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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 PROJECT SUMMARY 

The Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work Project (Project) is addressed in this Addendum for 

consistency with the 2018 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) for the University of 

California (UC) San Diego La Jolla Campus and the certified Program Environmental Impact 

Report (EIR) assessing the environmental impacts of implementing the plan (SCH No. 

2016111019). 

Project name:  Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work Project 

Project location:  University of California, San Diego  

Lead agency’s 

name and address:  

The Regents of the University of California 

1111 Franklin Street 

Oakland, CA 94607 

Contact person:  Lauren Kahal Lievers, Senior Planner 

UC San Diego Campus Planning Office 

Project sponsor’s 

name and address:  

UC San Diego  

9500 Gilman Drive, MC 0074 

La Jolla, California 92093-0074 

Location of 

administrative 

record:  

UC San Diego Campus Planning Office 

10280 North Torrey Pines Road, Suite 460 

La Jolla, CA 92093 

Previously 

Certified 2018 

LRDP Program EIR: 

The 2018 LRDP is a comprehensive land use plan that guides 

physical development on campus to accommodate projected 

enrollment increases and new program initiatives. The 2018 LRDP 

and its EIR are available at the following locations: 

• UC San Diego Campus Planning Office in Torrey Pines Center 

South, Suite 460, 10280 North Torrey Pines Road, La Jolla, CA. 

• Online at: http://lrdp.ucsd.edu/campus/review/final.html 

 

http://lrdp.ucsd.edu/campus/review/final.html
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1.2 PURPOSE OF CONSISTENCY REVIEW 

This document provides a project-level review of whether the Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site 

Work Project (Project) is consistent with the scope of activities identified in the 2018 LRDP 

and covered in the environmental impact evaluation in the 2018 LRDP EIR. This document 

will also serve as the Project-specific Addendum to the 2018 LRDP Program EIR, as 

described in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) determination below. 

The 2018 LRDP is a comprehensive land use plan that guides physical development on 

campus to accommodate projected enrollment increases and expanded and new program 

initiatives (UC San Diego 2018a). The 2018 LRDP EIR was prepared in accordance with 

Section 15168 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and California 

Public Resources Code, Section 21094, and analyzed the environmental impacts of the 

2018 LRDP (UC San Diego 2018b). The 2018 LRDP EIR (Volume I) analyzes full 

implementation of uses and physical development proposed under the 2018 LRDP and 

identifies measures to mitigate the significant adverse program-level and cumulative 

impacts associated with that growth. 

This Addendum documents whether the site-specific development proposed by the Project 

is consistent with the objectives, land use plans and development and population forecasts 

contained in the 2018 LRDP and is covered by the 2018 LRDP EIR pursuant to Section 

15168(c) of the CEQA Guidelines, which states, “subsequent activities in the program must 

be examined in the light of the program EIR to determine whether an additional 

environmental document must be prepared.” Pursuant to Section 15168(c)(4), an agency 

should use “…a written checklist or similar device to document the evaluation of the site 

and the activity to determine whether the environmental effects of the operation were 

covered in the program EIR.” This Addendum also documents that none of the conditions 

described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR 

have occurred and an addendum to the 2018 LRDP EIR may be prepared (14 CCR 15164).  
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1.3 CEQA DETERMINATION 

UC San Diego previously prepared the 2018 LRDP EIR and on the basis of this evaluation 

and pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines: 

 I find that the Project WOULD NOT have new significant effects on the 

environment have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the 

Project will be undertaken, and no new information of substantial importance to 

the Project has been identified. However, minor technical changes or additions 

are necessary, and in accordance with §15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, an 

ADDENDUM has been prepared. 

 I find that although the Project WOULD have one or more new significant effects on 

the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because new 

project-specific mitigation measures have been identified that would reduce the 

effects to a less than significant level. In accordance with §15162 of the State CEQA 

Guidelines, a TIERED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION has been prepared. 

 I find that the Project MAY have a new significant effect on the environment that 

was not adequately addressed in the previous EIR or a significant effect previously 

examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the previous EIR, and 

there may not be feasible mitigation which would reduce the new significant effect 

to a less than significant level. In accordance with §15162 of the State CEQA 

Guidelines, a TIERED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

  

 

  

Signature of Project Sponsor 

 

 

 

May 18, 2021  

Date 
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2.1 REGIONAL LOCATION AND SETTING 

The UC San Diego La Jolla campus is located adjacent to the communities of La Jolla and 

University City, within the northwest portion of the City of San Diego (see Figure 2-1 of the 

2018 LRDP Program EIR). UC San Diego’s campus is generally composed of three distinct, 

but contiguous, geographical areas: the Scripps Institution of Oceanography (SIO) portion 

of the campus (178.7 acres), the western area of the campus (West Campus, 634.8 acres), 

and the eastern area of the campus (East Campus, 265.7 acres). The East and West 

Campuses are bisected by Interstate 5 [I-5]. The La Jolla del Sol housing complex (12 acres) 

is located southeast of these larger geographical areas and not contiguous to the campus. 

Refer to Section 2.2 of the 2018 LRDP EIR for additional description on each of the campus 

areas. Also included in the 2018 LRDP are the beach properties, consisting of the Audrey 

Geisel House and an adjacent coastal canyon and beachfront parcel (25.8 acres), and the 

Torrey Pines Gliderport, Torrey Pines Center and Torrey Pines Court (41.0 acres). The 2018 

LRDP addresses campus properties that encompass a total of 1,158 acres in La Jolla, 

California (see Figure 2-2 of the 2018 LRDP EIR). 

2.2 PROJECT SITE AND SETTING 

The proposed Project would be located on the West Campus, which is situated between 

Genesee Avenue to the north, La Jolla Village Drive to the south, North Torrey Pines Road to 

the west, and I-5 to the east (see Figure 1, Regional Map, and Figure 2, Project Vicinity). The 

West Campus is the largest and most developed of the three areas of the La Jolla Campus 

with approximately 11 million gross square feet (GSF) of total building space on 

approximately 635 acres of land. Seven undergraduate colleges and four professional 

schools are located on this portion of the campus. In addition to academic instruction and 

research facilities, the West Campus includes libraries; theaters; and student activity, 

administrative, sports/recreational, housing, dining, a central utilities plant, a satellite utility 

plant, campus services, and parking facilities (UC San Diego 2018a). 

The Project site is located within the Pepper Canyon Neighborhood on the eastern edge of 

West Campus (see Figure 2-6 of the 2018 LRDP Program EIR). The Project site is located on 

a total of approximately 2.35 acres within a small canyon (“Pepper Canyon”), bound by the 

future Rupertus Walk to the north, The Village at Pepper Canyon East and Matthews 
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Apartments to the east, Gilman Drive to the south, and The Village at Pepper Canyon West 

to the west. (Note The Village at Pepper Canyon West was previously known as Sixth 

College Residence Halls, which relocated to North Torrey Pines Living and Learning 

Neighborhood). An elevated Light Rail Transit (LRT) guideway travels over the canyon, with 

the UC San Diego Central Campus Trolley Station (“Central Campus Trolley Station”) located 

at the northern edge of the canyon. The land use designation for the Project site in the 

2018 LRDP is the Urban Forest category of Open Space Preserve, with surrounding land 

uses including Academic Mixed-Use to the west (The Village at Pepper Canyon West), 

Academic to the north and south (Structural and Materials Engineering Building and 

Biomedical Sciences Buildings) and Housing to the east (Matthews Apartments and The 

Village at Pepper Canyon East) (see Figure 3.5: LRDP Land Use Plan in the 2018 LRDP; UC 

San Diego 2018a). 

The Project site is located within a construction zone associated with the San Diego County 

Association of Governments (SANDAG) Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project which is 

currently constructing the LRT line and Central Campus Trolley Station and will enter the 

testing phase summer 2021, with operation expected in late 2021. The LRT line and station 

are elevated over the proposed Project site and are supported by several large columns, 

one of which is located within the limits of the proposed Project. The proposed Project is 

designed to be integrated with the adjacent projects’ post-construction conditions, 

including the future level of grade and utilities connections. 
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2.3 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

Pepper Canyon was completely altered during construction of the LRT line and associated 

Central Campus Station and requires re-grading and re-vegetation. While the majority of 

this restoration work is being completed by SANDAG as part of the Mid-Coast Corridor 

Transit Project, the proposed Project would include additional improvements in portions of 

the canyon. The canyon is also a site identified for a regional stormwater facility planned 

for by the 2018 LRDP. Therefore, the proposed Project would include the installation of 

landscape improvements, hardscape improvements, and a Regional Storm Water Quality 

Basin within an approximately 2.35-acre area of the canyon below the Central Campus 

Trolley Station LRT line. 

Pepper Canyon is classified as the ‘Urban Forest’ designation of the Open Space Preserve 

land use category and has a series of special features that distinguish it from other Open 

Space Preserve areas. First, it is unique by its association with the new Central Campus 

Trolley Station and surrounding transit-oriented development and would provide a 

gateway function for those arriving on campus via light rail. Second, it would function as 

the central open space for the existing housing facilities to the east and the west of the 

Canyon and would integrate these two areas. Third, it would function as a corridor for 

major bicycle and pedestrian routes and would be a destination for recreation and respite 

from busy campus life.  

A small off-site riparian area is located within the southwest area of the canyon; however, is 

not within the proposed Project limits and would not be impacted by the proposed Project.  

2.4 PROJECT OBJECTIVES 

UC San Diego has identified the following objectives for the proposed Project: 

• Improve a portion of the disturbed canyon consistent with the Urban Forest 

designation of the Open Space Preserve as an important visual and physical center to 

the Pepper Canyon Neighborhood. 

• Integrate the open space with the Pepper Canyon Light Rail Transit Station and 

surrounding academic and housing land uses by establishing a multi-modal path that 

is consistent with the “Urban Forest” designation.  

• Provide a Regional Storm Water Quality Basin that will mitigate peak flow runoff from 

and provide water quality treatment for surrounding existing and planned 

development. 
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• Implement Low Impact Development (LID) opportunities with respect to storm water 

management, landscape, planting, and hardscape design. 

These objectives are consistent with the overall objectives of the 2018 LRDP (see Section 

2.3 of the 2018 LRDP Program EIR), as described in Section 3.1 of this Addendum. 

2.5 PROJECT FEATURES 

2.5.1 Project Components 

The Project proposes improvements within Pepper Canyon, which is a small canyon 

designated as the Urban Forest category of the Open Space Preserve, surrounded by 

existing development and an approximately 63-acre drainage tributary area. The proposed 

Project involves landscape improvements, hardscape improvements (including the East 

Rim Multimodal Path), and a Regional Storm Water Quality Basin which are described in 

more detail in the following subsections. 

Table 2-1 lists the areas within each project component and the associated acreage and/or 

square feet within the overall 2.35-acre Project site, and Figure 3, Site Boundary Map, 

depicts the site boundary for each component of the Project. The components are 

described in detail in the following subsections. 

Table 2-1 

Project Components 

Project Component 

Approximate 

Area 

East Rim Multimodal Path 783 linear feet long 

Urban Forest Open Space Preserve Area 2.35 acres 

Regional Storm Water Quality Basin 34,000 square feet 
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2.5.2 Landscape Improvements 

Pepper Canyon was completely altered during construction of the LRT line and associated 

Central Campus Trolley Station and requires complete re-vegetation. The revegetation is 

planned to be installed in phases with the majority currently being installed by SANDAG as 

part of the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project and a portion installed during the proposed 

Project. The landscape improvements that would be installed during the proposed Project 

would only include those areas of the canyon directly impacted by the construction of the 

East Rim Multimodal Path and around the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. See Figure 3 

for the limits of work for the path.  

The tree and understory planting palette for Pepper Canyon would be focused on native 

and/or climate adaptive, non-invasive ornamental species. A 50-foot setback from the rail 

line would prevent trees from being planted in the center of Pepper Canyon but would 

allow for trees to be planted further away. The slopes of the canyon within the Project 

limits would be planted with species that provide good coverage and deep rooting to 

support other measures for stabilization and erosion control. The existing off-site riparian 

area in the canyon bottom would remain in its undisturbed, natural state).  

Less flammable plant and tree species would be selected as required by the UC San Diego 

Fire Marshall. All LRT clearances and easements would be addressed per agreements 

negotiated with the City of San Diego and MTS. All new landscape planting would be kept at 

heights less than 3-feet per San Diego Fire Department requirements and dense zones of 

trees would be avoided to ensure good visibility. Per the Campus Fire Marshall, landscaping 

in the Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space Preserve would comply with strict control 

over flammable plant and tree species. These policies would not apply to the existing 

wetland vegetation in the canyon, which would be protected. The Urban Forest area would 

also require irrigation and maintenance of plant species as “low ground mounds,” and the 

area would be maintained on an annual or as-needed basis to remove dead, dying or 

diseased materials from the vegetation. Adherence to these conditions would help to 

convert the area from its currently designated ‘Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone’ 

(VHFHSZ) to an ‘urban park’ like environment. 
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The tree, groundcover, and basin planting palettes that would be included are pictured 

below.
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2.5.3 Hardscape Improvements  

Pepper Canyon provides a series of benefits for the adjacent communities, but its steep 

canyon slopes and significant elevation changes also make it a barrier by preventing easy 

access across the canyon. The proposed Project would address access and security 

concerns in the Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space Preserve by providing the East 

Rim Multimodal Path that has been designed to provide easy access, visibility, and lighting.  

The East Rim Multimodal Trail would be a 16-foot-wide multimodal asphalt pathway along the 

eastern rim of the canyon to accommodate pedestrians and micromobility (bicycle, 

skateboards, scooters, etc.) travelers from the Central Campus Trolley Station to the corner of 

Gilman Drive and Gilman North Drive, where travelers can transition to sidewalks and bicycle 

lanes. Lighting of the trail would be designed and installed in accordance with the UC San Diego 

Outdoor Lighting Policy and kept to the minimum illumination necessary for public safety.   

Retaining walls would be required in two areas on the west side of the pathway due to the 

slope. Rustic trails would provide additional access to the Canyon. The path would be flanked 

by a 1.5-foot concrete strip, a 3-foot swale and planting on the east side and 1.5-feet of gravel 

and 3-feet of planting on the west side. The 3-foot swale on the east side of the path would 

provide storm water control.  

Rustic trail steps would also be installed to provide additional access. The steps would be 

around 5-feet-wide and would be composed of durable lumber risers with decomposed 

granite fill in between per County Trail Standards. The rustic trail steps would tier off the 

multimodal path to provide pedestrian access to the bottom of the canyon. Steps would be 

installed in two separate locations along this trail where the slope is steep.  

An existing asphalt trail that travels from the existing Matthews Apartments to the Village 

at Pepper Canyon West surface parking lot (P406) would remain in place and is not within 

the scope of the proposed Project. Figure 4 shows the proposed and existing trail.  
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Proposed Trail Diagram
FIGURE 4SOURCE: UCSD 2018
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2.5.4 Regional Storm Water Quality Basin  

Existing Conditions 

A series of existing small area drains flow into Pepper Canyon. The larger drainage system 

flows to the south under the existing parking lot and ultimately conveys flows into the 

Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space Preserve. This southerly storm drain system also 

receives secondary flows from the west, near the Gilman Parking Structure. The storm 

drain system currently outfalls to an existing concrete headwall near a protected off-site 

riparian area. Two additional storm drain lines (30-inch and 42-inch) convey off-site 

drainage under the existing parking lot and ultimately discharge to the concrete headwall 

near the protected off-site riparian area.  

Following construction activity in the area by SANDAG, several concrete check dams and a 

concrete swale were installed beneath the path of the LRT (see below), these features 

would remain protected in place. 

 

Proposed Regional Storm Water Quality Basin 

The Project proposes the development of an approximately 34,000 square foot Regional 

Storm Water Quality Basin in the southerly portion of the Pepper Canyon Urban Forest 

Open Space Preserve as depicted in Figure 5, Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. The 



 Project Description 

 UC San Diego 

2-18 Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work Project 

proposed improvements within the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin include grading 

and installation of rock, soil media, perforated sub-drains and a riser for regional flow 

control. The Regional Storm Water Quality Basin would be designed to handle storm water 

inflows from existing and on-going development projects within the tributary watershed, 

including the following: The Design and Innovation Center, Pepper Canyon Amphitheater, 

Mid Coast Trolley, and The Village at Pepper Canyon West (formerly named the Sixth 

College Residence Hall). The basin would also be sized to accommodate future inflows from 

other planned development in the area, as called for by the 2018 LRDP.  

An existing drainage area and environmentally sensitive off-site riparian area are located 

within the southwest portions of Pepper Canyon. The proposed Project grading has been 

designed around the limits of the off-site riparian area located adjacent and to the 

southwest of the proposed Project limits. The Project would not disturb the off-site riparian 

area. Photos 1 and 2 show the approximate limits of this area and adjacent storm drain 

headwall. 

Photo 1  Photo 2 

Approximate limits and location of storm drain headwall within the open off-site riparian 

area (looking northeast along Space Preserve/bottom of canyon off-site riparian area in 

south end of Pepper Canyon).  
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The drainage channel area (located east of the off-site riparian area) has been previously 

disturbed via the SANDAG Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project. SANDAG is currently 

completing construction of the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project that spans overtop the 

proposed Regional Storm Water Quality Basin and will complete testing and open for 

operation in late 2021. One of the support columns is located within the Regional Storm 

Water Quality Basin. SANDAG constructed a Post-Construction Best Management Practice 

(BMP) adjacent to the proposed Project site that will remain in place. The BMP includes a 

vegetated swale which would be protected in place during construction of the proposed 

Project and would continue to provide conveyance under post-construction conditions. 

SANDAG also constructed a series of concrete cut-off walls within the vegetated swale. 

These walls would be protected during development of the proposed Project to the extent 

possible. 

2.5.5 Utility and Service Systems 

The Project would not require connection to the campus’s domestic water system as it 

would not utilize potable water for irrigation nor would it require any change to fire water 

service as an existing fire hydrant serves the site. Utilities that would serve the Project 

include reclaimed water and power, which are discussed further below. 

Reclaimed Water Infrastructure 

An existing 12-inch PVC reclaimed water line loop runs through the Proposed Project site. 

The 12-inch line connects to the reclaimed water system in Gilman Drive and continues 

north, parallel to the existing Gilman Parking Structure. Once the line reaches Russell Way, 

the system travels directly east through The Village at Pepper Canyon West housing and 

continues east through the Pepper Canyon Open Space Preserve. The existing reclaimed 

water line is part of the larger infrastructure system that serves the overall campus. This 

system would be used during construction activities. No major upgrades are required to 

the existing reclaimed water infrastructure to serve the Project.  

Power 

Electrical power would be supplied to the proposed Project during construction via the 

existing UC San Diego power grid, which provides 100% clean energy via the UC Regents 

Energy Services Unit Direct Access Program. Based on review of the Master Utility Plan 

(MUP) prepared for the 2018 LRDP there is sufficient capacity within the existing utility 

systems to support construction of the proposed Project and no major utility upgrades 

would be required.  
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2.5.6 Project Construction 

The approximately 2.35-acre Project site is within the interior of the campus. Construction of 

the East Rim Multimodal Path, the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin and the other 

associated improvements within Pepper Canyon are anticipated to take up to 6 months to 

complete. Construction activities are anticipated to begin in July 2021 and end by December 

2021. Construction activities would typically occur Monday through Friday, between the hours 

of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Limited nighttime construction may occur in order to eliminate 

daytime conflicts or other necessary reasons, with approval from the appropriate campus 

stakeholders. For public safety reasons, during the 6-month construction period, the public 

would not have access to the Project site or any area within the Project’s construction limits. A 

construction management plan would outline how the site would be accessed and managed 

during the construction period, including the notifications and signage to be employed. 

Figure 3, Site Boundary Map, depicts the construction limits and locations for site ingress 

and egress. Contractor trailers would be located immediately south of the Project site in 

the construction staging area. This approximately 2.35-acre area would be dedicated as a 

construction zone associated with the proposed Project. Following the completion of 

construction activities, this area would be returned to preexisting condition (i.e., paved 

parking lot). 

Site Grading 

Existing Conditions 

Grading operations from the Central Campus Trolley Station have concluded within the 

Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space Preserve area. SANDAG will return the site to the 

conditions prescribed by the approved SANDAG Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project Grading 

and Drainage Plans (Contract number 5008600.4) prior to returning the site to UC San 

Diego in September 2021. SANDAG will be responsible for revegetating the area of the 

canyon depicted as “SANDAG LRT Project Boundary” in Figure 3, excluding the portion of 

the canyon within the Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work Project Boundary, which would be 

vegetated by the University as part of the proposed Project.  

Landscape & Hardscape Improvements.  

Proposed Grading 

The proposed project would export approximately 5,000 cubic yards of fill to create the 

lower retention basin. All major slopes within the canyon would remain. 
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Construction Access 

Due to the current road layout, it is anticipated that access to the construction site would 

be primarily from the south off Gilman Drive.  

Construction Phasing 

Construction would take place in phases including the following: 

• Grading  

• Construction of the East Rim Multimodal Path 

• Installation of Regional Storm Water Quality Basin 

• Landscape/Hardscape 

Full site preparation and construction is anticipated to take up to 6 months. 

The proposed Project would comply with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 

System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction 

and Land Disturbance Activity (General Permit). Division II of the guidelines also requires 

storm water BMPs to be implemented in accordance with UC San Diego’s NDPES Phase II 

Small MS4 General Permit (2013 0001-DWQ) and/or Storm Water Management Program. 

As part of the General Permit, campus construction projects managed by outside 

contractors and disturbing more than 1 acre must implement Storm Water Pollution 

Prevention Plans (SWPPPs), which specify BMPs to reduce the contribution of sediments, 

spilled and leaked liquids from construction equipment, and other construction-related 

pollutants to storm water runoff.  

As discussed above, the Project would inherit an existing post-construction BMP adjacent to 

the Project site within the Pepper Canyon area, as constructed by SANDAG. The BMP would 

include a vegetated swale that would be protected in place during construction and would 

continue to provide conveyance under post-construction conditions, to the maximum extent 

possible. A series of concrete cut-off walls have also been constructed within the vegetated 

swale by SANDAG. These walls would also be protected during development of the proposed 

Project. 

2.5.7 Sustainability Features 

The UC Sustainable Practices Policy covers nine areas of sustainable practices: green 

building, clean energy, climate protection, sustainable transportation, sustainable 

operations, recycling and waste management, environmentally preferable purchasing, 
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sustainable foodservices, and sustainable water systems. The UC Sustainable Practices 

Policy establishes guidelines and includes climate change goals for all of the campus. 

Though the proposed Project does not include development of any buildings, it would 

embody UC San Diego’s commitment to sustainable design, sustainable construction 

practices, and sustainable living. Sustainable strategies have been organized around three 

primary focus areas, described below. 

2.5.7.1 Location and Transportation: The Project’s proximity to the new Central 

Campus Trolley Station and provision of a multimodal path benefits the campus’ 

transportation demand management program by providing additional bike and 

pedestrian connectivity. Landscape and lighting improvements included with the 

proposed Project will benefit the transit riders’ experience.  

2.5.7.2 Site and Landscape: The proposed Project’s landscape program restores a 

portion of the canyon directly surrounding the proposed East Rim Multimodal 

Path and Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. This area would be landscaped 

with native and drought-tolerant plant species that would be low-water use 

and provide for storm water infiltration, and would be low-flammable species.  

