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NOTICE OF PREPARATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
COLLIER PARK RENOVATIONS PROJECT
CITY OF LAMESA

SUMMARY

The City of La Mesa is proposing to make improvements to Collier Park, an existing 7.7-acre
neighborhood park located at 4401 Palm Avenue. The park is situated between Palm Avenue to the
west and Upland Street to the east, approximately one-half mile south of La Mesa Village and La
Mesa Boulevard. See attached Figures 1 and 2 depicting the regional location and project site
location, respectively.

Under the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and its Guidelines, the
City of La Mesa is the Lead Agency for environmental review and must evaluate the potentially
significant environmental effects of the proposed project. The City of La Mesa has determined that
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will be prepared to assess the proposed project’s effects on the
environment, to identify potentially significant impacts, and to identify feasible mitigation measures
to reduce or eliminate potentially significant environmental impacts.

This Notice of Preparation (NOP) is being circulated pursuant to California Resources Code Section
21153(a) and CEQA Guidelines Section 15082. Public agencies and the public are invited to
comment on the proposed scope and content of the environmental information to be included in the
EIR. A 30-day comment period is provided to return written comments to the City. The comment
period begins on October 17, 2011 and ends on November 16, 2011. All comments must be received
by 5 PM on November 16, 2011 and be directed to:

Chris Jacobs, AICP, Senior Planner
City of La Mesa

8130 Allison Avenue

La Mesa, CA 91942

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Collier Park is approximately 7.7 acres in size and is the oldest municipal park in the City of La
Mesa, dating back to 1915. Currently, the park consists of open green space, one lighted tennis court,
a tot lot playground, several picnic tables with barbeques, the Spring House building, a water
fountain, one restroom, parking for 25 cars in an un-striped parking lot and a variety of mature trees.
Collier Park and Spring House were designated a local historical landmark in 1985. The northern
portion of the park, consisting of approximately 2.2 acres, is entirely undeveloped.
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The topographic grade of the park currently varies from the lower developed portions to the tops of
the slopes in the north and eastern areas of the park. From south to north, elevations range from about
500 feet above mean sea level (MSL) to about 545 MSL.

Land uses bordering Collier Park include an office complex to the south, single-family homes to the
east and west, and an apartment complex to the north. Zoning for Collier Park is Suburban
Residential with the Scenic Preservation Overlay Zone (R1S-P). The La Mesa General Plan
designates Collier Park as a Neighborhood Park Recreation Use.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project is organized into four areas: 1) Panhandle; 2) Spring House; 3) History Hill; and
4) Collier Club House. The improvements associated with the four project areas are discussed below.
The improvements proposed are conceptual in nature, and detailed plans have not been finalized,
except for the Panhandle area of the Park. The EIR analysis will evaluate a worst-case scenario with
respect to the impacts associated with the construction and operation of the proposed project. See
Figure 3 for a project site map showing the proposed improvements.

The first anticipated phase of improvements to Collier Park would occur in the Panhandle area in the
southern and western portions of the Park. Within the park, Pasadena Avenue separates the
Panhandle area from the rest of the Park. The Panhandle area is primarily developed and includes
existing facilities such as the parking lot, relocated water fountain, tennis court and playground. This
first phase proposes a variety of improvements including relocation of the water fountain,
playgrounds, plaza, walking paths, tennis court, traffic circulation, parking, landscaping, drainage and
security.

The existing Spring House is located within the Panhandle area of the Park. The City is exploring
various options with regard to the Spring House, including restoration, reconstruction and
replacement. For the purposes of the EIR, the proposed project addresses the demolition and
replacement of the Spring House with an interpretive center, which is considered the worst-case
scenario. Other options for the Spring House, including restoration and reconstruction, will be
addressed in the Alternatives chapter of the EIR. Prior to construction, historical documentation of
the Spring House would be completed.

The History Hill area is located in the southeastern portion of Collier Park east of the Panhandle area,
west of 4" Street and south of Pasadena Avenue. This area currently consists of mostly undeveloped
parkland. The History Hill area would be converted into a grassy amphitheater, built into the hillside.
The amphitheater would offer casual seating capacity for 50 park visitors and would be suitable for
intimate performances and gatherings. A small portion of the amphitheater area would be designated
as rental space, for weddings and other similar events. The amphitheater would be located adjacent to
the Spring House, creating an opportunity for the two features to be used together as one special event
venue.

