities to create a program that reduces
the amount of runoff, sediment, trash and pollutants carried by the Tijuana River.
Additionally, the costs of reducing impermeable areas, redirecting runoff into
previous areas, etc. only within the 27 percent of the watershed area that is within
the U.S. would be very high, rendering this type of project cost prohibitive.

Further analysis is recommended at Monument Road to investigate the requirements to
mitigate or reduce flooding at this crossing and to establish a benefit-cost ratio criteria.
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Tijuana River Pilot Channel & Smuggler’s Gulch Channel
Appendix A - Individual Hydrologic & Hydraulic (IHHA) Assessment Report

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS OR RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the topographic information, flows larger than the 2-year storm flows have a
tendency to flood the properties adjacent to either side of the channel. The benefit-cost
ratio criteria should also consider that the 5-year storm flows would overtop the SG
Channel at Disney Crossing.
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Attachment 2
Site Photos taken by URS on September 13, 2012



SITE PHOTOS

These photographs were taken during a site visit that was conducted on September 13", 2012. See the
Hydraulic Workmap for the photograph numbers, locations, and orientation. Photograph numbers 1
through 14 pertain to the Tijuana River Pilot Channel (Pilot), while Photograph numbers 15 through 31
pertain to the Smuggler’s Gulch (SG) Channel.

1. Pilot Channel — Looking upstream from the Hollister 2. Pilot Channel — Immediately upstream of the
Bridge. Hollister Bridge. No vegetation, trash or debris is
observed within the Pilot channel.

3. Pilot Channel — Looking downstream from the Hollister 4. Pilot Channel — Immediately downstream of the
Bridge. Hollister Bridge. No vegetation, trash or debris is
observed within the Pilot channel.




5. Pilot Channel — Immediately downstream of the Hollister | 6. Pilot Channel — Immediately downstream of the

Bridge. No vegetation, trash or debris is observed within Hollister Bridge. No vegetation, trash or debris is
the Pilot channel. observed within the Pilot channel.
7. Pilot Channel — Looking northeast at the Pilot\SG 8. Pilot Channel — Looking north at the Pilot\SG channel

channel confluence point. confluence point.




9. Pilot Channel — Looking west at the Pilot\SG channel 10. Pilot Channel — Looking southwest at the Pilot\SG
confluence point. channel confluence point.

11. Pilot Channel — Looking south at the Pilot\SG channel 12. Pilot Channel — Looking southeast at the Pilot\SG
confluence point. channel confluence point.




13. Pilot Channel — Looking east at the Pilot\SG channel
confluence point.

14. Pilot Channel — Looking south towards the Pilot\SG
channel confluence point.

15. SG Channel — Looking north near the outlet of the
52-inch CMP culvert under Monument Road.

+2 ft. Sediment Deposition

16. SG Channel — Looking north near the outlet of the
52-inch CMP culvert under Monument Road.




17. SG Channel — Looking north from a location just
downstream of the 52-inch CMP outlet.

18. SG Channel — Looking north from a point
approximately 150 feet downstream of the 52-inch
CMP outlet. The vegetation density is very high on
the west side slope, while on the east side slope is
very light.

19. SG Channel — Looking south (upstream) from atop
the Disney Crossing. The vegetation is very thick on
the side slopes, while the streambed is mainly
unvegetated.

20. SG Channel — Looking south (upstream) from a
point located approximately 40 feet upstream of
the Disney Crossing entrance. The vegetation is
very thick on the side slopes, while the streambed
is mainly unvegetated.




21. SG Channel — Looking north (downstream) from 22. SG Channel — Looking north (downstream) from

atop the Disney Crossing. atop the Disney Crossing.
23. SG Channel — Looking north (upstream) from a 24. SG Channel — Triple 72-inch CMPs entrance
point approximately 50 feet downstream from the (upstream) at Disney Crossing. The middle pipe
Disney Crossing. The high amount of sediment entrance is almost completely covered with
deposition is visible on the streambed. vegetation, sediment deposition, trash and debris.

The high levels of sediment deposition is visible
immediately upstream of the entrance.




72-inch CMP
entrance

covered with
vegetation

25. SG Channel — Middle 72-inch CMP at Disney 26. SG Channel — Westerly 72-inch CMP at Disney
Crossing. Vegetation and sediment deposition are Crossing. Vegetation, sediment deposition, trash and
visible at the entrance of the pipe. debris are visible at the entrance.

72-inch CMP
outlet

covered with
vegetation \

27. SG Channel — Easterly 72-inch CMP at Disney 28. SG Channel — Easterly 72-inch CMP outlet
Crossing. Vegetation, sediment deposition, trash (downsteam) at Disney Crossing. Vegetation and
and debris are visible at the entrance. sediment deposition block the outlet of the middle

72-inch CMP.




29. SG Channel — Looking south (upstream) at a point
approximately 450 feet upstream of the Pilot\SG
channel confluence. The high amount of sediment
deposition is visible on the streambed.

30. SG Channel — Looking north (downstream) at a
point approximately +450 feet upstream of the
Pilot\SG channel confluence. The high amount of
sediment deposition is visible on the streambed.

31. SG Channel - Most downstream section of the SG
channel immediately upstream of the Pilot\SG
channel confluence. The high amount of sediment
deposition is visible on the streambed.
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FIGURE 2. TIJUANA RIVER PILOT CHANNEL HYDRAULIC WORKMAP
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FIGURE 3. TIJUAN RIVER PILOT CHANNEL HYDRAULIC WORKMAP
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FIGURE 4. SMUGGLER’S GULCH CHANNEL HYDRAULIC WORKMAP
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FIGURE 5. TIJUANA RIVER PILOT CHANNEL PHOTO LOG KEY MAP
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FIGURE 6. SMUGGLER’S GULCH CHANNEL PHOTO LOG KEY MAP
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HYDRAULIC PROFILES FOR CURRENT VEGETATED CONDITION MODEL
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HYDRAULIC PROFILES FOR ULTIMATE VEGETATED CONDITION MODEL




Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Ultimate Veg Condition-Pilot 11/7/2012
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HYDRAULIC PROFILES FOR MAINTAINED CONDITION MODEL
(NO SEDIMENT REMOVED)
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For Smuggler’s Gulch Channel “Maintained Condition — No
Sediment Removed” Hydraulic Profile, see the “Current
Vegetated Condition” Hydraulic Profile.



HYDRAULIC PROFILES FOR MAINTAINED CONDITION MODEL
(SEDIMENT REMOVED)




Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Maintained Sed Removed-Pilot 11/7/2012
Geom: Mnt'd Sediment Rmv'd-Pilot Only  Flow: Pilot Max Cap-Variable to match
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
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DETAILED HYDRAULIC RESULTS FOR CURRENT VEGETATED CONDITION MODEL




HEC-RAS Plan: CurrentVeg-Pilot River: Tijuana River Reach: Reach-1 Profile: MAX1_Q=10

Reach River Sta Profile Q Total Min Ch EI W.S. Elev Crit W.S. E.G. Elev E.G. Slope Vel Chnl Flow Area Top Width Froude # Chl
(cfs) (ft) (ft) (fv) () (frft) (ft's) (sq ft) (ft)

Reach-1 16734 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.46 19.39 18.66 19.39 0.000235 0.51 19.63 21.93 0.09
Reach-1 16235 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.27 19.32 18.47 19.33 0.000087 0.45 22.14 21.91 0.08
Reach-1 15501 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.05 19.27 18.25 19.27 0.000101 0.39 25.47 21.82 0.06
Reach-1 14999 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.00 19.26 18.20 19.26 0.000050 0.38 26.28 21.84 0.06
Reach-1 14856 Bridge

Reach-1 14688 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.90 19.25 18.10 19.25 0.000074 0.36 28.11 21.92 0.06
Reach-1 14541 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.85 19.24 18.05 19.24 0.000036 0.34 29.10 22.02 0.05
Reach-1 13805 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.68 19.23 17.88 19.23 0.000028 0.32 31.04 21.08 0.05
Reach-1 134.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.48 19.21 17.70 19.21 0.000042 0.32 31.12 18.65 0.04
Reach-1 127.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.20 19.20 17.40 19.20 0.000011 0.23 42.75 23.00 0.03
Reach-1 122 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.00 19.19 17.20 19.19 0.000008 0.21 47.40 23.46 0.03
Reach-1 120 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 16.91 19.19 17.11 19.19 0.000007 0.20 49.35 23.56 0.02
Reach-1 119 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 16.92 19.19 17.12 19.19 0.000007 0.20 49.08 23.44 0.02
Reach-1 108 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.04 19.17 18.22 19.17 0.000416 0.39 25.72 23.00 0.06
Reach-1 97.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.60 18.59 17.78 18.59 0.000642 0.44 22.48 23.00 0.08
Reach-1 93 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.43 17.90 17.61 17.92 0.007303 0.94 10.65 22.95 0.24
Reach-1 90 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 9.77 10.44 10.16 10.46 0.010105 0.96 10.40 28.12 0.28
Reach-1 85 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 6.39 7.50 6.87 7.51 0.002556 0.67 14.92 24.54 0.15
Reach-1 77.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 4.00 4.81 4.41 4.84 0.003704 1.20 8.30 15.12 0.29
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Tijuana River Pilot Channel

River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1

Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot

Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
RS =16734 River Station: 16734
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012

Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1

Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
RS =16235 River Station: 16235
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel

Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot

Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot
Flow: Pilot Max Capacity

River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1

11/6/2012

RS = 15501 River Station: 15501
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot

Flow: Pilot Max Capacity

11/6/2012

River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 RS =14999 XSECTION AT U/S END OF PILOT CHANNEL
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 @RS =14856 BR Hollister StreetStructure ID: SD_TJR29Detailed
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 @RS =14856 BR Hollister StreetStructure ID: SD_TJR29Detailed
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 RS =14688 River Station: 14688
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1

Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012

Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
RS = 14541 River Station: 14541
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel

River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1

Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012

Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot

Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
RS =13805 River Station: 13805
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel

River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1

Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot

11/6/2012
Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
RS =134.5 River Station: 134.5
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 RS =127.5 River Station: 127.5
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel

Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot

River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1

Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
RS =122 River Station: 122

11/6/2012
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 RS =120 River Station: 120
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 RS =119 River Station: 119
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 RS =108 River Station: 108
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1

Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot

11/6/2012
Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
RS =97.5 River Station: 97.5
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 RS =93 XSECTION AT D/S END OF PILOT CHANNEL
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach =Reach-1 = RS =90 River Station: 90
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012
Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot  Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1 = RS =85 River Station: 85
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Elevation (ft)

Tijuana River Pilot Channel

Geom: Current Veg Condition-Pilot

Plan: Current Veg Condition - Pilot 11/6/2012

River = Tijuana River Reach = Reach-1

Flow: Pilot Max Capacity
RS =77.5 River Station: 77.5
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HEC-RAS Plan: CurrentVegeCndtn River: SG CHANNEL Reach: SG CHANNEL

Reach River Sta Profile Q Total Min Ch El W.S. Elev Crit W.S. E.G. Elev E.G. Slope Vel Chnl Flow Area Top Width Froude # Chl
(cfs) (f) (f) (f) (fv) (ft/ft) (ft/s) (sq ft) (f)

SG CHANNEL 5269.88 2-yr 653.00 49.89 51.83 51.83 52.70 0.020181 7.51 86.90 50.20 1.01
SG CHANNEL 5269.88 Q800 800.00 49.89 52.09 52.09 53.08 0.019437 7.99 100.15 51.18 1.01
SG CHANNEL 4289.33 2-yr 653.00 37.79 41.24 40.40 41.60 0.005462 4,76 137.06 58.48 0.55
SG CHANNEL 4289.33 Q800 800.00 37.79 41.73 40.65 42.09 0.004507 4.82 166.12 60.10 0.51
SG CHANNEL 4179.24 2-yr 653.00 35.79 40.83 39.08 41.13 0.003198 4.40 148.52 46.53 0.43
SG CHANNEL 4179.24 Q800 800.00 35.79 41.34 39.42 41.67 0.003219 4.62 173.24 50.68 0.44
SG CHANNEL 4099 Culvert

SG CHANNEL 4028.11 2-yr 653.00 29.99 36.62 36.62 39.11 0.004857 14.60 87.39 36.72 1.00
SG CHANNEL 4028.11 Q800 800.00 29.99 37.36 37.36 40.19 0.004875 15.71 100.85 39.24 1.02
SG CHANNEL 4011.72 2-yr 653.00 29.98 31.39 3291 37.75 0.074774 20.40 34.55 26.70 3.03
SG CHANNEL 4011.72 Q800 800.00 29.98 31.61 33.33 38.71 0.069101 21.59 40.42 27.24 2.99
SG CHANNEL 3863.17 2-yr 653.00 29.87 33.50 31.95 33.81 0.001058 451 157.54 48.66 0.42
SG CHANNEL 3863.17 Q800 800.00 29.87 34.91 32.24 35.15 0.000515 3.93 230.09 55.49 0.31
SG CHANNEL 3774.45 2-yr 653.00 29.80 33.15 32.13 33.67 0.001959 5.77 120.99 41.90 0.56
SG CHANNEL 3774.45 Q800 800.00 29.80 34.75 32.45 35.08 0.000761 4.69 193.89 52.11 0.38
SG CHANNEL 2623.27 2-yr 653.00 25.73 32.49 28.83 32.73 0.000389 4.14 235.58 50.93 0.28
SG CHANNEL 2623.27 Q800 800.00 25.73 34.38 29.24 34.58 0.000244 3.88 347.32 74.49 0.23
SG CHANNEL 2549.85 2-yr 653.00 24.00 32.53 27.34 32.68 0.000200 3.51 341.90 61.17 0.21
SG CHANNEL 2549.85 Q800 800.00 24.00 34.41 27.78 34.55 0.000143 3.39 465.80 70.26 0.18
SG CHANNEL 2500 Culvert

SG CHANNEL 2489.75 2-yr 653.00 24.00 30.02 26.24 30.17 0.000257 3.15 229.67 50.34 0.23
SG CHANNEL 2489.75 Q800 800.00 24.00 30.55 26.57 30.74 0.000288 3.53 257.32 53.11 0.24
SG CHANNEL 2408.4 2-yr 653.00 25.74 29.38 28.52 30.07 0.002491 6.85 116.84 41.50 0.64
SG CHANNEL 2408.4 Q800 800.00 25.74 29.83 28.89 30.63 0.002450 7.37 136.36 43.90 0.65
SG CHANNEL 1551.01 2-yr 653.00 22.00 25.36 25.36 26.89 0.005730 10.10 78.79 32.45 0.97
SG CHANNEL 1551.01 Q800 800.00 22.00 25.85 25.85 27.54 0.005387 10.71 95.24 35.90 0.96
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Elevation (ft)

Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =5269.88
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Elevation (ft)

Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4179.24
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4099 Culv 52-INCH CMP AT MONUMENT ROAD
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Elevation (ft)

Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4099 Culv 52-INCH CMP AT MONUMENT ROAD
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4011.72
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS = 3863.17
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2623.27
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2549.85
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach =SG CHANNEL RS =2500 Culv DISNEY CROSSING TRIPLE 72-INCH CMPs
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2489.75
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2408.4
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Current Vegetated Condition 11/7/2012
Geom: Current Vegetated Condition Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
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DETAILED HYDRAULIC RESULTS FOR ULTIMATE VEGETATED CONDITION MODEL




HEC-RAS Plan: UltVeg-Pilot River: Tijuana River Reach

:Reach-1 Profile: MAX1_Q=10

Reach River Sta Profile Q Total Min Ch EI W.S. Elev Crit W.S. E.G. Elev E.G. Slope Vel Chnl Flow Area Top Width Froude # Chl
(cfs) (ft) (ft) (fv) () (frft) (ft's) (sq ft) (ft)

Reach-1 16734 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.46 20.07 18.66 20.07 0.001073 0.24 41.85 124.14 0.07
Reach-1 16235 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.27 19.84 18.47 19.84 0.000259 0.30 33.61 22.77 0.04
Reach-1 15501 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.05 19.79 18.17 19.79 0.000047 0.14 71.06 42.33 0.02
Reach-1 14999 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.00 19.77 18.20 19.77 0.000179 0.27 37.64 22.65 0.04
Reach-1 14856 Bridge

Reach-1 14688 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.90 19.72 18.10 19.73 0.000163 0.26 38.72 22.67 0.03
Reach-1 14541 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.85 19.70 18.05 19.71 0.000154 0.25 39.45 22.76 0.03
Reach-1 13805 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.68 19.64 17.88 19.64 0.000144 0.25 39.79 21.63 0.03
Reach-1 134.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.48 19.56 17.70 19.56 0.000153 0.27 37.73 18.92 0.03
Reach-1 127.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.20 19.49 17.40 19.49 0.000077 0.20 49.50 23.58 0.02
Reach-1 122 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.00 19.44 17.20 19.45 0.000062 0.19 53.39 23.97 0.02
Reach-1 120 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 16.91 19.44 17.11 19.44 0.000056 0.18 55.21 24.05 0.02
Reach-1 119 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 16.92 19.43 17.12 19.43 0.000057 0.18 54.80 23.84 0.02
Reach-1 108 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.04 19.31 18.22 19.31 0.000441 0.34 29.04 23.00 0.05
Reach-1 97.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.60 18.70 17.78 18.70 0.000712 0.40 25.00 23.00 0.07
Reach-1 93 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.43 17.97 17.61 17.98 0.007424 0.82 12.15 23.00 0.20
Reach-1 90 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 9.77 10.44 10.16 10.46 0.010105 0.96 10.40 28.12 0.28
Reach-1 85 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 6.39 7.50 6.87 7.51 0.002555 0.67 14.92 24.54 0.15
Reach-1 77.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 4.00 4.81 4.41 4.84 0.003704 1.20 8.30 15.12 0.29
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HEC-RAS Plan: UltimateVegeCnd River: SG CHANNEL Reach: SG CHANNEL Profile: Q600

Reach River Sta Profile Q Total Min Ch El W.S. Elev Crit W.S. E.G. Elev E.G. Slope Vel Chnl Flow Area Top Width Froude # Chl
(cfs) (f) (f) (f) (fv) (ft/ft) (ft/s) (sq ft) (f)

SG CHANNEL 5269.88 Q600 600.00 49.89 51.72 51.72 52.56 0.020523 7.33 81.86 49.76 1.01
SG CHANNEL 4289.33 Q600 600.00 37.79 40.99 40.31 41.37 0.006520 4.89 122.59 57.50 0.59
SG CHANNEL 4179.24 Q600 600.00 35.79 40.53 38.96 40.84 0.003456 4.44 135.01 44.10 0.45
SG CHANNEL 4099 Culvert

SG CHANNEL 4028.11 Q600 600.00 29.99 35.75 35.04 37.03 0.030967 10.49 71.72 33.79 0.77
SG CHANNEL 4011.72 Q600 600.00 29.98 36.19 32.67 36.35 0.003116 3.50 197.53 41.36 0.25
SG CHANNEL 3863.17 Q600 600.00 29.87 35.94 31.82 36.01 0.001374 2.27 290.09 61.57 0.16
SG CHANNEL 3774.45 Q600 600.00 29.80 35.76 32.00 35.86 0.001983 2.69 251.43 61.66 0.20
SG CHANNEL 2623.27 Q600 600.00 25.73 34.30 28.52 34.36 0.000909 2.32 341.39 74.10 0.14
SG CHANNEL 2549.85 Q600 600.00 24.00 34.28 26.92 34.31 0.000383 1.72 456.63 69.54 0.09
SG CHANNEL 2500 Culvert

SG CHANNEL 2489.75 Q600 600.00 24.00 32.06 26.12 32.12 0.000707 1.99 345.46 63.54 0.12
SG CHANNEL 2408.4 Q600 600.00 25.74 31.90 28.30 32.02 0.002334 2.97 243.03 61.55 0.21
SG CHANNEL 1551.01 Q600 600.00 22.00 25.14 25.14 26.39 0.055271 9.36 71.55 30.81 0.93
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DETAILED HYDRAULIC RESULTS FOR MAINTAINED CONDITION MODEL
(NO SEDIMENT REMOVED)