2.5.7.3 Water: Outdoor water use would be reduced through the selection of native and 

adapted plant species that are low-water use. In addition, where irrigation is 

required, water would be provided via the campus recycled water loop. 
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2.6 PROJECT APPROVAL/SCHEDULE 

The proposed Project is anticipated to be constructed by December 2021. As a public 

agency principally responsible for approving or carrying out the proposed Project, the 

University of California is considered the Lead Agency under CEQA. The Addendum for this 

proposed Project will be considered by The Regents or their delegate and the Project may 

be approved at The Regents or their delegate’s discretion and only if The Regents or their 

delegates determine that such approval complies with CEQA. 

The Project would require a Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) prior to altering the unvegetated stream 

channel in Pepper Canyon to install the proposed Regional Storm Water Quality Basin, and 

may require a Section 404 Nationwide Permit verification from the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers (USACE) and a Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the Regional Water 

Quality Control Board (RWQCB) if the unvegetated stream channel is determined to be 

under federal jurisdiction as waters of the U.S. If it is determined the unvegetated stream 

channel in Pepper Canyon is not under federal jurisdiction, the Project would also require a 

Waste Discharge Requirement permit from RWQCB. All necessary permits and required 

mitigation would be secured in accordance with the jurisdictional agencies’ requirements 

prior to any disturbance to the unvegetated stream channel.  
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3 CONSISTENCY WITH 2018 LRDP 

To determine whether the Project is covered by the 2018 LRDP and 2018 LRDP EIR, the 

following questions must be answered: 

• Are the objectives of the Project consistent with the objectives adopted for the 2018 

LRDP? 

• Are the changes to campus population associated with the Project included within 

the scope of the 2018 LRDP’s population projections? 

• Is the proposed location of the Project in an area designated for this type of use in 

the 2018 LRDP? 

• Is the Project included in the amount of the development projected in the 2018 

LRDP? 

• Are the Project activities within the scope of the environmental analysis in the 2018 

LRDP EIR? 

• Have the conditions described in the CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 

preparation of a subsequent EIR occurred? 

Sections 3.1 through 3.4 document the Project’s consistency with the objectives, population 

projections, land use designations, and development projections contained in the 2018 

LRDP. 

Section 4 contains a detailed examination of environmental topics with the potential for 

significant impacts addressed in the 2018 LRDP EIR and documents whether or not the 

Project is consistent with and within the scope of the environmental impact analysis of the 

2018 LRDP EIR. 

3.1 2018 LRDP OBJECTIVES 

Key objectives of the 2018 LRDP, as outlined in the plan, include accommodate projected 

growth by expanding both academic and non-academic programs in support of the UC 

mission; establish two new undergraduate colleges; locate buildings in accordance with the 

established character, scale and design; co-locate and strengthen campus programs; 

activate and enliven the campus through mixed- use and transit-oriented development; 



 Consistency with 2018 LRDP 

 UC San Diego 

3-2 Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work Project 

redevelop the University Center into a town center; expand multimodal connections and 

trip reduction programs; implement sustainable development practices; and be 

responsible stewards for the campus open space systems. The Project would support the 

following 2018 LRDP objectives: 

5. Activate and enliven the campus through strategic mixed-use and transit-oriented 

development, improved public spaces, expanded campus services, and additional 

on campus housing to facilitate a living-learning campus environment; 

10. Expand multi-modal connections and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 

programs to optimize trip reduction benefits of the light rail transit system, reduce 

automobile commuting, and coordinate with regional transportation programs; 

11. Minimize environmental impacts through sustainable development practices related 

to campus planning, building siting, design, construction and operations; and 

12. Recognize the importance of campus open spaces that form a balance with the built 

environment and continue to be responsible stewards of campus natural and 

biological resources. 

Project’s Consistency with LRDP Objective No. 5 - Enliven the Campus through Mixed-

Use and Transit-Oriented Development 

The Project site is located in close proximity to future transit and multimodal facilities, 

including the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project and the associated Central Campus Trolley 

Station and nearby pedestrian and bicycle connections. Further, the Project is located in 

close proximity to the future Rupertus Walk Extension, which would be the primary 

pedestrian and bicyclist connection from the Central Campus Trolley Station to the West 

Campus. The future Rupertus Walk would connect with the East Rim Multimodal Path 

component of the Project, facilitating a pedestrian and bicycle connection across West 

Campus and even to the East Campus via the pedestrian and bicycle path along Gilman 

Bridge. The proposed Project would also improve the transit rider and pedestrian 

experience through landscape improvements and security lighting. As such, the proposed 

Project would be consistent with the mixed-use and transit-oriented development objective 

of the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

Project’s Consistency with LRDP Objective No. 10 - Expand Multi-Modal Connections 

The Project would expand multimodal connections and by redeveloping approximately 

2.35 acres at the center of campus adjacent to the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project and 

the associated Central Campus Trolley Station that is scheduled to open in late 2021. 
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Further, the Project is located to the immediate south of the future Rupertus Walk 

Extension, which would be the primary pedestrian and bicyclist connection from the 

Pepper Canyon Station to the West Campus. The East Rim Multimodal Path would provide 

a connection for pedestrians and bicyclists between Rupertus Walk Extension and Gilman 

Drive. The future Rupertus Walk would connect with the northern portion of path, 

facilitating a pedestrian and bicycle connection. The East Rim Multimodal Path also benefits 

the East Campus by facilitating a connection to the pedestrian and bicycle path along 

Gilman Bridge. Thus, the Project is consistent with the objective of the 2018 LRDP EIR to 

expand multimodal connections. 

Project’s Consistency with LRDP Objective No. 11 - Implement Sustainable 

Development Practices 

The Project would implement sustainability features in line with UC San Diego’s 

commitment to sustainable design, sustainable construction practices, and sustainable 

living. As discussed earlier, the Project’s proximity to the Central Campus Trolley Station 

and the proposed pedestrian and bicyclist path would encourage alternative modes of 

transportation that decrease reliance on fossil- fuel burning vehicles. Project areas would 

be planted with drought tolerant native plants that would also provide for storm water 

infiltration. Recycled materials would be utilized where possible and materials would be 

recycled in accordance with local policies. These conscious decisions to implement 

sustainable development practices would minimize environmental impacts and therefore 

would be consistent with the sustainability objective of the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

Project’s Consistency with LRDP Objective No. 12 - Recognize the Importance of 

Campus Open Spaces that Form a Balance with the Built Environment 

Pepper Canyon is designated as the Urban Forest category of the campus’ Open Space 

Preserve and provides visual and natural relief from the surrounding campus 

development. The canyon was completely altered during construction of the LRT line and 

associated Central Campus Trolley Station. The alteration required the canyon to be re-

graded by SANDAG and will require the complete re-vegetation of the canyon by SANDAG 

and UC San Diego. The Project includes the installation of landscape improvements, 

hardscape improvements, and a Regional Storm Water Quality Basin in an approximately 

2.35-acre area of the canyon below the Central Campus Trolley Station LRT line that would 

improve the overall quality of this portion of the campus’s Open Space Preserve. Therefore, 

this component would be consistent with Objective No. 12 of the 2018 LRDP. 
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3.2 2018 LRDP CAMPUS POPULATION 

The 2018 LRDP anticipates that the total campus population would grow by 16,750 people 

over the 2018 LRDP planning period, resulting in a total population of 65,600 by 2035 

(Table 3-1). The proposed project would not result in new campus populations related to 

student enrollment and/or faculty/staff because the project would serve existing 

populations already coming to campus and would not contribute to an increase in the 

campus student enrollment. The Project also does not include development of a habitable 

building. Therefore, it has been determined that the project is consistent with the campus 

population projections contained in the 2018 LRDP. 

Table 3-1 

Total Campus Population Growth Projections 

Category 

Fall 2015 

(Baseline)
1
 

Fall 2020 

(Actual)
2
 

Fall 2035 

(Projected)
1
 

Students 32,850 39,575 42,400 

Faculty 1,300 1,725 2,200 

Staff 14,700 18,050 21,000 

Total Population 48,850 59,350 65,600 
1 UC San Diego 2018a 
2 See Links Below 
University of California Infocenter – Fall Enrollment at a Glance. 

Available at: https://www.universityofcalifornia.edu/infocenter/fall-

enrollment-glance University of California Infocenter – UC Employee 

Headcount. 

Available at: https://www.universityofcalifornia.edu/infocenter/employee-fte 

 

Implementation of the 2018 LRDP would result in direct population growth on the campus 

because it assumes an increase in the number of students, faculty, researchers and staff 

over time. 

The Project would not include building space. It would provide landscape, storm water, and 

multimodal pathway improvements within an existing open space, which would not induce 

or inhibit population growth. Therefore, it has been determined that the Project is in line 

with the population projections contained in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

3.3 2018 LRDP LAND USE 

The Land Use Plan of the 2018 LRDP describes functional land use categories that reflect 

those activities that would be predominant in any given area of campus (Figure 2-3 in the 

https://www.universityofcalifornia.edu/infocenter/fall-enrollment-glance
https://www.universityofcalifornia.edu/infocenter/fall-enrollment-glance


Consistency with 2018 LRDP  

UC San Diego  

Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work Project 3-5 

2018 LRDP EIR). Predominant uses are the primary programs, facilities, and activities in a 

general geographic area. Other support or ancillary uses are allowable within any given 

area defined by a predominant use. 

The proposed Project site is designated as the Urban Forest within the Open Space 

Preserve land use category. The Open Space Preserve designation denotes open space 

areas that have ecological or aesthetic value and are subject to special constraints on 

development; e.g., slopes, canyons and bluffs. The Urban Forest designation includes the 

large stands of eucalyptus trees within Pepper Canyon. In these areas, the University is 

seeking to introduce a diversity of tree species and replenish the Urban Forest to enhance 

the integrity of this open space. The designation also allows for the development of 

suitable bicycle and pedestrian paths and other infrastructure within the Urban Forest. 

Pepper Canyon was almost completely altered during construction of the LRT line and 

associated Central Campus Trolley Station and required re-grading and complete re-

vegetation by SANDAG and UC San Diego. The proposed Project includes the installation of 

landscape improvements, hardscape improvements, and a Regional Storm Water Quality 

Basin in an approximately 2.35-acre area of the canyon below the above-grade Central 

Campus Trolley Station line. The landscape improvements included in this component 

include the installation of native and/or climate adaptive, non-invasive ornamental species. 

The hardscape improvements included in this component would include the installation of 

the multimodal path and meandering rustic paths. The multimodal path would be open to 

pedestrians and bicycles and other micromobility modes. With the installation of these 

improvements, this area would continue to function as the central open space for the 

existing student housing to the east and west of the canyon. Therefore, the Project would 

be consistent with the Urban Forest Open Space Preserve designation, and it has been 

determined that the components of the Project are consistent with the land use categories 

in the 2018 LRDP. 

3.4 2018 LRDP DEVELOPMENT SPACE 

The 2018 LRDP provides capacity for approximately 9 million GSF of additional building 

space for academic, clinical, housing, administrative, and service programs. This project 

does not propose the construction of new buildings. Thus, the Project would not increase 

the total building space within the West Campus. Based on this data, it has been 

determined that the proposed Project would not exceed building space projections 

contemplated in the 2018 LRDP and is consistent with the plan. 
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Table 3-2 

Total Campus Space Projections 

Campus Location 

Fall 2015 GSF 

(Baseline)1 

Spring 2021 GSF 

(Actual)2 

Fall 2035 GSF 

(Projected)1 

West Campus 11,099,000 12,286,265 16,046,000 

East Campus 3,075,300 5,011,900 9,358,300 

Scripps Institution of 

Oceanography 

1,018,000 1,018,000 2,011,000 

Nearby Properties 471,000 471,000 471,000 

Total Space 15,663,300 18,787,165 27,886,300 

Sources:  

1 UC San Diego 2018a 

2 UC San Diego 2021, includes all building space on campus as of spring 2021 (not including buildings under construction). 
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4 CONSISTENCY WITH 2018 LRDP EIR 

The evaluation contained in this consistency review was conducted in accordance with 

Sections 15152 and 15183.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines which allow for tiered CEQA review 

provided the Project’s effects have been addressed in a prior (or earlier) programmatic 

analysis. The 2018 LRDP EIR comprehensively addressed the potential environmental 

effects of campus growth and development due to implementation of future projects and 

activities proposed under the 2018 LRDP EIR. The Governor’s Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR) proposed amendments and additions to Appendix G of the CEQA 

Guidelines which were finalized by the Natural Resources Agency in 2018 for use beginning 

in January 2019. This Addendum reflects the most recent questions as they appear in 

Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. 

4.1 EVALUATION OF PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

Checklist Explanation 

On the basis of the tiering and subsequent review concepts identified in the CEQA 

Guidelines, the University has defined the following column headings in this Addendum. 

Both headings rely on the relevant analyses in the 2018 LRDP EIR: 

Impacts Adequately Examined in the 2018 LRDP EIR: This column is checked where the 

potential impacts of the Project were adequately examined in the certified 2018 LRDP EIR. 

Where applicable, mitigation measures identified in the 2018 LRDP EIR would mitigate the 

impacts of the Project. All applicable mitigation measures from the 2018 LRDP are 

incorporated into the Project as noted in Section 5 of this Addendum. The Project is 

consistent with the analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

Impacts Not Examined in the 2018 LRDP EIR: If a column is checked in this section, this 

indicates potential effects of the Project were not adequately evaluated in the certified 

2018 LRDP EIR. However, as described in the supporting text, the potential effects of the 

Project could result in: a) no impact in the category, b) less-than- significant impact in the 

category, or c) new potentially significant impact. In the instance that a) or b) is checked, no 

additional CEQA documentation would be necessary. In the instance that c) is checked, 

additional CEQA documentation would be necessary to further address the issue. All 

applicable mitigation measures (LRDP Program and/or project-specific) would be 

incorporated into the Project as noted in Section 5 of this Addendum. 
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Environmental Topics Addressed 

The following environmental resources, if checked below, would be potentially affected by 

this Project and would involve at least one significant impact that substantially exceeds or is 

otherwise outside the scope of activities evaluated for potential environmental effects in the 

2018 LRDP EIR, as discussed below in Sections 4.1.1 through 4.1.18 of the Addendum. 

Agriculture and Forestry and Mineral Resources are discussed in Section 4.1 of the 2018 

LRDP EIR under Effects Not Found to be Significant. As noted in those discussions, no 

potential for significant impacts to those topics would occur due to the lack of such 

resources on the UC San Diego campus. As such, those topics are not discussed in this 

Addendum. 

If “None” is checked below, this Project is deemed entirely consistent with and covered by 

the environmental analysis contained in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

 Aesthetics  Air Quality  Biological Resources 

 Cultural and Tribal Cultural 

Resources 

 Energy   Geology and Soils  

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions   Hazards and Hazardous 

Materials  

 Hydrology and Water 

Quality  

 Land Use and Planning    Noise    Population and 

Housing   

 Public Services    Recreation   Transportation/ 

Circulation 

 

 Utilities and Service 

Systems  

 Wildfire   Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 

 None     
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4.1.1 Aesthetics 

Section 3.1 of the 2018 LRDP EIR evaluates the impacts of campus growth under the 2018 

LRDP on aesthetics. The 2018 LRDP EIR concludes that implementation of future projects 

under the plan would result in potentially significant impacts to scenic vistas, visual 

character or quality and light or glare (Sections 3.1.3.1 through 3.1.3.3). No potential for 

significant impacts to scenic resources within the viewshed of the state scenic highway is 

identified (Section 3.1.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR). Mitigation Measures (MM) Aes-1 (scenic 

vistas) and Aes-2A and Aes-2B (visual character/quality) and Aes-3 (night lighting) are 

identified in the mitigation framework of the 2018 LRDP EIR for projects that would 

contribute to these impacts. Implementation of the measures would reduce the future 

aesthetics impacts to less than significant levels, consistent with the 2018 LRDP. 

AESTHETICS 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 

vista? 
    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 

including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 

state scenic highway? 

    

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially 

degrade the existing visual character or 

quality of public views of the site and its 

surroundings? (Public views are those that 

are experienced from publicly accessible 

vantage point). If the project is in an 

urbanized area, would the project conflict 

with applicable zoning and other regulations 

governing scenic quality? 

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or 

glare which would adversely affect day or 

nighttime views in the area? 
    

 

a) As shown in Figure 3.1-2 of the 2018 LRDP Program EIR, the Project site is not 

located within a designated Visual Sensitive Zone (VSZ) or a Perimeter Development 

Zone (PDZ). Further, the Project site is not located near any of the Key Vantage 

Points (KVPs) identified in the 2018 LRDP Program EIR. As described in Section 2.2, 

Project Site and Setting, the Project site is currently located within approximately 
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2.35 acres of Pepper Canyon, which has been disturbed by development of the Mid-

Coast Corridor Transit Project; thus, the site is on previously disturbed/developed 

land. Although the visual character of the Project site would change upon 

completion of the Project, it would benefit aesthetics of the Project area as it would 

install landscape improvements in a disturbed area. The Project would not have the 

potential for a significant impact to views because it is not located at a scenic vista 

location. Additionally, the majority of the Project is located within the Pepper 

Canyon, therefore not visible from many surrounding views due to depressed 

topography. Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant impacts 

consistent with the scenic vistas/views analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) Caltrans identifies the segment of I-5 from the Orange County border south to the 

Coronado Bridge as an eligible state scenic highway (Caltrans 2020). Although the 

segment of I-5 directly west of the project site is not officially designated as scenic, 

implementation of the Project would not result in substantial damage to scenic 

resources as it would not impede any views from the I-5 and would be installing 

landscape and hardscape improvements within a disturbed canyon. Therefore, the 

Project would result in less than significant impacts consistent with the scenic 

resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c) As previously described in item a, the Project site is not located within a designated 

VSZ or a PDZ. Additionally, the Project site is not located near any of the KVPs 

identified in the 2018 LRDP Program EIR. The Project would not have the potential 

for a significant impact to visual character due to its absence from those designated 

views on campus (refer to Figure 3.1.2 in the 2018 LRDP EIR). 

The Project site is located on West Campus and currently exists as Pepper Canyon 

Open Space Preserve. Section 3.1.1.1, Campus Visual Character, of the 2018 LRDP 

Program EIR describes the Open Space Preserve as providing an integrated system 

of open spaces that contributes significantly to the campus’ identity and character. 

According to Section 2.5.2, the Project would construct the East Rim Multimodal 

Path and the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. The proposed Project would 

remain consistent with the existing visual character comprised of Urban Forest 

Open Space Preserve and is consistent with the visual landscape and character of 

the surrounding development at the Project site.  

The project is located in an urbanized area and would be consistent with the land 

use designation of the site, Open Space Preserve. Therefore, the project would be 

consistent with the visual character and quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP 
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EIR and would not result in new significant environmental effects or a substantial 

increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects regarding conflicts 

with applicable zoning or other regulations governing scenic quality. 

d) As with all projects at UC San Diego, the Project has been designed to comply with 

the UC San Diego Design Guidelines, which includes an Outdoor Lighting Policy. 

Compliance with these policies would require all glare from lighting would be 

minimized to not produce glare. All light fixtures utilized on the Project site would be 

downcast and would minimize light pollution or spill over, and would be the 

minimum necessary for pedestrian safety. Further, the Project does not include any 

parking areas or roads intended for high traffic usage that would result in vehicle 

headlights affecting nighttime views. Therefore, the Project would result in less than 

significant impacts consistent with the light and glare analysis evaluated in the 2018 

LRDP EIR. 

4.1.2 Air Quality 

Section 3.2 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the air quality effects of campus growth under 

the 2018 LRDP and concludes that its implementation would result in potentially significant 

impacts from construction and operational activities that could lead to a violation of air 

quality standards or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation 

(Section 3.2.3.2). Cumulatively significant impacts were identified due to a considerable net 

increase in criteria pollutants in a region that is in non-attainment (Section 3.2.3.3). 

Potentially significant construction-related emissions would cause exposure of sensitive 

receptors to toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions (Section 3.2.3.5). Less than significant 

impacts were identified related to consistency with the Regional Air Quality Strategy (RAQS) 

and State Implementation Plan (SIP) and due to carbon monoxide hot spots (Sections 

3.2.3.1 and 3.2.3.4). No potential for significant odors impacts was identified (Section 3.2.5). 

MM AQ-2A (fugitive dust emissions) and AQ-2B (off-road construction emissions) are 

required for projects that would contribute to these impacts. However, the 2018 LRDP EIR 

acknowledges that not all projects under the plan can feasibly implement MM AQ-2B and 

certain projects would contribute to significant and unavoidable impacts related to criteria 

pollutants and TACs. 
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AIR QUALITY 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of 

the applicable air quality plan? 
    

b)  Result in a cumulatively considerable net 

increase of any criteria pollutant for which 

the project region is in non-attainment under 

an applicable federal or state ambient air 

quality standard? 

    

c)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 

pollutant concentrations? 
    

d)  Result in other emissions (such as those 

leading to odors) affecting a substantial 

number of people? 

    

a) The 2018 LRDP incorporates development strategies identified in the SANDAG 

Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (October 2011) by 

integrating land use, housing, and transportation planning, which is consistent with 

the goals developed by SANDAG and the University land use assumed in the 

Regional Air Quality Strategy. Projects that propose development that is consistent 

with the growth anticipated by local plans are considered consistent with the 

Regional Air Quality Strategy. The project is consistent with the land use 

designation/development identified for the site in the 2018 LRDP, as described in 

Section 3, Consistency with the 2018 LRDP, of this Addendum. Therefore, the project is 

consistent with the air quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR and would 

not result in new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 

severity of previously identified significant effects regarding applicable air quality 

plans. 

b) The proposed Project includes a multi-modal trail for pedestrians and bicyclists, a 

Storm Water Quality Basin, and revegetation of the canyon.  Minimal operational 

emissions are anticipated and such emissions would be consistent with typical 

operations described in the 2018 LRDP EIR. Implementation the Project would 

contribute to a cumulatively considerable net increase of criteria pollutants for 

which the region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient 

air quality standard. MMs AQ-2A (fugitive dust emissions) and AQ-2B (off-road 

construction emissions) would be incorporated into construction specifications to 

minimize this impact. With these measures in place, the Project would result in less 

than significant impacts. However, the feasibility of implementing MM AQ-2B is not 
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assured. Therefore, implementation of the Project would contribute to a 

cumulatively considerable net increase of criteria pollutants for which the region is 

non-attainment. The Project is consistent with the air quality analysis evaluated in 

the 2018 LRDP EIR.  
 

c) The Project would not induce vehicular traffic; rather, it would encourage pedestrian 

and micromobility travel and transit use. Therefore, operation of the Project would 

not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations caused by 

localized CO impacts. The Project would result in less than significant impacts and is 

consistent with the air quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

TAC emissions would be associated with Project-related construction and 

operations due to diesel PM emissions from construction equipment and motor 

vehicles. As described in Section 3.2.3.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR, campus growth, 

including the Project, would not exceed the risk threshold for on-campus residents 

and workers; however, the potential to exceed the thresholds for cancer risks for 

off-campus residents and workers and off-campus and on-campus sensitive 

receptors of a programmatic level would exist. Because construction of the Project, 

as well as traffic generated during its operations, would contribute TAC emissions, 

MM AQ-2B would be incorporated into construction specifications to minimize this 

impact. However, the feasibility of implementing MM AQ-2B is not assured and the 

Project would contribute to the significant and unavoidable air quality (TAC) impacts 

associated with implementing the 2018 LRDP, consistent with the air quality analysis 

evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) Potential sources that may emit odors during construction of the project would 

include exhaust from diesel construction equipment. However, because of the 

temporary nature of these emissions and the highly diffusive properties of diesel 

exhaust, odors from construction equipment would not affect a substantial amount 

of people. The project would use typical construction techniques, and the odors 

from off-road equipment and on-road vehicles would be typical of most 

construction sites and temporary in nature. In addition, Project operation would not 

produce new sources of odor or other pollutants that would adversely affect a 

substantial number of people as the Project consists of landscape and hardscape 

improvements and a stormwater facility. Therefore, the project would result in less 

than significant impacts and is consistent with the air quality analysis evaluated in 

the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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4.1.3 Biological Resources 

Section 3.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the effects of campus growth under the 2018 

LRDP on biological resources and concludes that its implementation would result in 

potentially significant impacts to sensitive biological resources, including candidate, 

sensitive, or special-status plant species (Section 3.3.3.1); sensitive animal species (Section 

3.3.3.2); sensitive vegetation communities (Section 3.3.3.3) and federally protected off-site 

riparian area (Section 3.3.3.4). It also concluded that there was no potential for significant 

impacts to wildlife corridors or linkages and that it was not in conflict with local policies or 

ordinances, including any adopted habitat conservation plans (Section 3.3.5). 