The Collier Club House area is located in the northern portion of Collier Park, north and east of
Pasadena Avenue and west of 4™ Street. This area currently consists of mostly undeveloped parkland.
This area is proposed to be developed with a 2,500 square-foot club house building for public use,
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outdoor seating areas and a ceremony stage. Other proposed improvements include walking paths,
traffic circulation, parking, landscaping, and security.

Each phase of project construction is anticipated to last between nine and 12 months. Dates of
construction are currently unknown. Grading of the entire site, including both phases, would require
approximately 500 cubic yards (cy) of cut and 7,600 cy of fill. Construction of the proposed project
would result in topographic grade changes from approximately one to six feet, with an average of
three to four feet of fill placed over the entire site.

TOPICS TO BE ANALYZED IN THE EIR

The EIR will address potential direct and cumulative impacts associated with the following
environmental issues. Detailed analyses will be conducted in order to ascertain the proposed project’s
effects on the environment and the relative degree of impact prior to implementation of mitigation
measures. Where impacts are determined to be significant, mitigation measures will be prescribed
with the purpose of reducing the project’s effects on those impacts either completely or to the
maximum extent feasible. An analysis of alternatives to the proposed project will also be included in
the EIR, including the No Project Alternative.

Air Quality. The EIR will include the preparation of a technical air quality analysis and a description
of the findings of the air quality analysis in the document. The air quality analysis will address the
project’s potential impacts from construction activities and operation of the project. The EIR will also
discuss project consistency with applicable air quality regulations.

Biological Resources. A biological resources technical report will be prepared to evaluate potential
impacts to biological resources located in the undeveloped areas of the park. The EIR will describe
the findings of the biological resources technical report including potential impacts to sensitive
habitats, plant or animal species, and potential wetlands/waters of the U.S. The EIR will also discuss
project consistency with applicable biological resources regulations.

Cultural Resources. A cultural resources survey was prepared for the park in 2009, which included
a literature review, record search and field survey of Collier Park and the Spring House. As
mentioned above, Collier Park and Spring House are designated as a local historical landmark. Based
on the recommendation in the 2009 cultural resources survey, a historic structures report is currently
being prepared for the Spring House/Collier Park to evaluate the eligibility of these resources to the
National Register of Historic Places. The EIR will describe the findings of the two reports and will
identify the potential for the project to result in impacts to onsite cultural resources.

Geology and Soils. The EIR will describe the findings of the site specific geotechnical report and
project grading information and will identify any potential geologic hazards which may result from
implementation of the proposed project.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The EIR will include a discussion of global climate change issues. The
analysis will include an inventory of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions resulting from the proposed
project and assess the significance of the project’s potential GHG impacts to the attainment of the
State’s goal of reducing GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, as stated in Assembly Bill 32.
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials. The EIR will include an evaluation of the project’s potential to
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment, including the potential for the Spring
House to contain hazardous materials, such as asbestos and lead-based paint, which could be released
during demolition of the structure. The EIR will also address potential impacts associated with the
routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials, interference with an adopted emergency
response plan, and the project’s potential to handle hazardous materials within 0.25-mile of a school.

Hydrology and Water Quality. The EIR will include a discussion of applicable regulations
governing both hydrology and water quality. In particular, the EIR will address the project’s potential
impacts associated with hydromodification of the site and potential water quality pollutants generated
from construction and operation of the project.

The proposed project is not anticipated to result in impacts to aesthetics, agriculture and forestry
resources, land use and planning, mineral resources, noise, population and housing, public services,
recreation, transportation and traffic, or utilities and service systems.

RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES

According to Sections 15050 and 15367 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City of La Mesa is
designated as the Lead Agency for the project. Responsible agencies are those agencies that have
discretionary approval authority over one or more actions involved with the development of a
proposed project. Trustee agencies are State agencies having jurisdiction by law over natural
resources affected by a proposed project that are held in trust of the people of the State of California.
The potential responsible and trustee agencies that have been identified as part of the preparation of
this document and the required permits, approvals, or their associated responsibilities for the proposed
project are:

1. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 Permit if the project would result in impacts to
waters of the U.S., which may include the onsite drainage channel.

2. State Department of Parks and Recreation authorization of grant funding through Proposition
84 - Statewide Park Development and Community Revitalization Program if grant funding is
obtained for the proposed project.

3. State Water Resources Control Board Construction Activities Storm Water General Permit
(National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System) required for sites over 5 acres in size to
regulate discharge of storm water during construction.

