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Proposed Minor Project Change Type: Request #: 

Minor Project Refinement 2 

 

Part A: Proposed Minor Project Change Summary 

Date Submitted: Requested Approval Date: Start Date: Expected End Date: 

9/2/2016 9/3/2016 9/3/2016 12/10/2016 

Submitted by: Organization and Title: Duration and Work Hours: 

Keri Cuppage Senior Environmental 

Compliance Specialist 

Within approved work hours 

Location(s): Describe applicable location(s), address, and/or dimensions and area of any additional 

work areas and land disturbance associated with the proposed refinement. 

Addition of 0.13 acres of LOD in east portion of SDG&E’s property 

Proposed Action(s): List and describe each proposed action.  

Change of LOD in east portion of the project area.  

Purpose(s): Explain why the proposed action(s) are necessary. 

To allow for additional parking closer to the substation perimeter gate once the Hunte Parkway 

parking is inaccessible during the construction of access road to Hunte Parkway. 

Comparison Documentation: Submit supporting photos, maps, and other documentation illustrating the 

difference between the existing conditions in the area, the approved project, and the proposed 

refinement in Part D. 

 

Part B: Existing Conditions 

Current and Adjacent Land Use(s): 

Currently vacant. Adjacent to single family residential and public school. 

Has landowner approval been 

granted? (Describe below) 

Landowner: Date of Approval: Approval Verified by: 

☐ Yes  ☐ No  ☒ N/A SDG&E 8/22/2016       

SDG&E owns the proposed area of disturbance. 

 

Surveys: List any new survey reports under Part D, attach a copy, and describe relevant survey details 

under the applicable resource category listed in Part E. 

 

☒ Previously Surveyed ☐ Positive 
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Biological Resources. Were all sites associated with the 

proposed action(s) surveyed for biological resources with the 

potential to occur in the area? If so, were survey results positive 

or negative? Were surveys completed during the appropriate 

timing and season to detect resources? If not, describe under 

the applicable resource category in Part E. 

☐ Survey Attached ☒ Negative 

☒ N/A – Surveys were included in the 

EIR. 

Cultural Resources. Were all sites associated with the proposed 

action(s) surveyed for cultural resources (records search and 

pedestrian survey)? If so, were survey results positive or 

negative? 

☒ Previously Surveyed ☐ Positive 

☒ Negative ☐ Survey Attached 

☒ N/A – Surveys were provided for the 

EIR. 

Hydrology. Were all sites associated with the proposed 

action(s) surveyed for hydrologic resources? If so, were survey 

results positive or negative? 

☒ Previously Surveyed ☐ Positive 

☒ Negative ☐ Survey Attached 

☒ N/A – Surveys were included in the 

EIR. 

Summarize water features and stormwater considerations including any changes to jurisdictional 

features and the use of erosion and sediment control best management practices. 

Refinement does not cause changes to hydrologic features. No jurisdictional features are located in the 

area. BMPs will be implemented in accordance with the approved SWPPP. 

 

Part C: Permits, Agency Approvals, and Environmental Protection Measures (EPMs) (List any new permits 

or agency approvals under Part D, attach a copy, and describe relevant details under the applicable 

resource category listed in Part E) 

Have all required permits, permit amendments/authorizations, 

or agency approvals been issued by resource agencies with 

applicable jurisdiction? 

☒ Previously Provided 

☐ Authorization Attached 

☐ N/A 

Would the proposed action(s) conflict with permit conditions or agency approvals? ☐ Yes ☒ No 

Would the proposed action(s) conflict with project applicant proposed measures 

(APMs), avoidance and minimization measures, or mitigation measures (MMs) listed in 

the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR)? 

☐ Yes ☒ No 

 

Part D: Attached Materials (e.g., surveys, maps, photos, memos, agency authorizations, etc.) 

Attachment 1 – Change in LOD Figure 
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Part E: FEIR Consistency 

List applicable project requirements (e.g., APMs, MMs, project parameters, or other project stipulations) 

for which the refinement is being requested. 