HEC-RAS Plan: MntdNoSedRemPilo River: Tijuana River

Reach: Reach-1 Profile: MAX1_Q=10

Reach River Sta Profile Q Total Min Ch EI W.S. Elev Crit W.S. E.G. Elev E.G. Slope Vel Chnl Flow Area Top Width Froude # Chl
(cfs) (ft) (ft) (fv) () (frft) (ft's) (sq ft) (ft)

Reach-1 16734 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.46 19.15 18.66 19.16 0.000345 0.69 14.45 21.50 0.15
Reach-1 16235 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.27 18.99 18.47 19.00 0.000307 0.67 14.93 21.34 0.14
Reach-1 15501 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.05 18.95 18.17 18.95 0.000038 0.28 36.16 40.98 0.05
Reach-1 14999 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.00 18.94 18.20 18.94 0.000134 0.52 19.23 21.31 0.10
Reach-1 14856 Bridge

Reach-1 14688 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.90 18.90 18.10 18.91 0.000107 0.49 20.61 21.36 0.09
Reach-1 14541 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.85 18.89 18.05 18.89 0.000094 0.47 21.43 21.45 0.08
Reach-1 13805 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.68 18.85 17.88 18.86 0.000070 0.43 23.24 20.58 0.07
Reach-1 134.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.48 18.82 17.70 18.82 0.000057 0.42 23.93 18.35 0.06
Reach-1 127.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.20 18.80 17.40 18.80 0.000023 0.30 33.70 22.36 0.04
Reach-1 122 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.00 18.79 17.20 18.79 0.000016 0.26 38.05 22.72 0.04
Reach-1 120 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 16.91 18.79 17.11 18.79 0.000013 0.25 39.95 22.80 0.03
Reach-1 119 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 16.92 18.78 17.12 18.79 0.000014 0.25 39.69 22.78 0.03
Reach-1 108 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 18.04 18.74 18.22 18.75 0.000495 0.63 15.88 23.00 0.13
Reach-1 97.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.60 18.22 17.78 18.22 0.000423 0.72 13.96 23.00 0.16
Reach-1 93 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 17.43 17.70 17.61 17.74 0.006969 1.68 5.94 22.62 0.58
Reach-1 90 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 9.77 10.44 10.16 10.46 0.010105 0.96 10.40 28.12 0.28
Reach-1 85 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 6.39 7.50 6.87 7.51 0.002555 0.67 14.92 24.54 0.15
Reach-1 77.5 MAX1_Q=10 10.00 4.00 4.81 4.41 4.84 0.003704 1.20 8.30 15.12 0.29
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For Smuggler’s Gulch Channel “Maintained Condition — No
Sediment Removed” Detailed Hydraulic Results, see the
“Current Vegetated Condition” Hydraulic Results.



DETAILED HYDRAULIC RESULTS FOR MAINTAINED CONDITION MODEL
(SEDIMENT REMOVED)




HEC-RAS Plan: MntdSedRemPilot River: Tijuana River

Reach: Reach-1 Profile: Qmax=200

Reach River Sta Profile Q Total Min Ch EI W.S. Elev Crit W.S. E.G. Elev E.G. Slope Vel Chnl Flow Area Top Width Froude # Chl
(cfs) (ft) (ft) (fv) () (frft) (ft's) (sq ft) (ft)

Reach-1 16734 Qmax=200 200.00 18.46 21.01 19.87 21.03 0.000423 1.20 180.70 156.31 0.19
Reach-1 16235 Qmax=200 200.00 18.27 19.69 19.69 20.37 0.012904 6.60 30.30 22.53 1.00
Reach-1 15501 Qmax=200 200.00 15.05 19.89 16.05 19.90 0.000099 1.07 186.57 42.49 0.09
Reach-1 14999 Qmax=200 200.00 14.99 19.80 16.70 19.87 0.000279 221 90.61 22.69 0.19
Reach-1 14856 Bridge

Reach-1 14688 Qmax=200 200.00 14.90 19.68 16.61 19.76 0.000746 2.22 89.96 22.61 0.20
Reach-1 14541 Qmax=200 200.00 14.85 19.63 16.56 19.71 0.000285 2.22 89.90 22.64 0.20
Reach-1 13805 Qmax=200 200.00 14.68 19.49 16.40 19.57 0.000300 2.28 87.70 21.44 0.20
Reach-1 134.5 Qmax=200 200.00 14.48 19.23 16.22 19.32 0.000933 2.50 79.88 18.66 0.21
Reach-1 127.5 Qmax=200 200.00 14.20 18.89 15.91 18.97 0.000304 2.28 87.88 22.50 0.20
Reach-1 122 Qmax=200 200.00 13.96 18.70 15.67 18.78 0.000292 2.24 89.11 22.59 0.20
Reach-1 120 Qmax=200 200.00 13.91 18.67 15.62 18.74 0.000289 2.24 89.42 22.61 0.20
Reach-1 119 Qmax=200 200.00 13.92 18.64 15.63 18.72 0.000298 2.26 88.55 22.55 0.20
Reach-1 108 Qmax=200 200.00 13.54 18.18 15.25 18.27 0.000814 2.30 86.92 22.43 0.21
Reach-1 97.5 Qmax=200 200.00 13.10 16.94 14.81 17.07 0.001437 2.88 69.47 21.15 0.28
Reach-1 93 Qmax=200 200.00 12.93 15.98 14.64 16.20 0.002840 3.75 53.28 19.89 0.40
Reach-1 90 Qmax=200 200.00 9.77 11.99 11.13 12.05 0.009180 2.10 95.35 74.31 0.33
Reach-1 85 Qmax=200 200.00 6.39 9.56 8.11 9.59 0.002046 1.28 155.80 81.54 0.16
Reach-1 77.5 Qmax=200 200.00 4.00 7.12 5.94 7.24 0.003701 2.71 73.93 39.71 0.35
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HEC-RAS Plan: Mntn-Sed-Removed River: SG CHANNEL

Reach: SG CHANNEL Profile: Q900

Reach River Sta Profile Q Total Min Ch El W.S. Elev Crit W.S. E.G. Elev E.G. Slope Vel Chnl Flow Area Top Width Froude # Chl
(cfs) (f) (f) (f) (fv) (ft/ft) (ft/s) (sq ft) (f)

SG CHANNEL 5269.88 Q900 900.00 49.89 52.25 52.25 53.32 0.019031 8.29 108.60 51.59 1.01
SG CHANNEL 4289.33 Q900 900.00 37.79 41.97 40.82 42.36 0.004416 4.99 180.37 60.79 0.51
SG CHANNEL 4179.24 Q900 900.00 35.79 41.55 39.64 41.92 0.003463 4.88 184.28 52.37 0.46
SG CHANNEL 4099 Culvert

SG CHANNEL 4028.11 Q900 900.00 29.99 38.81 37.84 40.06 0.002122 11.68 229.87 54.88 0.69
SG CHANNEL 4026.28* Q900 900.00 29.77 36.87 36.87 39.60 0.004499 14.72 108.16 38.44 0.97
SG CHANNEL 4024.46* Q900 900.00 29.55 34.57 35.83 39.06 0.010687 18.00 74.49 28.32 1.42
SG CHANNEL 4022.64* Q900 900.00 29.33 33.40 35.04 38.77 0.016040 19.19 62.35 23.56 1.68
SG CHANNEL 4020.82* Q900 900.00 29.11 32.54 34.36 38.54 0.021816 19.97 54.31 20.96 1.90
SG CHANNEL 4019.00* Q900 900.00 28.88 31.81 33.74 38.34 0.028842 20.66 48.57 20.26 2.13
SG CHANNEL 4017.18* Q900 900.00 28.66 31.20 33.19 38.15 0.036861 21.23 45.07 20.27 2.35
SG CHANNEL 4015.36* Q900 900.00 28.44 30.67 32.64 37.97 0.045852 21.72 42.90 20.58 2.56
SG CHANNEL 4013.54* Q900 900.00 28.22 30.21 32.15 37.79 0.055562 22.13 41.58 21.61 2.77
SG CHANNEL 4011.72 Q900 900.00 28.00 29.79 31.70 37.61 0.065729 22.45 40.75 23.19 2.96
SG CHANNEL 3962.20* Q900 900.00 27.96 33.67 31.29 34.16 0.000986 5.66 176.55 39.18 0.42
SG CHANNEL 3912.68* Q900 900.00 27.91 33.68 31.24 34.06 0.000867 4.99 196.15 44.09 0.39
SG CHANNEL 3863.17 Q900 900.00 27.87 33.66 31.43 34.00 0.000905 4.70 205.37 49.04 0.38
SG CHANNEL 3774.45 Q900 900.00 27.80 33.42 31.48 33.89 0.001265 5.50 173.57 42.83 0.45
SG CHANNEL 2623.27 Q900 900.00 23.73 32.90 27.64 33.16 0.000333 4.25 301.19 53.74 0.25
SG CHANNEL 2549.85 Q900 900.00 22.00 32.94 26.01 33.12 0.000153 3.62 411.41 63.27 0.19
SG CHANNEL 2500 Culvert

SG CHANNEL 2489.75 Q900 900.00 22.00 29.18 25.54 29.44 0.000437 4.10 231.97 44.79 0.29
SG CHANNEL 2408.4 Q900 900.00 23.74 28.34 27.36 29.30 0.002686 7.90 124.99 36.53 0.67
SG CHANNEL 1551.01 Q900 900.00 20.00 23.98 23.98 25.96 0.005713 11.28 82.11 22.63 1.00
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS = 5269.88
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
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Elevation (ft)

Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4179.24
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4099 Culv 52-INCH CMP AT MONUMENT ROAD
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4099 Culv 52-INCH CMP AT MONUMENT ROAD
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4028.11
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4026.28*
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4024.46*
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Elevation (ft)

Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012

Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4022.64*
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS = 4020.82*
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012

Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4019.00*
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4017.18*
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS = 4015.36*

.08 H%.OZS% .08 %
444
Legend
! WS Q900
- e
424 Ground
A
1 Ineff
[ J
40- Bank Sta
38+
36
344
32
30+
28 T T T T T T 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
Station (ft)
Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS = 4013.54*
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =4011.72
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS = 3962.20*
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Elevation (ft)
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012

Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =3912.68*

Sk Sk )
.08 .025 .08
42 T T 7]
Legend
i WS Q900
- e
401 Ground
[
1 Bank Sta
38
[
36
34+
32+
30
284
26 T T T 1
0 100 200 300 400
Station (ft)
Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =3863.17
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2623.27
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2549.85
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2500 Culv DISNEY CROSSING TRIPLE 72-INCH CMPs
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2500 Culv DISNEY CROSSING TRIPLE 72-INCH CMPs
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2489.75
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =2408.4
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Smuggler's Gulch Channel Plan: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed 11/7/2012
Geom: Maintained Condition-Sediment Removed Flow: SG Qs 2yr-100yr
River = SG CHANNEL Reach = SG CHANNEL RS =1551.01
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Attachment 5
Rick Engineering Site Photos taken on April 21, 2015



SITEPHOTOS:

DRAFT

Date of Site Visit: April 21, 2015

See Photo Location Map for picture locations and orientation.