4. California Department of Fish and Game (Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement) if
the project would result in impacts to the onsite drainage channel.

5. Regional Water Quality Control Board (Section 401 Water Quality Certification) if a U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 Permit is required.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCEDURES

This NOP for the proposed project will be submitted to the State Clearinghouse, which will forward it
to potential Responsible Agencies and Trustee Agencies. Other interested parties that may have
permit authority or have specifically requested notification of the project will also receive a copy of
the NOP.
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After the 30-day review period for the NOP is complete and all comments are received, a Draft EIR
will be completed in accordance with CEQA as amended (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et
seq.) and the State Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA (California Code of Regulations, Section
15000 et seq.). Once the EIR is completed, it will be made available for public review and comment.
Copies of the EIR will be mailed directly to those agencies commenting on the NOP and will also be
available for review at La Mesa City Hall, 8130 Allison Avenue, La Mesa, CA 91942,

NOTICE OF SCOPING MEETING

The City will hold a public scoping meeting to obtain information regarding the content and scope of
the EIR. This scoping meeting will take place on Wednesday October 26, 2011 from 6:00 PM to 8:00
PM at City Hall (8130 Allison Avenue) in the City Council Chambers. All public agencies,
organizations and interested parties are encouraged to attend and participate at this meeting.

The City of La Mesa encourages the participation of disabled individuals in the services, activities
and programs provided by the City. Individuals with disabilities who require reasonable
accommodation in order to participate in the meeting should contact the City's Americans with
Disabilities Coordinator at (619) 667-1178.

All interested citizens are invited to attend and participate in this public hearing. Any questions
regarding this notice should be directed to Chris Jacobs in the Community Development Department
at (619) 667-1188.
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ETATEOF CALIFORNIA
Governor's Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

Ko Alex

[

Motice of Freparation
Dctober 20, 2011

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: Caollier Park Renovations Project
SCH# 2011101051

Atached for your review and comament is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Collier Park Renovations Project
drafi Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencics must ransmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOF, focusing on specific
information related to their own statuiory responsibility, within 30 days of recgipl of the NOP from the Lead
Agency. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a
timely manner. We encourage other agencics to also respond to this votice and express their concems early in the
envirommentsl review process.

Plesse direcl Your comimSats io;

Chrls Jacobs

Ciiy of La Mesa
B130 Allison Avenue
LAT 91941

La Mesa, CA 91942

with & copy o the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Plannmg and Ressarch. Flease refer o the SCH pumber
noted above in all correspondence concemdng 1his project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Cleannghouss ot
(91 6) 445-0613.

Sincerely,

i

Director, State Clearinghouss

Antachments
oc: Lead Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.0.DOX 3044 BACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA BGELI-B044
TEL (BIE) £48.0013 FAX[P18) 3Z%3018 www.oprea.ger




SCHe
Frojact Tithe
Lead Agency

R fom e

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2011101081
Coliler Park Renovations Project
La Mesa, Clly of

Typa
Deseription

HOP  Molice of Preparation

The proposed project is organized into four aneas: 1) Farhandle: 2) Spring House; 3) History HIE and
4) Collier Club Houss, Tha improvemants propozed are conceptual In neture, and detatied plans have
not bean finalized, except for tha Panhandie arsa of tha park. The EIR analysis will evaluste a
worsi-caseo scenario with respect fo 1he impacts associaled with the construction and oparation of the
proposed project

Laad Agency Contact

Mame Chris Jacobs
Agency Clly of La Mesa
Phone (618) 6571188 Fax
emaif
Address 8130 Allison Avenua
LM 81841
City LaMesa State CA  Zip E1842
Project Location
Counly San Diego
Ciy La Masa
Region
Crass Streefs  Palm Avenue, Upland Stred, Lo Mesa Village and Ls Mesa Bivd
Lat/ Long
Parcel No,
Township Ranga Sectlon Base
Proximity to:
Highways
Alrports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use Office complex to the south, single family homes to the sast and wast, and an apartment complex io
the morth,
Z: Subuwrban Reskiential with the Scanic Preservation Overlay Zona (R15-F)
GPD: Nelghborhood Park Recraafion Lisa
Profect Issues  Alr Quality; Biologlcal Resources; Archasologic-Histore; Geologic/Saismic; Other 1ssugs:;
Toxic/Harendows; Water Cuality
Reviewing Resources Agency; Office of Historic Presarvation; Depadmaent of Parks and Recraation: Deparment
Agencies  of Water Resources; Departmant of Fish and Game, Reglon 5; Malive Amarican Haritage Commission,
Caltrans, Disiriet 11; Departmant of Toxic Substances Control, Reglonal Water Quality Conlml Board,
Fegion 8
Date Recehved  10V15/2011 Starl of Review 1062002051 End of Review 1111872011

