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Notice of Preparation and Responses 

Agency/ 
Organization 

Date Comment(s) Addressed in EIR 

Federal Agencies 
U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers 
12/15/14 1.Ms. Bradford cannot determine whether the Project would be regulated 

under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act or Section 10 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act.  She directs the lead agency to the Corps’ website to determine 
if the Project needs a permit. 

Table 1-1 identifies the 
anticipated permit 
approvals required for 
implementation of the 
project. 

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 

12/10/14 1. The Project applicant should coordinate with the Army Corps of Engineers 
to determine if there are jurisdictional waters of the US on the Project site. If 
there are, the Draft EIR/EIS should determine the extent of the waters at the 
site and address the requirements listed in Section 404(b)(1) of the Clean 
Water Act. 
2. The Draft EIR/EIS should also consider impacts to aquatic features that are 
not waters of the US and discuss potential mitigation. 
3. The Draft EIR/EIS should describe drainage patterns in the Project area 
and determine whether the Project lies within a 50- or 100-year floodplain.  
The Draft EIR/EIS should also document the Project’s compliance with 
applicable stormwater permitting requirements.  Requirements of a 
stormwater pollution prevention plan should be reflected as needed in the 
document. 
4. The Draft EIR/EIS should include a detailed discussion of air quality 
impacts, including existing conditions, National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards, criteria pollutant nonattainment areas and potential air quality 
impacts of the Project. The letter includes an extensive list of 
recommendations of how to describe, estimate, and mitigate potential air 
quality impacts. 
5. The Draft EIR/EIS should consider the influence of future climate change 
by the Project. 
6. The Draft EIR/EIS should discuss ESA requirements and consult as needed 
with US Fish & Wildlife (USFWS).  Any documents associated with the ESA 
Section 7 consultations should be included in an appendix to the document. 

Table 1-1 identifies the 
anticipated permit 
approvals required for 
implementation of the 
project. Goals, objectives, 
and other general 
information about the 
project is provided in 
Chapter 1, 
Introduction/Purpose and 
Need. Comments specific 
to issue areas have been 
incorporated into 
appropriate sections within 
Chapter 3, Alternatives 
Analysis. 



7. The Project applicant should coordinate across field offices, with USFWS 
and California Department of Fish & Wildlife (CDFW) to ensure the 
consistency of surveying, monitoring, and reporting. 
8. Analysis of impacts and mitigation of covered species should include 
baseline conditions, a description of avoidance, mitigation and conservation 
measures, and a description of efforts to ensure species and habitat 
conservation effectiveness.   
9. If any compensation lands will be acquired, the location and management 
plans for those lands should be discussed in the document.  The document 
should also reflect provisions to ensure that the selected compensatory 
habitat will be protected in perpetuity.   
10. Incorporate discussion with USFWS and CDFW, as well as lessons learned 
from past pipeline projects, into mitigation, monitoring, and reporting 
measures in the Draft EIR/EIS. 
11. The Draft EIR/EIS should describe potential habitat fragmentation and 
impediments to wildlife movement from this Project and others in the 
vicinity. 
12. The report should discuss the need for monitoring, mitigation and, if 
applicable, translocation management plans for sensitive biological 
resources. 
13. The Draft EIR/EIS should describe the extent of potential impacts on 
threatened and endangered species. 
14. The Draft EIR/EIS should describe the location of important habitat areas 
and the efforts that will be taken to preserve them. 
15. The Draft EIR/EIS should describe restoration, erosion control, and 
revegetation efforts within the pipeline ROW and associated facilities.  It 
should also include a Restoration, Revegetation, and Monitoring Plan for the 
restoration effort. 
16. The report should specify an invasive plant management strategy to 
control noxious weeds, including a specification of projected herbicide or 
pesticide use.  The letter suggests a variety of methods to avoid the 
introduction of invasives. 
17. The Draft EIR/EIS should describe post-construction monitoring for 
invasive species, as well as measures that will be taken if infestations are 