The mitigation framework addresses all of the potentially significant impacts identified in 

Section 3.3.3 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. If an LRDP project would impact sensitive plants, the 

site would be surveyed for sensitive plants in accordance with MM Bio-1A and, if applicable, 

San Diego barrel cactus would be relocated in accordance with MM Bio-1B. For impacts to 

sensitive animal species, surveys for the species, construction noise attenuation, and 

agency consultation are required by MMs Bio-2A, 2B, and 2C; avian nest surveys and 

avoidance measures are required by MMs Bio-2D and 2E. MMs Bio-3A and 3B require 

project-level surveys for sensitive vegetation communities, while avoidance and 

compensatory mitigation is required by MMs Bio-3C and Bio-3D. Indirect construction 

impacts are addressed through the implementation of MMs Bio-3E and Bio-3F, and indirect 

operational impacts require compliance with MMs Bio-3G through Bio-3M. Implementation 

of these measures would reduce future project-level impacts to less than significant levels. 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect, either 

directly or through habitat modifications, on 

any species identified as a candidate, 

sensitive, or special status species in local or 

regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by 

the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

b)  Have a substantial adverse effect on any 

riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 

community identified in local or regional 

plans, policies, regulations or by the 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife or 

US Fish and Wildlife Service? 
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

c)  Have a substantial adverse effect on state or 

federally protected wetlands as defined by 

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, 

but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 

coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means? 

    

d)  Interfere substantially with the movement of 

any native resident or migratory fish or 

wildlife species or with established native 

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 

impede the use of native wildlife nursery 

sites? 

    

e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 

protecting biological resources, such as a tree 

preservation policy or ordinance? 

    

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 

Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 

Community Conservation Plan, or other 

approved local, regional, or state habitat 

conservation plan? 

    

 

a) The approximately 2.35-acre Project site includes primarily undeveloped areas 

within the Urban Forest category of the Open Space Preserve. The 2018 LRDP EIR 

describes the Pepper Canyon area as containing the following habitat types: 

herbaceous off-site riparian area, eucalyptus woodland, Diegan coastal sage scrub 

(including disturbed variety), non- native grassland, and disturbed habitat (Figure 

3.3-2 in the 2018 LRDP EIR). However, the construction of SANDAG’s Mid-Coast 

Corridor Transit Project and the associated Central Campus Trolley Station has 

substantially altered or removed the majority of the habitat within the undeveloped 

portions of the Project site. Based on an updated vegetation survey of the Project 

site conducted in October 2019 and March 2021, two small areas of eucalyptus 

woodland remain in the southwest corner of the Project site (see Figure 6). The 

remaining areas on the Project site consist of urban/developed land and disturbed 

habitat. Eucalyptus woodlands are a non-native vegetation community and do not 

support habitat for special- status species that are known or have the potential to 

occur on UC San Diego.  
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Although suitable habitat for sensitive species is not present, implementation of the 

Project has the potential to impact nesting birds (including raptors) through direct 

removal of nesting habitat and through indirect disturbance to nesting birds from 

construction during the breeding season.  

To avoid significant impacts to nesting birds (including raptors), avian nest surveys 

and avoidance would be implemented in accordance with MM-Bio-2D and MM-Bio-

2E. Compliance with the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework would ensure the 

Project would reduce its potentially sensitive species impacts to less than significant 

levels and is consistent with the sensitive species analysis evaluated in the 2018 

LRDP EIR. 

b, c) The proposed Project site is adjacent to vegetation mapped as potential wetlands 

and contains an unvegetated natural drainage course. As such and in accordance 

with MM Bio-4A from the 2018 LRDP EIR, on March 25, 2021, Dudek biologists 

conducted an Aquatic Resources Jurisdictional Delineation in the Pepper Canyon 

Urban Forest (see Appendix A). The aquatic resources delineation was performed in 

accordance with the 1987 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation 

Manual (USACE 1987) and the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual: Arid West Region (USACE 2008a). A Field Guide to the 

Identification of the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM) in the Arid West Region of 

the Western United States: A Delineation Manual (USACE 2008b), the Updated 

Datasheet for the Identification of the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM) in the 

Arid West Region of the Western United States (USACE 2010), and the Field Form for 

the beta Arid Streamflow Duration Assessment Method (USACE 2021) were used to 

determine the extent of non-wetland waters. Pursuant to the federal Clean Water 

Act (USACE and EPA 2008), USACE wetlands included areas supporting all three 

wetlands criteria described in the 1987 USACE Manual: hydric soils, hydrology, and 

hydrophytic vegetation. Non-wetland waters included channels that display 

evidence of an ordinary high-water mark (OHWM), but do not meet the three-

parameter criteria for a wetland. Streambeds under the jurisdiction of the California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) were mapped based on the presence of a 

defined bed and bank, and riparian areas under CDFW jurisdiction were mapped to 

the limits of hydrophytic vegetation associated with a streambank. The delineation 

defined areas under CDFW jurisdiction pursuant to Sections 1600–1603 of the 

California Fish and Game Code; USACE jurisdiction pursuant to Section 404 of the 

federal Clean Water Act; and Regional Water Quality Control Board jurisdiction 
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pursuant to Clean Water Act Section 401 and the Porter–Cologne Water Quality 

Control Act.  

An updated vegetation survey was also completed at the same time to document 

the alteration of vegetation communities mapped in the 2018 LRDP EIR by the 

ongoing construction of the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project. Vegetation 

communities were mapped in the field directly onto a 100-foot-scale (1 inch = 100 

feet), aerial photograph–based field map with an overlay of the Project survey area. 

The results of the Aquatic Resources Delineation Report for the Pepper Canyon 

Basin and vegetation survey are shown in Figure 6. The acreages of the jurisdictional 

aquatic resources and updated vegetation communities and land covers are listed 

in Tables 4-1 and 4-2, respectively. 

Table 4-1 

Vegetation Communities and Land Covers on the Project Site 

Vegetation Community/Land Cover Acres 

Urban/developed land  0.75 

Disturbed  1.17 

Eucalyptus woodlands  0.42 

Total              2.35 

 

Table 4-2 

Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources on the Project Site 

 

Aquatic Resource 

USACE/RWQCB 

Jurisdiction 

 

CDFW Jurisdiction 

 

Acres 

Unvegetated stream 

channel 

Non-wetland waters of 

the United States 

Streambed < 

0.01 

Total < 

0.01 
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Jurisdictional Aquatic Resources 

Aquatic resources on the Project site are associated with runoff that drains from 

two storm drains located at a single headwall in the southwest corner of Pepper 

Canyon (see Figure 5). Runoff from the storm drains is conveyed approximately 220 

feet westward across the southern portion of canyon where it enters an existing 

concrete storm drain box. The upper portion of the drainage consists of southern 

willow scrub under USACE and RWQCB jurisdiction as wetlands, and under CDFW 

jurisdiction as riparian habitat located off-site to the southwest. Southern willow 

scrub areas that lack indicators of wetlands hydrology or soil do not meet the three-

parameter definition for wetlands under USACE jurisdiction and are under CDFW 

jurisdiction only, based on the presence of hydrophytic vegetation in association 

with the streambank. The lower portion of the drainage is within the Project site and 

within the active construction area for the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project and 

currently exists in a temporary disturbed condition as authorized under the terms 

and conditions of permits issued to SANDAG by USACE, CDFW and RWQCB. The 

approximately 160-foot-long drainage channel currently consists of a 2-foot-wide 

graded earthen channel, lined with engineering fabric and riprap. Despite its current 

disturbed condition, the existing drainage channel is considered an ephemeral 

unvegetated stream channel under CDFW jurisdiction and may also be a non-

wetland waters under USACE and RWQCB jurisdiction, subject to an approved 

jurisdictional determination by USACE. 

Vegetation Communities 

The only remaining vegetation communities in the undeveloped areas of the Project 

site include eucalyptus woodland in the southern end of Pepper Canyon. The 

remaining undeveloped areas in the Project site have been graded and continue to 

be disturbed by ongoing construction and will be restored by SANDAG as part of the 

Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project. 

Impacts 

In accordance with MM Bio-3B from the 2018 LRDP EIR, site plans were designed to 

avoid or minimize impacts to sensitive vegetation communities, to the extent 

feasible. As described in Section 2.5.4 of this Addendum, the existing off-site 

wetlands (southern willow scrub) would be protected and is located outside of the 

proposed Project. To the east of the existing wetlands, grading for the proposed 

Regional Storm Water Quality Basin was designed to accommodate a minimum 10-
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foot-wide disturbance buffer. Potential indirect impacts to the existing wetlands are 

consistent with the indirect impacts disclosed in Section 3.3.3.3 of the 2018 LRDP EIR 

including water quality, fugitive dust, invasive species, edge effects/human activity, 

noise, lighting, and inadvertent encroachments. 

Implementation of MM Bio-3E, MM-Bio-3F, MM-Bio-3G, MM-Bio-3H, MM-Bio- 3I, MM-

Bio-3K, and MM-Bio-3M would ensure the Project would reduce its potentially 

significant indirect impacts on sensitive vegetation communities to less than 

significant levels and is consistent with the biological resources analysis evaluated in 

the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

Potential indirect impacts from roadkill, non-native insects and brush management 

are not expected to occur or would be very limited. No new roads are proposed in 

the vicinity of the existing wetlands such that vehicle-related wildlife mortality would 

not be significant. Because the existing wetlands are already situated in a relatively 

urbanized setting, the potential for the Project to result in indirect impacts from 

non-native insects such as Argentine ants (Linepithema humile), red imported fire 

ants (Solenopsis invicta), and/or invasive shot hole borers (SHBs, [Euwallacea sp.]) 

would largely be the same as under current conditions. Adherence to MM-BIO-3I 

and MM-BIO-3G in the mitigation framework would address these impacts. Lastly, 

while planted areas of the Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space Preserve would 

be subject to the vegetation management policies and requirements of the San 

Diego Fire Department, these policies would not apply to the existing wetland 

vegetation in the canyon, which would be protected. 

While direct and indirect impacts to the existing wetlands in the Project site are 

being avoided and/or minimized to less than significant levels consistent with the 

2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework, construction of the proposed Regional Storm 

Water Quality Basin described in Section 2.5.4 would result in direct impacts to all or 

a portion of the unvegetated stream channel. While not considered wetland habitat, 

as a stream channel under CDFW jurisdiction, and potentially under USACE and 

RWQCB jurisdiction as non-wetland waters of the United States, impacts to less than 

0.01 acres of unvegetated stream channel would require the necessary permits 

from USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW. 

UC San Diego is currently coordinating with the USACE, RWQCB and CDFW regarding 

Project permitting requirements. The stream channel would not be impacted until 

the necessary permits are obtained, and any requirements or conditions of the 

permits would be adhered to. It is anticipated that purchasing mitigation credits for 
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impacts to unvegetated stream channel at a minimum 1:1 ratio would be required 

by the permitting agencies to ensure no net loss. 

Compliance with the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework identified in Section 5 of 

this Addendum would ensure the Project would reduce its potentially significant 

wetland impacts to less than significant levels and is consistent with the biological 

resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d)  Development of the Project would not preclude wildlife movement or impact wildlife 

corridors or linkages as none exist on the campus. Therefore, the Project is 

consistent with the biological resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

e)  UC San Diego is a part of the UC, a constitutionally created unit of the State of 

California. As a state entity, UC is not subject to municipal plans, policies, and 

regulations, such as County and City General Plans or local ordinances. Thus, the 

Project would not result in any conflicts with any local policies protecting biological 

resources and is consistent with the biological resources analysis evaluated in the 

2018 LRDP EIR. 

The Project would not directly or indirectly affect resources preserved by the City of 

San Diego as part of its Multiple Species Conservation Plan (MSCP). Therefore, no 

inconsistencies are anticipated to the City’s MSCP or the NCCP Program and is 

consistent with the biological resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.4 Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources 

Section 3.4 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the effects of campus growth under the 2018 

LRDP on archaeological and historical resources, including tribal cultural resources, and 

concludes that its implementation would result in potentially significant impacts due to 

potential alterations of historical (built environment) resources that would cause a 

substantial adverse change in their significance (Section 3.4.3.1); land disturbance of 

recorded archaeological resources and unrecorded subsurface archaeological resources 

(Section 3.4.3.2); disturbance of geological formations containing paleontological (fossil) 

resources (Section 3.4.3.3); disturbance of human remains and of potential human remains 

in unrecorded subsurface sites (Section 3.4.3.4); and disturbance of tribal cultural 

resources (TCRs) (Section 3.4.3.5). 

The mitigation framework addresses all of the potentially significant impacts identified in 

Section 3.4.3 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. For impacts to historical resources, MM Cul-1A requires 

an analysis of historical resources and avoidance through compliance with the Secretary of 
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the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation; project redesign is required in accordance with 

MM Cul-1B; preparation of documentation is required by MM Cul-1C; and feasible 

relocation of historical resources through compliance with MM Cul-1D. Supplemental 

measures are also required for certain projects as described in MM Cul-1E through Cul-1G. 

Demolition would be considered a significant and unavoidable impact of the 2018 LRDP 

implementation. 

The mitigation framework requires the identification of archaeological resources in the 

Area of Potential Effects (APE) and evaluation in accordance with MM Cul-2A; avoidance of 

impacted resources per MM Cul-2B; documentation and treatment is required by MM Cul-

2C; unknown resources, including human remains, are treated in accordance with MM Cul-

2D; and construction monitoring to comply with MM Cul- 2E. Compliance with California 

Health and Safety Code Sections 7050.5 and 7052 and PRC Section 5097.98 is required for 

inadvertent discoveries of human remains, as noted in MM Cul-2E. Implementation of 

these measures would reduce future project-level impacts to archaeological resources, 

including human remains, to less than significant levels. 

Paleontological monitoring is required in formations of high sensitivity; identification and 

evaluation; avoidance; documentation and treatment; construction monitoring in 

accordance with MM Cul-3. Implementation of this measure would reduce future project-

level impacts to less than significant levels. 

If campus development would affect TCRs, UC San Diego would initiate tribal consultation 

and identify feasible avoidance and minimization measures in accordance with MM Cul-5A. 

If avoidance is not feasible, TCRs would be treated through construction monitoring in 

accordance with MM Cul-5B; any cultural materials would be returned to the tribe per MM 

Cul-5C. Implementation of these measures would reduce future project-level impacts to 

TCRs to less than significant levels. 

CULTURAL AND TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource pursuant 

to Section 15064.5? 

    

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an archaeological resource 

pursuant to Section 15064.5? 
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CULTURAL AND TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

c)  Disturb any human remains, including those 

interred outside of formal cemeteries? 
    

d)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a Tribal Cultural Resource as 

defined in Public Resources Code § 21074 as 

either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape 

that is geographically defined in terms of the 

size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, 

or object with cultural value to a California 

Native American tribe, and that is: 

1) Listed or eligible for listing in the 

California Register of Historical Resources, 

or in a local register of historical 

resources as defined in Public Resources 

Code section 5020.1(k), or 

2) A resource determined by the lead 

agency, in its discretion and supported by 

substantial evidence, to be significant 

pursuant to criteria set forth in 

subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 

Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set 

forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource 

Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall 

consider the significance of the resource 

to a California Native American tribe. 

    

 

a) Based on the inventory and analysis contained in the Historic Resources Report 

prepared for the 2018 LRDP EIR (ARG 2018), the Project site does not contain 

structures or facilities that are eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 

(NRHP) or the California Register of Historic Resources (CRHR); therefore, no 

historical properties exist onsite, and the Project would not have the potential to 

cause changes to the significance of historic resources due to modifications. 

b, c) SANDAG will finalize construction of the Mid-Coast Trolley Project that spans 

overtop the proposed Regional Storm Water Quality Basin by June 2021. 

Construction of these facilities required significant grading and excavation in the 

Pepper Canyon Urban Forest area. Based on a review of the proposed Project’s Area 

of Potential Effects in accordance with MM Cul-2A and the inventory and analysis 

contained in the Archaeological Resources Report prepared for the 2018 LRDP EIR 
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(AECOM 2018), the Project site contains two identified historic archaeological 

resources. 

Site P-37-032491 is a historic archeological resource that is a rectangular concrete 

foundation possibly associated with the former Camp Calvin B. Matthews, a Marine 

Corps rifle range. The concrete pad measures 55 feet long by 31 feet wide, and walls 

are present along the north and west edges of the resource. The original purpose of 

the structure is not clear but may be storage related. No artifacts were observed 

within or adjacent to the foundations. Research and field survey results indicate that 

this resource is more than 45 years old and possibly built in the 1950s. However, 

this site is not eligible for the NRHP or the CRHR because the foundation does not 

retain integrity of design, materials, workmanship, or feeling of when it was 

constructed. 

Site P-37-032492/CA-SDI-20616 is a historic archeological resource that is composed 

of concrete culvert that is also possibly associated with Camp Calvin B. Matthews. 

The remains include two wood-formed concrete walls, a concrete base, a metal pipe 

railing, and a rubble pile of concrete chunks. The south concrete wall measures 14.5 

feet long, 8 inches wide, and 82 inches tall and contains the culvert opening. The 

culvert opening is all concrete, measures 24 inches diameter, and has a modern 

plastic pipe cemented into it. The east concrete wall measures 12.5 feet long, 6 

inches wide, and 65 inches tall. The concrete base joins the two walls, although it is 

mainly covered with the concrete rubble. The concrete rubble extends 

approximately 40 feet north of the culvert opening and may be an attempt to fill the 

former drainage channel. No artifacts were observed on or adjacent to the site. 

Neither of these resources are considered significant archaeological resources, and 

the Archaeological Resources Report for the 2018 LRDP (AECOM 2018) concluded no 

further testing was required at these locations. MM CUL-2D requires archaeological 

monitoring for unknown resources within areas of natural deposition on the West 

Campus; however, Pepper Canyon has been disturbed and graded by the Mid-Coast 

Corridor Transit Project and no further excavation would be conducted as part of 

the proposed project. Therefore, no monitoring is required. Implementation of the 

Project would result in less than significant impacts, consistent with the cultural 

resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d)  Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) requires that CEQA lead agencies consult with California 

Native American tribes that have requested such consultation, at initiation of the 

CEQA process, to identify and evaluate the significance of TCRs. The process for 
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identification of TCRs on the UC San Diego campus consisted of the formal 

consultation process mandated by AB 52, as well as a Native American consultation 

and outreach program conducted for the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

In January 2016, UC San Diego proactively contacted California Native American 

tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the San Diego region to solicit their 

interest in being notified of proposed campus development projects as part of the 

planning process pursuant to AB 52. UC San Diego did not receive any responses as 

a result of this outreach attempt. However, UC San Diego was contacted 

independently by the San Luis Rey Band of Mission Indians, who expressed interest 

in receiving formal notifications of proposed projects on campus. Accordingly, UC 

San Diego has been sending out formal consultation request letters to the San Luis 

Rey Band of Mission Indians on a project-by-project basis. Such a letter describing 

the 2018 LRDP and requesting a consultation was sent to the San Luis Rey Band of 

Mission Indians on December 9, 2016. Because no response was received within the 

requested 30 days, UC San Diego assumed that consultation was declined. 

The 2018 LRDP EIR Notice of Preparation (NOP) dated November 3, 2016, was also 

sent to 13 Native American tribes and the Native American Heritage Commission 

(NAHC) notifying them of the preparation of the 2018 LRDP EIR and soliciting input 

from them regarding potential environmental issues associated with implementing 

the 2018 LRDP. Although an NOP response letter was received from the NAHC, no 

response letters were received from the notified tribes (refer to Appendix A to the 

2018 LRDP EIR). 

In February 2017, a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search was requested from the NAHC as 

part of the 2018 LRDP EIR preparation (see Appendix D to the 2018 LRDP EIR). The 

NAHC responded that sites had been identified within the project area and 

recommended contacting the Iipay Nation of Santa Ysabel for more information. 

Campus representatives then contacted the tribe, which indicated there are several 

sites in the vicinity of UC San Diego that are considered sacred due to the known 

presence of human remains. Because the Project is consistent with the 2018 LRDP 

and is not located on or near the TCRs identified on campus through these prior 

consultation and communication efforts, no potential for impacts to TCRs would 

likely occur. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the tribal cultural resources 

analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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4.1.5 Energy 

Since the 2018 LRDP EIR was certified, the CEQA Guidelines were amended in December 

2018 to provide new requirements to address a project’s impacts on energy. A new section 

has been added to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines to address the need to evaluate 

energy impacts. 

 

ENERGY 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Result in potentially significant environmental 

impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 

unnecessary consumption of energy 

resources, during project construction or 

operation? 

    

b)  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan 

for renewable energy or energy efficiency? 
    

______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

a) During construction, the Project would result in an increase in energy consumption 

through the combustion of fossil fuels in construction vehicles, worker commute 

vehicles, and construction equipment. The Project would consume minimal energy 

following construction, and energy use would be limited to lighting and landscape 

maintenance equipment. However, the Project would comply with the energy 

conservation strategies expressed in the UC Sustainable Practices Policy. The Project 

lighting would use electricity purchased from the UC Energy Services Unit Direct 

Access Program (100 percent renewable). The Project would also benefit the 

campus’s transportation demand management program and encourage alternative 

transportation use by facilitating a pedestrian and micromobility connection in the 

vicinity of the new Central Campus Trolley Station. As noted under the VMT 

discussion above under item g of the Transportation/Traffic discussion, the campus 

as a whole, including the Project would produce a VMT that would be measurably 

lower than the regional and City averages, thus reducing energy usage associated 

with vehicle trips. The Project would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or 

unnecessary use of energy and is consistent with the energy analysis evaluated in 

the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) Construction of the Project would implement sustainability measures identified in 

Section 2.5.7 of this Addendum. Conformance with the UC Sustainable Practices 
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Policy and other UC requirements related to energy reduction and carbon-free 

energy use would ensure that the project would not conflict with or obstruct a state 

or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. Therefore, the project would 

not result in any new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in 

the severity of previously identified significant effects regarding conflict with energy 

plan or policy. 

