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' CITY OF SANDIEGO
University City North/South Transportation Corridor

wishing consideration should submit the following for Nominating Committee review: nineteen (1¢
copies of each 1) Letter of Interest - must be 5 pages or less, 2) Statement of Qualificatior
Questionnaire, 3) Work Force Report, 4) Architect-Engineer Form 255 - Section 10 must be

ages or less, and 5) Architect-Engineer Form 254. NO SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATIO!
WILL BE ACCEPTED. Submittals should be stapled, not bound. Neither plastic covers nor divic
f your submittal. Your Statement of Qualifications Questionnaire mus

ers are acceptable asparto
tration Number. All proposed Subconsultants must be listed on Page

include a Professional Regis
of the Questionnaire.

COMMITMENT TO EQUAL OPPORTUNITY: :
e City of San Diego to encourage equal opportunity in its professional service
this end, proposals from small businesses, disabled owned businesses, wome
owned businesses, firms owned by African-Americans, Native Americans, Asian-Americans, Filip:
nos and Latinos, and local firms are strongly encouraged. Prime Consultants are encouraged to

subconsult or joint venture with these firms. The City endeavors to do business with firms sharing
the City's commitment to equal opportunity and will not do business with any firm that discrimi-
der, sexual orientation, disability, medi-

1t is the policy of th
contracts. Toward

nates on the basis of race, religion, color, ancestry, age, gen
cal condition or place of birth.

ARCHITECT-ENGINEER FORMS 256 AND 254: .
If a firm has an office located outside San Diego County, the staffing of the San Diego office
must clearly be indicated separately from the firm’s total staffing. THE OFFICE LOCA-
TION OF ALL PERSONNEL PROFILED IN BLOCK SEVEN (7) MUST BE CLEARLY INDICATED
WITHIN THE BLOCK SEVEN. ALL PERSONNEL PROFILED MUST BE LISTED WITHIN THE
PROJECT ORGANIZATION CHART. THE CHART MUST BE INCLUDED SOMEWHERE WITHIN
THE FORM 255. Separate Architect-Engineer Forms 254 and 255 should not be submitted for
Subconsultants. However, additional Subconsultant information can be provided within the proposer’s

Architect-Engineer Form 255. All pages profiling Subconsultant information should be clearly marked
“Subconsultant Information”.

* Note that all proposed

tionnaire. .
Firms which may be eligible to be certified as DBE, DVBE, MBE, and/or WBE,

and wish to claim that status on City-issued contracts, should contact the City’s Equal
, Opportunity Contracting at (619) 533-4464. . '

The City of San Diego may require consultant services for the project(s) listed below: Consultant
F

|

|

| ..

I ‘Subconsultants are listed in the Statement of Qualifications Ques-
|

[

[

|

t

‘ REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS PACKAGES: .
mail John Mendivil at jmendivil@sandiego.gov or call (619)

To receive the RFQ package, please e-
ding the project should be directed to the project manager

533-3796. All technical questions regar
listed below.

SUBMIT INFORMATION TO:

~ John Mendivil
Consultant Services Coordinator
1010 Second Avenue, Suite 500
San Diego, CA 92101

Submittals must be received by 4:30 p.m., Monday, July 15, 2002,

GENERAL DESCRIPTION AND SCOPE OF SERVICES: :

The Scope of Services includes two phases. Phase I includes the preparation of all CEQA environ-
mental documentation for the proposed project. The environmental document and associated techni-
cal studies must equally evaluate the following combinations of work associated with the proposed
North/South Transportation Corridor Project: Regents Road bridge only, Genesee Avenue widening
both Regents Road bridge and Genesee Avenue widening, and the no project alternative. The
Phase I scope also includes the preliminary design of the proposed work to the level required to
support the proposed environm entn! document. Phase IT includes fiual desigu ptaus, specifications

and engineers estimate (PS&E package).

| The Regents Road bridge work consists of widemng of Regents tivad and cunstruction of a new 925-
foot bridge over Rose Canyon from 100 feet north of Lahitte Court to the southerly terminus of

Regents Road on the north side of Rase Canyon

1 The {3 Auvenue work congists f widenine Gengsee Ave o six ¢ 1 Nobel Dri
Cha P RBAI S T P rovenents 1ne Qas yigh anﬁﬁe t turn‘ia?xlélg,t&:ﬁi?ﬁg%ﬁ?ﬁl g\{:gt: 1%?)1;11:: ;g

interchange, class II bicycle lanes, retention of the eight-fo i isti i {
cT?tinuous ?icllewalk e et aaina ght-foot section of the existing median, and the
e successfu consultant will demonstrate the following experience: knowled i

of San.D1ego engineering design standards, preparation (I))f environmental %%ﬁgae};ﬁr;feingfﬁ
| guidelines and City of San Diego municipal code requirements, resource regulatory agency permiit
| requirements and procedures, and right of way engineering. In addition, the consultant must have
E | expertise to perform traffic analysis to include, but not be limited to, traffic simulation, trip linkage
E differences, phasing components, attractors and generators. The bridge analysis must include, btgxt
|

only,

not bg limited to, noise receptor and innovative material analysi i i ise i

-| required. This project is expected to have significant comm?nyxiséjsl.irllj\z}iggn}}:}latt;%? el);?'lexfi%selés a'lso
. challenges. The 'PI‘OJ.eCt Exjxvn-onmental Constraints Report, dated November 1994pfor the %{e eeugtr;
Road bridge project is available for review upon request; please contact the project manager ﬁﬁ?ed
below for this information. The estimated consultant fee for Phase I is $500,000. The estimated
consultant fee for Phase II will not exceed $1,500,000. ' PR

R Project Manager: Jerry McKee.  Telephone #: (619) 533-3785 E-mail: jmckee@sandiego.gov
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EXHIBIT A.1
SCOPE OF SERVICES
PHASE 1

Task I:  Engineering
Task I.1: Data Collection

Task 1.1.1:  City staff to provide consultant existing utility and
road plans and studies for_road improvements within
Golden Triangle as defined below:

. Genesee from I-5 to SR-52

s Regents Road from Genesee to SR-52
¢ Governor Drive from Regents to 1-805
e Nobel Drive from I-5 to Miramar Road
* LaJolla Village Drive from I-5 to I-805
s Town Cénfcr Drive from Nobel to Eastgéte Mall
e SR-52fromI-5t01-805
s 1-5 from SR-52 to Genesee
‘e [-805 from SR-52 to Eastgate Mall
o Millikin Ave.
_ ¢ Lahitte Court -

Task 1.1.2:  Plot existing utilities within project (Genesee
" Avenue, Regents Road, Lahitte Court, Millikin Ave,,
La Jolla Village Drive, I-5, SR-52, I — 805, Nobel
Drive and Governor Drive).

Task 1.1.3:  City staff to provide consultant existing engineering
: studies in the University City Planning Area
including geotechnical reports, hydrology, and

current and proposed development plans.
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Task 1.2: Mapping: City to provide 2002 digital aerial orthophotography of
current land use in Golden Triangle area. Update of existing’
SANGIS 1999 aerial topographic information to reflect substantial
changes in current condltlons will be performed as additional

serv;ces
Task 1.3: Geotechnical Studies

Task 1.3.1:  Preliminary Geotechnical report including a site
reconnaissance to look for exposures, preparing a
geologic map and authoring a preliminary report.

Task 1.3.2: Perform a site reconnaissance and preliminary
research to estimate the potential for existing impact
to the Site(s). (i.e., levels of hazardous
materials/wastes likely to warrant mitigation pursuant
to current regulatory guidelines) from the presence of
hazardous materials/wastes on or within the vicinity
of the Site. The Site is defined as follows: '

"« Genesee from [-5 to SR-52
¢ Regents Road from Genesee to SR-52
« Governor Drive from Regents to 1-805

Prepare a. report summarizing results and
recommendations. The City will be responsible for
obtaining permission for Geocon personnel and
support to enter the entire site area prior to our visit.
Provisions for an assessment of wetlands, earthquake
faults, asbestos, lead-based paint, lead in drinking
water, radon gas, and methane gas are not included in
this scope of services. Th&seviewavillnot.include.or. .
address.earthquakefaults: on.the. Site.or.dn the. Site, .
Title information dating back at least 50 years must
be obtained from a title: company by the City and at
-the City's discretion and expense. The City shall
provide the names and teléphone numbers of the
contacts for the present and past property
tenants/fowners. -

4

Task 1.4: Alternative Analysis

Task 1.4.1:  Identify and define up to ten (10) alternatives —
* conduct one day workshop with the project team and

stakeholders to identify and define possible

alternatives or combinations of alternatives, such as

the following:

« No project
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Task 1.5:

Task 1.4.2:

Task 1.4.3:

Task 1 44

. Widened Genesee : 9 ()“" }”‘o" '
e New Regents Road bridge

« Widened Genesee and Regents Road bridge

» Use Genesee median as reversible lane
 Grade separation at Genesee/Governor Drive |
o Roundabouts at congested intersections

» [TS option |

« Transit option

Summary of Alternatives: Summarize results of one-
day workshop in brief memo containing, a
description and sketch of each alternative.