Moba: Blanks in data fields regull from insulficlent information provided by lead agency,
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RECEIVED

October 26, 2011
0CT 81 zon
Mr. Chris Jacobs, AICP, Senior Planner
City of La Mesa CITY OF LAMESA
8130 Allison Avenue, GDM.*,-H_:I*_JI_T ¥ DEV. DEPT.

—rr—r———

La Mesa, CA 91942

Dear Mr. Jacobs:

The MNative Amencan Heritage Commission (NAHC), the State of California
‘Trustee Agency’ for the protection and preservation of Native American cultural resources
pursuani to California Public Resources Code §21070 and affirmed by the Third Appellate Court
in the case of EPIC v. Johnson (1985: 170 Cal App. 3™ 604). The court held that the NAHC has
jurisdiction and special expertise, as a state agency, over affected Native American resources,
impacted by proposed projects including archaeological, places of religious significanca to
Native Americans and burial sites. Tha NAHC wishes to comment on the proposed project.

This letter includes state and faderal statutes relating to Native Amarncan
historic properties of religious and cultural significance to American Indian tribes and interested
Mative American individuals as ‘consulting parties’ under both state and federal law. State law
also addresses the freedom of Native American Religious Expression in Public Resources Code
§5087.9.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA - CA Public Resources Code

21000-21177, amendments effective 3/18/2010) requires that any project that causes a
substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes
archaeological resources, is a 'significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) per the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the environment
as ‘a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical conditions within
an area affected by the proposed project, including ... objects of historic or aesthetic
significance.” In order to comply with this provision, the lead agency is required to assess
whether the project will have an adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential
effect (APE), and if 50, to mitigate that effect. Tha NAHC Sacrad Lands File (SLF) search
resulted as follows: Native American cultural resources were not identified within the
project area identified. Also, the absence of archaeological resources does not preclude their
existence, . California Public Resources Code §55097.94 (a) and 5097.96 authorize the NAHC
to establish a Sacred Land Inventory to record Native American sacred sites and burial sites,
These records are exempt from the provisions of the California Public Records Act pursuant to.
California Government Code §6254 (r). The purpose of this code is to protect such sites from
vandalism, theft and destruction.

The NAHC “Sacred Sites," as defined by the Native American Heritage Commission and
the California Legislature in California Public Resources Code §§5097.94(a) and 5097 .96,



Items in the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory are confidential and exempt from the Public
Records Act pursuant to California Government Code §6254 (r ).

Early consultation with Mative American tribes in your area is the best way to avoid
unanticipated discoveries of cullural resources or burial sites once a project is underway.
Culturally affiliated tribes and individuals may have knowledge of the religious and cultural
significance of the historic properties in the project area (e.g. APE). We strongly urge that you
make contact with the list of Native American Contacts on the attached list of Native American
contacts, to see if your proposed project might impact Native American cultural resources and to
oblain their recormmendations concerning the proposed project. Special reference is made to
the Tribal Consultation requirements of the California 2006 Senate Bill 105%: enabling legislation
to the federal Energy Policy Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-58), mandates consultation with Native
American tribes (both federally recognized and non federally recognized) where electrically
transmission lines are proposed. This is codified in the California Public Resources Code,
Chapter 4.3 and §25330 to Division 15.

Furthermore, pursuant to CA Public Resources Code § 5087.95, the NAHC requests
that the Mative American consulting parties be provided pertinent project information.
Consultation with Native American communities is also a matter of environmental justice as
defined by California Government Code §65040.12(e). Pursuant to CA Public Resources Code
§5087.95, the NAHC requests that pertinent project information be provided consulting tribal
parties. The NAHC recommends avoidance as defined by CEQA Guidelines §15370(a) to
pursuing a project that would damage or destroy Native Amencan cultural resources and
Section 2183.2 that requires documentation, data recovery of cultural resources.