4.1.6 Geology and Soils 

Section 3.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the geology and soils effects of campus growth 

under the 2018 LRDP and concludes that implementation of future projects under the plan 

that comply with the applicable regulations related to geologic and soils hazards and result 

in less than significant impacts related to exposure to seismic-related hazards (Section 

3.5.3.1), soil erosion and topsoil loss associated with ground disturbance (Section 3.5.3.2); 

unstable geologic or soil conditions (Section 3.5.3.3), and expansive soils (Section 3.5.3.4). 

The analysis determined there is no potential for a significant geology or soils impact 

related to use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems (Section 3.5.5). No 

geology and soils mitigation is required in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

Section 3.4 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the effects of campus growth under the 2018 

LRDP on paleontological resources and concludes that its implementation would result in 

potentially significant impacts to disturbance of geological formations containing 

paleontological (fossil) resources (Section 3.4.3.3). Paleontological monitoring is required in 

formations of high sensitivity; identification and evaluation; avoidance; documentation and 

treatment; and construction monitoring in accordance with MM Cul-3. Implementation of 

this measure would reduce future project-level impacts to less than significant levels. 
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Expose people or structures to potential 

substantial adverse effects, including the risk 

of loss, injury, or death involving: 

    

i)  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 

delineated on the most recent Alquist-

Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map 

issued by the State Geologist for the area 

or based on other substantial evidence 

of a known fault? Refer to Division of 

Mines and Geology Special Publication 

42. 

    

ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii)  Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 
    

iv)  Landslides?     

b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss 

of topsoil? 
    

c)  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 

unstable, or that would become unstable as 

a result of the project, and potentially result 

in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, 

subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

    

d)  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in 

Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code 

(1994), creating substantial risks to life or 

property? 

    

e)  Have soils incapable of adequately 

supporting the use of septic tanks or 

alternative wastewater disposal systems 

where sewers are not available for the 

disposal of wastewater? 

   
 

 
 

f)    Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 

paleontological resource or site or unique 

geologic feature? 

   
 

 
 

 

a) Although the campus contains seismic hazards, implementation of the Project 

would not result in significant impacts because the UC San Diego campus and the 

surrounding area are not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. 

The Project site would not be subject to surface fault rupture but could be subject to 

a severe level of seismic ground shaking. In addition, portions of the campus could 
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be subject to earthquake-induced landslides. 

Based on the analysis contained in the 2018 LRDP Program EIR, the potential for 

seismic-related liquefaction is considered very low on campus due to the types of 

soils and depths to groundwater. Additionally, based on referenced geologic maps, 

literature, topographic maps, and stereoscopic aerial photographs, no landslides or 

indications of deep-seated landsliding were noted underlying the Project site. 

However, the Project site is mapped within a marginally susceptible landslide area. 

Thus, any potential for seismic hazards and the Project is consistent with the 

geology and soils analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) Similar to other campus development, the Project would comply with the UC San 

Diego Design Guidelines, which include the incorporation of low impact 

development (LID) and erosion and sediment control best management practices 

(BMPs), and UC San Diego’s Storm Water Management Program and other 

regulatory requirements, as needed to minimize erosion and topsoil loss. 

Specifically, the Project would comply with relevant National Pollutant Discharge 

Elimination System (NPDES) permits, including the General Permit for Storm Water 

Discharges Associated with Construction Activity (General Construction Permit) and 

the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges from Small Municipal Separate 

Storm Sewer Systems (Phase II Small MS4 Permit), which require soil erosion control 

measures. Project compliance with these regulations during construction and 

operation would provide adequate protection against soil erosion during and after 

site construction. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the geology and soils 

analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c) The potential for large-scale slope instabilities at the Project site is low. The Project 

site is mapped within a marginally susceptible landslide area. As discussed earlier, 

the Project would be required to comply with the CBC and the University of 

California Seismic Safety Policy, which would address unstable soil and slope 

conditions, if needed. Project compliance with these regulations during construction 

and operation would provide adequate protection against impacts. The Project is 

consistent with the geology and soils analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) Based on the Natural Resources Conservation Service’s (NRCS) Websoil Survey, the 

Project site is comprised of approximately 0.8% Altamont clay (AtE2) soil type D, 

19.9% Chesterton fine sandy loam (CfB) soil type D, Chesterton-urban land complex 

(CgC) soiltype D, Huerhuero-Urban land complex (HuE) soil type D, and Salinas clay 
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loam (SbC) soil type C (Appendix B – Drainage Study for UCSD Pepper Canyon 

Ancillary Site Work). These soils exhibit a low expansion index. The Project would be 

required to comply with the CBC and the University of California Seismic Safety Policy. 

Project compliance with these regulations during construction and operation would 

provide adequate protection against impacts. The Project is consistent with the 

geology and soils analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

e) UC San Diego is provided sanitary sewer service by the City of San Diego and no 

septic tanks or alternative wastewater systems are used or anticipated to be 

associated with the implementation of the 2018 LRDP, including the Project. The 

Project is consistent with the geology and soils analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP 

EIR. 

f) The Project site has been previously graded by SANDAG as part of the Mid-Coast 

Corridor Transit Project and will be returned to UC San Diego in June 2021; however, 

based on the mapping and analysis contained in the 2018 LRDP EIR, the Project site 

is located within an area of high potential for paleontological resources. Figure 3.4-2, 

Highly Sensitive Geologic Formations to be Monitored for Paleontological Resources, 

of the 2018 LRDP EIR indicates that portions of the Project site could potentially 

have “undifferentiated Eocene sedimentary deposits including Ardath Shale and 

Scripps Formation.” Thus, there could be potential impacts to unique 

paleontological resources. The Project proposes to export approximately 5,000 

cubic yards of fill to create the lower retention basin of the Regional Storm Water 

Quality Basin, at anticipated depths of up to 11 feet. Other minor grading 

improvements would also be required within the previously disturbed area of the 

drainage channel where grades will be slightly modified to allow water to flow 

unobstructed into the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. While the basin 

construction requires excavation depths of up to 11 feet, the overall excavation at 

depths 10 feet or greater is anticipated to be significantly less than the 1,000 cubic 

yards within highly sensitive geologic formations. Therefore, implementation of the 

Project would not cause impacts to unique paleontological resources and is 

consistent with the cultural resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR.   

4.1.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Section 3.6 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses potential impacts from greenhouse gas (GHG) 

emissions and climate change and determines that implementation of the 2018 LRDP 

would generate GHG emissions that may have a potentially significant cumulative impact 
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on the environment during construction and operation (Section 3.6.3.1) even with the 

implementation of GHG Reduction Actions contained in the 2018 LRDP and described in 

Section 3.6.3.1 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. Despite the projected increase in GHG emissions over 

time, the campus would not conflict with UC policies and plans adopted for the purposes of 

reducing GHG emissions which are consistent with GHG reduction targets contained in 

Assembly Bill (AB) 32 and Senate Bill (SB 32) (Section 3.6.3.2). 

Implementation of programmatic measures identified in the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation 

framework require the campus to decarbonize the cogeneration plant after 2032 (MM 

GHG-1A), to install electric charging stations across the campus (MM GHG-1B), and to 

conduct annual inventory updates and determine the need for and purchase of carbon 

credit purchases (MM GHG-1C) would reduce campus- wide contributions to cumulative 

GHG emissions (and related climate change impacts) to less than significance. No project-

level mitigation measures are required for cumulative GHG emissions impacts. 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS  

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 

directly or indirectly, that may have a 

significant impact on the environment? 

    

b)  Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or 

regulation adopted for the purpose or 

reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

    

 

a) Construction of the Project would result in GHG emissions from site preparation, 

construction vehicle trips, and construction equipment. Although the Project would 

result in GHG emissions, through the initiatives to reduce campus wide GHG 

emissions, Project emissions would be reduced or offset over time. In addition, as 

part of the overall campus, the Project’s emissions would be included in the annual 

GHG inventory as part of the campus’ implementation of the programmatic MM 

GHG-1C. It is also important to note that the Project would encourage use of 

alternative modes of transportation, which reduce GHG emissions from vehicular 

transportation, by providing a micromobility path in the vicinity of the Central 

Campus Trolley Station. The Project is consistent with the GHG analysis evaluated in 

the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) The 2018 LRDP contains several GHG Reduction Actions focused as minimizing and 

reducing future GHG emissions across the campus. Implementation of those 
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strategies would support the University’s efforts in reaching the UC Sustainable 

Practices Policy target of climate neutrality for Scope 1 and 2 emissions by 2025 and 

climate neutrality for Scope 3 emissions by 2050, which are in line with the UC 

Carbon Neutrality Initiative and the UC San Diego Climate Action Plan. The Project 

would not conflict with UC Sustainable Practices Policy. Consistent with the overall 

2018 LRDP, the Project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or 

regulation adopted for the purpose or reducing the emissions of GHGs and is 

consistent with the GHG analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Section 3.7 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the hazards and hazardous materials effects of 

campus growth and determined that implementation of the 2018 LRDP would not result in 

a potentially significant impact related to the transport, use, and disposal of hazardous 

materials (Section 3.7.3.1 and 3.7.3.2); or pose a health risk to occupants of the school or 

the campus community (Section 3.7.3.3). The potential for significant hazards related to 

listed hazardous materials sites on the UC San Diego campus would exist due to the 

unknown potential for munitions debris or munitions and explosives of concern (MEC) 

associated with historical military training (Section 3.7.3.4). Aircraft operations and activities 

would not pose significant safety hazards (Section 3.7.3.5). Construction-related road 

closures or detours on the campus could impair or intervene with emergency response and 

result in potentially significant impacts (Section 3.7.3.6). Based on the analysis of wildfire 

hazards on campus, there would be less than significant potential for large- scale wildland 

fires (Section 3.7.3.7). 

The 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework requires the assessment of hazardous materials 

contamination on the Project site and removal or remediation if a public health risk is 

identified (MM Haz-4A and -4B). MM Haz-4C requires construction activities to be halted if 

unknown contamination is encountered and implementation of remedial activities. 

Implementation of these measures during project-level planning and construction would 

reduce potential hazards from past contamination to less than significant levels. 

Compliance with MM Haz-6 would require contractors to notify Campus Fire Marshall and 

the campus community of any required road closures to reduce emergency 

access/response impacts to less than significant levels. 
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Create a significant hazard to the public or 

the environment through the routine 

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 

materials? 

    

b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or 

the environment through reasonably 

foreseeable upset and accident conditions 

involving the release of hazardous materials 

into the environment? 

    

c)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle 

hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 

substances, or waste within one-quarter mile 

of an existing or proposed school? 

    

d)  Be located on a site which is included on a list 

of hazardous materials sites compiled 

pursuant to Government Code Section 

65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 

significant hazard to the public or the 

environment? 

    

e)  For a project located within an airport land 

use plan or, where such a plan has not been 

adopted, within two miles of a public airport 

or public use airport, would the project result 

in a safety hazard for people residing or 

working in the project area? 

    

f)  Impair implementation of or physically 

interfere with an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation 

plan? 

    

g)  Expose people or structures, either directly or 

indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or 

death involving wildland fires? 

    

 

a, b)  The Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space Preserve was graded by SANDAG as 

part of the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project and will be returned to UC San Diego 

in June 2021. MM-HAZ-4A, MM-HAZ-4B and MM-HAZ-4C of the 2018 LRDP EIR was 

implemented during SANDAG’s construction of the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project; 

therefore, materials generated from excavations within these areas were subject to on-

site testing and evaluation in accordance with UC San Diego’s Environmental Health and 
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Safety (EH&S) Guidelines. Thus, SANDAG complied with the LRDP mitigation 

framework during the initial excavation of the site.  

The Project proposes to export approximately 5,000 cubic yards of fill to create the 

lower retention basin of the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. By implementing 

MM-HAZ-4A, MM-HAZ-4B and MM-HAZ-4C of the 2018 LRDP EIR, materials exported 

from grading within this area would be subject to on-site testing and evaluation in 

accordance with UC San Diego’s Environmental Health and Safety (EH&S) Guidelines. 

In addition, in the event that hazardous materials not identified in consultation with 

EH&S, or undocumented areas of contamination are encountered during the Project 

construction, work would be discontinued until appropriate health and safety 

procedures are implemented. Therefore, compliance with the 2018 LRDP mitigation 

framework, adherence to UC San Diego’s EH&S Guidelines and existing regulations, 

and compliance with campus safety standards mandated by applicable federal, 

state, University, and local laws and regulations, would minimize the risks resulting 

from the routine transportation, use, storage, or disposal of hazardous materials or 

hazardous wastes and from accidental releases during Project construction. The 

Project is consistent with the hazards and hazardous materials analysis evaluated in 

the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c) The Project would potentially transport hazardous materials during the Project 

grading phases of construction. However, as discussed in Items a and b above, 

SANDAG complied the 2018 LRDP mitigation framework and the UC San Diego’s 

EH&S Guidelines. The proposed Project would also comply with MM-HAZ-4A and 

MM-HAZ-4B of the 2018 LRDP EIR, EH&S Guidelines and with federal and state 

regulations pertaining to hazardous wastes. Thus, impacts would be less than 

significant. There are also existing campus programs, practices, and procedures that 

would ensure that risks associated with hazardous emissions or materials to 

existing or proposed primary or secondary schools located within one-quarter mile 

from the campus would remain less that significant through proper handling 

procedures, disposal practices, and/or cleanup procedures. The Project is consistent 

with the hazards and hazardous materials analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) The Project site is not located on a contaminated site pursuant to Government Code 

Section 65962.5 (2018 LRDP EIR Impact 3.9-2). The Project would not disturb known 

contamination sites associated with the former Camp Matthews training activities. 

The Project is consistent with the hazards and hazardous materials analysis 

evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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e) UC San Diego is not located within any Aircraft Potential Zones (APZs) for MCAS 

Miramar and, thus, implementation of the Project would not result in a significant 

aircraft safety hazard. With regard to the Torrey Pines Gliderport, its short-term use 

is not a safety hazard to the campus and surrounding area because the gliders do 

not take-off or land over UC San Diego structures. The Project is consistent with the 

hazards and hazardous materials analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

f) Project construction would not require the temporary closure of the existing 

campus roadway network and would not interfere with response times of 

emergency vehicles during its operation. As required by MM Haz-6, UC San Diego 

would require the construction contractor to notify the campus Fire Marshall and 

community to prevent conflicts with emergency access or evacuation routes during 

construction. Compliance with the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework would 

ensure the Project would reduce its potentially significant impacts to less than 

significant levels and is consistent with the hazards and hazardous materials 

analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

g) The proposed Project is located in a portion of the campus identified as a Very High 

Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ) as designated by the City of San Diego Fire-

Rescue Department (SDFR) in 2009 (City of San Diego 2009). Pepper Canyon is 

classified as the ‘Urban Forest’ designation of the Campus Open Space Preserve 

land use category. Multiple Project design features relevant to fire safety, as 

discussed in Section 2.5.2, would be implemented to minimize the potential for 

wildfire hazards. UC San Diego would continue to implement brush management 

around buildings that are adjacent to undeveloped areas of the campus, would 

equip all new on-campus academic, residential, medical, research, and support 

facilities with emergency fire sprinkler systems and would continue to retrofit 

existing buildings with fire sprinklers, in accordance with the CBC. The UC San Diego 

Fire Marshal is responsible for ensuring that adequate access is maintained on 

campus at all times and would continue to meet regularly with the City of San Diego 

Deputy Fire Chief to maintain a site plan/access plan that would adequately serve 

the campus.  

The tree and understory planting palette for the Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open 

Space Preserve would be focused on native and/or climate adaptive, non-invasive 

ornamental species. A 50- foot setback from the rail line would prevent trees from 

being planted in the center of Pepper Canyon, but would allow for trees to be 

planted further away. Security concerns in the Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open 
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Space Preserve with respect to vegetation would be addressed by keeping planting 

heights less than 3-feet per San Diego Fire Department standards and by avoiding 

dense zones of trees to ensure good visibility. Per the Campus Fire Marshall, 

landscaping in the Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space Preserve would comply 

with strict control over flammable plant and tree species. The Urban Forest Open 

Space Preserve Area would also require irrigation and maintenance of plant species 

as “low ground mounds,” and the area would be maintained on an annual or as-

needed basis to remove dead, dying or diseased materials from the vegetation. 

Adherence to these conditions would minimize wildfire hazards. The Project would 

result in less than significant wildfire impacts and is consistent with the hazards and 

hazardous materials analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.9 Hydrology and Water Quality 

Section 3.8 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the hydrology and water quality effects of 

campus growth under the 2018 LRDP and determined it would result in less than 

significant impacts related to the alteration of drainage patterns and potential water quality 

effects due to Project compliance with applicable policies and regulations (i.e., UC San 

Diego’s Design Guidelines, Sustainability Policies, Phase II Small MS4 Permit and additional 

Storm Water Management Program requirements [Sections and 3.8.3.2]). No potential for 

seiches exists on campus, while less than significant risk associated with tsunamis would 

occur (Section 3.8.3.3). No potential exists for significant impacts related to the depletion of 

groundwater supplies and flooding (Section 3.8.5). The following analysis is based on a 

Drainage Study that was prepared by Michael Baker International in April 2021, herein 

included as Appendix B to this Addendum, Drainage Study for UCSD Pepper Canyon 

Ancillary Site Work. 

No mitigation is required for hydrology and water quality impacts as described in the 2018 

LRDP EIR. 

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Violate any water quality standards or waste 

discharge requirements, or otherwise 

substantially degrade water quality? 

    

b)  Substantially deplete groundwater supplies 

or interfere substantially with groundwater 

recharge such that the project may impede 
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

sustainable groundwater management of the 

basin? 

c)  Substantially alter the existing drainage 

pattern of the site or area, including through 

the alteration of the course of a stream or 

river, in a manner which would: 

       (i)result in substantial erosion or siltation on- 

or off-site? 

       (ii) substantially increase the rate or amount 

of surface runoff in a manner which would 

result in flooding on- or offsite; 

      (iii) create or contribute runoff water which 

would exceed the capacity of existing or 

planned storm water drainage systems or 

provide substantial additional sources of 

polluted runoff; or 

      (iv) impede or redirect flood flows? 

    

d)  In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk 

release of pollutants due to project 

inundation? 

    

e)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a 

water quality control plan or sustainable 

groundwater management plan? 

    

i)  Expose people or structures to a significant 

risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, 

including flooding as a result of the failure of 

a levee or dam? 

    

j)  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     

 

a, c) Construction of the Project would not contribute substantial loads of sediment or 

other pollutants to storm water runoff due to compliance with the NPDES state-wide 

General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land 

Disturbance Activity (General Permit). As part of the General Permit, campus 

construction projects managed by outside contractors and disturbing over one acre 

(including the Project) must implement Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans 

(SWPPPs), which specify BMPs to reduce the contribution of sediments, spilled and 

leaked liquids from construction equipment, and other construction-related 

pollutants to storm water runoff. The Project’s SWPPP includes the following erosion 



 Consistency with 2018 LRDP EIR 

 UC San Diego 

4-34 Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work Project 

control BMPs: scheduling to limit exposure of disturbed soil to wind, rain, and 

stormwater; preserving existing vegetation, use of soil binders, geotextiles, and 

mats earth dikes and drainage swales; velocity dissipation devices; and non-

vegetative stabilization; as well as the following sediment control BMPs: silt fencing, 

check dams, fiber rolls, gravel bag berm, street sweeping and vacuuming, and storm 

drain inlet protection. All BMPs would be appropriately monitored and maintained 

by a Qualified SWPPP Practitioner per conditions of the SWPPP. Wind erosion 

control BMPs to prevent discharge from dust control activities and waste 

management and pollution controls would also be employed. Compliance with the 

regulations would provide adequate protection from storm water contamination 

and water quality protection from construction activities on campus. 

Post-construction, the Project would result in approximately 3,050 sf of newly 

constructed impervious surfaces from the proposed improvements, which would 

result in new sources of stormwater runoff and contamination, as well as risk of 

flooding and sedimentation (see Appendix C - Post-Construction Stormwater 

Management Checklist Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work Project. However, 

development of the proposed Project would produce changes to site-specific storm 

water infrastructure. Section 2.5.4 of this Addendum describes the existing storm 

drain conditions that would serve the Project site. A series of existing small area 

drains serve the northerly portion of the Project site and ultimately flow into the 

canyon. These small area drains flow into the canyon as well. This storm drain 

system also receives secondary flows from the west. Storm drain lines (30-inch and 

18-inch), which convey off-site drainage under the existing parking lot and ultimately 

discharge to the concrete headwall near the protected wetlands.  

Post-construction, the Project would result in new impervious surfaces (3,050 sf 

from installation of the East Rim Multimodal Path) which could result in new sources 

of storm water runoff and contamination but would be addressed as described 

below. Campus development, including the Project, is covered under the Phase II 

Small MS4 Permit, which requires management of long-term storm water 

discharges and implementation of pollution protection measures. These 

management practices are enforced under the campus storm water management 

program and ensure long- term protection related to storm water pollution. In 

addition, as described in Section 2.5.4, SANDAG is currently completing construction 

of the Mid-Coast Trolley Project and continues to implement BMPs and minor 

surface improvements near the Wetland and Drainage Channel. The proposed 

project will inherit a post-construction BMP within the overall project area, as 
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constructed by SANDAG. This includes several concrete check dams and a vegetated 

swale with concrete cut-off walls. These features would be protected in place during 

the proposed project’s construction and would continue to provide conveyance 

under post-construction conditions.  

The proposed Project would be designed to comply with the UC San Diego’s Storm 

Water Management Plan. Low Impact Development (LID) features (e.g., concrete 

swales, permeable pavements, etc.) would be utilized in the proposed Project design 

where feasible to effectively address storm water runoff. In addition, the East Rim 

Multimodal Path would be flanked by a 3-foot swale on the east side of the path 

that would provide storm water control. Storm drain infrastructure within the 

Project site drains would ultimately tie into the existing storm drain mains as 

constructed within the Pepper Canyon Open Space Preserve.  

The proposed Project would not result in substantial alteration to the existing 

drainage pattern across the site. To the extent feasible, historic flow patterns would 

be adhered to for the proposed design. The proposed Project also includes the 

installation of an approximately 34,000-square-foot Regional Storm Water Quality 

Basin in the southerly portion of the Pepper Canyon, Urban Forest Open Space 

preserve as depicted in Figure 6, Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. Upon 

completion of the Project, runoff will discharge into the Regional Storm Water 

Quality Basin as concentrated flow. No new discharge locations are proposed, and 

all existing discharge locations are adequately protected against erosion under 

present day conditions. Water quality for the future housing site at Village at Pepper 

Canyon West is anticipated to be addressed by the Regional Storm Water Quality 

Basin that is proposed within the Open Space Preserve. In addition, runoff from the 

Pepper Canyon Open Space Preserve and adjacent development within UC San 

Diego will be captured and treated within the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. 