Identify relative opportunity and constraints of each
identified alternative including R/W impacts, traffic
impacts, environmental constraints, ¥mdwcommunity.
suppoertiBased on discussions within project team, a
qualitative assessment will be made of each
alternative and summarized in a matrix.

Select up to six (6) alternatives for further analysis.

Team and stakeholder meeting to refine alternatives
and select up to six alternatives for further analysis.

Bridges and Structures Alternafives

Task 1.5.1:

Task 1.5.2:

Task 1.5.3:

- Coordinate and review Regents Road and Genesee

Avenue preliminary roadway geometrics.

Review existing geotechnical and foundation data.
Geocon to provide consuitation to TYLIN during

~ their preparation of type selection, the general plan

and foundation plans.

IATT AT D

Em;_' ALk STt Gaiiian iy :--':-'-;-n;v X
 FOEtHEREEENSROA0 Bridpsto-be setected followir

discussions with the Community Working Group,
one APS for the Genesee/Governor grade separation
and one APS for the Genesee Avenue bridge
widening (deck over and widen on the west side

“only) to address bridge alternatives and options.

Each APS will include a drawing showing bridge
plan, elevation and typical section views and an
itenized cost estimate (engineer’s opinion of
probable construction cost).
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Task 1.6:

Task 1.5.4:

Task 1.5.5:

Task 1.5.6:

Task 1.5.7:

Task 1.5.8:

Perform aesthetic studies and develop architectura
concepts for the Regents Road Bridge. Prepare photo
simulations for two bridge design alternatives based

on an overall view of the bridge site.

Prepare a written summary of potential temporary
and permanent effects of bridge construction on the
site for each significantly differing bridge alternative
(two at Regents and one at Genesee) with an
accompanying map showing the footprint of these
effects (for environmental coordination).

Prepare a bridge alternatives report for the Regents
Road Bridge, Genesee/Governor grade separation
and the Genesee Avenue Bridge widening. This
report will include a discussion of bridge design and
construction issues, alternatives considered, and
conclusions and recommendations.

Prepare cost estimates (engineer’s opinion of
probable construction cost) for earth retaining
structures along Regents Road and Genesee Avenue.

Meeting support

Analyze Alternatives

Task 1.6.1:

Task 1.6.2:

Prepare Plan and Profile at 200-scale for up to six (6)
alternatives or combinations of alternatives. The
plans will show the limits of improvements, proposed
R/W, major utility relocations and major drainage
structures. Candidate alternatives include:

Task 1.6.1.1; Widened Genesee
Task 1.6.1.2: New Regents Road Bridge
Task 1.6.1.3: Genesee Median- as reversibie lane

Task 1.6.1.4: "Grade separation of Governor/
G:nesee_

Task 1.6.1.5: Roundabouts at congested
intersections '

Task 1.6.1.6: Transit Option  (Review  and
incorporate MTDB's proposed plan at
time of UC build out)

Prepare planning level construction cost estimate for
up to 6 alternatives. For purpose of establishing a
tevel of effort, the following alternatives were

assumed:

4 - . - 311103




Task 1.6.2.1: Widened Genesee

Task 1.6.2.2: New Regents Road bndge

Task 1.6.2.3: Genesee median as Reversible Lane
Task 1.6.2.4: Grade separation Governor/Genesee

Task 1.6.2.5: Roundabouts at congested
intersections

Task 1.6.2.6: Transit  Option  (Review and
incorporate MTDB’s proposed Plan at
time of build out of UC)

Task 1.63: One Meetiig with City to review and finalize
alternatives. (Assumes review will be in place of one
monthly meeting with City)

Task 1.6.4:  Additional alternative analysis (TBD - if necessary
will be performed as additional services).

Task 1.7: Prepare Draft Constraints Report and Conceptual Plans for up to six
alternatives.

Task 1.7.1:  Prepare Draft Constraints Report which will include
the following information:

« Introduction — background and purpose of ﬁtudy
» Existing Road network
e Traffic Data - existing and future
« Deficiencies — existing and future
! ¢ Alternatives —
| o Description |
. Plan and Profile Drawings
+ Cost Estimate
. Communitj Input
» Comparison of Alternatives
« Alternatives considered but rejected
_ » Acsthetics _
Task 1.7.2:  Review Draft Constraints Report with City Staff
Task 1.7.3:°  Prepare Final Constraints Report. |

Task 1.8: Identify components of “Early Action Plan™. Consultant to work
with City Staff to identify any early action items to provide some
congestion relief that can be implemented without major capital

5 : 3/11/03




"~ Task 2: Traffic
Task 2.1:

Task 2.2:

Task 2.3:

Task 2.4:
Task 2.5:

" Task 2.6:

Task 2.7:

Task 2.8:

»

P

costs or environmental documentation. Preparation of contract
documents will be additional services.

At 1

Collect and review previous city and new UTC expansion traffic
studies. : '

Review and identify assumptions for previous city and new uTC
expansion travel forecasts. '

Update traffic counts for each corridor and for up to 10 key
intersections based on agreed study boundary and review, and

Uy
S

summarize previous city traffic analysis. Additional traffic counts

to be provided by City or as additional services.

Review UTC expansion transit forecasts and assumptions for
reasonableness.

Determine most reasonable corridot ADT’s and intersection peak
hour volumes for up to six (6) alternative concepts.

Alternatives analysis using HCS 2000 and PASSER. VISSIM will
be used to mode!l up to 20 intersection scenarios. Additional

“modeling will be performed as additional services.

Review of transit model input and output. Others will perform
transit analysis and forecasting.

‘Community Qutreach support. - _ _

@sk 2.9:

e

to be identified by the City.

“Task 3:° Environmental Process

Task 3.1:

Environmental Baseline and Constraints Analysis'

Task 3.1.1:  Conduct baseline biological survey and research
including wetland delineation, mapping and resource
evaluation. Prepare constraints letter summarizing
results. (Excludes protocol sensitive species survey.) -

Task 3.1.2: Conduct cultural resource survey and prepare
constraints leiter, {Includes record search and field

survey and mapping. Excludes testing).

Task 3.1.3:  Conduct noise analysis and prepare constraints letter.

(Includes ambient noise measurements, estimates of

" potential noise contours from future roadways and

! Constraints studies' will be based on 500-foot wide corridor over _Génesee Avenue between a point 1,000
feet south of the eastbound onramp to SR 52 and a point 500 feet north of Nobel Drive. Information for
Regents Road will be collected along a 500-foot corridor extending from Arriba Road to Governor Drive.

6 ' L /1103 .

Prepare tratfic calming study for up to three neighborhood' schools '\\

"
1




Task 3.1.4:

Task 3.1.5:

Task 3.1.6:

Task 3.1.7:

T/

P

preliminary identification of noise attenuation
options.) '

Conduct a land use inventory and land planning and
policy review to document the nature of existing and
planned uses along the study commdors. Identify land
uses sensitive to traffic_noise and safety issues.
Prépare constraints letter and map.

Consider _visual issues and identify viewsheds.
Prepare constraints letter. T

Conduct a field meeting and follow up coordination
with California Department of Fish and Game,
California Regional Water Quality Review Board,
and U.S. Corps of Engineers regarding wetland
issues.

Review technical studies and coordinate with
consultants.