1.

Smuggler’s Gulch Channel roughly 200 feet
upstream of the Monument Road crossing.

2.

Monument Road crossing of Smuggler’s Gulch
Channel. Facing upstream, showing sand
deposition at road level.

Downstream of the 52-inch CMP beneath the
Monument Road crossing of Smuggler’s Gulch.

Just downstream of the Monument Road
crossing, showing a downstream view of
Smuggler’s Gulch.

Prepared By:
Rick Engineering Company — Water Resources Division
13

JIT:KA:ch:files/Reports/17204-C.001
5-12-15




SITEPHOTOS:

DRAFT

Date of Site Visit: April 21, 2015

See Photo Location Map for picture locations and orientation.

5.

Smuggler’s Gulch channel roughly 100 feet
downstream of the Monument Road crossing
showing cobbles and gravel beneath the sand
deposition.

6.

Smuggler’s Gulch channel roughly 200 feet
downstream of the Monument Road crossing
showing sand deposition covering the channel
streambed with minimal cobbles.

Upstream side of the Disney crossing of
Smugglers  Gulch  showing  sediment
deposition.

Smuggler’s Gulch channel, roughly 200 feet
downstream of the Disney crossing facing
upstream.

Prepared By:
Rick Engineering Company — Water Resources Division

JIT:KA:ch:files/Reports/17204-C.001
5-12-15
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DRAFT

SITEPHOTOS:

Date of Site Visit: April 21, 2015
See Photo Location Map for picture locations and orientation.

9. 10.

Smuggler’s Gulch channel, roughly 200 feet | Vegetation in the Tijuana River Pilot
downstream of the Disney crossing facing | channel shown from the Hollister Street
downstream. Bridge crossing.

11.

An overview of the Tijuana River Southern
Channel and Pilot Channel from a nearby
vantage point.

Prepared By: JJT:KA:ch:files/Reports/17204-C.001
Rick Engineering Company — Water Resources Division 5-12-15
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Attachment 6
As-built of 2013 Maintenance
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THE IMPROVEMENTS CONSIST OF THE FOLLOWING WORK TO BE
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AND STANDARD DRAWINGS OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO.

e  MAINTENANCE OF CHANNELS TO REMOVE ACCUMULATED
SEDIMENT AND OTHER DEBRIS

STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS

STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR PUBLIC WORKS CONSTRUCTION
(GREENBOOK), 2012 EDITION, DOCUMENT NO. PITS070112-01

CITY OF SAN DIEGO STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR PUBLICWORKS
CONSTRUCTION (WHITEBOOK), 2012 EDITION, DOCUMENT NO.
PITS070112-02

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION MANUAL OF
UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES, 2012 EDITION, DOCUMENT NO.
PITS070112-04

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION U.S. CUSTOMARY
STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS, 2010 EDITION, DOCUMENT NO.
PITS070112-02

STANDARD DRAWINGS

CITY OF SAN DIEGO STANDARD DRAWINGS FOR PUBLIC WORKS
CONSTRUCTION, 2012 EDITION, DOCUMENT NO. PIT070112-03

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION U.S. CUSTOMARY
STANDARD PLANS, 2010 EDITION, DOCUMENT NO. PITS070112-05

PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF ANY CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, THE
OWNER/PERMITTEE SHALL INCORPORATE ANY CONSTRUCTION
BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES NECESSARY TO COMPLY WITH
CHAPTER 14, ARTICLE 2, DIVISION 1 (GRADING REGULATIONS) OF
THE SAN DIEGO MUNICIPAL CODE, INTO THE CONSTRUCTION
PLANS OR SPECIFICATIONS. (FROM CYCLE 4)
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Pilot Channel
Number | Radius | Length | Line/Chord Direction

L18 250.31 | N88° 03' 07.49"W
C19 250.00 | 15.45 N86° 16' 54.68"W
L19 130.60 | N84° 30'41.87"W
Cc20 250.00 | 34.17 N88° 25' 39.05"W
C21 | 300.00 | 127.86 | N80° 08' 02.34"W
L20 269.67 | N67°55' 28.46"W
c22 250.00 | 22.86 N70° 32' 39.31"W
L21 231.94 | N73°09' 50.16"W
c23 200.00 | 35.11 N78° 11' 36.46"W
c24 135.00 | 143.60 | N52°45'02.43'W
C25 250.00 | 29.22 N25° 37' 36.35"W
L22 100.36 | N28° 58' 30.59"W
C26 175.00 | 96.42 N44° 45' 32.23"W
L23 40.99 | N60° 32' 33.86"W
ca7 750.00 | 246.64 | N69° 57" 48.92"W
Cc28 100.00 | 40.48 N67° 47' 16.22"W
L24 16.37 N56° 11' 28.46"W
C29 275.00 | 45.29 N51° 28' 25.17"W

PLAN

NORTH

60° o' 30° 60° 120 180

I

GRAPHIC SCALE
1 INCH = 60 FT
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AS-BUILT TURNAROUND PER
PROJECT BIOLOGIST
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/ 5+00 —

95405~ \
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VEGETATION REMOVAL ONLY —/ =
44::%\ 20
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o
~ 7
AS-BUILT DRAWING PILOT N
CHANNEL ALIGNMENT 2, —
41+00
NOTES:

1. ENTIRE CHANNEL MAINTENANCE AREA SUBJECT TO IN-CHANNEL

ENHANCEMENT MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS.

2. SEE SHEET 8 FOR CHANNEL SECTION.
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STOCKPILE: 130' W X 485' L X 11' H 3 E
@
VEHICLE/EQUIPMENT AND ; 3
FUEL STORAGE AREA
/ SILT FENCE b
I : o
: : LEGEND
STABILIZED X PERMANENT TURNAROUND AREA I
CONSTRUCTION . (30" x 25")
ENTRANCE
WITH SHAKER EXISTING ACCESS ROAD
PLATES
(20Wx50L) HAUL ROUTES
[ e
STABALIZED CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE
e
EX WATER MAIN
NOTES: A EX STORM DRAIN
@SEE SHEET 9 FOR CONSTRUCTION BMP NOTES. BMPS WILL ONLY BE INSTALLED IN ACTIVE WORK AREAS AND EX SEWER MAIN
ALONG ACTIVE ACCESS ROADS BASED ON THE PHASING OF
@SANITARY FACILITIES, STORAGE AREA, SPILL THE CHANNEL MAINTENANCE. —SF— SILT FENCE (SE*'\)

CONTROL/CONTAINMENT MATERIALS, TRASH CONTAINERS

AND BMP RELATED MATERIALS. R— FIBER ROLL (SE-5)

—F

Smugglers Gulch
— STAGING AREA LIMITS

e LOADING/TRANSPORT WILL OCCUR ALONG THE CHANNEL

BANK. EXACT LOCATION TO BE COORDINATED WITH PROJECT Number | Radius | Length | Line/Chord Direction MAJOR CONTOUR
BIOLOGIST IN THE FIELD. NO VEHICULAR ENTRY INTO
CHANNEL IS PERMITTED AT THIS LOCATION. L1 166.08 N2° 22'57.90"E MINOR CONTOUR
STOCKPILES SHALL BE UNDERLAIN BY AT LEAST § C1 | 25000 | 257 N2° 05'16.20"E PARCEL
THICK PLASTIC SHEETING OR LINER OF LOW PERMEABILITY. 2 42131 | N1° 47 3450 o MHPA
@ PLASTIC SHEETING SHALL BE PLACED ON TOP OF STOCKPILE o2 25000 | 1073 | NO° 33 48.80°E
WHEN THERE IS A FORECASTED 50% OR GREATER CHANCE
OF LIKELY PRECIPITATION OF 0.1 INCH OR GREATER BY THE L3 9012 | NO®39'56.90"W

NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE FORECAST.
Cc3 250.00 13.27 NO° 51' 18.45"E

(6) USE PERIMETER PROTECTION BMPs (FIBER ROLLS, GRAVEL p—
BAGS, SILT FENCE, ETC.) AS NECESSARY AROUND STAGING L4 129.89 | N1°58'0L71'E NOTES:

AREA LIMITS. C4 250.00 23.87 NO° 46' 05.50"W

L5 24.21 N3° 30" 12.71"W 1. ENTIRE CHANNEL MAINTENANCE AREA SUBJECT TO IN-CHANNEL
ENHANCEMENT MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS.

@ SEE SHEET 8 FOR CHANNEL SECTION.