Upon implementation of the Project, the peak flow rates leaving the Pepper Canyon 

under 10-year and 100-year conditions would decrease because of the improvements 

associated with the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. The proposed Project’s 

Drainage Study (Appendix B) found a reduction in both 10- and 100-year events. 

Runoff from the East Rim Multimodal Path would be captured and discharged into 

the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin where a riser and outlet structures would 

mitigate the peak flow and velocity before discharging to the existing storm drain 

system. Also, existing flows downstream from the vegetated swale and wetland area 

would be unaffected by the Regional Storm Water Quality Basin, and the potential 

for downstream erosion was also shown to be unaffected by the proposed 
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improvements. Thus, proposed improvements result in a reduction in total peak 

flow as compared to existing conditions. As such, the off-site open channel is 

expected to function better in the proposed condition, as compared to existing, 

based on a reduction in peak flow. 

The Project would also be required to comply with UC San Diego Design Guidelines 

and Storm Water Management Program and other regulatory requirements related 

to storm water runoff. These include compliance with the National Pollutant 

Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges 

Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activity (General Permit). Division 

II of guidelines would also require storm water BMPs to be implemented in 

accordance with UC San Diego’s NDPES Phase II Smal MS4 General Plan (2013-0001-

DWQ) and/or Storm Water Management Program (Section 2.5.6). Water quality 

impacts related to storm water runoff are evaluated under items a, f), above. The 

Project would result in less than significant impacts and be consistent with the 

hydrology/water quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant water quality impacts and 

is consistent with the hydrology/water quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP 

EIR. 

b) No removal of groundwater is proposed, as the Project similar to the rest of campus 

would use potable and recycled water supplied by the City of San Diego Public 

Utilities Department via existing and future lines on UC San Diego's campus. The 

Project would not result in impacts to groundwater resources and is consistent with 

the hydrology/water quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d)  The entire UC San Diego campus is outside of the 100-year and 500-year flood 

hazard areas or any County-identified flood hazard areas. In addition, the Project 

site is not within an area that contains risk from seiches because this phenomenon 

is typically associated with land-locked bodies of water. The Project is also not within 

SIO and therefore not at risk for inundation by tsunamis. Thus, the Project would 

not result in significant impacts related to potential pollutant release during floods, 

tsunamis, and seiches. The Project is consistent with the hydrology/water quality 

analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR.  

e) Construction activities could result in short-term water quality impacts from 

uncontrolled sediment and pollutants in storm water runoff that could conflict with 

the policies of the applicable Basin Plan, but would be addressed with appropriate 

construction BMPs as required by UC San Diego requirements for all construction 
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projects. Operation of the project would result in net benefit to long-term water 

quality as it provides an approximately 34,000 square foot Regional Water Quality 

Basin. With the incorporation of the proposed site design, source control, and 

treatment control BMPs and the continued implementation of UC San Diego Design 

Guidelines, and other regulatory requirements, water quality impacts associated 

with changes in storm water runoff would be minimized and would not conflict with 

or obstruct implementation of the Basin Plan. In addition, the project is not in an 

area governed by a sustainable groundwater management plan. Therefore, impacts 

would be less than significant, and the project is consistent with the hydrology and 

water quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.10 Land Use and Planning 

Section 3.9 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the land use and planning effects of campus 

growth under the 2018 LRDP and determined that its implementation would not result in 

inconsistencies with applicable land use plans, policies, and regulation (Section 3.9.3.1). In 

addition, as noted in Section 3.9.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR, there is no potential for significant 

impacts related to physically dividing an established community or conflict with a Habitat 

Conservation Plan or Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP) Program. 

No mitigation is required for land use and planning impacts as described in the 2018 LRDP 

EIR. 

 

LAND USE AND PLANNING 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Physically divide an established community?     

b)  Cause a significant environmental impact due 

to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or 

regulation adopted for the purpose of 

avoiding or mitigating an environmental 

effect? 

    

     

 

a) The Project does not involve any development outside of established campus 

properties or boundaries, and no incursion into, or division of, the surrounding 

residential communities would occur. The Project would also include the 

development of the paved East Rim Multimodal Path that would strengthen 
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connectivity within campus areas. The East Rim Multimodal Path would run along 

Pepper Canyon, and would provide the main pedestrian and bicycle connector 

between the future Rupertus Walk and Gilman Drive. The Project would not result in 

an impact and is consistent with the land use analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) As described in Section 3 of this document, the Project is consistent with the 

objectives, population forecasts and building space projections in the 2018 LRDP, 

which is the applicable land use plan for the UC San Diego campus. The Project 

would not result in an impact and is consistent with the land use analysis evaluated 

in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.11 Noise 

Section 3.10 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the noise effects of campus growth under the 

2018 LRDP and concludes there is the potential for significant impacts due to noise-

sensitive land uses being exposed to noise levels in excess of applicable standards (Section 

3.10.3.1); exposure of vibration sensitive land uses to or the generation of excessive 

groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels (Section 3.10.3.2); permanent increases 

in ambient noise levels (Section 3.10.3.3); and temporary increases in ambient noise levels 

(Section 3.10.3.4). No potential for significant impacts from noise produced by a private, 

public or public use airport (Section 3.10.5). 

The mitigation framework in the 2018 LRDP addresses these potentially significant impacts 

by evaluating whether screening distances can be observed to avoid the impact; requiring 

site-specific studies based on the type of noise source; and integrating source-specific 

controls into project designs to reduce noise levels at sensitive land uses as required by 

MM Noi-1A through Noi-1F. MM Noi-2A requires new vibration sensitive uses near the 

trolley to prepare a vibration mitigation program to identify controls to reduce vibration 

effects and the incorporation of those controls into the project designs. Certain 

construction projects are required to prepare and implement a construction vibration 

program to comply with MM Noi-2B. Implementation of these measures would reduce 

future project-level impacts from noise and vibration to less than significant levels. 
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NOISE 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Generation of a substantial temporary or 

permanent increase in ambient noise levels 

in excess of standards established in the local 

general plan or noise ordinance, or 

applicable standards of other agencies? 

    

b)  Generation of excessive groundborne 

vibration or groundborne noise levels? 
    

c)  For a project located within the vicinity of a 

private airstrip or within an airport land use 

plan or, where such a plan has not been 

adopted, within two miles of a public airport 

or public use airport, would the project 

expose people residing or working in the 

project area to excessive noise levels? 

    

     

a) The Project site is located beneath the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project and the 

associated Central Campus Trolley Station, which generate noise. The Project 

involves construction of stormwater and pedestrian circulation infrastructure and 

therefore would not contribute to projected increases in traffic noise along local 

roadways and would not introduce other noise-generating uses in the Project site.  

 The Project would involve construction activities that would require the use of 

construction equipment within 150 feet of existing residences to the east of the 

Project site. Construction would typically occur between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. 

from Monday to Sunday, with limited nighttime construction to be approved by 

appropriate campus stakeholders, when found to be absolutely necessary or to 

reduce impacts on campus operations (Section 2.5.6). The Project would comply 

with MM Noi-1F of the 2018 LRDP EIR, which requires the integration of construction 

noise mitigation recommendations into the contractor specifications and its 

implementation during construction.  

Therefore, less than significant noise impacts following mitigation would occur due 

to Project implementation and the Project is consistent with the noise analysis 

evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) The Project site is located beneath the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project and the 

associated Central Campus Trolley Station, which generate vibration that would be 
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perceived by adjacent areas; however, the proposed Project would not introduce a 

vibration-sensitive receptor in proximity to the Mid-Coast Trolley route. In addition, 

proposed construction activities would not involve heavy earth-moving equipment 

or impact-type pile driving within the applicable vibration screening distance to 

nearby sensitive receptors (as noted in Table 3.10-16 of the 2018 LRDP EIR). No 

potential for significant vibration impacts would occur as a result of Project 

implementation and the Project is consistent with the vibration analysis evaluated in 

the 2018 LRDP EIR 

Project is consistent with the noise analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c) Because there are no private airstrips within two miles of the UC San Diego campus 

and the campus is not located within the 60 dBA CNEL contour of any airport, 

including MCAS Miramar and the Medical Center heliport operations; there is no 

potential for significant noise impacts from aircraft operations in the Project area. 

Therefore, the Project is consistent with the noise analysis evaluated in the 2018 

LRDP EIR. 

4.1.12 Population and Housing 

Section 3.11 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the population and housing effects of 

implementing the 2018 LRDP and concludes that plan implementation would result in the 

direct inducement of substantial population growth in the area (Section 3.11.3.1). However, 

the 2018 LRDP would not result in indirect inducement of substantial population growth 

due to the extension of roads or other infrastructure (Section 3.11.3.1). Less than 

significant impacts are identified for the temporary displacement of existing on-campus 

housing and people (Section 3.11.3.2). No feasible mitigation is available for direct 

inducement of substantial population growth in the area; therefore, the population-related 

impacts of the campus growth are unavoidable. 
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POPULATION AND HOUSING 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Induce substantial population growth in an 

area, either directly (for example, by 

proposing new homes and businesses) or 

indirectly (for example, through extension of 

roads or other infrastructure)? 

    

b)  Displace substantial numbers of existing 

people or housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing 

elsewhere? 

    

______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

a)  As described in Section 2, Project Description, of this Addendum, the Project would 

construct an East Rim Multimodal Path and a Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. 

These facilities would not contribute to direct population growth in the region 

beyond what was anticipated in the 2018 LRDP population projections. No new 

roads would be extended into undeveloped areas as part of the Project and the 

storm water upgrades would be sized to accommodate projected campus growth as 

noted in Section 2, Project Description, of this Addendum. Therefore, the Project is 

consistent with the population and housing analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR.  

b) As described in Section 2, Project Description, of this Addendum, the Project would 

construct an East Rim Multimodal Path and a Regional Storm Water Quality Basin. 

The Project would not temporarily displace a substantial number of people on the 

campus or create a demand for new housing that cannot be accommodated locally. 

Therefore, no potential for an impact would occur, consistent with the population 

and housing analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.13 Public Services 

Section 3.12 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the physical effects of providing public 

services to meet the needs of the campus growth under the 2018 LRDP and determines 

that less than significant environmental impacts would occur due to the need for additional 

fire protection facilities (Section 3.12.3.1), police protection facilities (Section 3.12.3.2), and 

public school facilities (Section 3.12.3.3). No mitigation is required for public services 

impacts as described in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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PUBLIC SERVICES 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Would the project result in substantial 

adverse physical impacts associated with the 

provision of new or physically altered 

governmental facilities, need for new or 

physically altered governmental facilities, the 

construction of which could cause significant 

environmental impacts, in order to maintain 

acceptable service ratios, response times or 

other performance objectives for any of the 

public services: 

    

i)  Fire protection?     

ii)  Police protection?     

iii)  Schools?     

 

a) Implementation of the Project would not contribute to the overall need for new fire 

protection, police protection and school facilities in the University area as it is 

installing stormwater infrastructure and a multimodal connection, which would not 

induce population growth. Implementation of the overall 2018 LRDP would 

contribute to such need, but not at a level that would require new facilities beyond 

those that exist or are already planned by the various service providers nor would 

any new facilities result in a significant physical impact to the environment. It is also 

important to note that the City of San Diego has constructed a new fire station at 

the northwest corner of the West Campus, which would serve the campus and 

surrounding communities. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the public 

services analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.14 Recreation 

Section 3.13 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the environmental effects associated with 

modifying recreational facilities to meet the needs of campus growth under the 2018 LRDP 

and concludes that despite the increase in usage of on- and off-campus recreational facilities, 

less than significant impacts would occur (Section 3.13.3.1). Any construction and expansion 

of recreational facilities would be addressed through compliance with the 2018 LRDP EIR 

mitigation framework and less than significant impacts would occur (Section 3.13.3.2). No 

mitigation is required for recreation impacts as described in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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RECREATION 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Would the project increase the use of existing 

neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities such that substantial 

physical deterioration of the facility would 

occur or be accelerated? 

    

b)  Does the project include recreational facilities 

or require the construction or expansion of 

recreational facilities which might have an 

adverse physical effect on the environment? 

    

 

a) The proposed Project would not contribute to increased demands for recreation 

facilities on and off campus. The 2018 LRDP anticipates the need for new recreation 

facilities and the campus would continue to manage and maintain its existing 

recreation facilities. The City of San Diego would continue to expand and maintain 

its off-campus recreation facilities in response to its own population growth. The 

proposed improvements include increased opportunities for passive recreation 

such as the East Rim Multimodal Path that could be used for walking, running and 

cycling. Substantial physical deterioration in recreation facilities is, therefore, not 

expected to occur as a result of the Project. Therefore, the Project is consistent with 

the public services analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) The Project would provide the East Rim Multimodal Path and would improve Pepper 

Canyon, which is designated as the Urban Forest category of the campus’ Open 

Space Preserve. These outdoor recreational facilities would provide public spaces 

suitable for walking, running, cycling, studying and other open space passive 

recreational opportunities. Additionally, these amenities would provide an 

important visual and physical center to the Pepper Canyon Neighborhood that 

would provide quiet spaces to enjoy and study. Access to the Urban Forest Open 

Space Preserve Area would be provided by rustic trail steps and the path would run 

through the area that would be suitable for walking and running. 

The construction of these recreational facilities would not have an adverse physical 

effect on the environment that have not been addressed in the 2018 LRDP EIR and 

this Addendum. The environmental impacts associated with the development of 

new campus recreational facilities would be less than significant or would be 

mitigated to below a level of significance through the application of the mitigation 
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framework in the 2018 LRDP EIR. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the 

recreation analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.15 Transportation and Circulation 

Section 3.14 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the transportation and traffic effects of 

campus growth under the 2018 LRDP and concludes that traffic associated with plan 

implementation would result in cumulatively significant impacts due to exceedances of 

level of service (LOS) criteria in the Near-Term (Year 2025) and Long-Term (Year 2035) 

Scenarios for intersections, street segments, freeway mainline segments, and freeway 

ramp meters in the area (Section 3.14.3.1). 

However, implementation of the 2018 LRDP would not cause substantial additional vehicle 

miles traveled (VMT) to exceed the regional averages for applicable campus land uses 

therefore less than significant VMT impacts are identified (Section 3.14.3.2). In addition, 

implementation of the 2018 LRDP would not conflict with applicable policies, plans, or 

programs regarding safety or performance of public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities 

and its impact would be less than significant (Section 3.14.3.3). There is no potential for 

significant impacts to air traffic patterns, conflicts with a congestion management plan, 

safety hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses, or inadequate emergency 

access (Section 3.14.5). 

The 2018 LRDP mitigation framework includes programmatic mitigation to reduce or 

minimize the LOS impacts of plan implementation, as described in Section of the 2018 

LRDP EIR. Specifically, the campus would implement MM Tra-1A-OPT2 by funding and 

installing the needed improvements at a subset of impacted intersections, and freeway 

ramp meters in phases over the next five years. UC San Diego would work with the City of 

San Diego and Caltrans to obtain the appropriate agreements and permits. Despite these 

improvements, impacts would be cumulatively significant and unavoidable as described in 

Section 3.14.3.1 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. No project-level mitigation measures are required 

for cumulative traffic impacts. 

On September 27, 2013, SB 743 was signed into law, which created a process to change the 

way that transportation impacts are analyzed under CEQA. SB 743 required the California 

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research to amend the CEQA Guidelines to provide an 

alternative to LOS for evaluating transportation impacts. The transportation impact 

assessment updates to the CEQA Guidelines required under SB 743 were approved on 

December 28, 2018, and were required to be implemented statewide by July 1, 2020. Under 

the new (i.e., current) CEQA transportation guidelines, LOS, or vehicle delay, is no longer 
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considered an environmental impact under CEQA; and, VMT has been adopted as the most 

appropriate measure of transportation impacts under CEQA. Therefore, this Addendum 

addresses the Project’s consistency with the Program EIR’s VMT analysis.  

TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)   Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or 

addressing the circulation system, including 

transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian 

facilities? 

    

b)   Would the project conflict or be inconsistent 

with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, 

subdivision (b)? 

 

    

d)   Substantially increase hazards due to a 

design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 

dangerous intersections) or incompatible 

uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

    

e)  Result in inadequate emergency access?     

______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

a) Implementation of the Project would not conflict with applicable policies, plans, or 

programs regarding safety or performance of public transit, roadway, bicycle, or 

pedestrian facilities. As noted in Section 3.14.3.2 of the 2018 LRDP EIR, UC San Diego 

continues to look for opportunities to close gaps in the bicycle/pedestrian network 

in and adjacent to campus and improve last mile connections to campus trolley 

stations, whenever feasible. The proposed Project directly addresses this by 

providing a multimodal connection in the immediate vicinity of the Central Campus 

Trolley Station. The path would provide a connection to Rupertus Walk, which is the 

primary pedestrian path for LRT riders to access the West Campus, and also to the 

Gilman Bridge pedestrian and bicycle path, facilitating pedestrian and micromobility 

access between the West and East Campuses. Because the Project encourages 

alternative transportation and benefits the campus’s transportation demand 

management project, less than significant impacts would occur and the Project is 

consistent with the transportation analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. The San 

Diego region, which includes UC San Diego, elected to be exempt from the state-

mandated congestion management plan (CMP) in October of 2009.  
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b) CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 pertains to impacts associated with vehicle miles 

traveled (VMT). As part of the 2018 LRDP EIR, a six-tier analysis of VMT impacts was 

conducted in accordance with the concepts expressed in Senate Bill (SB) 743. As 

shown in that comprehensive analysis, the 2018 LRDP VMT per resident, VMT per 

employee, and VMT per capita would be measurably lower than the regional and 

City averages. In addition, the campus transportation demand management (TDM) 

program combined with its location within a transit priority area (TPA) would lower 

auto dependency and VMT over time. The Project is adjacent to the Central Campus 

Trolley Station, which once in operation, would facilitate vehicular trip reduction. 

The Project would encourage use of the LRT line by improving a portion of the area 

surrounding the station and providing a multimodal pathway with the East Rim 

Multimodal Path that increases the overall accessibility of the Central Campus 

Trolley Station. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur and the Project 

is consistent with the transportation analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c) The Project would not change the off-site circulation system such that hazards 

would be increased, and would include a number of amenities that would improve 

the on-campus circulation system as described above for question a). The Project 

would also not substantially increase hazards due to design features or 

incompatible uses. Therefore, no impacts would occur and the Project is consistent 

with the transportation analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) The Project would not require an amendment to the campus’s emergency access 

route map, as necessary, to ensure that adequate fire protection and emergency 

access is maintained on campus at all times. Therefore, no impacts would occur and 

the Project is consistent with the transportation analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP 

EIR. 

4.1.16 Utilities, Service Systems and Energy 

Section 3.15 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the physical effects of expanding the utility 

infrastructure and the energy demands associated with campus growth under the 2018 

LRDP and concludes that less than significant impacts would occur related to wastewater 

treatment capacity (Section 3.15.3.1); new and expanded water and wastewater 

infrastructure (Section 3.15.3.2); new or expanded storm water drainage facilities (Section 

3.15.3.3), water supply availability (Section 3.15.3.4); compliance with statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste management (Section 3.15.3.5); and energy usage 

(Section 3.15.3.6). The 2018 LRDP EIR further determines there is no potential for significant 
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impacts related to solid waste disposal needs or the capacity of local infrastructure to 

impact the provision of solid waste services or impair the attainment of solid waste 

reduction goals. No mitigation is required for utilities, service systems or energy impacts as 

described in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Require or result in the relocation or 

construction of new or expanded water, 

wastewater treatment or storm water 

drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 

telecommunications facilities or expansion of 

existing facilities, the construction or 

relocation of which could cause significant 

environmental effects? 

    

b)  Have sufficient water supplies available to 

serve the project and reasonably forseeable 

future development during normal, dry, and 

multiple dry years? 

    

c)  Result in a determination by the wastewater 

treatment provider which serves or may 

serve the project that it has adequate 

capacity to serve the project’s projected 

demand in addition to the providers existing 

commitments? 

    

d)  Generate solid waste in excess of State or 

local standards or the capacity of local 

infrastructure or negatively impact the 

provision of solid waste services or impair the 

attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

    

e)  Comply with federal, state, and local statutes 

and regulations related to solid waste? 
    

______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

a) During the project planning and design phase for the Project, UC San Diego Campus 

Planning, Capital Program Management (CPM), and Design and Development 

Services (DDS) staff conducted a review of the Project’s utility needs to verify that 

adequate infrastructure would be available to serve its storm water, energy, and 

recycled water needs. The Project does not require connection to domestic water or 

wastewater facilities. Additionally, as part of the site evaluation process and/or site 

feasibility study, the Campus Planner also consulted the Master Infrastructure Plan 
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(MIP) and CPM/DDS engineers to identify any capacity constraints and determine 

whether system improvements would be required to support the Project. The 

Project would require minimal water which would be provided via the campus’s 

recycled water loop. No wastewater would be generated by the Project, nor would it 

need any telecommunication connections.  

According to the 2018 LRDP EIR, incorporation of Low Impact Design (LID) standards 

for storm water treatment and retention would comply with the 2018 LRDP’s 

standard for all projects that create or replace impervious surfaces to avoid flooding 

during storms. An objective of the Project is to implement LID opportunities with 

respect to storm water management, landscape, planting, and hardscape design. 

This objective is achieved through the installation of landscaping, hardscaping, and 

storm water facilities in Pepper Canyon Urban Forest. 

The existing storm water facilities in Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space 

Preserve Bare described in Section 2.5.4 of this Addendum.  

The proposed 34,000 square foot Regional Storm Water Quality Basin would be 

installed in the southerly portion of the Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space 

preserve (Section 2.5.4), and a network of proposed storm drain infrastructure 

would support the Project site. This would include connections to existing storm 

drain infrastructure that would ultimately tie into the existing storm drain mains as 

constructed within the Pepper Canyon Open Space Preserve. The proposed project 

would protect in place the concrete check dams and a vegetated swale with 

concrete cut-off walls that have recently been constructed by SANDAG. These 

features would continue to provide conveyance under post-construction conditions. 

In addition, the East Rim Multimodal Path would be flanked by a 3-foot swale on the 

east side of the path that would provide storm water control. To the extent possible, 

historic flow patterns would be adhered to for the proposed design.  

Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur and the Project is consistent 

with the utilities and service systems analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) Implementation of the Project would not increase potable water usage on the 

campus beyond levels anticipated in the City’s Water Supply Assessment Report 

prepared for the 2018 LRDP. Additionally, the Project would implement water-use 

reduction sustainability features that would comply with the UC Sustainable 

Practices Policy. One of these policies include the use of water efficient fixtures and 

drought tolerant landscaping in accordance with the water conservation goals of the 
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UC Sustainable Practices Policy and Water Action Plan (Section 2.5.7). Outdoor water 

use would be reduced through the selection drought tolerant native and adapted 

plant species. Areas where irrigation is required, water will be provided via the 

campus recycled water loop. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur 

and the Project is consistent with the utilities and service systems analysis evaluated 

in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c) Implementation of the Project would not increase the amount of on-campus 

building space or the on-campus residential population. No physical expansion of 

the Point Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant capacity would be required to serve 

the proposed Project. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur and the 

Project is consistent with the utilities and service systems analysis evaluated in the 

2018 LRDP EIR. 

d)  Implementation of the 2018 LRDP would not result in inadequate capacity of solid 

waste facilities in the region such that construction of a new landfill or expansion of 

an existing landfill would be necessary. Still, Project implementation would require 

demolition, and grading activities that would produce excavated soils, green waste, 

asphalt/concrete, and other construction and demolition waste. Demolition 

materials would be recycled in accordance with local policies. Operations of the 

Project would contribute additional non-recyclable/non-reusable waste which would 

be deposited at Miramar Landfill, after accounting for waste reduction and 

diversion. However, the Project would comply with applicable waste reduction and 

diversion programs as part of the campus-wide effort to meet the UC Sustainable 

Practices Policy’s zero waste goal by 2020. 