Task 3.2: Alternatives Analysis for up to six (6) alternatives

Task 3.2.1:

Task 3.2.2:

Task 4:  Public Participation

Evaluate up to 6 alternatives and recommend design
changes. '

Prepare letter report and matrix summarizing results
of evaluation. '

Task 4.1: Program Management

Task 4.1.1:
Task 4.1._2:

Task 4.1.3:

Task-4.2:‘- Community Relations

-Task 4.2.1:

Support for Team meetings with City. Assumes up

-to six meetings.

Conduct internal K&A planning sessions. Assumes
up to 14 meetings.

Participate in conference calls, workshops, planning
sessions, contract management and coordination, €tc.
Assumes up to eight hours per month for six months.

Plan for and implement open houses/presentations
regarding transportation issues. ‘Assumes two
sessions (One in North University City and one in
South University City) at 40 hours &ach. Includes
$1500 for each event’s expenses. City to. advertise
event. :

7 ' ' 3/11/03
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Task 4.2.2: Email database management. Assumes list of
interested parties will be developed and managed -
postings of key information, meetings, media
releases, etc. for six months.

‘Task 4.3: Materials Devélopment

Task 4.3.1:  Draft and manage production of UC transportation
bulletins. Allows for two bulletins, posting on Web
and other useful links as well as distribution to
database. Printing and postage provided by City.

‘Task 4.3.2: Draft and produce up to two 8.5"x11" fact
" sheets/questions & answer materials for information
kits. Printing and postage provided by City.

Task 4.3.3: Draft and distribute template articles for area
newsletters and publications. Assumes two articles
will be developed for weekly/monthly publications.

Task 4.3.4:  Draft and produce general information piece on UC
transportation criteria and process (intertm brochure}.
Assumes eight pages with graphics. Only graphics
included in budget. City of San Diego to pay for
printing and postage.

Task 4.3.5°° Web site support includes 4 hours per month to
support web site for six months.

Task 4.3.6:  Traffic Cam {not included) - if implemented will be
paid for under additional services.

Task 4.3.7:  Information kiosks (not included) - if implemented
will be paid for under additional services.

‘Task 4.4: Media Relations — Katz & Associates will serve at the single point:
of contact for the media and public. Provides 8 hours per month for

18 months.
Task 4.5: Public Participation/Working Group Committee

Task 4.5.1: . Design stakeholder survey questionnaire and conduct
up to 6 interviews. Provide summary report. '

Task 4.5.2:  Provide strategic counsel; attend planning sessions,
committee  infrastructure ~ development/support.
Allows for up to 12 hours per month over 18 months
(6 months in Phase | and 12 months in Phase II).

- Task4.5.3:  Public Working Group meeting planning and
" facilitation. Assumes nine meeting over 7 months
including eight hours of planning preparation and six-

hours for facilitation strategic counsel per meeting.

8 3/11/03




Task 5:

Task 4.5.4:

Task 4.5.5:

Project Management

PRt

Public Working Group meeting support and
coordination. Provides staffing support for all PWC
meetings before/during/in-between meetings.
Assumes 9 meetings @ 25 hours per meeting with
the City providing space, presentation equipment and
reproduction.

Working Group materials/report development -
research, draft, produce, format and prepare summary
of working group meetings. Report will inciude an
executive summary. (Report distribution to be paid
by the City.)

Task 5.1: Monthly Invoicing and Progress Reports for six months.

Task 5.2: Meetings
Task 5.2.1:
Task 5.2.2:
Task 5.2.3:

Monthly meeting with City for six months.
Transportation Issues Open Houses (2)

Working Group (9)

Task 5.3: Provide project website and maintain site for six months.

9 | ' 3/11/03




Task 1: |

Task 2:

EXHIBIT A.2 >
SCOPE OF SERVICES V) L

PHASE 11 X
Traffic

Task 1.1: Hearing Support.
Task 1.2: Preparation of DEIR traffic analysis technical report.

- Task 1.3:  Draft replies to public review comments on DEIR regarding traffic

issues.

Environmental Process

Task 2.1: Environmental Review Process

Task 2.1.1:  Prepare Notice of Preparation (Excludes distribution
and mailing).

Task 2.1.2:  Organize and conduct two Scoping Meetings in
accordance CEQA requirement. .

Task 2.1.3:  Prepare First Screencheck EIR to address the four
primary. alternatives equally. Any other alternatives
identified during Part A would be completed under
the additional services. Document will include the

following sections:

Task 2.1.3.1: Project Description/Introduction/
Summary/Setting

Task 2.1.3.2: Air Quality

Task 2.1.3.3: Biology - includes -th{: identification
of mitigation site within Rose Canyon.
The identification .of mitigation sites
outside of Rose Canyon will be
additional services. ‘

Task 2.1 .3.4: Cultural Resources

Task 2.1.3.5: Geology |
Task 2.1.3.6: Hydrology/Water Quality
Task 2.1.3.7: Land Use and Planning
Task 2.1.3.8: Noise

Task 2.1.3.9: Paleontology

Task 2.1.3.10: Population and Housing

i R ' ' 3/11/03




Task 2.2:

Task 2.1.4:
Task 2.1.5:
Task 2.1.6:
Task 2.1.7:

Task 2.1.8:

Print EIRs

Task 2.2.1:
Task 2.2.2:
Task 2.2.3: -
Task 2.2.4:

Task 2.1.3.11: Public Safety

Task 2.1.3.12: Public Services/Utilities

Task 2.1.3.13: Transportation/Circulation |

Task 2.1.3.14: Visual Quality

'Ifa.sk 2.1.3.15: Cumulative Impacts

Task 2.1.3.16: Growth Inducement

Task 2.1.3.17: Alternatives (Additional Services)
Task 2.1.3.18: Word Processing

Task 2.1.3.19: Graphics

 Task 2.1.3.20: QA/QC

Pfe;-)are Second Screencheck EIR

Prepare Third Screencheck EIR

Prepare Draft EIR and Notice of Completion
Prepare Final EIR

Task 2.1.7.1:
Task 2.1.7.2:

Responses to Comments

Mitigation Momtonng and Reporting
Program

“Task 2.1.7.3:
Task 2.1.7.4:
Task 2.1.7.5:

Findings
Final EIR
Noiice of Determination

Prepare Technical Reports for EIR Appendlccs

Task 2.1.8.1;

 Task2.1.8.2:
Task 2.1.8;3:
Task 2.1.8.4:
Task 2.1.8.5:
Task 2.1.8.6:

Air Quahty
Biology

Cultural Resources
Geology (1 3.2)
Noise

Traffic (2.10)

First Screencheck (15)

Second Screencheck (15)

Third Screencheck (15)-

Draft EIR (5) & Final EIR (5)—Assumes that the City
will print the Draft and Final EIR coples
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Task 3:

Public Participation

Task 3.1: Program Management

Task 3.2:

Task 3.3:

Task 3.4:

Task 3.1.1:
Task 3.1.2:

Task 3.1.3:

‘Support for Team meetings with City. Assumes up

to 12 meetings.

Conduct internal K&A planning sessions. Assumes
up to 22 meetings.

Participate in conference calls, workshops, planning
sessions, contract management and coordination, etc.
Assumnes up to eight hours per month for 12 months.

Community Relations

Task 3.2.1:

Task 3.2.2:
Task 3.2.3:

Plan for  and implement  two - open
houses/presentations ~ regarding Working Group
findings.

Prepare Public Participation Summary Document

Email database management.  Assumes list of
interested parties will be developed and managed -
postings of key information, meetings, media
releases, etc. for 12 months.

Materials Development

Task 3.3.1:

Web site support includes 4 hours per month to
support web site for 12 months.

EIR Scoping-Coordinate and manage all aspects associated with the
public process for EIR scooping and draft release. '

Task 3.4.1:

- Task 3.4.2:

Task 3.4.3:
’I‘ask 3.4.4:

Task 3.4.5:

‘Task 3.4.6:

Task 3.4.7

Logistical support for - public scoping meeting
including staffing, meeting coordination and noticing,
etc. : .

Facilitation of tivo-public meetings for the scoping of
the EIR. ' .

Prepare summary report of two meetings

Logistical support for two public meetings during
public ~ review including staffing, meeting
coordination and limited noticing.

' Strategic counsel for Planning Commiission/Council

Meetings. (2) .
Facilitation for the two public meetings of the release
of the draft EIR. - '

Prepare summary teport of two meetings.
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Task 4:

Project Management ‘

H 1
L]

Task 4.1: Monthly Invoicing and Progress Reports for 12 months.