DEBRIS COLLECTED ON SLOPE AREAS DIRECTLY UPSTREAM C5 250.00 5.41 N2° 53' 02.92'W

OF DISNEY CROSSING SHALL BE REMOVED. NO CHANGES TO
SLOPE GRADING SHALL BE MADE. L6 101.46 N2° 15' 53.12"W 2. SEE SHEET 8 FOR CHANNEL SECTION. WORK PERFORMED 9/2013 - 3/2014
@ CHANNEL WIDTH #33' TO ALLOW CLEANING OF THE EXISTING C6 | 120000 | 98.72 | N4°37'17.06"W
CULVERTS. . eg .
L7 106.26 N6° 58' 41.01"W LEGEND ‘NTER‘M AS*BU‘LT
ACCESS POINT TO CHANNEL (15' WIDTH) FOR EQUIPMENT. P 25000 | 3751 | N2 40 48.37W
EXACT LOCATION TO BE COORDINATED WITH PROJECT
oo Mk e B w7 | wraranare PLAN ALIGNMENT AS-BUILT ALIGNMENT PLANS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF
cs 250.00 | 4.86 N1° 03' 39.50'E TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY
CD L9 266.50 NO° 30" 14.72"E - | - VEGETATION REMOVAL AND
EXCAVATION OF SEDIMENT
60’ o 30 60 120 180’ €9 | 100000 | 1215 | NOT09°2178°E SMUGGLERS GULCH MAINTENANCE
GRAPHIC SCALE CITY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA w.o.
1 INCH = 60 FT ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT o,
SHEET 5 OF 15 SHEETS

/I\REVISED PLASTIC SHEETING /2\REVISED MAINTENANCE ACCESS




MATCHLINE - SEE SHEET 5

SMUGGLER'S GULCH CHANNEL ALIGNMENT-

Smugglers Guich

Number | Radius | Length | Line/Chord Direction
L10 179.74 NO° 11' 31.16"W
C10 500.00 12.41 NO° 31' 09.25"E
L11 294.51 N1°13'49.66"E
Ci1 1000.00 | 32.51 NO° 17' 56.55"E
L12 258.24 NO° 37' 56.56"W
C12 500.00 27.71 NO° 57' 19.23"E
L13 63.74 N2° 32' 35.01"E
Cc13 200.00 62.86 N6° 27' 39.48"W
L14 60.21 N15° 27' 53.97"W
C14 200.00 91.08 N28° 30" 41.15"W
L15 178.01 N41° 33' 28.33"W
Ci15 250.00 19.57 N43° 48' 03.31"W
Ci6 250.00 26.54 N43° 00' 07.83"W
L16 27.30 N39° 57' 37.37"W

PLAN
NORTH

60 [0} 30 60 120° 180"

I

GRAPHIC SCALE
1 INCH = 60 FT
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=
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(15 ‘ { — — STAGING AREA LIMITS
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EXCAVATION OF SEDIMENT 2
£ MINOR CONTOUR
I 4 (
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— / f/ I \ —--— MHPA
" == .
— : T
5=0:55% ‘ — —— A -_—
il w———— E — S oy e = — ) | — | Ee— | m— o — \
H T — T | : ‘ ‘ — [ 7 — APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF GABION MATTRESS.
10 L — ‘ ! - ‘ T F CONTRACTOR TO REMOVE ACCUMULATED
R 12 SEDIMENT AND PERFORM ANY NECESSARY
é | I MAINTENANCE ON THE GABION MATTRESS.
VEGETATION REMOVAL AND ~
AS-BUILT DRAWING EXCAVATION OF SEDIMENT I

SMUGGLERS GULCH
CHANNEL ALIGNMENT

A

N

N\ PARCEL LINE (TYP) ]

LEGEND

PERMANENT TURNAROUND AREA
(30" x 25°)

EXISTING ACCESS ROAD

& [ L sTA31427.12
,/"CONFLUENCE WITH
PILOT CHANNEL
+12.81 (M.S.L.)

HAUL ROUTES

ESA

1‘ 4 m <STABA)UZED CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE
TC—1

EX WATER MAIN

EX STORM DRAIN
EX SEWER MAIN
—SF— SILT FENCE (SE—1)

STABILIZED
CONSTRUCTION
ENTRANCE
WITH GRAVEL
(20'W x 50'L)

17 ———PILOT CHANNEL

S
VEGETATION REMOVAL AND Jf I

EXCAVATION OF SEDIMENT

AS-BUILT DRAWING PILOT

§ CHANNEL ALIGNMENT
9
S

i VEGETATION REMOVAL AND
EXCAVATION OF SEDIMENT

AS-BUILT TURNAROUND
PER PROJECT BIOLOGIST

m

1. ENTIRE CHANNEL MAINTENANCE AREA SUBJECT TO IN-CHANNEL
ENHANCEMENT MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS.

NOTES.:

2. SEE SHEET 8 FOR CHANNEL SECTION.

NOTES: A

@ LOADING/TRANSPORT WILL OCCUR ALONG THE CHANNEL BANK. EXACT

LOCATION TO BE COORDINATED WITH PROJECT BIOLOGIST IN THE FIELD.
NO VEHICULAR ENTRY INTO CHANNEL IS PERMITTED AT THIS LOCATION.

@ SEE SHEET 8 FOR CHANNEL SECTION. A

BMPS WILL ONLY BE INSTALLED IN ACTIVE WORK AREAS AND ALONG

ACTIVE ACCESS ROADS BASED ON THE PHASING OF THE CHANNEL
MAINTENANCE.

LEGEND

WORK PERFORMED 9/2013 - 3/2014

PLAN ALIGNMENT AS-BUILT ALIGNMENT

INTERIM AS—BUILT
PLANS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF

— VEGETATION REMOVAL AND

EXCAVATION OF SEDIMENT

TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY

SMUGGLERS GULCH MAINTENANCE

CITY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA w.o.
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT o,
SHEET 6 OF 15 SHEETS
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7 PERMANENT TURNAROUND AREA

4 (30" x 25')

WATER MAIN (TYP
EXISTING ACCESS ROAD

HAUL ROUTES
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N - > EX WATER MAIN
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EX SEWER MAIN

AND FUEL STORAGE 4 —SF— SILT FENCE (SE-1)
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w

VEHICLE/EQUIPMENT STOCKPILE: 250 W X 350' L X 15'H 4
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WORK PERFORMED 9/2013 - 3/2014

a A INTERIM AS—BUILT
NOTES: STOCKPILES SHALL BE UNDERLAIN BY AT LEAST t‘m 5
@ ®THICK PLASTIC SHEETING OR LINER OF LOW PEREABILITY. P LAN S FOR TH E CON STR U C—H ON OF
@ SEE SHEET 9 FOR CONSTRUCTION BMP NOTES.
PLASTIC SHEETING SHALL BE PLACED ON TOP OF
60° 0 30" 60’ 120’ 180" @SANITARY FACILITIES STORAGE AREA, SPILL STOCKPILE WHEN THERE IS A FORECASTED 50% OR —H J U A N A R ‘ \/E R \/A LLE Y
CONTROL/CONTAINMENT MATERIALS, TRASH CONTAINERS GREATER CHANCE OF LIKELY PRECIPITATION OF 0.1 INCH
™ ™ ™ s " — AND BMP RELATED MATERIALS. OR GREATER BY THE NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE
FORECAST.
WGR@E:‘C:S%AOLE’,—F @STAGING AREA D TO BE USED FOR PROCESSING S TA G ‘ N G A R E A D

EXCAVATED MATERIALS.

CITY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA w.o.
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT o,
SHEET 7 OF 15 SHEETS
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23 MAX

EXIST. MANUFACTURED BERM. EXIST.
SIDE SLOPE VEGETATION TO BE
PROTECTED IN PLACE.

’- —‘ EXIST. MANUFACTURED BERM. EXIST.
SIDE SLOPE VEGETATION TO BE
PROTECTED IN PLACE

EXIST. SEDIMENT DEPOSTION

EXIST. SEDIMENT DEPOSTION.
DEPTH VARIES, APPROX. 2'- 3'.

DEPTH VARIES, APPROX. 3'- 7'

CONTRACTOR TO FIELD VERIFY - 3 CONTRACTOR TO FIELD VERIFY
AMOUNT OF SEDIMENT TO BE REMOVED
AMOUNT OF SEDIMENT TO BE REMOVED T t
PRIOR TO EXCAVATION OPERATIONS. 15' WIDTH VARIES PRIOR TO EXCAVATION OPERATIONS.
20' MAX.
TIJUANA RIVER PILOT CHANNEL SECTION (TYPICAL) SMUGGLER'S GULCH CHANNEL SECTION (TYPICAL)
NOT T0 SCALE NOT TO SCALE

WORK PERFORMED 9/2013 - 3/2014

INTERIM AS—BUILT
PLANS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF

TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY

CROSS SECTIONS

CITY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA w.o.

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT NO.
SHEET 8 OF 15 SHEETS




CONSTRUCTION BMP NOTES:

1

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

ALL BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs) WILL BE IMPLEMENTED PRIOR TO
OR CONCURRENT WITH CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTAINED THROUGHOUT THE
PROJECT. A QUALIFIED CONTACT PERSON WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
IMPLEMENTING THE WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PLAN (WPCP.) ALL WORK
SHALL BE COMPLETED BETWEEN SEPTEMBER 15TH AND FEBRUARY 15TH
UNLESS AN EXTENSION IS GRANTED IN CONFORMANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE
PERMITS.

CONTRACTOR WILL LIMIT ALL CONSTRUCTION RELATED ACTIVITIES TO THE
PROJECT FOOTPRINT.

EXISTING VEGETATION TO BE PRESERVED IN PLACE SHALL BE CLEARLY
MARKED WITH A BUFFER AREA FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT
SHEET EC-2.

REMOVAL OF VEGETATION MUST OCCUR BY HAND, MECHANICALLY, OR USING
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY APPROVED HERBICIDES DEPLOYED
WITH APPLICABLE BMPs TO PREVENT IMPACTS TO BENEFICIAL USES OF
WATERS OF THE U.S. AND/OR STATE. USE OF AQUATIC PESTICIDES MUST BE
DONE IN ACCORDANCE WITH STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD
WATER QUALITY ORDER NO. 2004-0009-DWQ, AND ANY SUBSEQUENT
REISSUANCE AS APPLICABLE. REMOVAL OF VEGETATION MUST OCCUR OUTSIDE
OF THE AVIAN NESTING SEASON (MARCH 15-AUGUST 31).