found.   
18. The EPA encourages a comprehensive evaluation of impacts from this 
Project on both sides of the international border. The Draft EIR/EIS should 
identify Mexican actions connected to this Project and discuss the 
applicability of Executive Order 11214,  
“Environmental Effects Abroad of Major Federal Actions”.   
19. The Draft EIR/EIS should include a clear, objective statement of the 
purpose and need for the proposed Project. 
20. The Draft EIR/EIS should evaluate a robust range of alternatives, and 
should describe how each was developed and how each would address the 
Project objectives. The alignment alternatives analysis should include a 
discussion of environmentally preferable routes for the pipeline. 
21. The Draft EIR/EIS should clearly describe the rationale used to determine 
significance of impacts for each alignment alternative.   
22. The Draft EIR/EIS should identify projected hazardous waste types and 
volumes, as well as storage, management, and disposal plans.  Mitigation 
measures should also be included.  Alternate industrial processes using less 
toxic materials should be considered. 
23. The EPA provides an extensive set of guidelines for considering the 
Project’s cumulative impacts.  It encourages the Project applicant to consider 
transboundary impacts, and to prepare mitigation measures that will 
address all cumulative impacts. 
24. The Draft EIR/EIS should describe any consultations that take place 
between the Project applicant and any tribal governments.  This description 
should include issues that were raised and how those issues were addressed. 
25. The Draft EIR/EIS should consider both historical resources under the 
NHPA and Indian sacred sites as specified in Executive Order 13007. It should 
summarize all coordination with tribes and identification of NRHP historical 
sites, as incorporated in a Cultural Resources Management Plan. 
26. The Draft EIR/EIS should include an evaluation of whether environmental 
justice populations exist within the Project area. If such populations exist, 
the document should address the potential for those populations to 
experience disproportionate adverse impacts and include approaches to 
foster public participation by those populations. 



27. The document should discuss how the Project will support or conflict 
pre-existing land use plans and policies for the Project area. 
28. The Draft EIR/EIS should assess potential for exposure to the fungus 
Coccidioides and potential exposure for workers and nearby residents to the 
Valley Fever it causes. Exposure could result from soil-disturbing activities 
during Project construction. The document should describe prevention and 
mitigation measures to protect workers and residents. 

State Agencies 
Native American 

Heritage 
Commission 

12/5/14 1. The letter outlines the steps that should be taken to assess the existence 
of significant historical resources.  Suggested steps include a records search 
at a regional archaeological information center, a field survey (if necessary), 
a Sacred Lands File Check, and acquisition of a list of appropriate Native 
American contacts.  This contact list was attached to the letter. The letter 
adds that lead agencies should prepare mitigation measures for evaluation 
of any archeological resources accidentally discovered in the course of the 
Project. 

Historical and 
archaeological resources 
are discussed in Section 
3.3, Cultural and 
Paleontological Resources. 

California 
Department of 
Transportation 

12/8/14 1. Caltrans has no comments at this time. N/A 

State 
Clearinghouse 

11/14/14 1. This letter is a copy of the NOP as it was sent out to reviewing agencies. N/A 

Regional/Local Agencies 
County of San 

Diego Planning and 
Development 

Services 

12/12/14 1. All of the Project alignment alternatives appear to impact the only access 
road to the expansive East Mesa detention complex.  Impacts to this road 
cannot interrupt regular and emergency services to the complex.   
2. The Project cannot affect the complex’s perimeter security road, 
particularly where the route runs between the Firing Range/ Training 
operation and the Otay Water District’s reservoir.    
3. Any facilities or underground access points installed for the Project would 
need to consider both the operation and the “safety danger zone” of the 
firing range/training operation. 
4. Any pipeline that would cross the access to the East Mesa complex would 
need to have blowout prevention to protect the roadway, which is built on 
fill material.  Any new pipeline would need to have automatic shutoff valves. 

Table 1-1 identifies the 
permits anticipated to be 
required to implement the 
project. Comments specific 
to issue areas have been 
incorporated into 
appropriate sections within 
Chapter 3, Alternatives 
Analysis. Combined 
impacts with other projects 
in the vicinity are 
addressed in Chapter 4, 