Task 4.2: Meetings

Task 4.2.1:
Task 4.2.2:
Task 4.2.3:
Task 4.2.4:

Monthly team meeting with City for 12 months.
Community Working Group Open Houses (2)
Public EIR Meetings (4)

Planning Commission/Council 'e))

Task 4.3: Provide project website and maintain site for 12 months.
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~ EXHIBIT B.1

PHASE I'COMPENSATION SCHEDULE

Task Description

1.0

2.0
3.0

4.0
5.0

'Engineering

i.1 Data Collection

1.2 Mapping

1.3 Geotechnical Studies

1.4 Alternative Analysis

1.5 Bridges and Structures Alternatives

1.6 Alternatives Evaluation

1.7 Project Report (6 Alternatives)

1.8 Identify Early Action Plan Components
Traffic

Environmental Process

3.1 Environmental Baseline and Constraints
3.2 Alternative Analysis |
Public Participation

Project Management

Cost

$ 24,650.00
1,620.00
21,760.00
31,250.00
134,150.00
171,190.00
60,220.00
7,980.00
164,010.00

48,830.00
26,190.00
186,000.00

82,450.00
TOTAL §$ 960,300.00

T 0
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EXHIBIT B.2

PHASE 11 COMPENSATION SCHEDULE

Task Description Cost
1.0 Traffic '- $ 27,370.00
20 Environmental Process .
2.1 Environmental Review Process ' 7,170.00
9.1.3 Prepare ¥ Screencheck EIR 90,180.00
2.1.4 Prepare 2" Screencheck EIR : 27,760.00
2.1.5 Prepare 3 Screencheck EIR 15,600.00
2.1.6 Prepare Draft EIR and NOC 10,530.00
2.1.7 Prepare Final EIR : 38,440.00
2.1.8 Prepare Technical Reports for EIR - 51,860.00
22 Print EIRs (15 each screencheck, 5 for final) 9,370.00
3.0 Public Participation 101,370.00
4.0 Project Management : ‘ 123,350.00

TOTAL $503,000.00

‘AR ~euments and mgs\qunuhep\?rqiccu\Uuiéusity City Noeth South Corridor Srudy\Phase 1 znd Phase agreement-fes schedule.doc
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EXHIBIT B

nn ALY

REGENTS ROAD BRIDGE/LIMITED ROADWAY CHANGES DEC -6
' ' GRAND TOTAL
REGENTS ROAD BRIDGE DESIGN COSTS ]
Consuitant | Cost
__Project Design Consultants $1 ,183, 191 OO
| UsA_ ) . . $67,362.75
. GEOCON | $51,387.00
_Gallegos and Associates e $926.10
| Merkel and Associates .o $10,628.15
.Katz and Associates _ $170,556.75
oTytN 3 3 _ B ._$1,270,872.75
CSRA ) - $332,507.74
Parsons BnnckerhOff L ~ B B ~ _ $62,023.50
o $48,840.75

_ﬂ,-__S_.YEBQFZ’,@Ufl‘%f’ﬁY..

831 198 387 49

LIMITED ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION DESIGN COSTS L

Cgp_gwultant 3 o ' e o ‘Cost .
Project Design Consultants - $738,520.00
USA i 1 $169,758.75
GEQCON $61,080.60
Merkel and Associates : ; $2,005.50
TYLIN ' -‘ $302,683.50
SRA ] , $44,992.50
Parsons Brinckerhoff P $81,696.30

_ Syska Hennessy

TED ROADWAY CHANG D REGE AD BRIDGE
CEQA AND PERMlT PROCESS[NG COSTS

Q nsultant o A R Lost,  -p- 4
Project De5|gn Consultants i $455,851.00

- UsA , ' ; $60,375.00
Gallegos and Associates -$396,969.30
Merkel and Associates ) : ] $143,620.05
TN o $10034850
_ CEQA AND PERMIT PROCESSING COSTS TOTAL, . $1,157,163.85

GRAND TOTAL $5,780,207.49
<

12/05/2006
: 1
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| Patti Boekamp - Re: Fwd: SDHDA Janary 2006 Newsieiter

Page

From: ) Patti Boekamp

To: - Kris Shackelford

Date: 2/3/06 1:23PM

Subject: " Re: Fwd: SDHDA January 2006 Newsletter

Maybe [ ¢anask them to sfick to the general concept of the gaps and not focus on the environmentat

document. for this specific situation

>>> Kris Shackelford 02/03/06 §:40 AM >>> _ _

No, it won't be me this time. Gordon asked if it would be O.K. for himto doit. | told him that it would be
too fisky. We are 100 ciose to the end and [ can't afford for things fo go south at this point. Gordon can
easily be sucked into the debate because we have tons of information now., Yestercay | tatked lo Greg
Gastelum who's putting this together and gave him seme ideas of how he can stage this debate. |

explained to him why { didn't think it wolld be 2 good idea. jor Gorden to be involved, even on his own

lime. If a"Project” is selected, PDC will'get a large contract and the fact that the name "Highway

Develapment Assoclation” is already tainted the scene, | can't see how we can win this one as far as the
public perception is concerned,

Kris
>>> Patti Boekamp 02/02/2006 4:21 BM >>>
Who are the lucky presenters on the UC North/South Connectors “Gap® presentation...you? Hey, Frank

mentioned that he is going to be going to same of these meetings inh his new job and wondered if he'd
maybe see you there that day.

Patli
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| Riis Stisckelford - S NIS Preseniation T T I
From: Mike Mezay ‘
Te: Boekamp, Patli; Shackelford, Kris
Date: April 25, 2008 7:42 AM
Subject: UC NIS Presentation

Patti &nd Kris, attached is the revised outiine for cur meeting this morning.
Michael




| Kris Shackelford - U Norfh.dog ™

e e g, M

. T — e L - —— e B e PR,

UC Nerth/South Transportation Corridor
Management Briefing

Project Area Overview

¢ North, South, Fast, West Quadrants

Sizc of the community
Existing Land Uses
Development Trends ( up and up)
Project arca dimensions
a. 3miles E/W and 3.4 miles N/S
b. Gencsee 17,570 LF and Regents 14,074 LF

& & 9 @

- Project History

CP roadway segnients since 1984
Development assumed CP roadway system
1994 Constraints Analysis (Dudek & Associates)
Continuous community controversy
a. no “middie ground”
b. community polarized
<. history of inaction (project “punted” each time)

« & ¢ 9

3. Envitonmental Process

*  lnitiated June 2002
* Equal consideration pf a'l,temaﬂ'f_v&sr(NEPAf-'like document)

« 23 Publie Working. Group Members (March 2003.to Qctober 2003)

B % récammended F-alternatives for study
- Work on EIR: began-October 2003
"?Ewnxﬁdﬁiliqqal‘gﬁlﬁ;ma'tims cvalved.from the triffic study

3 J

> DraffEl ublic review began Noveriber 2004
k)

L ]

. Citymi\'ﬂﬁ,zﬂ camments
FEIR in late April eatly May 2006
Remiitiing Steps o
a. Mayor's recommendation
b. Council Hearing

- Staff Recommendation,

. qum"un‘ifty‘-ﬂlaxg‘, o
: a. build the bridge first
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§278m Boskamp - 1472 Schedule

From: ~ Kris Shackeiford
" To: Patti Boekamp
Date: Mon, May 22, 2006 3:52 PM
Subject; 1472 Schedule '
Hi Patti,

Here is the tentative milestone for the UC N/S EIR, )

FEIR out to the public: Currently Bruce is responding to DSD's comments. | think | can get Bruce to
commit to this Friday (there are still small lingering things between Ann and Andy). | may need your help
on getting DSD to commit to June 2 (4 days to review and sign}). Then ane week to print and distribute.
The document can be ready for public to view the week of June 12. :

1st Hearing to select an atternative: July 18 (Scott Peters wants 30 days viewing before the first
hearing). :

2nd Hearing to certify documentiadopt findings/approve project: August 8

NOD s m {within § days after hearing) and clock starts: say August 16

35 days after NOD Is filed is the period where tawsuit must be filed: say September 22

if projact is allowed to proceed, we can beagin design in October. First'ste_p i8 to do a consultant

amengdment for PDC. So a couple months to get to Councit Hearing to approve consultant amendment.
Technical work can start beginning of December. '

I'fn available most of the maming tomorrow (Tuesday) if you want me to stop by and provide more details.