REMOVAL AND DISPOSAL OF EXOTIC INVASIVE SPECIES SHALL BE DONE IN A
MANNER THAT PREVENTS THE SPREAD OF EXOTIC INVASIVE SPECIES TO OTHER
AREAS.

THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ENSURING THAT ADEQUATE WIND
EROSION CONTROL IS AVAILABLE ONSITE FOLLOWING BMP FACT SHEET WE-1.

STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION ROADWAYS AND ENTRANCE/EXITS WILL BE
INSTALLED TO PREVENT TRACKING FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT
SHEET TC-1 AND TC-2.

CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR CLEANUP OF SILT AND MUD ON
STREETS DUE TO EXCAVATION AND STOCKPILING ACTIVITIES. STREET
SWEEPING AND VACUUMING WILL BE MANAGED FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF
BMP FACT SHEET SE-7.

THE PERIMETER OF THE SITES SHALL BE PROTECTED AGAINST RUN-ON AND
RUNOFF USING LINEAR SEDIMENT BARRIERS SUCH AS DRAINAGE SWALES, SILT
FENCE, FIBER ROLLS, AND/OR GRAVEL BAG BERMS. THE SEDIMENT CONTROL
BMPs MAY BE USED INTERCHANGEABLY BASED ON SITE CONDITIONS AND
STORMWATER CONCENTRATION.

CONTRACTOR TO PLACE LINEAR SEDIMENT BARRIERS AROUND WORK ZONE
FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEETS SC-1, SC-5, SC-6 AND/OR SC-8.
SC-1 OR SC-5 SHALL BE USED WHERE APPROPRIATE IN CONJUNCTION WITH
CONSTRUCTION FENCE, WHICH WILL BE USED AS SUPPORT. FIBER ROLLS MUST
BE ADEQUATELY SECURED SO THAT STORMWATER CANNOT GET AROUND OR
UNDER THEM.

GRAVEL BAG BERMS MAY BE USED TO FORM BARRIERS ACROSS SLOPES TO
INTERCEPT RUNOFF AND RELEASE IT AS SHEET FLOW, PROVIDING SOME
SEDIMENT REMOVAL. GRAVEL BAGS CAN BE USED WHERE FLOWS ARE
MODERATELY CONCENTRATED, SUCH AS IN DITCHES AND SWALES. GRAVEL
BAGS SHALL BE USED AS A LINEAR SEDIMENT BARRIER IF FLOW EXCEEDS THE
ABILITY OF FIBER ROLLS TO CONTROL. GRAVEL BAG BERMS WILL BE
IMPLEMENTED FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEET SE-6.

FIBER ROLLS SHALL ALSO BE USED IN VEGETATED AREAS, ON SLOPES, AND TO
FORM BERMS AROUND STOCKPILES. FIBER ROLLS SHALL BE IMPLEMENTED
FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEET SC-5. SILT FENCE MAY ALSO BE
USED AT TOES OF STOCKPILES.

WEATHER TRIGGERED ACTION PLAN SHALL BE IMPLEMENTED WHEN THERE IS A
FORECASTED 50% OR GREATER CHANCE OF LIKELY PRECIPITATION OF 0.1 INCH
OR GREATER BY THE NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE FORECAST.

SOIL ROUGHENING CAN BE USED IN CONJUNCTION WITH HYDRAULICALLY
APPLIED STABILIZATION METHODS, GEOTEXTILES, FIBER ROLLS, OR MULCH TO
PROTECT, TEMPORARY STOCKPILES, OR SWALES FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE
OF BMP FACT SHEETS EC-4, EC-5, & EC-7.

CONTRACTOR SHALL RESTORE ALL EROSION CONTROL DEVICES TO WORKING
ORDER AFTER EACH RUNOFF-PRODUCING RAINFALL.

TEMPORARY EROSION OR SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES WILL BE REMOVED
UPON COMPLETION OF MAINTENANCE UNLESS THEIR REMOVAL WOULD RESULT
IN GREATER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT THAN LEAVING THEM IN PLACE.

WASTE AND STOCKPILES SHALL BE MANAGED FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF
BMP FACT SHEETS WM-3, WM-5, WM-6, WM-7, AND WM-10. COMPOSTABLE
GREEN WASTE MATERIALS SHALL BE TRANSPORTED TO AN APPROVED
COMPOSTING FACILITY WHEN FEASIBLE.

EXPOSED WASTE MATERIALS AND SOIL STOCKPILES SHALL BE TEMPORARILY
STORED IN STAGING AREAS B AND D UNTIL REMOVAL TO A PERMITTED
DISPOSAL FACILITY. EXPOSED WASTE MATERIALS AND SOIL STOCKPILES
SHALL BE PROTECTED IN PLACE USING SILT FENCE, FIBER ROLLS, GRAVEL
BAGS, PLASTIC COVERS, AND/OR DRAINAGE SWALES FOLLOWING THE
GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEETS SE-1, SE-5, SE-6, EC-7 AND/OR EC-9.
MANAGEMENT OF STOCKPILES TEMPORARILY MUST ALSO COMPLY WITH
R9-2007-0104, CONDITIONAL WAIVERS OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS
FOR SPECIFIC TYPES OF DISCHARGE WITHIN THE SAN DIEGO REGION,
CONDITIONAL WAIVER 8.

EXCAVATED MATERIALS FROM THE CHANNELS SHALL BE TRANSFERED TO
STAGING AREA D TO BE SUFFICIENTLY DRIED AND TO BE PROCESSED TO

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

SEPARATE OUT SEDIMENT, VEGETATION, TRASH AND TIRES.

WASTE TIRES SHALL BE SEPARATED FROM EXCAVATED MATERIALS AND
TRANSPORTED TO AN APPROPRIATE DISPOSAL FACILITY.. IF MORE THAN NINE
TIRES ARE IN A VEHICLE OR WASTE BIN AT ANY ONE TIME, THEY SHALL BE
TRANSPORTED UNDER A COMPLETED COMPREHENSIVE TRIP LOG (CTL) TO
DOCUMENT THAT THE TIRES WERE TAKEN TO AN APPROPRIATE DISPOSAL
FACILITY.

EXCAVATED MATERIALS WILL BE REUSED, WHENEVER POSSIBLE, AS FILL
MATERIAL, AGGREGATE, SAND REPLENISHMENT OR OTHER RAW MATERIAL
USES. RE-USED MATERIAL (AGGREGATES, SOIL, SAND, OR SILT) SHALL BE
DOCUMENTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH APPLICABLE LOCAL, STATE AND FEDERAL
REGULATIONS.

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS USED DURING MAINTENANCE WILL NOT BE STORED
WITHIN 50 FEET FROM STORM WATER FACILITIES. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
SHALL BE MANAGED AND STORED IN ACCORDANCE WITH APPLICABLE LOCAL,
STATE AND FEDERAL REGULATIONS. A REGISTERED FIRST-RESPONSE,
PROFESSIONAL HAZARDOUS MATERIALS CLEAN-UP/REMEDIATION SERVICE
SHALL BE LOCALLY AVAILABLE ON CALL.

MAINTENANCE-RELATED TRASH WILL BE STORED IN AN APPROPRIATE
RECEPTACLE WITH A COVER IN THE STAGING AREAS AT LEAST 150 FEET FROM
STORM WATER FACILITIES, AND TRASH RECEPTACLES WILL BE
EMPTIED/REMOVED REGULARLY (AT LEAST ONCE PER WEEK).

THE TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL OF WASTEWATER DURING THE LIFE
OF THE PROJECT MUST BE DONE IN ACCORDANCE WITH WASTE DISCHARGE
REQUIREMENTS ESTABLISHED BY THE SAN DIEGO WATER BOARD PURSUANT TO
CWC 13260.

CONSTRUCTION DEWATERING OPERATIONS ARE NOT ANTICIPATED FOR THE
MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES DUE TO DRY WEATHER EXCAVATION REQUIREMENTS.
IF THEY ARE NEEDED, CONSTRUCTION DEWATERING OPERATIONS SHALL BE
MANAGED FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEET NS-2.
GROUNDWATER DEWATERING SHALL BE MANAGED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
GENERAL WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR DISCHARGES FROM
TEMPORARY GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND SIMILAR WASTE DISCHARGES
TO SAN DIEGO BAY, TRIBUTARIES THERETO UNDER TIDAL INFLUENCE, AND
STORM DRAINS OR OTHER CONVEYANCE SYSTEMS TRIBUTARY THERETO (WDR)
ORDER NO. R9-2007-0034, NPDES NO. CAG919001.

SANITARY FACILITIES WILL BE PROVIDED ONSITE FOR THE USE OF PERSONNEL
AND WILL BE PROPERLY MAINTAINED, INCLUDING BEING EQUIPPED WITH
SECONDARY CONTAINMENT FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEET
WM-9

SPILLS SHALL BE MANAGED FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEET
WM-4. SPILL CLEANUP MATERIALS SHALL BE AVAILABLE ONSITE AT ALL TIMES.

MATERIAL USE, DELIVERY AND STORAGE SHALL BE MANAGED FOLLOWING THE
GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEETS WM-1 AND WM-2.

WATER SHALL BE CONSERVED FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEET
NS-1 SO AS NOT TO ALLOW UNAUTHORIZED NON-STORMWATER DISCHARGES.

BMP MATERIAL SHALL BE STORED ONSITE TO PROVIDE COMPLETE PROTECTION
OF EXPOSED AREAS AND PREVENT OFFSITE SEDIMENT TRANSPORT.