If the Project is determined to have potentially significant adverse impacts to 
unincorporated County land and/or County facilities, the letter directs the 
Project proponent to the County’s environmental impact guidelines, 
available 
at http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/pds/procguid.html. 
5. The Project should include an air quality analysis which complies with San 
Diego Air Pollution Control District’s construction and operation standards.  
Regulations that are often relevant to this type of project are included and 
suggested in the letter. 
6. The Project should follow County guidelines in regards to significance of 
biological resources.  All undeveloped land in the East Otay Mesa is 
considered to be occupied by Western Burrowing Owls, impacts to which 
require a 1:1 mitigation.  The County’s  western burrowing owl strategy can 
be found at  
http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/dam/sdc/dplu/docs/Biological_Re
port_Format.pdf. 
7. The Project area is located within the County’s Multiple Species 
Conservation Program (MSCP) South County Subarea Plan Amendment Area.  
If incidental take from the Project is going to be covered under the MSCP, 
the letter suggests early coordination with County PDS staff. 
8. All of the proposed alignment alternatives appear to transverse County 
roads and right-of-way (ROW). The Project’s EIR/EIS should consider the 
potential traffic impacts of construction, particularly any reconstruction 
required by undergrounding. 
9. This comment specifies that any areas damaged by construction will need 
to be repaired to DPW’s standards, which are detailed here:  
http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/dpw/engineer/engineerpdf/designstds.pdf 
and here: http://www.regional-stds.com/home/book/drawings/section-g 
10. The EIR/EIS should ensure that the Project would not preclude future 
County roads or facilities. 
11. Work within the County ROW will require County permits, particularly an 
encroachment permit with construction traffic control plans. 
12. If construction occurs after December 2015, applicable storm water 
regulation will change from the 2007 MS4 permit and County stormwater 

Cumulative Impacts. 

http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/pds/procguid.html
http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/dam/sdc/dplu/docs/Biological_Report_Format.pdf
http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/dam/sdc/dplu/docs/Biological_Report_Format.pdf
http://www.regional-stds.com/home/book/drawings/section-g


guidelines to the 2013 MS4 permit.  Activities before December 2015 are 
subject to the 2007 permit. 
13. The alignment for Lone Star Road will need to be coordinated with the 
improvement plans for “Otay Crossings Commerce Park”, another project 
currently being processed by PDS. 

County of San 
Diego Solid Waste 
Local Enforcement 

Agency 

12/11/14 1. Depending on the alignment alternative selected, the Project may cross 
either an access road to the planned East Otay Mesa Recycling Collection 
Center and Landfill or the footprint of the landfill itself.  The letter notes that 
conveyances within 1,000 feet of the landfill would require measures to 
prevent the migration of landfill gas through the pipeline. 

Other projects in the 
vicinity are addressed in 
Chapter 4, Cumulative 
Impacts. 

Other Organizations 
San Diego County 

Archaeological 
Society 

11/24/14 1. SDCAS wishes to be included in the distribution of the DEIR and would like 
a copy of the cultural resources technical report. 

N/A 

National 
Enterprises, Inc. 

12/5/14 1. This company owns lands surrounding the proposed alignment 
alternatives’ routes and is currently permitting the East Otay Mesa Recycling 
Collection Center and Landfill (EOMRL). The letter states National 
Enterprises, Inc.’s support for Alignment Alternative No. 2, as it has the least 
impact on the EOMRL’s access road and aligns with SDGE’s pre-existing 
transmission pole easement. National Enterprises, Inc. also included 
conceptual maps of the planned facility. 

Other projects in the 
vicinity are addressed in 
Chapter 4, Cumulative 
Impacts. 

 



Notice of Preparation/Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Otay Mesa Conveyance and Disinfection System Project 

DATE:  November 14, 2014  
 
FEDERAL LEAD AGENCY:        CEQA LEAD AGENCY: 
United States Department of State    Otay Water District 
Bureau of Oceans and International     2554 Sweetwater Springs Boulevard 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs    Spring Valley, California 91978-2004 
Office of Environmental Quality  and    Attention: Lisa Coburn-Boyd 
Transboundary Issues  
2201 C Street, NW, Suite 2727         
Washington, D.C. 20520  
Attention: Jill E. Reilly 
      
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

The proposed project would entail construction of a potable water pipeline and associated facilities to 
convey desalinated sea water produced in Mexico into the District’s service area in southern San Diego 
County, California.  The scope of the proposed project for the purpose of environmental review pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and consistent with the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) is limited to the portion of the proposed project within the jurisdiction of the U.S.  The scope 
does not include the proposed desalination plant in Rosarito, Mexico or associated pipeline infrastructure 
in Mexico.  Within the U.S., the proposed project would involve the construction and operation of an 
approximately four-mile long (depending on the selected alternative)  potable water pipeline with a set 
diameter of between 48 and 54 inches, and a metering station within the Otay Mesa area of the County 
of San Diego just north of the United States (U.S.)/Mexico border.  Additionally, a pump station and/or 
disinfection facility may be constructed if needed.   