Kris

- GG Mika Mezey-
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EXHIBITC- ' —
TIME SCHEDULE Q}%AFF

D [Task Name | Curaion {Quarter 1 JOuarler2  [Quarter3  JQuanerd  [Quarer 5 {Quarders  Quarter7 O 1Qkarles 8
1 Natice to Proceed 1 day - . : - : . .

2 : : . : : :

3 |Preliminary Design 2K ; : : - : : :

r Data Collection B Wi [ p : : : :

5 WMapping Twk ] : : : : : : :

B Bevslop Base Map 4 whs ; .

7 Preparc Prelminary Pian an Frome avis : : : : : :

8 Developrent of bridge types Bwiks ; . ! : : : :

3 Brelrinary Gen Investigaton T : : : : : :
0 Preliminary traffic Stdies ! Avks : :
11 Develap Four Concepts inciding Simulations Bwks : : : : : :
12 Select Preferred Concept Awks ' i
s s : z : T a
t4 | Public Outreach 1.6 wks ; . :
15 Roundiable Meeting {Discuss bridge types) ~ Tday : :
% RoUndiabie Discission (Cansider 4 concepl pians) Toay M
7 Roundtabie Discussion (Consider final type seiecton) 1day . . :
T8 UCPG Mesting (o reviow el bridgs Type Tday :
T Rotndiabs Drscussion {Review 30% Plans and Scopng Maeting Tday l :
7 Open Houss (1) Tday : :

7 Open House (2) T day :
=z UCPG Mesting to Gisuss 90% pians Tday
3 :
24 {CEQA Process 35 wis :
I Fropae B Tk :
% Prapare DEIR 2Awks : ;
7 Public Review 7 wks N
P Frépare FEIR 12 wis :
b= Certiy FEIR - Jwks .
30 ' :
31 | Permit Process 3 TEZwks
) Streambed Altaration Agreament Towks :
33 407 Cerlification 24 wks .
3 404 Periral B3 wks
B Wasle Discharge Repori 24 wks :
35 Catiogie Reconnaissence and Tasting Beamit - Awks :
E7d Sits Devetogarerd Pt prE : :
3 FUC Approvas . . i :
B | 4 Eveiston (freqg) ' Zwis : :
i3 ~Fightof Enfay Tor 565 Toating : :
4 Caltrans Encroachment Pari 24wks : :
z - : :
43 |Final Design 56 wks : :
a Prepars 30% Pians ond Estmates Bwhs : v
i3 ity Feoview of 309 Pians - Twhs :
T Prepare 60% Pians, Estmatos and Spechications Bwis E
&7 Prapare baimc design T ! :
) Ty Review of 60% Flans N Bwks : :
e Froparn G0% Plans, Estmales and Spachicatons Towie 5 :
50 Tty Review of 00% Plans N iwks : :
51 Prepare 100% Plans Awks 8
L+ City Reviow of 100% Fians Wi :
< Prepare Final Plans s : :
) :
€5 ~Archasology NeSgaton 68 wis
3} Prepare and agarove Archasological Dala Recovery Program (ADRP ks : :
57 Conduck ADRP esting and dat recovery : Towke :
55 Prepare and Approve Final Feport ZAwis :
G i :
& Giological Mitigation 2B whs :
1) Corduct final weliand delhealion and Upland Topacl assessment i
[ {Update oniginal biology repon Fwie :
(5] T62ats SWiabic weliand restoraton areas TG :
o4 Prepare Prelminary Velland Restoration Pian Twks :
& Coordinate with Agencies on Wettand Restoragion Plan Bwka : :
& Propare Final Welland Resiarafion Concapl Pian ks :
&7 )
€68 |Constructon - 10 wks .
55 Advates Bids Fwie
70 Bid Process Bwks ;
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89/88/2006 14:86  916-p53-6517 oGaLS . ‘ 'PaGE gi/en

teioof Callfornla « The Rescurces Agayey Ar1old Schwarzensgger, Governor
" Ruth Colefnen, Blector

B AT M XA 5V

MI‘-‘AA Sals e = R — -

TION « P, BcB4Z596 » Sacraments, CA S4Z96.0001

Mr. Ted Medina, Director

Parks end Recréation Department
202 € Strest, MS-¢B

San Diego, CA 82101

Re: DFR P‘t@jéct Number: HR 37-005 - ROSE CANYON OPEN SPACE PARK
Dear Mr. Medina, | |

This lefter is to confirm the telephone conference cali on July 24, 2006 tha Office of
- Grants and Lecal Services {OGALS) had with your staff regarding a pencing issue on
the abova Habliat Conservation Fund (HCF) projact. We were following lp on & istter
from the City of San Diege (City) dated Qctober 24, 2005 requesting OGALS to review
- and provide dicection for the City regatding the proposed Regents Road Hridge. My
apologles for the tinie It toek OGALS 1o get back to the City on this requast.

OBAL &ﬂ_‘f_mwamsﬂtféua}e thia letter ta clarify California Stats Parks (CSF'} authority
relative to any change in use-efthe grent project ares, and C8P's contine ied ovarsight of

any land which benefited from HCF program.

bk i) Ll -

el eal)

the MOF, CSP doss wthavethe
osition of any gremt-unded .

u




BBIESI?B@E 14 a5 ‘316 553 551" 0GALS PAGE  Q2/az2

Mr. Tod Medina

ngﬁ 0 4 2006
age TWO

'Huﬂafw{y this dtdresses the Cily's questions regarding options associate«i with
changes to grantfunded property. If you have furthier questions, pléase contact me at
{916) 651-8597 or by amai! at pkeal@parks.ca.qov. We appreciate vour interest in the
HCF and for bringing the proposed Regants Bridge project to our sttentiol.

Sincerely,

Keaﬁng Chief
Office of Grants and Local Services

Aftaehment_

cc.  Aptit Penera, Deputy Director, San Diego DPR
Carol Wood, Grants Administrator, San Diego DPR
‘Stats Senator Kehoe
Assemblymember Saldafia.
JeanLather, Acting Manager, OGALS
Petiorsh Vinay, Supeivizor, OGALS
Bill Boston, F’mject Officar, OGALS
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Task 4.

Task 5.

¢ & & a

D “AH

EXHIBIT A
REGENTS ROAD BRIDGE ' RERHAY
SCOPE OF SERVICES

9. Caltrans Bridge Design Aids, Bridge Design Details
Manuals, and Memo to Designers with all interims.

10. AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications (for demgn
of the bridge, excluding foundations). -

11 Caltrans Bridge Design Specifications April 2000 LED
Version {for design of the bridge foundations).

12 City of San Diego Park and Recreation Department Guide to
Park Design and the Clty of San Diego Landscape Technical
Manuali. )

13. City of San Diego Streetscape Manual.

14 City of San Diego Street Design Manual.

15, Regional Water Quality Control Board regulations.

i6. Railroad requirements.

17. Recommendations set forth in the Foundation Report for the
project.

18. Requirements of all project permits.

19, All technical reports and construction drawmgs shall be in
English units in accordancc with standards adopted by
Caltrans.

* Bridge engineering costs are based on a haunched 5-span prestressed
concrete box girder with maximum spans of about 210 feet similar to
the concept identified in the original EIR.

¢ Changes to the project approach; site layout and design requirements

are not anticipated once final design has begun.

Floodplain analyses are not included as part.

Includes 17 potential ROW acquisitions.

Artifact curation assumes 10 boxes.

Excludes new travel forecast and LOS analysis.

Project Management. (PDC)

‘Subtask 4.1. Coordinate subconsultants.

Subtask 4.2, = Perform QA/QC.
Subtask 4.3, Oversc_e financial administration,

Deliverables (Task 4) 7
. Month_ly invoices and regular progress reports.

Assumgtions (Task 4)

¢ Project management is b_ased on a 20 month timeframe.

Meetings and Hearings. (ALL).