Consultation with tnbes and interested Malive Amercan consulting parties, on the NAHC
list, should be conducted in compliance with the requirements of federal NEPA and Section 106
and 4{f) of federal NHPA (16 U.5.C. 470 el seq), 36 CFR Part 800.3 (f) (2) & .5, the President's
Council on Environmental Quality (CSQ, 42 U.S.C 4371 el seq. and MAGPRA (25 L.5.C. 3001-
3013) as appropriate. The 1992 Secratary of the Interiors Standards for the Treatment of
Histonc Properties wene revised so that they couid be applied to all historic resource types
included in the National Register of Historic Places and including cultural landscapes. Also,
federal Executive Orders Nos. 11593 (preservation of cultural environment), 13175
(coordination & consultation) and 13007 (Sacred Sites) are helpful, supportive guides for
Section 106 consultation. The aforementioned Secretary of the Interior's Standards include
recommendations for all ‘lead agencies’ to consider the historic context of proposed projects
and to “research” the cultural landscape that might include the "area of potential effect.”

Confidentiality of “historic properties of religious and cultural significance” should also be
considered as protected by California Government Code §6254( r) and may also be protected
under Section 304 of he NHPA or at the Secretary of the Interior discretion if not eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places. The Secretary may also be advised by the
federal Indian Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.5.C., 1898) in issuing a decision on whather or
not to disclose items of religious andfor cultural significance identified in or near the APEs and
possibility threatenad by proposed project activity.

Furtharmore, Public Resources Code Section 5097.88, California Government Coda
§27491 and Health & Safety Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for accidentally
discovered archeological resources during construction and mandate the processes to be
followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a project location other
than a ‘dedicated cemetery’.



To be effective, consultation on specific projects must be the result of an ongoing
relationship between Native American tribes and lead agencies, project proponents and their
contractors, in the opinion of the NAHC. Regarding tribal consultation, a relationship built
around regular meetings and informal involvement with local tribes will lead to more qualitative

consultation tribal input on specific projects.

Attachment: Native American Contact List



Barona Group of the Capitan Grande
Edwin Romero, Chairperson

1095 Barona Road Diegueno
Lakeside v GA 92040

sue @ barona-nsn.gov

(619) 443-6612

619-443-0681

La Posta Band of Mission Indians
Gwendolyn Parada, Chairperson

PO Box 1120 Dieguano/Kumeyaay

Boulevard . CA 91905
gparada®@lapostacasino.
(619) 478-2113
619-478-2125

San Pasqual Band of Mission Indians
Allen E. Lawson, Chairperson

PO Box 365 Diegueano
Valley Centern CA 92082
allenl@sanpasqualband.com

(760) 749-3200

(760) 749-3876 Fax

Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay Nation
Danny Tucker, Chairperson

5458 Sycuan Road

El Cajon v CA 92021
ssilva@sycuan-nsn.gov
619 445-2613

619 445-1927 Fax

Thils list is carrent anly as of ihe date of ihis document,

Diegueno/Kumeyaay

California Native American Contacts

San Diego County
October 26, 2011

‘I.FI& Band of Kumeyaay Indians
R. Pico, Chairperson

Fﬂ Box 908 Dieguenoc/Kumeyaay
Alpine « CA 91903
jrothauff@viejas-nsn.gov

(619) 445-3810

(619) 445-5337 Fax

umg,;.l ay Cultural Historic Committee
ristman

56 Viejas Grade Road
Alpine + CA 92001

(619) 445-0385

Diegueno/Kumeyaay

Jamul Indian Village
Kenneth Meza, Chairperson

P.O. Box 612 Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Jamul i EA a1 5'35

jamuirez @sctdv.net

(619) 669-4785

(619) 669-48178 - Fax

Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians
Mark Romero, Chalrperson

P.O Box 270 Diegueno
Santa Ysabel. CA 92070
mesagrandeband @msn.com

(760) 782-3818
(760) 782-9092 Fax

Distribution of this ksl doos not relieve any person of the slalutory respensibllity as defined In Sectbon T050.5 of the Health and Safety Coda,
Section S087.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section S057 .58 of the Public Resources Coda.

This list Is applicable for contacting kecal Natlve Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCHEZ011101057; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP); draft Ervironmental impact Report (DEIR]) for the Collier Park Renovation Progect;

locatod in the City of La Mesa; San Diego County, Callfonrnda.