The proposed project would enable the District to import and convey desalinated potable water from a 
connection point at the U.S./Mexico border north to the District’s existing Roll Reservoir.  The proposed 
Mexican desalination plant (not a part of the proposed project) is envisioned to produce 100 million 
gallons per day (MGD) of desalinated sea water.  The District intends to initially purchase approximately 
20-25 MGD of desalinated sea water, and ultimately increase the amount to 50 MGD.  Due to seasonal 
variation in demand, the District anticipates that 10 MGD would be conveyed in the winter months, and 
up to 50 MGD would be conveyed during peak demand periods in the summer months.  Numerous 
alignment (routing) options were considered; however, after initial consideration of environmental and 
engineering opportunities and constraints, the District has chosen three alternative alignments 
considered the most feasible, and will address those alignments in the Environmental Impact 
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). 

The District will be responsible for approving the expenditure of public funds for the proposed project and 
DOS will be responsible for determining whether the proposed project serves the national interest 
pursuant to Executive Order 13337, and if so, issuing a Presidential Permit authorizing the construction, 
connection, operation, and maintenance of the cross-border pipeline facility.   

PROJECT LOCATION: 

The proposed project is generally located in the southwestern portion of San Diego County, in the 

community of Otay Mesa, immediately adjacent to the U.S./Mexico border, east of Interstate 5, 

Interstate 805 and State Route 125.  More specifically, the proposed project is located within the East 
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Otay Mesa Specific Plan, which lies between the Otay River Valley to the north, U.S./Mexico border to 

the south, San Ysidro Mountains to the east, and City of San Diego Otay Mesa Community Plan Area to 

the west. 

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: 

The District will be the State CEQA Lead Agency and the DOS will be the Federal NEPA Lead Agency for 
the environmental review of the proposed project.  The District and DOS are jointly reviewing the 
proposed project pursuant to CEQA and consistent with NEPA, respectively, and will prepare a joint 
EIR/EIS to identify and assess potential environmental impacts, mitigation measures, and alternatives 
associated with the proposed project.  The District and DOS have determined that an EIR/EIS is the 
appropriate environmental document for the proposed project because there is substantial evidence 
that some aspects of the proposed project individually or cumulatively may have a significant effect on 
the environment. The EIR/EIS will identify the purpose and need for the proposed project, project 
alternatives including the no action alternative, the affected environment, impacts of the project 
alternatives, and proposed mitigation measures.  Environmental issues that may require detailed 
analysis include, but are not necessarily limited to, the following: Air Quality; Biological Resources; 
Cultural Resources; Geology and Soils; Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG); Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials; Hydrology and Water Quality; Noise; Socioeconomics/Environmental Justice; and 
Transportation/Traffic.  Based on the preliminary scope of the proposed project, technical studies will 
be prepared for the following issues: air quality/GHG, biological resources, cultural resources, geology 
and soils, hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, noise, and traffic.  

SCOPING PERIOD: 

The District and DOS have issued this NOP/NOI, and are seeking review and comments within 30 days 
from relevant federal, tribal, state, and local government entities, interested parties, and the public about 
the scope of the EIR/EIS, alternatives and analyses, pursuant to CEQA Section 21153(a), California Code of 
Regulations, Title 14, section 15082(a) and 15083, and consistent with the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (as implemented by the Council on Environmental Quality Regulations found at 40 CFR 1500-
1508).  The comment period for the NOP/NOI begins on November 14, 2014 and ends on December 13, 
2014.    

A copy of this NOP/NOI is available on the proposed project’s website: www.owd-desalconveyance.com. 
The California Office of Planning and Research is responsible for coordinating state level review of the 
CEQA/NEPA document.  Additionally, DOS will publish the NOP/NOI in the Federal Register pursuant to 
CEQ Regulations, Sections 1501.7 and 1508.22.  Once the NOP/NOI is published in the Federal Register, 
the 30-day scoping/comment period begins consistent with NEPA.  The District and DOS will also 
undertake any consultations required by applicable laws or regulations, including the National Historic 
Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470, et  seq.). 