Subtask 5.1. Meetings and hearings. (PDC) _
Subtask 5.2.. Meetings and hearings. (GALLEGOS)
Subtask 5.3.  Meetings and hearings. (GEOCON).
Subtask 5.4. Meetings and hearings. (KATZ)
14
12/5/06
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Kris Shackelford - UC North/South EIR expenditure Page 1

From: Nitsuh Aberra

Ta: Kris Shackelford

Date: Tue, Nov 15, 2005 10:06 AM
Subject: ‘uc N_orth!Souih FIR expenditure
Hi Kris,

Attached is a breaking down of the EIR expenditure. Thanks




Regents Road Bridge — CIP no. 530-44.0

Expenditures previously $198,510.42
(Ending 6/30/02)

Expenditure to date @EIR phase  $1 ,473,505.93%4*
(Included encumbrance) .

Sct aside for design - $3,120,000.00

$4,792,016.35
Appropriation to date $5,212,799.00
Balance $ 420,782.65

Genesee Avenue Nobel Drive to Route 52
Appropriation to date $1,448,600

Expenditure to date, @EIR phase $1,374,776.17%*+*
* (Included encumbrance)

Balance $73,823.83

_ Total expenditure for UC North/South EIR development
§2,848,282% %+

Of this amt. $1,751,086 is Consultant contract
the remaining $1,097,196 staff and other dept. charges
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Labor Expenditures ,
For the period 7/4/2003 to 12/31/2004

118708 Genesee Avenue - Nobel Drive to SR 52

1/16/2004 , _ Dopt RegHrs  OTHrs Expenditures
DALY, TIMOTHY 1317 3.0 Q.0 __ $401.46
Sub Torai: $401.26

Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 1/16/2004 $401.26
173072004 _ Dept RegHrs _OTHrs  Expendiiures
' BLAKE, MARTHA 4 03[y, . 1316 13.0 0.0 $1.332.67
- SubTotak  $1.337.67
DALY, TIMOTHY 1317 3.0 0.0 $380.44
Sub Total: $380.44
JOYGE, DANIEL 65 i5 090 $135.89
RODRIGUEZ, RANDY 65 20 0.0 $159.01
' Sub Total: $294.90
Total Expenditures for tha Pariod Ending 1/30/2004 $2,613.01
211372004 Do RegHrs _ OTHrs  Expendiures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 12,5 0.0 $1,324.31
JAUREGUL, RODOLFQ 1316 15 00 $165.91
SubTotal:  $1490.22
DALY, TIMOTHY 1317 30 0.0 $401.62
Sub Tot: $401.52
RODRIGUEZ, RANDY 65 7.0 0.0 $553.98
Sub Totat: $553.96
Totat Expenditures for the Period Ending 2/13/2004 $2445.80
22772004 _ Dept RegHrs OTHrs  Expencures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 125 0.0 $1,324.67
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 35 0.0 $370.67
SubTotal:  $1.695.34
HOWSER, YOSHIE 1317 0.5 0.0 $30.60
Sub Total: 3365
Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 2/27/2004 $1,72594

Page 1 of 8




119708 Genesee Avenue - Nobsl Drive to SR 52

312/2004 7 Dept RegHrs = OTHrs  Expenditures .
' BLAKE, MARTHA : 1316 120 00 $1,271.34
GONSALVES, ANN 1318 0.5 0.0 $7.11
JAUREGU, RODOLFO 1318 2.0 0.0 __fn3
Sub Total: $1.569.76
DALY, TIMOTHY 1317 4.0 0.0 $535.61
HOWSER, YOSHIE 1317 42 0.0 $256.81
Sub Total: $792.42
Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 3/12/2004 $2,362.18
Jo04 ODept  RegHrs  OT Hrs Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 15 00 8121847
Sub Totai: $1.21847
Total Expendliures for the Period Ending 3/26/2004 $1.218.47
41912004 . Dept RegHrs OTHrs  Expenditures i
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 125 0.0 $1,328.69
SubTotal:  $1,328.69
Tolal Expenditures for the Period Ending 4/0/2004 $1,328.69
4/23/2004 Dapt RegHrs OTHs Expenditures
' " BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 4.5 0.0 4y
Sub Totel: $478.17
Total Expeaditures for the Period Ending 4/23/2004 $478.17
| 512004 : Dept  RegHrs QT Hrs  Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1318 5 0D $1,008.72
’ Sub Total: $1,008.72
——
Tot_al Expenditures for the Perlod Ending 5/7/2004 $1,009.72
512172004 Dept RegHis OTHrs  Expenditres

BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 10.0 0.0 $1.062.89
Sub Totak: $1,062.59
s

Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 5/21/2004 $1,062.89
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118708 Genesee Avenue - Nobel Drive to SR 52

67472004 Dept Reghrs  OT Hrs __Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 225 0.0 $2,391.96
NEGRETE, ROBERT 1316 0.2 0.0 $21.95
THOMAS, PATRICK, 1316 2.0 0.0 $225.27

‘Sub Totak: $2,639.18

GONZALEZ, DOLORES _ 1317 1.0 0.0 %6736

Sub Total: $67.36

Total Expendlitures for the Perlod Ending 8/4/2004 $2,706.54

6/18/2004 o Dept RegHrs QT Hrs _Expenditures

: BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 75 . 0.0 $797.18

ROGERS, ROBERT : 1316 10 0.0 $122.71

ROTHMAN, CHRISTINE 1316 14.0 0.0 $1.491.98

THOMAS, PATRICK 1316 4.0 0.0 $448.59

VARSHOCK, GEORGE 1315 05 00 $65.72

YAZDAN, HUSHMAND - 1316 30 0.0 $393.26

Sub Total: $3,320.44

SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 9.0 0.0 $1,258.32

Sub Total: $1,258.32

JOYCE, DANIEL 65 - as 0.0 $318.44
KROSCH, JEANNE 85 es 0.0 846,53

RODRIGUEZ, RANDY 65 - 50 0.0 -$397.13

Sub Totalk $762.10

Totat Expenditures for the Perlod Ending 6/18/2004 $5,340.86

22004 . Dept_ _RegHrs = OTHis _ Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 215 00 - $243337
ROTHMAN, CHRISTINE 1316 15 0.0 $170.29
VAUGHAN, ALICE : 1316 1.0 0.0 $99.08

o Sub Total: $2,702.74

DALY, TIMOTHY 1317 7.0 0.0 __$1o00038
- SubTotal:  $1,000.38
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 9.0 0.0 $1,286.29
‘SHACKELFORD, KRIS . 547 40 . 00 357167
7 Sub Total: $1.857.96
DELCAMP, TERI 85 0.5 0.0 - $45.91
JOYCE, DANIEL 65 4.0 0.0 $376.04
RODRIGUEZ, RANDY -85 1.5 0.0 . 12178
' Sub Total: $543.71

[
s

Total Expendiuues'for_ the Period Ending 7/2/2004 $6,104.79
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119708 Geneses Avenus - Nobal DIive o SR 52

Page 4 of §

7/16/2004 Dept  RegHrs  OTHis  Expandiuires
AGUILAR, ADOLFQ 1316 40 0.0 $489.87
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 20 0.0 $224.05
' | ' SubTotal:  $713.92
DALY, TIMOTHY 1317 20 6.0 . $298.90
Sub Total: $298.90
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 -7 100"  og $1.461.84
Sub Total: $1.461.84
Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 7/16/2004 $2,474.68
713012004 Dept RegHrs  OTHrs Expenditures
AGUILAR, ADOLFO 1316 20 00 $229.38
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 85 0.0 $922.12
JAUREGUI, RODOLFO , 1316 35 0.0 839714
_ : SubTots:  $1,54864
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 140 0.0 _ $1,986.31
SubTolal:  $1,966.31.
Totat Expenditures for the Period Ending 7/30/2004 $3,514.95
- 81372004 Dept  _RegHrs  OTHrs  Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1318 160 - 00 $1,791.47
_  SubTotak: $1,791.47
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 110 0.0 $1,608.44
SubTolal  $1.608.44
Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 8/13/2004 EQQBT
81271004 ] Depl  RegHrs OTHrs Emnduu_res
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 14,5 0.0 $1,623.60
; SubTotah:  $1,623.60
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 120 0.0 $1,754.62
' | SubTotah:  $1.754.62
Total Expenditures for the Period Enting 812772004  $3.378.22
91052008 Dept  RegHrs  OTHrs  Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 155 00 $1,73567
' Sub Total: $1,735.67
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 16.0 0.0 $2,339.53
' Sub Total: $2,339.53
Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 3/10/2004 $4,075.20