California Mative American Contacls

San Diego County

October 26, 2011
Kwaaymil Laguna Band of Mission Indians al Nation of Santa Ysabel
Carmen Lucas lint Linton, Director of Cultural Resources
P.O. Box 775 Diegueno - P.O. Box 507 Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Pine Valley . CA 91962 Santa Ysabel. CA 92070
(619) 709-4207 cflinton73@aol.com

(760) BO3-56094

cjlinton73@ aol.com

Inaja Band of Mission Indians Manzanita Band of the Kumeyaay Nation

Re Osuna, Spokesperson Laroy J. Elliott, Chairparson

2005 S. Escondido Blvd. Diegueno P.O. Box 1302 Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Escondido . CA 92025 Boulevard . CA 91905

(780) 737-7628 (619) 766-4930

(760) 747-8568 Fax (619) 7T66-4957 - FAX

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee Kumeyaay Diegueno Land Conservancy

Steve Banegas, Spokesperson M. Louis Guassac

1085 Barona Road Diegueno/Kumeyaay P.O. Box 1882 Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Lakeside . CA 52040 Alpine » CA 91903

(619) 742-5587 - cell guassacl @ onebox.com

(619) 742-5587 (619) 952-8430

(619) 443-0681 FAX

Ewiiaapaayp Tribal Office Inter-Tribal Cultural Resource Protection Council
Michael Garcia, Vice Chairperson Frank Brown, Coordinator

4054 Willows Road Diegueno/Mumeyaay 240 Brown Road Dieguano/Kumeyaay
Alpine + CA 5180 Alpine » CA 91901
michaelg@leaningrock.net FIREFIGHTERGITFF@AQL.

(619) 445-6315 - vaice COM

(619) 445-9126 - fax ((619) 8B4-8437

This Est Is current only as of the dale of this document.

Distribution of this list doss not relleve any parson of the statulony responaibility as defined in Section T050.5 of the Hoealth and Safety Cods,
Saction 508754 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5057.58 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is applicable for contaciing bocal Mative Americans with regard (o cultural resources lor the proposed
SCHEI011101081; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP): draft Environmental Impact Report [DEIR) for the Collier Park Renovation Project;
located In the Clty of La Mosa; San Diego County, Califonrmila.



California Native American Contacts
San Diego County
October 26, 2011

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee
Bernice Paipa, Vice Spokesperson

P.O. Box 1120 Diegueno/Mumeyaay
Boulevard . CA 91905

(619) 478-2113

Campo Band of Mission Indians

Andrea Najera, Cultural Resources Manager
36190 Church Road, Suite 1 Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Campo » CA

(619) 478-9046

(619) 478-5818 - FAX

This list is current only as of the daie of this document.

Distribution of this list doss not relleve any person of the statutory responsibility ss defined in Section T050.5 of the Health and Safety Code,
Sectlon B05T.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 8007.98 of the Public Résources Code,

This list s applicable for contacting bocal Native Americans with regard 1o cultural FesoUrces 1of thi Propesed
SCHEFZ011101081; CEQA Notlce of Preparation (NOP) mmmmwmmmcmpﬂ Ramoryalion F'I"*‘I-H
located in the City of La Mesa; San Disgo County, Califonmia.
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@ Department of Toxic Substances Control

Deborah O. Raphael, Director

Matihaw Rodriques 5766 Corporate Avenue Edmund G. Brown Jr.
Ry e Cypress, Callornia S
2 3 RECEIVED
November 14, 2011 NOV L & 200
CITY OF LA MESA
COMMUNITY DEV. DEPT.

Mr. Chris Jacobs, AICP, Senior Planner
City of La Mesa

8130 Allison Avenue

La Mesa, California 91942

NOTICE PREPARATION (NOP) OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT FOR
THE COLLIER PARK RENOVATION PROJECT, (SCH#2011101051), SAN DIEGO
COUNTY

Dear Mr. Jacobs:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your submitted
Notice of Preparation for a draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the above-
mentioned project. The following project description is stated in your document: “The
City of La Mesa is proposing to make improvements to Collier Park, an existing 7.7-
acre neighborhood park located at 4401 Palm Avenue. The park is situated between
Palm Avenue to the west and Upland Street to the east, approximately one-half mile
south of La Mesa Village and La Mesa Boulevard. Currently, the park consists of
open green space, one lighted tennis court, a tot lot playground, several picnic
tables with barbeques, the Spring House building, a water fountain, one restroom,
parking for 25 cars in an un-striped parking lot and a variety of mature treas. The
northern portion of the park, consisting of approximately 2.2 acres, is entirely
undeveloped. Land uses bordering Collier Park includes an office complex to the
south, single-family homes to the east and west, and an apariment complex to the
north. Zoning for Collier Park is Suburban Residential with the Scenic Preservation
Overlay Zone (R15-P)".