Therefore, the Project would minimize its waste disposal needs and assist the state 

and local agencies in achieving their applicable solid waste management and 

diversion goals, resulting in less than significant impacts. The Project is consistent 

with the utilities and service systems analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

e) Project implementation would require activities that would produce excavated soils, 

green waste, and other construction waste. Operations of the Project would 

contribute very small amounts of non-recyclable/non-reusable waste as the Project 

would install infrastructure and no habitable structure. Any waste would be 

deposited at Miramar Landfill, after accounting for waste reduction and diversion 

per UC San Diego procedures. However, the Project would comply with applicable 

waste reduction and diversion programs as part of the campus-wide effort to meet 

the UC Sustainable Practices Policy’s zero waste goal by 2020 where applicable (for 
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example, recycling bins may be provided along the East Rim Multimodal Path). 

Therefore, the Project would minimize its waste disposal needs and assist the state 

and local agencies in achieving their applicable solid waste management and 

diversion goals, resulting in less than significant impacts. The Project is consistent 

with the utilities and service systems analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.17 Wildfire 

Since the 2018 LRDP EIR was certified, the CEQA Guidelines were amended to provide new 

requirements to address a project’s impacts on wildfire hazards. This section of this 

Addendum addresses those new questions, which were not explicitly addressed in the 

2018 LRDP EIR. Relevant information provided in the 2018 LRDP EIR along with new project-

specific information is relied upon to make new impact determinations.   

 

WILDFIRE 

 

Would the Project… 

Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a)  Substantially impair an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
    

b)  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, 

exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose 

project occupants to pollutant concentrations 

from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a 

wildfire? 

    

c)  Require the installation or maintenance of 

associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 

breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or 

other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that 

may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 

environment? 

    

d)  Expose people or structures to significant risks, 

including downslope or downstream flooding or 

landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope 

instability, or drainage changes? 

    

 

a) UC San Diego has an Emergency Operations Plan that addresses planned responses 

instructions and procedures to various levels of human-made or natural emergency 

situations for all campus staff, students, and visitors. It provides information for 

building evacuation, emergency supplies, and related emergency contacts and 

information sources. Multiple emergency response regions are provided throughout 

the campus equipped to provide necessary supplies and trained personnel in the event 

of an emergency. The Project would not result in roadway closures or other 
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obstructions to emergency operations. If unanticipated closure of any lane or roadway 

are necessary, as required by Mitigation Measure Haz-6, UC San Diego would require 

the construction contractor to notify the Campus Fire Marshal and community to 

prevent conflicts with emergency access or evacuation routes during construction. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure Haz-6, which requires the notification of the 

Campus Fire Marshal and campus community at large prior to the start of construction, 

would reduce impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore, the Project would not 

result in any new significant environmental effects. 

b)   Equipment used for construction, landscaping, and maintenance could exacerbate 

wildfire risk and expose project occupants to wildfire pollutants. Consistent with the 

2018 LRDP, the project would be reviewed by the Campus Fire Marshal to ensure that 

adequate fire protection and emergency access is maintained on campus at all times. 

Less flammable plant and tree species would be selected as required by the UC San 

Diego Fire Marshall. All LRT clearances and easements would be addressed per 

agreements negotiated with the City of San Diego and MTS. All new landscape planting 

would be kept at heights less than 3-feet per San Diego Fire Department requirements 

and dense zones of trees would be avoided to ensure good visibility. Per the Campus 

Fire Marshall, landscaping in the Pepper Canyon Urban Forest Open Space Preserve 

would comply with strict control over flammable plant and tree species. These policies 

would not apply to the existing wetland vegetation in the canyon, which would be 

protected. The Urban Forest area would also require irrigation and maintenance of 

plant species as “low ground mounds,” and the area would be maintained on an annual 

or as-needed basis to remove dead, dying or diseased materials from the vegetation. 

Implementation of these fire protection measures, fuel management regulations, and 

compliance with associated regulations would ensure impacts to project occupants due 

to wildfire pollutants under the proposed project would be less than significant. 

Therefore, the project would not result in any new significant environmental effects 

regarding exposure of project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire. 

c)  The Project would not include the installation of roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 

sources, or power lines. The Project would install stormwater and multimodal 

infrastructure within an existing canyon and would not exacerbate fire risk due to its 

location within the campus where fire protection measures including fuel management 

zones and building review by the Campus Fire Marshal exist. Any temporary or ongoing 

impacts to the environment resulting from the installation and maintenance of 

infrastructure is part of ongoing operations and projected future development of the 

campus and therefore evaluated under the 2018 LRDP EIR. Therefore, the project would 
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not result in any new significant environmental effects regarding installation or 

maintenance of associated infrastructure. 

d)  In the event that the steep slopes near the project are burned, unstable soils could 

occur due to the lack of vegetation to anchor the hillside. UC San Diego would 

implement BMPs to stabilize slopes and prevent sediment movement exposure to off-

site adjacent occupants. These BMPs would include the placement of fiber rolls, straw 

wattles, or sandbags on the affected slopes, as well as erosion control mats, to stabilize 

and protect the burned areas. The Project would install a Regional Storm Water Quality 

Basin that would better address stormwater flow from existing and planned 

development from the existing condition. See Section 4.1.9, Hydrology and Water 

Quality, for a discussion of the Project’s stormwater management. The Project also 

would install vegetation along the eastern slope of the canyon on either side of the East 

Rim Multimodal Path, including a vegetated swale to address flows. Therefore, the 

possibility of flooding or landslides as a result of running water down the slope would 

be greatly lessened. In addition, the project would result in the redevelopment of a 

disturbed area and add additional fire protection measures, resulting in a less than 

significant impact. Therefore, the project would not result in any new significant 

environmental effects regarding downstream or down slope flooding. 
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4.1.18 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 Impact 

Examined 

in 2018 

LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 

Less-than-

Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

a) Does the project have the potential to 

substantially degrade the quality of the 

environment, substantially reduce the habitat 

of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or 

wildlife population to drop below self-

sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 

plant or animal community, substantially 

reduce the number or restrict the range of a 

rare or endangered plant or animal or 

eliminate important examples of the major 

periods of California history or prehistory? 

    

b) Does the project have impacts that are 

individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” 

means that the incremental effects of a 

project are considerable when viewed in 

connection with the effects of past projects, 

the effects of other current projects, and the 

effects of probable future projects)? 

    

c) Does the project have environmental effects 

that will cause substantial adverse effects on 

human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

    

 

a) All applicable mitigation measures identified in the 2018 LRDP EIR to avoid and 

reduce impacts are integrated into the proposed Project and with the integration of 

these measures, the Project would not substantially degrade the quality of the 

environment. 

As described in Section 4.1.3, Biological Resources, of this Addendum, the Project 

site is developed and mostly devoid of sensitive biological resources, except 

potential nest trees for special-status birds and jurisdictional wetlands. The Project 

would not significantly affect fish or wildlife habitat or species with compliance with 

the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework. The implementation of biological 

resources mitigation measures and the project design would reduce or avoid the 

Project’s potentially significant impacts on sensitive vegetation communities 
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(wetlands) and nesting special-status birds to less than significant levels and is 

consistent with the biological resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

As described in Section 4.1.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources, based on the 

inventory and analysis contained in the Historic Resources Report prepared for the 

2018 LRDP EIR (ARG 2018), no historic structures exist on site. Based on the 

Archaeological Resources Report for the 2018 LRDP (AECOM 2018), two previous 

historic archaeological resources have been identified within the Project site. 

However, these resources were determined not to be of significance and testing has 

shown that no further work at the sites is required. Additionally, since recordation, 

these sites have likely been displaced or destroyed during the construction of the 

LRT station for the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit. The Project site is not within an area 

of archaeological or tribal cultural sensitivity. Therefore, the Project would not 

eliminate any examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. 

b) The 2018 LRDP EIR identified significant and unavoidable cumulative impacts to air 

quality (construction, operational and toxic air contaminant emissions) population 

and housing (physical effects of population growth), transportation/traffic (levels of 

service) and growth inducement (regional growth). As part of the 2018 LRDP EIR 

development program, the Project would contribute to some (air quality) of these 

significant and unavoidable impacts as described in this Addendum. However, the 

Project is within the scope of campus development and population evaluated in the 

2018 LRDP EIR as noted in Section 3 of this document. 

These impacts were also addressed in the Findings and Statement of Overriding 

Considerations adopted by The Regents in connection with its approval of the 2018 

LRDP. No conditions have changed, and no new information has become available 

since certification of the 2018 LRDP EIR that would alter this previous analysis. No 

additional mitigation is available to reduce the Project’s contribution to these 

previously identified impacts. 

c) As described above, the Project would incrementally contribute to cumulative air 

quality impacts (toxic air contaminants) that were identified as significant and 

unavoidable as well as cumulatively considerable in the 2018 LRDP EIR. The Project’s 

construction and operation emissions are within the scope of impacts examined in 

the 2018 LRDP EIR. These impacts were also addressed in the Findings and 

Statement of Overriding Considerations adopted by The Regents in connection with 

its approval of the 2018 LRDP. 
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Effects of the Project would not result in substantial adverse effects on human 

beings beyond those analyzed in the 2018 LRDP EIR. No conditions have changed, 

and no new information has become available since certification of the 2018 LRDP 

EIR that would alter this analysis. No additional mitigation is available to reduce the 

Project’s contribution these impacts. Other impacts with the potential to affect 

human beings were determined to be Less Than Significant. 
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5 APPLICABLE MITIGATION MEASURES 

The following mitigation measures from the certified 2018 LRDP EIR Mitigation Monitoring 

and Reporting Program (MMRP) would be applicable to the impacts associated with the 

Project. No new significant impacts or increased severity in impacts that were not analyzed 

in the 2018 LRDP EIR have been identified; therefore, no additional project-specific 

mitigation is required. 

Air Quality 

AQ-2A: Implement Measures to Control PM Emissions Generated by Construction 

Activities. UC San Diego shall require by contract specification that contractors implement 

the following measures during all phases of construction of individual projects developed 

under the proposed 2018 LRDP: 

• Water the grading areas a minimum of twice daily to minimize fugitive dust; 

• Stabilize graded areas as quickly as possible to minimize fugitive dust; 

• Apply chemical stabilizer or pave the last 100 feet of internal travel path within the 

construction site prior to public road entry; 

• Install wheel washers adjacent to a paved apron prior to vehicle entry on public roads; 

• Remove any visible track-out into traveled public streets via regular street sweeping; 

• Wet wash the construction access point at the end of each workday if any vehicle 

travel on unpaved surfaces has occurred; 

• Provide sufficient perimeter erosion control to prevent washout of silty material onto 

public roads; 

• Cover haul trucks or maintain at least 12 inches of freeboard to reduce blow- off 

during hauling; 

• Suspend all soil disturbance and travel on unpaved surfaces if winds exceed 25 mph; 

• Cover/water on-site stockpiles of excavated material; 

• Enforce a 15-mph speed limit on unpaved surfaces; 

• On dry days, dirt and debris spilled onto paved surfaces shall be swept up 

immediately to reduce re-suspension of particulate matter caused by vehicle 

movement. Approach routes to construction sites shall be cleaned daily of 

construction-related dirt in dry weather; 

• Disturbed areas shall be hydroseeded, landscaped, or developed as quickly as 

possible to reduce dust generation; and 
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• Limit the daily grading volumes/area to extent feasible. 

AQ-2B: Minimize Off-Road Construction Equipment Emissions. UC San Diego shall require 

by contract specification that the construction contractor use off-road construction diesel 

engines that meet, at a minimum, the Tier 4 interim California Emissions Standards, unless 

such an engine is not available for a particular item of equipment. Tier 3 engines will be 

allowed on a project-by-project basis when the contractor has documented that no Tier 4 

interim equipment or emissions equivalent retrofit equipment is available or feasible for 

the project. 

Biological Resources 

Bio-2D: If project construction is scheduled to commence during the raptor nesting season 

(generally January 15 through July 31), pre-construction surveys for raptor nests shall be 

performed by a qualified biologist within 500 feet of project construction activities no more 

than seven days prior to the initiation of construction. Construction activities within 500 

feet of an identified active raptor nest shall not commence during the breeding season 

until a qualified biologist determines that the nest is no longer active and any young birds 

in the area have adequately fledged and are no longer reliant on the nest. Trees with 

inactive nests can be removed outside the breeding season without causing an impact. 

Bio-2E: No grubbing, trimming, or clearing of vegetation (including brush management) 

from project sites shall occur during the general avian breeding season (February 15 

through August 31). If grubbing, trimming, or clearing cannot feasibly occur outside of the 

general avian breeding season, a qualified biologist shall perform a pre-construction 

nesting bird survey no more than seven days prior to the commencement of vegetation 

clearing or grubbing to determine if active bird nests are present in the affected areas. 

Should an active migratory bird nest be located, the project biologist shall direct vegetation 

clearing away from the nest until it has been determined by the project biologist that the 

young have fledged, or the nest has failed. If there are no nesting birds (includes nest 

building or other breeding/nesting behavior) within the survey area, clearing, grubbing, and 

grading shall be allowed to proceed. 

Bio-3B: During the project planning phase, site plans shall be designed to minimize impacts 

to sensitive vegetation communities, to the extent feasible. Such minimization efforts 

include the following: 

i. Use of retaining walls to minimize grading impacts, to the extent that this is possible 

from an engineering and visual impact standpoint. 
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ii. Locations, widths, design features, and construction methods of any new trails or 

overlook areas shall carefully consider how to avoid and minimize impacts to 

sensitive vegetation communities (e.g., routing trails along canyon rims rather than 

through canyons, cantilevered overlook platforms, using bridges to avoid wetland 

vegetation communities, clearing trails by hand). 

iii. To the extent practicable, a 50-foot-wide buffer shall be provided between 

permanent development and wetland vegetation. 

Bio-3E: Prior to construction, a pre-construction meeting shall be held between the Project 

Manager, qualified Biologist, Environmental Planner, and construction crews to ensure 

crews are informed of the sensitivity of habitats in the Open Space Preserve and adjacent 

undeveloped lands. 

i. Prior to commencement of clearing or grading activities, fencing (e.g., silt fencing, 

orange construction fencing, and/or chain-link fencing as determined by campus 

planning) shall be installed around the approved limits of disturbance to prevent 

errant disturbance of sensitive biological resources by construction vehicles or 

personnel. Installation of fencing to demarcate the approved limits of disturbance 

shall be verified by the project biologist prior to initiation of clearing or grading 

activities. All movement of construction contractors, including ingress and egress of 

equipment and personnel, shall be limited to designated construction zones. This 

fencing shall be removed upon completion of all construction activities. 

ii. No temporary storage or stockpiling of construction materials shall be allowed 

within the Ecological Reserve or Restoration Lands, and all staging areas for 

equipment and materials shall be located at least 50 feet from the edge of these 

areas. This prohibition shall not be applied to facilities that are planned to traverse 

Ecological Reserve or Restoration Lands (e.g., trails and utilities). Staging areas and 

construction sites in proximity to the Ecological Reserve or Restoration Lands shall 

be kept free of trash, refuse, and other waste; no waste dirt, rubble, or trash shall be 

deposited in these areas. 

iii. Equipment to extinguish small brush fires (e.g., from trucks or other vehicles) shall 

be present on site during all phases of project construction activities, along with 

personnel trained in the use of such equipment. Smoking shall be prohibited in 

construction areas adjacent to flammable vegetation. 

iv. Temporary night lighting shall not be used during construction unless determined 

to be absolutely necessary. If night lighting is necessary, lights shall be directed away 
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from sensitive vegetation communities and shielded to minimize temporary lighting 

of the surrounding habitat. 

Bio-3F: During project construction, a biological monitor shall visit the site weekly during 

site preparation and rough grading activities, and monthly following completion of rough 

grading, until construction is completed. During site visits, the monitor shall be responsible 

for ensuring that the construction activities and staging areas are restricted to the 

approved limits of work, and protective fencing is adequately maintained. The monitor 

shall be responsible for ensuring that the contractor adheres to the other provisions 

described above. The monitor, in cooperation with the on-site construction manager, shall 

have the authority to halt construction activities in the event that these provisions are not 

met. Monitors shall submit regular reports to the UC San Diego Campus Planning Office 

during construction documenting the implementation of construction measures Bio-3E. 

Bio-3G: The following best management practices shall be implemented for each project 

that would remove or install tree species on UC San Diego that may be used as host trees 

by SHBs 

i. Trees to be planted on UC San Diego shall be obtained from a reliable source and be 

free of sign of SHB infestation. 

ii. An education program for on-site workers responsible for tree installation shall be 

implemented. The program shall describe the signs of SHB infestation (e.g., sugary 

exudate on trunks or branches, and SHB entry/exit holes [approximately the size of 

the tip of a ballpoint pen]). 

iii. Sign of SHB infestation shall be reported to CDFW and UC Riverside’s Eskalen Lab 

(www.eskalenlab.ucr.edu) by the UC San Diego Project Manager and/or the project 

biologist. 

iv. Trees with sign of SHB infestation shall be pruned or removed, as appropriate, and 

potential host materials shall be chipped to less than one inch prior to composting on 

site or transfer to a landfill. 

v. Equipment that is used to prune or remove SHB-infected trees shall be disinfected 

prior to additional use. 

vi. Biologists monitoring mitigation sites shall be knowledgeable regarding sign of SHB 

infestation. 

Bio-3H: Areas selectively thinned for brush management shall be monitored by a qualified 

biologist for establishment of invasive plant species pursuant to the HMP. 

Bio-3I: Landscaping adjacent to the Open Space Preserve shall comply with the following 

requirements to prevent the introduction of invasive species: 
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i. Appropriate landscaping shall be selected based on the vegetation communities 

within the portion of the Open Space Preserve adjacent to the project. In areas 

supporting native (or disturbed native) vegetation communities, revegetation of 

impacted slopes shall be with appropriate native plant materials. In particular, 

where the Open Space Preserve is disturbed by construction of the Campus 

Meander, installation of native plants such as lemonadeberry, toyon, deerweed 

(Acmispon glaber), monkey flower (Diplacus aurantiacus), and sages (Salvia spp.) are 

recommended to make the Open Space Preserve more impenetrable to people 

while reinforcing the boundaries and edges of the Campus Meander (The Harrison 

Studio 1997). 

ii. Only non-invasive plant species shall be included in the landscape plans for projects 

(species not listed on the California Invasive Plant Inventory prepared by the Cal-IPC 

[2006]). A qualified landscape architect and/or qualified biologist shall review 

landscape plant palettes prior to implementation to ensure that no invasive species 

are included. 

iii. Any planting stock brought onto a project site adjacent to the Open Space Preserve 

for landscaping or habitat restoration shall be inspected to ensure it is free of pest 

species that could invade natural areas, including but not limited to Argentine ants 

and South American fire ants. Inspections of planting stock for habitat restoration 

shall be by a qualified biologist, and inspections of planting stock for landscaping 

shall be the responsibility of qualified UC San Diego Project Manager or their 

designated assignee. Any planting stock found to be infested with such pests shall 

be quarantined, treated, or disposed of according to best management practices by 

qualified personnel, in a manner that precludes invasions into natural habitats. 

Bio-3K: The following best management practices shall be implemented by the campus 

along areas that interface with the Open Space Preserve to address runoff/water quality 

impacts from landscaping: 

i. Integrated Pest Management principles (University of California Integrated Pest 

Management Program) shall be implemented to the extent practicable for areas in 

and adjacent to the Open Space Preserve for chemical pesticides, herbicides, and 

fertilizers. Examples of such measures may include, but are not limited to, 

alternative weed/pest control measures (e.g., removal by hand) and proper 

application techniques (e.g., conformance to manufacturer specifications and legal 

requirements). 
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ii. Irrigation for project landscaping shall be minimized and controlled in areas in and 

adjacent to the Open Space Preserve through efforts such as designing irrigation 

systems to match landscaping water needs, using sensor devices to prevent 

irrigation during and after precipitation, and using automatic flow reducers/shut-off 

valves that are triggered by a decrease in water pressure from broken sprinkler 

heads or pipes. 

Bio-3M: Maintenance of storm water facilities shall be conducted in a manner to minimize 

impacts to adjacent sensitive habitats. Maintenance will be overseen by a qualified 

biologist and occur outside the general bird breeding season which extends from February 

15 through August 31. 

Bio-4A: During the project planning process, if a project has vegetation mapped as 

potential wetlands or the project site contains or is located immediately adjacent to a 

natural drainage course, a qualified biologist shall conduct a jurisdictional delineation. The 

jurisdictional delineation shall use current regulatory guidance to identify the presence of 

potential regulated waters and wetlands in the project vicinity. If there is potential for the 

project to adversely affect wetlands or waters, impacts shall be avoided and minimized 

during project design process, to the extent practicable, and unavoidable impacts shall be 

mitigated through implementation of mitigation measure Bio-3D, and conformance with 

applicable wetland permit conditions.  

Note: Mitigation Measure Bio-4A has been completed and the Project would not adversely affect 

the adjacent wetland. The applicable permits for impacts to the nonvegetated channel are 

underway and the appropriate mitigation to be determined by the regulatory agencies would be 

secured prior to any impact occurring to the channel.  

Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources 

Cul-2A: Evaluation. As early as possible in the project planning process, UC San Diego shall 

define the project’s Area of Potential Effects (APE) for archaeological resources based on 

the extent of ground disturbance and site modification anticipated for the project. If, based 

on the APE, it is determined that the project may affect a recorded significant or potentially 

significant archaeological resource, then UC San Diego shall implement the measures listed 

below. When determining if a project may affect a recorded archaeological resource that 

has undefined boundaries, a buffer of appropriate size for the resource shall be 

considered. 

i. If the resource or a portion thereof has been determined to be significant, UC San 

Diego shall implement mitigation measure Cul-2B.; 
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ii. If a determination has not been made regarding the resource’s significance (or a 

portion thereof), the locus shall be evaluated by a qualified UC San Diego-retained 

archaeologist through testing and other appropriate means, who will determine if it 

qualifies as a unique archaeological resource under the criteria of CEQA Guidelines 

Section 15064.5. This evaluation shall also determine the extent of the resource, if 

not already established. The qualified archaeologist shall be responsible for 

submitting appropriate records to the SCIC at San Diego State University and the 

San Diego Museum of Man. 

Note: Mitigation Measure Cul-2A has been completed; there are no potentially significant 

resources within the APE. The site has been completely graded by the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit 

Project. Items i) and ii) are not required.  