, APM Air-1, APM BIO-4, MM Biology-3, MM Biology-9, MM Geology-1, APM HAZ-3, MM Hazards-2, APM 

HYDRO-1, MM Noise-2 
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Memorandum 
 

Date: September 2, 2016   
   
To: Connie Chen 
 Project Manager 
 California Public Utilities Commission  
 
From: Richard Quasarano 
 Compliance Manager 
 San Diego Gas & Electric Company 
   
Subject:  Revised Minor Project Refinement Request for Change in Limits of Disturbance (MPR Request #2) 
 
 
SDG&E’s design team is requesting a change to the previously identified Limits of Disturbance (LOD). Specifically, this 
MPR Request #2 is for a change of the LOD in the east portion of the project area to allow for additional parking. The 
requested approval date of this MPR Request #2 is September 3, 2016. The change in LOD would increase the 
substation work area by approximately 0.13 acres. The new total impact area would be 13.24 acres. This increase in LOD 
would allow for additional parking closer to the substation perimeter gate, once the Hunte Parkway parking is inaccessible 
during the construction of the access road to Hunte Parkway. The anticipated start date of using this increase in LOD 
would be is September 3, 2016.   
 
No preserve areas are located within this additional disturbance area. As a result no impacts to preserve areas would 
occur as a result of this increase in LOD. A CPUC Approved Biologist surveyed the additional LOD area and confirmed 
that the area is disturbed habitat and does not contain non-native grassland or any other sensitive plant species. Only 
small dried patches of common star thistle (Centaurea melitensis) exist within the area. As seen in Attachment 2 – 
Photos, this additional impact area has previously been graded and is associated with existing SDG&E Transmission 
access roads currently in use. No vegetation would be impacted by this increase in LOD, as it is located within the greater 
disturbed area that is graded and cleared as part of SDG&Es annual road maintenance. The increase in LOD area is 
located within the outer limits of the 50-foot buffer area of a cultural resource Environmentally Sensitive Area; however 
disturbance associated with parking would not be greater than the current disturbance associated with SDG&Es annual 
road maintenance activities. The boundary of the increased LOD area would be flagged to prevent parking or any other 
activity outside of the newly approved limits. No additional construction or other ground disturbance would occur as a 
result of this increase in LOD. 
 
Changes to the LOD would not represent a new significant impact to biological resources and/or increase the severity of 
any other significant impacts. Additionally, the change in LOD would not trigger additional permit requirements and would 
not conflict with any Applicant Proposed Measure (APMs), Mitigation Measure (MMs), or other applicable regulations. All 
APMs and MMs that will be implemented for the existing LOD would also be implemented for the additional LOD. All 
cultural and paleontological monitoring would be extended into this area, as monitoring efforts are covering ground 
disturbing activities throughout the substation project area. Likewise, all erosion and sediment control storm water BMPs 
would also be extended into this area. The change in LOD would not require a change in construction start and end dates.  
 
The attached figure (Attachment 1) and images (Attachment 2) show the new temporary disturbance area. The purple line 
in the southeast corner surrounding an area of yellow notes the approximate change in LOD. 
 
Your consideration of the proposed change in LOD is appreciated.  Please let us know if you have any questions or 
concerns with this adjustment. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Richard Quasarano 

Page 11 of 16



ATTACHMENT 1 – Change in LOD Figure 
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Salt Creek Impacts with Fenceline
Salt Creek

Scale: 1:3,600; 1 inch = 300 feet

Path: \\ussdg1fp001.na.aecomnet.com\data\projects\_6048\60485246_Salt_Creek\900-CAD-GIS\920 GIS\922_Maps\SaltCreekImpacts_Fenceline.mxd,  9/1/2016, janssenn
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Source:  Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User
Community
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ATTACHMENT 2– Photographs  

 

Page 14 of 16



 

 

Salt Creek MPR Request #2 
Attachment 2: Photographs 

 

 

Photograph 1:  

View 1 of 
additional 
disturbance 
area. 

 

 

Photograph 2: 
View 2 of 
additional 
disturbance 
area. 
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Photograph 3: 
View 3 of 
additional 
disturbance 
area. 
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