All comments in response to the NOP/NOI must be submitted by December 13, 2014.  Comments may be 
submitted by following a link on the proposed project’s website (see above) or at www.regulations.gov 
by entering the title of this Notice into the search field and following the prompts.  Comments may also 
be submitted by mail at the addresses listed above.  All comments should indicate a contact person for 
each agency or organization, if applicable. 

All comments received during the scoping period may be made public, no matter how initially submitted.  
Comments are not private and will not be edited to remove identifying or contact information.  

http://www.owd-desalconveyance.com/
http://www.regulations.gov/
file://///washdc.state.sbu/stateshares/OESDRLProfile$/_Desktop/reillyje/Desktop/hAll%20comments%20received%20during%20the%20additional%20scoping%20period%20will%20be%20made%20public,%20no
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Commenters are cautioned against including any information that they would not want publicly disclosed.  
Any party soliciting or aggregating comments from other persons is further requested to direct those 
persons not to include any identifying or contact information, or information they would not want publicly 
disclosed, in their comments. 

 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING: 
 
A public scoping meeting regarding the EIR/EIS will be held from 5:00 PM to 8:00 PM on Tuesday, 
December 2, 2014 at the District’s office at 2554 Sweetwater Springs Boulevard, Spring Valley, CA 91978 
in the District’s Board Room. Cooperating and Responsible Agencies, as well as any interested agencies, 
organizations and members of the public are invited to attend. 
 

Attachments: 1) Proposed Alternatives Map 



FIGURE 1
Proposed Alternatives
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December 12, 2014 
 
Lisa Coburn-Boyd 
Otay Water District 
2554 Sweetwater Springs Boulevard 
Spring Valley, CA 91978-2004 
 
Jill E. Reilly 
United State Department of State 
Bureau of Ocean and International  
Environmental and Scientific Affairs 
Office of Environmental Quality and  
Transboundary Issues 
2201 C Street, NW Suite 2727 
Washington, D.C. 20520 
 
Via email to: Lisa.Coburn-Boyd@otaywater.gov 
Ms. Coburn-Boyd and Ms. Reilly, 

The County of San Diego (County) has received and reviewed the Notice of Preparation/Notice 
of Intent (NOP) to prepare an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIR/EIS) for the Otay Mesa Conveyance and Disinfection System Project, dated November 
14, 2014. County Planning & Development Services (PDS), Department of Public Works 
(DPW), Department of General Services (DGS) and Sheriff’s Department staff has completed 
their review and have the following comments regarding this document: 

General Comments 

1. All three of the proposed project alignment alternatives appear that they would impact the 
only access road to the East Mesa detention complex, which includes the East Mesa 
Detention & Reentry Facility, the George Bailey Detention Facility, the Central Production 
facility (food, laundry and warehouses) for the entire County detention system, the East 
Mesa Juvenile Detention Facility, the Sheriff Firing Range/Training operation, as well as a 
1,000 inmate private detention facility next to the George Bailey Detention Facility. Road 
closure or lane closure due to construction of this new pipeline would significantly impact 
the County’s ability to provide regular access, system-wide services and emergency 
services to the East Mesa complex. 

MARK WARDLAW 
DIRECTOR 

PHONE (858) 694-2962 
FAX (858) 694-2555 

 
 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
5510 OVERLAND AVENUE, SUITE 310, SAN DIEGO, CA 92123 

www.sdcounty.ca.gov/pds 
 

DARREN GRETLER 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 
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FAX (858) 694-2555 
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2. The proposed project must ensure that the existing perimeter security road is not affected; 

especially where the route runs between the Firing Range/Training operation and Otay 
Water District’s reservoir. 

3. The location of any above-ground facilities/appurtenances, or maintenance access for any 
below-grade facilities should consider the operations and safety danger zone of the existing 
County firing range. 

4. The current pipeline has automatic shutoff valves at both ends of the section crossing the 
canyon in case of pipe rupture to protect the roadway which is built on fill. Any pipeline that 
crosses the access to the East Mesa complex needs to have blowout prevention, 
consistent with the current pipeline, to protect the roadway. 

5. The County, Land Use and Environment Group has developed Guidelines for Determining 
Significance that are used to determine the significance of environmental impacts and 
mitigation options for addressing potentially significant impacts in the unincorporated 
portions of the County. Project impacts that could have potentially significant adverse 
effects to the unincorporated County and/or County facilities should evaluate and mitigate 
environmental impacts using these guidelines, available online at: 
http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/pds/procguid.html. 