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Haz-4A: During project planning, EH&S shall be consulted in order to identify if any past 

contamination, USTs, ASTs, or other contamination could potentially occur in areas to be 

impacted. EH&S will consider the cases on file at the County of San Diego DEH and 

information on historical uses in the area to be impacted such as old maps and photos. If 

EH&S determines that there is limited potential for contamination to occur on site, no 

additional mitigation is necessary. If it is determined that contamination has potential to 

exist on a project site, Mitigation Measure Haz-4B shall be implemented. 

Haz-4B: If contamination exists on a proposed project site and if it poses a risk to human 

health or the environment, actions shall be taken prior to any construction, pursuant to 

applicable regulations, to remove or otherwise remediate the contamination through 

appropriate measures such as natural attenuation, active remediation, and engineering 

controls. Assessment and remediation activities shall incorporate the following conditions: 

i. All assessment and remediation activities shall be conducted in accordance with a work 

plan that is approved by the regulatory agency having oversight of the activities. 

ii. It may be necessary to excavate existing soil within the project site, or to bring fill 

soils into the site from off-site locations. At sites that have been identified as being 

contaminated or where soil contamination is suspected, appropriate sampling and 

classification are required prior to disposal of excavated soil. Contaminated soil 

shall be properly disposed of at an approved off-site facility. Fill soils also shall be 

sampled to ensure that imported soil parameters are within acceptable levels. 

iii. Caution shall be taken during excavation activities near existing groundwater 

monitoring wells, so that they are not damaged. Existing groundwater monitoring 
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wells may have to be abandoned and reinstalled if they are located in an area that is 

undergoing redevelopment. 

Haz-4C: In the event that USTs, not identified in consultation with EH&S, or undocumented 

areas of contamination are encountered during construction or redevelopment activities, 

work shall be discontinued until appropriate health and safety procedures are 

implemented. Either the County of San Diego DEH or the San Diego RWQCB, depending on 

the nature of the contamination, must be notified regarding the contamination. Each 

agency and program within the respective agency has its own mechanism for initiating an 

investigation. The appropriate program (e.g., the DEH Local Oversight Program for tank 

release cases, the County of San Diego DEH Voluntary Assistance Program for non-tank 

release cases, the RWQCB for non-tank cases involving groundwater contamination) will be 

selected based on the nature of the contamination identified. The contamination 

remediation and removal activities will be conducted in accordance with pertinent 

regulatory guidelines, under the oversight of the appropriate regulatory agency. 

Haz-6: In the event that the construction of a project requires a lane or roadway closure on 

campus, prior to construction the contractor and/or Project Manager shall ensure that the 

UC San Diego Fire Marshal and campus community at large are notified. If determined 

necessary by the UC San Diego Fire Marshal, local emergency services will be notified by 

the Fire Marshal of the closure. 

Noise 

Noi-1F: If project construction activities resulting from implementation of the 2018 LRDP 

are proposed less than 150 feet of NSLU, or may involve the use of vibratory or impact-type 

pile drivers, impact-type equipment (including but not limited to: clam shovels, hydra break 

rams, hoe rams, and jackhammers), concrete saws, pavement scarifiers, sand blasters, or 

vibrating hoppers, mitigation shall be integrated into the project’s construction specifications 

to minimize temporary noise caused by construction activities to less than significant levels: 

i. Require the construction contractor to work with proper administrative controls on 

equipment operation periods so as not to exceed a 12-hour average sound level of 

75 dBA Leq at any NSLU between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 

ii. p.m. Monday through Saturday. 

iii. Outfit construction equipment with properly maintained, manufacturer-approved or 

recommended sound abatement means on air intakes, combustion exhausts, heat 

dissipation vents, and the interior surfaces of engine hoods and power train enclosures. 
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iv. Locate (to the extent practical) steady-state, continuously operating stationary 

construction equipment such as generators, pumps, and air compressors at least 

150 feet from nearby NSLUs. If this screening distance cannot be achieved in the 

field, consider deployment of temporary noise walls or acoustical blankets/curtains 

that would block direct sound paths between the operating equipment and the 

receptor(s) of concern. 

v. Position (to the extent practical) construction laydown and vehicle staging areas as 

far from NSLUs as feasible. 

vi. Inform, whenever possible and preferably with at least a two week advanced notice, 

all neighboring NSLUs expected to be exposed to elevated noise levels that a 

construction project would commence. 

vii. Where NSLU are expected to be less than 100 feet away, schedule anticipated loud 

construction activities, which could involve impact-type equipment and processes 

such as pile driving, jackhammering, pavement breaking, compactors, etc., to not 

coincide with any finals week of classes and recognized holidays. Adjust hours or 

days of the construction activity to occur before or after these noise-sensitive 

periods of the UC San Diego academic year. 
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MEMORANDUM 

To: Chris Allen, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

From: Kamarul Muri, Dudek 

Subject: Aquatic Resources Delineation Report for the Pepper Canyon Basin 

Date: May 4, 2021 

cc: Lauren Lievers, UC San Diego 

Attachment(s): A: Interim Approved Jurisdictional Determination Form 

B: Figures 

C: Delineation Forms 

D: Review Area Photos 

E: Antecedent Precipitation Tool 

F: Digital Data (provided via email) 

This Aquatic Resources Delineation Report is being provided to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) in 

accordance with the Minimum Standards for Acceptance of Aquatic Resources Delineation Reports. This report and 

supporting attachment provide the 20 items listed in the Minimum Standards for Acceptance of Aquatic Resources 

Delineation Reports.  

Item 1: Request for a Jurisdictional Determination 

Attachment A contains Appendix 1 of Regulatory Guidance Letter (RGL) 16-1, Request for Corps 

Jurisdictional Determination.  

Item 2: Contact Information 

Applicant: UC San Diego Agent: Dudek 

Contact Name: Lauren Lievers Contact Name: Kamarul Muri 

Address: 9500 Gilman Drive, MC 0074 

La Jolla, California 92093-0074 

Address: 605 Third Street 

Encinitas, California 92024 

Phone: 949.939.3076 Phone: 760.479.4292 

Fax: — Fax 760.632.0164 

Email: llievers@ucsd.edu Email: kmuri@dudek.com 

Item 3: Site Access 

The Project applicant or agent will accompany USACE staff to the review area if site visits are deemed necessary. 
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Item 4: Directions to the Review Area 

The review area is located on the UC San Diego campus in La Jolla. From the north or south: take Interstate 5 

(I-5) and exit west onto La Jolla Village Drive. Turn north on Village La Jolla Drive and then turn east on Gilman 

Drive. The review area is located just below, and to the east of, the first parking lot on Gilman Drive (Attachment 

B, Figures 1 and 2).  

Item 5: Jurisdictional Delineation Methods 

The USACE wetlands delineation was performed in accordance with the 1987 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Wetlands Delineation Manual (USACE 1987) and the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland 

Delineation Manual: Arid West Region (USACE 2008a). A Field Guide to the Identification of the Ordinary High 

Water Mark (OHWM) in the Arid West Region of the Western United States: A Delineation Manual (USACE 2008b) 

and the Updated Datasheet for the Identification of the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM) in the Arid West Region 

of the Western United States (USACE 2010) were used to determine the extent of non-wetland waters. Pursuant 

to the federal Clean Water Act (USACE and EPA 2008), USACE wetlands included areas supporting all three 

wetlands criteria described in the 1987 USACE Manual: hydric soils, hydrology, and hydrophytic vegetation. Non-

wetland waters included channels that display evidence of an OHWM, but do not meet the three-parameter 

criteria for a wetland.  

Item 6: Aquatic Resources Narrative 

The Project site contains one non-wetland water (NWW-1) totaling 0.005 acres and 104 linear feet (Figure 3 of 

Attachment B). An OHWM datasheet was recorded at the non-wetland water to determine the status of OHWM 

indicators within that feature. Due to the presence of herbaceous wetland plant species, a wetland determination 

data form was also completed. In addition, the Project site was evaluated using the Beta Streamflow Duration 

Assessment Method for the Arid West. All forms utilized during the delineation are provided in Attachment C. Photos 

of the feature identified in Figure 3 (NWW-1) are provided in Attachment D, Review Area Photos. A discussion of the 

feature evaluated within the Review Area is provided as follows. Note that just upstream of the non-wetland water 

is a stand of willows that is located outside of the review area. 

NWW-1: Unvegetated Channel (OHWM1) 

NWW-1 is located within the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project temporary disturbance footprint. This channel was 

included in the delineation and subsequent verification for this project (SPL-2010-00628-MG). Under the USACE 

permit for the Mid-Coast project, the channel was identified as a temporary impact, which would be restored 

following project construction. In its pre-project condition, the channel was devoid of vegetation and conveyed flow 

from an upstream storm drain headwall to a box inlet (see photos 1 through 3 in Attachment D). In 2018 the channel 

was considered ephemeral in nature as it conveyed flows only during storms. The channel has since been realigned 

to accommodate construction within the area. The non-native vegetation surrounding the channel has been 

removed, and the slopes adjacent to the channel have been contoured to support the trolley pillars (see photo 6 in 

Attachment D). A new channel has been created from the edge of the southern willow scrubs to the box inlet. The 

temporary channel is lined with engineering fabric and riprap (see photos 4 and 5 in Attachment D). 
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The channel supports sparse herbaceous hydrophytic vegetation around the edges of the riprap and where there 

is space between the rocks. In this area sediment has accumulated allowing for this growth (see photo 5 in 

Attachment D). The previous delineation did not detect herbaceous hydrophytic vegetation within the channel. The 

riprap within the channel is approximately 1 to 2 feet deep and 3 to 4 feet wide. A soil sample was not taken from 

the site because of the riprap; however, given the recent construction of the temporary channel, it is unlikely that 

hydric soils have developed within the channel. Water was observed flowing within the channel during a site visit to 

the area during a significant storm event on March 15, 2021. Water was not observed the following week during 

the updated delineation on March 25, 2021. 

The Beta Streamflow Duration Assessment Method for the Arid West was utilized to determine the flow regime 

of NWW-1, but the classification flow chart indicates more information is needed to make a determination. 

Historical data available for the drainage—i.e., the limited size of the channel and the lack of hydrophytic 

vegetation or other indications of intermittent flow, the lack of changes to upstream drainage conditions that 

could affect flow conditions within the channel, and current observations that no flows or water were present 

within the channel 10 days following a significant rain event when the channel was observed to be flowing with 

1 to 2 feet of water—suggest that the streamflow in the channel remains ephemeral as originally observed prior 

to the current construction disturbance.  

Item 7: Delineation Maps 

All maps of delineated resources are provided in Attachment B. 

Item 8: Dates of Field Work 

A jurisdictional delineation within the review area was conducted in in March 2021 by Dudek Biologist 

Kamarul Muri (Table 3).  

Table 3. Schedule of the Jurisdictional Delineation Conducted for the Lake San Marcos Site 

Date Hours Personnel Conditions 

3/25/21 1000—1130 K. Muri 60°F–62°F; 0%–50% cloud cover; 0–8 mph wind 
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Item 9: Table of Aquatic Resources 

Table 4 includes a description of NWW-1 identified within the review area, its Cowardin type, any OHWM 

indicators present, the location, and the updated acreage/linear feet. Channel widths are provided on the figures 

(see Attachment B).  

Table 4. Aquatic Resource Summary 

Feature Name Cowardin OHWM Indicators 

Location (Latitude/ 

Longitude) 

Acreage/ 

Linear Feet 

Non-Wetland Waters 

NWW-1 None listed Bed and bank 32.877297—, 

117.231459 

0.005/104 

Grand Totala 0.005/104 

Source: Cowardin et al. 1979. 

Notes: OHWM = ordinary high water mark. 
a Total may not sum due to rounding. 

Item 10: Review Area Description 

The review area consists of a discrete portion of Pepper Canyon where a water quality basin is proposed. This area 

was previously delineated and permitted in association with the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project (SPL-2010-

00628-MG) with authorization for temporary impacts to less than 0.01 acres of non-wetland waters. As part of the 

ongoing construction for the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project in the area, the original channel was realigned and 

lined with fabric and riprap in 2018 to drain directly into an existing concrete storm drain box in the bottom of the 

canyon. The channel is still in its re-aligned form but is scheduled to be restored to pre-construction contours as an 

unlined earthen channel upon completion of the Mid-Coast project in Summer 2021. UC San Diego is proposing to 

construct an approximately 40,000-square-foot regional water quality control basin at this location, which would 

permanently impact the existing temporary channel as well as the location of the original pre-disturbance channel 

alignment. Given the recent regulatory changes under the Navigable Waters Protection Rule excluding ephemeral 

waters from USACE jurisdiction, UC San Diego is requesting a jurisdictional determination to evaluate if this channel, 

either in its previous form or the current condition, would be regulated by the USACE.   

Item 11: Hydrology 

The review area and associated non-wetland water are located in the northwestern portion of the Miramar Reservoir 

Hydrologic Area of the Peñasquitos Hydrologic Unit in San Diego County (Attachment B, Figure 4).  

The Antecedent Precipitation Tool (APT) table is provided in Attachment E. The result of the APT are that normal 

conditions existed at the time of the delineation.  

Item 12: Remote Sensing 

Remote sensing was not used for the delineation. 
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Item 13: Soils 

According to the Web Soil Survey (USDA 2019a), Salinas clay loam, 2 to 9 percent slopes, is the only soil type 

within the review area (Figure 5, Soils, in Attachment B). Salinas clay loam, 2 to 9 percent slopes is not a hydric 

soil (USDA 2019b).  

Item 14: Site Location Maps 

All maps are provided in Attachment B. 

Item 15: Aquatic Features Spreadsheet 

A copy of the ORM Bulk Upload Aquatic Resources or Consolidated Excel spreadsheet is not submitted with this 

memo because Table 4 provides all the information requested.  

Item 16: Delineation Maps 

All maps are provided in Attachment B. 

Item 17: Photographs 

Photos of the review area are provided in Attachment D. 

Item 18: Data Forms 

The completed wetland determination data form, OHWM datasheet and the stream duration assessment form are 

provided in Attachment C.  

Item 19: Methods 

Jurisdictional boundaries were mapped in the field using ESRI Collector on a mobile device paired with a 

Trimble R1 external Bluetooth GPS receiver with submeter accuracy. The delineation defined areas under the 

jurisdiction of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, pursuant to Sections 1600–1603 of the California 

Fish and Game Code; USACE, pursuant to Section 404 of the federal Clean Water Act (see Item 5); and the 

Regional Water Quality Control Board, pursuant to Clean Water Act Section 401 and the Porter–Cologne Water 

Quality Control Act.  

Item 20: Digital Data 

Geographic information system data is provided as Attachment F (electronic). 
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I. ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION 
Completion Date of Approved Jurisdictional Determination (AJD): Inter  
ORM Number: Not yet assigned 
Associated JDs: SPL-2010-00628-MG 
Review Area Location1: State/Territory: CA  City: La Jolla  County/Parish/Borough: San Diego County  

            Center Coordinates of Review Area: Latitude 32.877297  Longitude -117.231459  
 
II. FINDINGS 
A. Summary: Check all that apply. At least one box from the following list MUST be selected. Complete the 

corresponding sections/tables and summarize data sources.  
☐   The review area is comprised entirely of dry land (i.e., there are no waters or water features, including 

wetlands, of any kind in the entire review area). Rationale: N/A or describe rationale.   
☐   There are “navigable waters of the United States” within Rivers and Harbors Act jurisdiction within the 

review area (complete table in Section II.B). 
☐   There are “waters of the United States” within Clean Water Act jurisdiction within the review area 

(complete appropriate tables in Section II.C). 
☒   There are waters or water features excluded from Clean Water Act jurisdiction within the review area 

(complete table in Section II.D). 
 
B. Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 Section 10 (§ 10)2

§ 10 Name § 10 Size § 10 Criteria Rationale for § 10 Determination 
N/A. N/A. N/A N/A. N/A. 

C. Clean Water Act Section 404
Territorial Seas and Traditional Navigable Waters ((a)(1) waters):3 
(a)(1) Name (a)(1) Size (a)(1) Criteria Rationale for (a)(1) Determination 
N/A.  N/A.  N/A. N/A.  N/A. 

 
Tributaries ((a)(2) waters): 
(a)(2) Name (a)(2) Size (a)(2) Criteria Rationale for (a)(2) Determination 
N/A.  N/A.  N/A. N/A.  N/A. 

 
Lakes and ponds, and impoundments of jurisdictional waters ((a)(3) waters): 
(a)(3) Name (a)(3) Size (a)(3) Criteria Rationale for (a)(3) Determination 
N/A.  N/A.  N/A. N/A.  N/A. 

 
Adjacent wetlands ((a)(4) waters): 
(a)(4) Name (a)(4) Size (a)(4) Criteria Rationale for (a)(4) Determination 
N/A.  N/A.  N/A. N/A.  N/A. 

 
1 Map(s)/figure(s) are attached to the AJD provided to the requestor.  
2 If the navigable water is not subject to the ebb and flow of the tide or included on the District’s list of Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigable 
waters list, do NOT use this document to make the determination. The District must continue to follow the procedure outlined in 33 CFR part 329.14 to 
make a Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigability determination. 
3 A stand-alone TNW determination is completed independently of a request for an AJD. A stand-alone TNW determination is conducted for a specific 
segment of river or stream or other type of waterbody, such as a lake, where upstream or downstream limits or lake borders are established. A stand-
alone TNW determination should be completed following applicable guidance and should NOT be documented on the AJD Form. 
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D. Excluded Waters or Features
Excluded waters ((b)(1) – (b)(12)):4 
Exclusion Name Exclusion Size Exclusion5 Rationale for Exclusion Determination 
Unnamed 
tributary to Rose 
Creek 

0.01 acre(s) (b)(3) Ephemeral 
feature, including 
an ephemeral 
stream, swale, 
gully, rill, or pool.  

The feature in question is ephemeral in nature in 
that it only provides surface water flow in direct 
response to precipitation (e.g., rain or snow fall) 
and is not reliant on groundwater as a source of 
hydrology. Further, the feature is an excavated 
channel lined with fabric and rock. Herbaceous 
vegetation generally confined to edges 
where minimal sediment has accumulated, and 
space is available between rocks (1-2+ feet in 
size).  

III. SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
A. Select/enter all resources that were used to aid in this determination and attach data/maps to this 

document and/or references/citations in the administrative record, as appropriate.  
☒   Information submitted by, or on behalf of, the applicant/consultant: Aquatic Resources Delineation 
Report for the Pepper Canyon Basin April, 2021    

This information is sufficient for purposes of this AJD.  
Rationale: : The jurisdictional delineation was conducted by Dudek and was submitted with supporting 
information sufficent for review. 

☐   Data sheets prepared by the Corps: Title(s) and/or date(s).  
☒   Photographs: Aerial:  See Attachment B  
☐   Corps site visit(s) conducted on: Date(s).  
☒   Previous Jurisdictional Determinations (AJDs or PJDs): SPL-2010-00628-MG  
☒   Antecedent Precipitation Tool: provide detailed discussion in Section III.B.   
☒   USDA NRCS Soil Survey: Figure 3, Soils  
☒   USFWS NWI maps: Figure 4, Hydrology  
☒   USGS topographic maps: Figure 2, USGS Topography  
 

Other data sources used to aid in this determination: 
Data Source (select) Name and/or date and other relevant information 
USGS Sources  N/A 
USDA Sources  N/A. 
NOAA Sources  N/A. 
USACE Sources  1.National Wetland Plant List Version 3.4., November 5, 2020 

 
2. A Field Guide to the Identification of the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM) 
in the Arid West Region of the Western United States. Cold Regions Research 
and Engineering Laboratory ERD/CRREL TR-08-12. August 2008. 

State/Local/Tribal Sources  N/A. 

 
4 Some excluded waters, such as (b)(2) and (b)(4), may not be specifically identified on the AJD form unless a requestor specifically asks a Corps district 
to do so. Corps districts may, in case-by-case instances, choose to identify some or all of these waters within the review area. 
5 Because of the broad nature of the (b)(1) exclusion and in an effort to collect data on specific types of waters that would be covered by the (b)(1) 
exclusion, four sub-categories of (b)(1) exclusions were administratively created for the purposes of the AJD Form. These four sub-categories are not 
new exclusions, but are simply administrative distinctions and remain (b)(1) exclusions as defined by the NWPR.  
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Data Source (select) Name and/or date and other relevant information 
Other Sources  N/A.  

B. Typical year assessment(s): N/A  
 

C. Additional comments to support AJD: See the Aquatic Resources Delineation Report for the Pepper 
Canyon Basin    

 





 

 

Attachment B 
Figures 
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Delineation Forms and Summary Table 









WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Arid West Region 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Is the Sampled Area

within a Wetland?      Yes     No

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. 
Dominance Test worksheet: 

Prevalence Index worksheet: 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes              No



SOIL

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 

Hydric Soil Indicators:  (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

LRR C

LRR B

LRR C
LRR D

Restrictive Layer (if present): 

Hydric Soil Present?     Yes            No

HYDROLOGY 

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: 

Riverine

Riverine

Riverine

Nonriverine

Nonriverine

Nonriverine

Field Observations: 

Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No             



Field form for the beta Arid Streamflow Duration Assessment Method
Revision Date December 8, 2020  Page 1 of 4  

Beta Arid West Streamflow Duration Assessment Method 

General site information 

Project name or number: 
Pepper Canyon Basin   
Site code or identifier: 
 

Assessor(s): 
Kam Muri 

Waterway name: 
NWW-1 

Visit date: 
3-25-21 

Current weather conditions (check one) 
Storm/heavy rain 
Steady rain 
Intermittent rain 
Snowing 
Cloudy (___ % cover) 
Clear/Sunny 

Notes on current or recent weather 
conditions (e.g., precipitation in previous 
week): 

Coordinates at downstream end 
(decimal degrees): 

Lat (N): 32.877297 
 
Long (W): -117.231459 
 
Datum: 
 

Surrounding land-use within 100 m (check one or two):  
Urban/industrial/residential 
Agricultural (farmland, crops, vineyards, pasture) 
Developed open-space (e.g., golf course) 
Forested 
Other natural 
Other: ____________________________________ 

Describe reach boundaries: 
NWW-1 is located within the Mid-Coast Corridor Transit 
Project temporary disturbance footprint. The channel has since 
been realigned to accommodate construction within the area. 
The non-native vegetation surrounding the channel has been 
removed and the slopes adjacent to the channel have been 
contoured to support the trolley pillars. 

Mean channel width (m) 
0.5 

Reach length (m): 
40x width; min 40 m; max 200 m. 

32 

Enter photo ID, or check if completed 
Top down: __________ 
Mid up: _____________ 

Mid down: ___________ 
Bottom up: __________ 
 

Disturbed or difficult conditions (check all that apply): 
Recent flood or debris flow 
Stream modifications (e.g., channelization) 
Diversions 
Discharges 
Drought 
Vegetation removal/limitations 
Other (explain in notes) 
None 

Notes on disturbances or difficult site conditions: 
Sampling point is within existing disturbed channel in active 
construction area. NWW-1 is excavated and lined with 
engineering fabric and riprap rock to convey runoff across 
disturbed construction site. 
 