119708 Genesee Avenue - Nobe! Drive to SR 52 -

-912412004 . Dept Reptits  OT WS Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 26.5 0.0 $2,967.13
LOWRY, ANNE 1316 15 00 $191.53
OCEN, JULIUS 1316 a0 0.0 $399.48

' Sub Total: $3,558.14

DALY, TIMOTHY . 1317 5.0 05 $746.85
Sub Total: $746.85

SHACKELFORD, KRIS - 16.0 0.0 _ $2.339.45
' Sub Total: $2,339.46

Total Expenditures for the Period Ending /24/2004 $6,644.45

10/8/2004 Dept RegHrs  OT Hrs  Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA, 1318 315 0.0 $4.198.41
HARTUNG, ELIZABETH 1316 0.3 0.0 $10.24
LOWRY, ANNE 1316 35 0.0 $446.93
THOMAS, PATRICK 1316 20 00 $236.00
THOMAS, PATRICK 1316 20 0.0 $236.00
VARSHOCK, GEORGE 1316 05 0.0 _§70.57

Sub Total; $5,198.15
DALY, TIMOTHY 1317 3.0 0.0 $448.08
SIERRA, PATRICIA 1317 1.0 0.0 . %5721
TRASK, DONNA 1317 0.5 0.0 $33.19
Sub Total: $538.48
SHACKELFORD, KR1S ' 547 18.0 0.0 $2,631.95
' Sub Total: $2,631.99
JOYCE, DANIEL 85 85 0B $828.45
KROSCH, JEANNE 65 0.5 00 '$48.72
RODRIGUEZ, RANDY 65 4.0 0.0 $339.52
Sub Total: $1,216.70
Total Expenditures for the Perlod Ending 10/8/2004 $9,585.32

1072212004 Dept  RegHrs  OTHrs  Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 N5 6.5 $4,270.95
ROTHMAN, CHRISTINE 1316 28 2.0 $542.21
_ Sub Yotal; $4,813.16
DALY, TIMOTHY 1317 5.0 0.0 $746.72
: ' Sub Total: $746.72
SHACKELFORD, KRIS . 547 26.0 0.0 $3.801.65
_ : " SubTotal: $3,801.65
GUY, KEWIN 65 1.0 0.0 $30.35
RODRIGUEZ, RANDY 65 10 0.0 $84.87
Sub Totat: $165.22
Total Expenditures for the Period Ening 10/ZRIZ00R $9,526.75
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119708 Genesee Avenue - Nobel Drive to SR 52 |

114512004 7 ' Dyt Reglrs _ OTHs  Expendiures
: BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 14.0 0.0 $1,567.60
| SubTotal:  $1.567.60
GHAVAMI, RON 547 20 0.0 $232.17
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 220 0.0 _$3216.80
' SubTotal  $3,448.97
Total Expentittures tor the Parod Ending 117572003 $5,16.57

1119/2004 : . Dept  RegHrs OT Hrs _ Expenditures
" BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 180 0.0 $2,015.40
LOWRY, ANNE 1316 0.9 0.0 $115.43
‘ : Sub Tota: $2,130.82
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 110 0.0 $1,608.42
SubTotel:  $1.60842
DELCAMP, TER| 65 10 00 39710
Sub Total: $97.10
Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 11/18/2004 $3,838.35
12132004 ) Dopt RegHrs  OTHrs  Expenditures
BLAKE, MARTHA - 1318 34.0 0.0 $3.806.66
' SubTolah: m_; '
HOWSER, YOSHIE . 1317 15 0.0 $99.42
TRASK, DONNA 137 05 0.0 $33.54
TRASK, DONNA 1317 35 00 $234.65
' " Sub Totak: $367.61
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 47 230 0.0 $3,363.08
' ' : SubTotat  $3,363.08
DELCAMP, TERL ' &5 1.0 0.0 $85.78
JOYCE,DANIEL 65 20 0.0 $194.90
SubTotal:  $290.68
 Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 12/7/2004 $7.828.0
12117/2004 _— Dept  RegHrs  OT Hrs _ Expenditures .
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 215 0.0 $2,407.29
LOWRY, ANNE 1316 0.5 0.0 $63.88
- : SubTotal  $247117
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 180 45 $3,026.76
| a - SubTotal  $3,026.76
JOYCE, DANIEL 8 20 0.8 $194.96
' ' Sub Tolal: $194.96
- Tatat Expenditures for.the Period Ending 12/17/200a 559288
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118708 Geneses Avenue - Nobel Drive th SR 52

127312004 Dept  Reptrs OV Hrs Expandtures
BLAKE, MARTHA 1316 6.5 0.0  $742.33
. Sub Tolal; '$742.33
SHACKELFORD, KRIS 547 2.0 0.0 $289.24

Sub Total: $289.24

Total Expenditures for the Period Ending 12/31/2004 $1,031.57 -

l Total Expenditures for the period 7/4/2003 1o 12/31/2004 $94,203.3% J
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Department Summary

Employes
KROSCH, JEANNE
DELCAMP, TERI
GUY, KEVIN

JOYCE, DANIEL
RODRIGUEZ, RANDY

Total:
Dev Services
AGUILAR, ADGLFO
BLAKE, MARTHA
DALY, TIMOTHY
VAUGHAN, ALICE
GONSALVES, ANN
GONZALEZ, DOLORES
VARSHOCK, GEORGE
HARTUNG, ELIZABETH
LOWRY, ANNE
JAUREGUI, RODOLFO
SIERRA, PATRICIA
TRASK, DONNA
YAZDANI, HUSHMAND
NEGRETE, ROBERT
OCEN, JULIUS
THOMAS, PATRICK
ROGERS, ROBERT
ROTHMAN, CHRISTINE
HOWSER, YOSHIE

Total:
TE

Employes

GHAVAMI, RON
. SHACKELFORD, KRIS

Total:

Hrs.  Expenditures

0.5 $05.25
1.5 $238.79
1 $80.35
195 $2,048.69
205 $1,656.25
e

Hrs. . Expenditures

1885 $32.766.50

Page 8 of 8
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6 “§719.25
asg $44,621.79
21 $4,960.06
1 . $99.08
05 $77.11
1 $67.36
0.5 $137.29 . -
03 $10.24
6.4 $817.77
7 $7684.36
$57.21
4 $301.38
3 $393.28
0.2 $21.95
3 $399.48
6 $i14588 |
1 $122.71
203 $2,204.48
6.2 $386.83
Tara T s
Hrs. | Expendlitures
2 $232.17
187.5 sa2524.42 _

1
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11.8, Fish and Waldlife Sewsce

Carlsbad Fish and Wikdlife Offce :
6010 Hidden Valley Road. 4949 me&ge fvenve
Carlibad, California 92011 San Diego, CA 92123
£160) 4319440 (8581 4674201 -
e FAX (760} 431-5801 . EAX (&ﬁ} 4674259
T Reply Roferto” ' B '
FWS5SDG-3970.3
_ - July 31, 2006
Ms. Martha Blake, Associate Plarmeér
Chry of San Diego
Development Services Deparmment
1222 First Avenus, MS 501
San Diego Caltfornia 92101

Re: University City North/South Transportation Corridor Stody

Dezr Mz, Blake:

(EIR) farﬁmumczsuy caiy Norst/Serth Transpemnea Comidor 3méy (Trans -
We- umdersmd that tammawthe Cﬁy;C 'ﬂm:ﬂ will: consxéﬁt wﬁethaz m cc:mfy ﬁxe ﬁnai EIR for

To femove ﬁ;e bndge fmm ’:h& Um’!f s
'_-fm Joly 26, m& staﬁ’aepmw City €

Itis evident that the GAW A would have sibsentially fewerand less significent bivlogical
#mpacts than the RRBA. beyond those associated stricrly with the MHPA. -And, o tb:esc fwo




Banssunz

UB/AHI/ B 0E A8 FAY 12584674298

M. Martha Blake (FWS-8DG-3970.3) | 2

- alternatives, the results (see table below) of thi-City”s traffic analysis indicare thatthe GAWA is
-also the alternative that would singly best meet the project purpose; if the pirpose is to refieve
traffic congestion, mparncuia: within and berweern the southern and northern portions of the
community of University City."? If however, the - project purpose is different from that
presented in the EIR, the City should formally revise it K is xmpmam o note that the City is not
-obligated to select any altemative (RTC #2.29). Any fmprovementin traffic gained fromi any of
the alternatives would be 3o marginal that it begs the question whethor any would sufficientdy
‘meet the project pumpose to wavcant the associated expenditure of ﬁmds for its implementation.