VEHICLE AND EQUIPMENT FUELING/MAINTENANCE SHALL BE MANAGED
FOLLOWING THE GUIDANCE OF BMP FACT SHEETS NS-9 AND NS-10. THE
FUELING AREA SHALL BE LOCATED AT LEAST 100 FEET AWAY FROM THE
CHANNELS IN STAGING AREAS B AND D. NO ROUTINE MAINTENANCE AND NO
STORAGE OF PETROLEUM PRODUCTS OR CHEMICALS ARE PREMITTED ONSITE.
RE-FUELING WILL BE RESTRICTED TO HEAVY EARTH MOVING EQUIPMENT (NOT
DUMP TRUCKS) AND RESTRICTED TO THE STAGING AREA. EQUIPMENT WILL BE
INSPECTED DAILY FOR FLUID LEAKS AND PROMPTLY CLEANED UP.

STATIONARY EQUIPMENT (CRANES, MOTORS, PUMPS, ETC.) LOCATED IN OR
ADJACENT TO THE CHANNELS SHALL BE POSITIONED OVER DRIP PANS.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE EQUIPMENT NECESSARY TO EXTINGUISH
SMALL BRUSH FIRES (FROM SPARKING VEHICLES, ETC.) ON-SITE DURING ALL
PHASES OF PROJECT ACTIVITIES, ALONG WITH TRAINED PERSONNEL FOR USE
OF SUCH EQUIPMENT.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL MONITOR THE 5 DAY WEATHER FORECAST. IF ANY
PRECIPITATION IS FORECASTED, THE SITE SHALL BE SECURED TO PREVENT
ANY CONSTRUCTION RELATED MATERIALS FROM LEAVING THE SITE AND
ENTERING THE CHANNELS. THE SITE SHALL BE COMPLETELY SECURED ONE
DAY PRIOR TO EXPECTED PRECIPITATION UNLESS PRIOR WRITTEN APPROVAL IS
PROVIDED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME (DFG). NO CONSTRUCTION
ACTIVITIES SHALL OCCUR DURING RAIN EVENTS. IF THE AMOUNT OF RAINFALL
ACCUMULATED IN THE WATERSHED IS ONE INCH OR GREATER, CONSTRUCTION
ACTIVITES SHALL BE HALTED FOR TWO WEEKS OR UNTIL THE FLOWS HAVE
RECEDED AND THE MOISTURE CONTENT OF THE SOILS HAVE STABILIZED.

SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS, MONITORING AND REPORTING, AND
POST-MAINTENANCE MANAGEMENT OF THE PROJECT SHALL BE CONDUCTED AS
DETERMINED NECESSARY BY THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO.

CHANNELS WILL BE INSPECTED WITHIN 72 HOURS OF THE FIRST 2-YEAR STORM
FOLLOWING MAINTENANCE. IF SUBSTANTIAL EROSION HAS OCCURRED,
EROSION CONTROL MEASURES RECOMMENDED BY THE FIELD ENGINEER WILL
BE IMPLEMENTED TO REMEDIATE EROSION AREAS AND TO MINIMIZE FUTURE
EROSION.

CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE TRAINING FOR ALL PERSONNEL RESPONSIBLE
FOR THE PROPER INSTALLATION, INSPECTION, AND MAINTENANCE OF ONSITE
BMPs.

38.

39.

40.

THE QUALIFIED CONTACT PERSON WILL ASSIGN A MONITOR FOR DAILY
INSPECTION OF THE BMPs. EACH MORNING, THE MONITOR WILL CHECK THE
NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE FORECAST, COMPLETE BMP INSPECTION
CHECKLIST, PERFORM ANY NECESSARY BMP MAINTENANCE/REPAIRS, AND
REPORT THE RESULTS TO THE QUALIFIED CONTACT PERSON.COMPLETED
INSPECTION CHECKLISTS WILL BE KEPT WITH THE WPCP.

PREVIOUSLY UNDISTURBED STAGING AREAS WILL BE REVEGETATED WITHIN 30
DAYS OF COMPLETION OF MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES. THE REVEGETATED
AREAS WILL BE MONITORED FOR A PERIOD OF NOT LESS THAN 25 MONTHS
AFTER PLANTING.

FINAL LOCATION OF CHANNEL CENTERLINE WILL BE DETERMINED IN THE FIELD
AND COORDINATED WITH NECESSARY PROJECT SPECIALISTS (BIOLOGIST,
HISTORICAL MONITOR, ETC.).

MAINTENANCE PROCEDURE:

PRE-MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES:

1.

&

PRECONSTRUCTION MEETING - CONDUCT A PRE-MAINTENANCE MEETING
ON-SITE PRIOR TO THE START OF ANY MAINTENANCE ACTIVITY. QUALIFIED
SPECIALISTS SHALL: INDICATE/IDENTIFY ANY SENSITIVE
BIOLOGICAL/HISTORICAL/WATER QUALITY RESOURCES TO BE AVOIDED DURING
MAINTENANCE, FLAG/DELINEATE SENSITIVE RESOURCES TO BE AVOIDED
DURING MAINTENANCE, REVIEW SPECIFIC MEASURES TO BE IMPLEMENTED TO
MINIMIZE DIRECT/INDIRECT IMPACTS, AND DIRECT CREWS OR OTHER
PERSONNEL TO PROTECT SENSITIVE RESOURCES AS NECESSARY.

TRAINING - CONDUCT TRAINING FOR PERSONNEL RESPONSIBLE FOR THE
PROPER INSTALLATION, INSPECTION, AND MAINTENANCE OF ON-SITE BMPs.
BMP INSTALLATION - INSTALL CONSTRUCTION BMPs (SEDIMENT, EROSION
CONTROL, ETC.) IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PLAN
ALONG ALL EXISTING ACCESS ROADS AND STAGING AREAS.

MOBILIZE EQUIPMENT AT STAGING AREAS B AND D.

PERFORM NECESSARY MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES ALONG THE EXISTING ACCESS
ROADS.

CHANNEL SEQUENCE
1

2.
3.
4.

SMUGGLER'S GULCH (SG) NORTH OF DISNEY CROSSING TOWARD CONFLUENCE
AND CULVERTS UNDER DISNEY CROSSING.

PILOT CHANNEL EAST OF CONFLUENCE TOWARDS HOLLISTER BRIDGE.

PILOT CHANNEL WEST OF CONFLUENCE TO SATURN BOULEVARD.

SG SOUTH OF DISNEY CROSSING TOWARD MONUMENT ROAD AND CULVERTS
UNDER MONUMENT ROAD.

METHODOLOGY

1

SG NORTH OF DISNEY CROSSING TOWARD CONFLUENCE AND CULVERTS UNDER
DISNEY CROSSING

1.1 EQUIPMENT ENTERS SG AT TEMPORARY ACCESS RAMP NORTH OF DISNEY

CROSSING.

1.2. BULLDOZER PUSHES MATERIAL TO A CENTRAL LOCATION IN CHANNEL.
1.3. EXCAVATOR STATIONED AT CENTRAL LOCATION SCOOPS ACCUMULATED

MATERIAL AND LOADS INTO ROCK TRUCK

1.4. ROCK TRUCK (USING DESIGNATED TURNAROUND AND ACCESS ROADS)

HAULS MATERIAL TO STAGING AREA B

15. PLACE BARRIERS AT TRAIL HEADS AND DISNEY CROSSING.

2.

CULVERTS UNDER DISNEY BRIDGE

2.1. SKID-STEER (BOBCAT) ENTERS SG AT TEMPORARY ACCESS RAMP.
2.2. SKID-STEER PUSHES MATERIAL IN CULVERTS TO EXCAVATOR STATIONED AT

ACCESS RAMP.

2.3. EXCAVATOR LOADS ROCK TRUCK/DUMP TRUCK.
2.4. ROCK/DUMP TRUCK HAULS MATERIAL TO STAGING AREA B.

3.

SG SOUTH OF DISNEY CROSSING TOWARD MONUMENT ROAD

3.1 BULLDOZER TO ENTER CHANNEL FROM DESIGNATED ACCESS POINT ALONG

ACCESS ROUTE.

3.2 BULLDOZER PUSHES MATERIAL TO CENTRAL LOCATION.
3.3. EXCAVATOR STATIONED ON ACCESS ROAD SCOOPS MATERIAL FROM

CENTRAL LOCATION.

3.4. EXCAVATOR LOAD MATERIAL INTO ROCK TRUCK.
3.5. ROCK TRUCK USES EXISTING ACCESS ROADS TO HAUL MATERIALS TO

STAGING AREA B.

3.6. MAINTENANCE SHALL BE PERFORMED SUCH THAT IDENTIFIED SENSITIVE

4.

RESOURCES ARE AVOIDED. SENSITIVE RESOURCES ARE LOCATED ON THE
EARTHEN BERM OF SG AS INDICATED ON THE PLAN SHEETS.
CULVERTS UNDER MONUMENT ROAD

4.1. VACTOR TRUCK STATIONED ON MONUMENT ROAD FLUSHES ACCUMULATED

MATERIAL IN CULVERT AND VACUUMS MATERIAL.

4.2. MATERIALS TO BE HAULED TO AN APPROPRIATE DISPOSAL FACILITY.

5.

PILOT CHANNEL

5.1. FOLLOW SG NORTH OF DISNEY CROSSING METHODOLOGY.
5.2. CONSTRUCT NEW TURNAROUND ALONG NORTH BANK AND MAINTAIN

EXISTING TURNAROUNDS.

5.3. PERFORM INSPECTION/MAINTENANCE OF GABION ROCK MATTRESS

6.

LOCATED NEAR CONFLUENCE OF SG AND PILOT CHANNELS.
STAGING AREA B

6.1. ROCK TRUCK TRANSPORTS/DUMPS SPOILS TO STAGING AREA B.
6.2. BULLDOZER MANAGES STOCKPILE.

6.3. LOADER DUMPS MATERIAL INTO DUMP TRUCK.

6.4. DUMP TRUCK HAULS MATERIAL TO STAGING AREA D.

7.

STAGING AREA D

7.1 DUMP TRUCK TRANSPORTS/DUMPS SPOILS TO STAGING AREA D.
7.2. BULLDOZER MANAGES STOCKPILE.
7.3. BACKHOE SEPERATES AND SORTS MATERIALS (WASTE TIRES,VEGETATION,

TRASH) FROM STOCKPILE.