 

Observed hydrology: 

___0__ % of reach with surface flow 

___0__ % of reach with sub-surface or surface flow 

___0__ # of isolated pools 

Comments on observed hydrology: 

Site sketch:  

  



Field form for the beta Arid Streamflow Duration Assessment Method
Revision Date December 8, 2020  Page 2 of 4  

1. Hydrophytic plant species 
Record up to 5 hydrophytic plant species (FACW or OBL in the Arid West regional wetland plant list) within the assessment 
area: within the channel or up to one half-channel width. Explain in notes if species has an odd distribution (e.g., covers less 
than 2% of assessment area, long-lived species solely represented by seedlings, or long-lived species solely represented by 
specimens in decline), or if there is uncertainty about the identification. Enter photo ID, or check if photo is taken. 
 

Check if applicable:   No vegetation in assessment area    No hydrophytes in assessment area 

Species 
Odd 

distribution? Notes 
Photo 

ID 
Cyperus eragrostis yes Excavated channel is lined with 

fabric and rock. Herbaceous 
vegetation generally confined to 
edges where minimal sediment 
has accumulated and space is 
available between rocks (1-2+ 
feet in size). 

 

Epilobium ciliatum yes same  

    

    

    

Notes on hydrophytic vegetation: 
 
 
 

 

2 and 3. Aquatic invertebrates 
2. How many aquatic 
invertebrates are 
quantified in a 15-minute 
search? 

3. Is there evidence of aquatic stages of EPT (Ephemeroptera, Plecoptera 
and Trichoptera)?  

Yes / No 

 
Number of 
individuals 
quantified: 
 
(Do not 
count 
mosquitos) 

 
None 
1 to 19 
20 + 

 

 
 

 

Photo ID:__________________ Ephemeroptera larva 
Image credit: Dieter Tracey 

Plecoptera larva 
Tracey Saxby 

Trichoptera larva 
Tracey Saxby 

Notes on aquatic invertebrates: 
 
 

4. Algal Cover 
Are algae found on the 
streambed? 
 

Check if all observed 

algae appear to be deposited 
from an upstream source. 

Not detected  

Yes, < 10% cover 

 10% (check 

Yes in single 
indicator below) 

 

Notes on algae cover: Photo ID: 

 

5. Are single indicators observed? 



Field form for the beta Arid Streamflow Duration Assessment Method
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Indicator Present Notes Photo ID 
Fish Yes 

No, no fish 
No, only non-native mosquitofish 

  

 Yes 
No 

  

Supplemental information E.g., aquatic or semi-aquatic amphibians, snakes, or turtles; iron-oxidizing bacteria and 
fungi; etc.  

 

 

 

 

Photo log 

Indicate if any other photos taken during the assessment 

Photo ID Description 

 Provided as Attachment D 

  

  

  

  

  

  

 

Additional notes about the assessment: 

  



Field form for the beta Arid Streamflow Duration Assessment Method
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Classification: __Need more information___________________________ 

 
Shading provided to enhance readability by increasing the contrast between neighboring cells; empty cells indicate 
the classification will not change with additional information however it is recommended that all five indicators be 
measured and recorded during every assessment. 

1. Hydrophytic 
plant species 

2. Aquatic 
invertebrates 

3. EPT 
taxa 

4. Algae  5. Single indicators  
 fish present 
  

Classification 

None 

None Absent 

Absent 
Absent Ephemeral 

Present At least intermittent 

Present 
Absent Need more information 

Present At least intermittent 

Few (1-19) 

Absent 

Absent 
Absent Need more information 

Present At least intermittent 

Present 
Absent Need more information 

Present At least intermittent 

Present   At least intermittent 

Many (20+) 

Absent 

Absent 
Absent Need more information 

Present At least intermittent 

Present 
Absent Need more information 

Present At least intermittent 

Present   At least intermittent 

Few (1-2) 

None Absent 
Absent 

Absent Need more information 

Present At least intermittent 

Present  At least intermittent 

Few (1-19) 

Absent 
Absent  Intermittent 

Present  At least intermittent 

Present   At least intermittent 

Many (20+) 

Absent 
Absent  Intermittent 

Present  At least intermittent 

Present 
Absent  At least intermittent 

Present  Intermittent 

Many (3+) 

None Absent 
Absent 

Absent Need more information 

Present At least intermittent 

Present  At least intermittent 

Few (1-19) 

Absent   At least intermittent 

Present   Perennial 

Many (20+) 

Absent   At least intermittent 

Present   Perennial 



 

 

Attachment D 
Review Area Photos 

  





APPENDIX D 
REVIEW AREA PHOTOS 

  12245 
D-1 May 2021  

  

Photo 1: Stream channel prior to impacts from the 
Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project. 

Photo 2: Stream channel prior to impacts from the 
Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project. 

  

Photo 3: Stream channel prior to impacts from the 
Mid-Coast Corridor Transit Project. 

Photo 4: Current condition of NWW-1. 

 



APPENDIX D 
REVIEW AREA PHOTOS 

  12245 
D-2 May 2021  

 

Photo 5: Current condition of NWW-1. 

 

Photo 6: Current condition of NWW-1. 



 

 

Attachment E 
Antecedent Precipitation Tool 

 









 

 

Attachment F 
Digital Data (provided via email) 





 

 

APPENDIX B 
Drainage Study for UCSD 

Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work



 

 

 
 























































































































































































































































































 

 

APPENDIX C 
Post Construction  

Stormwater Management Checklist



 

 

 
 



Yes No

Scripps Miramar Other:________________

c. Roof replacement.
d. Pavement or asphalt resurfacing within the existing footprint.

8. Impervious trails build to direct storm water runoff to adjacent vegetated areas, or other non-erodible permeable 
areas.
9. Sidewalks, bicycle lanes or trails constructed with permeable surfaces. 

*NOTE:  If the project meets the exemption requirements, applicable portions of the checklist must still be completed. 

e. Sidewalk replacement within an existing footprint to replace concrete that is causing a trip hazard.
f. routine replacement/repair of damaged pavement/asphalt such as pothole repair. 

1. Conceptual Design Phase

2. 100% Schematic Design

3. Design Development

4. 100% Construction Drawings

5. At Project Close-out (final and complete version of checklist)

    (also submit final and complete version of checklist to EH&S)

Is Project Exempt? 

To ensure that required site design measures are implemented in accordance with UC San Diego's Phase II Small MS4 General 

Permit 2013-0001-DWQ, submit working versions of this checklist (electronic or hard copy) to the UC San Diego Project 

Manager, to Environmental Planning, and to the FD&C Civil Engineering Group for review during the following project design 

phases (as applicable): 

b. Exterior wall surface replacement.

Post-Construction Stormwater Management Checklist* (5,000 SF or Greater)

Project #:Project Name:

Cross Streets:Street Address:

Applicability: Required for projects that create and/or replace 5,000 square feet or greater of impervious surface (i.e. 

asphalt roads, concrete structures, building area, sidewalks, etc.).  Impervious surfaces are those that water cannot 

infiltrate/soak into.

Exemptions: The following projects are exempt from the Phase II Small MS4 permit storm water site design measures and 
low impact design requirements: 

1. Regulated projects that have been designed, approved, and funded prior to July 1, 2014. 
2. Interior remodels. 
3. Linear underground/overhead projects (LUPs) that have less than 5,000 square feet of newly constructed 
contiguous impervious surface.
4. Routine maintenance or repair projects such as:

a. Maintenance, repair, and replacement work on existing underground utilities such as sanitary sewer 
lines or other utilities. 

5. Bicycle lanes or pedestrian ramps on existing roads or sidewalks within existing footprint (e.g., no new impervious 
area).
6. Sidewalks built as a part of new streets or roads and built to direct storm water runoff to adjacent vegetated 
areas.
7. Bicycle lanes that are built as part of new streets or roads that direct storm water runoff to adjacent vegetated 
areas. 

Miramar Reservoir
Project Watershed (circle):  See 

Attached Map if unsure which 

watershed your project lies within.

5000SF or more Post Construction BMP Checklist_Updated November 2019.xlsx Page 1

X

UCSD Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work 5265

Gilman Drive & Villa La Jolla Drive, San Diego, CA 92039 Gilman Drive & Villa La Jolla Drive



Post-Construction Stormwater Management Checklist* (5,000 SF or Greater)

New Development Re-Development Road Landscaping

Utility

Pre-Project Impervious Area:___________

Does the project result in an increase of more than 50% of the existing impervious surface?* Yes No

Project Type:                           

(Circle) Other: ______________________Retrofit

Total Project Area (in square feet):

*If YES then runoff from the entire project site including all existing, new, and/or replaced impervious surface must be 
included in the storm water treatment and design calculations.  If NO then only runoff from the new and/or replaced 
impervious surface must be included in the storm water treatment and design calculations.

Description of Project:

        Post Project Impervious:_____________New Impervious:_______________

5000SF or more Post Construction BMP Checklist_Updated November 2019.xlsx Page 2

X

781,901 SF 784,951 SF3,050 SF

Cordlan.Maszk
Text Box
The UCSD Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work (PCASW) project is comprised of two separate, yet connected projects located with the Open Space Preserve (OSP). This large canyon-like depression is surrounded by existing development and has an approximately 62-acre tributary area. Proposed projects within the OSP include the East Rim Trail and the Regional Water Quality Basin. The purpose of the basin is to provide water quality treatment and runoff storage for future improvements within the drainage area, which may eventually include Triton Pavilion, Design and Innovation Center, Pepper Canyon Amphitheater, Mid Coast Trolley, Village at Pepper Canyon West, and the Pepper Canyon Open Space Preserve (this project)The regional basin will treat all of the impervious area from the projects listed above based onthe Design Storm option of the California Phase II LID Sizing Tool - v1.2. The OSP regional basin and proposed riser structure will reduce 10-year and 100-year peakflow as compared to the existing condition. Attenuated flow will discharge from the OSP basinvia a proposed 48" pipe. Full peak flow calculations can be found in the Hydrology & Hydraulicstudy prepared by Michael Baker International dated April 2021. 



Post-Construction Stormwater Management Checklist* (5,000 SF or Greater)

Volume of runoff that will be treated:

Size of area that will drain to BMP:

Tree Planting and Preservation

(planting and preservation of healthy established trees that include both evergreens and deciduous, as applicable)

Porous Pavement 

(A vegetated, open-channel management practice designed specifically to treat and attenuate storm water runoff)

Green Roofs 

PART A - SITE DESIGN MEASURES: Which site design measures have been implemented to reduce project site runoff?  
Applicant must select one or more of the following options below (check all that apply).  In addition, The State Water Board's 
California Phase II LID Sizing Tool (or equivalent) must be used to quantify the runoff reduction resulting from 
implementation of any site design measures specified below and attach the calculations to this checklist.  If post-construction 
water balance cannot be achieved with site design measures only, then additional storm water treatment BMPs must be 
designed for the project as described in PART B below.  An electronic copy of the LID Sizing Tool is available at: http://owp-

web1.saclink.csus.edu/LIDTool/Start.aspx or on the UC San Diego Storm Water Management Program website: 
http://stormwater.ucsd.edu

Stream Setbacks and Buffers

(A vegetated area including trees, shrubs, and herbaceous vegetation, that exists or is established to protect a stream system, lake reservoir, or 
coastal estuarine area)

Soil Quality Improvement and Maintenance                                              

(improvements and maintenance through soil amendments and creation of microbial community)

Description of Site Design Measures Implemented for Project:

     Trash/Litter        Sediment        Petroleum 
Hydrocarbons

Other:          Non-storm water discharges (e.g. irrigation 
runoff)

Vegetated Swales 

Rooftop and Impervious Area Disconnection 

Rain Barrels and Cisterns 

(Rerouting of rooftop drainage pipes to drain rainwater to rain barrels, cisterns, or permeable areas instead of to the storm water system)

(a vegetative layer grown on a roof (rooftop garden))

(Pavement that allows runoff to pass through it, thereby reducing the runoff from a site and surrounding areas and filtering pollutants)

Pollutants that will be captured or treated by BMP (check all that apply):

(system that collects and stores storm water runoff from a roof or other impervious surface)

5000SF or more Post Construction BMP Checklist_Updated November 2019.xlsx Page 3

X

  

Cordlan.Maszk
Snapshot

Cordlan.Maszk
Snapshot

Cordlan.Maszk
Snapshot

Cordlan.Maszk
Snapshot

Cordlan.Maszk
Text Box
Although the project will feature buffers, tree planting and preservation, impervious area disconnection, and swales,  the entirety of the WQ and flow control requirements will be handled by the biofiltration basin. Therefore, the volume and square footage of project area treated by soil amendments has not been quantified. 



Post-Construction Stormwater Management Checklist* (5,000 SF or Greater)

Accidental spills or leaks Fire sprinkler test water 

Interior floor drains

Parking/Storage area maintenance Vehicle and equipment cleaning

Indoor and structural pest control Fuel dispensing areas

Landscape/outdoor pesticide use Storage and handling of solid waste

Outdoor storage of equipment or materials Unauthorized non-storm water discharges

Vehicle and equipment repair and maintenance

Restaurants, grocery stores, and other food 

service operations

Describe the source control BMPs that will be implemented for the project for all pollutant generating activities checked 
above: 

Building and grounds maintenance

PART B - SOURCE CONTROL MEASURES: Projects that will create and/or replace 5,000 square feet or more of impervious 
surface must implement standard permanent and/or operational source control measures for pollutant generating activities 
and sources associated with the end use of the project site.  This requires an evaluation of the equipment and activities that 
will be located or implemented at the project site after construction.  Source control measures for the following pollutant 
generating activities shall be designed consistent with recommendations from the CASQA Stormwater BMP Handbook for 
New Development and Redevelopment (https://www.casqa.org/resources/bmp-handbooks/new-development-
redevelopment-bmp-handbook). Please check all pollutant generating activities or sources that apply to this project below.

Pools, spas, ponds, decorative fountains, and other water 

features

Drain or wash water from boiler drain lines, condensate drain lines, rooftop equipment, drainage sumps, and 

other sources

Loading docks

5000SF or more Post Construction BMP Checklist_Updated November 2019.xlsx Page 4
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The project will prevent illicit discharges into the MS4 through a combination of source control
BMPs. Storm drain stamps will be provided at each inlet. Each inlet will also be located or will
drain to a water quality basin before discharging the project area. Outdoor storage areas will be 
covered. 



Post-Construction Stormwater Management Checklist* (5,000 SF or Greater)

STEP 1: Calculating What is Required for Treatment BMPs:

If you have a concept plan or design drawings for the proposed project which clearly define impervious and pervious 
areas you will be able to calculate the amount of area, volume, or flow that is required to be treated by stormwater 
treatment/hydromodification measures.   If your project has more than one discharge point then you will need to 
divide your project into individual drainage management areas (DMA's) and calculate the required treatment for 
each DMA.  If Bioretention is specified as the treatment control BMP of choice then skip to the Step 2 below for 
sizing BMPs.  If alternative BMPs (BMPs other than bioretention) are utilized then depending on the type of BMP 
that will be designated for each DMA either volume-based or flow-based calculations should be performed  to 
determine the required treatment volumes or rates.  These calculations should be performed by a Registered Civil 
Engineer.  The following sizing criteria should be used when determining volumes and rates for BMPs:

Volume-Based BMP Sizing Criteria:                                              

a) The maximized stormwater capture volume for the 
tributary are based on historical rainfall records and 
determined in accordance with Urban Runoff Quality 
Management, WEF Manual of Practice No. 23/ASCE Manual 
of Practice No. 87 (1998), pages 175-178 (the 85th 
percentile, 24-hour storm event)    OR:   b.) The volume of 
annual runoff required to achieve 80 percent or more 
capture, determined in accordance with CASQA's 
Stormwater BMP Handbook for New and Redevelopment 
(2003) using local rainfall.                                                                         

Flow-Based BMP Sizing Criteria:                        

a) The flow of runoff produced from a rain 
event equal to at least 0.2 inches per hour 
intensity   OR:  b)  The flow of runoff produced 
from a rain event equivalent to at least 2 
times the 85th percentile hourly rainfall 
intensity as determined from local rainfall 
records.

PART C - STORM WATER TREATMENT/BASELINE HYDROMODIFICATION MEASURES: Only required if site design measures 
listed above cannot fully meet Permit requirements (i.e.. Calculations on California Phase II LID Sizing Tool show that post-
construction water balance is not achieved ).  All stormwater treatment BMPs shall be designed based on the flow-based or 
volume-based criteria specified in Section F.5.g.2.b (Numeric Sizing Criteria) of the Permit.  Treatment BMPs must be 
designed for each Drainage Management Area (DMA).  Bioretention facilities are preferred for treatment but alternative 
treatment BMPs can be used if the proper documentation and supporting calculations are provided and attached to this 
checklist.  If Alternative BMPs are selected then all sizing and calculations should be prepared by a Registered Civil Engineer.

The California Phase II LID Sizing Tool or equivalent should be used to verify selected site design measures and LID for each 

drainage area meet permit requirements.  

The LID Sizing Tool is available at: http://owp-web1.saclink.csus.edu/LIDTool/Start.aspx

Treatment Rate or Volume Required for Project:      
(If multiple DMA's please attach additional 
calculations to this checklist )

____________ ft3 or ft./s

5000SF or more Post Construction BMP Checklist_Updated November 2019.xlsx Page 5
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Post-Construction Stormwater Management Checklist* (5,000 SF or Greater)

STEP 2:

__________ ft2 _______ ft2

Extended Detention Basin

Infiltration Basin or Infiltration Trench

High-Rate Biofilters (e.g. Tree wells or other) 
(1)

High-Rate Media Filter (e.g. Vault unit with replaceable cartridges) 
(1)

Other equally effective as bioretention BMP _____________________________

If the Total Bioretention Area is less than the area required please explain why in the space below:

Other BMPs as listed below (check all that apply)

(1) High-rate Biofilters or Media Filters are only allowed if bioretention or equivalent facility is proven to be infeasible for the project and if the 

following conditions apply: 1) project is creating or replacing an acre or less and is located in an area that has at least 85% of the site covered 

by permanent structures; 2) The proposed facility is receiving runoff solely from existing (pre-project) impervious areas.

Selecting Treatment/Hydromodification BMPs

Bioretention Facilities or Flow-Through Planters (Suggested BMP by Permit)

Vegetated areas that can be designed as swales, basins, or flow-through planters.  Bioretention facilities should be 
sized based on 4% of the total impervious tributary area to the bioretention facility and in accordance with the 
typical section below:

Additional Design Requirements for 

Bioretention:                                                                      

-Bioretention facilities located in areas with 
highly infiltrative soils or high groundwater 
tables may omit the underdrain.                                     
-The 18' Soil layer (Planting layer) shall be 
comprised of blended biofiltration soil media 
(BSM) consisting of 60% to 80% by volume 
sand, up to 20% by volume topsoil, and up to 
20% by volume compost.  Sand, topsoil, and 
compost used in BSM shall conform to 
requirements listed in Sections 803-3, 803-4, 
and 803-5 of the 2019 County of San Diego 
BMP Design Manual.                                                       
-The 12" Storage layer shall be comprised of 
gravel and underdrain shall be placed near 
the top of this layer.                                                          
- Liners shall be used for Type D Soil areas 
and liners or other barriers shall be used if 
there is a structure or other geotechnical 
hazard located within 10 feet of facility.                       
- The appropriate plant palette should be 
selected based on the soil type and be 
drought tolerant/low water.
NOTE: Please refer to the 2019 County of San 
Diego BMP Design Manual and to the County 
of San Diego LID Handbook for guidance.

Total Bioretention Area Required (based on 
4% of impervious area)

Total Bioretention Area Provided: 

5000SF or more Post Construction BMP Checklist_Updated November 2019.xlsx Page 6
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Post-Construction Stormwater Management Checklist* (5,000 SF or Greater)

Attached

Yes No

and attached to this report?

Yes No
PART D - RUNOFF CONTROL

Does the project increase storm water runoff for the 10 year 6 hour storm per discharge point? (Yes or No):

PART E - POST- CONSTRUCTION BMP FOLLOW-UP (to be completed after construction)

O&M Responsibility of the Site Design and Treatment BMPs for the life of the project:

HDH FM Contractor Other: ______________________________

BMP O&M procedures/guidance provided to UC San Diego? Yes No

Date of Installation:

Date of post-construction inspection: Inspected by:

Proper Installation? Yes No Corrective actions needed:

If not attached, how were the calculations submitted to UC San Diego?

Where was the post-construction storm water treatment 

system installed (Circle all that apply):
Onsite

Joint storm water treatment 
facility

Have all calculations for design of Storm water Treatment Facilities (bioretention facilities, etc.)  been performed 

Offsite

Has all documentation for any source control measure that will be implemented on project been attached to this checklist 

(e.g.. CASQA Fact Sheets)?

Please attached the completed California Phase II LID Sizing Tool worksheets or equivalent for all Site Design Measures for 

each drainage area (Part A).  The LID Sizing Tool is available at: http://owp-web1.saclink.csus.edu/LIDTool/Start.aspx

If YES, describe the mitigation measures that will be implemented to reduce runoff from pre-development to post-

development per discharge point:

5000SF or more Post Construction BMP Checklist_Updated November 2019.xlsx Page 7
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YES

In order to reduce the peak flow from the canyon the existing Type F inlets will be demolished and
replaced by a biofiltration basin. The sub-grade storage volume, perforated pipes, and ponding
depth provided by the new basin will reduce the peak flow in the proposed condition as compared
to the existing condition. See the project Hydrologic and Hydraulic Study for a full discussion of
the peak flow calculations.



5/10/2021 California Phase II LID Sizing Tool - Summary

https://www.owp.csus.edu/LIDTool/Summary.aspx?Station=047740&Ksat=0.01&Area=0.5&Units=Acres&DS=0.52 1/2

California Phase II LID Sizing Tool - v1.2

Step 8 - Summary

Project name UCSD Pepper Canyon Ancillary Site Work
Climate station SAN DIEGO WSO AP
Saturated hydraulic conductivity 0.01 in/hr 
Design Storm 0.52 inches

Method LID BMP Types
Area

Needed 
(acres)

Area
Avaliable 
(acres)

Percent 
Accomplished

Volume
Evaporated 

(acre-
ft/year)

Volume
Infiltrated 

(acre-
ft/year)

Volume of
Passing 
Through

the
Underdrain 

(acre-
ft/year)

Volume
Untreated 

(acre-
ft/year)

Design
Storm

Bioretention Cell -
18" Soil - 24"
Gravel Storage

0.012 0.3 2500.00 - - - -

Total LID BMP Area 0.3 2500.00 - - - -
Total Impervious Area 0.5 0.00 - - - -

Totals 0.80 2500.00 - - - -

Instructions +

Background +

CA Phase II LID Sizing Tool Methods +

Special Notes Regarding the Tables +

©  Office of Water Programs | 2017 All Rights Reserved. Funding for this project has been provided in full or in part
through an agreement with the State Water Resources Control Board and the California Department of Parks and

https://www.owp.csus.edu/LIDTool/Details.aspx?Station=047740&Ksat=0.01&Area=0.5&Units=Acres&DS=0.52&85th=0.52&BMP=PBC24&Value=0.012&Index=2&Stage=3&Method=DS
https://www.owp.csus.edu/LIDTool/Method.aspx?Station=047740&Ksat=0.01&Area=0.5&Units=Acres&DS=0.52
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