Air Quality 

6. The Air Quality analysis should adhere to standards of the San Diego Air Pollution Control 
District (APCD) to reduce air pollutant emissions during construction and operation of the 
Project.  Key APCD rules that are applied to similar projects within the County's jurisdiction 
include: 

• Rule 50 regulating visible emissions from construction activities; 

• Rule 51 regulating nuisance impacts from air emissions; 

• Rule 55 regulating fugitive dust emissions from construction activities; 

• Rule 1200 regulating toxic air contaminants from new stationary sources; and 

• Air Toxics Control Measure for Stationary Compression Ignition Engines. 

Biological Resources 

7. The project could have potentially significant adverse effects to the biological resources in 
unincorporated county. The EIR should evaluate the impacts and propose mitigation 
according to the County’s Guidelines for Determining Significance and Report Format and 
Content Requirements for Biological Resources.  The County considers all undeveloped 
land in the unincorporated area of East Otay Mesa to be occupied by Burrowing Owls. The 
County’s Burrowing Owl Strategy identifies a standard approach to mitigating those 
unavoidable impacts to burrowing owls and requires 1:1 mitigation of impacts to Burrowing 
Owl habitat. The County’s Strategy can be found in Attachment A of the Report Format and 

http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/pds/procguid.html
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Content Requirement guidelines available online at:   
http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/dam/sdc/dplu/docs/Biological_Report_Format.pdf. 

8. The proposed project area is located within the County Multiple Species Conservation 
Program (MSCP), South County Subarea Plan Amendment Area. Should your agency wish 
to have project impacts covered under the County’s MSCP for incidental take, then early 
coordination with County PDS staff is recommended.  

Transportation/Traffic 

9. All three of the proposed alternatives appear to traverse County roads and right-of-way 
(ROW).  County roads clearly impacted by the project include Paseo de la Fuente and Alta 
Road.  Undergrounding in or along any County roadway may require significant 
reconstruction of the existing roadway. The EIR/EIS should note the expected construction 
timeline and assess the potential traffic impacts due to construction. 

10. All paved and unpaved areas damaged, disturbed, or removed by the work permitted shall 
be repaired to the satisfaction of DPW’s Private Development Construction Inspection and 
Road Maintenance Sections.  The final surface treatment on County roads is to match the 
existing surface type.  The only acceptable trench restoration details are Standard DS-22, 
Regional Standard Drawing G-24-Type A for asphalt, G-25–Type C for Concrete, and G-
25-Type D for mixed asphalt and concrete sections, as defined by the Regional and County 
Design Standards.  

• County Design Standards:  
http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/dpw/engineer/engineerpdf/designstds.pdf 

• San Diego Regional Standards:   
http://www.regional-stds.com/home/book/drawings/section-g 

11. The potential pipeline alignments appear (Figure 1) to traverse areas where there currently 
are no existing roads.  The EIR/EIS should note that the project applicant will coordinate 
with the County PDS and DPW to ensure that the pipeline does not conflict with and/or 
preclude future County roads and facilities.  

12. Any and all work within the County’s ROW will require permits from the County.  The 
EIR/EIS should note that the project will require an encroachment permit and 
accompanying traffic control plans to identify traffic operation and safety measures during 
project construction. 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

13. If the timing of construction for this project occurs after December 2015, the project will 
need to adhere to the storm water quality standards in the 2013 Municipal Separate 
Sanitary Sewer System (MS4) Permit (Order No. R9-2013-0001). For construction activities 
occurring before December 2015, the storm water quality standards from 2007 MS4 Permit 

http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/dam/sdc/dplu/docs/Biological_Report_Format.pdf
http://www.sandiegocounty.gov/dpw/engineer/engineerpdf/designstds.pdf
http://www.regional-stds.com/home/book/drawings/section-g




















 

Appendix C 
List of Technical Reports 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Technical Reports – Available on Request 

Air Quality and Climate Change Evaluation 
Biological Resources Technical Report 
Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Water Quality Evaluation 
Major Stormwater Management Plan 
Noise and Vibration Technical Report 
Traffic Impact Study (TIS) 
List of Proposed Mitigation Measures 
 
Confidential 
Confidential Cultural Report 
(All confidential records and maps are on file at the Department and the District) 

 


	Appendix C_Technical Report List.pdf
	Appendix C_List of Technical Reports
	List of Technical Reports