Projected Unaccep hle Lgveisof Sﬂ'ﬂcefor Ymm&
NoPrget | 11 |
GAWA T

GAWA & RRBA 7 7

Thellﬁylémﬁ’R&_pﬂr’tmC!tyﬂﬁmlm:batﬂmmgaalof&eappmmhmkmm:he
FR wmmmmmﬁwmmm«mmnuf
wwmmwmmmmﬂmdmmﬁammmmmﬁh
-aitaimnve" mever zhsertys“j g {Candiq pageﬂ}thatiheﬁ,&WAw

Z ach and fepresents a contravention of CEQA

'Wﬁ* . :“—:’mwmmc@comm .




Attachment 13







Attachment 14




e e DNV WILDLHE PROTECTION ACT OF 1990
HABITAT CONSERVATION FUND PROGRAM -APPLICA‘TION

THIS FORM AND REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS MUST BE SUBMITTED FOR EACH PROJECT SITE

PROGRAM TYPE {check one below)

o Deer Lion O Wetlands O Anadromous and Trout
o RTEP i ® Riparian O Trails and Programs
|| PROJECT NAME AMOUNT OF GRANT REQUESTED ' o
v (minimum grant - $20,000 except traits) 321,115
ROSE CANYON OPEN SPACE PARK '
RIPARIAN ENHANCEMENTIRESTORATI ON - | ESTIMATED TOTAL PRO.ECT cosT
[ (State grant and other funds) $ 68,235
GRANT APPLICANT (agency and address, inciude zip code) ' COUNTY ; ' NEAREST CITY
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO
CITY OF SAN DIEGO .
PARK AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT PROJECT ADDRESS
202 C" STREET, MS 37C ROSE CANYON OPEN space PAF{KA
l’ SANDIEGO, CA 92101 NEAREST CROSS STREET
SENATE DISTRICT NO. ASSEMALY DISTRICT NO.
_ 38 : 78,76
GRANT APPLICANTS REPRESENTATIVE AUTHORIZED 1y TITLE PHONE
RESOLUTION (rame typed). :
MARCIA C. McLATCHY PARK & REC DIRECTOR 236-6643
PERSON WITH DAY-TO.DAY RESPONSISILITY FO:R PROJECT IF TITLE PHONE
DIFFERENT FROM AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE {(nama typad)

STACEY LoMEDICO GRANTS ADMINISTRATOR - 525-8217
BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT _

Remove large stands of invasive non-native vegetation from Rose Creek where it runs through Rose Cahyon— Open
Space Park. Replace the non-native plants with native plant material. Approximately 15 - 20% of the vegetation at the

creek is non-native. o
For Development projects, Land Tenure-Projact is acres. Far Acquisiﬁqn projects, Project land will be . _acres.’

Acres owned in fee simple by Grant Applicant, ) - Acquired in fee simple by Grant Applicant.

Acres available under a year lease. Acquifed in other than fee simple (éxplafn)

_ Acres other interest (explain)

! certify that the information contained in this project application form, including required attachments, is accurate and that I have
read and understand the important information and assurances on the reverse of this form. ' :

SIGNED o A e € TPz AN . 9/2-5’/ S
Grant Applicant's Authorized Representative as shownn Resoiution Date / s

PR 875 {New 8/21) (Front)
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- f i T r———— T T W GWEWT 4 W RN W g b e S
+ f the State hereunder If in the Judgment of the State such filure was due to no fauh of the Apgplicant In such case, any -
; amount required to satde atminimum costany inevecabie obligations properyincurred shall be efigibla for reimbursement
under this agreemeant. : . _

4, Bacause the benefitlo be derived by the State, fom the hufl compliance by the Applicant with the tarms of this agreemant,
is the prasarvation, protection and net increass in the quantity and quality of parks, public recreation tadlities andfor
historical resources available tothe people of the State of Califomia and because such benefitex=eads to anImmeasurable
and unascertainable extent the amount of manay furmishad by the State by way of grant maneys under the provisiens of
this agreement, the Applicant agrees that payment by the Agplicant o the State of an amount equal to the amount of the
grantmaoneys disbursed under this agreement by the State would be inadequate compensation ta the Stata forany braach
by the Applicant of this agreement. The applicant further agreas therelars, that the appropriate remedy in the aventof a
breach by the Applicant of this agreement shall be the spedific performance of this agteement, unless otherwise agreed |

to by the State.

5. Applicantand State.agree thatilthe Projectincludes dovelopmentfinal payrnén!maynotbe made unil the Projectconlorms
substantially with this agreement and is a usable facility,

F.  Hold Harmless L -

1. Applicant agrees to waive all claims and recaurse ggainst the State induding the tight to contribitian for kiss or damage
ta persans or property arising from, grawing outeforin any way connected witharincident to this agreement except claims
arising Irom the concurrent er sole negligenca of State, its officer, agents, and employess.

2. Applicant agrees to indemnily, hold harmless and defend State, its officers, agents and employees against any anc.:l all
claims demands, damages, costs; expenses ar Eability costs arsing out of the acquisition, davelopment, construction,
aperation or maintenance of the property described as the Projectwhich claims, demands or causes of action arisa under

Govemnment Code Section 895.2 or otherwisa except for lizbility asising out of the concurrent or sole negligence of State,
its officars, agents, or employees. .

3. Applicant agrees thatin the event Stata Is named-as codelendant under the provisions of Gavernment Code Section 895
&t saq., the Applicant shall notify State of such tact and shall raprasant State In the legal action unless State undertakas
to representitself as codefendant in such legal action’in which svent State shall bear its own liigaton costs, expenses, and
attomey’s fees,

>

Applicantand state agrees thatin the event aljudgment entered against tha State and Applicantbecauss of the concurmrent
negligencs of the State and Applicant, their officars, zgents, oc emplayees, an apparionment of kability to pay such
judgment shall be made by a court of competent jutisdiction. Neither party shall request a jury apportionment. '

§. .. . Applicant agrees to indemnify, hold hamless and dafend the State, its olficers, agents dnd employees égairutaqy andall B
‘claims, demands, costs, expensas or habiity costs arising outof lagal actions purstant o jtams to which tha Applicanthas
cartified. Applicant acknowledges that it ts solely responsible for compliance with items to which it has certified.

G. ' Financia! Records

1. Appiicant agrees to maintain satisfactory finandal aceounts, documants and records for the Project and to make them
available to the State for auditing at reasonable tmes. Applicant alsa agrees to retain stch financial accounts, decuments
_.-7x 7 ; and recards for thrae years following project terminatian er complgtion. -, - ST SRy
Applicant and State agree that during regular office hours each of the parties hereto and their duly autherzed
repressntatives shalt have the right o Inspect and make copies olany books, records or reports ol the other party pertalning
to this agreement or matters related therato. Applicant agrees b maintain and make available for inspection by the State _
accurate records of all of its costs, disbursements and recaipts with respect b its activities undar this agreement. .

2. Appﬁcant agrees to use any generally accepted accounting system,

% H.  Usaof Project Area

1. Applicant agrees that the property acquired or daveloped with grant monojfs urder this agreemant shall be used by the
- Applicant ealy for the purpasas of the California Wildlife Protection Actaf 1930 and no ather use, saks, or othar disposition
ol the araa shall be permitted sxcapt by specific act of the Lagislature, - :

2.  The Applicant agreas to maintain and operats in perpatuity the property acquired, daveloped, restored or enhanced with
thesa funds. .

f. Nondisaimination

1. The Applicant shall not diseriminate against any person on the basis of sex, race, color, national origin, age, refigion,
ancastry, or physical handizap in the usa of any propedty or facility acquired or developed pursuant o this agreemeant

2.  The Applicant shall not discriminate against any person on the basts of residence excapt to tha extent that reasaa_"labie
differances in admission or other lees may be maintained on the basis of residence and pursuant to law,

DPR 879A _ - 4