7.4. LOADER DUMPS MATERIAL INTO DUMP TRUCK.
7.5. DUMPTRUCK HAULS TO APPROPRIATE DISPOSAL FACILITY.

POST-CONSTRUCTION

1.
2.

DEMOBILIZE EQUIPMENT.
REMOVE TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION BMPS.
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OTHER BMP REQUIREMENTS:

10.

11

12.

13.

THE MASTER LIST OF BMPs, INCLUDED AS APPENDIX B IN THE WPCP, SHOULD BE
CONSULTED FOR ADDITIONAL BIOLOGICAL, CULTURAL, AND WATER QUALITY
RELATED REQUIREMENTS.

AN ONSITE PRE-MAINTENANCE MEETING SHOULD BE CONDUCTED PRIOR TO
THE START OF THE PROJECT. IN ATTENDANCE AT THE MEETING SHOULD BE
THE: MAINTENANCE CONTRACTOR, CITY STORM WATER DIVISION
REPRESENTATIVES, MITIGATION MONITORING COORDINATOR, QUALIFIED
WATER QUALITY SPECIALIST, PROJECT BIOLOGIST/MONITOR, QUALIFIED
ARCHAEOLOGIST/HISTORICAL MONITOR/PALEONTOLOGICAL MONITOR, AND ANY
OTHER KEY PERSONNEL. SENSITIVE HISTORICAL AND BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
SHOULD BE IDENTIFIED TO BE AVOIDED DURING THE MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES
AS WELL AS ANY CONDITIONS FOR POSSIBLE NIGHT AND/OR WEEKEND WORK.
THE WATER QUALITY SPECIALIST SHOULD IDENTIFY MITIGATION MEASURES,
PROTOCOLS AND BMPs TO BE CARRIED OUT DURING THE MAINTENANCE. THE
MASTER LIST OF BMPs PROVIDES DETAILED INFORMATION ON PROCEDURES TO
BE FOLLOWED.

THE CITY SHALL NOTIFY DFG, IN WRITING, AT LEAST FIVE DAYS PRIOR TO
INITIATION OF CONSTRUCTION (PROJECT) ACTIVITIES AND AT LEAST FIVE DAYS
PRIOR TO COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION (PROJECT) ACTIVITIES, EACH TIME
PROJECT ACTIVITIES OCCUR. NOTIFICATION SHALL BE SENT TO DFG'S SOUTH
COAST OFFICE, ATTN: STREAMBED ALTERATION PROGRAM - SM #
1600-2011-0271-R5.

AVOID THE INTRODUCTION OF INVASIVE PLANT SPECIES WITH PHYSICAL
EROSION CONTROL MEASURES.

REMOVE ARUNDO THROUGH ONE, OR A COMBINATION OF, THE FOLLOWING
METHODS : (1) FOLIAR SPRAY (SPRAYING HERBICIDE ON LEAVES AND STEMS
WITHOUT CUTTING FIRST) WHEN ARUNDO OCCURS IN MONOTYPIC STANDS, OR
(2) CUT AND PAINT (CUTTING STEMS CLOSE TO THE GROUND AND SPRAYING OR
PAINTING HERBICIDE ON CUT STEM SURFACE) WHEN ARUNDO IS INTERMIXED
WITH NATIVE PLANTS. WHEN SEDIMENT SUPPORTING ARUNDO MUST BE
REMOVED, THE SEDIMENT SHALL BE EXCAVATED TO A DEPTH SUFFICIENT TO
REMOVE THE RHIZOMES, WHEREVER FEASIBLE. FOLLOWING REMOVAL OF
SEDIMENT CONTAINING RHIZOMES, LOOSE RHIZOME MATERIAL SHALL BE
REMOVED FROM THE CHANNEL AND DISPOSED OFFSITE. AFTER THE INITIAL
TREATMENT, THE AREA OF REMOVAL SHALL BE INSPECTED ON A QUARTERLY
BASIS FOR UP TWO YEARS, OR UNTIL NO RESPROUTING IS OBSERVED DURING
AN INSPECTION. IF RESPROUTING IS OBSERVED, THE CUT AND PAINT METHOD
SHALL BE APPLIED TO ALL RESPROUTS.

PRIOR TO COMMENCING ANY MAINTENANCE ACTIVITY WHICH MAY IMPACT
SENSITIVE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES, THE MONITORING BIOLOGIST SHALL
VERIFY THAT THE FOLLOWING ACTIONS HAVE BEEN TAKEN, AS APPROPRIATE:
FENCING, FLAGGING, SIGNAGE, OR OTHER MEANS TO PROTECT SENSITIVE
RESOURCES TO REMAIN AFTER MAINTENANCE HAS BEEN IMPLEMENTED;
NOISE ATTENUATION MEASURES NEEDED TO PROTECT SENSITIVE WILDLIFE ARE
IN PLACE AND EFFECTIVE; AND/OR

NESTING RAPTORS HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED AND NECESSARY MAINTENANCE
SETBACKS HAVE BEEN ESTABLISHED IF MAINTENANCE IS TO OCCUR BETWEEN
JANUARY 15 AND AUGUST 31. SEE THE MASTER LIST OF BMPs FOR ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION.

A QUALIFIED BIOLOGICAL MONITOR THAT CAN RECOGNIZE CLAPPER RAILS AND
THEIR VOCALIZATIONS SHALL BE PRESENT DURING ALL THE PROJECT
MAINTENANCE ACTIVITY WITHIN THE CHANNELS, ENFORCE THE LIMITS OF
MAINTENANCE AND ENSURE THAT NO HARM TO CLAPPER RAILS OCCURS.
BEFORE EACH WORKDAY IN THE PILOT CHANNEL BEGINS, THE BIOLOGICAL
MONITOR SHALL WALK UPSTREAM TO DOWNSTREAM ON EITHER SIDE OF THE
CHANNEL TO EVALUATE IF CLAPPER RAILS HAVE ENTERED THE PROJECT AREA.
THE BIOLOGICAL MONITOR WILL FOLLOW PROCEDURES OUTLINED IN THE
MASTER LIST OF BMPs.

CONTRACTOR SHALL HAVE A QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST ON SITE DAILY DURING
PROJECT ACTIVITY TO ENSURE THAT AGREEMENT CONDITIONS ARE BEING MET
AND MINIMIZE IMPACTS TO HABITAT. THE BIOLOGIST WILL BE KNOWLEDGEABLE
OF VIREO BIOLOGY AND ECOLOGY. THE BIOLOGIST SHALL BE AUTHORIZED TO
STOP CONSTRUCTION IF NECESSARY TO PROTECT FISH AND WILDLIFE
RESOURCES. IF ANY PROTECTED SPECIES ARE FOUND THE BIOLOGIST SHALL
INFORM DFG. IF THERE IS A THREAT OF HARM TO ANY PROTECTED SPECIES OR
OTHER AQUATIC WILDLIFE THE BIOLOGIST SHALL HALT CONSTRUCTION AND
NOTIFY DFG. CONSULTATION WITH DFG IS REQUIRED BEFORE RE-COMMENCING
WORK. THE QUALIFIED BIOLOGIST WILL FOLLOW PROCEDURES OUTLINED IN
THE MASTER LIST OF BMPs.

IF ANY WILDLIFE IS ENCOUNTERED DURING THE COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION,
SAID WILDLIFE SHALL BE ALLOWED TO LEAVE THE CONSTRUCTION AREA
UNHARMED.

PRIOR TO THE START OF MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES, ALL HISTORICAL
RESOURCES AREAS SHALL BE FLAGGED, CAPPED OR FENCED.

AREAS IDENTIFIED AS MODERATE TO HIGH POTENTIAL FOR THE OCCURRENCE
OF SIGNIFICANT HISTORICAL RESOURCES SHALL BE IDENTIFIED FOLLOWING
THE PROCEDURES OUTLINES IN THE MASTER LIST OF BMPs. AN
ARCHAEOLOGICAL MONITOR SHALL BE PRESENT ONSITE FULL TIME DURING
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES IN AREAS IDENTIFIED AS ARCHEOLOGICAL
RESOURCES.

IF HUMAN REMAINS ARE DISCOVERED, WORK SHALL HALT IN THAT AREA AND NO
SOIL SHALL BE EXPORTED OFF-SITE UNTIL A DETERMINATION CAN BE MADE.
THE PROCEDURES OUTLINED IN THE MASTER LIST OF BMPs SHALL BE
FOLLOWED.

IF A LISTED SPECIES IS LOCATED WITHIN 500 FEET OF A PROPOSED
MAINTENANCE ACTIVITY AND MAINTENANCE WOULD OCCUR DURING THE

14.

ASSOCIATED BREEDING SEASON, AN ANALYSIS OF THE NOISE GENERATED BY
MAINTENANCE ACTIVITY SHALL BE COMPLETED BY A QUALIFIED ACOUSTICIAN
(POSSESSING CURRENT NOISE ENGINEER LICENSE OR REGISTRATION WITH
MONITORING NOISE LEVEL EXPERIENCE WITH LISTED ANIMAL SPECIES) AND
APPROVED BY THE ADD ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGNEE. THE MASTER LIST OF
BMPs PROVIDES DETAILED INFORMATION ON PROCEDURES TO BE FOLLOWED.

ALL LIGHTING ADJACENT TO, OR WITHIN, THE MHPA SHALL BE SHIELDED,
UNIDIRECTIONAL, LOW PRESSURE SODIUM ILLUMINATION (OR SIMILAR) AND
DIRECTED AWAY FROM SENSITIVE AREAS USING APPROPRIATE PLACEMENT
AND SHIELDS. IF LIGHTING IS REQUIRED FOR NIGHTTIME MAINTENANCE, IT
SHALL BE DIRECTED AWAY FROM THE PRESERVE AND THE TOPS OF ADJACENT
TREES WITH POTENTIALLY NESTING RAPTORS, USING APPROPRIATE
PLACEMENT AND SHIELDING.
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ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS:
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