Based on the review of the submitted document DTSC has the following comments:

1) The EIR should evaluate whether conditions within the Project area may posa
a threat to human health or the environment. Following are the databases of

some of the regulatory agencies:

« National Priorities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).



Mr. Chris Jacobs
November 14, 2011
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2)

3)

» EnviroStor (formerly CalSites): A Database primarily used by the
California Departmeni of Toxic Substances Control, accessible through
DTSC's website (see below).

= Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS): A
database of RCRA facilities that is maintained by U.5. EPA.

= Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is
maintained by U.S.EPA.

= Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the
California Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both
open as well as closed and inactive solid waste disposal facilities and
transfer stations.

» GeoTracker: A List that is maintained by Regional Water Quality
Control Boards.

« Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances
cleanup sites and leaking underground storage tanks.

= The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

The EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation
and/or remeadiation for any site within the proposed Project area that may be
contaminated, and the government agency lo provide appropriale regulatory
oversight. If necessary, DTSC would require an oversight agreement in order
to review such documents.

Any environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation for a site
should be conducted under a Workplan approved and overseen by a
regulatory agency that has jurisdiction to oversee hazardous substance
cleanup. The findings of any investigations, including any Phase | or |l
Environmental Site Assessment Investigations should be summarized in the
document. All sampling results in which hazardous substances were found
above regulatory standards should be clearly summarized in a table. All
closure, certification or remediation approval reports by regulatory agencies
should be included in the EIR.
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4)

3)

E)

7)

8)

9)

If buildings, other structures, asphalt or concrete-paved surface areas are
being planned to be demolished, an investigation should also be conducted
for the presence of other hazardous chemicals, mercury, and asbestos
containing materials (ACMs). If other hazardous chemicals, lead-based
paints (LPB) or products, mercury or ACMs are identified, proper precautions
should be taken during demolition activities. Additionally, the contaminants
should be remedialed in compliance with California environmental regulations
and policies.

Future project construction may require soil excavation or filling in certain
areas. Sampling may be required. If soil is contaminated, it must be properly
disposed and not simply placed in another location onsite. Land Disposal
Restrictions (LDRs) may be applicable to such soils. Also, if the project
proposes to import soil to backfill the areas excavated, sampling should be
conducted to ensure that the imported soil is free of contamination.

Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during any construction or demolition activities. If necessary, a health risk
assessment overseen and approved by the appropriate government agency
should be conducted by a qualified health risk assessor to determine if there
are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials thal may pose
a risk to human health or the environment.

If the site was used for agricultural, livestock or related activities, onsite soils
and groundwater might contain pesticides, agricultural chemical, organic
waste or other related residue. Proper investigation, and remedial actions, if
necessary, should be conducted under the oversight of and approved by a
government agency at the site prior to construction of the project.

If it is determined thal hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by the
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed in accordance with the
California Hazardous Waste Control Law (California Health and Safety Code,
Division 20, Chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulations
(California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5). If it is determined that
hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should also obtain a United
States Environmental Protection Agency Identification Mumber by contacting
(800) 618-6942. Certain hazardous waste treatment processes or hazardous
materials, handling, storage or uses may require authorization from the local
Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the requirement
for authorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA,

DTSC can provide cleanup oversight through an Environmental Oversight
Agreement (EOA) for government agencies that are not responsible parties,
or a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) for private parties, For additional
information on the EOA or VCA, please see
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www.disc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Brownfields, or contact Ms. Maryam Tasnif-
Abbasi, DTSC's Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at (714) 484-5489,

10)  Also, in future CEQA document, please provide your e-mail address, so
DTSC can send you the comments both electronically and by mail.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Rafiq Ahmed, Project
Manager, at rahmed@disc.ca.qgov, or by phone at (714) 484-5491.

Sinc:arg f e

Greg Holmes
Unit Chief
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program

co: Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.0O. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812-3044
state.clearinghouse r.ca.qov.

CEQA Tracking Center

Depariment of Toxic Substances Contral
Office of Environmental Planning and Analysis
P.O. Box B06

Sacramento, California 95812

Alln: Nancy Ritter

nritter@disc.ca.gov

CEQA # 3394








